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1. F

Maximum entropy spectral estimation method (Ll%% M. E.M. :4E0ET5) 12U
T BURG (1967) 3208 L CLISE, FEFIc2 < oBILahbh T e, HERHANT S £ Otk
BB S h, EBREZ O SN T CEOIBAR WAL ARL LR T 5 (LACOSS,
1971; ULRYCH, 1972 a, b; SMYLIE et al., 1973; FZ& - kA, 1974).

EOFECONTE, Fihe, HE T 4 L& —DEMD (SMYLIE et al., 19735 FFEE,
1974 b) H A\ 3, HDEE (Autoregressive BEL T A.R.) oA (b zid,
AXAIKE, 1969 a,b) 226 L PR ES LR TE Y, Zhb OS2 Tik LACOSS
(1971), % (1974Db) 35 X 0 ULRYCH and BISHOP (1975) 82z U T\ 5.

LinL7eidh, ZORECIERBCEAT CH), ERWLO0n0MBE ERERT
WA, ek xid (1) MEM. SREERVGORTE ARy P AR OFEEOE. (2) 7
4 A EZ—DEIOHRE. (8) M.E.M. oEEcit Bt #EI%  (Autocovariance
function) #EEHET 5 Hk: Gl A F. riE3) &, Burg #ZEo0\wh¥p 5 [Burg
TAZY XA BB, Z0 Burg 74 7Y X AT TIHMRBERIL S D KERE LR
EHodDd o EOMEHIR TS A (SAITO, 1974 2), = D —=FHD5#E\-.

FRLTIE, RS OMER RO M. E. M. @onTHBL L, fESE0JFEE & BERTS
FURGHREEE TS 2L kb, ZTORREHLACLTWL L e, PR TE
WM~ DICAERARS.

2. ZARY PMILEEEROESE
4, e LSRR 4 TR & DR ERORRT]
s @y Loy Ly Loy = vy Ly *
TE2D. {e) BEOUEC Y o TRD 22D 27 5 ALHETHZ LNTE S,
(I) HRD~<v~ (power) #3230, Tinbb
N

1 .
A oY o2 e (1)

P D L2 X 5 IeHRFNL A Y — 55 (power signal) &FENS.
(I1) ABRDO=:#1%~ (energy) 1 2% D

‘
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4t 3 Jwl <o (2)
ZDL5b i, =5 ¥~ (5 (energy signal) LI ThB.
FeR% o B O3/ 5 B9%L (autocovariance function) 11V —fE5wxf LTIk
N

e 1
) = M o o, 0 (3)

=F 0 F —FECR LT,

O =4t 3w (4)
TEHEIND. A7 + LEEERE (spectral density function) 1= h o o BB
B% (HBAFD o7~V = (Fourier) Bt L TEFHEEIh 5.

P(f) — At f: @(n) e—i2xfndt

=—00

=4 5 on) cos @nfndt) (5)
P(f) ki, ~v—EBHCHLT

N
T e—i2:fndt
n
—N

FN(f)=At

. 1 2
=2 A F—-FHEx LT

F(f) =4t E: eI nde

=—c0

P(f) = |F(N)I? (7)
ERBTHTENTES.

3. BREOT—%
ORI T — 2 MBS bR TWAEED A< 7+ A BB O ERIT oW Tk
oo L L7nib BRI BROBE b, Thd LIELEFEECEbRICEZDT — £
TP A OREBTHSH. A~ PAHEHBNEROT — 22MELCHBHME BRE
BB T 28T — 212 50T, ThEHEETH 2 &1, HOMARTATIETHS. =
ZWRARZ AT BT 2RO RE MRS D hITTHDA, EbnbIDrdin
Wik AR L CA~ 7 P ABEBNEHEETA 0Dy, Mbhrofilie TMEKE] H5wW
Al BRELRD. 20 X5 R U TR S BAT 5 2 LT
L0, TheLicRso T, R UDHTH A DRI TFTHRICIT 5.

LictinT, BROF— 22T 5Ehlc- CTRVEERMEL, BALLEEDS
WITHEAE D o TO BB X ST 5 0 EHD, THD. R TH o0 5 MEM.
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ConTh ZD XS R E ST LCIFET A LERDS L. ThTik, M.EM %
HRFNCH LT ED X 5 IARED LY Lo T DD THS S

I Br B, FEERFIDO A < 2 P BN ORI, EVAFIT A
(periodgram) (JONES, 1965) #:& BLACKMAN and TUKEY (1959) OGNS 5. RiEIx
RNt U TR A RE LT\ 52, = 0 JEk Fast Fourier Transform (F.F.T.)
(CooLEY and TUKEY, 1965) OHIILKELIAL HLWbhTnb. & 5 —2i, BLACK-
MAN and TUKEY X% [HEEIhATHAMMEK] &7~V =FRTDHETHS
A% BTM. EE04T %), ZORECREHNTL, Brls ik [Erbhinn7 7
(lag) OHTIHEEIS) 12 0 LEESRTWD o Licind. (HIESR)

TR OFED G TN S RENKREEORRINCK L THBEN R OTH D Z LIk
5FTHi. Fl, IhBOFERIILTY 4 v Fv (window) ORJENAE LV, T
Dicdic, Bhhd AR MADEEENE b D T T, HIEWT — 20
BRZ O EEITE L BB 5.

Shie LT ME. M. kb (52 b BRO BE3 BB 2T IR
O EDES | AHETS. S THAVWLRTWAON [EEHRN= Y e~
K] \iod 5 [maximum entropy | OEATH D, FOiDdIL, ZDOJiEL maximum
entropy method (M.E.M.) LML ¥R Tv5. ' ‘

M.EM. &3\ Tit, DX 57~ &0 [maximum entropy extention] THJHD
B2 (truncation effect 3 %\ 1% end effect) % XFHZ LI HDT, ZOHEEM
WhEEIEY 4 VFYOLEMNM L, 4 Fr— 7 (side lobe) DF#E L fesko Hikicth
LB/ WOREBETHS. Lt T, M.E.M. & ¥ c [data adaptive method |
LT T 5 (Lacoss, 1971).

4, Maximum entropy method

M.EM. TS B 7 c L 2 — Db #E L 52 LA TE 5 (BURG,
1967; SMYLIE et al., 1973).

L5H BRIV G2 bR &, HFEAETHII BTN s L2 —2FELD L,

Input Time Whitening Output Time Series
Series Filter (with White Spectrum)
L‘]‘l’:?ﬁ§ T
Output Spectrum

Input Spectrum =
P P Spectrum of Filter Response

Zhinb, X AbRick® maximum entropy (M.E.) A~ 7 b ADRFHEL Z ENT
% (L 1974 D).

._ﬂf_ X —i2nfndt) -2
P(f)—szllﬂLnZ.;ane Indt| (8)

ZITC, fa kA 2 AR (Nyquist frequeney) © fy=1/24t TH v, (A, ai, a,
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e, Gy) WETFINEESE 7 4 A % — (prediction error filter) D%, Pr 13T 2
g (i) THD.

SR, M.E. A</ ba%RdBo L, TFHEET 42— RHEEL, FUHEED
SEaHETH I LA THHA, AETTIE BURG (1967) ORI Lich»T
M.E.M. @2 THEDOEHH/RT LT (CHEN et al., 1974).

T oFBEEREARICE, HREN= Y e Y- OfFRIRESH-TH D, B<AbBh T
L5, BHRoxy e — LIXEROBREORETHY, = v brd—0NKEWE
FBIEETAE V. LialoT, 52 bh ik T TRIBREOE:, 2=V}
B Ok XU CRIES B FE Shb WK E W IRE THB I B GIE,
1974b). DX > 7ELZMSD M.E. A7 FAnElrRS.

v ARSI HRFIO= v b rE —~ b RO IOTS

S’” log P(f) df (9)
—y
P(f) BA<7 P AEBEERTHS. M.E. ARz A, ZO=viat— b #KRO
(5% bRt BOEN8EI] o) OFIT CkicT5 P(f) THh2bh%.
" Pyzeaf =0  ~Msnsy (10)

—Iy
7 = ei2n.'!dt

Bz PO iz 9), 10) RKOGHAELSHHL 2Lk »T#EBID. Lagrange
DREFER 2 2ACTE L LD L

S " log P, 5 2. 1P() Zr~0w)/2f]) df

N L S )
Lleh. Thhrb
Pf)=— L — -
g, na

MMEbh%. Lagrange DOREFEH 2, 1 (10) ROFHIO L LPREShDRELDOTH
5. (10) Nk
P(f)“[ O ZTE A+ +@O) A A O(=M)ZH A )2

=3 fN . § . o(n) Z-n (13)
LRI%THD. P(f) BEH» oA THH I D (12) Rk
a+mz+%ZL+ @ ZY) (L aF TR Lt gy * T )
2fN =1+ ; a2 () (14)

@) (1n, ()X @)K 1L, BIEROFTENRLBD, an=a.* THENBThBELL
EZLVWRETRRB.
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CEPFT B ENTED. 22T 1+ra Z+a, 2%+ FanZ? GiMIHETH B,
(13) &K & (14) KL LD
(5 o) 2 +Y 0, 27)

— Pﬂ[
o
A+ 2 0z
= eeed by L2407 Py (15)

15) Xo5EWE Z7 (1=1,2, --+) OREB0THHZLERLTWD. Z° b ZY %
TOREERHET S &, BOROHMEANMERERTH D b RANBELRS.

o0) ¢A)------ (M) 17 _ [Py
o(1) 2(0) a | = |0
: : (16)
: -@mJ : :
o(M) o(1) #(0)1 Lay 0

EH Gy gy -y BT Py i3 (16) AR C LIC T o THBRS. Fh, IHE
(15) K0 Z¢ (= M+1) RHBT 5 L0 b
DM+ = — 3 a@(M+l—n) (= 1) (17

n=1

MEBRD. ZoRE, MEM. kT, AR KB ORI D 00), 0Q),- - - ,0(M)
HEzbhiuE, BEH o o(M+1), oM+2), - bREZZLERLTND.

BE M.E.M. OoFHPIENTERD, 18) Xbbnb X o, MJE. A~27 bk
52 bRIcHTHOMBER] 07—V =FHhiroTkD, Lad, [Fxbhi-HE
FEAMBIE ] 12 0 EEESh TV, FLT 10) Kb, £o7—V =#EHRR 5
2 b EHBEMEBR] &l T W5 & bbb, —JF, REHLT, RO
B.T.M. whWwTi¥, [Hxbnig\ HEIEAHEIE] 20 &5 (RERRD 5 biTin
TRTHWBL, Y1V FyEBENTWSZ bbb, T07— Y = HEFRL 520
McBEHAHBAR] Ld7n - Twine.

Lietin T, (52 bhnicBREACHEHNHEI] 2T, L ORRIIOA<RZ b
NEERHET 5HA, MERRRIEREEL 5. 0B, HTRSHBERORE
PG L 5 REAIT/NE L, WEAGRV X 5 BRI LTHEETH D & 0 THS
D, Dz Enb, MEM. 3HBEDOL S ES, A< bARSE~2%dD
I 5 BRI LTEHTHD - enEZDBRA.

5. HEERETIL

M.E.M. i&owTiz, HEER (A.R.) @O &A»0 LR En T~ 5 (YULE, 1927;
PARZEN, 1969: AKAIKE, 1969 a, b, 1974). M.E.M. tW:R%I0 AR. T & O%m:
o~ Tk, ULRYCH and BISHOP (1975) ML K LT 323, 0 AR, fEHTIZ,
M.EM. #E#E+5% FCEHcEiEThH T TR, ZoFEEAVDI ETO7 412




364 KM i EEEZ=R

~DORXOERECH LT, BARERBLEE2%.

AR. =F013, BEBRFIOMITEEL LT YULE (1927) 23%% L, £ Of% PARZEN
(1969) & 5\ % AKAIKE (1969) & X b KL BRI h T 5. EEMRIIOMITIEL L
IV # F 25 A (JONES, 1965), | Tk, =0 AR, =7 ofiic, BEFFS
(moving average), EFAHHWIE, TOWMLEDESE (mixed autoregressive-moving
average) EFANEZ LR TWS. ThBIEDOWTIARI TIRERTA2, 8L
Box and JENKINS (1970) % &R X izl

ZD5h, AR, =FAREEHRIIOET AL LTIHEECILHORTED, 0
AR, BECHKWTL, ARMEO AR FEEOHS MUY ZhEX->T, BRIIO
B O HBIR L A% 7 bABERMLINTEE->TLES.

M ko AR. BEIZ—REC,

x
T = ;1 N gentE (18)

LEBShE. AL, Ewd =0 (B 2FEETT), & RAGME, {o.) & AR. &
Bchy,

Z¥ g Z b 7Y 2 Z—aly =0

DT ~T 1ZI<1 ThH5. Zhit AR EBEOIRIATEED IO DRETH 5.
D&MD & T

Effx-t=0 (=1 (19)
B LTwA, (18) REAnWTEasE &
E{(xi_aimf—l—a’éxi—s‘ co— @i p) iy = 0 (7=1)

b,
O(f)—ad(§—1)—atd(j—2)- - -ay@(j—M) =0
Likeh §=1,2,8,- - TOWTEETFTTL

al@(0)+atd()+ - - - +ay@(M—1) = @(1)
a/@(1)+atd0)+ - - - +ah P(M—2) = 9(2)

WD)+ @ DM —1)+ - - -+ aed(1) = B+1) (20)
A d(M+1)+at@d(M)+ - - - +ayP(2) = §(M+2)
COREEBTHE, ai=—a} LT
@(0) Q)(].) """ @(M) 1 — PM
a(1) 2(0) a | =0
: : (1)

: o || :
o(M) o(1) 00)] Lay 0
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({851, Py=00)+a,d1)+-- -+ayd(M)) L

OL+) =—3 a.0(M+1—n) 1= 1) (22)

“Mibhb.
(18) K> Z HaeHEr s e

X(Z)—X(Z) (@, Z+atZ* -+ - - +ahZY) = A(Z)
hinb

lAZ)

2 =
1 X(Z)] 1—alZ—a 42— - - —ay Z¥|*

(23)

Z=exp(—i2zf) RRATHZ LD, AR BEDORAR P AEERBEHANCE
Qo EMNTES (BEL L Box and JENKINS, 1970; JEH:, 1976 &). F4RIR Hika
At EETARNT Q) P (1) REELAFORANFPELRD

Py
2fx
& {a & Py iz Q) ROFHFERXML LI - TELRDZ LIV ET
Lievs. D LH5 LT, MLE.M. LESRFID A R, BITOEMELIRIND DI TH
B3, RICIASEC I 5 Ok, EEORRINCK LTk, fROKRHD AR, 7 1% A
2B I TH S, ZOMECH LTk TE2 L LT 5.

P(f) — 11+ ila" e—tznfndtl-z (24)

6. T4ILY—DEX .
M.EM. #Epcfvsiebhicd, SLIEERMEL, 74052 -0ORSY EOREC
ERITIMEVDS 2L THD. brobBELHLET 4N E—DORE M OEIFTAIKRE
o THBHNIIVWIIRELLRD. THRIZDHBERTIIIE L b iahinunw, fEE
BEWS ZERMBECT S & SRR 5 BT, RELS L M i35
FEMND & OFERT () D7 2 — 2% RDBTOB0E IRV v, i,
BRFIARLIKE DN E 7 AR BRIC L T3 X 5 At M 2KEL
FTHZEW LD, FONRETHEEROBREENS 2 TRREREERTE S (B
1974).

Bl 7 4 L E—DEICOWT, —RIUCEERTHC L LL. ZITERTIOM
B, 7 2DEX, SIN L X5 Thr5 L, BUIOBRMCL X5 LELLRS.
74— DEIDOWEFECOWTUL, $ETLD, WANHAELDLIR TS (GAL-
BRAITH, 1971; ANDERSON, 1971). UL, Zih O FECIEEEINTERITE/ O£/
MR LI LT 5 L5 BRI B & 2 AMB T, T, AKAIKE (1969 a, b) 1%
B 3573555 Pinal Prediction Error (F.P.E.) offf&% & » Ahtc criterion %%
BLTw5.

AKAIKE OF 2 HIIRDE B D THD. —RIC 7 4 A X2 =2 EHMREITELI D,
DEREHEINTcA R bAREBLNRS. —F7 4 L X —0NETELEETIL, —BRT
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DR BNBD, BREADT - 2 HWBIRD, A7 FAOHEIIKREL LY, TO
FEE L eh. LR -T, SRV OIBEANDIZ 7 4 A2 - TEERTRL, %
T ARZ MADHHEPNEL L, BELZHTIWEWSIEAENDIL, 740X 1XTED
FEFEL LIy, £ 2T, ZOHERFOIFREVEE LMD 0HIEL T T,
BEE T 4L E—DESEFHEELLS &5 D2 ARAIKE @ F.P. E. criterion T 5.

o F.P.E. 3FIHED 2FTFGT bbbt LTEREIND. & & o DT
fHET5E,

FPE = E{(x;—%,)* - (25)
LELIND. F— 250 N T M+1 ROTFHBEET 4 L & — % RAWEBEII

FPE(M, N) = vy (1+M/N)

©FEEhb (ULRYCH and BisHOP, 1975; FRYER et al., 1975). vy 13 M+1 &Ko
FMBEET 4 L 2~ DTFRBRED 2T THS.

T
A i
e =Tk X M= X Qi (@ =1) 27
k=1 k=0
N ¥y o
S}[: Z:l 624.[ i = Z:l Z_oara Li—rLi—s
o
~N ; K a0 (r—s)
N
=N ¥ a,00)
= NPy (28)
ETnk
vy =~ Sy/(N—M) (29)

L ich (FRYER et al., 1975). L7ch - T

N+ MP,,, (30)

FPE(M, N) = I

HEDLRD.
T B ANCIL T — 20 b EEELR S ORETTH DD, TDOLEEI AT A—520D
#¥ur M-+1wicv FPE(M, N) i

N-+-M-+1 N+M+1 p 31)

FPEQL N) =515

LA (FEL 1L AKAIKE, 1969 a, b, 1974; ULRYCH and BISHOP, 1975; FRYER el
al., 1975, ZR).

2o, Py & FPE(M,N) 13 M OZDBEKTHD = & BT LTERHS. Sy
BTFHBEEOZFEMTH Y, Py T OZFFHER - TOT, —fIC M B3525 & Py
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EEIICHRAT S GEE 1974b). ST LT, (80) R (81) ROBEMOHHE, M
LV ALT WL, LihioT, FPE(M, N) #&/NCT5 X 5 7 M OfEs 25
K%5ﬁ§®74wﬂ—®§§&m5:guma.:@ﬁ&mio,74wﬂ—&%ﬁ¢
s FPE(M, N) LRFRCHELTETE7 4 L 2 - DR 3%, HPWCRETSZ
LIRTED.

C O, BEAMCLEM LY, ¥, MEM. #SEERCHEMTS LTI
F7c 3 OTH5. ULRYCH and BISHOP (1975), FRYER et al. (1975) ik 2 OJjikx R
B0 T — 2O ARG DR YRR LT 5.

Ll F, AKAIKE ® F.P.E.criterion 122\ T% OBg A B~ T & 7eht, EEOT — &
o WTHEA LTSRS E, FPE(M, N) BRIU&EMCERI LT, Thrb gD T
DD EBWP L, FhnbEr MmO DT FP.E OR/MEL EOREDE IS
whsEBhnsd (o zif Fig. 2b). Lal, %L 0fE& FPEM, N) ok/MEs
Bih s Hic b T, FOMEBEFCECTERCh - T, FEAL—ELRD, £
BNMEDS b D o E NS GEE, 1974b). ¥ 7o, BERFIARL D BUWEEA % b2
I 57884 FPE(M, N) 3w om0l MERSHbbhb b bhh, EOMNMER
BERENEI LD DB

—Be, BERFIORICH L TT — 283F0 RV L S IBERIE, 7412 — ORI
IBARS FADEINIEHNEL, 74X —DRIDORELESHTHD. hicxt
LT, ERTAAMCHLTT - 22¥WEARIL, 744X —DRITARZ PLITH
BT E\WTL ADT, TOWETXES TILIg.

F.P.E. criterion & % ifld £ criterion & N 2FEH K E W& OB LT
Lk, T— ZAVEWSACE, TOMBRRETHY, BT LLREDT 4 L2~
DEERE2 D EZELR.

i, BICRT L 5, RN RESCE LTix, F.P.E. criterion DRTEELD,
—BEEB T 4 L E—F AW R WERAELRD.

IEEE ORI LT, 7442 —DORIDOEEIFFFHCHETHS Z L2350

SR, 74N Ex—0EXE, BRIIOEE, 7-20RE, SIN kH50E, RIFO
HENCIEUCHD L NETHAH. FETIE, 74 EX—-DORIEEXT, WDHAR
7 PAFRHEL, HBELTRE0RIWEEbRS.

7. M.E.M. [CKBRRT bV

KT, EEIC MLE.M. MED L isA <7 bADHEER 52 5000 T
HZERTS.

LACOSS (1971) & [7xdbinic A< 2 bl &b oBRINCK LTE, IELWA~xZ b
AhEZ DB, A7 FAR B~ 2] L oBEIE, TOE — 7{HIE LWiEy
RET, FOEBMNE LWEC AT 2 E0oHEE LTw5.

ZoTE, BT, WMEERR L OELEYBLT, 2o M E M olEHoowTEL
THX 5. M.E.M. OECE, ®BIcsE LB~ X5 CHBHEHBEE v 35k
(A.F. ) & Burg #2080 Burg 7A=Y X405 52, MEH, FEOA—-V Fy 7R
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e B TR D B & LI %, Burg 740 30 X AL\ TR AR CRE 45 .
(i) IR
FE) = e~1% sin (6.5¢)

0.05sec © 100 @AY, 74 1% —DOFH FL=M=6, 10, 20, 30, 40 i=>\ T3
Fafiisofc. COBE, 7412 —DREICREGERL, BEAEALARS LA
S, BEaw (1) R) HOMFIND A2 PARIEBIC L —3T5. 0L 5 esE
B A = AL F —EBTH T, [HRDOBhEARI bl b, FOH
ST HBIENL, TACHCRETS. 20k 57 b ok LTk, MEM. 20E L\ 2
7 MADHEER 52 B EEZ BNRS.

(i) 1Mz EHPIC 10% HEaMESTLnz, 0.05sec T 101 45540 p FL=6,7, 8,
10, 12, 18, 24, 80 oW TEH Lic. COBE 5 AN DWW AT 5 = L i b, A<
T IMET 4V —DRIE ELITIEER L OF T % (Fig. la). FL=8 < F.P.E.
RENCe%. Fig lb 27 42— DRI L E— 7 {ERFR L b DTHS. 740 4 —
DERINRALDELEDRARI UL Y 4 —FRARDE — 7L BA LTS, FL=
18 BETY — 7ERKARERD, TALLRESTAEALRT. <hici, HEEO—
DELTL, HEKRSHBIBOMEENEL b 2 ENFELLRE. BN KELOHE

10‘|'

SPECTRAL POWER DENSITY

1 1 1 1 s ) 1 ] Lt 01 [ B B | 1 |

0.2 10 18 6 10 18 24 30
FREQUENCY HZ FILTER LENGTH
Fig. 1a. M.E.M. spectra obtained from a 1Hz zero Fig. 1b. Peak value of spectra as a
initial phase sine wave, superposed with 10% function of filter length for the
white noise. Number of data samples (N) is sine wave shown in Fig. la.

101, sampling interval (4t) is 0.05s and filter
lengths (F'L) are 6, 8 and 18.
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MIFHE, €~ 2HIIbIEMATDEEZLRS.

FEEDOL > 7ed DM LTE, MEM. 371 2—0RIEEHIT, €~ 2fH A
)7 PABE T OFERT. £ L THSESMBROHEES L WHiF T, ¥
~2{ER 7 4 L Z ORI L EBCHRTD. EEECH LTk, HERMm, ORI
IR ERARC R FTHHA, 20X REFRHLTIEROT ~ 25 AT
HOERGREAHEETHEO (%5008 % (rounding error)] O7edic, FEEICILIRIE
BROER L olcAR2 FAXRELHS. Burg (unpublished note b) 1%, M.E. M. iz 2
R7PAVEERHEETLHIOTHY, TOE - 7{ERIE LWERZTRI TV D Lhisngs,
ZOWBILIE LNECHGIT 2 2 ExEH LT 5.

COZERBELTE, KOBGRRCHERTHLENLDS.

S’N P(f)df = 0(0) (32)
—ty
20X P(f) OS2 00) TishbHED ARy —ICHHTH5 I LEHR LTS, E~7
HCH LT ME5008% ] MERCRELSPETLIORX LT, TOFDTitvh b
TR LTE, FOBEINS . 20 EMD, EREDOLSKARI FARF Y~
FLoEaE, M.E. 2x27 b0 — 2fHIZIE LWMER RS w2, TOHEENED
Sy T HAITAE NS LS DTHS.

L, ©—7DAVFIREY, €—7END 3dB bl TOARY FARETIE, €
— DML o TERY — i3, ¥— 7L AV FIBORT L ELE S (Burg, un-
published note b). =Dz &mb, BRI OO — 7% L OB, ©—
IEEAVFIEOREE LD ZECLY, BRCLThLD Y —DEYHE TS ENTE
B, COBAKREFTIITREWEEART —DREVERS &S Z LTI 5.

BB, —fBOBRFICOWTHELTLS. MEM. 2hbicsw LTRE LTI A
<7 P ABERROEY 525D THA 50 TTICHR L L, A7 M AFERS
WoHEEEZY, coft B.T.M. = F.F.T. #AW5HENH 5. FOMHICh s ns
HBHTHHY. FRTE, LolcnWERBRS IVLorECSEESELS. 20 ik
LT, RS (1975) 722ECEam LTV A O THEMTERWEHAD VLT, b L, R
Py y ABRTHD, EHT AR GEECHS X5 eBeE, ME M &b Lvw
ARy W ABEBROMEE (ZhieBOHERELTATHE) Kind. FRIINIDL S
MR b E Xy, B.T. M. e 8 v AT AaRs P ABERRLHEET S Z &
b, HWERWESEAII LD E TS, HLPALFCRTIEREOLREEFOLOL
%, ARGBENERAINSMNE S ORI RG. 202 Bk, e 2 iy, MEM.
BERBCHEATSZ L, ORI, AR BEEAZGUTHNTAZ LITRB0
ThHoT, ZOEMECTLDON, 0L REENEDOBREFENDONEINTHD.
Fte, FREBUTUR7 4 L 2—DRILPBRLTLBTHAH. 2oz il MEM.
FEEICHWA S 2T, BIRELMETHY, FCEB LTI LRWI L THS.

8. M.E. XRJ PILOLIRETIR
M.E. 272 b LOIEFED LR & FRICOWT Burg (unpublished notea) 23 L
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TWBHDTC, UTFEhieonwTiiNg., FHEZET 1 L& —OHIEICEE LTI Levinson
O recursion (WIGGINS and ROBINSON, 1965) #SEfT LT\%. LidisT M+1 &Ko
FHEET s L Z—{ay,:d & M EKRD7 4 L& — {Qy-1,;} DEICITEOBIGENHS.

1 1 0
Qa1 Qyr-1,1 ¥ 31,01
Qar,2 Qpr-1,2 .

. = : + oy, . (33)

: ¥y,
a a*

: M—1,M~1 M-1,1

Qar, a1 0 1

Gy, ar 13 MA-1 3k D reflection (3 5 i3 partial correlation) RETH 5. Z=exp(i2zf4t)
o

14-ay, L+ Fay yZ¥ = 1+(1,M_1’1Z+ ey 22
Qg g T @F ey (2 o O g s T EFY)

Hy(f) % M+1 ROTUBRE7 4 2—D7 =) =ZHh LTI &

Hyu(f) = Hy-r(f)+ Qe €274 H¥ () ' (34)
LR % & 5 &
| Has D0+ i) Z T Ha ] Z 1 Hama( £ ) (39)
Hy(f)=1 b1z LT
I (141600 2 1HAH] 2 I (a0 39)
M>1C
Py =0(0) I (1—1a,,0]") (3)

Licdde T, ROFHES.

5 gl Pof) 2 (1tlagal
nﬂ(L%WmA>§@®H2ﬁf§££(L~wmd> (38)

38) iz M+1 kOFHBEET 4 12— HTSEED M.E. A~x27 LD ERETHE
wE25. ZoRX»rb, FRETROKEEDZZ LD

x (1+lan,nl )2 (39)

h=1 1_la'n.n|

DELRE., Thhbd ME. ARZ VADEAF I v 2 VYV SRNBIENTESD.
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9. HERBWAOEHR

Ak, M.E.M. oERBT~OIGHEZRARS. ks, M. E. M. offic b
nTWB01 AT, B:TH 5.

AR. BELBETORBCH LTHTird5 Z Lix, FRYER e al. (1975) 23fTic -
T3, Fig, 2a 11 Mariana #4co 19784 7 Bie kT D ¥EE T OIREIOEE A < 2
PATHD. EEHIHETAEEENE T X5 (NAGUMO et al., 1975). M.E.M.
DTN E—DEX, FTibb AR, =F ook, F.P.E. criterion # B\ THE
L (Fig. 2b). Fig. 8 i 1974 48 11 BeB T ARBIOEEA R 2 F L TH 5.

100

[(s,;c)z/cPs]

SPECTRAL POWER DENSITY

1 L 1 B S 1 I 1 1 ) B 1 1 1 1
0.0 20 40 80 80 10.0 120 14.0 160
FREGUENCY HZ

Fig. 2a. Microseismic spectra on the sea bottom, July, 1973, Mariana basin.
Solid line, M.E.M. spectrum (N=1000, FL=52, 4t=0.0118s); broken line,
B.T.M. spectrum (N=1000, maximum lag=100, 4¢=0.0118s).

80
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s \A\
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L " L L s L ) s 1
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NUMBER OF TERMS OF FILTER

Fig. 2b. F.P.E. as a function of filter length for the microseisms
shown in Fig. 2a. F.P.E. is minimum when FL=52.

FINAL PREDICTION ERROR (RELATIVE)
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BUS IR DO RGAYE, 7 v & 2EEFET CORRKBROKR THD L E 2T,
M.EM. i3 O REWMITCH LT ENIRFBR LD #2605 (BE- kW, 1974).
Fig. 4 a, b EPHE BEIL 1972) 2EFED S 2km BERFTCHEM L d © OEE
A7 P ATHB. Fig. 5a & Fig. 5b 2% (1969) ki) 2 Wi i (M=-—0.5,
0.3) OHEEARY FALTHD.

B.T.M. =% LTix Hanning v 4 v Foasfiubn, F.ET. X LCESER(ED

12

eos]

M
sec

[t

SPECTRAL POWER DENSITY

0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0 12.0 14.0 16.0
FREQUENCY HZ

Fig. 3. Microseismic spectra on the sea bottom, November, 1974, Enshunada,
off Tokaido, central Japan. Solid line, M.E.M. spectrum (N=1000, F'L=83,
4t=0.0102s); broken line, B.T.M. spectrum (N=1000, maximum lag=100,
4t=0.0118 s).
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Fig. 4a. Record of a explosional seismogram at Tateyama in Japan.
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SPECTRAL DENSITY (RELATIVE )

10 10.0 1000
FREQUENCY HZ

Fig. 4b. Spectral density of the explosional seismogram shown
in Fig. 4a. Solid line, M.E.M. spectrum (N=500, FL =40,
4t=2ms); broken line, B.T.M. (N=500, maximum lag=50,
4t=2ms); broken and dotted line, F.F.T. spectrum (N=512,
At=2ms).

ABHINZ TH 5.

ZhBDFR AT, M.E M 3EEOFECHLT, o —270ARy AR
DA EHEBFINETHS. k0 FED B.T.M. © F.F.T. ©€X5Ax2 o
CHEWTE, M.E.M ©BlF5¢—~27iBTs e — 271 REEhs 5, B,
TE oFe b e 21T o T .

REID L 57ed DIEHLTEL, 744 % —DRIOHRBIILIGHES TH B, HED
KEWD L 575 O LTE, FOREZ—ITHE L. Zhuk, FEROEERIN
MERECIBEELLND. FRBEOARYI AL T 4 A4 2 — DR ICIEECEHMTH B,
bbAHA F.PE. criterion 7 &4, EEOBRECEL UL IWVWHELEARD EELLRS.
et zi¥, Fig. 5a & Fig.5bb it = D criterion 2 CHdpi-d DTHBH. =D
AKAIKE O criterion 2 HEEED AW O ¥ 5 7n b DI L CEICAHELNTH 5 2 I EER 0%
5LZAHTH%. Fig. 6a & Fig. 6b 1L v MUK OME (Fhfh M=0.9 &
—0.5 DHE) DT 4 L X —DEIRLELBEDOEEARS FATHS. ZhbDFIT
BTk FL=16 (Fig. 6a) & FL=9 (Fig. 6b) i\, F.P.E. i3/ E 525,
TNDEITHARZ PAREY RO LIZEL BRI, FEEDO L 5 DX LT
i, WS OMT 4 L Z2—DEIXXTLTARI P ARHELFORNSLTNM E BAbh 5
DEZBSEDNRINTHA .
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Fig. ba. Spectra of a ultra-microearthquake in Matsushiro (M=—0.5). Solid
line, M.E.M. spectrum (N=80, FL=6, 4t=2ms); broken line, F.F.T. spec-
trum (N=128, 4t=2ms).
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Fig. 5b. Spectra of a ultra-microearthquake in Matsushiro (M=0.3). Solid
line, M.E.M. spectrum (N=150, FL=20, 4t=2ms); broken line, F.F.T.
spectrum (N=128, 4t=2 ms).
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[K/M A\

V v "\'VVVV"\" V\VAV/\ oy 1 \

SEC

NORMALIZED SPECTRAL DENSITY

NORMALIZED SPECTRAL DENSITY

1.0 100 100.0 10 10.0 1000
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Fig. 6a. M.E.M. spectra of a ultra-micro- Fig. 6b. M.E.M. spectra of a Matsushiro

earthquake in Matsushiro (3=0.9). earthquake (M=-0.5). Several filter
Several filter lengths are used (N=200, lengths are used (N=200, FL=9 and 40,
FL=16, 20 and 40, 4t=2ms). Note the At=2ms). Note the variation of the
change of the spectral shape as to filter spectral shape and compare with F.F.T.
length. F.P.E. is minimum when FL= spectrum. F.P.E. is minimum when FL
16. =9,

10. Burg 7ILITU XL

FRRRE 7 4 1 Z — DOFEEE X O oy, BEECHROBEERE TR T HE
(A.F. ) & Burg 74 =Y Xa23%%. ULRYCH and BISHOP (1975) 1%, = O %k
L, Burg 74 =) XAk AVF. JBICHU TR DB N, DERKREL, 740
2~ DEINEL M- THErITIK LW E&HME LT 5. i SAITO (1974 a) i
Burg 74 =) X AIR/MIHARO T — 2 L CEFEHTE W SRR LT 5.
AETC, WHEREN L, TOMEBEYHLMTTD.

A F, T, AW, ¥THCESHBEHK on) HHEET .
1
N
ZOXH3RLTELRE @) ZHVT, (16), (21) KL TFRFRET 1 L & — DRI
{1, a, ay, ---, ay}t & Py wEETH GEL A& (1974) £2R).

(40) XTI T — 2D I L r LHEI R TS, LicdiaT, TF— 22 Pbirn&,
ZTOWEIR IR, LT ZBREL D EHEFEX V-2 5EL RS,

N—n
o) = = XN Cen (0=0,1, -, M) (40)
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Burg 74 =Y X AT ECHSHBEKAEETE L. X 16) kBT, ¥,
M=0 & LT P, 25535%.

Po = @(0) Z 001 (41)

N i=1
Levinson  recursion % Fi\+T, 2 #4 ¥ b FUBRET 1 4 5 — IS5,
o(0) (1) jl 0 P,
o f]-
o o0)JLlo 1 0
@ 1, BB LOBINT 4 v 2 —wEDE, EOTFUARED 2HTY P whhcT
% X HiR s,

P = Z(N— ) Z;: [(90«;+1+a;xx1)2+(90i+a1199i+1)2] (43)
LT
o _ ()
00y,
"
ay = —2 j S| (45)

i=1 x +xz+1

42) Kk, o)=—au,0(0) & P=1—a})00) 2PEZRD. 8 R4 Y +OBHELH
B

1 1 0 7
[a“ } = [ O J Qoo !\ Q1 J (46)
(2] 0 1
Eieh, FUEED 257 Py

1 oy N
2(N—2) E [(Fi+ 2. B2+ (B + a0 F)? A7

P, =

Bl
Fi = @0t 011y
B; = #;+a1,%44
LIBMD, G KBLT, P HNCTH L E ST,

N~2
Qo2 = —2 Z FiF—i-BBz y Ia22| § 1 (48)

20) o1 027 (1 0

[ o) 9(0) ¢(1)J “ au} g { @ H

L2(2) o(1) 90 0 1

[ Pl Az P2

{O}HZZ{O}J:[O (49)
4, P, 0

#1585,

I

b
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0(2) = — 0, P(0)—a,:(1+as:) D(1)
P, = P,(1—a})

ARDOND. FABECLTEKROFERE7 1 L 2 —DREEID.

Burg 7A=YV X AQERL, W) ETHARL AT MBEREHETTIC, HET 4
L E— DEREBETDETHDH. WL, =0 Burg 74 =) X 4 L HE IO HBIECE A
W3 A.F. BeoWwT, FOXEREWEFOER, AMC oW THRFLTALS.

WEOEECIKDTATHS. (1) AF. T 40) Rick » THEShIcHEH
SEBEEE WSO LT, Burg 7A=Y AATIE, 7 FnbEEY 12— Ofk
KAREHEL, AR, HOEOBEBEKLRDOBIhD. ZITE, T-2052bhTwis
WITCIRF DN 0 TH S &5 L O IRERLEEN SR T, (2) AF. 3ETRR—
HEDOFRDAEEL T DK LT, Burg BT, MEmAREC T 112 —%ED
#TC, T—-2E7ARFIBLTWA.

CDLBIEND, AF. BB WTL, T 2EAn X 5Tk L, YO
£ (end effect) AKX <, 741 2 —DHEFXEL LD, AR P A DHREINIEL L
B ENELGRD. Burg 7430 XATR, ZOBEIERNEL, i, 2R
OFNTT — 2% 7 ARFFE LTHD Z LD b ARIEL HNRB ZEAFEZLLRL.

SEpe, SR heEREER L T Burg 7A=Y X ARE L WARRERRT

f
/
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Fig. 7. M.E.M. spectra for a damped sinusoid. Solid line, M.E.M. spectra
using the A.F. method (N=101, FL=6, 4t=0.05s); broken and dotted line,
M.E.M. spectra using the Burg algorithm (N=101, FL=3, 4¢=0.05s); broken
line, M.E.M. spectra using the Burg algorithm (N=101, FL=10, 4t=0.05s).
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- (ULRYCH, 1972a; CHEN et al., 1974). LA L7xd%h, SAITO (19742) DiEfH+T2 X5
W, BIROIEEE iR/ MRS 5\ T 2RI & 5 BT LTk, ZHEOTFH
BFETHIORERL, Lo T, BbRAHERIEHER7 4 42— L 2Isbigw»
Fig. 7 12 EEIRE
F(t) =e*¥sin (6.51)

DARYI MATHD. Eir AF. BT bAR7 P, SR X O—SHRE Burg 7
ATY) AACIBARS P ATHD. AF ER 1) I0bifEIhd A2 FAOIER
oY WA 52 T\ B DI LT, Burg 747 XAREH LIEARS P ARELT
Wb,

Linl, BAEWEEERRFIO L 57 b O LTL, EBbbOFETHIFLALRAL
gEmaR e N A - Lk SAITO (1974a) dELTWAH L, REROHFEWR D X 5 7ed DT
i3, BRI D L DA iel, HEOFET THMER) - 5% LTWDORE
WmTH, AF. 3Th Burg 74 3Y RATHEBEALRUARZ PARELRD.
Fig. 8a & Fig. 8b BlAHBIC LI HARZ bARKB LI, OTHS.

Fig. 9 7=V XaxAWw, 74 AE—DEIXYEL CHELILARZ P LTH 5.

S

NORMALIZED SPECTRAL DENSITY
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\
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!
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l
+ = t -+ i+ -+ t =t
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Fig. 8a. Spectra of the Matsushiro earth- Fig. 8b. Spectra of the Matsushiro earth-

quake shown in Fig. 5a. Solid line re- quake shown in Fig. 5b. Solid line re-
presents M.E.M. spectrum using the pepresents the M.E.M. spectrum using
Burg algorithm and broken line is the Burg algorithm and broken line is
M.E.M. spectrum using the A.F. method. M.E.M. spectrum using the A.F. method.

FL=6 is used for both methods. FL=20 is used for both methods.
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ORI, =R AF-RATHCER L o 2 5 0o TWBR, 20 L5 EEOE
FRHLTUL, Burg 743V XA PBnicBa, DBiEZHFI>ELTT7 410 2—-D
BapBTH LB LAARI AR BHLEEYETS. feraf FL=15 &4
2&, 20~25Hz fET, i Uit — 2 2B BT 5.

ZOXH Burg 72 X ATRMEA DD E bbb v, —F, b L, &
FIIAR NS LT, RAFEER LM WER RS OOEE, ok 2iE, FRE-eRw
(harmonics) D X 57 b DTH D IL - T5 & LB HICIL, Burg 743) XAk, #
DENHRIETH 2 LR ELLRS.

B ORECH L Tith & bhle, FRER fo OERELHRZFEITRDO AR FHE L
.

2;—2 o8 2xfo) w1+ 2o =0

ZOERBIL, BiHE LOHBHCRH L TR Twb. 20k 5 RERFNCK LT,

WFE BT OTIEFIE LiTh s 5. FERIL, 20k 5 imiERlics LT Burg 7 14
Y X APIEFICHERDTH D 2 &k, 4FTRLE L OMREFC L - THEIRL TS,

0.0 SEC 016 00 SE SEC 10
N */Q\\'x A(FL=50) /%

FL=10 / - \ 107 acFLes)

1072 FL=15

B(FL=50)

NORMALIZED SPECTRAL DENSITY
\ \
NORMALIZED SPECTRAL DENSITY

A

1.0 10.0 100.0 01 10 . 10.0 100.0
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Fig. 9. M.E.M. spectra using the Burg Fig. 10. M.E.M. spectra for a process con-

algorithm for the earthquake shown in sisting of two sinusoids 1Hz and 2 Hz.
Fig. ba. Solid line (F'L.=6); broken line Solid line, M.E.M. spectrum using the
(FL=10); broken and dotted line (FL= Burg algorithm (N=101, FL=50, 4t=
15). 0.05s); broken and dotted line, M.E.M.

spectrum using the A.F. method (FL=3);
broken line, M.E.M. spectrum using the
A.F. method (FL=50).
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FHEY, B—H 5L EH LB LT  DRHEER LT e - 7ens, Hiel
LY, HETDELEZAE, FBECIVEREYE TS, AF. BT Burg 745) X &
DL SR LUNYRERES R, Fig, 10 1k 1Hz & 2Hz OAREZED Burg
TV RAAl AF. JRCLAARZ PALTHSD.

11. #% B

AWz MLE. M. @2onWT, ZOMEEEAHRL, TOMBHEADIEHERALC.
M.E.M. (38koFikeOEIELZbRTWaWT — 2HBCKN T2 HEN R D,
M.E.M. &R\ Tik, #8300 B.T.M. DX 512 [H2bhTwiswHOHO BN &
0 LEEET TSN cARMEOBEHRIHBEE] b LhifETs s, o
Dy MVEM. 13w 4 v Fod Rl a3, RO HFHEICHE L THMRiE ER T 5
ZDX5ZEnD MLE.M. i3 AR2 PRGN~ 2% L 0L 5 Infg 3R LTI
BEhCTHD LD,

O REORFRINCHE A LT3 LREROFECHLT, €~ 7DFnAR27 b
BB RBH, EROFECE T, FTHICKIETS E— 72t » LU TRES R
5.

ZiET ULRYCH (1972a) &Ik » THEINTER L 510 Ly Figix, £
WX WA EREESew LT Burg 7420 XaNEAIRBEROZEDRSE. 20D
Burg 74 =) XAk T — 2 EFCED <, WL o2 DEEL UG 5% L X
5 ETHBCIIE N RFRLELDNESS.

Z DOF L HiEDRADEIBIZFEEORRINC M. E. M. @A LTI wDnE 5 b,
Fl T AN F—DEIREDMETEI VA ENS Z L THD. AELBNTELLS
1w, MLE.M. %@+ 52 &1, TOMRIZ AR BEEALTIECRZ2DITTH
B2, ZOBEMBECISD, 0L EENREDRETINRDIDONENI ZLTHD.
WEEXIILD LTS, HOPOERLZCIIEEEO LD LEL, AR =T ARMAZ
nANE S MORERL . SOk 5kEE, M.E M #AVGEEZLELE L, 7
4 AR —DEXREL, BNEOREC L AT TORKE, BONAARZ LD
BB, BB LB TBZ kb L, FRbOFERCHTHMRL VA WAE
boT B RS, 5 LcEERHBREO KB, RENCRRTIOA <27 b AT
DL N ALDEBlbRsd, 0k kEIAMEOHAY#LZ 5D T, ¥
SEOFRBE LT E o,

HIFE D EHPIC O\ T LAY pulse HOTSIEE D b O, 4 7ol (phase) ORTEL
HHRLDEWANAEDH ST, FhbE AT —FEFL TR AT —FFELHITH
T, ARZ MADERLEL O MEAES. L LR, 5HHET5E0 EHa5%E
Ko7 77 2= EBLSETTHY, WFRICLUTLIMBOERERS v & 2 i F O
ETFOBEEE LT, M. E M (34 % CHREERITCE L TTobh TE o ijiic 7
— ) =BT LD VBRI IEEELONRD. 25 LTELNEEREDOA R P L OFER
oW EZHRD THE LW EHE LT D.

B, MLE.M. ©2ounTEbhi, WS orhomE Ry I L URT
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(1) BRIz MLE.M. #8H352 812, AR, EFARERFICH Ciidd = &
ITig 5D THRRTIN AR, BETISEDLEND X 5 IeFAit, 47 AR, =50
DR, Tihbb, 741 2-0OEIRAEEIRIUE, M.E.M 3IEECI\VWAR2 b
NOWERE 2 5.

(2) =FAF—FEHFRHLTH, HEEFHMBEARIIUE, JWwA<2 b OHEE
»ELRSD.

(8) ARZIAMNPWE —~ 2% L4, M.E.M. ©k\TiL, F0OY— 7 {#IXE
LWMEA RS, TOEESE LWEEAIT 5.

(4) 741 2—-DEXR, 7-20EVWEAIE, F.PE. criterion ¥\ 5 Z LT
LY, WENARBCRETES. 77— 20300 & I, TOREI—RBETHS.
Eie, R RERIICHR L%, AKAIKE O criterion 124 & X2l R, 7
AN E—DRIZ, HRIOHE, 7T—-20RE, SIN I, @0 BMSECET CRE
FTRETHD.

(5) Burg 7A=Y XAi%, EHWIEEFE LB/, HIEWERIICK L
TrEATER.

(6) SEEOMEOEMAPKNL T, Burg 7o) Xad AF. B, BEAELH
UkREr B2 5.

(7) LI EERED X 57l DO LTI, Burg 742V X A1kdE
WA THD. AF. BTk Burg 74 7)) XAz EOSMREIIE bR,

(il )
EVFF T AaeHESL, ARy P ABEOHEIR

— ZE y —i2xfndt|2
IU%—ngme |

BEL Y = — VTBBTEE TS (BACE s, THLN LDy 4 Vv EATTEL) &
LYo TELRD., HUL F.EPT. &k - CEBTCHETZ o LNTES.
B.T.M. ©k’, ARz FABEOHTEIL

R(f) = 4t {00)+2 3 w,0(n)cos (2rfndt)

THEIND. W, 127 4 VFTORETHS.

#t 33

AR OFBEMBIRCRRRET 2 BEC I TR vicfl, Rk
BRAT W R EERAER W E F LicD CEHILE LET 3. WEMETOK
[FSE 5 ahds, R Ek BN AR, 5 ERE BRI, B o s L, B SR v
& — ORI NAE RS LCWic/S &% ¥ Lic. i British Columbia k2D
T.J. ULRYCH f#i+, Stanford Kx%® J.P. BURG #4125 DEREREE LT
PEEE Ule. DBE#C LET. Teds AP R IENTHIRR T A0l = v & — D&t
B - TFRVE LR
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19. On the Application of the Maximum Entropy Method to
the Spectral Analysis of Seismic Signals.

By Toru OucHI and Shozabro Nagumo,
Earthquake Research Institute.

We have investigated several problems concerning the maximum entropy method
(M.E.M.) in practical applications, such as optimum filter length, meaning of the spectral
amplitude, difference between this method and the Blackman and Tukey method or the
method by the Fast Fourier Transform and so on.

Filter length is determined by Akaike’s final prediction error criterion. But this
criterion underestimates the filter length for periodic data, and when the data is very
short, it does not seem to be appropriate. If the signal has sharp peaks, the peak wvalue
of the M.E.M. does not show the true power but the area is proportional to the true value.
The Burg algorithm is effective for the periodic data, but may not be applied to such data
as finite minimum phase signals.

When this method is applied to the spectral estimation of seismic waves, it gives
similar but a sharper and more peaky spectral estimate than conventional methods.




