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Abstract

When musicians perform in an ensemble, synchronizing to a mutual pace is the foun-
dation of their musical interaction. Clock generators, e.g., metronomes, or drum machines,
might assist such synchronization, but these means, in general, will also distort this natural,
self-organized, inter-human synchronization process. In this work, the synchronization of
musicians to an external rhythm is modeled using the Impulse Pattern Formulation (IPF),
an analytical modeling approach for synergetic systems motivated by research on musical
instruments. Nonlinear coupling of system components is described as the interaction of
individually propagating and exponentially damped impulse trains. The derived model is
systematically examined by analyzing its behavior when coupled to numerical designed and
carefully controlled rhythmical beat sequences. The results are evaluated by comparison in
the light of other publications on tapping. Finally, the IPF model can be applied to analyze
the personal rhythmical signature of specific musicians or to replace drum machines and
click tracks with more musical and creative solutions.

1 Introduction

Drum machines or computer-based click
tracks are standard in today’s music and used
in recording studios and live concerts. These
solutions are convenient for musicians and
recording engineers, but they are usually per-
ceived as a bit artificial (or even dull) because
of the fixed beat and the lack of minor im-
perfections that inevitably occur when human
musicians perform independently. Those de-
viations may be intended due to musical ex-
pression (e.g., agogic accents) or unintended
due to human imperfections. Nevertheless,
there are some musical genres or certain mu-
sical pieces where a perfect beat with no devi-
ations seems to be the most appropriate (see,
e.g., Datseris et al. (2019)).

A common approach to add a human feel
to electric or digital generated rhythms is to
add slight random deviations to every beat,
but according to Hennig, Fleischmann, and
Geisel (2012) the results are rarely satisfy-
ing. Many authors state that the human fluc-
tuations can be explained as pink 1/f-noise
(see, e.g., Coey, Washburn, Hassebrock, and
Richardson (2016); Gilden (2001); van Orden,
Holden, and Turvey (2003)). More general
Hennig et al. (2011) investigate long-range
correlated noise based on the power law 1/fB,
where 0.2 < B < 1.3 leads to satisfactory re-
sults.

However, not every author agrees that cor-
related noise is the best solution: “Variation
in rhythmical movement can not be modeled
as an independent random process (noise),
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and is consider to be part of the intrinsic
dynamics of a movement system, which is
consider to be a dynamical system”(Yamada,
1995, p. 383).

Such a dynamical system, which also re-
lies on long-range correlation, has been pro-
posed by Haken, Kelso, and Bunz (1985). It
is a nonlinear model based on harmonic os-
cillators mutually coupled to a periodical po-
tential, responsible for phase changes. Due
to its nonlinear approach, this model repro-
duces sudden phase changes and hysteresis,
which occur when two systems synchronize
to a common tempo. Further, this model can
be extended to explain polyrhythmic behavior
(Haken, Peper, Beek, & Daffertshofer, 1996).

In live music performances, often two or
more musicians play music together. They
aim to mutually synchronize their pace to
each other. All musicians may slightly vari-
ate their tempo, but they still have to agree
to a common pace. This process cannot be
satisfyingly investigated by the approaches
mentioned above (e.g., (Hennig et al., 2011)),
where musicians still have to synchronize to a
fixed metronome-like pattern. Whether this
pattern is modulated with long-range cor-
rected fluctuation or not, it does not adapt
to a musician’s tempo. However, this mutual
coupling can be simulated by the model of
Haken et al. (1985), and further, other nonlin-
ear models could be transferred. For instance,
feedback-loops with added noise have been
studied in terms of mode-hopping (D’Huys,
Jüngling, & Kinzel, 2016) or coherence res-
onance (Just, Geffert, Zakharova, & Schöll,
2016).

In this work, a metronome-like algorithm is
developed. It reacts to changes in the tempo
of musicians, similar to what a real musician
would do. It can reproduce the tempo of a
musician but also show minor imperfections,
responsible for a more human-like feel. By
varying a limited set of system parameters, it
can be used to replace a real musician or to
act as a creative character on its own.

The core of this modeling approach is
the Impulse Pattern Formulation (IPF), de-
scribed in detail in Section 2. It is a nonlinear
recursive equation derived by Bader (2013)
primarily to model musical instruments. The
IPF is based on the idea of coupling differ-
ent parts of musical instruments, but it can
also describe all kinds of self-organized syn-
chronization processes, like in this work, mu-
sicians synchronizing to a common tempo.
Due to its recursive nature, the IPF repro-
duces small fluctuations in time and tran-
sients. Its general nonlinear approach allows
sudden phase transitions to be modeled, sim-
ilar to Haken et al. (1985). Like many other
nonlinear recursive equations (e.g., the logis-
tic map or the sine circle map), the IPF is a
relatively simple equation capable of causing
complex, chaotic behavior. Thus it usually
causes low computational costs, which allows
straightforward real-time coupling to human
musicians.

2 Impulse Pattern Formula-
tion

The Impulse Pattern Formulation is an ab-
stract top-down modeling approach to de-
scribe the transient behavior of arbitrary, cou-
pled systems. It was introduced initially by
Bader (2013) to model any musical instru-
ment with one universal set of mathematical
equations, to allow a comparison of different
musical instruments, focusing on stable tone
production and transient behavior.

A musical instrument is often described
as a generator acting on a resonator (e.g.,
Fletcher and Rossing (2010)). The IPF de-
scribes them more general as self-organized
systems: A musical instrument is a system
acting upon itself, consisting of mutually cou-
pled subsystems, possibly even interacting
backward. The subsystems are excited by
certain impulses, which is evident for plucked-
string or percussion instruments, but it is also
true for sustained instruments like, e.g., vio-
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Figure 1: Bifurcation scenario of the IPF with one reflection point α

lins or brass instruments (see, e.g., (Bader,
2013; Linke, Bader, & Mores, 2019b)).

To make this a bit more ostensive, we
choose the simple example of a reed instru-
ment, e.g., a saxophone. It consists of two
subsystems: a reed and a tube. The reed
sends out impulses that are answered by the
tube. According to Bader (2013, p.286), the
answer is just a callback of the impulses sent
out by the reed. As the back-traveling im-
pulses have an impact on the reed, the change
of the system is caused by the system itself:

∂ḡ

∂t
=

1

α
ḡ, (1)

where α is the strength of the back-traveling
impulse. In the chosen example of a reed in-
strument, this is related to the playing pres-
sure. The system state is represented by ḡ
and is related to the amplitude and the pe-
riodicity of a signal (further explanations are
given by Linke et al. (2019b)).

Impulses need a certain amount of time to
travel from one subsystem to another, during
which they get exponentially damped. Thus,
Bader (2013, pp. 286-291) deduces the IPF
as a recursive Equation:

g+ = g − ln

(
1

α

(
g −

n∑
k=1

βke
g−gk−

))
, (2)

where the number k refers to the number
of subsystems and βk to the related specific

strengths. g+ is the subsequent system state,
and gk− are the precedent states. There is
no precise time interval between those sys-
tem states, as it is the time until a new event
occurs. Thus, when modeling musical instru-
ments, this is usually the period of the funda-
mental frequency T0.

Choosing an initial value g0, Equation (2)
can be iteratively calculated. Depending on
the system parameters α and βk, the IPF
can diverge or converge to a stable limit af-
ter several iteration steps. Further, the IPF
can show chaotic behavior like bifurcations.
The bifurcation scenario can be quite com-
plex. The simplest case (βk = 0 ∀k ∈ N) is
shown in Fig. 1. Here, 2500 iteration steps
were performed, and the last 500 values are
plotted in dependency of α.

The figure becomes more vivid when refer-
ring again to the given example of a reed in-
strument: Low playing pressure, resulting in
high values 1/α, is represented on the right
side of the chart. The shown unstable be-
havior results in noisy sounds. Increasing
the playing pressure α results in bifurcations.
Here multiple frequencies can be heard at the
same time. Further increase of pressure leads
to stable states resulting in regular periodic
motion. The point of this sudden transition
is called the first bifurcation point αc An in-
depth mathematical discussion of the bound-
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aries and limits of the IPF has been given by
Linke, Bader, and Mores (2019a).

The IPF can deal with the complex geom-
etry of an instrument with little mathemati-
cal effort, but due to its general approach, it
can easily be transferred to any other coupled
system. The model can be further detailed by
using more reflection points βk. Such scala-
bility is possible within musical instruments
but also between entities of instruments, e.g.,
Linke, Bader, and Mores (2021a) applied the
IPF to the coupling of a zither and a sup-
porting table. In Section 3 this transfer is
taken even further. The IPF is used to model
a musician synchronizing with the tempo of
another musician or a metronome. Due to
its recursive formulation, the IPF is an ap-
propriate method to explain this problem, as
it inevitably reproduces time series, including
the transient behavior.

3 Applying the IPF on beat
synchronisation

3.1 Deriving an IPF model

Modeling the rhythmical synchronization be-
tween two musicians means modeling their
neuronal processes. In the past, synchroniza-
tion and spatio-temporal bifurcation scenar-
ios in neuronal networks have been success-
fully simulated and discussed using nonlin-
ear recursive equations (see, e.g., (Kozma,
Wang, & Zeng, 2015)). Thus, it is reason-
able that the IPF can be applied, too. How-
ever, modeling the state of every active neu-
ron would need a vast number of βk and thus
a lot of computational resources. Haken et
al. (1996) states that when explaining human
movement, usually an immense number of mi-
croscopic components (e.g., muscles or neu-
rons) relates to macroscopic behavior. Even
though this relation is often not understood,
synergetic behavior can be modeled with a
minimal set of order parameters. According
to Bader (2013), this is also true when ap-

plying the IPF: First, the point of observa-
tion can be freely chosen. Here, the reaction
of a musician to a second musician should
be modeled, so the first musician is chosen
to represent the point of observation. Then,
the second musician is just represented by the
time-dependent input parameter α. Secondly,
the number of observed subsystems can be
reduced if a less detailed observation of the
overall system is sufficient to answer a specific
research question. In this study, the overall
behavior of the musician should be modeled
rather than synchronization processes in the
brain. Thus, it might be adequate to repre-
sent the musician just by a single subsystem
for a first overview. Then the most simple
form of the IPF can be used:

g+ = g − ln
( g
α

)
, (3)

where α corresponds to the tempo of the
musician and g is the related tempo of the
IPF. According to (Linke et al., 2019a), Equa-
tion (3) converges against g = α, when α is
chosen in range sufficient for stable behavior.
Thus, the tempo of the IPF converges against
the tempo of the musician.

The IPF is an iterative equation, and ac-
cording to Section 2, the time between two
iteration steps is not fixed. When modeling
musical instruments, it refers to the funda-
mental frequency. In the given example of
rhythmical synchronization, it refers to the
period between two beats. Every time eighths
notes are played, a new value g is calculated
whereby the new g determines the length of
the eighth note, and thus the period until the
IPF is calculated again.

To make use of Equation (3), the parame-
ter α has to be calculated based on the tempo
of the coupled musician. Therefore the time
between two succeeding beats of the musician
TM,i is measured. As the IPF relies on eighth
notes, but it is unclear which note value re-
lates to TM,i, the error ∆T between the tempo
of the IPF and the musician’s tempo can be
calculated using the modulo operation:
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∆T ≡ TM,i (mod g) (4)

Thus, α is determined by the system state
g corrected by its error:

α = g + ∆T (5)

A further restriction has to be made, as
when the musician plays dotted notes or
triplets, the IPF should synchronize to the
fundamental meter. A straightforward solu-
tion to this problem is to ignore ∆T , which
are longer than a thirty-second note. This
approach is also reasonable from a physical
point of view, as, e.g., coupled oscillators
do only synchronize if their eigenfrequencies
are sufficiently similar (see, e.g., (Pikovsky,
Rosenblum, & Kurths, 2001)). Another alter-
native approach to this problem is discussed
in Section 3.3.2.

Finally, the parameters g and α must
be scaled according to the stable region of
the IPF described in detail by Linke et al.
(2019a). Fast tempos relate to small values
of α resp. g. Then, a maximum tempo re-
lates to the first bifurcation point αc of the
IPF. The IPF is not capable of reproducing
faster tempos as it becomes chaotic and fi-
nally diverges. This maximum tempo is not
restricted by the motoric and technical skills
of a musician. It must be produced by the IPF
only. A coupled musician can play half-time,
quarter-time, or even lower due to the above
mentioned modulo operator. Thus, acoustical
thoughts can motivate the maximum tempo:
Frequencies above 20 Hz are perceived as
fused sounds, while lower frequencies are per-
ceived as single beats. Thus, playing with
1200 bpm (beats per minute) would result in
a low, buzzing sound instead of a distinguish-
able rhythm. Consequently, playing a quarter
speed of 300 bpm would result in a buzzing
sound when playing sixteenth notes, which
seems to be the maximum tempo, that can be
applied in a meaningful musical manner. If τ
is a tempo in bpm based on quarter notes,

α, g =
300 bpm

τ − 1

18
+ 0.5 , (6)

would related 300 bpm to αc. Further, if the
tempo is 30 Hz, α = 1 resp. g = 1. Hence,
the IPF is restricted to the unit interval for
most tempi.

3.2 Investigating the system behav-
ior

In the past, a variety of studies were con-
ducted where participants tap along audible
presented rhythmical sequences (e.g.,(Coey
et al., 2016; Handel & Oshinsky, 1981; Mi-
chon, 1967; Repp, 2001)). Applying similar
sequences to the IPF allows a comparison
with the literature and thus a first compar-
ison between the IPF and human behavior.
Of course, this approach does not reflect an
entire synchronization process (like, e.g., de-
scribed by Pikovsky et al. (2001)), where the
IPF and a musician adapt themselves to a col-
lective tempo. Here the synchronization to a
linear driving force is modeled, similar to the
experiments by Abel, Ahnert, and Bergweiler
(2009), which allow a systematic evaluation of
the synchronization process. Artificially cre-
ated impulse trains are used as the input sig-
nal for the IPF. These so-called click tracks
represent eighth notes played by a musician
or a metronome. Nevertheless, all tempi in
the following sections are given in bpm based
on quarter notes.

In most of the following Sections, it is help-
ful to focus on one tempo to maintain an
overview. Therefore a tempo must be cho-
sen, which feels most natural for most peo-
ple. Several studies have been conducted to
find this so-called spontaneous motor tempo
(e.g., (Collyer, Broadbent, & Church, 1994;
Parncutt, 1994)) In the following, 120 bpm is
chosen, which match the 2 Hz found by van
Noorden and Moelants (1999), as they have
the same magnitude as the values given by
most of the other studies.
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Figure 2: IPF reacts to four different step changes in tempo. Blue lines refer to the tempo of
the click track. Red lines correspond to the tempo of the IPF. The single crosses represent
single beats. Audio examples of these four cases can be found at (Linke et al., 2021b)

All numerical simulations in this study are
done using the programming language “Julia”
(see Bezanson, Edelman, Karpinski, and Shah
(2017)).

3.2.1 Discrete step changes

The first tempo changes which are system-
atically investigated are step changes, intro-
duced by Michon (1967). Examples of the
reaction of the IPF to those sudden, dis-
crete changes in tempo are shown in Figure
2. The IPF and the click track always start
at 120 bpm, the spontaneous motor tempo in-
troduced above. In general, three different
reactions can occur:

• The IPF converges to the tempo of the
click track (see Figure 2 a) and b))

• IPF is not effected by the click track, as
the change in tempo was larger than a
thirty-second note (see Figure 2 c))

• IPF converges to a multiple tempo of
the click track (double-time), due to the

modulo operation described by Equation
(4) (see Figure 2 d))

If the IPF synchronizes to the click track, it
does not follow the changes instantaneously.
Thus, there is always a transient oscillation.
This is similar to humans reaction on sudden
changes in tempo, where often a considerable
overshoot has been reported in literature (see
e.g. (Michon, 1967; Repp, 2001, 2005; Thaut,
Miller, & Schauer, 1998)). The IPF usually
needs less than ten ticks until it synchronizes
to the click track, similar to the cases dis-
cussed in literature. However, in contrast to
those cases, the IPF shows more distinct os-
cillations. Listening to the audio examples
provided by (Linke et al., 2021b), this transi-
tion sounds familiar and natural, even though
it may remind of a rather inexperienced mu-
sician.

It does not have to be a disadvantage that
not all tempo fluctuations of the click track
are followed by the IPF, as those fluctuations
may refer to dotted notes or syncopations,
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and the IPF should follow the meter of the
click track. In Figure 2 c), the click track is
slowed down from 120 bpm to 90 bpm. Hence,
a two against three rhythm occurs, as the IPF
does not synchronize to the new tempo. Two
against three rhythms can be produced us-
ing dotted notes or triplets, so this example
shows that the IPF is not affected by those
and remains to the fundamental meter.

The steps size is now systematically varied:
The click track always starts at 120 bpm, and
then steps to a different tempo in the range
from 40 to 208 bpm (resolution 1 bpm), which
equals the range of traditional metronomes
(see van Noorden and Moelants (1999, p.
52)). The click track has a total length of
32 eighth notes, where the tempo is changed
after the first note. The results are shown in
Figure 3.

50 100 150 200
target tempo[bpm]

50

0

50

100

150

200

250

 [%
]

Figure 3: Mean difference between the click
track and the IPF ∆τ (in percentage of the
click track’s tempo). The solid line refers to
the difference, while the dashed lines refer to
the standard derivation σ. The start tempo
is always 120 bpm, and the target tempo dis-
played at the axis of abscissas. The red line
represents Equation 7.

If the IPF would not synchronize to the
click track, the difference ∆τ between the
tempos of click track and IPF could be de-

scribed by the equation

∆̃τ =
120− x

x
, (7)

where x corresponds to the target tempo.
This is in good accordance with most of the
regions shown in Figure 3. In these regions
the standard derivation σ of ∆τ is negligible.
As the click track and the IPF do not syn-
chronize, their tempo does not change. Fur-
ther, there is a salient region around 120 bpm.
Here, the IPF synchronizes to the click track,
which results in ∆τ = 0. σ increases the more
the target tempo differs from 120 bpm. This
corresponds to a stronger oscillation of the
IPF when adapting to the new tempo. Simi-
lar but narrower regions can be found around
60 bpm and 30 bpm, where ∆τ is 100 %
resp. 200 %. As already described above,
these regions synchronize to half- respectively
quarter-time due to the modulo operation de-
scribed by Equation (4).

Figure 4: Ability of the IPF to synchronize if
the click track performs a step change from
a tempo denoted at the abscissa to a tempo
denoted at the ordinate. Gray regions cor-
respond to synchronisation defined by σ >
10−12.

It can be concluded that σ > 0, indents
synchronization. Therefore, every combina-
tion or start and target tempo is modeled to
prove if this condition is fulfilled. To avoid
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Figure 5: The IPF reacting to the same changes in tempo as shown in Figure 2, when changing
the tempo linear during 24 beats instead of step changes. Blue lines refer to the tempo of
the click track. Red lines correspond to the tempo of the IPF. The single crosses represent
single beats. Audio examples of these four cases can be found at (Linke et al., 2021b)

numerical mistakes, only combinations where
σ > 10−12 are declared to synchronize. The
results are shown in Figure 4. Similar to Fig-
ure 3 the IPF synchronizes in a broad area
around the initial tempo and some smaller
regions related to the dividers provoked by
Equation 4. Further, σ > 10−12 can be de-
tected if the tempo is changed from very slow
to swift tempi: This area shows the limitation
of the synchronization threshold for changes
larger than a thirty-second note. For in-
stance, thirty-second notes at a quarter speed
of 40 bpm could also be described as a se-
quence of 320 bpm, which equals eighth notes
at a quarter speed of 160 bpm. Figure 4 shows
that this is precisely the threshold for syn-
chronization at large steps to swift tempi.

3.2.2 Linear changes

Now, instead of step changes, the tempo of
the click track is changed linear based on the
beats of the meter, not on time in seconds.

Figure 5 shows the same examples as Fig-
ure 2, but now the tempo change is applied
linear during 24 beats, instead of suddenly
from one beat two another. It is striking that
here, the IPF is always capable of following
the click track changes. Nevertheless, some
minor phase differences ∆Φ between the two
signals are conspicuous.

Similar to Figure 3, ∆τ is systemati-
cally evaluated when changing the tempo lin-
early over 16 eighth notes in the range of a
metronome (40−208 bpm). Again the transi-
tion always starts at 120 bpm. Thus, different
target tempos also refer to different slopes of
the linear changes. The results are shown in
Figure 6. The overall ∆τ are relative small,
compared with Figure 3. However, the ab-
solute value of ∆τ and σ increase as the dif-
ference between start and target tempo, and
thus the slope, is increased. As the IPF al-
ways reacts to the click track changes, its
changes are usually too weak: When the click
track increases the tempo, the IPF is too slow,
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and vice versa.
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Figure 6: Mean difference ∆τ between the
click track and the IPF (in the percentage
of the Musicians tempo), while changing the
tempo linear during 16 beats. The solid line
refers to the difference, while the dashed lines
refer to the standard derivation σ. The start
tempo is always 120 bpm, and the target
tempo is displayed at the axis of abscissas.

To evaluate the phase shift ∆Φ between
IPF and click track, which is visible in Fig-
ure 5, the Pearson correlation coefficient r is
calculated for different lags. The IPF always
reacts to the click track, so it must be ap-
proximately an eighth note too late. Thus,
it must be sufficient to shift the IPF between
zero seconds and a quarter note into the past,
to find the maximum r. Thus, the lag at the
maximum of r determines ∆Φ.

Figure 7 a) shows the maximum r for dif-
ferent target tempos. It is no surprise that
the global maximum is at 120 bpm. However,
even though r decreases if the slope of the
tempo change increases, the overall values are
surprisingly high. This is not a big surprise,
as ∆τ is rather small, and the Examples in
Figure 5 are very similar when ∆Φ is ignored.
Figure 7 b) displays ∆Φ, given in whole notes
of the mean tempo of the click track. Thus, as
stated above, it must be approximately 0.125
(an eighth note), in theory. However, this is
only true if the tempo is slowly increased. A
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Figure 7: a) Pearson’s r and b) ∆Φ, changing
the tempo linear during 16 beats. ∆Φ is given
as the fraction of a whole note of the mean
tempo of the click track. The start tempo is
always 120 bpm, and the target tempo dis-
played at the axis of abscissas.

more significant slope increases ∆Φ. Remark-
ably the behavior is the other way around
when the tempo is decreased. Slight decreases
lead to high ∆Φ up to a quarter note. Never-
theless, decreasing the tempo to lower tempos
leads to small ∆Φ.

3.2.3 Global perturbations

The examples discussed in Sections 3.2.1 and
3.2.2, above are rather artificial. They assume
the tempo of the click track to be constant
and changes in tempo to happen suddenly or
at least with a constant rate. When several
Musicians are playing together in an ensem-
ble, the tempo is perpetual fluctuating due to
musical expression or the musicians’ rhythmi-
cal skills (see, e.g., (Repp, 1992, 2005)). The
musicians’ insufficiency can be simulated by
adding different kinds of noise to the tempo
of the click track, as discussed in the intro-
duction.

9



0 1 2 3 4 5 6
time [s]

117

118

119

120

121

122

123

te
m

po
 [b

pm
]

a)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
time [s]

105
110
115
120
125
130
135

te
m

po
 [b

pm
]

b)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
time [s]

119

120

121

122

te
m

po
 [b

pm
]

c)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
time [s]

114
116
118
120
122
124
126

te
m

po
 [b

pm
]

d)

Figure 8: IPF adapting to a noisy click track: the upper line (a) and b)) shows white noise
and the lower line (c) and d)) Brownian noise. On the left (a) and c)), the fluctuation is
±1 %, and on the right (b) and d)) ±5 %. Blue lines refer to the tempo of the click track. Red
lines correspond to the tempo of the IPF. The single crosses represent single beats. Audio
examples of these four cases can be found at (Linke et al., 2021b)

The examples presented in Figure 8 show
different types (Brownian noise vs. white
noise) and amounts (1 % and 5 %) of noise.
A first observation shows that small amounts
of noise and slow fluctuation lead to minor
derivations between the IPF and the click
track, while substantial and sudden fluctua-
tions increase this error. Similar to the re-
sults shown in Figure 2, the IPS is likely
to overshoot, especially at large changes of
tempo. A more systematic approach is made
by calculating the same parameters as in Sec-
tion 3.2.2 (mean tempo difference ∆τ , phase
difference ∆Φ and Pearson’s r) for different
types and amounts of noise. By comparing
different studies Repp (2005, p. 975) deduces
three different groups of asynchronous behav-
ior when participants tap to an isochronous
metronome: Skilled percussionists show only
0.5 % deviation, other musicians show ap-
prox. 2 % and untrained participants show
at least twice as large deviations. Thus, in

the following, click tracks (32 eighth notes
length) are created artificially, where either
0.5 %, 2 % or 5 % of noise are added to a con-
stant tempo of 120 bpm. As discussed in the
introduction, most authors (e.g., (Coey et al.,
2016; Gilden, 2001; van Orden et al., 2003))
state that pink noise is the best choice when
modeling those minor imperfections. How-
ever, Hennig et al. (2011) state that uncorre-
lated noise is still a standard solution in music
technology and that sometimes 1/f1.3-noise
would be more appropriated than 1/f -noise.
Therefore, this study focuses on the most
common noise types: white, pink, or Brown-
ian noise, respectively 1/f0-, 1/f1-, or 1/f2-
noise. As the noise is stochastically generated
for only 32 beats, the results may vary. Thus,
each measurement is repeated ten times, and
the mean values of ∆τ , ∆Φ, and r are calcu-
lated.

The results shown in Table 1 are similar to
Figure 8. The lower the amount of noise, and
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Table 1: Mean values of ∆τ , ∆Φ and r for different types and amounts of noise. The errors
are the related σ. ∆Φ is again given as the fraction of a whole note (4/4-note) of the mean
tempo of the click track.

white noise pink noise Brownian noise

mean ∆τ [%]
0.5 % 0.02± 0.69 0.01± 0.08 0.01± 0.24

2 % 0.10± 2.97 0.08± 1.58 0.08± 1.04
5 % 0.31± 6.65 0.16± 3.48 0.24± 3.15

mean r
0.5 % 0.58± 0.12 0.67± 0.08 0.85± 0.08

2 % 0.59± 0.10 0.68± 0.12 0.83± 0.10
5 % 0.56± 0.09 0.71± 0.11 0.76± 0.12

mean ∆Φ [4/4]
0.5 % 0.249± 0.003 0.237± 0.038 0.199± 0.064

2 % 0.245± 0.003 0.245± 0.002 0.162± 0.059
5 % 0.219± 0.049 0.207± 0.057 0.161± 0.055

the higher the noise is correlated, the more
precise the IPF can adapt to the click track.
The type of noise seems to have a stronger
impact than the amount. Compared to the
linear changes shown in Figure 7, all r are
rather small. ∆Φ is significantly higher than
the theoretical value of 0.125. Nevertheless,
∆τ is small. Thus, this algorithm is still ca-
pable of real-time musical application as dis-
cussed in Section 3.3.1.

As stated above, the tempo is more or less
continuously modulated for musical expres-
sion during a musical performance. Com-
pared to the minor unintended imperfections
discussed above, those (relatively strong)
modulations are perceived more distinctively
and, according to Repp (2005) are more pre-
dictable. Michon (1967) states that due to
this predictability, it is possible to follow de-
tectable and regular perturbations, like slow
sinusoidal changes. This should also be true
for the IPF, as it was already capable of fol-
lowing predictable linear changes in Section
3.2.2.

Examples of the IPf synchronizing to si-
nusoidal modulation are shown in Figure 9.
Slow modulation frequencies, shown in Fig-
ure 9 a) and b), can be followed by the IPF
very reliable. It is remarkable that the fluc-
tuation of the IPF’s tempo in a) and b) looks
very similar, even though the amplitude in a)

is six times higher. In a) the overall shape
of the sine is slightly distorted. This is due
to the large amplitude, as the sine is defined
relying on the beats and not time in seconds.

As the frequency is increased in Figure 9
c) and d), the error of the IPF is increased,
too. Further, the impact of the amplitude is
increased. In c), large amplitudes, and thus
changes in tempo, cannot be followed by the
IPF anymore. The IPF seems to converge to
a limit cycle close to the infimum of the click
track. In d), the amplitude is significantly
smaller. Here, the IPF can follow the tempo
changes and adapts to the click track closer
and closer.

For a comprehensive investigation of a si-
nusoidal click track, the amplitude Â and
the frequency f must be varied systemati-
cally. A click track is created, which con-
sists of 49 eighth notes. Then, considering
the Nyquist–Shannon sampling theorem, the
smallest period T = 1/f can be two eighth
notes, and there is no limit for the longest
T . According to van Noorden and Moelants
(1999) the tempo should be varied between
75 and 150 bpm to stay in a range preferred
by most people. This can be achieved by os-
cillating with an amplitude between zero and
36 bpm around 113 bpm.

The results of the systematic parameter
variation are shown in Figure 10. For smaller
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Figure 9: IPF adapting to a sinusoidally modulated click track: the upper line (a) and
b)) shows a modulation period of 32 eighth notes, and the lower line (c) and d)) shows a
modulation period of 8 eighth notes. On the left (a) and c)), the amplitude is 36 bpm, and
on the right (b) and d)) 6 bpm, both centered around 113 bpm. Blue lines refer to the tempo
of the click track. Red lines correspond to the tempo of the IPF. The single crosses represent
single beats. Audio examples of these four cases can be found at (Linke et al., 2021b)

periodicities, a clear proportionality can be
observed: The longer T , the larger Â can
be chosen. T larger than nine eighth notes
do not show significant differences anymore.
Here ∆τ is negligible small, and r > 0.99.
The only differences which can be observed
are for ∆Φ. It is always > 0.125, but it de-
creases when T and/or Â are increased.

3.3 Refining the IPF model

3.3.1 Expanding the IPF model in re-
spect to phase differences

Observing the shown examples of the IPF
synchronizing to a click track (Figures 2, 5,
8 and 9) shows, that there not only a differ-
ence in tempo of those two signals but also in
phase. In general, the beats of the click track
do not take place at the same point in time
as the beats of the IPF (blue x do not coin-
cide with red +). Further, the measured ∆Φ

show that those phase differences are not a
multiple of the click tracks tempo. This must
not be a big issue. In real-time applications,
small phase differences (latency) are unavoid-
able due to analog-to-digital conversion and
the calculation time of the IPF (even if this
is usually very fast).

Further, phase differences always occur
when synchronizing to an impulse train (even
isochronous sequences), but they are cor-
rected more easily and intuitively than tempo
differences (Keller, 2007; Repp, 2001, 2005;
Repp & Keller, 2004). Thus, they will not be
a downside when using the IPF in a musical
context, as here, not only the IPF adapts to
a musician, but also a musician to the IPF.

Nevertheless, those phase differences can be
compensated by slightly extending the IPF:
According to the linear time-keeper model by
Wing and Kristofferson (1973) the period Ij
between the jth beat of a musician (or the
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Figure 10: a) mean ∆τ , b) r, and c) ∆Φ, when sinusoidal modulating the tempo around
113 bpm for different amplitudes and periodicities of the modulation function.

IPF) and the preceding beat can be described
as

Ij = Cj −Dj−1 +Dj , (8)

where Cj is the period of a precise inter-
nal clock. D represents errors caused, e.g., by
neuromuscular transmission lags or by move-
ment time, where Dj refers to the error of
the present beat and Dj−1 of the last beat.
Thus, the error of the present beat also de-
pends on the error of the preceding beat. A
performer realizes an error of a beat and cor-
rects his next beat on this basis. This model
has been applied to phase and periodicity syn-
chronization in the past (e.g., (Shaffer, 1981;
Thaut et al., 1998)), and the translation to
the IPF is straightforward. The IPF model
derived in Section 3.1 only describes the syn-
chronization of the internal clock Cj to an
external time-keeper (e.g., another musician
or a metronome). Adding another reflection
point β to the IPF represents the error of the
motor system Dj . According to Equation (2)
the error of the preceding beat is inevitably
considered due to the term exp(g−g−). Thus
the extended formulation of the IPF is:

g+ = g − ln
(

1

α

(
g − βeg−g−

))
, (9)

where α refers to the time between two
beats of the click track and β refers to the
time difference between a beat of the click

track and a beat of the IPF. According
to Linke et al. (2019a), the IPF converges
against g = α + β and thus g represents the
time between two beats of the IPF. If the
tempo of the click track stays constant, β ap-
proximates to zero (which annuls ∆Φ), and
thus, g approximates α (click track and IPF
share the same pace).

Figure 11: Stability of the IPF with 2 re-
flection points in dependency of α and β.
Gray regions are stable for every initial value
g0 ∈ [gs, 10], black regions never diverge ∀g0 ∈
[gs, 10] but must not be stable, and white re-
gions diverge at least for some g0 ∈ [gs, 10],
with the fixed point gs = α+ β.

As g is the sum of α and β the scaling func-
tion should consist of linear terms only. Nev-
ertheless, αc should still relate to the maxi-
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Figure 12: Several scenarios shown in Figures 2, 5, 8, and 9 applied to the extended IPF of
Equation (9): a) step change from 120 to 100 bpm, b) linear change from 120 to 130 bpm,
c) 5 % Brownian noise added to a 120 bpm click track and d) sinusoidal modulation with a
period length of 32 eight notes varied ±6 bpm around 113 bpm. Blue lines refer to the the
tempo of the click track, red lines corresponds to the tempo of the IPF. The single crosses
represent single beats. Audio examples of these four cases can be found at (Linke et al.,
2021b)

mum tempo 300 bpm. This leads to a simpli-
fied version of Equation (6):

g, α, β = 5 ∗ τs , (10)

where τs relates to the period (in seconds)
between two succeeding eighth notes. It is
also worth noticing that here, β may become
negative - a case not covered in literature yet.
Nevertheless, surprisingly, this does not af-
fect the stability of the IPF when the abso-
lute value of α remains sufficiently large, as
shown in Figure 11.

Examples of different applications of the
extended Equation (9) are shown in Figure
12. Comparison with Figures 2, 5, 8 and
9 shows an improvement for step changes
(a)) where the transient seems to be some-
how lowpass-filtered and afterwards all beats
perfectly coincide. For linear and sinusoidal
changes in tempo (b) and d)) the click track

and the IPF are remarkably well-aligned.
Even when noise is added (c)), the differ-
ence between IPF and click track seems to
be reduced compared to Figure 8. Never-
theless, the difference is not as striking as in
the other cases. This is reasonable, as if the
tempo is constantly changing, the phase rela-
tion changes, too. Thus there is no constant
fixed point to which the IPF can converge.

A first in-depth comparison is made, fo-
cussing on the perturbations caused by noise.
Therefore the values of Table 1 are recalcu-
lated using Equation (9). The results are
shown in Table 2. All values have been signif-
icantly improved: The correlations are higher
(all ≈ 0.95), the tempo differences lower, and
all σ are lower, too. No significant difference
between the different types of noise can be
recognized anymore. Sometimes even white
noise shows better synchronization than the
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Table 2: Table 1 recalculated using Equation (9)

white noise pink noise Brownian noise

mean ∆τ [%]
0.5 % −0.001± 0.581 0.003± 0.389 0.003± 0.231

2 % 0.005± 2.253 0.008± 1.330 0.003± 0.788
5 % 0.10± 6.13 0.01± 3.50 −0.001± 1.916

mean r
0.5 % 0.97± 0.01 0.95± 0.01 0.94± 0.01

2 % 0.96± 0.01 0.95± 0.01 0.95± 0.01
5 % 0.95± 0.01 0.95± 0.01 0.95± 0.01

mean ∆Φ [4/4]
0.5 % 0.125± 0.001 0.125± 0.001 0.125± 0.001

2 % 0.125± 0.001 0.125± 0.001 0.125± 0.001
5 % 0.125± 0.001 0.124± 0.001 0.125± 0.002

other types. Remarkably, nearly all ∆Φ =
1/8, which is exactly the value we would ex-
pect, as the IPF always reacts an eighth note
too late. Thus, the phases correction of the
IPF seems to work, even if the tempo is not
constant.

3.3.2 Polyrhythmic tempo detection

In some musical applications, it might be
wanted that the IPF synchronizes to a
broader range of tempos (not like shown in
Figure 3) or that the bandwidth of possible
tempos for the IPF is reduced to prevent large
tempo changes. Both can be done by allowing
polyrhythmic beats.

Handel and Oshinsky (1981) investigated
how people tap along polyrhythmic patterns.
Applying models of damped resonating oscil-
lators on their data van Noorden and Moe-
lants (1999) conclude that most people pre-
fer tapping to sub-patterns with a frequency
close to 120 bpm. The approach can be in-
verted and transferred to tempo detection of
the IPF model. Not the actual tempo of the
click track is taken into account, but a dif-
ferent tempo closer to 120 bpm, which builds
up a regular polyrhythm to the click track.
Therefore only minor changes need to be ap-
plied to the tempo detection method intro-
duced in Section 3.1:

• First, appropriated polyrhythmic rela-
tions have to be chosen. Here, the ra-

tios used by Handel and Oshinsky (1981)
(2/3, 3/4, 2/5, 3/5, and 4/5) as well
as their non-polyrhythmic counterparts
(1/1, 1/2, 1/3, 1/4, and 1/5) are chosen,
which corresponds to a Farey sequence of
order 5 (see, e.g., Haken et al. (1996), Ar-
gyris, Faust, Haase, and Friedrich (2015,
pp. 515)).

• In Section 3.1 the tempo was investigated
by calculating the time difference be-
tween two consecutive beats of the click
track. Now, this difference is multiplied
by each of the factors chosen above as
well as their reciprocal.

• The result closest to 250 ms (which re-
lates to eighth notes at 120 bpm) is cho-
sen as the new tempo.

• This way, differences larger than a thirty-
second note must no longer be ignored.

Combining this tempo detection with the
most simple IPF model derived in Section
3.1 and determined by Equation (3), the IPF
is capable of synchronizing in a polyrhyth-
mic manner. Examples of different applica-
tions of the polyrhythmic tempo detection are
shown in Figure 13. All Examples are related
to four against five polyrhythms. In a) the
click track suddenly jumps from 120 bpm to
140 bpm. Instead of following this increase
(like the algorithm in Section 3.2 would have
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Figure 13: Several scenarios shown in Figures 2, 5, 8, and 9 applied to polyrhythmic tempo
detection: a) step change from 120 to 140 bpm, b) linear change from 100 to 120 bpm, c) 5 %
Brownian noise added to a 90 bpm click track and d) sinusoidal modulation with a period
length of 32 eight notes varied ±6 bpm around 113 bpm. Blue lines refer to the the tempo of
the click track, red lines corresponds to the tempo of the IPF. The single crosses represent
single beats. Audio examples of these four cases can be found at (Linke et al., 2021b)

done), the IPF slows down to 112 bpm result-
ing in a 4/5 ratio. In b), the tempo of the
click track is increased linearly from 100 bpm
to 120 bpm. Here the IPF starts with a 4/5
ratio at 125 bpm and follows the increase of
the click track with the same ratio. However,
in contrast to Figure 5, the linear increase
is a bit noisier. The prediction of the click
tracks tempo changes does not work as well
as in Figure 5, either. As soon as the click
track reaches 110 bpm, the IPf starts to syn-
chronize in a 1/1 ratio. Similar results can be
seen in d). The IPF can still follow the si-
nusoidal fluctuations around 130 bpm, but as
soon as the click track drops below 110 bpm,
the IPF tries to synchronize with a 4/5 ratio.
As the settling time of the IPF is too long,
the click track is above 110 bpm again, before
the IPF has reached a 4/5 ratio and the IPF
synchronizes at a 1/1 ratio again. Finally, in
c), the click track fluctuates around 90 bpm,

and the IPF follows with a 4/5 ratio around
112.5 bpm. The IPF can follow perturbations
caused by Brownian noise, but it seems to
overreact in some cases.

The behavior of this tempo detection can
be systematically investigated by applying
different step changes in tempo, similar to
Section 3.2.1. The results are shown in Figure
14. Focussing on b) one can see the differ-
ent polyrhythmic ratios as discrete steps in
the ratio of the different final tempos. The
red line indicates that the click track and the
IPF always synchronize. Further, a) shows
that now the tempo range of the IPF is signif-
icantly reduced to 108− 135 bpm and sudden
steps in tempo occur when the polyrhythmic
ratio is changed. The bandwidth of the IPF
could be extended again if the number of pos-
sible polyrhythmic ratios is reduced. Further,
the favorable 120 bpm in the tempo detection
can be easily changed to any arbitrary value
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Figure 14: IPFs behavior on different step
functions. The start tempo is always 120 bpm,
and the final tempo TF of the click track
(32 eighth notes long) is always displayed at
the axis of abscissas. a) shows the corre-
sponding final tempo of the IPF and b) shows
the related ratio of final tempos of IPF over
click track (which corresponds to the different
polyrhythmic ratios). The red line represents
120/TF , which is true if no synchronization
happens.

to shift the rhythmical center, if this is helpful
for specific musical applications.

4 Discussion

Applying the IPF on the rhythmical syn-
chronization of musicians is a straightforward
modeling approach that leads to convincing
results, even in the most simple form defined
by Equation (3). Similar to humans, the IPF
adapts to step changes in tempo after a short,
chaotic transition and is capable of predicting
regular changes in tempo and quickly adapts
to them, like discussed in Sections 3.2.2 and
3.2.3. Applied to noisy signals, the IPF shows
a mixture of those two behaviors. However,

the required algorithm for tempo detection
and the scaling of the system parameters can
have a crucial impact on the results gained by
the IPF.

It could be shown that the number of de-
tails in the simulation process and the related
results can be easily adjusted by varying the
number of reflection points βk. Even though
the results are convincing when using Equa-
tion (3), the improvements when adding β in
Section 3.3.1 are striking. Of course, in fu-
ture work, this approach can be extended by
adding further βk. Here, two different strate-
gies are conceivable. Similar to Section 3.3.1
further βk could represent the physiology of a
musician, e.g., electrical impulses in the mus-
cular system, the cochlear nerve, or the motor
cortex. Alternatively, further βk could repre-
sent further musicians, e.g., when synchroniz-
ing to a chamber music ensemble or a sym-
phony orchestra with its maestro. The only
differences between these two strategies are
the strengths and possible time dependencies
of the single βk.

As described in Section 3.3.1 more precise
IPF models may not necessarily be an advan-
tage for real-time applications. System la-
tencies, such as analog-to-digital conversions,
are usually unavoidable, and thus ∆Φ can-
not entirely be corrected. An alternative ap-
proach to increasing the IPF model’s per-
formance is to consider theoretical findings,
e.g., from music psychology. The utilization
of this strategy has been shown in Section
3.3.2. However, Section 3.3.2 also shows that
adding more theoretical assumptions restricts
the free, chaotic, and self-organizing behavior
of the IPF, which usually is one of the com-
pelling advantages of this modeling technic.
Thus the restrictions must be carefully bal-
anced.

In this study, the IPF was judged by com-
paring it with the results of different tapping
tests. According to Pikovsky et al. (2001),
this a not a proper synchronization process, as
the artificially generated click track does not
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respond to the IPF. Thus, in future research,
the coupling of the IPF to a human musician
should be investigated, like the coupling be-
tween musicians, which, compared to tapping
experiments, has not been investigated exten-
sively in the past (see, e.g., (Hennig, 2014;
Keller, 2007; Müller, Sänger, & Lindenberger,
2013; Sogorski, Geisel, & Priesemann, 2018)).
Those studies should result in more complex
synchronization scenarios.

Besides a formal description and an in-
depth analysis of the rhythmical synchroniza-
tion process of a musician, the proposed IPF
model can be used to replace drum machines
and click tracks with more musical and cre-
ative solutions in live music and recording sce-
narios. By fine-tuning the modeling parame-
ters, one can decide whether to model the re-
alistic behavior of a human musician or to cre-
ate novel, unfamiliar systems with a distinct,
characteristic manner of rhythmical fluctua-
tion and synchronization. Further, in future
work, identification of drummers due to indi-
vidual timing might also be possible using the
presented system.
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