
Continuous head-related transfer function representation based on
hyperspherical harmonics

Adam Szwajcowski

AGH University of Science and Technology
Department of Robotics and Mechatronics

szwajcowski@agh.edu.pl

Abstract

Expressing head-related transfer functions (HRTFs) in
spherical harmonic (SH) domain has been thoroughly stud-
ied as a method of obtaining continuity over space. How-
ever, HRTFs are functions not only of direction but also
of frequency. This paper presents an extension of the SH-
based method, utilizing hyperspherical harmonics (HSHs)
to obtain an HRTF representation that is continuous over
both space and frequency. The application of the HSH ap-
proximation results in a relatively small set of coefficients
which can be decoded into HRTF values at any direction
and frequency. The paper discusses results obtained by ap-
plying the method to magnitude spectra extracted from ex-
emplary HRTF measurements. The HRTF representations
based on SHs and HSHs exhibit similar reproduction accu-
racy, with the latter one featuring continuity over both space
and frequency and requiring much lower number of coef-
ficients. The developed HSH-based continuous functional
model can serve multiple purposes, such as interpolation,
compression or parametrization for machine-learning appli-
cations.

1 Introduction

Continuous development of virtual and augmented real-
ity applications rises need for efficient binaural audio pro-
cessing algorithms. Especially important role in authentic
recreation of an auditory scene is played by the directiv-
ity of human ears, which is commonly called head-related
transfer functions (HRTFs). HRTFs are different for each
individual as they depend on the shape of torso, head and
pinna. Even though there are some similarities among sets
of HRTFs obtained for different people, application of in-
dividually measured or matched HRTFs has been proven to
improve the localization abilities [1, 2]. The importance of

HRTFs is especially prominent in recognizing the position
of a sound source placed in sagittal planes, where simple
binaural cues such as interaural level difference (ILD) and
interaural time difference (ITD) are mostly invariant [3, 4].

HRTFs can be physically measured in two ways. Most
measurements are performed by putting a pair of micro-
phones inside the subject’s ears and recording the response
to the sound coming from different directions (e.g. [5, 6]).
Alternatively, one can make use of Helmholtz reciprocity
principle and place microspeakers inside the ears while the
microphones are set around the subject [7]. Either way, the
results of the measurements are sets of HRTFs for a finite
number of directions. They are usually stored in the form
of discrete head-related impulse responses (HRIRs), for ex-
ample using the Spatially Oriented Format for Acoustics
(SOFA) [8, 9].

Since HRTFs are relatively large data sets, some attempts
were made to develop an efficient model that would reduce
the amount of data without a significant loss of accuracy.
Initially, the research concerned approximating HRIRs, e.g.
by expressing them as filters of either finite or infinite im-
pulse response (e.g. [10, 11]), but soon the focus was
moved to the spatial properties. In 1998, Evans et al. pro-
posed expressing HRTFs by means of spherical harmonics
(SHs) [12]. Beside reducing the data size, this represen-
tation introduced an even more significant feature – con-
tinuity over space. Over the years, the SH-based method
has been widely investigated, regarding i.a. efficiency of
different sampling schemes [6], preprocessing techniques
[13] or mixed-order approximations [14]. Some alternative
continuous representations were suggested, e.g. based on
spherical wavelets [15, 16] or Slepian functions [17]; how-
ever, SHs still prevail as the most popular basis functions
to approximate not only HRTFs but also other directivity
functions such as the sound source directivity [18, 19] or
microphone directivity [20].

Beside focusing on either only spatial or only
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time/frequency variations, several attempts were made to
develop a model including both these dependences. In
1992, Kistler and Wightman employed principal compo-
nent analysis to an HRTF database [21]. While resulting
model indeed provided good accuracy, it was discrete and
required a priori knowledge of the database to determine
optimal basis vectors. In 1995, Chen et al. developed a rep-
resentation based on thin-plate splines that was continuous
in space but still discrete in frequency [22]. In 2009, Zhang
et al. described a model based on Fourier series and Bessel
functions which was continuous over both frequency and
horizontal angle [23] and which was later extended to cover
the entire sphere and include distance dependence as well
[24]. Another proposition comes from Shekarchi et al. who
based their model on the fusion of infinite impulse response
filters and Legendre polynomials [25]. However, the au-
thors focused purely on the compression of measured data
and thus their model cannot be used to interpolate missing
values. In 2015, Zhang et al. created a fully continuous
functional model utilizing SHs for spatial dependency and
complex exponentials for frequency representation [26]1.
Both mentioned fully continuous models ([24] and [26])
determined coefficients for basis functions partially by nu-
merical integrating, which is computationally efficient, but
provides worse accuracy than that obtained by fitting in the
least-squares sense. Furthermore, these researches focused
on retrieving high accuracy complex representations, even
though it is known that humans are insensitive to fine spec-
tral or spatial details of HRTFs [27, 28, 29, 30].

In this paper, a new approach to HRTF dimensionality
is presented: frequency is imagined as another spatial di-
mension. This way, the character of these functions be-
comes purely spatial with two truly spatial variables (hor-
izontal and vertical angles) and one extra variable that rep-
resents frequency, but is also treated as a spatial depen-
dence2. This approach emphasizes coupling between fre-
quency and space in directivity functions and is inspired
by the mathematical structure known as Minkowski space,
where time and three-dimensional (3D) space are combined
together to conveniently express some of the physical phe-
nomena, most notably regarding theory of special relativ-
ity. Assuming that SHs are a good choice for expressing
directivity functions in the 3D space, including the fourth
dimension would require extention of the basis to a four-
dimensional (4D) space. A similar problem was tackled
in computer graphics, where standard 3D shape descriptors
were insufficient for certain cases. In 2007, Bonvallet et
al. extended the popular approach to another dimension
by replacing SHs with hyperspherical harmonics (HSHs)

1Please note, that [26] was lead by Mengqiu Zhang, while [23] and [24]
were lead by Wen Zhang.

2This paper concerns far-field HRTFs, where the radius dependence is
neglected. This is why three- and four-dimensional spaces are described
by only two and three variables, respectively.

[31]. This method was later applied in medical imaging by
Pasha Hosseinbor et al. [32], providing further proof that
HSHs, previously reserved for theoretical chemistry and nu-
clear physics, can be successfully employed in engineering.
However, to the best of our knowledge, HSHs have not yet
been utilized in acoustics or any related field. Thus, the
application of this basis to represent acoustical data is the
main novel element of this paper.

The primary advantage of proposed HSH representa-
tion over the state-of-the-art SH one is continuity over both
space and frequency. Such representation allows to extract
HRTF magnitude not only at a given direction but also at a
given frequency without any additional operations (e.g. in-
terpolation or resampling), thus being computationally at-
tractive. Furthermore, varying the approximation parame-
ters enables easy control of the balance between accuracy
and amount of data; acknowledging psychoacoustical as-
pects in the process of deriving the functional model can
lead to significant reduction of data size by ignoring high-
order HSHs responsible for imperceptible spectral details.
Last but not least, more holistic HRTF representation can
be of great value in research requiring a thorough directivity
parametrization method, e.g. for machine learning applica-
tions.

Section 2 provides necessary theoretical background on
4D coordinate systems and HSHs. Section 3 describes con-
version from raw measurement data to hyperspherical data
and then to HSH domain. Section 4 presents exemplary re-
sults of the conversion performed on a typical set of HRTFs
and suggests further improvements of the process. Section
5 consists of general comments on the HSH representation,
its accuracy and potential applications. Finally, section 6
summarizes all the content of this paper.

2 Theoretical background

HRTFs are functions of direction, distance and fre-
quency. Under the assumption that the distance is greater
than 1 m, the radial dependence can be dropped. Such
simplified functions are called far-field HRTFs, but since
they are measured and applied more commonly than
full, distance-dependent HRTFs, they are often called just
HRTFs. This is also the case in this paper; wherever HRTFs
are mentioned, they mean far-field HRTFs, independent of
distance.

2.1 Hyperspherical coordinate system

Assuming that the spatial dependence of HRTFs is to be
described in the spherical coordinate system, an extension
of this system is needed to capture variability over another
dimension. This can be achieved by adding another linear
or angular dimension, resulting in either spherindrical or 4D
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hyperspherical coordinate system (HCS), respectively. The
HCS has already proven to be successful in similar research
problems in other fields [31, 32] and its geometrical proper-
ties enhance natural physical properties of acoustic directiv-
ity characteristics (see Sec. 2.2.1 and 3.1.1 for explanation).
For these reasons, HCS was chosen over spherindrical co-
ordinate system for this research.

HCS consists of hyperspherical radius ρ and three an-
gles: ϕ ∈ [0, 2π), θ ∈ [0, π) and ψ ∈ [0, π). The angles
ϕ and θ correspond to azimuth and inclination defined in
the spherical coordinate system, while ψ is an extra angle
representing another dimension. Since there are no unified
names for angles in 4D space, within this paper they are re-
ferred to just by their symbols or colloquially as the spatial
angles (meaning angles ϕ and θ) and the frequency angle
(meaning angle ψ)3. The relation between HCS and 4D
Cartesian system (x,y,z,w) is following:

x = ρ sinψ sin θ sinϕ ,

y = ρ sinψ sin θ cosϕ ,

z = ρ sinψ cos θ ,

w = ρ cosψ .

(1)

2.2 Hyperspherical harmonics definition

HSHs can be defined for any multidimensional space,
but within this paper only 4D HSHs are considered and re-
ferred to simply as HSHs. They can be defined as following
[33]:

Zmnl(ϕ, θ, ψ) ≡ N(n, l) sinl ψ Cl+1
n−l(cosψ) Y ml (ϕ, θ) ,

(2)
where N(n, l) is a normalization factor, Cαν (x) are Gegen-
bauer polynomials and Y ml (ϕ, θ) are SHs, while n, l and m
are integer parameters limited as following:

n ≥ 0

0 ≤ l ≤ n
−l ≤m ≤ l .

(3)

N(n, l) is a normalization factor, making the HSH ba-
sis not only orthogonal but orthonormal. It is given by the
formula:

N(n, l) ≡ 2l+
1
2 (l + 1)!

√
2(n+ 1)(n− l + 1)!

π(n+ l + 2)!
. (4)

It is worth noting, that SHs in Eq. (2) are also normalized,
which is why N(n, l) does not depend on the parameter m

3The details of utilizing an angle to describe the frequency are provided
in section 3.1.1.

- this dependency is entirely included in the SH normaliza-
tion factor.
Cαν (x) are Gegenbauer polynomials, also known as ul-

traspherical polynomials. They can be defined in multiple
equivalent ways; however, for the sake of computations, the
most useful one is that given by the following recurrence
relation [34]:

Cα0 (x) =1

Cα1 (x) =2αx

Cαν (x) =
1

ν

(
2x(ν + α− 1)Cαν−1(x)− (ν + 2α− 2)Cαν−2(x)

)
.

(5)
In the HSH definition (Eq. (2)), Gegenbauer polynomials,
together with the factor of sinl ψ, are responsible for varia-
tion among ψ angle (the frequency angle).
Y ml (ϕ, θ) are SHs. SHs can be defined either as

complex- or real-valued functions. This paper focuses on
their application to express magnitude spectra of HRTFs
(see section 3.1 for explanation) and thus the real form is
used, making the entire HSH basis real as well. Real SHs
are defined as following4 [35]:

Y ml (φ, θ) ≡

{
NY (l,m)Pml (cos θ) cos (mϕ) , if m ≥ 0

NY (l,m)P
|m|
l (cos θ) sin (|m|ϕ) , if m < 0

,

(6)
where Pml are the associated Legendre functions and
NY (l,m) is the normalization factor for SHs defined as:

NY (l,m) ≡

√
(2− δm0)

2l + 1

4π

(l − |m|)!
(l + |m|)!

, (7)

where δ is Kronecker’s delta function:

δij ≡

{
1, if i = j

0, if i 6= j
. (8)

2.2.1 Hyperspherical poles

Hyperspheres, by being extensions of 2-spheres (regular 3D
spheres), display some analogous features. On a 2-sphere,
there are two poles lying at inclinations θ ∈ {0, π}, at
which all meridians converge to the same point. In other
words, at these poles, the actual direction is the same for
every azimuthal angle ϕ. In HSC, such poles exist for ev-
ery ψ, but there are also two major poles (hyperpoles) at
ψ ∈ {0, π} where the direction is dependent on neither ϕ

4Sometimes in real SH definitions there is also (−1)m factor included,
but it is irrelevant for approximation purposes as it merely changes the sign
of some coefficients.

3



nor θ. Now, applying the interpretation that ψ is the fre-
quency angle, this means that values for the limit frequen-
cies have to be constant for every physical direction. This
is inline with how directivity (including HRTFs) behaves at
low frequency - the lower the frequency, the less variance
along the directions can be observed, as the size and shape
of objects becomes less and less relevant when compared
to the length of acoustic waves corresponding to the ana-
lyzed frequency. This coincidence is taken advantage of in
the mapping of frequency to angle, so that the hyperpole
convergence can be perceived as an advantage rather than a
limitation of the proposed model (see Sec. 3.1.1).

3 Hyperspherical harmonic approximation

In order to express HRTFs in the HSH domain, two steps
have to be taken: first, the measurement data have to be
converted to HCS and then the HSH coefficients need to be
determined so that the weighted sum of HSHs approximates
the data in HCS as accurately as possible. Both these steps
are described in details in the following subsections.

3.1 HRIRs to data in HCS

As stated in Introduction, HRTFs are commonly stored
in the form of HRIRs. It might seem natural to try to find a
way to efficiently represent the data in time domain rather
than in the frequency domain. However, there are several
arguments in favour of the latter. First of all, in previous
research, both approaches were studied and models based
on the frequency representation resulted in lower approxi-
mation errors using objective measures [12, 36]. Secondly,
the human auditory system, analyzes sounds mostly in the
frequency domain and thus accurate reproduction of the im-
pulse response shape is irrelevant to our ears, as opposed to
the shape of the frequency spectrum. Furthermore, HRIRs
usually have much sharper shapes than the corresponding
HRTFs, which makes representing them as a sum of basis
functions much harder, especially when the basis is trun-
cated. Last but not least, HRIRs include information on
phase, which is of little importance; it is widely acknowl-
edged that phase spectra can be ignored as long as the in-
teraural time difference is preserved [21, 28, 37]5, although
some contrary results have also been presented [38]. Bas-
ing a model on the frequency-domain representation thus
allows the information on phase to be dropped, reducing the
efficient amount of data twice without a significant loss as
far as the applicatory aspect is concerned. However, HSHs
can be defined as complex functions as well, so it is possible
to include the phase information as well, if desired.

5Phase spectra are still important for low frequencies, but they can be
replaced by a linear phase derived from interaural time differences, without
any noticeable damage to the localization abilities.

The magnitude spectra typically are represented either
in linear or in logarithmic scale (in dBs). Referring again
to the psychoacoustic aspects of sound perception, the log-
arithmic scale is relative and thus it is more reflective of
how the sound pressure is perceived by the human auditory
system. Since the approximation method of the model pro-
posed within this paper is based on the least-squares fitting
(see section 3.2.2 for more details), it seems reasonable to
use logarithmic scale, so that the solver minimizes relative
errors [11, 28, 36, 39].

The reference value for the logarithmic scale does not
matter as long as it is uniform within a given HRTF set; this
value is linked only with the coefficient for Z0

00 (first HSH
invariant along all the angles), but otherwise has no impact
whatsoever. Therefore, for simplicity sake, the reference
value was chosen to be 1.

3.1.1 Frequency mapping

As signaled earlier, in order to express HRTFs in HCS, fre-
quency has to be mapped to the ψ angle. The simplest way
of doing it would be to set the frequency f = 0 at ψ = 0 and
the frequency f = fs/2 to ψ = π, where fs denotes sam-
pling frequency of HRIRs in the HRTF set. The remaining
frequencies would be then mapped to ψ linearly, following
the formula:

ψk =
2πfk
fs

, (9)

where fk is the center frequency of kth frequency bin and
ψk is the corresponding value of the frequency angle. How-
ever, such mapping implies convergence to uniform values
at hyperpoles, i.e. at f ∈ {0, fs/2}. When approaching
0 Hz, HRTFs tend to be omnidirectional anyway, but this
is not the case for the highest frequencies, especially in the
logarithmic scale (see Fig. 1). While this might seem to be
of little importance, as the convergence to the hyperspheri-
cal pole at the Nyquist frequency would likely affect mostly
the highest frequencies which are inaudible anyway, it is
possible to avoid such distortions. f = fs/2 can be set
to ψ = π/2 instead of ψ = π, so that all the HRTFs can
be mapped to effectively only half a hypersphere. This re-
quires twice as large resolution of HSH along ψ since the
spectra are squeezed to fit on only half of the full range of
the frequency angle; however, such mapping allows to ig-
nore all HSHs that are not symmetric about the hyperplane
at ψ = π/2. Application of only ψ-symmetric HSHs (the
HSHs that exhibit said symmetry about ψ = π/2) removes
the convergence at f = fs/2 and makes the spectra for
the entire range of ψ ∈ [0, π) symmetric about the Nyquist
frequency in the same manner as typical magnitude spectra
obtained by performing discrete Fourier transform on a real
signal. With f = fs/2 set to ψ = π/2, the Eq. (9) takes the
form of:

4



ψk =
πfk
fs

. (10)

Alternatively, different frequency mappings could be
used. Both limit values and the character of scale can be
changed, e.g. to logarithmic frequency scale, which is quite
popular in audio engineering, or the mel scale, which is
based on a psychoacoustic model of frequency perception.
This paper concerns only the linear frequency mapping and
leaves the employment of other scales for potential future
research.
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Figure 1. Statistical distribution of an exemplary set
of HRTFs (described in details in section 4) for all di-
rections. Solid black line is the mean spectrum, while
the dark and light grey areas cover regions of 1 and 2
standard deviations, respectively. First frequency bin
was shifted from 0 to 50 Hz, to be able to fit on the
logarithmic axis. At the last frequency bin, standard
deviation is especially large due to the occurrence of
zero points that were converted to floating-point accu-
racy in MATLAB to avoid −∞ values. The plot was
shifted to fluctuate around 0 dB.

3.2 Data in HCS to HSH coefficients

Once the 4D data are prepared in the form of a set of
triplets of angles (ϕ, θ, ψ) and the corresponding magni-
tudes, these data need to be approximated by a finite number
of HSHs. The approximation comes down to determining
the coefficients αmn,l for the weighted sum so that approxi-
mated function Ĥ(ϕ, θ, ψ) of the form6:

Ĥ(ϕ, θ, ψ) =

nmax∑
n=0

n∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

αmnlZ
m
nl(ϕ, θ, ψ) (11)

is as close to the original function H(ϕ, θ, ψ) as possible.
In the analytical approach, when an infinite number of basis

6Equation (11) assumes approximation using all the HSHs up to n =
ntextmax. However, all of the parameters n, l and m can have indepen-
dent limits (see section 3.2.1)

functions can be used (nmax =∞), consecutive coefficients
can be determined by calculating the dot product of the ap-
proximated function and complex conjugation of the given
HSH:

αmn,l =

∫
S3
H(ϕ, θ, ψ)Zmnl(ϕ, θ, ψ)dχ , (12)

where
∫
S3 dχ means integrating over the surface of the unit

3-sphere:

∫
S3
dχ =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

sin2 ψ dψ sin θ dθ dϕ . (13)

However, when the number of basis functions is truncated,
the accuracy of the approximation decreases. For this rea-
son, least-squares fitting of the coefficient values is pre-
ferred over the numerical integration of Eq. (12) to find
the optimal set of coefficients.

3.2.1 Determination of the number of HSHs used

The choice of the number of basis functions is one of the
most important decisions impacting the quality of the ap-
proximation. In general, increasing this number improves
the overall accuracy of the approximation. However, using
too many basis functions requires more computational re-
sources and can lead to overfitting. It is thus important to
determine what is the optimal number of basis functions for
a given problem.

HSHs are described by three parameters: n, l and m.
Analyzing the definition given in Eq. (2), one can notice
that these parameters are responsible for variations along
the angles ψ, θ and ϕ, respectively. Limiting just n results
in the same spatial frequency along all the angles. However,
some extra limitations for l and m can be imposed to obtain
different resolution along angles θ and ϕ. Equation (11)
then takes the form of:

Ĥ(ϕ, θ, ψ) =

nmax∑
n=0

min (n,lmax)∑
l=0

min (l,mmax)∑
m=−min (l,mmax)

αmnlZ
m
nl(ϕ, θ, ψ) ,

(14)
where the limits have to satisfy the following relation7:

nmax ≥ lmax ≥ mmax . (15)

These maximum values of nmax, lmax and mmax should
be determined with respect to the sampling theorem and de-
pend on both spatial and frequency sampling. However,

7It is possible to obtain higher spatial frequency e.g. along θ than along
ψ by using only a selection of HSHs for higher values of the corresponding
parameters. However, this case is not applicable within this paper and thus
it is not further discussed.
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HRTFs do not need to be reconstructed with the highest
available accuracy, since fine details are psychoacoustically
irrelevant. Thus, it is important to find the minimum values
of the limits for which the approximation error is negligible.

Spatial dependence is described by SHs and thus the lim-
its for spatial frequency (lmax and mmax ) can be determined
basing on SH-related research. Romigh et al. noticed that
some of the localization abilities occur for HRTFs approxi-
mated by SHs of maximum order as low as 2 [28]. Approx-
imations using SHs of maximum order 6 are already statis-
tically indistinguishable from the unprocessed HRTFs and
the localization does not improve with further increasing the
maximum order. It is important to notice that Romigh et al.
used the same preprocessing as proposed within this paper,
i.e. least-squares fitting based on magnitudes in logarithmic
scale. These results suggest that setting lmax and mmax to 6
should be sufficient to prevail the localization properties of
a set of HRTFs.

Similar research was conducted regarding sensitivity to
spectral details of HRTFs. Kulkarni and Colburn checked
how much smoothing in frequency can be applied to HRTFs
without a significant impact on the localization abilities
[27]. For this reason, they prepared stimuli by truncating the
Fourier series representing the logarithmic spectra of empir-
ical HRTFs. The listeners that took part in the experiment
were unable to discriminate between the real and smoothed
virtual sound sources in most of the setups for HRTFs re-
constructed from only 16 coefficients. For 32 coefficients
and above, all of the listeners performed at chance for all the
tested directions. Even though the frequency angle in HSHs
is not represented by the Fourier series, the same spatial fre-
quency along that angle can be chosen by setting approppri-
ate nmax. Since for chosen frequency mapping the spectra
are supposed to fit on only half the hypersphere, nmax must
be doubled to exhibit desired resolution over the effectively
used range of ψ. Thus, to match the spatial frequency of 32
spectrum coefficients from the described experiment, nmax
should be set to 64.

Furthermore, as stated in section 3.1.1, effectively uti-
lizing only half of the hypersphere allows to ignore non-
ψ-symmetric HSHs. Following the HSH and Gegenbauer
polynomials definitions given in Eqs (2) and (5), it can be
noted that for Zmnl to be ψ-symmetric, the difference be-
tween n and l has to be even. All the parameters configura-
tions where this difference is odd should be thus disregarded
when summing over l in Eq. (14).

3.2.2 Computations

Assuming sampling at K 4D directions Ωk ≡ (ϕk, θk, ψk),
the HSH coefficients can be determined by solving the fol-
lowing matrix equation:

Z
0
00(Ω1) . . . Zmmax

nmaxlmax
(Ω1)

...
. . .

...
Z0
00(ΩK) . . . Zmmax

nmaxlmax
(ΩK)


 α0

00
...

αmmax
nmaxlmax

 =

H(Ω1)
...

H(ΩK)

 ,
(16)

where H(Ω) are given in dBs to minimize errors in loga-
rithmic scale.

Since the system is overdetermined, it is usually impos-
sible to find coefficients which would perfectly satisfy this
equation. However, it can be solved in the least-squares
sense, minimizing the error of approximation. This ap-
proach is commonly embraced in research concerning SH
approximation [6, 28, 40, 41]. A few existing 4D direc-
tivity models featured separate computation of spatial and
frequency dependences, using least-squares fitting for space
and then direct integration for frequency [24, 26]. Includ-
ing both frequency and spatial dependent functions in a sin-
gle least-squares minimization to the best of my knowledge
has not been yet applied for these kind of data, making it
another novel element of the paper. While such approach
demands more computational resources, it provides better
fitting and acknowledges coupling of space and frequency
in directivity functions. It is also worth noting that the in-
creased computational complexity mainly concerns deter-
mining the HSH coefficients and is caused by replacing
multiple smaller matrix equations by one large. In real-time,
with proper optimization, rendering binaural sound should
be comparably fast for both SH and HSH HRTF represen-
tations.

HRTF sets usually lack data for low elevation angles
(θ → π) because of the measurement setup restrictions.
This can lead to some irrational values in the unsampled
region, since the least-squares solver minimizes error only
at the points where data is available. One way of dealing
with this effect is to apply a proper regularization [26, 42].
Ahrens et al. proposed another, even more efficient solution
based on filling the missing region by means of low-order
SH approximation [43]. However, since in HSH definition
the direction dependence is described by SHs, it is logical
to assume that these issues can be handled for the HSH ap-
proximation in the same manner. For the sake of compari-
son between HSHs and SHs, applying any of these methods
should not impact the analysis results (both approximations
are expected to be impacted in the same way). Thus, sim-
ple, non-regularized least-squares fitting was used for both
bases.

The computations and analysis were performed in MAT-
LAB using OODIR Toolbox [44]. Both the classes used in
this research as well as precomputed objects containing raw
and approximated data can be found in its database.
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4 Exemplary approximations

To showcase efficiency of the HSH approximation, the
method was tested on exemplary data. The chosen set of
HRTFs comes from the original measurements of KEMAR
(Knowles Electronics Manikin for Acoustic Research) with
large pinnae performed at Massachusetts Institute of Tech-
nology [45] and is a typical HRTF set for evaluating differ-
ent models [23, 24, 25, 26]. The set contains 710 HRIRs for
each ear, measured at different directions and each consist-
ing of 512 samples recorded with the sampling frequency of
44.1 kHz. The HRIRs were converted to HCS as described
in section 3.1. Only data for the left ear was used.

Although, according to section 3.2.1, the parameter lim-
its of {lmax,mmax} = 6 and nmax = 64 should be sufficient,
it is important to remember that the SH-focused research
used exact frequency spectra, and the spectral-focused one
used exact spatial representation. Smoothing in both space
and frequency can thus have more impact on the localiza-
tion abilities. For this reason, the limits used in the exem-
plary approximation were set to slightly higher values of
{lmax,mmax} = 8 and nmax = 80.

For the sake of comparison, the SH approximation was
also performed on the same exemplary data. The procedure
was exactly the same as for the HSH approximation, but
the computations were carried out separately for each fre-
quency bin. Then, approximated values for given directions
were put together to retrieve discrete spectra. Maximum or-
der and degree of SHs used for approximation was set to 8
to match the limiting parameters of SHs embedded in the
HSHs. Exemplary raw spectra and their SH and HSH ap-
proximations are shown in Fig. 2.

The HSH approximation retrieves the general shape very
well, but the resulting spectra are smoother than both the
ones computed from the raw data and the ones obtained
by means of the SH approximation. The most problematic
details to represent in the HSH domain are deep notches,
e.g. around 10 kHz in Fig. 2(b). However, this is not ex-
clusive to HSH approximation but comes from the spatial
dependence represented by SHs, as the SH approximation
features the same issues. The notches are caused by rapid
changes in phase. Zagala and Zotter developed a method
to deal with such a problem for low-order SHs [46]. Their
algorithm could be extended and applied to HSHs if neces-
sary.

By the properties of ψ-symmetric HSHs, their first
derivative with respect to ψ has to be 0 at π/2, which causes
minor discrepancies at the highest frequencies. However,
since they lie beyond human hearing range, these discrep-
ancies are irrelevant from the perceptual point of view. An-
other problematic frequency band is the very lowest one. In
this case, the SH approximation is much more precise than
the HSH one; for low frequencies, the directivity takes very
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Figure 2. Raw and approximated spectra of KEMAR
HRTFs for two exemplary directions: a) azimuth: 0◦,
elevation: 0◦; b) azimuth: 30◦, elevation: 30◦. The
spectra are offset by 20 dB for clarity. See text for
more details.

simple shapes (mostly omnidirectional), which are easy to
express in the SH domain. One of the reasons for the in-
accuracy of the HSH approximation in this band are rapid
changes of magnitude levels within first few frequency bins,
which come from the audio chain used in the HRTF mea-
surement rather than the physical properties of HRTF them-
selves. This issue is investigated in depth in the following
subsection.

4.1 Frequency weighting

Since some frequency bands lie beyond human hearing
range, their impact on the approximation results should not
be as high as the impact of the audible part of the spec-
tra. This variation in relevance can be achieved by applying
weighting to the least-squares minimization. The Eq. (16)
then takes the form of:

(ZTWZ)α = ZTWH , (17)

where Z, α, and H denote the respective matrices from Eq.
(16), T denotes matrix transposition and W is a diagonal
matrix with weights for consecutive angle triplets:
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W =


w(Ω1) 0 . . . 0

0 w(Ω2)
...

...
. . . 0

0 . . . 0 w(ΩK)

 . (18)

One of the regions where fitting could be improved by
applying proper weights is the frequency band represented
by the first few frequency bins. For all the directions,
a drop-off can be noticed as the frequency approaches 0,
which could be caused by low-frequency limit of sound
sources used in the HRTF measurement or a high-pass filter
embedded in the audio chain. For the lowest frequencies,
where the corresponding sound waves are much longer than
the size of a human head, the HRTFs can be considered om-
nidirectional (see Fig. 1). This omnidirectionality mirrors
the convergence of HCS for the frequency angle ψ → 0.
Since the problematic first bins do not hold any important
information, they can be completely removed at the stage
of computing HSH approximation (i.e. have weight equal
to 0). However, one needs to be wary that removing data
from certain regions can under some circumstances lead to
overfitting.

The other perceptually irrelevant part of the spectra are
the highest frequencies. In this case, there are more than
one frequency bins lying beyond the human hearing range.
Their weights were arbitrarily chosen to start decreasing
above 20 kHz and reach 0 at the Nyquist frequency follow-
ing the shape of cosine function.

The HSH approximation was performed once again, ap-
plying the weights as described above. For most parts of the
frequency spectrum, no noticeable changes occurred in re-
gard to the previously performed HSH computation on the
complete data. Since there is on average more weight on the
audible frequency band, the resulting approximation should
be closer to the original data, but the improvements were
minuscule in most of the frequency range. However, the fit-
ting for the lowest frequencies has been notably improved,
except for the region corresponding to the first bins, which
were effectively removed from the least-squares minimiza-
tion (Fig. 3). Even though the resulting approximation is
less accurate with regard to the measured data (large errors
at first two bins), it is likely more accurate with regard to
the factual physical HRTFs and improves fitting at several
following bins.

From the perceptual point of view, the fitting in regions
outside of the hearing range is irrelevant, and so the reduced
impact of extreme frequency bins should improve the over-
all accuracy, even if only slightly. Thus, the following sec-
tions consider only this new approximation.
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Figure 3. Raw and approximated spectra of KEMAR
HRTF for the direction straight ahead zoomed on the
lowest frequencies. HSHw and HSHw2 denote the
HSH approximation with weights applied ignoring
first or first two frequency bins, respectively (see text
for more details).

4.2 Approximation error analysis

Since 4D data is difficult to display efficiently as a 2D
image, it is required to introduce numerical measures to
compare accuracy of the SH and HSH approximations over
the whole sphere. The key difference between these two ap-
proaches is the way of handling the frequency dependence
and thus, for the sake of comparison, the approximation er-
ror should be presented in the frequency domain. In simi-
lar research, various measures of approximation error were
used. Currently, one of the most popular approaches is to
evaluate it as root-mean-square (RMS) error of the differ-
ences between logarithmic spectra (e.g. [16, 28, 47, 48]).
A common alternative is to evaluate the error based on the
linear magnitude (e.g. [15, 26]). As of the time of writ-
ing this paper, there are no clear indications on one of these
approaches being superior to the other other than authors’
speculations. However, the measure based on dB is more
intuitive to interpret and the computations were performed
on the logarithmic data, so it seems appropriate to use the
logarithmic error as well. RMS errors for the HSH approx-
imation8 were computed by averaging over all 710 direc-
tions available in the measurement data using the following
formula:

RMSĤ(f) =

√√√√√∑K
k=1

(
Ĥ(ϕk, θk, ψk)−H(ϕk, θk, ψk)

)2
δψkψf∑K

k=1 δψkψf

,

(19)
where ψf is the frequency angle corresponding to the fre-
quency f , derived from Eq. (10). RMS error for SH ap-

8From this section on, the HSH approximation is the one with first
two frequency bins removed and weights applied for the high frequencies
(earlier denoted as HSHw2).
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proximation was computed in an analogous way. In ad-
dition, for both methods and for each frequency bin, the
95th percentile (P95) was determined for absolute values of
Ĥ(Ω)−H(Ω). Errors in the form of RMS an P95 values for
both the SH and HSH approximations are plotted in Fig. 4,
while Fig. 5 shows difference between the RMS plots from
Fig. 4 as well as 5th and 95th percentile determined on the
sets of differences between absolute errors in dB for these
two methods:.

Px HSH-SH(f) = Px({|Ĥf
HSH −Hf | − |Ĥf

SH −Hf |}) , (20)

where Hf , Ĥf
SH and Ĥf

HSH are sub-vectors of the original
data, SH and HSH approximations, respectively, which con-
tain only values for a given frequency f .
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Figure 4. RMS and P95 of the HSH and SH approxi-
mation errors in reference to the discrete data
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Figure 5. Difference in RMS errors and 5th and 95th
percentile of differences between the HSH and SH
approximation errors

For the vast majority of the hearing range, the difference
in accuracy between the HSH and SH approximations is
small, reaching about 1 dB around 500 Hz and becoming
less and less significant as the frequency rises. The largest
discrepancies occur for the lower frequency regions (below
1 kHz), where SH approximation provides near perfect re-
construction of the original data, but even there the absolute
error is still overall low (around 0.5-1 dB). The values of P5

indicate that in some cases the HSH approximation yields
lower errors than the SH one (especially for higher frequen-
cies). The RMS error, however, is lower for SH approxima-
tion for each frequency bin, even if only ever so slightly.

4.2.1 Single-term error

To improve the comparability of the HSH approximation
accuracy, the error needs to be provided as a single value
averaged over all directions and frequencies. For logarith-
mic scale, an error measure called spectral distortion (SD)
is usually employed. Its definition resembles the RMS defi-
nition in Eq. (19) but without the Kronecker’s deltas, so that
the averaging is performed over both space and frequency:

SDĤ =

√√√√ 1

K

K∑
k=1

(
Ĥ(Ωk)−H(Ωk)

)2
. (21)

SD values were computed for both SH and HSH approx-
imations in the range 100 Hz to 20 kHz (the lower limit was
imposed to exclude the first two frequency bins). The re-
sults were SDSH = 2.32 dB and SDHSH = 2.44 dB. Since
SD requires a ground truth data, it cannot accurately capture
the magnitude of differences between two approximations
and so the difference between SD values is more represen-
tative than the SD of the differences between approximated
data (similarly to difference of RMS being more accurate
than RMS of differences in Fig. 5).

5 Discussion

In general, the HSH and SH approximations provide
very similar accuracy within the hearing range. However, it
is important to note that the minuscule difference in the ap-
proximations’ errors for middle and audible high frequen-
cies does not mean that there are no errors within these
bands. In fact, the errors in both cases are lower for the low-
est frequencies, but the SH approximation is very accurate
in this region and thus the difference is larger than for the
middle and high frequencies. Such characteristics suggest
that the lower accuracy of HSH approximation for higher
frequencies comes from inability of low-order SHs to prop-
erly express the spatial variability of HRTFs in these bands.
However, the maximum order of SHs was chosen based on
perceptual studies and so it indicates that these magnitudes
of errors are imperceptible. It is notable, that the approxi-
mations are not identical even when the RMS error is close
to 0; the differences are small (mostly below 1 dB) and are
distributed relatively evenly between being in favor of ei-
ther SH or HSH approximation. Such small differences in
middle and high frequencies have been proven to be percep-
tually insignificant by many researchers (e.g. [29, 30, 49]).

9



At low frequencies, the accuracy of the HSH approxima-
tion improved significantly after removing the first two fre-
quency bins from the least-squares minimization. However,
the SH approximation still outperforms the HSH one, pro-
viding near perfect reconstruction of the original spectrum
at low frequencies. The largest differences occur around
500 Hz, which might be specific for the dataset used for
evaluation. The way accuracy depends on frequency can
be impacted by frequency mapping. Linear mapping treats
all frequencies as equally important in the least-squares fit-
ting, while it may be beneficial to employ a frequency scale
more aligned with how the human hearing system works,
e.g. a logarithmic or mel scale. On the other hand, it is
known that spectral localization cues are dependent mostly
on the shape of pinna, which impacts only higher frequen-
cies [50, 51]. Alternatively, the importance of accuracy
in certain frequency bands can be manipulated by the fre-
quency weighing if needed.

To further put the magnitude of errors in perspective, the
approximation errors can be put against the measurement
errors. Some research has been presented on the impact of
different variables on the spectral variations between HRTF
measurements [5, 52]; HSH approximation error is on par or
lower than the human-related variations in repeated individ-
ual HRTF measurements or the differences between HRTF
sets of the same artificial head but obtained in different labo-
ratories. What is more, the difference between SH and HSH
approximations is lower than the differences between the
measurements performed in the same laboratory in the span
of a week (0.12 dB vs 0.17 dB). The frequency smoothing
introduced by HSH approximation, although changing the
original values, might also be perceived as a positive effect,
since some of the distortion in the raw data might be caused
by noise and imperfections of the measurement setup.

Overall, application of HSHs instead of SHs to approxi-
mate magnitude of HRTFs yields almost the same accuracy
while exhibiting some additional advantages. First of all,
the resulting representation is fully continuous, not only in
space but also in frequency. This continuity enables retriev-
ing discrete HRTFs of any frequency resolution without any
additional processing. The most prominent advantage of ap-
plication of SHs to directivity functions was thus extended
to another dimension. An exemplary benefit of using HRTF
model of infinite frequency resolution is the control of bal-
ance between precision and latency of binaural rendering by
reading discrete HRTFs of any desired resolution.

What is more, even less amount of data is required to
store a HRTF set in the HSH domain; in the analyzed ex-
ample, the HSH approximation was described by 3081 co-
efficients, while the SH one required 81 for each of 257
frequency bins (255 excluding the first two bins that were
ignored in the HSH approximation either way). The total
number of SH coefficients was thus 20817 (20655), which

is almost seven times more than in the HSH approximation,
while retaining similar amount of perceptually relevant in-
formation. Even if SH approximation was determined at
only 40 frequency bands to match the reduced frequency
resolution of HSHs for nmax = 80, the total number of SH
coefficients would be 3240 which is slightly more than the
number of HSH coefficients (3081). It is also worth not-
ing that 40-bin HRTFs would be computationally inefficient
and would need to be resampled while no such operation is
needed in the HSH representation, where spectra of any res-
olution can be read without any extra processing. Further-
more, comparing the number of HSH coefficients (3081) to
the number of raw data samples (182470), the reduction of
data size is almost 60-fold with SD below 2.5 dB, while
the best configuration of the HRTF compression method
proposed by Shekarchi et al. reached compression ratio of
only 40 for the same accuracy (to get the compression ra-
tio of 60, SD increases to about 2.8 dB) [25]. Furthermore,
their method is discrete in both space and frequency while
the HSH representation is fully continuous. HSHs can be
thus useful in designing a compression format that would
include all the variability of HRTFs within a single set of
coefficients, allowing them to be expressed holistically and
compactly.

The downside of the HSH representation is that it re-
quires more computational resources to determine the HSH
coefficients via least-squares fitting. However, with the con-
tinuous development of processing units, this issue becomes
less and less relevant.

The mathematical structure of the HSH representation
allows it to be utilized not only for HRTFs but for any type
of directivity function, e.g. directivity of electroacoustic
devices, be they sound sources or receivers. These types
of directivity functions are easier to measure and so apply-
ing HSHs as approximation tools might be of lesser value,
but they can still be useful for such objects in any machine
learning problems requiring proper directivity parametriza-
tion. HSHs, capturing holistic nature of the far-field direc-
tivity, seem to be better fitted for such tasks than SHs.

One of the interesting questions regarding presented
method is the impact of the choice of limiting parame-
ters nmax, lmax and mmax on the approximation accuracy.
Increasing these limits will improve the accuracy, but the
quality and quantity of the improvement remains to be de-
termined. This is intrinsically linked with the question of
what is the minimum required accuracy from the perceptual
standpoint and what is the best way to achieve it. However,
the presented subject is very broad and requires a thorough
analysis to provide reliable answers. For this reason, it is
decided to be out of scope of the present paper, but will be
considered for future research.
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6 Conclusions

Within this paper, the theory of HCS, real HSHs and their
application to express frequency-dependent directivity data
such as HRTFs was presented. The entire computational
process was described, starting from discrete HRIRs to de-
termining HSH coefficients. Special focus was put on ef-
ficient mapping of frequency scale to an angle, which was
required to express the directivity data in HCS. The location
of the hyperspherical poles was leveraged to match the om-
nidirectionality of directivity functions such as HRTFs for
low frequencies, making the HSH basis surprisingly well-
suited to express such functions, given no physical motiva-
tion.

Exemplary HSH representation was determined for
KEMAR HRTFs using perceptually-motivated number of
HSHs. The HSH approximation yields similar levels of ac-
curacy to the corresponding SH one, while providing con-
tinuity in frequency and a significant reduction of required
amount of data. Thanks to the continuity over both space
and frequency, the HSH representation captures the holistic
nature of far-field HRTF characteristics. Thus, the HSH rep-
resentation can be considered an upgrade over the currently
popular SH-based approach in practical applications. How-
ever, there are still many aspects to investigate, such as e.g.
impact of the limiting parameters on the accuracy, exploring
different frequency mapping or weighing, perceptual tests,
etc.

The method described within this paper not only is a
value by itself, but also presents wider possibilities of per-
ceiving directivity functions by modeling frequency as an
extra dimension, introducing coupling between their spec-
tral and spatial properties. The HSH model can serve as
a base for development of similar representations applying
different 4D functions, e.g. created by merging basis func-
tions of lower dimensions. Furthermore, this paper focuses
only on the magnitude of far-field HRTFs, which can be
in future complemented by the distance and phase depen-
dences if needed.
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