
TOWARD A NOVEL SET OF PINNA ANTHROPOMETRIC FEATURES FOR
INDIVIDUALIZING HEAD-RELATED TRANSFER FUNCTIONS

Davide FANTINI(davide.fantini@unimi.it)(0000-0003-1332-0890),
Stavros NTALAMPIRAS(stavros.ntalampiras@unimi.it)(0000-0003-3482-9215),
Giorgio PRESTI(giorgio.presti@unimi.it)(0000-0001-7643-9915), and
Federico AVANZINI(federico.avanzini@unimi.it)(0000-0002-1257-5878)

Laboratory of Music Informatics (LIM), Department of Computer Science, University of Milan, Italy

ABSTRACT

Head-related transfer functions (HRTFs) are essential for
spatial audio rendering. However, to provide a proper in-
dividual experience, the HRTF should be compliant with
the anatomical traits of the listener. Therefore, estimating
the individual HRTF based on anthropometric features is a
widespread and promising approach. In this work, we pro-
pose an extension of the pinna anthropometric parameters
commonly used in the related literature. The objective is
to provide a more detailed description of the pinna for the
purpose of individualizing HRTFs. The entirety of these
parameters was extracted using a set of landmarks that
were manually annotated on the shape of the pinna. The
proposed parameters were compared to the classical ones
for selecting the best-match HRTF in the median plane via
anthropometry matching. Prior to HRTF selection, we de-
vised a procedure to retain only the relevant anthropomet-
ric parameters. The obtained results were evaluated using
both objective metrics and auditory model evaluation in-
dicating a significant, though limited, improvement when
using the proposed parameters.

1. INTRODUCTION

The direction-dependent effect of human body on sound
waves is interpreted by a human listener as spatial cues.
Head-related transfer functions (HRTFs) [1] describe this
effect as a linear time-invariant (LTI) system. An HRTF
set is a collection of transfer functions, one for each source
position of interest and for each ear. HRTF sets encode
the cues for spatial hearing, such as interaural time and
level differences (ITD, ILD) and monaural spectral modifi-
cations. Each person has an individual HRTF as these cues
depend on the body anatomy. In this respect, the pinna is
of particular interest as it is responsible for key monaural
spectral cues. The pinna influence on HRTF can be isolated
by extracting the pinna-related transfer function (PRTF).

HRTFs find application in multiple fields [2] and are es-
sential in extended reality (XR) frameworks where spatial
audio is involved. However, to provide an immersive au-
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ditory experience, HRTFs should be compliant with the
user’s anatomical traits. In end-user applications, a non-
individual HRTF (e.g., recorded from a dummy head) is
often employed, potentially causing inadequacies such as
front-back and up-down confusion, and degradation in el-
evation localization [3–5]. On the other hand, the HRTF
acoustic measurement entails high-cost equipment and
time-consuming sessions. For these reasons, the literature
includes several works on HRTF individualization, i.e., the
estimation of individual HRTF without the need for acous-
tic measurement. Several approaches for HRTF individu-
alization are based on anthropometric parameters [2, 6, 7].
The CIPIC anthropometric specification [8] is the preva-
lent one, despite evidence of its incompleteness [9]. Some
variations to the CIPIC pinna parameters have been pro-
posed in the literature. However, few attempts have been
made to evaluate the relevance of the proposed variations.

In this work, we propose some new pinna parameters in
addition to those used in the HUTUBS dataset [10], which
are derived from CIPIC. The new parameters are intended
to describe in more detail the pinna anatomy for the pur-
pose of individualizing PRTF. In this regard, we especially
focused on the concha and fossa triangularis given their in-
fluence on HRTF [9, 11], and we considered measurement
types different from the classical distances and angles. The
effectiveness of new parameters was evaluated for select-
ing the best-match PRTF via anthropometry matching, in
comparison to the sole HUTUBS set. Prior to PRTF se-
lection, an anthropometric selection step was performed to
retain only the relevant parameters. The PRTF selection
results were evaluated using both spectral distortion (SD)
and localization metrics obtained with an auditory model.

The Matlab code to extract the pinna anthropometric pa-
rameters described in this paper is publicly available 1 .
Also, the data generated in our research as well as a de-
tailed documentation of the pinna parameters are included
in supplementary materials 2 .

2. BACKGROUND

HRTF individualization is often based on anthropometric
parameters [2, 6, 7] due to the relationship between HRTF
and body anatomy. These parameters are usually defined

1 https://github.com/DavideFantini/
pinna-anthropometry-extraction

2 https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10805884
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as distances between specific body points, although an-
gles are also used. Several anthropometric specifications
have been proposed in the HRTF field, usually defined as
two-dimensional sketches [1, Ch. 7]. Early anthropomet-
ric specifications include the one used for the KEMAR
mannequin’s design [12] and the one proposed by Mid-
dlebrooks [13]. In 2001, Algazi et al. [8] proposed the
CIPIC specification, which includes ten parameters for the
pinna and 17 for the head and torso. This specification
is still widely used in HRTF datasets and HRTF individ-
ualization, although some variations have been proposed.
For example, in the HUTUBS dataset, CIPIC parameters,
with some variations in their definitions, were reported
along with two new pinna parameters for the cavum con-
cha. In the CHEDAR dataset [14], two pinna parameters
were proposed for the crus helicis and the parabola effect
of the pinna, in addition to five CIPIC parameters. Some
of the anthropometric parameters defined in the standard
GB/T 2428-1998 [15] were used for HRTF individualiza-
tion [16] and HRTF datasets [17] in addition to the CIPIC
ones. Recently, Iida et al. [18] measured ten distances
between the tragus and other points on the pinna, while
Stitt and Katz [9] defined a set of control points to mea-
sure CIPIC pinna parameters and other new ones. Teng
and Zhong [19] proposed five area parameters of different
pinna parts. However, the authors did not provide clear
definitions for them. Despite the proposed CIPIC varia-
tions, currently, there is no complete and inter-independent
anthropometric specification for HRTF.

The pinna anatomy is of particular interest in the HRTF
field. Several studies have demonstrated its influence on
vertical localization and front-back disambiguation [11,
20–23]. The role of pinna cavities has been analyzed with
respect to the HRTF magnitude spectrum [20] and the lo-
calization in the median plane [23], while some studies fo-
cused on anthropometry [24, 25]. Literature findings sug-
gest the influence of concha and triangular fossa on HRTF.
In particular, Takemoto et al. [11] demonstrated that the
nodes and anti-nodes occurring in these two pinna cavi-
ties are related to the notches of the median plane PRTF.
Stitt and Katz [9] confirmed these findings by varying an-
thropometry to deform a 3D pinna model and comparing
the corresponding HRTFs obtained via numerical simula-
tion. The authors found a significant impact of concha and
fossa triangularis parameters. Such findings suggest the
incompleteness of widely used anthropometric specifica-
tions, such as CIPIC. For instance, parameters for the fossa
triangularis are rare in these specifications.

3. PINNA PARAMETERS

3.1 Landmarks annotation scheme

In the following, we refer to the horizontal and vertical
dimensions of depth images as 𝑥 and 𝑦 coordinates, re-
spectively, while the 𝑧 coordinate refers to depth. The pro-
posed pinna parameters are extracted using a set of land-
marks that are manually annotated on pinna depth images.
Fig. 1 shows the scheme followed to annotate the land-
marks, which comprises a set of points placed on the pinna

to describe its shape. This scheme is a revised version of
the one previously proposed by us [26]. The scheme in-
cludes 𝐾 = 205 landmarks, providing a fine resolution of
the pinna shape. This scheme divides the pinna shape into
four parts: outer helix, concha, fossa triangularis, and in-
ner helix. Fig. 1 shows the starting and ending landmarks
indices for each part suggesting the landmarks annotation
order. The first 49 landmarks (blue in Fig. 1) describe the
outer helix edge starting from the attachment of the helix
to the head (superior part of the pinna) and following the
helix downwards to the inferior lobulus extremity. Other
68 landmarks (purple in Fig. 1) describe the concha start-
ing from the inferior part of the crus helicis attachment to
the cavum conchae, and following the entire concha edge
ending under the inner helix edge. Other 18 landmarks
(orange in Fig. 1) describe the fossa triangularis from the
attachment of the antihelix (crus antihelicis superior) be-
low the helix, to the point where the fossa triangularis edge
reaches the border with the cymba conchae. The last 70
landmarks (yellow in Fig. 1) describe the inner helix, start-
ing from the superior edge of the crus helicis attachment to
the cymba conchae, and following the helix upward to its
superior extremity, then continuing downward.

Landmarks are evenly spaced and placed in coherent po-
sitions across the pinnae. To ensure this coherence during
annotation, we adjusted the landmark of a template shape
superimposed on the image to match the current pinna.
The landmarks serve to measure anthropometric parame-
ters, therefore only the main contours of the pinna shape
involved in the measurements are covered. Landmarks are
placed near the border of the pinna contours, but not on
the exact edge, to minimize the risk of having a landmark
with a significantly incorrect 𝑧 value. For instance, a slight
misplacement of a landmark on the outer helix can result
in the landmark being positioned on the head.

3.2 Pinna anthropometry measurement

We developed automated procedures to extract a set 𝒫
of 48 pinna anthropometric parameters using the anno-
tated landmarks and pinna depth images. For the sake
of conciseness, we provide here a brief, though complete,
overview of the parameters. For details on their definitions
and measurements, please refer to the anthropometry doc-
umentation provided as supplementary material 2 .

Most of the parameters are measured using the 2D land-
marks (𝑥 and 𝑦 coordinates), while the remaining ones
consider the depth information (𝑧 coordinate) as well. A
subset of 𝒫 replicates the pinna parameters defined in the
HUTUBS specification. Additionally, we defined new pa-
rameters to thoroughly describe the pinna cavities relevant
for HRTF, such as the fossa triangularis. We have also
explored alternative measurements to the traditional dis-
tances and angles, including areas, volumes, and depths.
Fig. 1a shows some of the HUTUBS and the proposed
pinna distance parameters, while Fig. 1b shows the pinna
cavities and their respective distances.

The position t of the tip of the tragus is used to measure
some parameters. Therefore, we estimated t by selecting
the point with the maximum 𝑧 value in a small area around
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Figure 1. Example of the scheme for manually annotating the pinna shape. Landmarks are color-coded based on the pinna
shape part: outer helix edge (blue), concha (purple), fossa triangularis (orange), and inner helix edge (yellow). Numbers
on the first and last landmarks of each part suggest the annotation order. The grayscale colormap represents the depth (𝑧)
values. (a) Comparison between some of the HUTUBS (black arrows) and the proposed distance parameters represented
by arrows (colored as the pinna shape part) between red landmarks. (b) Pinna cavities 𝐶𝑖 (shaded areas) along with the
distance parameters (light blue arrows) between the tragus t and the cavities centroids (white empty circles).

a predefined landmark (gray landmark in Fig. 1). Further,
we estimated the helix position h by identifying the point
with the maximum 𝑧 value at the same 𝑦 coordinate as t.

3.2.1 HUTUBS distance parameters

In this paper, we considered the HUTUBS distance param-
eters 𝑑ℎ with ℎ = {1, . . . , 9} (we neglected 𝑑10 because
we were unable to replicate its measurement). The param-
eters 𝑑1–4, and 𝑑7 are defined as distances between specific
pinna points. To measure them, we selected the pairs of
landmarks that best approximate the points indicated in the
HUTUBS definition (see Fig. 1a) and computed their Eu-
clidean distance in 𝑥 and 𝑦 coordinates. The parameters
𝑑5 and 𝑑6, i.e., the pinna height and width, were measured
as the landmarks range along the 𝑦 and 𝑥 coordinates, re-
spectively. This slightly differs from the definition of 𝑑6 in
HUTUBS, but it allowed us to obtain a more robust mea-
surement. An ad hoc procedure was developed for 𝑑8 and
𝑑9. To measure 𝑑9, a horizontal slice of the pinna depth
image is taken at the 𝑦 coordinate of t. Then, 𝑑9 is set as
the distance in 𝑥 and 𝑧 coordinates between t and the cor-
ner formed by the concha surface and the antihelix wall.
The parameter 𝑑8 is measured as the 3D distance between
t and the deepest point in the incisura intertragica, i.e., the
region enclosed by tragus and antitragus.

Table 1 shows the absolute difference between the anthro-

pometric values Aℎ measured by us and those reported in
the HUTUBS dataset. It should be noted that our goal was
not to exactly replicate the HUTUBS parameters. How-
ever, the obtained errors can be considered sufficient and
comparable to those reported in similar studies [26–28].

3.2.2 Additional distance parameters

In addition to the HUTUBS parameters, we propose eight
new parameters 𝑑14–21 (see Fig. 1a) defined as distances in
𝑥 and 𝑦 coordinates between specific pairs of landmarks.
The parameters 𝑑14–16 integrate the HUTUBS parameters
𝑑1, 𝑑3 and 𝑑7 in describing the concha. They are defined as
distances between t and characteristic points on the concha
edge. The parameter 𝑑17 quantifies the length of the cymba
conchae and is therefore complementary to 𝑑2. The param-
eters 𝑑18–21 characterize the shape of the fossa triangularis.

3.2.3 Angle parameters

In addition to distances, HUTUBS provides two angle pa-
rameters: the pinna rotation angle 𝜃1 and the pinna flare
angle 𝜃2. We measured 𝜃1 as the angle between the 𝑦
axis and the line passing through the pinna extremities in
𝑦 coordinates represented by the same landmarks used to
measure 𝑑5. Then, 𝜃2 was measured as the angle in 𝑥
and 𝑧 coordinates between the 𝑥 axis and the line pass-
ing through t and h. In addition to HUTUBS angles, we



Parameter Mean ± St. dev. (%)

𝑑1 [mm] 1.40± 1.03 (7.8)
𝑑2 [mm] 1.65± 1.15 (16.4)
𝑑3 [mm] 1.31± 0.99 (7.6)
𝑑4 [mm] 4.89± 2.23 (23.6)
𝑑5 [mm] 1.83± 1.45 (3.0)
𝑑6 [mm] 3.72± 2.59 (12.6)
𝑑7 [mm] 0.82± 0.69 (13.2)
𝑑8 [mm] 2.89± 1.69 (25.4)
𝑑9 [mm] 2.08± 1.38 (17.4)
𝜃1 [°] 1.98± 1.37 (17.5)
𝜃2 [°] 6.15± 3.87 (23.9)

Table 1. Mean and standard deviation of the absolute dif-
ferences between the anthropometric values Aℎ measured
by us and the values reported in the HUTUBS dataset.
The mean error as a percentage of the HUTUBS param-
eter mean is reported between brackets.

defined the pinna upper roll 𝜃3 as the angle in 𝑦 and 𝑧
coordinates between t and the landmark with the maxi-
mum 𝑦 value. Also, for each distance parameter 𝑑𝑛 with
𝑛 = {1, . . . , 21} ∖ {5, 6, 8, 9}, we defined the correspond-
ing angle 𝑟𝑛 as the angle between the 𝑦 axis and the line
passing through the two measurement landmarks of 𝑑𝑛.
These angle parameters quantify the relative alignment of
each pair of pinna points in addition to their distance 𝑑𝑛.

3.2.4 Pinna cavities parameters

In the pinna shape, we defined the three regions 𝐶1, 𝐶2

and 𝐶3 corresponding to the pinna cavities cavum con-
chae, cymba conchae and fossa triangularis, respectively.
These regions can be easily delimited by selecting specific
landmarks as their position on the pinna shape is known.
We defined three additional parameters, namely 𝑑11, 𝑑12
and 𝑑13, as the distances in 𝑥 and 𝑦 coordinates between
t and the centroids of 𝐶1, 𝐶2 and 𝐶3, respectively. These
parameters measure the relative position of the cavities in
the pinna shape, which is a complementary information to
the shape and size considered by other parameters. Fig. 1b
shows the regions 𝐶11–13 and the parameters 𝑑11–13.

Further, the extracted parameters include the area 𝑎𝑖 of
each region 𝐶𝑖 and the volume 𝑣𝑖 of the corresponding
polyhedron 𝑄𝑖. To obtain 𝑄𝑖, we joined the vertices of
𝐶𝑖 in 3D coordinates with the depth image pixels enclosed
by 𝐶𝑖 and computed the 3D convex hull. Also, we mea-
sured the depth ℎ𝑖 of each pinna cavity 𝐶𝑖 as the range in
the 𝑧 coordinate of the 𝑄𝑖 vertices.

4. PRTF SELECTION

This section describes an HRTF individualization approach
based on the anthropometric values A extracted as dis-
cussed previously. This approach includes the preprocess-
ing of A and HRTFs, the anthropometric parameters selec-
tion, and the PRTF selection via anthropometric matching.

4.1 Preprocessing

4.1.1 Pinna parameters

The anthropometric values A were preprocessed by cen-
tering each parameter to have a median of 0, and scaling
to have an interquartile range of 1. This normalization
technique ensures that the values of distinct parameters fall
within a similar range, making their comparison unbiased
by their original scales.

4.1.2 HRTF

The preprocessing of HRTFs aims to isolate the influence
of the pinna, which is the focus of our work. First, we
extracted the PRTF by applying a 1 ms Hann window to the
HRIR starting from its onset [22]. The window eliminates
the torso and shoulders effects while retaining the pinna
one. Next, we extracted the directional transfer function
(DTF) magnitude from the PRTFs [29]. The analysis was
restricted to the 3–15 kHz frequency range, as the pinna
influence above this range is marginal, and below it, the
torso and shoulders effects are prevalent [1, 20–22, 25].

Further, the analysis was limited to the median plane,
as in related works that focus on the pinna [26, 30–32].
The median plane can be considered a case study for the
monaural spectral cues caused by the pinna, which are
crucial for elevation perception [11, 21–23]. The find-
ings on the median plane can be extended to other verti-
cal planes by modeling the head and torso with other ap-
proaches [33, 34]. In the median plane, we considered the
elevations between −80° and 260° and discarded the angle
−90° (below the subject).

4.2 Anthropometric parameters selection

A selection of the parameters in the set 𝒫 is conducted to
keep only those relevant to PRTF. Candidates subsets 𝒫 ′ ⊆
𝒫 are compared to find the best set 𝒫*. This comparison
is based on spectral distortion (SD). The SD between two
PRTFs H1 and H2 at elevation 𝜙 is so defined [1, Sec. 5.1]:

𝑆𝐷𝜙(H1,H2) =

⎯⎸⎸⎷ 1

|𝐹 |
∑︁
𝑓∈𝐹

(︂
20 log

|H1(𝑓, 𝜙)|
|H2(𝑓, 𝜙)|

)︂2

[𝑑𝐵],

(1)
where 𝐹 is the set of considered frequency bins. The mean
𝑆𝐷 is obtained by averaging 𝑆𝐷𝜙 values of all elevations
𝜙 in the considered set Φ. For each pinna 𝑡, we computed
the distance 𝐷 between its anthropometry A𝑡 with the an-
thropometry A𝑡′ of every other pinna 𝑡′ in the dataset:

𝐷(𝑡, 𝑡′) =

√︃∑︁
𝑝∈𝒫′

(A𝑝
𝑡 −A𝑝

𝑡′)
2. (2)

The pinna 𝑡* minimizing 𝐷 is selected as the best-match
given the candidate set 𝒫 ′. We prevented the right pinna
of a subject from being selected as best-match for the left
pinna of the same subject, and vice versa. Then we com-
puted the mean of the 𝑆𝐷 values obtained for each pair of
PRTFs H𝑡 and the corresponding best-match H𝑡* .



The candidate sets of parameters 𝒫 ′ was picked as fol-
lows. Starting from |𝒫| parameters, we iteratively de-
creased the number 𝑚 of considered parameters. For each
iteration, we evaluate all the combinations of 𝑚 parameters
taken from 𝒫*

𝑚+1, i.e., the best set found in the previous it-
eration. The best set 𝒫*

𝑚 with 𝑚 parameters is selected as
the one minimizing 𝑆𝐷. The search stops if there is no
combination of 𝑚 parameters reducing SD compared to
the previous iteration. This procedure permits to evaluate
fewer candidates 𝒫 ′ than all possible 2|𝒫| − 1 combina-
tions, which is computationally intensive.

4.3 PRTF selection procedure

Selection-based methods for HRTF individualization in-
volve choosing the so-called best-matching HRTF based
on the similarity between the test subject and those in a
dataset. Similarity can be computed in various ways. In
this work, we used a baseline approach commonly found in
the literature, i.e., anthropometry matching [16,28,33,35].
For each test pinna 𝑡, we computed the Euclidean distance
𝐷(𝑡, 𝑡′) (see Eq. (2)) between its anthropometry A𝑡 and the
anthropometry A𝑡′ of every other pinna 𝑡′ in the dataset
considering the best set of parameters 𝒫*. The PRTF of
pinna 𝑡* that minimizes 𝐷 is selected as the best matched.
The selection procedure considers the two pinnae of the
subject as separate instances. Therefore, the PRTFs of two
different subjects can be selected for the left and right pin-
nae of the same test subject.

5. RESULTS

5.1 Validation procedure

The PRTF selection approach was evaluated using the
HUTUBS dataset, which includes 3D head meshes, an-
thropometry, and HRTFs measured for 58 subjects. We
excluded the FABIAN dummy head and repeated measure-
ments of the same subject, resulting in 𝑁 = 55 subjects for
validation. We extracted the pinna depth images from the
HUTUBS 3D head meshes. For each pinna, we projected
the 3D point cloud from the head lateral view onto a grid
representing the depth image. This operation is straight-
forward as the head meshes are coherently placed in the
coordinate system. The extracted depth images have a res-
olution of 140× 160 pixels.

We used leave-one-subject-out cross-validation
(LOOCV) to evaluate the PRTF selection procedure.
Thus, we performed 𝑁 splits of the dataset into training
and test sets, even if each pinna is a separate instance. In
the 𝑛-th split, both pinnae of subject 𝑛 are in the test set,
while the remaining subjects are in the training set. This
prevented to select the left pinna in the training set for the
right pinna of the same subject in the test set, and vice
versa. To avoid biases, we performed all statistical mea-
surements of the preprocessing and parameters selection
procedures on the training set only. The outcomes were
then applied to both the training and test sets.

For each pinna, we obtained PRTFs with |Φ| = 33 ele-
vations and |𝐹 | = 71 frequency bins by preprocessing the
HRTFs from HUTUBS (see Sec. 4.1). In the evaluation,

we compared the individual PRTFs H with two conditions
Ĥℎ and Ĥ. The PRTFs Ĥℎ are selected using the anthro-
pometry Aℎ including the eleven HUTUBS pinna param-
eters 𝑑1–9, 𝜃1 and 𝜃2. The PRTFs Ĥ are selected using the
anthropometry A including all 48 parameters discussed in
this paper. For a fair comparison, we relied exclusively on
the anthropometry extracted by us as described in Sec. 3.2,
and we ignored the values reported in HUTUBS. Further,
we used the left ear PRTF H𝑓 measured from the FABIAN
dummy head as a baseline condition.

5.2 Anthropometric parameters selection

Averaging the LOOCV results of anthropometric param-
eters selection, for the conditions Ĥℎ and Ĥ we selected
8.7 and 43.6 parameters with a minimum 𝑆𝐷 of 5.44 and
5.32 dB, respectively. Fig. 2 shows the selection frequency
of each parameter for the PRTFs Ĥ as a percentage. Sev-
eral parameters have been selected at every LOOCV itera-
tion, such as 𝑑7, 𝑑12, 𝑑13, 𝑑17, 𝜃3, 𝑎3, ℎ1, 𝑟2, 𝑟4, and 𝑟19–21.
Conversely, 𝑑1 is quite often discarded. Other less fre-
quently selected parameters are 𝑎2, 𝑟1, 𝑟3, and 𝑟14. There
is no noticeable effect of the type of measurement on the
selection frequency.

5.3 Objective evaluation

We computed the SD (see Eq. (1)) with the individual
PRTFs H to objectively evaluate the two conditions Ĥℎ

and Ĥ. Averaging the LOOCV results, we obtained the
mean SD values 5.56 ± 1.93 dB and 5.34 ± 1.81 dB for
Ĥℎ and Ĥ, respectively. As a reference, we also computed
the mean SD between H and the FABIAN PRTF H𝑓 which
is 5.64±2.7 dB. Despite the obtained SD means are close,
statistical analysis 3 demonstrated that SD for Ĥ is signif-
icantly improved compared to Ĥℎ and H𝑓 (𝑝 < 0.001),
while there is no significant difference between Ĥℎ and
H𝑓 . This result suggests that the proposed parameters
provide a significant, though limited, improvement of SD
compared to the sole HUTUBS ones. To quantify the ex-
tent of this improvement, we computed Cohen’s 𝑑 effect
size between Ĥ and Ĥℎ. The obtained value of 0.35 is
considered an effect size between small and medium [36].

Fig. 3 shows the elevation-dependent mean SD values for
Ĥℎ and Ĥ. The lowest SD values around 3 dB are found
above the head, while SD increases up to 9 dB for lower
elevations. However, Ĥ seems to provide the greatest im-
provement for these elevations, especially on the back of
the head. Table 2 shows the mean and standard devia-
tion values of the SD for Ĥℎ and Ĥ in different frequency
bands. In general, mean SD progressively increases from
circa 1.6 dB to more than 6 dB as the frequency increases.
Similarly, the standard deviation is larger for higher fre-
quency bands. The mean SD of Ĥ is lower for each fre-
quency band with the larger differences found between 8
and 12 kHz, though below 0.5 dB.

3 Distributions normality hypothesis was rejected by Shapiro-Wilk
test. Significant difference between the conditions was found through
non-parametric Friedman test. Paired Wilcoxon signed-rank tests were
performed to assess the significance of the differences between pairs of
conditions. The obtained 𝑝-values were adjusted with Holm-Bonferroni
correction for the multiple comparisons.
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Figure 2. Selection frequency of each parameter obtained in the LOOCV for the condition Ĥ.
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Figure 3. Elevation-dependant mean SD values for the
PRTFs Ĥℎ selected using HUTUBS anthropometry Aℎ

(red), and Ĥ selected using all parameters A (light blue).

Frequency band [kHz]

3–4 4–6 6–8 8–10 10–12 12–15

Ĥℎ 1.64 (1.95) 2.57 (2.36) 4.28 (3.39) 5.53 (3.69) 5.88 (3.47) 6.39 (3.64)
Ĥ 1.61 (2.09) 2.51 (2.23) 4.09 (3.32) 5.07 (3.51) 5.57 (3.31) 6.21 (3.52)

Table 2. Mean and standard deviation (between brackets)
of SD in dB for each frequency band compared for the
PRTFs Ĥℎ selected using HUTUBS anthropometry Aℎ

and Ĥ selected using all anthropometry A.

5.4 Auditory model evaluation

SD only evaluates the spectral differences between PRTFs
and is unsuitable for measuring localization accuracy.
Therefore, we compared the selected PRTFs in a virtual
localization experiment using the computational auditory
model proposed by Baumgartner et al. [37] provided in the
auditory modeling toolbox (AMT) [38]. This model esti-
mates the localization performances in the median plane
with a template DTF compared to the individual DTF of
a subject (target). Several metrics can be computed given
actual angles and the subject’s responses, and we selected
the local polar RMS error (PE) and the quadrant error rate
(QE) [39]. PE is the RMS average in degrees of the polar
errors with less than 90° in magnitude. QE is the percent-
age of polar errors higher than 90° in magnitude. We set
the frequency range and elevation angles considered by the
auditory model according to the ranges defined in the pre-
processing step (see Sec. 4.1.2). The sensitivity of the au-

ditory model was set for each subject using the calibration
function of Baumgartner’s model. We selected the baseline
PE and QE values of 25° and 5%, respectively.

PE and QE values were obtained using the individual
PRTF H as target and other four conditions as templates:
the same PRTF H, the selected PRTFs Ĥℎ and Ĥ, and
the FABIAN PRTF H𝑓 . The distributions of PE and QE
for each condition are shown in Fig. 4. A similar statis-
tical analysis to the aforementioned one for SD was con-
ducted 3 . As expected, the individual PRTF H performs
significantly better than any other condition. Then, the
mean PE and QE of Ĥ are significantly lower than those of
Ĥℎ (𝑝 < 0.01) with an improvement of 1.79° and 3.97%,
respectively. We found a medium effect size for these dif-
ferences in PE and QE distributions corresponding to a Co-
hen’s 𝑑 of 0.52 and 0.57, respectively. We notice that H𝑓

has performances similar to Ĥℎ and Ĥ. For PE, Ĥℎ is
significantly higher than H𝑓 (𝑝 < 0.05), while Ĥ signifi-
cantly outperforms H𝑓 only for QE (𝑝 < 0.05).

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we proposed an expansion to the pinna an-
thropometric parameters commonly used in literature for a
more comprehensive description of the pinna in the PRTF
individualization field. The parameters were measured us-
ing landmarks manually annotated on the pinna shape. We
compared the proposed parameters to the HUTUBS ones
in a PRTF selection task in the median plane. We found a
limited, yet statistically significant, improvement in using
the proposed parameters for both SD and localization met-
rics obtained with an auditory model. Given the limited
improvement, further investigation is necessary to assess
the relevance of the proposed parameters. This work rep-
resents an initial step toward an improved pinna character-
ization, as the baseline approach used for PRTF selection
may not be suitable to exploit the information provided by
the proposed parameters. Thus, exploring advanced meth-
ods for HRTF individualization, such as those based on
machine learning, could be beneficial. In future work, we
also plan to automate the landmarks placement on pinna
images as done in our previous work [26]. This permits to
measure the anthropometry without manual intervention.
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