BAEIRRAIE | TR & FREMER IR

A
g )

FIAHIEE AN 2 B MERET IS B85 5 STRAIGHT 7347

ERRD BB E
EH Akt RE Ft

WA SCEN BE FE

BHE e HE —skft

Improvement of STRAIGHT Method under Noisy Conditions Based on

Lateral Inhibitive Weighting

Tomoki TODAT, Hideki BANNO'!, Syoji KAJITATT,
Kazuya TAKEDA'!, Fumitada ITAKURA', and Kiyohiro SHIKANOf

HOEL MHEFRHETICBT S STRAIGHT MMEARRDEFOMEE2UET A HiEL LT, RMIIH HEEART
¥ (LIW: Lateral Inhibitive Weighting) (2 & 2 AR MV 2 =¥V V% BRT S, LIWDTF 1y TDIEL L
TIEL EYIBRILIZL ST, SNEAT0AB A5 10dBREEDVHFTIE, ¥ 7 AN T LAVDTANBHELHEL
bIZ02dBEERBENL I Lbr o7, LI A, SN HAEVEEIIE, LIW 2FIHL 7: STRAIGHT
TERLBE, OFANKEL RBEANRONS., ZOMEBENOMEL LT, BIF7L — L2 L2 SN kx
H#EL T, SNUFELRBIZONTLIW ORREZF[HOLMBEZEAL 724E, SNEAFH L ETYH, XD
STRAIGHT ¢ AREDRETEENARTEALI L b o7,

*—7—-K MHBZIE, STRAIGHT, MIHIHIHEEAMIT, SN LitE

1. AW &

FEAENFILEMORRIIME ) EEOWHEEOLER
ik, BRXARA LDV H S, LI L, HHEEFEDM
Bi+abntidvniiiov, 20BHN—DLL
T, MERETICBT Al s REETHBTON S,
COMBOBREL L T, BERFELEEAVEL W
IFELREND S [1]. LhL, BEFFILEH S
i3, BRICLBERERENSE R-oTL T H 2,
HSDOBHEEDBELER 5 LIFREN L) P2 L
TTOEEFFIEHFRANEEL V. 22T, KRXT
&, HRES L2 TT LD TV EEFERTE
AR IEBNTIOMBIIRT L2 E2 5,

EIAH, BESTERELAWIHEEIE, HER
BETTOEFILAELTI L, MESEBIET
THLW)IMBEAYEHS [1]. TOREAN—2LL T,

Vg LR BRI KSR KRN B2 R, Bl
Graduate School of Information Science, Nara Institute of
Science and Technology, Ikoma-shi, 630 0101 Japan
bR K2R TR R, 4 A il
Graduate School of Engineering, Nagoya University, Nagoya-
shi, 464-8603 Japan

ROOGNBANRT MVIIHEDOLEBERE(ZITBHLE
WHIZEPEZOND, FZT, BT BRLHE
ELEy ARZ P T NI P a S EHAVSE
W) HERHL, LL, EARIMVEHEET S
722, FEFRBMOREPSLEL 25, €I THRER
T, FEFREORENSVLETEWAHELELT, AR
7 ML TRIEHIEE AT (Lateral Inhibitive
Weighting) (4], [5] 1TV, #MFDOLED LR\ ANR
JhNVERDBEZLIZL), MEBEEXEBETALE
MET¥ %. Lateral Inhibitive Weighting O it 4 & 1%
&, NELIZESoTRENTEY [6], BENFFETIE,
1994 £ICRELICL - TRESIN-FHTE-EC
#HE9 (SBCOR) 7#7i% (Subband—Crosscorrelation
Analysis) [7]~[9] RE THWwHON TV 5,

FWXTIE, FESMMER SR L LT, STRAIGHT
(Speech Transformation and Representation us-
ing Adaptive Interpolation of weiGHTed spectrum)
[10], [11] Z A\ 5., STRAIGHT 2 EFEFITER AR
TH)RVPOBEMEALBEFREART A ENTARETH
5[12]. —AHT, BB EFREART 5701288

2180 RFWEEFERIAEE D-11 Vol. J83-D-II No.1l pp.2180-2189 2000 £ 11 A

103



B HRHEE A ) & BV 2SR TI2 519 5 STRAIGHT S AR H K E

BZRBICILKRTAEVIRENH S, LrL, KHE
#1212 VOCODER [13] 2D b DTH 5728, RE*%
RoZ-FTHEREZHIRT A LN TEBLTEELID
% [12].

A XoBERIE, 3 2. TREFEOHERKIZOWV
THHETS. 3. CREEFEOMEEFMEREL, 20
MEAICOVWTHENS, 4. TEFOMES*XET
LODOREFEL, ZORREFMERIC OV TEN
%. 5. TRREFEO EBEFFHEERICOVWTHEN, &K
BIZ6. ICBVWTERBXOEREL SHBOBEIIONVT
BB,

2. F &

2.1 BEESMERR STRAIGHT

STRAIGHT i3, EFOEXBHICIGE 2H 7 A%
THMHL, FHRILBRECI ) BEBBAREESEE»S E
OB BRE, SRR, (HEHRECL S
BiRE BT Vot BRELIT)BEFIMER SR
THhb. ERHMUEB~NDOFERD2O, BXREUD L 5
ZWROHED =D DR L ERIIFATESLT, ¥
NRTEREE7 - ) T EBIIESV TV LD, #HF
BRELE~NORRICELTWREEZZON S, /2,
STRAIGHT iIZ ko TAB SN -BFFOMEIXE <,
BVmBEERoEE, ERBKE, ARZ MLVEK,
REBREFD/INT A= % K ALAWMLICER, MLT5
CENTELILWHHTHS. LArL, ERET
IZBWTIE STRAIGHT I2 X o TAREN B EFD &
HIBmIZETLTLE). CORERO—DELT,
WEEEALARZIAVERODTLEW, FRhEHN
TEFRARTAIENETONG, RBRXTIE, =
DRI B7:0, HEIENRDSH %, Lateral
Inhibitive Weighting fLE % 17 9 .

2.2 Lateral Inhibitive Weighting

2.2.1 Lateral Inhibitive Weighting D#tE

INT] — AR T b )VIZH$ 5 Lateral Inhibitive
Weighting (LIW) (3, BCHBEBTIX, KXK
SOHUEHEE D, D, BEEETN LI ICH
CHBBEROMEN O RICEFTIHTEZMET AL
NTE5B,

AW XTHWS LIW kR TEREN 5.

5 7D_2 Lifiy2 2n(f — fc)
w(f)=e 2(§W) % cos{ %W }

(1)

104

W 12 LIW OFBIEZ B3I €E 1T X -5 THh
D, DI LIWDF A4y 7T DRI EEAEEE)85
A—=5THA. fIIAKEBKEZRL, fo & LIWOH
LDREBRBERYT. W OEICRE 2/3 2#iFsZ L
CED w(fexW/2)=0,%5. w(f)=0L%5
f=fex fi,fo,... CBWVT, 2f, % LIW DHIRIF
EZZNT W BFBIRERT I EICR D, ZD20,
FRXTIIEH 2/3 #AVAE, 72, ARXTIE, »
2% AHRLEERICBWTY, FIHIE, 710 T O%
SREELTEY, NT—AXZ P UIZHL TERT
DOFLEABEBIIBWTLIWE2HAWS, 2Fh, /87—
AR MVIZ3L T LIW 2 BAAUCREL1TH. %
B, TOBRICIIESEN 1 %5 L) ICERLSN
LIW 2 v 3,

AL B 3% A% 2000Hz, /87 2 —% W = 1500,
D=150L&DLIWDOEKEH 1 I27RT. 7,
NI A—F D=15&L; T3 2= W 28fks
H7oL &0 LIW OFBIBOELER 212, /85 XA —

1
0.6
04
0.2

0
- S
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

Weight

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
Frequency [Hz]

K1 LIW OFIK (f. = 2000, W = 1500, D = 1.5)
Fig.1 Shape of lateral inhibitive weighting.

1
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

0

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

—W =1000
... W=1500

=== W =2000

Weight

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
Frequency [Hz]

2 W ORI T 2 LIW OFBIEOEL (f. =

2000, D = 1.5)
Fig.2 Band width of LIW controlled by W.

2181



BT H#0EE ¥ S CEE 2000/11 Vol. J83-D-II No. 11

¥ W=1500 &L, /87 A—% D 2L &E/L &
DLIWDF 4y 7ORSODENAER 3 IIRT. &b
53 LB SIE 2000Hz TH B, ThH5DRD1S,
HHIEEZ BLERB1T A—F W DEE KELTAH
122N T, LIW OFBRIBIREL ZoTWE, F4v 7
DIEEREEEDL/NT 2—% D DEEKELT S
WoNT, REVBAD%LZD, T4y TORSITERS
BoTWwWLZEdbh b,

2.2.2 Lateral Inhibitive Weighting o fiif 4 & 4

DEHE

HEMETO LS LEAHEL b -2 vwETOEHCHE
DIEIZORIZEFTE. —h, BFEFOECHMED
ERIEHRS % 2. BFEEFTICHEEFIENICR N
SNsrEThrE, EOKEZ, BOHERED O X,
2%, NT—2RETAHEINS, BEEEFOELG
PHEN L BOHBREOBRES ) ML 72554
W, ZOXH)REETLIW OMESTHE L -6 &
N5, NT—ZAR7 PV T, $XTOHLER
BiZBWTK (1) LIWEHWAZ LiZ, BCHHM
BBV TR A IZRT LI RBEHIT A LICHY
T5. M4 L), BCHBREOERESZEHAL T
WBHEZ LA 5D,

2.3 LIW %#Hu /= STRAIGHT
MERETICBIFAEFIIML, STRAIGHT % H
WwhE, ROLNBART MNVIIHETOREEL KEL
235, #ZTC, STRAIGHT Ik W Boh/zARY
MVIZHL, $XTOFLEREICE VT LIW AHE
RITH)ZLICED, MBEORBOLLVWARI MV E
ROBZEEEZ S,

TRz L 912, LIWIZEEFEOBBEENEN S

1
0.8 e

- D=15
e --D=20
0.4

0.2
0
-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

Weight

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
Frequency [Hz]

3 D OBEIZHTHE LIWDOF 1y 7T DESDEAL

(fe = 2000, W = 1500)
Fig.3 Side-dip depth of LIW controlled by D.

2182

HOMHMERBOERET L BHTA6DTHL. L

L, ##&®D STRAIGHT OF 7 ABTHLNz ARY
MVIZiZ, LIW ORI +5/ LN 57207 D EEARK
FREEINTVRW, F0720, 7 ABOEEHEK
» STRAIGHT THWTWAIBE W AT 2 LENH
5. 1€kD STRAIGHT THWHNTWA Y 7 AE%
KRUTRT.

9(t) = e~ (t/nT0)? (2)

To SEFOERBERLZRT. n ZBORB A RO M
ROBEBEERT NI A—FTH), KFXTIIHEE
O STRAIGHT 3L T n=14 DX 7 AE A
% [14]. o, FOABOBEILT TS, FiR(LE(15)]
*HCHBEEBTHT 27-0, BERTRIZEAL
ZA b llLIS 220, ¥OAREILTAHIESN
T, FBLBORBEBICBIIAELETAZ EI12T
5. BAARICRRT 7 ABOBEHERD n EIZL 2L
&2, FRILEORD REFEBIZB VT n fFIZT
5. COMEEITH Z L2 ) STRAIGHT OFiE(L
EHER@E-sn ks, LIL, BEFEORARSH
Bh 2 BCHBEROBREGE bR 2 W7zHI12,
HBHEOL ) AL b -2 VETRETIZBY
TEHIBEOMEOYUEZVHFTE L. HEHETR
ETICBWTFHRERETo2L 5, FTAEDIR
LB LEDRBERICBIT ABELTAI EIZLD,
STRAIGHT " @B MET A b o/, £
T, ARXTIIHSTRIETICBIT 5 STRAIGHT D E
RAHMEDRELRIT) DI, ESLASNA-FiEL
BIZ X AUBEEITFONINT —ART P VIZHFL TR
BRFEBIBET Ay 7OFES LD LIW 2 BAAL
CERBRD.

0.0025
'
g 0002
g
0.0015
8
k|
g 0.001
$
g
3 0.0005
0

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Delay [ms]

4 LIW O HCHMBEEERR (W =100, D = 1.5)

Fig.4 LIW function in auto-correlation domain
(W =100, D = 1.5).

105



RO/ BRI E A R AV EERETIC B 5 STRAIGHT ST &R D f Kk #

¥/, LIWRAOEEELEATVSDT, LIW 2
FTaZkizkh, AR PIVICADHFEEL B L
MNHsb, #FZT, FEATHLOELNLARI MV ER
B0, LIW % L -2 Fim i [15)  Bw
TWwa, ¥HRERBHIL, ARXTREh 202 H
Wa,

n(@) = log(1+e) 3)

ZIT, BREIOEE z, BRBEDOEEL n(z) LLTw
5. &b STRAIGHT T3 EUDEEL K HEBTH
BRI —HRE T B72012, FHEHT1 &% BERLS
7= AR bV ERDENEFRICFELLEIT [15].
FD®H, z I TFERILBIC L 20EBTDONIERIL
T —ARZ MNVIZLIW 2BARALI LIZL TR
LNIINT—ART P IVDIEE %2 5.

LIW % STRAIGHT \CFIH T 5I2H 721, THisE,
TAYVTDRIDREVEEL 25, FHERZIT-
72 Z A, LIW OiiEiiE%x BRI L TH LIW O%)
BiIBond, EvFIlL TELEE/LEDH
P, LDV Z)OMENRONI. £D7280, LIW
DHBIRIZ, ¥ v FRLICTS.

3. STRAIGHT |Z LIW £ W32 &I(C
SAMEBIETICH T RESRE

3.1 EBREH
STRAIGHT O3 #H&#z R 1 IZ7RT.
BEEDODUVTARRTRELL TSI Z7ANFL0F A
(CD: Cepstrum Distortion) # i\ Tw 5. CD 3k
ATRIND.

~ og, 10J Z(c(z) ok ()

¢, W RERLBEOS S AN T LB, pid
YT7AMTLREERT. CD 2 kDB L EDERE

HEK2I1IRT. CDIX, MEOLWIRETEKL 72
BEL, MEEYMATRETERL-BEFLD, AF
REOATOVTAZRDOTVS

1 STRAIGHT D34kt
Table 1 Conditions for the STRAIGHT analysis.

CESIENF 8000 Hz

SIE AR

JL—4LR mME (X (2) I2BVT n = 1.4 IZ&%TE)
Y7ME 1ms

FFT R 1~ b | 2048

106

FEETF—5LLTid, BRABEES 2 B S
2EMEEL L8 NE, BFR2NEBETHVTVS
3.2 REENTA—Z2DRE

9, ROMEMICHETIELZIT) 2DIC, FFE
BAIZHWAH AR5 A—FI1220VT, BRERER K
05,

3.2.1 BRI T ABOEDIRE

=NV SN AT 0dB IR 5 & ) ICHBHSEZ
M 7zEFFICAL T, LIW 2F|HL 72 STRAIGHT
SEREIT, CDZXD B, 7 AEDIEL CD
DERIZOVWTHAET S, LIW I, #HEE2ELsE
BINT A—=5 W BNEEOERBEE, T1v 7T DR
ERENEEENFI A D=15DbDEHVS
EREFEE S5 ICRT. Fy 7T avIZBLTE,
original 23f€3k ® STRAIGHT 2 X 2 &% /RL,
LIW 7% LIW # #|fi L 7z STRAIGHT I & 2 #58 %
Y. CDOEIIREEE 8 E, BEULHERAET16 X
BIZL2FHERRT. 5056, #Y ABDIBEHE
Ko 1.8fFICL-& ZiZ, BELMHL b2 CD DE
ERKEL 2B ENDRD

3.2.2 Hi#E7% LIW OFBIED RE

RIZ, FIBEEELFHEOEFICL TLIW %7
%LtSHMKMT%ﬁé&%ﬁw,CD%Kbé.
LIW O ISE% ZL &8¢ 585 X—% W &£ CD D

&2 CDEHERROEREN
Table 2 Conditions for calculating cepstrum
distortions.

[ BARUERR 8000 Hz
DR NIVITE
AN 32ms
YIME 8 ms
FFTHRA Y M 1024
TTAMT7LKRE | 16

5 %
4 o
4.9 F e
X, X
h =
48 x
-~ Wi P e i
247 X o Male original
E ’_A" X-
(3] &
P MRt Ll - e Ma_)_e‘LIw
% 7 Female original
/ emale original
asf K A ¥
S ’,4' o
Sy Female LIW
44

1 15 2 25 3 35 i@
Ratio to the original window

5 HABOEDOEILIZT S CD DL
Fig.5 CD as a function of the band width of the
Gauss window.

2183



B EHEE ¥ S ILEE 2000/11 Vol. J83-D-II No. 11

5.2
5.1 x“x._x--x X
5 i
_ 49 el
2 4871 - x —
Bt e fo T i) 71 a3 Male original
0 a7 g ot =
| O ot PN RRRSE TR Male LIW
45| % l Female original
-
L | e
i it Female LIW
4.3

w
(fundamental frequency)

B6 LIW DBiRT RET H/37 A—% W OEfLIZH
¥ % CD %At
Fig.6 CD as a function of the controlling parameter
of the band width of LIW.

BIZOWTHAET A, H 7 ABORIIERD 1.8 1512
L, TA1v7OREEENESEE/FTA—-% D=1.5
DLIW 2 w53
EBREREZH 6 IZRYT. FY 7Y arFiikizre
FtkTHH. W 2 ELRFRBED 0.8 FICL -k &2,
BEULZHELEDIZCD DHBENFKES LB XD
»5h.

3.2.3 H#ELLIWDTF 19 7 DESDRE
RiZ, Tl EFL EBHOFFIHL T LIW %27
AL 7= STRAIGHT 5 # &% 4Tv», CD % k¥ 5.
LIWDTF 4y TDRSEBAIEBNTF A—% D &
CD DBRICOWVWTRET S, 77 ABDORIHERD
1.8f%ICL, LIW OFEiiaE LS E 587 A—=% W
WEEAFEED 0.8 fEIZT 5.
EBRBERER 7T ICRT. vy T arF3kiale
F#THAB. D=15IcLzL &2, Bkt bic
CDDUEBENKEL 2B bR E

3.3 LIW 2F|AHL /- STRAIGHT D#Z1RiE

TicHlr 3R

Fa—N)VSNEDELZ - -BEESTE MR -EE
WAL T, LIW 2 F|B L 72 STRAIGHT S #H&m %
T, CD%&kH 5. ZORRE, %D STRAIGHT
THERETolL SDOB/RELHET S, Fa—N
VSN tt% 0dB #*5, 40dB £ T5dB Z k21L&
HTEEREIT). FY RABDRIERDIED 1.8 512
L, WIERRBRKEKD 081, D=15DLIW % H
Wb,
ERERER 8 IIART. ¥Fx 7 aryFidkizl
LRE#HTHAH. SN AT 0dB » 5 10dB f:E F T,
LIW2FHT A2 L1215 CDOBENRONS. &

2184

5

49}
48 [x e R KR

ga7] %o 3 —

Sase 'g. _________________________________________ Male original
45 *'. w"'* T e LW
44 ‘&#’*’ Famale original
43 Female LW

7T LIWDT Ay 7DRSERETH/87 A—% DD
E{tici$$ % CD D%t
Fig.7 CD as a function of the controlling parameter
of the dip-depth of the inhibition.

- Male original

4 ‘+ Male LIW
-% Female original
=i 35 -0 Female LIW
3 3
Sa2s
BE . e L PN T,
1.5
1
0.5

0. 5 10 15 ;20 795 ‘g0 f'85 40
SNR [dB]

H8 HEMED SN TS CD D%EML
Fig.8 CD of the analysis-synthesis speech with
white noise at various SNR conditions.

bEEMNRONIEZATIE, BLME H120.2dB
BEgEENS, L2L, SNHEAEVE X(21F, LIW
*FIATAZLICEY, CDICHEARONSE, 2D
FERELT, LIW23AZLiCkhHBHES*HE
TX57), BHEEIHARTLIEI L viozZ tai#Ex
bbb,

ZZT, SNEAEL B2 T, LIWOER
§5< L, #%D STRAIGHT ICELTWL 2t % #
2.

4, INTA—REF(EE BB EICLBHS

RIETICHT2RENRE

HICBR/-EEEERETAH7-01C, BETL—24
TELIZSN i HEEL, £OSNEFEL 2 BIZoN0
T LIW %R %550, €kD STRAIGHT IZEL T
WS ZEeERAD, SNIEHRETAIAELLT, B
BOICL o TRESN-BCHMEBEEL AL THT
LA BRIEET 5L [16] x A5

107



?ﬁi/iﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁi&ﬁh‘ TRAVMERIRTICBI) 5 STRAIGHT &8RO i E ol #

4.1 BEBLANLOHTEE
ANEF% z(i) £ T2BCHBBEK R(G) T%AR
TERINS.

2

1

R(j) = N z(d)z(i+j) j=0,1,...,.M

gM

(5)

ZIT, jIBERBEYERL, N,M IZECHBEEK
DEE#HBLZRET L EHTH S, Tz, TEOUH
LER, BER (N+M) 0OFREETA.
FRES s(i) ICHT n() PEEL-ANESRL
LT,

(i) = (i) + n(3) (6)

2EXB. ST, s(i) & nd) PEMETHNE, B
CAERIRI i,

o2l ;
=3 S+ Zn (i) j=0
Re()=4 i
\%1-:0 s(i)s(i + j) i>0
)
THEBTE D,

FEESO BCHBEEKIE, Z0FEME T LT
R(0) = R(nT) (n 13¥H) (8)
EVI)BREEBZTIS, R(7) LVEFLLE
Ps = R(T) (9)
WKXoTHEBTE S, FARRICL T, BEL NV,
Py = R(0) — R(T) (10)

ELTGEMTE S, HEL NVEEEOERELX 912,
HCHBEHO#F % K 10 12/RT.

F@RXTIE, X (9), (10) TkodbN B Ps, Py *
RwT, XX»56 SN it (SNR) 2 #ET 5.

SNR = 10log,, (%) (11)
N

EBIZ, BEF— VIO —N"VSNEOEL-
-EBMEEMA T, SNEOHEBEICOVWTRAE
T5. SNHIZET10 7L — 2% B FHETEKD

108

Input Cutting of
signal =% the wave

Calculating the Auto-
correlation function R(j) —I

Estimation the level of a noise

L Finding the maximumy
P,=R(0)=R(T)

peak R(T) e

B9 MELVHEEOT VT XL
Fig.9 Algorithm to estimate noise level.

I Delay + Delay
Auto-correlation Auto-correlation

function of noise 1 function of speech signal

R(0) -] :
R(T) \ B
V \Y4 \ N
00 T Delay J

10 EHCHEMBEO#KT
Fig. 10 An auto-correlation function of speech signal
under noisy conditions.

5. FER40ms DFFEE (N =160, M = 160) %
20ms TY 7 b &€ 5. O —/,%V SN b % 0dB 2
5 40dB FT5dB T L ICEIL S TEREIT). T
Fr—4%3 3. THAVW:LDERLTH Y, EXRLAE
3 8000Hz TH 5.

BHEADIV—LATHEENLSNRKELTIL—LT
FHLHERZR 11 12777, #EE Sz SN EOfE
I RFEE 8 NE, BUHLXME 4516 XEDOTFHEE
~Y.

4.2 SNHICHMTIREL/NT XA — ZDRE

EBREHIZI3. LALTHS. Fu— 2NV SN I
7% 10dB, 15dB, 20dB, 40dB 2% % & H 12 A
MEEMRA-EFEZEAIIML T, LIW 2FHL 72
STRAIGHT ##r&H%x {7\, CD 2K 5. K4 D
SN HicBWT, Bd@iAH 7 ABROIE, LIW OH5i5iE,
TAVTDRSEZRD 5,

SNIAT10dBDE Xi, 7 ABOREERD 1.8
&, W R3EXBKEED 084, D=16I1CL7-L &
2, BUHZELSICCDDUEBEREIKE 25, 15dB
NEEIZ, W ABOBREHERD 1.8, W 3EAF
BED 08K, D=17I1cL7z2k &2, BEaHLd

2185



B 1HHuEEF K CEE 2000/11 Vol. J83-D-II No. 11

35 % Male
290 -+ Female

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
SNR [dB]

B 11 SN lko#EME
Fig.11 Accuracy in estimating the SNR.

IZCDDRBEBENSKEL 5.

SN ttAT20dB, 40dB D& %1%, LIW 2 w5
EIZEB CDDEEEFIRON L, 2T, SN A
20dB Ll ETIiZ LIW 2750 2{b§ 5 72012, #HIRIE
3, FTAVTORSIEL TS, F2, B¥ucH
7 ABOWE, LIW DFIBIR, 71y 7 DRSS 2 RET
BNT A= EFLERDE, AR EN-BEEORM
BBy KESZoTLED. 22T, BLNICELT
HZHEMTON IIHTERLDINT XA— 5 OB{LE
Py 5.

SN HICX T 585 A= DELER 12 IZ7RT.
Fx 7 aviZBL Tid, &4 Gauss window 254
AZBDIE, Band width of LIW A% LIW DO #i5ilg, D
BLIWDT 4y TORSERET /8T A—F &2RT.
SN [t 0dB, 10dB, 15dB, 20dB, 40dB (2B}
HEBRINT A— 5 DfE% FTRYT. SN 2% 20dB,
40dBD & Zix, W IZEXRBEKED 0.145, D=25
FREEE LTS, T, 8T A—F DAL
ERC 7201, BODPICELT B L HIEBL 2 ER
bE 12 IR, LTOEERTIE, /37 A— %13 12
TREINTVAEERTEILIETVAS.

4.3 N7 X—Z2EFLS LB EICLIHSRE

TiCHl 3 RENE

Za— 5V SN ORLZ o -HEMESTEMZ -EFE
WL T, LIW 2 FfIHL, BE7L —AZ LIZHE
L2ZSNHIZELTEADIIST A—7 2 &{bE€E5
STRAIGHT 7#r& Bz 1T, CD 2k 5. D
F&, ERD STRAIGHT TR ETo7- L EDHE
F&, LIWZF|HL, Za—,%V SN lt2A°0dB Tk
BWILL 72285 A —% % w5 STRAIGHT ¥4 &
EiTo7 L EORKRY BT S, Yu—/N)L SN %

2186

—= Approximation (Band width of LIW

~== Approximation (Gauss window)
)
""" Approximation (D)

25 X Gauss window
| *+Bandwidthof LW | * e Lo
*
2 D
S X mmmmm e . ¥
-l €| B e Lt X
1 SRS s el -]
e o+
05 | Sl
0 I oz g
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
SNR [dB]

12 SNHIZHTBELDIF A—5 DE(L
Fig.12 Optimal values for the controlling parameters
of LIW at various SNR conditions.

5 T e ™
45 -*-Male original
g oy -+ Male LIW
4 @R -%Male adaptive LIW
W RN -0-Female original
3 35 -a-Female LIW
E- 3 ~O-Female adaptive LIW | |
(5] RS -
25
21 RS
T - R AN A O R -
0.5 +
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
SNR [dB]

13 HEMHEFO SN HiZi$ 5 CD D%1k
Fig.13 CD of the analysis-synthesis speech with
white noise at various SNR conditions.
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Fig.14 Results of the subjective tests under noisy
conditions (SNR 0dB).
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