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Fig.1 Block diagram of bass post-filter used in G.718.

AToTWiehs, ILEERFrite K- P LT
ITU-T G.718 ACELP 53U TId, HEEFIZH LT
BT O A Y v Fi#iF1 9 % Bass post-filter

BHELTWS., ZORXAM74V51%, HAHEEDHE
W T Y Y FIRARALE 21T\, B S % 10
LTV [16], [17).

AWFFETIE, G.718 @ Bass post-filter (28T,
CELP TOEEEMTH A ¥y FEMZ T, Bass
post-filter O ¥ v F-ulig] %17 9 B P FarER & ¥y 7
PO EZ W 7 L — 4 ZEIHEIBIc 2 L e 5
FHLERET S, 1RO G718 T, ¥y FidiH®
%, ®HEEDH v b4 7 W EORILHE 7 1
WV E BT 2 & THREDRREGETO A Y v T %
579725, €y FRENC L > CTHEEIN IS HR#ER T v b
T 7REBERER L EEZONL. $7z, WRAEOF]
IIESE 5 ORI KT L TR ST A7,
Fea Iy FRMIZ L > CHFEIZHE L 7-F75 0 IRt
W HZ LR L[18]. Lo T, KL Tid Bass
post-filter DIEE 7 1 V¥ DH v b F 7L
FIE ERRAE 2 LB 7 L — 4 2 & (2RI 4 2 L
DWW LA, E7z, BEEHL KL O LB 17,
EO &) mEiE I L TRERIC &5 E RN AR
BDOPIHTT 5.

Z’K WL DM LT IR T. 2. TlE, G718 I

FLENTWD, HERD Bass post-filter @kiﬁ@fﬂ}ﬁ%
IZDOWTHi~R%. RIC 3. TIE, AIFEICBITLIRE
LDFEHEAT) 12012, EFOE Y FRAMICEULT 2
Yo FIEW R EREEE, Fy) CEZOH Yy M4 T
JE W K O AR L IRAE O BIFR IZ B 5 Tl S8R 12>
b\fﬂj’\% COTMERLY, FERFEEZIIE LT

W72y b oA 7 BT LR S 4 1

1302

SRR L, I B 0 FER TR O W TR
mT 5. 4. T, BEEICL 2 FHGEOFTHE L
T, ITU-T P.862 PESQ (Perceptual Evaluation of
Speech Quality) [19] % H 7o 2 BIEHAM FZ 54 2 7R
1. CORBEHITREZEOEMME LR L, ITU-R
BS. 1534 MUSHRA (MUIti Stimulus test with Hid-
den Reference and Anchor) [20] |2 & % T #iFAI F2 5%
RO IRT. WZRICE. T, KXt ILs.

2. G.718 IZ& T % Bass post-filter O
IR E

G.718 @ ACELP 1 5 #2571 % Bass post-
filter DALBLZ[X] 1 1T/RY . OB, 1H751575 §n]
LT 10 ms DRI T L — 2 T L2479, 7272 L,
G.718 TIX 20 ms T &I FIL LN v MRk 24T
72, Nry M7 L—LoE L LYo TES

8[n] 1%,
Sln+ L] =8n+ L —r7] (1)

ELTE Y TR - THHFE LA .

Bass post-filter O ¥ v Fifigi LI I AV 5 ¥ v T
%Ttbfm,ﬁﬁﬁ&Ev%%%f@Ey%ﬁ%%
[ C7zo12, X1 TSNS Pitch tracking QL
& U?Q%L@“C@)ﬂ SNy FEM ¢ A RIE L T
M35, 2oy FEMMETE, HyEss, By
BaL) [Z] Y TVRWETOERLS -k
cn &

w2 8lnlsin — 1 5)]

cn = &n=0 . (2)
Not 1 # #
o= J POE ST RN



S/ CELP 123:2¢

BRI O ¥y FEBEIMAT L 7EIE A b7 vy

Npt—1
va = | > $[nl3n] (4)
n=0
THIL, ¢ DEICZE T
:{5 cn > 0.95 )
T otherwise

LT, T RO E VLI T L — A2 B W
T, €y Fuligiliic s ¥y FREM r 2BET 5.
ZIT, Np FEBALENINFE ¢, DBEHIZH VS
HERTORETHY, G.718 Tld Ny = 280 AMf
HanTwa, 72, || WEEEEELTWS. &
B, ¥y TR v ZTEOELREE Fo OEL 825
CEHHNHEED, KA LT 45 OMEE LOREIZ
M F72, Yy FREEEE 2 BEVLT VAT
FE Y FHBEPME T L THBIMICRZA 7 1 V5 OR
BIINEL 2 5.

Yy FERFILEE T, FIESES §n] 2SRtk
T TIVEENTAS T E T CER S - B E
5 spln] %,

sp[n] = 0.58[n — 7] + 0.58[n + 7] (6)

EVH I X VAR T B, KIZ, Sn], spln] L DE
FET AR TE y TR L7ES $f[n] ZAML,
I 8[n] & $¢ln] XV ¥y FHEMAES rin] &,

rln] = ¢[n] — &[n] (1)
ELTHERT S, 22T,
85ln] = (1 — 0)3[n] + s 1] (8)
THY, sn] &

Cr 9)

= 0.5(E, + 101 Frp)

ELTH 7L — 2T IHEBIcER SN E Yy F
BIRAG o X TS NG., 22T, O i 8[n)
& spln] OHFETH Y, E FEMTFEE S spln] O
AINVF—THb. F72, Epp ERMFIE T sp[n] O
BEATOWI 7 L — A F TOFEFHREAED T2 XOVH
BCTOIANVF—THL, Lo T, BEHFXEH
HEXHTIRE Yy FRAOFETH 5 a lZ/NSWEDH
HEND, 2B, aldk (9) & hEmE,

0.5 (a>0.5)
a:{OD

(a < 0.0) (10)

ELTERRE - THRETHIREN S, KX (9) I2B1T5
§ & sp[n] DA Cp
Z 3[n]sp[n] (11)

Th Y, EMTIES sp[n] TR E— E, 12

2

-1

E, = sp[n]spn] (12)

3
Il
<}

LLTROOND, 22T, Ny Fl#c w2
BEETHS. K (9) D By WEMTFIES s,[n] ©
BRI O T L — L F TOTFHFRRED T AL F —
EFRLTWD. Epy BERMOWE 7 L — 4 TEHF
HWERE ep[n] LBED B,y 22O HIBMICRDSNS.

Bass post-filter (2517 2 B THIFRE e, [n] 13,
. Cyp
= - — 13
colr] = o] = Loyl (13)
ELTRDONL D, WEARHEEHICBITSE Yy 7l
WoHZ T 2720
epp[n] = ep[n] +0.9epp[n — 1] (14)

ELTT A Y7 7 v RSN RIPTFIRRE eppn] 2°
Kobis., L7zhioT, BEORHT7 L — 20T
FETINF— B, X,

N-1
Epp =101log Z epp[nlepp(n] (15)
n=0
ELTROLN, BUEOWE T L — 4 TOFE T
HETAILF -5,

Epp = 0.99E,, + 0.01E,, (16)

ELCRMHRE SN S,

P bosmizc Ly s sh- ¥y FgdiaES rn)
&, #1 v b7 EREEGS 500 Hz T 5 xR 7 32 K
FIR 7 4 V& CTHRIEGEE 7 4+ V&) 7 &R,

nrh]:bMﬂ]
+§:b

& L TRBEEEGT O A0 ¥y T HE S rop(n)
ERDLOIZHVSENS, T, bk] 13 EIEA 7 1
VI DA IV AIRETH S, I, rip[n] &

k]l +rn+k]) (17)

1303



BTS2 CEE 2015/10 Vol. J98-D No. 10

I TRISS I B0 A € F5iR & W75 15
§out [’ﬂ} )8 ’

Sout[n] = 8[n] + rrpn] (18)

ELTAERL, RN EEELMESETNDS, 22
FTHERHVONTE L/ ETH 5.

3. Bass post-filter O &y FigsAHEEH K
UH|#E ERRIED AT ZE1E

3.1 EvFREACIEU 72/8F X 2 OISR HIEH
BET74NVEE L TCHEODMHE 7L —2 DKy F
B2 HWTESESO Yy F k%2 @#§ 5 Bass
post-filter (31E515 5 ORI OHMEE 2 KT 5 2
EDITESL. LL, HERD Bass post-filter A%
SND HEHCHIBITER € Y F RPN L T,
— M2, CELP I2& > THEMENZEFTIZBWT
¥y FOEmWEGESTIIE Yy FORWESET LD D
FERAY SV E R IcH 5. Zhid, CELP O 7 )V
T ALY FORCEFEFTO e T biEE %=
%Ebvﬁwtbt%i%na ZD &9 w7
%%ﬁ];ﬁ’?ﬂ’] WA 5 72012, #4113 Bass post-filter
IBIFBEDODDINT A 577214 v F RN ST
%ﬂ#éﬁ&%% L7
Z 2T, HE % &% 2% Bass post-filter DfFED
NT R EHEFOE y TR OBRE M5 72012
PESQ 12 & 2 % 8iE7f MOS {4 (PESQ score) & H
T, HFE 774V k12 PESQ score 25 b ] £ 4
FFED/NT X5 OERET 5 FMEREIT-72. £
LT, 587 74 VOEREEROFHME L PESQ
score S b ] L L72HFED /ST X 5 D% RT 7 —
y & LT, MREMHEIF5 2 & T, Bass post-filter ®
NIAF Ly FEMOBREET VLT LI L EL
7o, PREBRMT—% €y LT, “ODOLEE G
HALTFBH8HORL ) — i %1%774»&
%ﬁ&iﬁﬁ 7200 7 7 A VEM[21],[22].
WHETTH Y, HHEHR CEBOFTEENTRE ﬁ

Ltv- ¥ x vz, Mgk LT, SNR 2% 15 dB
F721320dB DO — /A X F T4 A4 X F
7o. =B, KWL BIT AMEEEE S OAR AT
—26 dBov IZH#E L2 A L& —41 dBov & L < 1 46
dBov ICFREE L7/ 4 X &AW 5 &\ ) B 2 )
FEHwz (23] Ev FREEIERE LT, EF 774
T & DEARRE WO THME % STRAIGHT [24], [25]
WL h&EH L7

1304

3.2 By FEAHEHOAIE(

G.718 1281} % Bass post-filter TlE, ¥ v Fifigh
HEZ % b4 7 JE¥EHDS 500 Hz OE80mE 7 1 v
FIZHELTWA D, ¥y Fibdi w47 ) Bk Eeisid
—ETH Y, EFOERFWRKICLoTE y FIHHO
WA LMEREES R L. Thbb, BAH
WEC X o THFRA SN DG b3 5 2 &1l
L7280, HEHEIMLPOREE 525D TR nrk
HEWTE L, £22°C, EHGHE 7 1V & O & L
T L= A TR R A DETENT I L
T, EvFmilogEE 2 AR (Seitz

HULTHR S N5 M m\wmﬁ>ﬁﬁ~énni &
DARMICEE AN LS8 ENTE D LR
b. £I°T, KHZETI ﬁ@ky%%L%ﬂéiﬁ
" &b ¥y T EEIERE VT, Bass post-filter
B BREEE 7 4 VY DT L — 2 T8 O
b4 EBI KA L.

HTAET 7 AN T EOERBEROTFEHEE, PESQ
score % fix [0 . & % Bass post-filter KI5l #
TANY DIy METEEREE™K 2 \RT. 22T,
71y b 7 W 50 Hz, 100 Hz, - - -, 2000 Hz T
D, 400D 32K FIR 74 V% 2 HE L TiER%
To7z. F72, v b4 7RSS 250 Hz, 500 Hz,
1000 Hz, % L T 2000 Hz OEIE5E:8E 7 1V ¥ O
I 3 TRENL., ZOFMERDOKE» S, FARR
WD LA WS T, G7TIS TR ST
Wi Hy b7 EER we =500 Hz X D EWa v b
T 7 O BIGEE T « V8 AT A2 LT, &
ERM LT AR S B RS . F 7,

m Clean speech (Male)
0O Clean speech (Female)

2000 a Noisy speech (Male) |A a4 a
A Noisy speech (Female) a2 A
A Ay Ay

1500 A
4

1000

500

Cut-off frequency w, [Hz]

y=6.2179x - 535.38
Ay & | Re=04585

i
80 130 180 230 280 330
Mean of Fy value [Hz]

2 BEFET7ANIIBIT B Fy & PESQ score %
RbMESEE Dy M7 REROMG
Fig.2 Relationship between the cut-off frequency
that achieves maximum PESQ score and the
mean of Fy value.



#i3C/ CELP (230 CEFFF LI O ¥y FREMEBIHAE L72@BICHRA b7 4 v s

T T T
""" Cut—off frequency: 250Hz
-5k Cut-off frequency: 500Hz ||
N Cut—off frequency: 1000Hz
~ \1 """" Cut—off frequency: 2000Hz
@ ,
s -10 9
>
£
@
5 -15
el
©
=}
$ -20
&
)
2 25
[ Ny
----- Na =,
-30 R NN,
-35 L L L L
0 02 04 0.6 08 1

Normalized frequency (xnt rad/sample)

3 v FIEFANIRO LA W B REEE 7 1 v s
DILE
Fig.3 Frequency responses of low-pass filters used in
adaptive control of parameters of bass post-
filter.

By AT B we & EREWEE Fo 128V
we = 6.2179F, — 535.38 (19)

& % B IEREATE Sz, SO (19) T Bass
post-filter DIEE 7 1 V¥ ZH T L — 2L T & (12
LTI, FEMEICORD L eI s N5,

3.3 Ev FEiRFELREDAIZE(L

X (9) THIHBSNSFE o 12, X (10) DL H I
Qmaz = 0.5 E LTERZFIREN TS, L2L,
Z ORI E GG I 72 2 L P R 7 o 72 7O F i
FEEExfT-72& 2 A, PESQ score Aa] L35 &9 7%
IS ERREIE E y FREMNAKIEE D S 5 2 & TR T
Efzo. 22 TEy FRMNRAF S TE v Fiflf
D LRI amae ZTZELSES T EICL A EHGEY
BN

BAET7 7 AT EORERBEBEFOTFEHEE, PESQ
score % #x b [0]_F &4 % Bass post-filter D ¥ v F i
P EBREZ X 4 1R, 22T, FIfSER{EIZ 0.01
ZNHTO0.0~1.2 DKM ZRA L. &b, K
TANYT DTy M F T REBRIEREB Y 500 Hz 12
BE L7z, COFMEBROME, FHARFLEAERY
BRWHEEEFH T, G718 TR SN TWA Y v Fif
TG ERAE aomar = 0.5 £ D IRWEE ERRfEE § 5
L THHENM EOWEEELSS D, Tz, € FiRiF
15 EIRME qomae & ZEARTFEEL Fo 1I2BWT

Qmaz = 0.0036Fp — 0.1820 (20)

& B AIFERATE S Nz, 2O (20) 2\ T Bass

= Clean speech (Male)

0O Clean speech (Female)
4 Noisy speech (Male) A
1 -| A Noisy speech (Femaleg SN

1.2

A A
0.8
§
06
0.4
02 A a, y =0.0036 x - 0.1820
. it il NY. R? = 05525
80 130 180 230 280 330

Mean of F, value [Hz]

M4 KEHT7ANVICBITAY Fy & PESQ score &
b 1) b &2 G L REO IR
Fig.4 Relationship between the upper limit of bass
post-filter gain that gave the maximum PESQ
score and the mean of Iy value.

post-filter O ¥ v FuFiFI{G LRRMEA W7 L — 24 T
SN LT A 2 L CHEM ESE SN,

3.4 Ev FuimE & FE LRERELDEE
10 ms DML T L — LA T &1, BHges THH LHIE
ENE Yy FREM T 2B CHEREEYR B %,

. F,

=22 (21)

DEHIIKDDH., 22T, EARCEBEEE F, = 16
kHz THhb. 20 Fy 2HWT, R (19), (20) XY Ev
F R EFRAE Qo & IBOEB 7 4 LT DH b
T TR e BB T L — 4 T L2 24 LS
FRRARIZ. T2, Gmas <0 DE ZE Gumas =0
L7z &7z, v M A 7EBEBROWEAE,

62179F26—53538J (22)
ELTH0Hz TEIZEFALENTZ 32 KR FIR 7 4 )V
FIZ X B IEIEGEE 7 1 vy W THERE L. 22T,
[-| BRBEEREEL, O DI 0 < &, <2000 &
LCLMR - FRECTHIEST S, BHIZ, 0. =0 D& X
1% Bass post-filter DB AT bRV & & L7z, $i
FREEIERO L) nEEO®, Fa— 5o ROM
[ZH—RA T 4 VI REDTF—T vty b 23BNt 5
PUTHESDICEET LI ENTE, REARORINE
Bl Fio, Ay b 7 EERCAIAS EREOER,
FRENHE T L — 4 T 123 (22) £ (20) o ER
ANOMNAHBE I L o THIRTE 5720, FIHEEOH
mdbE»Thsb, %H, 3.2 L 3.3I12B1F50FH
MBI ERBOER % 7)) — v EFE LS ERS

& = 50|

1305



BTS2 CEE 2015/10 Vol. J98-D No. 10

W TATH 28T, £ 1, 2 OFERR & PLEDFERIZE D Ty b 7 W E 72 13R85 R BR
72, ZOFRLYHEGTERS S CIRERMET OB D2 b RS B tﬁ‘f%%ﬂb* 71y bA T
D R PME\ 7z, F v b TR L RIS ERRE WO ZALE R OBVEF I LT, 7z, FIfER

TZEALIZ & 2 HEEOm ERRITEWETPHIND, £ fETTZALIE S O E | ?J L T PESQ score DLz
7o, MEEEEFCIIEY Yy FHBMEL, o 2/hEL ERRKEPoT2Z & e A IR L. Lzd-T,
Lo THRAMTANE DHPRI/PNSVE V) ZEnb BI5IRT L1, HEHEEHE LEWEE LTUE

BHEOR PR ITNSVEFHENS, TV —=LZTEhy bATEBEEEELT 50, T
B EBREE RIS 2000 B 5 FEERET L.
F 1 hy b TEBEBOATELO 7200 7 ) — 2R 4 COFHEEEET L0, KEOF—7ty FEH
R O R AR OTE R W, WHEZIE L7 L XVl Froreshold & HE3
Table 1 The regression line and the coefficient of . n P 7 N 7
determination in clean speech and noisy L7, &5, HEF R C LI 2 DT & Nt
speech for the adaptive control of cut-off fre- W7ied, 7)) — 3 FE DR, 6 I, A i o
quency. . e Ey FREEEU EO Y Y FREEROME 7 L — 4Tk

Jits [ELP) RTER - \
7=V ER [we = 7.39021«“0 — 727.22 : 0.7432 71 M TR EZLL, DS ORET L —
MRS [we = 5.6698F) — 440.26 | 0.3549 ACIEFIETZEL 247 TEloxt LT, Bhr)—v

7= KT

MR | w, = 6.2179F — 535.38 | 0.4585 G ZNENONFI PESQ score #FHI L72bDTH

L, 22T, T5—1—1395 % EERMEzELTY
b, ZOREDS, Blr) -y EFETEEEI W

#2 FMLRMETELOZOD 7 ) — v EH LGRS B, BRI DH D 2 DT TE L. LA
B O AR NREARE
Table 2 The regression line and the coefficient of T, FPrareshota = 220 Hz fHLOEA L S lie LT
determination in clean speech and noisy WML TWAZ ERMEERLT:. 2 T, 7T TCEINS
3 h for the adapti trol of i N o s e
iprrenetc or € adaptive control or upper gammn ; /) L:’ I/H‘T:E@MEE7 I/ _ L\ 0) E . %}%z&;&ﬁ; 220 HZ
[ 3 A PERREL R2 DEOWE 7 L —LTldAh v b+ 7R w. 2%
7 )T | Gmas = 0.004F, 02363 | 07218 fLl, ZRDSCEFIE LR e OTEILEFT
MEFEEE T | Qmae = 0.0034F) — 0.162 0.4862 . -
70— KO FiwERE L.
M BT | cmae = 0.0036Fy — 0.1820 0.5525
Conventional Adaptive cut-off
bass post-filter frequency (developed)
A male . \J\A ) ) {\ Select preferable cut-off
speech e A IR frequency w, depending on Fy
A female - )
speech ) \ A ) A B
<> Adaptive cut-off frequency w, or
Log-freq. Log-fred.  Qmay UPPEr gain limit (developed)

wC wé’ wC wC F F
e Fy >
Adaptive upper 0 = I'Threshota
"""" Before applying bass post-filter gain limit (developed) n

—— After applying bass post-filter \J\A
:> * Fo < Frareshola

(to the female speech)

——— After applying bass post-filter
(to the male speech)
o s
Log-freq. Log -freq.
We W w¢

5 Bass post-filter (281} 2HER ML PR L D P IA T PV~ FLEE
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