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Kalman filter based low-complexity dereverberation algorithm
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Abstract Microphones are always far away from the speech source in the video-conference systems and in-
telligent loudspeakers applications. Reverberation signal will smear successive direct signal, which severely
degrades the audible speech quality of the captured signals and the performance of automatic speech recog-
nition (ASR) system. The multi-channel linear prediction (MCLP) algorithm is one of the classical blind
dereverberation methods, but it suffers from high computational cost. We propose a simplified Kalman filter
algorithm, which reduces the complexity of adaptive MCLP dereverberation method by diagonalizing the state
error correlation matrix. Compared with the original Kalman filter, the complexity of the proposed algorithm
is reduced considerably without significant performance degration.
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752 A EAT I H G 2 B RE S A S R 1 5
N, AR A AR AE IR . BT R A
J75 18] A A 75 8 ) SRORTHE FH A% 75 28 e i 38
TR I B FE AL, I R B & AN 5 ) RO
— K BIA I (8] £F LI S 2 )5 30~50 ms R {5 5
PR EH SO 75, 7Rt 2 5 Bk 1 5 A5 5 R i 3
SO T, BRI E . O3 SR T R, R
SF 7 R MY 5 LS P ()RR, PR AR T L. TR
{5 5 SRk E L RE M ERFE(ES, FEOE PR
Wio S14b, IRMIE 510 2 PRARAL 75 ER U 5 1T
5 DL R AR A R G AR R A . BEE A A
K 4% 5 25 22 [B) FE B R 1G YR Ve X A% 7R SRR 5
TSR A F B ™ B . (R, % S 2R URE 5
VERMA & — T g3 e B TAE

B 25 VR S 4R AR TR e () i AR, X A
Y5 A4 75 2% 22 18] B 5 18] 0w B (Room: impulse
response, RIR) (5658 IR & AR HIT . He T A 48
B B1) 1) 22 30 30 e ME TN SRVE R — PR L E £ R
Wi 02 AR 22 a0 O\ HH SR 3% 292 (Multiple in-
put/output inverse theorem, MINT), 7E % i# & 1%
R T AT AWM EM T, ZIBIE T E] DU5E
5 5y 1887 IRF AN AR (¥ 5 T g 7 (20, 4R 77, MINT 55
PR R G HFRARZE o BURK, T L SEBR B 1] ) s
M A A A R 1 2 s B, DR MINT S509 7E 52
B e AR F o BT I8 e 1 PN SR E AT A1 R AR
KR AR KL, IF BAFE B H AR E 5 1 1)

BT A 253 52 W78 A R 8 B ek AR 4 (Short-
time Fourier transform, STFT) 38 5 F £ i 18 £k 14
TR S VEAE & i LA BRAE 5. IR IE S A 4
PR, o e R AR e LA 5 58 E A I o, B I
¥ STFT n] AAERG M B gt A (5 5 1, @ik i
T ) B RR B, R R B e A R I ) — i S
AR N AN 7 (AR 19— AL, Btk ar L
Pk AN T AT B DE D AR RE D61, Ak, m A B iR
T B AR (Fast Fourier transformation, FFT)
FeE T RRCE . T A o B S PR 2 B
RS A 1Y), it DA R 222 B A8 e RO ASE B R 0. L
o R () SRR A IR TR A% 22 18] (Weighted pre-
diction error, WPE) ik A% 19 £/ —3fe [7)
(Weighted recursive least squares, WRLS) 5%, —

HHRAE STFT Y5 fifi. WPE HyARE T L2 @ iE &M
TRINAR AL, A5 AN A0 B 5[] )= A5 2 3k VR i
155, M FH YR v 0 A Ay - R T VR e . o AE A
AR P F5e R AL SR AE U, 325 AXAG T VR o o 00 A
RECE Ty 2. BEA BB, 15
5 FE AN W 1S b0, DRI T B 1) 1 12 G5 1) S B
FH. SCHR (8] #& 4 7 STFT 3B A8 £ JE 18 H [\ 13
(Multichannel autoregressive, MAR) {5 5t 44,
FIR IR 2kl 8 Al i+ MAR R i8N —
i) U RLS 2.

T STET 311 % 18 38 £ P Tl 5092 1 o 55
B SEAT IR RN BN T KR B9, %
HORFERS T HEERZHEARN RS 6 -
N o SCHR [9] £15%F STET 3801 B & M. 2 il iE 2 M
TN TR M B, SR T — PR R A R 2R B R R
FEETT 1 WU R ST R B 1) 5 D U A B R A 1 Ok
o SR, AT R BB e R FE G 5 i &
N AN, ZEE RN EE R E S, b
TEITEZANEIE . A SCRAEH 53— MR IR 298
AT ATV, B ORAUEAN R 2R 1 75 ot &2 11 [R) I, adk—
A BRAR STET 80 F 18 . 22 18 38 28 11 PN 26 VR e 592
I AE

2 ETFREEENSBELMETNEX

15 2 M IE R TR EL 18 b, AR RIS 5 2 A
AR (S S A LR M IR I M o DRI, 25 VR ]
RO DB A S B — G R UE U AR A IR AR
2.1 ESEH

L y(k,n) = [Yi(k,n), -, Yo(kn), -,
Yar(k,n)] " 7% STET B 14 75 83 Bl 5 5, Hoeh
Yo (kym) RN EE m AME 75 B MBS 5, kAR
TR, n AEE R bR, M ONEFSEH, ERRTR
TN B AR B AR T IR (S 5
MAR i 2 5100 p= A4z, |

L
y(k,n) = > Cylk,n)y (k,n—p)+x (k,n), (1)
p=D

r(k,n)

H, M x MBI FEC,(k,n) AK A MAR &
#, p = [D,D+1, - L] LN&EHMKE,
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IR D > 11EH 5 STFT i E S S50 K,
B B ARAE x(k,n) 5 (k,n) 0 26 7] BLZ B,
x(k,n) = [X1(k,n), -, Xa(k,n)|" A HEFFES,
BB L AR IR, v (k,n) AR R
W BE O T HH MAR &40, W AT LT FIR 983
#HC, (k,n)WEBWETx (k,n). HTHAELE
IR I, R T RN, T 3R 2 A
TR ko E X TF AR

Y(n) =Ty @ [y" (), 4" (n—L+D)], (2
o(n) = Vee {[Cp(n), - Cr(m)]"}, (3)

o, Iy /& M x M PFJEALRE, © 3K Kronecker 7fe
P, Ve {-} AHERESIHE BIRAE N T, e(n) K
7'JL _M2(L D +1), ( )IEEE%F’%&M?JH 1*
—ﬁ( )E‘%ﬁ( LTH?ME”H@%E’JWE%?@T.

y(n) =Y (n—D)c(n) +z(n), (4)

2 (4) FRONRIR S PEPRA A R i LT 7 Bk
A5 x(n) I FBME I R I 70 A -

x(n) ~ N (0prx1,Pe(n)) (5)

Hrr, @,(n) = E{x(n)z"(n)} 2z (n) M7 %
TR AR SCHR [10], >R H f5e A0 Boieh 4% ey i

W% AL 1 @, (n): ST (n) = ad, (n—1) +
(1—a)e(n)et(n), Hra NIREEEATHE T,
S, (n) =ad, (n—1)+ (1 —a)z (n)&"(n). AN,
BV B RAS 5 7E AN [F] B IR 8] it 2 8] & AN AH 9K 1 53X
— B O i 2 A B B2 R
e 15 7515 5 1) STET REUMI A

AL TS 2 MAR R % é(n) MHEFSRES
AANEDEWE, 193] HARME 5 B THA:

&(n) = y(n) =Y (n—D)é(n). (6)
N AR MAR 2 B A 2 VS BB & c(n)

ST (1) B BE AL AR A Al o T — B 5 R R R AR
iR MAR RECRAE 9 &
c(n) = A(n)e(n — 1) + w(n), (7)

I (7) R IR 2 RS A B A RS T R, B

A(n) IR RS 7] 5 A B 0] A% 3R 0 R . %A A
B GeraldEnzner 25 151 $2 1, 15 5583 — 4
L (161 HyF MAR ZRE I 8] (4% 76 R 2 R

1), — R FROIRESHBHIE A(n) = I, . LR,
FATHIH w(n) 418 5L br d RECRAS 7 & c(n)
[ B R 1 o w(n) 2 FIMEE & s id 2, B
w(n)~N (0L x1,Pw(n)). W& x(n) Fw(n)EAH
K, How(n) BT IT ZHFER @y (n) = @uw(n)IL,
BH 3% 22 9 Wi MAR 2 20\ &2 19 22 4k 2 Al 1h 07 22
©w(n), B

1
puln) = p-E{lle(m) —e(n -1z} +n. (&)
Hordr,n & —ADNEH
2.2 RREBIEKKE
5 SCANTARZS 1) B AR ZE W J7 ZE R B
@.(n) = E{[e(n) — ém)][e(n) — )"} (9)

3t (7) RS AR (4) BRI 72, LA J%
4 I 280 35 B A 7 S0 K, R R AR B
WA ML TR B {Hc(n) . a<n>||§}, GIEEY N

AR AR e(n). IR B I 38 50E 2 B
/N
B.(nn—1)=d.(n—1)+ b, (n), 10)

e(n) =y(n)
R.(n)=Y (n—-D)®.(nn—1)Y*(n-D
+P.(n), 12)

(
~Y(n—D)é(n—1), (
)
(

Kn)=®.(n|ln—1)YY(n—-D)R;'(n), (13)
1
(
(

11)

b.(n)=[I, — K (n)Y (n—D)]®. (n|n—1),
14

\_/

¢(n) =¢(n—1)+ K (n)e(n), 15

Hrb, e(n) RTIRZ R &, K (n) AR/K 25654
B, @I 22 (6) A (11) T %0, TR 2 e(n)
FRIELE MAR 250é (n — 1) A I BRRES
x(n) BTt

~—

3 RERENRREIRBER

FERIR 2B A K FL R o, IR R R 2=
W7 Z IR D (n) M H FR G 5 x(n) KW 5 Z 581
B, (n) X EIERIVERERBUN T G 2 B AR
FEHIE o SR R BOE R G B R AL = 2
1), W SA IR RER BT 5 B FE 22 (A5 31—
M
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3.1 EEXAELEE

SCHR (9] 4t 1 — o By 45 4 Rl AR 2
] B iR 22 U 7 R o (n) 45 M) Z TR
D, (n) NP FEE, N B, (n) IR TN M 2 LA
SN TR N o X TR AR HE RS B (n) TRIF T
BOxt 45k, [RIINHEAG R 7R S UE AR A5 e(n) TH)
B R E —MRERE T e(n). XEWE
XF A AL SE T H RS 5 MR ZAE S # A
1 x 1HIbrE, Mt R4 R E % —MEE R Hix
BT MR S EG TR T ZZ RS B, (n) 10T
IR IAR R X TS AL B 7 ZERE R, 5K T Al
THEME ST 2 (e &), #Himm R4 HmibES
G FE B . SCRR [9] 52 RO SR0VE BRI R 24N 1
T8 A AME S, (H e 2 Wt e — s 1 2R
Wi (55 o HE— D L ERACR IR, AEAEAE R — KR
M) B892 J G WK L Al 22 388 38 B500%%, 40 STk [17] 52 1
WPE 532 5 K B /N 7 22 76 2% W B (Minimum
variance distortionless response, MVDR) ¥ W% i
#r o HHLAT L, SCHR [9] H i 2 Rox # fa A0 77 72 IR ]
VIR ZEERIER N . F1ak, A TR [9] H )
40 792 KR BEAIC 1 SO [8] e Sk i) i S A2 2%
JEE A5 A S ) 22T M (S 5 B P o A T R B

AR — b e 40 A AL SR — 2D TR AR
RoRSHEF RN TR E AR, WYX (14) 77
J1,I, — K(n)Y (n — D)Xt &, (n) IS5 HH B
e (L8, FRATREL AN R4k

I, - K(n)Y (n—D)
tr [KT(n)Y™ (n— D)]
L.

P 3 5 M 75 ) B T 2 R B B, () Dk A B, AT AN
ER TR S B U AR T iR Sk,
TUE B A R B A AR AR R, 2 (10) B RE
S (n|n—1)Mb, (n— 1) F5R IRt EE, B

~ |1-—

I, (16)

P (n|n—1) = oZ(n)Ir,, (17)
P (n—1) ~ o(n)Iy,. (18)
N TT 255 B B, (n) X AL, X EARME 5

J7 ZE RS TR R A -

PIMY) () & ag, (n—1) + (1 - a) |em)]f3,
(19)

Po(n) ~ ag, (n—1)+ (1 —a)|[2(n)]3, (20)
E X
Sy(n—D)=Y(n—D)Y"(n - D), (21)

il
~(RML)
_ % ()
=0 (12) faiteh
R.(n)
=Y (n—-D)®.(n|n—-1)Y¥ (n— D)+ &.(n)
=Y (n—D)Y" (n— D) oZ(n) + ¢{™") (n) I
= Sy (n— D) oZ(n) + @F™ (n) Iy
S(RML) ()
= 02(n) | Sy (n— D) + %IM
=0%(n)[Sy (n— D) +d6(n)Iy]. (23)
R SRR AR
K(n)
=&.(njn - 1)Y%(n - D)R_'(n)
_ o2(n)YH(n — D)
o2(n)[Sy (n — D) +6(n) L]
—Y"(n—D)[Sy(n—D)+5(n)Iy]"", (24)
YUy 3k — 2D HE 5 H TR ) R R 2 B A BB T A
oZ(n) = aoj (n —1) + gu(n), (25)
e(n)=yn)—=Y (n—D)é(n—1), (26)
R o YH(n — D) e(n
en) =em =+ g Dy oI o
(27)
R tr[[Sy (n—D)+8(n)In] Sy (n—D)]
o,(n)=|1- I
x o2(n). (28)

EAER M2, AR AL 1R 2R 2 I8
FIERIRZELE T e (n) MBARME S z(n) ¥V M x 1
1A B, 3K A SRR A 2 A SRRt 7T
FE, WATHRTT % ¢y (n) 1RA4E TEZHIATHER .
FHECSTHR [9] 472t 73 B A A6 T 1%, A SO H Y
THEERARH

SCHR [15] 32 1 i Kalman 8% 5%, AT L
B R R AR AP KA B IS Nk 10 B,
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BT ARIR 2 YEPR R A BE IR % 563

TR I ER A < 2R 2 8 FE v B AR 2 —H
A FEEAL R 7 1) A — A /N5 77 (Normalized least
mean square, NLMS) 5k, R (27) 7l 50, HH
§(n) AT — AT AR RS AL R 1 o AR =X (22) A1
3 (25) WAL, 52 0w (n) XTHIEW 38 R 5 c(n) HIfh T
HABEZEH . SEEE RS e(n) fle (n — 1)
M ZEAE K BRI (8) ww(n) BERHEUE K IIE,
DAL S 42 (1 7 B3l 0 Wi S0k e AN R R M R . 24 BBV
FFER USRI RSB, é(n) Ml e (n — 1) I ZEH B,
ST B o (n), WHZEARMI R BN
O (N) ERAE T R4 1R 8 14 5 e 22 1) BREZ 1% R,
BURI @u (n) HRAE 1 R85 1 2R ER P BE S 22 1) 2%

WHERE . HR)IE UL, 0, (n) MBUE S E R E T RR
UK A 0 B ER I Re A S e e, PR B A TR AL
()R IR 28 VL AT B AR & — P AR AL R 1 1Y)
NLMS &k

3.2 THEXRELR

AL 2 RS R v 38 SR B, R T ek
BBEPEAENERE. R1LFHH T HRE/REE
WL WPE Sk 4 Yt i fa 46 77 72 LR AR S
PEH B sE X AR TR M E A .
BRGtH T 4N EL = 15, LR D = 3,
P=L-D+1=15-3+1= 130, M BUF-LL45
SEARI (TR AR

*x1 HEEREHE

Table 1 Compare of computational cost

. Fk
jéj\é'ﬁ Py [ o
fi AL R WPE a0y SEATK A

P3M6 + 3P2M* + PM*

M * P3M3 4+ 2P2M? + 2PM  PM® +3PM? +6PM 6PM?+ M3
+2PM3 +2PM? + M3

2 149248 18980 416 320

4 9134176 146120 1768 1312

6 103183920 486876 4680 3024

8 578075776 1146704 9776 5504

B 1Rl RN, THE A B S R AR B £ P AE
EHE M A K. 24 P IIBUE R E I bl 2 G 200
R0, 1O DUy i S T SR A B Y A AT
Gy B A A IR K KRR T R Rk 2
JEEWIT RS AR, HEIKT WPE Bk E S
FBE AR O M A T i R A R 4 T e A
X

4 nES

BT DOE B PR AR A5 1R 2 & S 1 P A E
N IR AL Ib gt v/ B SR  N [ i R o
KRk = A NG5, — B sCiE s g Berp
VB, HESCE AR TIMIT £ 2 1200 dh i 20 A4
B, KEEZ 450,78 s. B A ELE GSBM
6001-89 [E ZARAERE A L 1190 5 (1) “SRARAK”
BEOUE Y@ S (7 S T EAN), KRN 44 s
FI38 5o JEHLIPE B SUE 8 T 1L A A
BT PO @ Y B A S B R DL S AN
17 EL e AT AR 2R 5 A0 G [ b e DB R &R Gt

MR ZE AT £5%, CAPFL R DGER T H
B

S5 1) g 7 p R R P (Tmage method) 77
Ao ERMEFRINKCE L = 15, 23R D = 3, f6 23 (4541
NEERIRRLRHIE M = 4, £ 75 350169 0.2 mo KAF
%416 kHz, FFT %08 1024, & & HCK T 5 i
T, @K NG512 5, 50% HE. & (8) FHIER
Hon=10"°, KT a=02

SRR 23 B S B8] A4 5 R 58 A A R AR T
TELEAS TR o B 264 I BE SR I, B R VR
A6 NMAFRIZHIIRIR, W3R 2 FR, dRRFFYE
L7 A8 Z A FE

F2  BEIREmE

Table 2 Room impulse response

d
T60
0.5 m 1m 2 m
0.63 s hl h2 h3
1ls h4 hb5 h6
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SV BE VF O 45 A5 1 % PESQ(Perceptual
evaluation of speech quality) £33 1 SRMR(Speech
to reverberation modulation energy ratio) 1577
N 3 X 5 VR e ) 3R R v A O, IR T2
L T IR B B R AR R R, AR SR X
WPE $i%: 22 fif 7 R ¥ 07 32, 45 35 5256 Hh FH 311
WPE H3% 1) MATLAB AR5 W2 2% STk (23] % 3.
KA TRANG SNFECES KT, Rk
IR FE WPE 5% 4y Yot f fai 77 1% 56 %t
A 1846 J7 VR AE 6 M RIR 2518 T PO Bl da A 145 40 &5
o K5 K6 KT RS MGH TIHING TN
DOR @S & T, AR /R 8 5k WPE B, 4y
HOnt #6140 77325 5840t A 16 A0 77 V48 6 M RIR 2%
Y =R NIEE S O

M3 RS RTHATLUEH, ik &I THE
FEIE A SCIE 3 HOnt A T A 7 R 58 40 A i

%3 TIMIT-PESQ#$B4%
Table 3 TIMIT-PESQ score

RIR RW{ES FiLil WPE Ry et

hl 3.01 3.95 3.72 3.67 3.83
h2 2.76 3.91 3.50 3.58 3.81
h3 2.62 3.71 3.09 3.49 3.52
h4 2.69 3.82 3.32 3.58 3.64
h5 2.46 3.72 3.10 3.44 3.54
h6 2.27 3.42 2.85 3.29 3.21

%4 TIMIT-SRMR 5%
Table 4 TIMIT-SRMR score

RIR RBWES kel WPE 2t Xt

hl 3.00 4.15 4.38 4.64 4.35
h2 2.55 4.12 4.70 4.68 4.36
h3 1.94 3.10 3.89 3.51 3.28
h4 2.36 4.16 4.37 4.68 4.30
h5 1.88 4.01 4.45 4.63 4.23
h6 1.54 2.87 3.13 3.31 3.03

&5 FHHA-PESQEH
Table 5 Fang Ming-PESQ score

RIR JBW{ES fitkal WPE ¥t 524Xt

hl 3.06 3.72 3.55 3.51 3.65
h2 2.81 3.72 3.32 3.46 3.61
h3 2.71 3.61 3.05 3.39 3.38
h4 2.64 3.65 3.19 3.42 3.42
h5 2.43 3.60 2.99 3.33 3.34
h6 2.31 3.44 2.74 3.21 3.09

I EA BT AL HT )RR 2 5%, PESQ 53444
A FT R B, ARS8 A0y 75 1k T 4 T A T ) M R

Blo 46, GO0 T4 7 R0 56 40 i T A D7 2
FE K 22 35055 1) e 82 2% 4 S5 4T H i FH i
WPE 5%k, M\F4.%6.RSHALUIEH, WPEH
5 73 B # R 58 4 0] A Rl T A D7 72 SRMR 4373
B T AT R 2R 2 0, (RS R U B X = F
BRI MERR LT TR AT, B2 WPE BRI 4L
JE W EEAR B RS 5 T g, SBOEA
EEAAE R EIRMER IR T, Wik 3,
F 5. R THIIRIR h6, 73 PO 40 77 VLS 0 T 58
AN, ] AR AT A S B B AR N
FARH W48 & R IERE LI, B 145 tH T 1E ho 5%
T BARME S IR S 5 DA I M &40 77 VR L)

.

%6 FHB-SRMR 5%
Table 6 Fang Ming-SRMR score

RIR RWfES FiLil WPE 7y 5g4axt i

hl 3.16 5.05 5.61 5.45 5.15
h2 2.27 4.32 5.46 4.63 4.28
h3 1.81 3.37 4.50 3.58 3.24
h4 2.37 4.84 5.34 5.23 4.76
hb5 1.65 4.04 4.79 4.36 3.88
h6 1.44 3.12 3.36 3.30 2.87

®RT HH-PESQES
Table 7 Ya Kun-PESQ score

RIR BWEES kel WPE 2t swaxifi

hl 2.98 3.67 3.29 3.44 3.54
h2 2.71 3.63 3.13 3.35 3.47
h3 2.54 3.48 2.89 3.27 3.27
h4 2.50 3.53 2.96 3.31 3.34
hb 2.30 3.43 2.76 3.20 3.25
h6 2.13 3.24 2.54 3.07 3.00

#*8 HEH-SRMRBH
Table 8 Ya Kun-SRMR score

RIR RS Wil WPE XM 5E4ext A

hl 4.36 6.85 8.12 7.08 6.68
h2 3.56 5.81 7.66 5.95 5.72
h3 2.36 4.20 5.82 4.35 4.09
h4 3.27 6.48 7.66 6.67 6.18
h5 2.54 5.47 6.55 5.67 5.32

h6 1.86 3.97 4.28 4.09 3.73
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Fig. 1 Spectrograms

ML R DUFE e, A A T VR AR KR
FE bR TR, EAH LT B ARG 5, PiFh 7%
i ) 2RSS AR R T MBS BN
MAFTTIERTRE TEZNHWRE ST EE R,
PERER IO T3 Bkt i 07 B 1 0 A 45 2R
53 3. R 445 B PR R FR 1550 72 — 2 .

AL, WEEZR 5 ) ha TN 7 H R A3, 43 ER Xt
FA I SE A0 A R FR T A V5 PESQ 1543 AH A ?9
3 — 2 R P R BV I 1 R, 0 5 — B DB
T LE hd S4B % S50k i 7 RN 5 — BODUE
TG TE h3 40 N A& H2 40 s A 34T 0 S256
T 5T 1 S WV 77 9 BT 3 L 4 (Mean
opinion score, MOS) fi#5. MOS i F. 2 V¥ 7 b 11
WP SEB A B A R w5 5 S Y
T B2 (0 i tH A 5 {5 5 45 HH MOS 1345, ALk
H W RN R E R B A5 5, VR S5 R
£ 10 s

FRAE 2 10 7] %1, 43 Bxd A 187 A4 55035 A 56 42 5%
£ TR A2 ) 25 TR T 75 MOS 1590+ 4k

RERSRTE RPN ARAR L R 2 — 2
(. AR LR MR 7S, PR AL SR AR U e v T
PR . AL WPE S92, PR ) (5005 AT ] S (1
s ERNE ST A RIAE T, ARG

RREHVE, MRS s A R T
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