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Abstract

Impulse response associated with the area of the nasal cavity
should be estimated from an input and reflect signal so that the
evaluation of the nasal geometry is obtained by using the Acoustic
Rhinometry.

In estimating impulse response, there are singularities or errors to
be affected by noise at high frequencies where the frequency content
of input signal is very low. Conventionally, the Wiener filtering
method proposed by Hunt complements singularities and errors at
high frequencies by increasing bias toward high frequency. However,
there are errors at the band where the frequency content of input
signal is becoming less than that of noise. because the bias depends
not on input signal but frequency, it cannot suppress noise effectively
at the band.

In this thesis, the new method improving the impulse response
estimated by Hunt is presented. The presented method estimates
impulse response using the Wiener filter is composed of the
noise-to-signal power ratio. The bias in the presented method
depends on the power spectrum of input signal and noise. Hence
noise is effectively suppressed at the band where the frequency
content of input signal is becoming less and less

Simulation shows that error is less in the presented method than
in the conventional method. In experiments using the Acoustic
Rhinometry. the presented method can acquire the more exact

geometry from the estimated impulse response
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HT BERAE AFste WE AW FLolo 23 st FAEQ o)
24 S A3 e 271 JBA A4, G224 Hd T 3F7] AP F
7t ok {7 A F AEUI=A ) A Hobe Hls AAE B8 v
A AUEA & £ Jlou ARz AFHe v (BM)ARY Afde 2o F
8% 7199 3719 7%5S AVAE AFY & e PWHdn AAH =3}

€ o] d4doltt. oY ofE HAZ fate A3} Ny A BAH L Y3
A Gate B9 FEAA F3 Thd 4FE F9d o a2y #x7) 34
e viANqEH dAe v Bl Fer AR e ged. S3 vFEH 9=
T T uFY g, vEF T FES FF A8/ e AP AgdE,
T A AE AFn N8 AYE ABHo BRI A3 HAPHo
8 7€ (Grymer, 1989, Hilberg., 1989.)

AA AR Qe U2 FAAZe YA A 280 9oy HFY o
YT 2L I3V H % ¥)% =37 (acoustic rhinometry) & o] &3
A T € F AT FWAZE AANES WAIAE ol 83t 3 g AYUsE B
3t w2y F Pxiel o] 3 Qo] FHES Y YA HHP ZA4d o)
¥ U49H 228 Fedh ot BAGA BAS A = ABH a4 @
olXe dol Ut IBACE THL wBU viad FEF AN AL
BAFAR a7t(@ER oI, (M)A F=o] HHAN FRE AR B8
te @l Ao ¥ WP FHINE o188 FAbEL w3 AN W
g e Polnt. o WHL Fust MBReA BAs] Soler A B
Mt ®lel 2xdAQ FzE dwWAoz HAFT ALdE L
150-10,000 Hze] M ¢loln] wirtmie] A7k Q] EAo| o|dted v ool &
Aglel we} HoiFA gk o] wye fxlel Pz Ao wWaglomz ZAo)
43 H3e zold W 2x4HQ YUAG HodFug u FY5 A 89
€ 4 ¢ F e B3l AUt (Hamilton, 1995, Tomkinson, 1996) watA]
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Bl e e % ¥ FH/NE o1 4% HAAbHol A 2 o A
A AAER e Aol

% U FH7E o8 AAHFL b2 YA JPHN T} vz ey
B ¥ yie 93 ¥ S4E Jehlle JEA $9HE F4%n, 238 9
2 $Ho25EH W.A (Ware and Aki) €122FE o] &8 nje gz
HSE e QAR olFolFth (Ware, 1968) 1322 AA uZ Wi &
VA A S5 2AY JdE2 SRS FHdE o) #AY.

YU2 S FH3e Moz Y NI v AT E ZtaM 1Y AE
o] 2¥MEY digd HBHE d¥2 $EE FHde dAYRAH o] 9
. (Proakis, 1996) Uzid 24 whi2 dial NZo tfato] qlg AFo AHE
BE 9oz HPozH 1Y ANz AHEYH AVJL ofF e HEA
singularityel 2% 484 T FId AF exr BAsA @, ogy@
ZAMHE B3V 93 71Eo o]483 Ye WEes Huntst AL A
¥HEZ 82 §9& FH3e Ydo) Ut o WEe nFo Gl gy A
39 ~HEY A/} AFH HEG e A A, 4Y ANz A
EY A} 22 150 9902 A4E uolojao] AYE A F/HAA dA

FA PN BYe BAAAAY AL A¥ oxAE A Yol
. (Andrew, 1977) 22y 7}8iE uwlolol Ay} Fuso] F4an ALl vl
Y Az 2AEY F7|7F ol dY FI2oMe 2L AFAHoZ gt
32 Rt A7t R EAH) U

2 =®9ME Hunt7h A¢@ oz ddx S9E FHA A FLd vl
Y Az A77} FeolA e dY FIoAM BYPste LAE Fol7] Ystd A
A A% HHu](NSR:Noise-to-Signal power Ratio)Z FAF UHEZ <)
B2 g9E FFde IS AL AL PP JUA g7 FAHA )
7l F€ glolol a7t Fubpo] blaldte Frlste FEisl ofd FLo Wi U
Nzo 2HEY P2 T F JHBA $7FE FH P YoM Q- MNF o
2HEY 377} E FoF Gl vlolojxo A7E FAY 5 0L A
At eA7h Q=& St a2z 94 A3 A77 Ha FHopRle F
T I9dM e FHE A5 HF A™HZ ] Y 4 NI AY AHEY 3
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712 wlolojxel A8 F/MAAHCEMN, Fgel o YRS ARHo2 Y
T A A

EF, A IS B3 E WHA ¥ =RdA ALY WPes 339
YEA T2 cJE8AA JE2 $HI} M2 va BN dYeMe dA
H7e] A g S FA 983 phantom® &% H1Z ZH7E A4
o 94 Azg A AEE FFEAG. aeln AAR dojd 4y dolgaR
B 71&e i ALy o ¥ FHE FHHYR, WA 2nIdES
ol g3te] AA L ALY Fo o] & HA AAHY vlw EAFHAC.

€ w89 74 1A & a7 FHF BEE AN, [1FMe ¥
2 I BAF}Y BAE 7Iedd. [HAdMe d¥2 $&E FH3e ¥y
o distd ZlEdn, IVEAAE 5 o A3 AYuz 749 dvdeEE 9g
£ THE FHe WS AANZTG. VRN E 712 SHED AR o)
MAFANEE Aol E F3td HF3tan, VIZad e 4P Fad 438
% iAo 2 VIR e & =89 AES der}



1. HMEAQ} HIX{PIO] M|

dVd2 Zoe 9& F8%F MEQ local 54 Jod22H 28 A&
Phantom®] Fo @& Azl xo watr @Al Wt #4+5 A(xe .
2ol 54 dodae A gydx Z2 1 ol Folnd A(xy)S ol
Y FAZ 7R e 73 Zdol9 MFHoA T3g grolth. $4 phantom W
Fo &4dol e BY ST 54 dud2re 4543e 24 €9, dusia
@3 7 phantome €43 AP} 27l gEolth. wekd o} phantom
o dAtE st WNALg Qlo] FeH3] A PEA gk £ WAE phantom WHo
At e F&4 Hided A S duidxo gre thg3 o] phantom
W oidel SA3 phantome WA Adl falx HAHe] ¥} (Douglas.
1988)

z = —x (1

o714 pye phantom W wjAe BWxoln v E7FANA o HAu &%
2 340 m/s °|t},

2. 9BA SHill AMEAQ0l 24

JHzol ol 7P 28 Aol ATAHAN BEE = WAHES A 2g
o Y2 $7 A(HZ AV Fig. 13 2E 83 AxdaNe 3 dEs
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of 3l 23t

\ /

Fig. 1. Acoustic waves in unit impedance discontinuity

A3 BYA(1=0. z=0)d 4718 2% V2L 54 4WL2 28 Z&
phantomel ¥E& we eEZoz VaHch ¥ ¥t e Bol B
Qe

P(x, 1) = P8(t—%), t<ic° (2)

A7l P dAme A Zolth, JatE s guldae BAZHA x=x,
(t=x/c)7tA] APF Fol| A5 P Fo] AZREG wahA wopggoz b
Al €k el uelx] AzARLS EA duds z9 @e e
phantom® FEo2 APaA dch. At xp/c o} Fel & phantom W<
ST #F 4L g3 2o



x—2x0
c

)+P,6(t——’é), 1> (3

C

Px, t) = P,a(t+

A7N P P 2z palstst Aastel A%l R wel g #3
£ oA g $308 AYSHE BE B Aol x=xolM] St
dsted thea} gol EAY 4 U} (Sondhi. 1971)

P, + P, = P, (4)
p; p, _ P
70‘ T Tz (5)

A7N 2% zE 1,9 F- $20] Y phantome =4 AHYrolg A
(4)sh 4 (5) 288 g3 e 2o HYPnh,

Pr 21— R

P, T 2+ z (6)

S H@s H(5)9 AAxHel NEHH wARE PEUHA o a8y
ZU# phantom(z;=20)Q Aol VA7 A @b Fig. 1elM x=00)
T mlela2EL AL t=0 € W <JAE YB2 AEHR PE V284 o
2, A Hh=2x/c E W VALY YUA AEZ P2 71E8A Erh 2,8 o
Ul €3 giga & A(6)22RE 79 @& ANE F gith aeln whalns)
E3stE AL 4 =2x/cE ¢A G UdVdr BASH 2 FE 5 YA
€. EF oj2@ dolE ZEZRE Yo VXL AN 4 Ut = P}
Pl 2RI 719 g 28 ZnAM H(4), (5), (6)F ol&dd 27 PS

F37 €k YARE PUA A52 APHRODE Fig. 1o dE QWA 2
e thed o] WAnZ o foju},



c

Wi = P,a(t— ﬂ) (7)

Fig. 29 Z& deizle BA5H S 2t 28 Alagdie 28 ¥ d o
8 x2jstal,

z
4 2

mic z, ; '

-{4¢—
N

o |

P(0)

P()

/§

Fig. 2. Acoustic waves in multiple impedance discontinuities
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A3 BYR(1=0, z=0)o <4718 2% JY2E B HAne Wyne 2
A Aok $AE Hoz ved Al 1 ¥Ainke B8 guel Wbzt o olxa,
be deg EWE Al 2 WAvH: @9 olAbel WAL o) RolAlA Wi, Algto]
8ol weh x=00] HAF slo|A2Eo] AAHNE e A 2 VAT A
H% BA% Y2 dehbA "ok ey ofm Fojz Al Ease Al 2 %
Astot obRel BeASE 1 Aol HFHE A 1 BASs) G4 ZAA €
. olA® 54 o8 2, 2, -, 2,2 AT FE + Y vlolAzE
o ZAE SYRE PN TE, Aol X AO)sh A WALY Be] WE
A3 o] ¥ U 28 g3t 4(6)02HE 29 FE FE 4 Ut
2R H@% A4(5)ZFH Vel /T AN F Y o] AYHE 2,3
z, Atold BRSO £UEl YRRE wAEn Uojx 2pe AYss) @
th ool W, o] A% WAE FEL z8 z Alole BASH =AY wAx
Azo02 AYeA B} o7 Al Y¥ES BASAS FA YA 5
Lok PZ ASEY 28 e LT UL 2,9 e oA A0
ANozse ANYER 4(6)o2¥H P2)E olgdd z,9 g AN
# Utk 2 olFe g¥HE Al 2 MANE dald ©g BsUo. au
P3)E ARsE A 2 BAse vl Dn U= 2. 2. 2 FE b ©
A Al 2 WA ke ASY 4 Ux 7 @ 2AY PAR)E Aol 2,9
z; Atolel BASHAN A 1 RAlvel djatel @ 4 YA "ok = PA3) @t
A olul T Y& 2z, 2. 2T o8] 28 FE 4 U 12 olFe 2
e 94 2L Wyos Aol sbsatth (Hugh, 1973)

A FERPE TheH Lol YNAY £ AS. AL whel YPPs B
$3% 22 Uckn & 2HW vlolaEd ols) AAY Ass} AFHD
AL A HAE L 4 QA Wb AT atldH Y AsE ofn gx
At niAd BASHA NG A 2 WAAEe] ZH} p+1HA BASHA o



T A1 MARE o A 2o o) A 1 wAE 2,7 z,., Al B
QEHAAN WAL o]z oo T3 Ye RE BASHL gt T A4 Ay
A dv. § FHE P& WA 2,3 AR 2, 2z, -, 2,9 ¥
¥4 Fig. 29 % AlagoMe] JHx egL tgga g

() = P(1)o(t—4) + P(2)8(t—t,) + -
= K, t>0

(8)

ALEXE e 20E Fig. 2904 228 AYY Axdos BRY &
A A4 P E® APl AL fetd AP W=
e JUAEY d2A BT 5 A

02 ol4h9 PxE ¥R Gild 2AHY JBAQ FRE
g e B28 AHS9T @by BAbse 984 S50 WYY B ue
WA ETh & wabs P(HE Bt el 9Ats P(Hst A8 g A()e
Y Fdol &} (Sondhi. 1971)

32

.41
b

tlo

P.() = L'P,.(ﬁ W(t— 1) dr (9)

25E POt P(H2FE U#URAH 71YE ol g3 wHE 7¥ F
o a2n PO PN Alole] 388 SRS % Jlo YRS 28 AR
A Ee7t Zheditte otk WM Aladge] g¥x $HE FAFoEH A
299 local §4 Y4vd2E AYPARe #E2 FE 4 AUk (Goupillaud,
1961) Azta e} AYA2E Addled S YD AE s, A%e 15
YHolng A 12 1X4de] A WF x2 FEE 5 Y. adW A v
x% A e x=ctf2Q A B aedn 144k S AsAZN S
%7t FEd HiHse] ¥ Avgn Aade Adge g we e
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phantomeleti &%, £4 Au@at A (1) Lo WA dhatel ol stA
ok BN A(NERE T 93 A ADE &% Aadel Frs
e YuE 2 Bk olejy BANE g 2.

_ bt _ 2x
A = 5, t= -2 (10)

A71H ppe A WEolm o= she] A% SEolt,
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Aglel & ¥4 ¥+ A(x)E ZE phantom B2 $go] A(HA A
ol phantomel YAt 9 A& P(HS WAL AE P(1) Atele] BAAL 4
(9)t 22 ¥R Yei7h @k a2iu A4 4¥FdA 2FHE Nzoe 2
o AT ()7t EAEA Hvz 4 9)e e Zo] P},

P = LIP,-(r) Wit—0dr + n(f) (11

a2ixn 4 (119 Felo Hge
P.(f) = P(f)H(f) + N) (12)

olt}.
Phantomel 82 $@& #387] 98 gARRY sde dag 9 A

Bo 24EY oY WA 1§80 AT YBA S99 AREAS T

Wgolth QAWM o8 £38 VA S A(H)E e vy

A(t) = y—l{ Pr"(f)}
(13)

_ ,—I{Pi(;)‘l\)(ﬁ{)(f)} + ?_1{_%(%}

_12_



A7 F T} Q4 Flo A ANE dehdt 4 (13)dA 9 A
2" EY P(f)7} 09 #%E ZA 99 singularity?t A4 do] 9y~ &
HE 338 + QA 89 ada P(F)9 gol N(f)9 @B Ze A=
H(13)9] F A o] JdAoz AMM JH2 g FHA ox12 Ly
A €. 4AA o2 phantomol YAIEE 9 NEe 2HEY gdo] A3
AZE A7) H&oll, JE2 37 FAA UY A3 AWEH Av|s} 7
oRle nFs G ol BAHol BAYsA ) ol EAMFEL YU
B E ol 83t JHA $HE FHSA 99 &l 2o dr} (Walden, 1988)

2. AHEH

T4 s AULEH M(F)E ol8dtd Y JdHUA ¢ AdEYS

oS3 o

H(f) = M(f)P.(f) (14)

AUEEE 449 JB2 $9 H(HS 238 d¥2 $9 A 23t
27t ES dof @} WA 83 go| WA el e o xhe] A Fol
R 7z na ot

E{IIH(f) — B(AH)II?)
= E{[H(f) = MAP(OIH(f)— M(f)PU)])

(15)

o714 *= complex conjugateolth. 2](15)° 9zt HAsze 7 9etd t}
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&3 gol M(f)el Bate] nEaln 1 ARE 0oz £t
E{[H(f)-MU)PLUIP(F)) = 0 (16)
a2ln H(f)e s 2o
H(f) = M) HGF)PI(f)+N(f)] (17)
Db 4(17)€ 4 (16)9 hYsa T3t Zo] 37 Has) Wy
E{H(f)P,(f)} = E{ H(f)P,(f)) (18)
2(18)% Fo 29 thew go] Vo

E{H(f)[H()P,(f)+Nf)1)

(19)
=E{M ) [H)P;(f)+N(IHS)P(f)+ M)
EF H(19)e b33 el & 5 Qir}
E{I|HOIPPf) + H'(f)Nf) )
(20)

= E{M(F)IHS)P(f) + NAII?)

A71M MS)et H(f)7 73318 E{H(f)NMS)} =0°] slo] ttgo] Ay
Lias
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E{IIHNI*P(f)}

(21)
= E{M(f)[HH(f)IIZHP.-(f)H2+IIN(f)Il2]}
ety SUgHE gen o] FAWUL
M(f) = Pit/) (22)

1PN+ ECINONI?Y E(ILHH) )

a2y SUEEE P A5 E(INAOIY/ENHHID S 44 ¢ 5 9
£ golth. b2ty ola§ Az galel A5 Aol thP water levelolatn &
€ A5E o83 AU, A3d FriE Fe B4 ol gdd JUHE S 2
¥t (Wiener, 1950, Chen, 1976. Roberts. 1988)

3. JIZQ YUA SH FH WY

Y82 EHS FH7 AF dAYFH PEolN BAEE singularity %4
s ~d4EYe Ar7t e aFw J9dy gHNE A"HEY  P(f)E
NHE Yoz e 228 Hi387] Hstd, Hunte 9YZe §
22X 7 WIS =98 geat 2ol JUBHE FASAT (Hunt,
1971)

Pi(f)
I[P+ 7 W)

My(f) = (23)

714y =0.064°1 |W(Ff)|%e gz 2t}
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WA = 1— cos—}%ﬂ (24)

A7IM frax® BER FoFolth 4(24)9 e AFs o)A F3re)
Blojolx g Ztn nFw gdog #42 HH oz ulololA gho] AXe
sine TUR ¥]&d Fejolth. aelm f=0Y WS A P43 o e 2
0. wEM 4 (23)9] ERge 34 0 B 2 S 3 fme gua g9
3N singularity7} 432 %A Hol dFAoz JWx $HL FHY
F A €4,

P Az 2AEY P(F)Y 2717 2 AF% 9944 4(23)9 YWy
€ WAL A3 2HEY P(f)2RH dI92 $9L FF3e 2% Snuge
e} ol Y AFo Aol dAYFH EL oJulF vololAE 2x] @
< ¥Holns FHF JEA SHE FHE £ vk ey 2 (23)9 vYH
of A% WPe 4(24)9 HAEZ Qs %zgle] nlololAE AP o7 A3}
o a7t WA HAP I AFHE FAE 4 UL Axo|n},

9 ANz 2AEY P(f)o 2717 2 AF% 9N 2 (23)9] HuidE
7 BHUEHE A48 AFde wdE Y A5 AHEY P(f)e AV =
< 159 9N e AXNYHZ ZgaA @} ol 2(24)9 Hxo) o u}
olia7t Y Az 2dEY Pi(f)e Azl JgFoz Z o] gHnz
A(23)9 AU o9 AFo)] et ZHo) zerort He AXWE 2 £
A He ot ol nF JRdN YAYFM WL g¥A g =
B3t7] st Y Mz AAEY A7)} e P(F)E doz AsA o
EA ddAez Fg Az 2dEF MS)E FZANA 89 1 A% gy
R st F3E Y2 T FS 29EH N7 229 vz o
AE 2 4 2y 4(23)9 AEHPEE o) g3t F3W YVA S A
(24)9] Aol o uwolojart 3He AMEH MS)E AYSA IBE zerool
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e g 2 Ay,

olst Zo] Y2 3 FHAG 4(23)9) AYHHE 0|88 WHe UANR
A ol BYRE singularity] BARH nEn ddoMe oxe His)
A "ok Y old@ Pde 9 dze AHER P(F)9 A7 o3
2 A9 AZo 993 obF AL A9 LFW AT 2H4E AL
3. 99 Ase) 29EY P(He 377 WARez Aol AF% FGn
2%5% G Aolel F FA5 Fheln oA Hasel BaAle 4(24)9 s
7 e woloja ee] A dEeA B9 ady 4(24)= QY s A
HEY Pi(f)7h obd 28 frp ol A8 sloloj2el Bepst AWETH wepy
4(23)8 AUEEY @ W2 3G 23 PPN LA Haskar dHA
£ oF Az JHAD 4Y Asel 2MERo] TANE S5 292 A
Yol & Ao e,
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V. & o A5 Agn|z2 3% vy

1. WMot i

U Azeh wAL MBS Y JBA $HE FPshe OAURH PEe 9
3o 24EY g WA 20 hESE ol WY W2 Suel AdEY
€ FF3e ot WA d82 $9E oA ¥ Wole FPens
she dold AUAE R NBE 9 A3z HYsn Yt =@ 0 o
B2 $9E AdP 2337 A% A2 4 Aso) GY A7 o Reln
At . (Aoshima, 1981, Suzuki, 1994) o9} o] YW~ S&& F3E doj
£ Y Ase S4d 2A JEaA B, HAT 4(23)9 AUBHE o8
YUx $F 33 PWe Y Nz AdEY Pi(f)he RuaA oF f
o o8 AFHE sine FH YUY 4(24)9] HEE ol &% Yo} o
PHE Y Ase) 2HEY P(f)9 275} o} AAY o}F He AF o
d Ee 25} F9dE 2 BAFel . 1Y dY Ase ANER
Pi(f)8 2717t AANoz Aole Fdolie 4(24)8 HEs} e vholo]
2 ¥eol b ex $4el A0 vk DY Y Az ANEP Py(F)
9 277 38 Az 2AEY MA A79 vsd Ao, 4(24)9) A
b 2 wpolojzel A2k AdAoz A =W e NEe) AgEP =27}
a2 DF FE So) 2 BANA o EE 4(24)9 HTo} 2 utol
olz9) A7)k nAYe Yomz U Asel AHEY A} o} HL nEH
FHA wlolojzel A7t ARHo2 Fe Ve AREIS ALY & YT
2 zagojo} @},

H(24)8] M2k RE volojx] Y 1 A7 Fehst 1A sine 2A
Yuolmz, olg U Azel AWEY P(F)e FuE 2u 1 Ar: Fe

r>
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AZel 29 EY 714 waty AP G e vlololx ey} S22 Uhen go] 7
= W A% AP (NSR)E <143 JUgEES 73U

Pi(f)
|P(f)I* + a SyWisp(f)

Mysp(f) = (25)

A7NM Muse(f)E &S o A% AYug J=2 P49 AUBHo L sat
ME o AUEEY AE Wyp(f)e 2718 scalingdt gtolth, a2lm Sy
€ AE A% 2AEJ FARoID AULHE PAHSE HEQ Wye(f)e

&3} 2}, |

5
Sp(f)+ BSy

Wik (f) = (26)

471N Sp(f)Ee #3€ 98 Nz Y AWEdon sy g 4
Ase) AHEY SHBA & vloloj o] YU FH 2o Yot - $E0
o157l gtolth,

no
it}
0io
=2
r>
FOI'
J.f..“.
| >
.E

Im
o

e o AE AHHE o) 83l 4(26)9 AULH A= FAY] A=
Ao #71d 5 A58 3383 o228 g Aze A3 Adene >
ol ¥t $+4 olF HEE Adde uxAd YEHE olfsd Azo) Y@
smoothingE T 2N #AF N3 S FHA Iug N3E AEo] 43
¥ ¥9 ozt FHEHN E7 @)



(1) 5 Ay 2H9EY 33

H(26)% 2ol F& o A3 AYWE o] 83l JUPEY AES 7487
HaMe Ao Frte Fe A5 A AHEYS FAHHo B} $H A
o 7t & 4ES 337 98] olF HF(MA:Moving Average) BH
hua(n)& °1834AH Fgo] B718 A% x(n)ol 3t smoothingd FHaHA)

99, 1 A%e 28 39 w(n)e Bl AAY A5} .
hua(n) = glé‘(n—k) 27)
A7) M A% wol e WFe AY 8 Lol2 Uehan,
W) = hua(m) KB (28)

F&ol $7hE Azel 2dEY X()AM Feol AAY Az AmEd
V()& e 2MEY A1YE o g3t Bgdt o] gg Ase Aded

Nf)g 3% (Boll, 1979, Sim. 1998)

Nf) = X(f) - Y(¥) (29)

PRtz Fg Az AdEYd gotd AFS Asn PAE APozy
SE o] g Az FF AP Sye FAH
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Sy = E{IN(/)?) (30)

(2) 948 V% AY 2~HEY 23

AVEE Y H=Qd 4(26)dM 4 AFe AY 2HMEYF S, (f)& uloloja
o YHE TEV] AY Ao2H MYQewaWE smoothingd= Blackman
and Tukey method& °|&3ste] FHc} o WL HY AWEF S 3357
At A A7GE FLo didtd FE A9 UA Felo WS Sz
el wetA 3 A Zol oJste] ulolojxol Hehst FAE Wae HESS
LT P2 e FoIN, UY Ao HY AHEANS Joz Hir
deradel FAY dste) % ulolojxol WMzlst ZolEA ¥t} (Proakis,
1996) Blackman and Tukey methodg °]83td F3@ Uy 259 AY
A2HEY Sp(f)e B33 o] gr}.

Se() = % Pimwa(mye 31)

A7 Py(m)e 43 AZ Pi($)E ola8d +4 Pu(n)d A4d 549
1L wy(m)E |ml=2Me dsted zero7t He& Zol7t 2M—19 # &40},

H@BDE b33 2L 1YFH Pz £ 5 gl

1/2
Se(f) = [ Si(@) Wa(f- ) da (32)
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A7IM Si(f)e HeleEadoed 9 Ase A4d £d Pu(m)e =
gl ABR Aol Wi(f)e F 5 wi(m)e Felol BB ot 4(31)
2HH G938 A748 $9 dstd 3¢ H9E Re 25 NPerade
smoothdtAl 33, 34 HPE7 Wolx7le st FHAl] BAS A7
A gk & 338 Y A9 AY AHEY S, () FS Ao A 3

A M3iglol AAS ) doz A ulololx o] AA Walx] @A Yot

3. sS4 8y

e d AT AY 2dEY w2 24D (259 JUBEHE Y NEo A
HEH Pi(f)9 2717} 020 A$o 23 singularityS WAE 7] 93te 4
(26)9] vlolo]2E Jlal FUTh. A(26)2 44 0 Mo} 2 oz FS AT
7 EARA Be Aol A AT AWEY] HF HEAg Sy ol 0 B
% 2 99 obF e g eo2 UAAT} Y ARHA AL FE Al
37t EASA HE2 4(25)9 JULEHE JBA SHES 2 A singularity
€ $3A @A g€

#(26)9 wetole} ggtel Wato] W& o SyWa(f) FE7F Fig. 39 2
A Aok 9 A3 AHEY A7} 2 AZY Jdoe dHHoT AW
& HET R £ 31282 JlAE vololAg A du, wHZ UY A
o 2AEY 2717} o} e 139 JAdME UDWRMA B oS

ALH7) AAsto] SsAlE uwlolol2g AA & Folo} Bub. waN A E b
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ololzel 718 Fe A BFE WY AHE o] WP YW Ao AY ~
HEQ 2712 fAsEct dee Fed 9 Ase AAEY 3o g}
A& vlolojae) 2715 ebd Aotk

Sp(f) > ~_9N A AL GTSNWNSR(J[) = ( (33)
Sp(f) € Sy A A% : aSyWse(f) = a Sy (34)
P (f )y
aS W v (f)
\

Fig. 3. Bias function at various B (81> 83> f3)

98 Aze] 2AEY Avld waM wlololxe VS AMFowH
singularity®] A3 FAAY wpolojxe g exrt Hasgd aem
Fig. 3% o] 4(26)9] steblel £ gtol watd vlolol s §49 dyg 9
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HNSR(f) = Pr(f)MNSR(f)

\P.(HI?H(f) 35)
IP,(f)I> + @ Sy Wasa(f) o0
N(f) Pi(f)
IP:(f)? + a Sy Wase(f)

+

A714  Hp(f)e &8 o A% A w2 248 AULE Muge(f)E ol
g3tel 338 YW e 2HEPIY. A(35)9 LEF T A g Fo
Azol B oM WX $° FHA At e Ao] Wb a2
2 @=02 F¥E QAR AR 2ol NS)/P(f)7 Sz, 93 A%
o] 2MEY] S Az AWEY NG A YW AL Ase Aned
Nf)7h AdRoz AN o7t wgath maty ge dzd g8 oas
Fo7l dled sebie o @e e Ase AMEY M) By aA Ny

oz g Az 948 o3 ¥ 002 Y + Ut



V. Al &g o)A

1. AI2HI0IM T2

(1) 89 43

Al RS £33 AP U AEe A4 YoM AEE S WA v
¥ Y g At 9 A5 F4 Fo4E 2 kHz olm AEJL 200
kHz2 T33igich Az 718 422 Hito] Oola Eito] 191 W4 7194
¢ FEoln A% of F&ulE W 40 dB ol

Fig. 59 43 Az 4030 ~HE8d e ztzt Yeh)in.

Amplitude

04

0.0 0.5 1.0 K 2.0 2.5 3.0
Time [msec]

(a) Time domain
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Fig. 5 Input signal in simulation

(2) 982 97 WAl Az

Algeoldel o] 8d d8A gL thgH gol MY coneol WA A cone(x)
of HE Y2 8 hom(2)9] 52 o g3AT

Apme(x) = Ay(1 + 9x)* (36)

home() = —nce ™ ™" (37)

rE

AZIM Ape H¥ conedl 27 WAZRoEZN 10 emizn =9 7= WA

R

H

3ol 71&7)d g seEEd 2002 $AY. a8n c= 9o Ad Ena

340 m/s°laL 9} xe 24 Al AelE ez b 5oy
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Fig. 6 Impulse response in simulation
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Fig. 10. Estimated impulse response in simulation
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