$% At AJARA 2] g AA

AW, RchYl, WA, oA

Self-noise Cancellation
in the Passive Sonar System

® » * *h
I. W. Cha, D. H. Youn, S. T. Park, J. §. Lee

= Dept. of Electronic Eng., Yonsei University

ax

= <F

B =22 HAM(1ov-ship)olld WS A Y&
RHel] G4 A eME] AJAYolM BH YA { target
detection )&} HA 4l¥W { target identification ) ¥
4 V& At B YL AU L 4%E ¥
Al U8 prisacy input)E APEER ALY WRLE
24y de f¥f U2 UYL B(reference Input)E A}
2% g A& MAN(sdaptive noise cancellertod tis]
AFc) UR MAF Hst AFHE ATES LS
Least Mean Square )@ 22l H& ol &3l A} [NF
B Al g#:ol 3§ Fslol TDL(Tapped-Delay Line) F28}
LaT(LATtice) FZ-F 3 A T& A7 Y& o9
7hx Bl w2, @gsiAch F YrelEE A
A%, A Bl omy s vEividdels HAAY
T e 29 fdoyd 2£3 #EEFleigenvalue spread
2 AHRolis LMS-LATZE IMS-TOLECE 3 &

=

T oohlel YdANE S oHF RAT
L —

ratio}o]

1.

2| ¢i-§Delay-and-sum) & H47|N)E AHEC +F &
LHpassive sonar} AjA¥ofs b Wizt Al® of &y
(SR &b 9 Zhd 413 MAE g X WS wel AAHY
sltiels AM =zt ZEiow-ship self-noiselo| 33
AtZol wolel® HHzl, 23 13 ol Rl olKe: Xy
2l EH A1%of wla) A Ay ZRo) Yehyer P
3i7; afBoll 2 W |47 Y& o] A UHol
8& wA ok

2 wRofAe AU XN A& MAN AN Y2
WE o] LY ¢ Mdione chamnel} NE T MM EF A
£l HE A& MAZE TOL FTRE ANEYW 4 22
L&} Aps Adtel Ut XA LMS(Least Mean
Square} ¢aelE& A4vtdl 24U & Avh2)(3]. 2L,

%

& AR 3¢ 24t @7l d7e) XY2E o)Fol
2guch

ADD ( Agency for Defence Development of KOREA )

2 +H k& U8 V2o abr] 4P PP (autocorrela-
tion matrix)®) IR EEG] GEAR HE @& A2
SlTH2]. <l VP& B siNM Jan P& 2
& UT Fx§ AlStlel 48 S8 w=A ¢ = dct
{2103104).

I. = Fr-& NA

29l Yol AV} 2] o UPoR 2UY A
ol#fo| 7} AU=EE ZH#od ofelolm 0. WL YArlse
EA AL s(k) o D4 Aol YR X nik)
E o o 5T YA wolyol R Ml oY AE v|® A
g odloir} 65 WYLE FF(sain besp)o| ZAUFAC}R
szt 4 0 Yol i o|FUF FAY X UE
nik) 71 wolgsd Mt

AN geld Mot AR& Tasla] ¢god w g A
Ao @9 xalk) & Ch&2p Reh

xolk) = s{k-m6(0s)) + n(k-86(0s};.0 s @ < ¥-1 { 2-1 )
{7l M. 8(@s) = (d/c) cos(Bs). 00 s Q¢ < 1800
5(6a} = (dre) cosiOn), 0° s Ga < 1800
d AN Azl o UBL VUGE,

oiabd, -4y 2ol 28 X yik) & s
ucl.

M-1
yilk} = T

»=0

an s{ k - 2 8(8) ¢ 27 )

M-1
+» Zaan({k-abBr)rm7y }{2-2)
»n=0
o 71 A, 13=(dre) cos(O)). 00 < 8 < 180°
agt= 0 VA7 AL, 0sas Ml

-7 -



Bhgl 2 AE HUer g B W @AV YK 2YY A
2. & 6; =05 ¥ BYE 86s) = 7i o|2E A&
chi 2} o] EGETL

M- u-1
yifk) = slk} T an * Zannk - p 8(6s) + 0 7;)
axd m=0
»

= A s(k)+ Alk) t2-3)

M-1 M-t
A= £ am. k) = T am nlk-b §{0p) 2 ;)

o0 m=Q

A7,

A2-3AM k) = 0 WRoE VY W A2 2 §
ol USH 2y A& AL Ushdoh 99 A Y&
A% k) L 4 wckd AE & AANRIENE A
£39 AKE HAY + Al M HE VE 2t B
A d2 weew 23Y Y B4 &Y vk BEYE
M B BE RGO F MAKE A R AMNNE 28
3of welch aiziM yitkdel VIER =M FHE HE atk)
F MAsle Bl Hil2) § P8t 2 24 Hebk B
HE AN 2E ¥ K F AN ask A S ER= iy
3T ANE ok F AV €& ¢ A=Y = Jeith o]
PE 0 22 W HA4VIE 2Bt ntk) F T2 o|F
A Lol nik) § B2 YE elk)E ARRYCE clzid 4]
{2-3)3 #2154 rik)e chgat 2ol ¥l

rik) = $fk) « A n(k} 24 )

w1
714, S(k) = I ea sk - a5(8s) ¢ va)

m=0

$t8ad = Tn
Aiz-4) QA (k) A(2-3)8] A7l AZEE A3 ol
1A 6,08 ZAY N €0 ¥ = F UE s(k)
2 ntkiZl 2¥Y AR F9Y @2 Y Bujsol 44
£ 4Eolct mebd. r(k)E VDANXE o] Y 2§ rik)
s JEYH S(kis BY AN s{k)el BB BAY Zasio

nikj o e} stkI® Y4 AHsle gate]
2zl B ske o2 o]
nki2] B3 an23ct ol AL AR & 05 « 0,7 Yol
tk)of sl YHEHE EHe FAY ¢ AUl LHE,
1 2 & Q2 ¢ Adudrcke ¥4 W
8% ohulzl 2N L& WYPoR ZAY ¥ €419
sl ZHEEE 02?7 « 0n?8 [P L G{BpAR0 YR
skI7 AAEE W4 R4S alch

23l ga] dE) pelgdAN 2 g 4
A A3E AE nk)7 A9 g4 Hit2)g WA F3}
B Y des @ 4 o ofnfold 6 BU2E
Z¥S gl A P& AL nkIF B2 AEEHY
Hilz) & $A%ed Bitz) = W27t HIES 8 2 e
BE RKE AAY 4 oA "l

2 yitknRy

jaksTh EAHvariance:

nt

<

8
k2o

LO

A8 k)

mw. =-8 V= A

N2 BAN REE olfste Aays) AR Y ¥
48 et EAQ WYLE Viener filtering 'B'YPel
2lTh(2](31(8). 232 ¢ x(k}F o) &3t ¢4 ¢Y yik}
& 33U, 9H ALEI} stationary el ZHPEA,
Wiener filtering & Bal B 2lg 2 AHmean-squared-
error:MSE) Efe? (k)] M AMeh= A4 HE T3 Ho)
e NA A4 HE Hos2 BF xlg 2aHE Hol <2l a)
¢ 847 FolHE HF I3 &F 4 Uk WA,
3 A4+E o2l @) el

Hopy = R71P (€ 3-1)

017.“4 R & x(k)2} sutocorrslation matrix <], P¥=
x(k)2h “y(k)2} cross-correlation vector o]t}
A3-1DE Folx= AN As HEHE Foj7 ¥ U
246 Rasgo} sle=o] YW BAX Rgo] H= B R
o MA A el A& 2Siolord TT} 1 o
B Mg enEe] M 221w (2)13) elch

Wiener YHE Fd 8k BT A 7x|2) 2oy 713
Zetgt WelE M TOL WE 327 2o, WE Al¢ HE
FUui 1M Y22Awg ol £ AR E LMS-TIL e ¢
o 2 FRE D34y Poo 2 =Rofa AP Al
halk) & THE e} @ojuc),

1 -8

hmik+1} = hm{k) « elk)x(k-u) (3-2)
ox¢{k}

Gat{k+l} = B 0x2(k) + L1 - B ) x2(k} (339

LMS- THL2 332 ¥ A wugel aRY 22 §A +8
71 xuisie Aol lcl oY UHE BYet)] ¢
stol ok 2§ AEAY BREY shpzt AT YElo|
th 2 ATES 22Y o S YIS E ol 78}
B AL ST UEa) Qo{9), sl glefMe 2Z&
21558t oo Apgth Aes i) ol

an{k-1} = anlk) » gin{K)(ealk)¥n- (k)

¢ en-1tklwalke1)] (34
antke1) = anlk) + gn(K)vn(kinn- 11kel) (3-5)
ualk) = (1 - B ) 7 onlik: t3-6)
wafk) = (1 -8 7 3a2 (K) (37)
on?(k} = Boa2tk-1) + (1-8)[eal(k} + wa2{k}] ( 3-8 )
0n2(k} = Bon2lk-1) + (1-8)va?lk) 13-9)
AN, x(k) = eo(k) . wolk) = x(k-1)

en[k) = En-lu() - ﬂn(k}“’n-afk}
wolk) = wa-g(k-1) - an(klen-3(k-1)
vn{k) = va-1(k) - @nlk)wn-1(kel)

Ly -



0¢(B8<1. 1xnsN

LAT 22& Z thistage)oj ME JFUAolRE £@ESE
A0 e 48 B9 IR R RURAS = FHo)
olck [3)(8).

V. ®©-HFe <IE=le]l

MZ Yo e o] Y Y oAU AL
o] LMS-TOL PE e 432t MS-LAT YE & vladd
oh Y Rl AHA Fe des BUNI HH o)
ANOE WA sinentrt EAe St FEEF Y
sty 413 Bmoich

AL L& MA 2l falg (lower cutoff [requency)
2l 2d Algt Fupfiupper cutoff frequency)rt zzd
200Kz, 400Hz%! 8%} butterworth HWEjof H & Zui4
(sanpling frequency) & 1.6 Kz slol Bl £, 2l
- g H4TIE VEE YA R oo 2 8878 A
4 ap. 0 < w < 15, & Dolph - Chebyshev polinominal-& £}
$epart,

3 U3¢t P& AV jJAal Hel 2 B971 BN
WouRs B3 Ui Y alef Hwg EsiRch
AMEE Ade] wutat U wgriy U o wed ok yrh

case | case 2 !
EA 02 ga) 9y 900 51¢
XA A2 AR YAl Wy 290 2%
2Y oy Wy | 9%e 51¢
— Y 5
A 29¢ 29°
l Y | J

23y U §3FE& FL S MAZIY 4] ddez,
2 ue) #¥S FR YYer god, oo N U¥sy
& AEDels Ay dAZ ¢dote ZpEsldAey. X 4l
ol $E AxPe] S\RE -30dB, -40dB, -50 dB. 60 dBE
HUA AR AYE olastac) AR dXe SR 2 o)
&2 ol HeHcl

o

o¥

052
SNR = 10 logio

-

On?
HA7IA, 052 & Y A¥e Fito|o], on? S T2 AXE
2| Z4lelth,

LMS-TOL A& WES] Alge} ARY nj2joje|§ case )
off = N = 302} 8 = 0.9999852 RBAIFIR, case 2& N
= 402} 8 = 0.9843758 YA IALn, S-LAT & YE 2}
o AR nieiefele Y Abpe TOLY 242t g 8

= 09999858 A8l & MAH AP +P¥Act. AN
A2g 28 6, 7ol UEpAch case 12] ARl F Y2
AR 25 AN HER T ARy, Y ux@
A8 Fock 28 case 28| R 9ol= IMS-LAT7} IMS-TDL
S} gl faslAch

case 1 of Y MUY ¥ AZ2f sinen}r ZTYEY A
3@ A% s LMS-TOL 3} IMS-LAT 28 HEMAZA 4
S& vlasidct 23 A% BEH sine PH= 250, 300,
350 Hz ofn] 2§ A)Eefi= 230, 280, 330. 380 Hz 7} B4
godch, olml A1Ze| Tfoil sineslo] Bl 0 @B vIF
ztech Sinertr} TUHE EN OB Y{ 4¥ gl SW
of -30 dB, -40 dB, -50 dB. -60 dB Y ¥ 2}2fed tisf =
¥ 8. 9o IAF Ueldch Ao BE AR 2y Bg
& HAR A& B F32 leh

v. 48 =

2 mPode AL ojrleio) s E AN Ud§ A
Ao ¢y g Y& AANEF F4stAT ARAATE
LS | g olgsto| AeF 2R U, single 2
¥ TOL 2 LAT ZZ§ Ze AS AR AAJE *3¥dz
2eg vinsidch 4R A% 4E AANE §£ A9 A
Ag zted, Ha Yoy gAY Lo o] wNYY
22, AUY4 Yuo® 4% WU Fof AnYYder
~Hgsict,

A2 UF o] B BN Wots] Mo ZUYE AN BF
ol Sy el vEpltls HAAY ¢ AEF BY
. oYyt o g iMS-LAT A8 U AAZIZE MS-TOL
> AA7) Brl $YLEET wB 9A ME(error)}
& ¢ 5 gt oz AME AQdedM YA
Al FEHohg £ 4 U= BEAY A2 U ¥Y
2 38U ols AR 2 BE BE MAZIY Afol
tigb xRl 2y} Yestth sizEct

Ay
glo 32
™

fgo

arooax

I E

{I] & A Macci, "4 Comparision of Efficient Beanforming
Algorithms. © [EEE Trans. Acoust, Speech, Signal
Proc., voi. 32, pp.D48-558, June 1984,

{2] B, Widrow and S.D.Sterns, Adaptive Signal Froce-
ssing. Prentice-Hall, 1985.

{3) U.H.Youn, A Class of Adaptive Methods for Esti-
pating Coberence and Time Delay Functions, Ph.D.
Thesis, Kansas State Iniversity. Manhattan, KS_,
1982.



{4) N.Ahmed and D.H Youn, “On a Realization and
Related Algoritha for Adaptive Prediction,” IEEE
Trans, Acoust,, vol. 28,
no. 5, pp.193-397, Ger. 1980,

{5) R.S.Elliott, Antenna Theory and Desigr, Prentice-

1981,

Speech, Signal Proc,,

Hall. Inc.,

(6] B.¥idrow et al., "Adaprive Noise Cancelling :
Principles and App]i:at;ons,' Proc. IEEE, vol.63.
no, 12. pp.1692-1716, Dec. 1975,

{71 L.J.Griffiths, "An Adaptive Lattice Stiructure for
Nolse-Cancelling Applications, "Proc. [CASSP, Tulsa
. 0K, pp.B87-90, Apr. 1378,

[8) S.Haykin, Adaptirve Filter Theory. Prentice-Hall,

1986,

{9) D.F.Elliott, Bandbook of Digital Signal Processing.

Acadamic Press Inc., 1996.

[nc. .

DN LRE TTIC 1
AnRENT
NG'SE

- atk)

272 dga Ael oleel

vjlk) primary

- mpul + L .
AslK ) —— =9 s e e e l‘J‘I:‘j
target 3 k) - -l ; desired
signal Pty ; I output
'HU 20
T p l ;
:_. ey ;‘_
n{kl — - H(Z}"‘J '
self noise r{k) L—Jr—J
signal reference i "
signal

28 3. AR HA Aoy g=

Primary

[uput
VK ) = e e
XK} -—— e,
Reference T
Signal ; i
L4
o }\H;p tive| ___:
iAlgerithoy
. 2 4. A& L WH
LU vy(k)
‘nwl(_)___.(,y)“ o n( )
o
\71\ {

an(k)‘ \_J ) )

B S B
T (Y I 2 A T k)

afk) = -
’ ]
S Uy 0 WS D
el k) “e(k)
0
18] -
1y
Y
E 0
i
0
~-15
- ; | ]
—5 1 { H |
-3 -~ &) -850 —40
INPUT SNR [dB)
13 6. LMS-TDLZ} LMS-LATS] S\R ®]32 ( case 1 )
X

[dB]

_40 T T6o
INPUT SNR {dB]

3% 7, LMS-TDLY LMS-LATS] SNR B2 ( case 2 )

120 -



® Y
f i
M| PRIMARY
}—— DESIRED
{ \ ™
) LAT
i j
.:-}‘f
-70
1
-30 —— -
‘ {
o PRIMARY
N pedt = g
‘:'.k‘\,_{ il DESIRED
Ty ™oL
! 4L e
_ i ¢_/ LAT
2 Vo
_,_,-"' f‘,] W .."_"‘-—.,._
" '-‘ , —r——
o _/-;’ ..
-90

~30

{dB)

-30

{dB}

-100

a3 8. AlZof sine U7t EHE A mo HY Uz AMEY

(a) SNR = -30 dB §] &2 AY PYE AMEY
(b) SNR = -40 d8 @ A% HH YE AHUEY
{c) SR = -50 0B Q) Z -2 HY 9 £L¥MEY
(d) SNR = -60 dB §] ¥ A UE A¥EY
* — 1 e
is - ﬁk\ \I \A#\\ EORE
™. N
5 4D 'Y ———
AN N ATER LAT
g ° - N AN
< ] D
|
-10 ;
-15 “ . . .. .
o= -0 —40 -0 ~60
INPUT SNR [dB)

2% 9. MY sine M7} TPLEHLE w2 SR €A



