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<Abstract>

Improvement of Packet Loss Concealment Algorithm by
Utilizing Next Good Frame Info.

Jae-Hyun Kim, Min-Soo Hahmn

In real time packetized voice application, missing packets are major source of voice
quality degradation. Thus packet loss concealment (PLC) algorithms are needed to guarantee
QoS of VoIP. In this paper, we describe packet loss concealment scheme utilizing the next
good frame which follows loss packets. When this scheme is combined with other PLC
algorithms, such as G.711 pitch waveform replication recommended by ITU-T LP based

PLC algorithm, additional voice quality improvement is obtained for consecutive packet loss
larger than 60 msec.

* Zo]; AE Ul ABH(VoIP), EFIA(QoS), L&Ay (packet loss concealment(PLC))
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