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In this paper, we propose an offective speech reinforeement technigue under the near end acd the fue -end noise
environments, In general | since the intelligibility of the far—end spocch for the noar—end listener is significantly
reducerd under near—end noise euvironments, we require a far -end speech reinforcement approach to avoid this
phenomena, Specitically, based on the estimaved background noise speetrum of the near—end, we reinforce the far-—-enid
speech spectrum by incorporating the tore general cases under the near—end wilh backgeound noise, Also, we propose
the novel approach {0 reinforee the actual speach signal exceptl for *he noise signal in the far—end noisy speech
signal, The perfornmmce of the proposed slgorithm is evaluated by Lhe CCR (Comparigon Category Rating) test of
the method for subjective determination of trapseission quality in {TU=T P SO0 under various noise eovironments
and shows better performances commpared with the conventional method,
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