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A sequential minimization procedure for constrained least-squares
design of stable infinite impulse response filters

MENG Hai-long, LAI Xiao-ping®
(Institute of Information and Control, Hangzhou Dianzi University, Hangzhou Zhejiang 310018, China)

Abstract: Infinite impulse response (IIR) digital filters do not have intrinsic stability; thus, stability constraints should
be imposed on their practical designs. The stability-triangle is a necessary-sufficient linear stability condition for IIR digital
filters. In order to make good use of the stability-triangle condition, a sequential minimization procedure based on second-
order factor is employed to convert the constrained least-squares design of IIR digital filters into a sequence of constrained
least-squares sub-problems, each of which optimizes only one second-order denominator factor while keeping all the rest
denominator factors unchanged. Design examples show that the proposed procedure provides better filtering performances

than other existing methods.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)

JC B 5 17 )3 (infinite impulse response, IIR)%{ 7
VEI A% LU A B 3 5 i . (finite impulse response, FIR)
B IERAAT S AR PR A T SRR, PRI B
H S OME. {H S IREC 7 P8 e 4 A B A BAR E 1
VR EOREAEIR , FEVBE T ] U 1) 280 A3 2
BRI, DR TR £ I A% e T EUFIR$7 i
BBt SRR

FENREC 7 PEPAR BTy, FoAL 2 R 1) 73 R
KHE—Z2AER, H0 X —— 202
Ao HFRE A RS AE. BN IE ST, X
IESEPE 2 FIRouche s BEPIAE H I X He 4 1)
A PRUESEE A5 A5 0E 1) A8 3 AR L B4, BRI BT 4T
PERE BB A8 W] REREHEBR AL Hh e AT IR o PR A E J
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M L 1K) 73 BEUAR N A BT A i DR~ A4 i B ) 3fe
B, SO A S ] LAAE b3 3 B IR AUE = A1
JE TV 70 00 b TR E PR LT R AT AL 7 BEA T
PSR E S DINVE AR TR S TIVASE S AT
RIS I R GO M AR LE, B K T 3 i 3 L
Vs E T E W Ol FNUE | 253 NI NI K &% a7
AT B 4 Ry AR O HE 2. O T 5 JIAX — TR A, S
BR[814 HH T FhFe T —Br A i A B (K F 41 e /)
.11 7772 (sequential minimization procedure based on
second-order factor updates, SMSOF), X5 Ji 15 1 i) it
A — R BT IR0 R, AT i) ST o B —
AR, TR AN BEA B TR YER 2
minimax B TH1 ) R, G AR AR I .
AT, X 7 VA AE T IRE - U8 % 7% (¥ minimax
BE A, AEAE BRI AL 7870 A I SMSOF
JHERIA R, TR 8 S minimax BV RE IR a5, A

FEGIH : ER BRREASEEE S BITIH (61175001, 60974102); [E 5 5 s JERIHFFTH )20 H (2012CB821200, 2009CB320600).
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A BV RS E LA ne /N SRTC R e i N e A (K78 e M 12 1253

S LSRG I TTVEAHET BRI e 28 L A e /N —
Tttt

BT TIRE - UE A I 20 R dp /N — e B vt 1) il
TE R AR IR A A — B HERE &I (second-order
cone programming, SOCP) 1 — /X # &l (quadratic pro-
gramming, QP)j& N1 K A 1SR g vk, SCik [3]
IS FH e 2 151 (GN) 35 W I 25 45 55 T Rouche’s & B (1)
R P 2T AR AR R ) 5 A D — R 81 QP ) et
K SE BT SCHER[9-1014SOCP /7 2 43 il 5 36 -4
1 J BE (argument principle, AP)! R4 i o8 K0 0B 1
SR RS E AT A 45 5, KSR ARTIR E I 258 1R 210K
fe/N Ve Il SCHR (12100 K F /N p— i iR 22 HE
M(p = 26 LT I /N et 1) AL T4 346 R 2500
RETESEVE IR E PRI, 0] A A QPR K i

ARSCHE SR [8] 4 HH I SMSOF J5 25, 1 i #TIR
B DRI AR A A D e, iR A — R
VLA /N T e v [l . AN ) R LA AR 3
BRI 73140, RO BRI —A B B (DR A
Iy BEN P ANAR), AT A0 B [ (TR 798
P As 0 de /D SRV E 1 IR IX A, AEREAN T I,
FooE ML A R AR = MATEAAE, [ ORAIE T 400
(R Ze P SRR e PRS- A 1K) 78 2. 229 K Levy-
Sanathanan-Koerner(LSK)®! 3 0 5t JF ™ 1) ¢ /N — e
Wt 1 Il QP IR, SR J5 ) FHSCHR (1313
K] = ALCPCLS-GIS A HEAT SR . BLiH LB W, A
SCOTEREATF R e L RS A
2 J¥ 5 & /M 5 ¥:(Sequential minimization

procedure)

F G — N o BEBY B9 0 A MAIN T
TIRJEJ % (T AEE W, BN A AR E). HoA% 346 oR £ m]
T N2 WX GG B B AR B A

B(~ B(z
H(z) = AEZ; - Al(z)AQ(z() -)--Ap(z)’ (1a)
B(z) = botbiz ™ 4 4bpz™ Y, (1b)
Ay(2) = 14apz a2, p=1,2,--- , P,
(Ic)

Hoh:p = N/2,bp(m = 0,1, , M), ap1, ape(p =
1,2, PYuBs i R4 b =[bo by -+ bar”,
a, = la, apl'a=laf a; - ap]t, ERS[]TR
IR

PR L) TR, o PR R 2 A A b PO A
AL BB R IE U A R VR AE AR A p < TR,
IR VER A A E T LI R NS = {a € RY|FTH
Ay (2)(p = 1,2, -, P)IF RN pIIA N},
HARE R ILHIR. 45, = {a, € R?|A,(2)IF £
BIERAR A p I P9}, MUARSE — IR R T ROBE S — A JE

A, S, RN A

Sy, ={a, € R2Hpap1’_ap2 <p ap2 < r’}, )
W& A AR E I KR NS = Sy x S x- - - Sp, H
O FOoRERRBL

WD (w) M E XA S 2 C [0, 7] LS
W (frequency response, FR). i X

BE(w) = H(e")~D(w) 3)

h S BRARER I . H (el) 55 TR ARAR I Y. D (w) Z (A1)
BTGRP, PR N 1 22 . TIREC - IR A 20 R
/N BT AT AR A 2R A AR ST e Tt
R R 2 AROFI 6 i[5 157 72 24 RO R A7 200 T 44 43 5 i
IVARZERTT Mg M, Bl

min ers(€2) = w;QIE(W)IQ =
> |H(e¥)=D(w)f, (4a)

wen

s.t. [H(e*)—D(w)| < p(w), Yw € 2,U8,, (4b)

Forr: SO A e PEQ R AR S ARSI, p(w)
25 7€ MDA N AR ZEL R S
R Fras i B GO0 —Fr A7 I X% 3 R
AN X H (1), @] dE—RR N
. B(e") 2
3 2 | A (o Ay (o) Ap(a) PN
(5a)
s.t. [H(e)—D(w)| < p(w), Vw € 2,Uf,. (5b)

M FESMSOF J7 s JEARL, 368 138 i FBL(S) B Ak g —
ZANE6) T s 73 BE R R I TTIR B 980 4 2
Bl /N e BT 7 il 8L 7R % GEp D) TR, B T
431 B(e) I REU =bA, NO6 A(el) IREEp A —F
TA, () R A H=a, 34T U840, T4 H 7 58

Al (ejw)a ) Apfl(e]w)a Ap+1(ejw)’ Y AP(ejw)H,:] %
HONORFFAE:

. A (e )T (w)b
O

St pay —ap < 7, —pam—ay < p°, ay < p*, (6b)

| AN ()P (w)b
Ap(el)

—D(w)| < p(w), Yw € 2,002,
(6¢)
o
Pl =[1 e
Ap() = Ay(I) - Ap 1 () Apia () - Ap(),
2 (6a),
AN ()T (w)b
Ap(e)

eeru.:]T

i, (W), —D(w)]

P =T )
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A

~
xp = (bT7 a;)T = (607b17 e 7bM7ap17ap2)T7 (78.)
_ P (w) . jwo 20\ T
¢p(w) = (5, —D(w)e™, =D(w)e™) ", (7b)
Ap(el)

M), Fe/h =3 1l (6) 1 RoR A
: o, (W)z,—D(w)] ,
R A |
S.t. payi—ans < pz, —Plp1—lpg < p2, apa < ,02, (8b)
|<p,T(w)wp—D(w)
Ap(ei)

; (8a)

|<p(w), Ywe 2,U8,.
(8¢c)

FH T i L (8) A AE ™ 1), AR SR FHLS KR g H
Ak 1 I R SR A ABRAE 5 R OB AR 2 &
Ay Eml)(k‘) - (bo(k>7 bl(k)v T 7bM(k)7 apl(k>7
ap2 (k)T I AAE B k4 1EAR, ATH 213 21
apr (k), ape (k) H(8a) 73 BEA, (e1) 1 2 I X R 2L

ap Flayy. SRIE, SRR R A5 B, (k+1):
oy (w)z,—D(w)] ,
min - , 9a
i W;Q! A (0] | (9a)
s.t. pay—ay < p2, —PGp1 —Ap2 < p2, Ap2 < p2,
(9b)

FACLAIE)
Ay (k,ev)
Hr A, (k,e¥) = 14a, (k)e “+ay(k)e 2. ) @l
(9) A AN 5 SRR ) K ) J8, A S A FH SCiik
(917 [{ICPCLS-GIF ke sk it

LSK M I SRARLI /N3 1 1) L (6) [ B3 i
iR 4 E IR IERIT Tk = ORI 46 & £ ) &
z,(0), 1 FICPCLS-GIA £ 1% AR K A — R B K i) 7t
), FRIERG Lk = k+1, FHER T AL L ¢
) 5z K3 AR ROBK, X8 ||, (k) —2,(k—1)]| <
Allz, (k)||Ger, AR TS & B VFR 2N, 154
15 1k, FFAEAR BN Wz, (k) B AE 2 ] U(6) IR fif. A ST,
FVFIR 22 S BATN T RKIEARIREK 43 51 240.001
F1100.

AT AN 3 Il (6 SRR SE G, A
SO AT AESMSOFIHESE T, SR AR L1 R fe /N — Fe e vl
] L(S). ZSMSOFSLEE—ANMMEFR. —APER
F—ANLSK 7H35, 4MIEHH LLR ZHAT WIEHR, W1
IXE PAS W o9 BEDS - BEAT A IR IEAR, TTLSKAF A )
FHLSK M AR K fif A — A2 e/ 3 1) . 1L
1A )SMSOF S0 8 A«

$1F Yiihtafib.

2L HMER. Mg =1, , QQN 5 K I 4
TEIRIRED), PATERI LRSI,

| <p(w), Yw € 2,U82, (9¢)

B3 N Xp=1,---, P, JUTH4D.

$4  LSKAFIR. fELSKERIG T sRARLI A I/ —
T HH(6), 1351bHa,.

S LI LA AMIEIR. 435, FbEE
e o REA () I p A W BT A (0) 1) R H )
a, %51 B(el) I R H ) HEb. TR i R 1% 22
77 Mers(92), Wiiers(92) 1 /N al#H AN IMGIR 2
el ke, = (b7, a) )T IAAL L5 /N, W2 114b
PROEER, I, GkSEAMIGER.

L SRV ) B A AT AR ) R 2 2 R4, )
2 (4b)(5b)(6¢)(8b)(9c)JE AT ELIH).

3 B isERI(Design examples)

T H AN BT S R R I AR S AR SR TIR 4L
FPEP AR VLT ISMSOFSE A R, B3 s 3%
ZEDELL Precision T340071 & AL(JE KF /K Bt %5 DU #%
CPU Q9300, 2.5 GHz) - H#E 4T, 11 &5 HU4E & ml LA
{km /400, k =0,1,---,400}.

8% Y8 I % (R 1 BEEAT LA N, A S0 2% R A%< iy
A5 25T Alers (£2)« WRAE 1R 22 (1) B RAELAI Lo i
DA B RE AR 22 () Bt AR R Lo J3 . AR 5 25
77 Fleps (2) =) e X, MR 15 22 FUE AR IR 1% 22 47
il LAy

B, (w) = [H(e”)|—|Dwl,

Ey(w) = grd[H (e")]—7(w),
H Pgrd[H ()] F1r(w) 4 B A8 L H () R D (w)[f)
FEAEIR.

B (w)FEy (w) EFAIR 7O C 2 LEK
H LA Lo B 5 SN

max|[E,,(0)] = max | B (w)]

max[E,(O)] = max |Eg(w)],

Lo[En(6)] = \/T—1<@> > |En(w)]2,

weo

weB

HT(0) R AL OMICE N

Bl1 N = N = 18HMKIEJER 2%,
LI S PRI AR e Y. Ay

et Yw e 02,
D(w) = {07 e (10)

o 2,=[0,0.57], 2,=1[0.557, 7]. A ¥4 4t Sk
[9-1014F Jy fe /> 3Rt vH 1+, FH CAUE A LA
. SRR [9-10115 21 (198 I 2 1) B KA R 21452 25 il
“410.973F10.961.

AR A 0 A 5 M AT 29 TR e .

Ly[E,(0)] = \/Tl(@) > B w)P,
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A BV RS E LA ne /N SRTC R e i N e A (K78 e M 12 1255

e Wi KA m 12 hp = 0.97, 3F BHIR 20k
0.5eHP=097/9(p =1 2 ... 9). FEF£it 20007k 5k
PR AN T I64.95 s)m, #3 2) — AN de KR B2 )
0.97 (R UER 5.

F 1B T A S SMSOF 53 LU K SCHR[9]1)
SOCPJT AR IR & 10 )L /MRZEVEBE, CU4G: 1y
e kmax|[E,, (£2,)NQ2)(MMPE) 1 L, I {i% %

L,y[E,,(£2,)N2](EMPE),
BHAT e K max [ E,, (2,)N2](MMSE) #l Ly g fH % %
Ly [E,,(2,)N2)(EMSE),

W e Kmax|Eg(£2,)N2](MGDE) F Lo 4iE iR 1%
% Ly [ Fy (£2,)NS2](EGDE)SE. 73 # K4l v 13, AH L SC
BRI91J7 VA A5 B A DE B A, BRIEHT Lo IR TR ZERT K
Hb, AT IBE IS IS A BN A3 i B KA RE IR
WRZE LA 2 IR i BRI AE R 22 T Lo MR bR
7 P ORI R ZEABE Y Lo B 1R 7.

k1 RLF kL K[ F ko i
Table 1 A comparison of SMSOF and SOCP in [9]

i MMPE/ MMSE/ MGDE/
EMPE/dB EMSE/dB EGDE
—29.668/ —35.001/ 3.675/
K [9
SHK] —47.348 —47.305 0.222
A —46.758/ —38.777/ 2.942/
—55.820 —52.414 0.241

251 1 T SMSOFJ5 % 5 SCi#ik [10]//1SOCP )5 2
BN PE B a5 10 U R ZEVERE, A4S T0HF Lol (%
ZZEMPE. B Lo I {E 1% ZZEMSE- i 717 Lo B ZE IR 5%
ZEBEGDE A2 Wi W 158 22 V- T Flleps (£2). 5 2248 H,
FH T SCHR [ 1011 B8 UMUK 4L B 022 101 0K 14 (1 5
G {kn/100,k = 0,1,---,100}, A 3C (1192 ) 45401
AR T, P FR A ST B ers (£2) Edl KL1BR4
S (45 W 0132107477 55 SCHk [10]1 25 LR,
AT CUE B, BR T INF Lo BEREIR R R AN, A7
380 11 HeAth 4% 3035 22 44 B SCHR 1017 9245 B 16 /NS
%.

A 2 ARI Tk Lak[10]7 E ey rkbax
Table 2 A comparison of SMSOF and SOCP in [10]

J5i%;  EMPE/dB EMSE/dB EGDE epg(2)(x107%)

SCHR[10]  —47.879
A —55.820

—43.755  0.222 2.56*
—52.414 0.241 5.26**

*?%%Q:{kw/loo,kzo,l,-~~,100}; **ﬁ%():{kw/zloo,kzo,l,~~-,400}‘

FHSCHR (12100 J7 150 AT B TS B R DE A,
BRI T EA2000.949. 0y 5 2 T LRI, AR SCHUR K
Wi 1225 = 0.95)5, H SMSOFSEX AR AT

T 2R W T R 22 1220000k A B %A L I
82.53 sJa, 12— N R AT 0.95 (M U2

Fe3HNH T A SC Ty 75 Je SCR [12]10 5 T-QPI
INp— T VR ZE TT AT B D8 A 1 LR R 22 fE, L
i AR Ly IR {H 1% % MMPE . EMPE, BH i K
Lo A 1% Z2MMSE. EMSE DL A i 47 #5c K Lo
FEIR R ZMGDE . EGDE. $45 % H, A< 3 771245 51 )
JEV A (1) 25 TR 22 ¥8 328 /N SR [ 121 QP 7 V245 2
(U8B AS.

A 3 ALk b L ak[12]7 ke rir
Table 3 A comparison of SMSOF and QP in [12]

S MMPE/ MMSE/ MGDE/

EMPE EMSE EGDE

Sk [12] 0.0678/  0.0785/  4.0087/

" 0.0057  0.0138 0.4306

o 0.0254/  0.0279/  1.2239/
2SS

0.0032 0.0042 0.1285

1343345 T AL v Sk [12] )5 1545 2]
(R A5 7 O T 228 5029 i 5 1378 222 i 288 AR iy A8
IR ZE. TSN, A SCHISMSOF 745 81 17 8K )
BELS TR0 B /N PRI M) [ 1578 22 AR/ P T v AP AE IR
VRZE, AR AL Ty (RO AT A A5 B S (Rl o

20 T T T

— A
0 N SCHR[12]

,20 -

S TSR / dB
5

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
w/n
B BRSNS (12007105 8 AT W i e
Fig. 1 FR magnitude responses of the filters designed by
QP in [12] and the 2nd design in Example 1

0.08 : — :
0.07} S —AX
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0.05 .
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0.03 P
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0.01

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

w/n
B2 B RER 2N BETE AT (120053245 B R i iR 2
Fig. 2 FR-errors by QP in [12] and 2nd design in Example 1
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Fig. 3 Passband group-dealy by QP in [12] and the 2nd design
in Example 1

PR ORA SO B AR ZE LR, e BBy
p(w) = 0.0059. BRI ACEEZHIp = 0.97, HI4h
s 0.97eHP=097/9(p = 1,2 ... | 9),

A SCT5 05 SCHR (8177 VL4 ) (D 45 e KA
145°40.97, 3 b BEAT ORI N DR ZE IRAES (12)
53 11240.0059, 0.0057.

Klage T ASSCTT R SCHR [8) 7 R4 21 H AR )
IR ZE MR 2. IS AN S5 1 5 SCHR (817 VA3 3]
IOETESIRIVA AR S

x1073
6 .

{8

A

I E IR

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
w/n
WL TEASC A SCHR [8]1 71245 B A A i 3 i3 2 i

FR-error magnitude responses of the filters designed by

1.0

0
0.0

K 4
Fig. 4

least-squares and minimax in [8] in Example 1

20 T T T T

IR / dB

1.0
w/n
B 5 1A SRS SCRR 8] A AT B KR i
Fig. 5 FR magnitude responses of the filters designed by

least-squares and minimax in [8] in Example 1

RABNH T A T7755 SCHR 1817 1443 B EHE 2%
TIPERESRAR, EUFE: 1l B KR E R ZZEMMPE |
MMSE, i iy 5 BH iy I {8 1% %2 fit £ EMPE. EMSE, 1
W 5 KLy BEIEIR i 22MGDE. EGDELL & 58 Hi %
BT T 7 EE I R). A £t v 45, AH B SRR (8177
1, ARSOOTFAF BN e 2%, AR I8 7 BH A S R MR
R ZE W BEAE IR K, (R IR ZE RE /M 25 5
A, ARSI BT IS TR KR sk ).

A 4 BIIEH AT kD LK [8]F ik ik

Table 4 A comparison of SMSOF and QP in [8]

in Example 1

Fiik MMPE/ MMSE/ MGDE/ ] /s
EMPE EMSE EGDE
SCHR 8] 0.0057/  0.0057/  1.3771/ 1920
0.0035 0.0054 0.1220
& 0.0059/  0.0059/  1.4790/ 360
0.0023  0.0033 0.1405

B2 Wit EM =19, N = 221 7 )E
Weas, IR TR I Ry

o—i30w
0,
Horr:

2,=[0.27,0.67], 2,=10,0.157|U[0.657, 7].

AR N ZE AR B R RA p(w) = 0.0180. F K%
REERSEICh p = 0.99, 1 HIERE 28 T m A
0.5eHP=0)7/1 (1 = 1 2 ... 11).

AT SCHR 817 1545 21 (1) DE B 258 J5c K
12495 5 290.970210.9598, T8 7 55 BELHY B5e KA 26 1
RS (£2) 7373 240.0180410.0219.

FTSHI T AT 5 SR (8177145 BRI D 4%
Ik REFR AR, A T 5 A KR fE % 2 MMPE |
MMSE, il 47 5 B 47 i {8 1% 7 e fREMPE EMSE, il
i KN Lo BEIESR 13 2 MGDE . EGDE A X 58844 H
Vvt P SR R). 23 B 2 mI A5, AH EUSCRR (817772
P BUTRIIER RS, A STV 3 (1) D8I s 5 R 22 1
7N, W I R K/

& 5 B2 AT ik L LK [8] 7 ik iR
Table 5 A comparison of least-squares and
minimax in [8] in Example 2

MMPE/ MMSE/ MGDE/

Vw € £2,,
Yw € (2,

D(w)

Jiik INfTE) /s
EMPE EMSE EGDE
SR [S] 0.0219/  0.0219/  4.5440/ 1987
0.0092 0.0032 0.6994
A 0.0170/  0.0180/  4.4959/ 528
0.0066  0.0069 0.6017
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P65t T 1245 30074 15 SR 817 v 49 B B
ARSI, T LA HUASO 350 T H
R 817155 /N AP B 7 52 M A M

0.025

0.020
0015

0.010

AR A R 2

0.005

0.000 1 1 1 T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

w/mn
&l 6 24 T332 5 SR [81 77145 I H A e i Y. 1% 2= R

Fig. 6 FR-error magnitude responses of the filters designed

by least-squares and minimax in [8] in Example 2

74 1248 S5 1055 SCRR (817 VA4 2 (1A i
UL EREe

MR / dB

B

w/mn
7 BI2ASC IS SRR (81745 2 AR HA i 3 i L
Fig. 7 FR magnitude responses of the filters designed by

least-squares and minimax in [8] in Example 2

4 %5 iE(Conclusions)

A SCWFFE T TIREL 7 I 28 L R de /s e v 1)
BN T A BIE B AT RS E BRI B, ASCR A TR
TE A TE RIS ML R AT, HE R T B ik
ARTH P85/ MY 715 SMSOF, K511 il %Ak
— RINBER W TR B 708D 2% 2 20 e /N — e
k1 10 B AR i N LS K S5 Ak  29 R e/ — 3
VAl U A R 25 5 SR AV 2 1k 240 R — 0 il
FB, 31 F) JHCPCLS-GIST VL EAT KA. 45 E syl R W],
I PR JER: 25 e/ i v I ik A7 b, A

SR B SN DR B 159
AR MR S5 2 minimax B4 EL, 46
TR BN BB BT B0 B2
i, SEALEL T O LK.
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