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ABSTRACT

Room geometry is important prior information for imple-
menting realistic 3D audio rendering. For this reason, var-
ious room geometry inference (RGI) methods have been
developed by utilizing the time-of-arrival (TOA) or time-
difference-of-arrival (TDOA) information in room impulse
responses (RIRs). However, the conventional RGI technique
poses several assumptions, such as convex room shapes, the
number of walls known in priori, and the visibility of first-
order reflections. In this work, we introduce the RGI-Net
which can estimate room geometries without the aforemen-
tioned assumptions. RGI-Net learns and exploits complex
relationships between low-order and high-order reflections
in RIRs and, thus, can estimate room shapes even when the
shape is non-convex or first-order reflections are missing in
the RIRs. RGI-Net includes the evaluation network that sep-
arately evaluates the presence probability of walls, so the
geometry inference is possible without prior knowledge of
the number of walls.

Index Terms— Deep neural network, room geometry in-
ference, room impulse response

1. INTRODUCTION

Sound propagation in a room is affected by various physical
phenomena involved with room geometries, such as specular
and diffuse reflection, diffraction, and scattering. Therefore,
knowing the room geometry can improve the performance
of many acoustic problems including source localization [1],
dereverberation [2], and source separation [3].

Sound propagation altered by room geometry is captured
in room impulse responses (RIRs) in the form of various fea-
tures. One of the representative features is the time-of-arrival
(TOA) identifiable from the propagation delay of its distinct
peaks. Therefore, a lot of room geometry inference (RGI)
studies have utilized TOA information [4–9]. In particular,
Antonacci et al. [4] localized 2D reflectors by converting a
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set of TOAs into ellipses. Two focal points of an ellipse cor-
respond to a sound source and microphone, and the common
tangent line across multiple ellipses can represent the room
boundary. Baba et al. [8] extended ellipse-based method us-
ing stack-line detection in stacked RIRs. Common reflection
lines were translated into real- and image-microphone posi-
tions, which determine room boundary. Lovedee-Turner and
Murphy [9] demonstrated that the RGI of complex rooms,
e.g., non-convex rooms, is possible based on RIRs acquired
at multiple positions. They estimated all candidate walls and
then filtered the estimated walls using a three-step validation
process: path validation, line-of-sight (LOS) boundary vali-
dation, and closed geometry validation. The remaining walls
constitute the final room geometry. However, the microphone
array must be placed in a restricted area to secure the LOS
condition for all the walls, and the acquired RIRs must in-
clude first-order reflections from the walls. Despite their suc-
cess in estimating complex-shaped rooms, positioning sound
sources at multiple locations makes it less practical.

Most previous studies assume that first-order reflections
from every wall are visible. For rooms with complex shapes,
however, first-order reflection visibility cannot be ensured
in one measurement with a compact microphone array. The
fundamental remedy might be to utilize high-order reflec-
tions and analyze the complex relationship between low-
and high-order reflections. Therefore, recent studies have
demonstrated the potential of deep neural networks (DNNs)
for high-level feature extraction from RIR [10–15]. Yu and
Kleijn [10], Poschadel et al. [11], and Tuna et al. [12] de-
signed a DNN to extract the complex relationship between
the temporal peaks of an RIR and estimated the geometrical
parameters of a room. However, these DNN-based RGI stud-
ies have a limitation in that they cannot handle changes in the
number of walls caused by various room types, as they have
focused only on shoebox rooms. In our previous study [13],
we attempted to address this limitation. However, the study
only considered the LOS condition where all walls are visible
from the audio device. Moreover, a spherical microphone
array with 32 microphone capsules was used as the audio
device, which makes the approach less practical.

In this study, we propose a DNN-based RGI model, RGI-
Net, that can infer geometries of various rooms. The pro-
posed model has two major contributions compared to con-
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Fig. 1. Overview of the RGI-Net architecture. M , N , and W0 denote the number of channels and temporal length of RIRs, and
the maximum number of walls, respectively.

ventional RGI techniques. First, RGI-Net is designed to in-
fer room geometry without prior knowledge of the number of
walls. Second, RGI-Net is capable of inferring the room ge-
ometries, even when they do not satisfy the LOS conditions.
The exploitation of high-order reflections is demonstrated by
the visualization of temporal activation maps.

2. PROBLEM STATEMENT

The RGI problem can be defined as identifying W walls that
compose a room based on the measured RIRs. In 3D space,
each wall is described as a plane, which can be expressed as
a set (Aw) of points (r = [x, y, z, 1]T) in homogeneous
coordinates, satisfying the equation of a plane.

Aw = {r ∈ R4 | rTaw = 0}, (1)

where the vector aw = [aw1, aw2, aw3, aw4]
T includes wall

parameters characterizing the wth wall (w = {1, · · · ,W}).
The objective of RGI can be accomplished by determining aw
constituting a room. Hereafter, we describe the architecture of
RGI-Net to estimate wall parameters without prior informa-
tion on the number of walls (W ).

3. PROPOSED METHOD

3.1. RGI-Net Architecture

The proposed network comprises three sub-networks: a fea-
ture extractor, a wall parameter estimator, and an evaluation
network. The feature extractor extracts appropriate features
related to room geometries from multichannel RIRs. The M -
channel RIRs g ∈ RM×N of N = 1024 in length are pro-
cessed by the convolutional layer of kernel size 9 and stride
2 and fed into the feature extractor. As shown in Fig. 1, the
ResNet [16] used as a feature extractor consists of four main
blocks. As the signal passes through 1D convolution layers,
the number of channels increases while the length of the fea-
ture map decreases. The convolution layers extract interchan-
nel and temporal features through the multichannel kernel of

size 5 and stride 1, except for the first layer of blocks 2, 3, and
4, where stride is 2. Each convolutional layer is followed by
layer-norm [17] and rectified linear unit (ReLU) activation.

The wall parameter estimator is the combination of the
1×1 convolution and global average pooling (GAP) layers,
which mixes and summarizes the extracted features, respec-
tively, to obtain a set of wall parameter estimations (âw). Ir-
respective of the number of existing walls (W ), the estimator
is designed to generate W0 wall parameter candidates Âc =
[â1, · · · , âW0

]T ∈ RW0×4. A well-trained wall parame-
ter estimator would generate near-zero vectors (∥âw∥2 ≈ 0)
for nonexistent walls. However, to promote the detection of
fake wall parameters, we additionally incorporate the eval-
uation network that evaluates and outputs the confidence of
estimated parameters. In this sub-network, the presence prob-
ability p̂ = [p̂1, · · · , p̂W0

]T ∈ RW0 of W0 wall candidates is
generated through the sigmoid function by considering both
features of the feature extractor and wall parameter estimator.
During training, the final wall parameters are estimated by
multiplying the output of the wall parameter estimator with
the wall presence probability obtained from the evaluation
network (Â = Diag(p̂)Âc). However, during inference, the
binary decision of true walls is made by hard-thresholding p̂
with a threshold 0.9, which is determined by considering the
true-positive rate (TPR) and false-positive rate (FPR).

3.2. Loss Function

In all the experiments conducted, we set W0 ≥ W , and
ground truth (GT) wall parameters and presence probabilities
for nonexistent walls were initialized with zeroes. As the
loss function for measuring the similarity between GT and
estimated wall, angular loss between two flattened parameter
vectors ĥ = flatten(Â) and h = flatten(A) ∈ R4W0 was
employed. That is,

Lang = 1− cos2 θ, where cos θ =
ĥ · h

∥ĥ∥2∥h∥2
. (2)



Table 1. Performance of RGI-Net on different room geometries at low- and high-noise levels.
Room type Total Shoebox Pentagonal Hexagonal L-LOS L-NLOS

Number of RIRs 500 100 100 100 100 100
Background noise level Low High Low High Low High Low High Low High Low High
ACCW (%)
(ROC–AUC, %)

99.95
(99.99)

99.72
(99.98) 100 100 99.88 99.38 99.88 99.75 100 100 100 99.50

∆d (m) 0.10 0.16 0.07 0.11 0.08 0.14 0.08 0.14 0.11 0.15 0.16 0.28
∆θ (degrees) 1.89 3.33 1.68 1.95 2.10 3.69 2.46 3.62 1.39 2.61 1.83 4.76

Fig. 2. Top view of rooms reconstructed from estimated wall
parameters. The black dot (left) displays the position of a
compact audio device. The black dashed lines and blue solid
lines (right) correspond to reconstructed walls from the GT
and inferred wall parameters, respectively.

Along with the angular loss, we used a decision loss Ld in-
volved with the wall presence probability. The decision loss
is defined as the binary cross entropy (BCE) between the GT
and estimated probabilities: pw and p̂w. To cope with the or-
der mismatch in the GT and estimated walls, the permutation
invariant training technique [18] was employed during train-
ing. For training, the Adam [19] optimizer and cosine anneal-
ing learning rate scheduler [20] were used with the maximum
learning rate of 1e−3.

4. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

4.1. Dataset

Although various measured RIRs have been released, their
microphone-speaker configurations are not compatible with
the compact audio device considered in this study. To train
the model using RIRs obtainable from a compact audio sys-
tem, we constructed an RIR dataset simulated using a circular
microphone array with six omnidirectional microphones ar-
ranged on a circle of 0.05 m radius and a single loudspeaker
centered in the array. The device was randomly positioned
between [1, 2] m from the floor and within 70% space of a
given floorplan. In the simulated rooms, the floor and ceil-

Fig. 3. Activation maps of multichannel RIRs displaying the
use of high-order reflections for geometry inference. (a) con-
vex pentagonal room and (b) non-convex L-NLOS room.

ing were parallel to each other and perpendicular to the other
walls. Four different room types were considered: shoebox,
pentagonal, hexagonal, and L-type rooms. Unlike the other
types, L-type rooms can be categorized into L-LOS and L-
NLOS (non-line-of-sight) types, depending on whether the
device can capture LOS from all walls or not. The rooms
were horizontally rotated within the range of [0, 360]◦ to re-
flect possible angular rotations of the device.

The RIRs were simulated by ‘Pyroomacoustics’ [21] us-
ing the image source method (ISM) at a sampling rate of
8 kHz. The absorption coefficient of each room was ran-
domly selected within [0.1, 0.3]. The distance between the
loudspeaker and microphones was always kept constant, so
we trimmed out the direct part and silence region correspond-
ing to the initial propagation delay from RIRs. Two datasets
with low- and high-noise levels were constructed by adding
white Gaussian noise to RIRs. In the high-noise level dataset,
the noise level was sufficiently high to mask the peaks from
third- or higher-order reflections. The resultant train dataset
contains 600k RIRs, including 1k validation data.



Table 2. Performance comparison to different RGI methods.
PPPPPPPPPPPPPPP
Metric

Method Shoebox Convex Non-convex
Ours [8] [9] [12] Ours [9] Ours [9]

∆d (m) 0.07 0.08 0.05 0.10 0.08 0.04 0.13 0.15
∆θ (degree) 1.68 2.49 8.59 2.58 2.08 5.30 1.61 5.59

4.2. Evaluation Metrics

The performance of the proposed model was verified using
three types of evaluation metrics: accuracy of wall presence
estimation (ACCW ), distance error (∆d), and dihedral angle
(∆θ). The ACCW is defined as the number of correctly
estimated walls normalized by the total number of walls.
Since there is a hard-thresholding operation during inference,
ACCW can vary according to the threshold value. To achieve
the threshold-independent evaluation of the wall presence
probability, we also employed the area under the curve of the
receiver operating characteristic (ROC–AUC) [22]. The ∆d
indicates the difference between the shortest distances from
the device to the GT and estimated wall [6,8,9,12], while the
∆θ represents the angle between the normals of the GT and
inferred walls [8, 9, 12]. These errors were calculated only
for the walls that satisfy AND(p̂w, pw) = 1 to avoid the error
calculation for phantom walls.

4.3. Experimental Results

The RGI results on two different noise levels are listed in Ta-
ble 1. The overall result shows that only the existence of 2
and 11 walls out of 4k candidate walls was misclassified in
the low- and high-noise datasets, respectively. The average
errors are approximately 10 cm and 1.9◦ for the low-noise
dataset. RGI-Net shows good performance for most room
types, but the most significant error variation between low-
and high-noise levels is observed in L-NLOS rooms. Fig. 2
depicts the comparison between GT and inferred rooms based
on the high-noise dataset. The left part of each result shows
the location of the audio device (black dot), which was set as
the origin of coordinates during inference. These results show
that most of the inferred walls (blue solid lines) are very close
to the GT walls (black dashed lines), while the invisible wall
shown in Fig. 2(d) exhibits a more significant error than the
other walls in the L-NLOS room. This is because the strong
background noise masks high-order reflections that are small
in magnitude but crucial in estimating the invisible walls in
the L-NLOS rooms. This indirectly indicates that RGI-Net
utilizes higher-order reflections when some low-order reflec-
tions are missing.

To further verify that RGI-Net can exploit high-order re-
flections, we generate an activation map using gradient in-
formation flowing into the last convolutional layer [23]. In
the simple convex pentagonal room (Fig. 3(a)), the activation
map of RGI-Net emphasizes early reflections within the trav-
eling distance of 7 m (20 ms), indicating that low-order re-

Table 3. Accuracy and robustness of the proposed method
against noises.
PPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPP
Metric

Model Model trained with
clean RIRs

Model trained with
low-noise RIRs

Model trained with
high-noise RIRs

ACCW (%)
(ROC–AUC, %)

99.96 → 95.07
(99.99 → 94.91)

99.95 → 99.45
(99.99 → 99.94)

99.72 → 99.80
(99.98 → 99.98)

∆d (m) 0.10 → 0.41 0.10 → 0.17 0.16 → 0.17
∆θ (degree) 1.82 → 7.26 1.89 → 4.04 3.33 → 3.47

flections are dominantly utilized. In the non-convex L-NLOS
room (Fig. 3(b)), in contrast, the high-order reflections up to
21 m (60 ms) have strong activation. These results visually
demonstrate that RGI-Net actively exploits high-order reflec-
tions to secure reliability when low-order reflections cannot
be seen from the device due to occlusion by other walls.

Next, we compare the proposed model with different RGI
techniques. Table 2 describes the performance comparison
with two conventional [8, 9] and one DNN-based [12] meth-
ods. Although direct comparison is not possible due to the
differences in their data and conditions, the errors of the pro-
posed method shown in Table 2 are in a similar range to those
of the conventional and DNN-based techniques under low-
noise conditions. More importantly, the proposed model can
estimate non-convex rooms without relocation of the audio
device to secure the LOS condition, and without prior knowl-
edge of the number of walls.

To check the generalizability of the model, we tested the
model using RIRs simulated by a different modeling tech-
nique. Unlike ISM used for the training data, we simulated
test data using ray-tracing with a scattering coefficient of 0.1.
The test was conducted without fine-tuning, and three differ-
ent models trained on clean, low-noise, and high-noise ISM
datasets were tested and compared. Table 3 summarizes the
performance variation of three models against the ray-tracing
dataset. The model trained on the high-noise dataset exhibits
the smallest difference, whereas the model trained with clean
RIRs exhibits significantly reduced performances in all met-
rics. Accordingly, exposure to noise during training helps se-
cure robustness against the different simulation methods.

5. CONCLUSION

We proposed RGI-Net estimating geometries of complex and
non-convex rooms without prior information about the num-
ber of walls. This ability was gained by training the model to
simultaneously estimate the wall presence probability and ge-
ometric parameters of walls. To this end, wall parameter loss
and decision loss were defined and used for the model train-
ing, which resulted in sufficiently small distance and angular
errors even for the RIRs from L-NLOS rooms contaminated
by high-level noises. RGI-Net utilizes high-order reflections
when first-order reflections cannot be measured from the au-
dio device, which was demonstrated through the visualization
of temporal activation maps on RIRs of L-NLOS rooms.
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