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Abstract
The audio denoising technique has captured widespread at-

tention in the deep neural network field. Recently, the audio de-
noising problem has been converted into an image generation
task, and deep learning-based approaches have been applied
to tackle this problem. However, its performance is still lim-
ited, leaving room for further improvement. In order to enhance
audio denoising performance, this paper introduces a complex
image-generative diffusion transformer that captures more in-
formation from the complex Fourier domain. We explore a
novel diffusion transformer by integrating the transformer with
a diffusion model. Our proposed model demonstrates the scal-
ability of the transformer and expands the receptive field of
sparse attention using attention diffusion. Our work is among
the first to utilize diffusion transformers to deal with the image
generation task for audio denoising. Extensive experiments on
two benchmark datasets demonstrate that our proposed model
outperforms state-of-the-art methods.
Index Terms: image-generative diffusion, complex trans-
former, audio denoising

1. Introduction
Audio denoising is the process of estimating better-quality au-
dio signals from a mixture of audio by removing background
noise. However, removing background noise from many dif-
ferent sources to produce high-quality audio still makes audio
denoising challenging. Conventional audio denoising methods
include Wiener filtering, spectral subtraction, minimum mean
square error (MMSE) estimation [1], etc. In extremely low
SNR and non-stationary noise environments, the performance
of these approaches is known to suffer from a significant loss in
performance. Deep learning techniques have resulted in multi-
ple new audio denoising techniques to tackle challenges in the
domains of speech and audio. Deep audio denoising models
may estimate and remove noise from noisy data to obtain de-
noised audio, or they may directly create denoised audio using
the regression technique [2].

Diffusion Denoising Probability Models (DDPM) have
demonstrated great progress in generative tasks capable of gen-
erating high-quality and diverse images [3]. Although these
models have largely been developed in their own domains, some
researchers have attempted to apply DDPM to the field of audio
denoising. Zhang and Li [4] developed a complex image gener-
ation SwinTransformer network model to generate high-quality
complex images in the Fourier domain by converting audio de-
noising into an image generation problem. This method has
competitive performance and has outperformed previous state-
of-the-art methods, such as DCU-Net [5] and MANNER [6].
However, these methods are all based on classical UNet archi-

tectures, and their performance is still limited. Generative mod-
els include generative adversarial networks (GAN), variational
autoencoders (VAEs), flow-based neural networks, and diffu-
sion models. The GANs-based generative methods have been
demonstrated to be efficient for speech enhancement [7]. The
diffusion model has been successful as a typical deep generative
model. Ho et al. [8] first introduced a class of latent variable
models motivated by nonequilibrium thermodynamics. Then,
diffusion probabilistic models were used to get high-quality im-
age synthesis results using a relatively simple architecture and
training procedure. Recently, diffusion models achieved more
competitive results than GANs and have achieved impressive
results in various applications such as text-to-image genera-
tion [9], audio synthesis [10], and video generation [11].

Most deep learning-based models for audio denoising focus
on time-frequency domain (TF) methods. Due to the estimation
difficulties, the majority of TF-domain approaches only accept
magnitude as an input to real-valued parameter models and ig-
nore complex-valued phases, which have an impact on perfor-
mance. Although WaveNet, U-Net, or other convolutional de-
signs serve as the basis for the majority of diffusion models,
they are not scalable enough to model additional visual infor-
mation. Hence, we explore a diffusion model based on a trans-
former with multiple inputs to capture more information and
gain better complex image generation to estimate clean audio.

To overcome the aforementioned challenges, we design
a novel framework with attention diffusion on multiple input
spectrograms, the complex image-generative diffusion trans-
former network (CIGDTN) model. We propose a com-
plex image-generative Diffusion Transformer (CIGDT) mod-
ule based on diffusion transformers (DiTs) with adaptive layer
norm zero (adaLN-Zero) and sparse attention diffusion to cap-
ture more information. We also design a CIGDT block to inherit
the excellent scaling properties of the transformer model and
save computation costs. Furthermore, we deploy the CIGDT
module to process the real and imaginary spectrograms, re-
spectively, to make full use of the phase information in noisy
audio. In addition, we apply FlashAttention-2, a novel atten-
tion algorithm with better work partitioning, to address low-
occupancy or unnecessary shared memory reads and writes on
the GPU [12]. Overall, our contributions are threefold:

• We propose a complex diffusion transformer with multiple
inputs that can generate high-quality denoised audio.

• We present a complex image-generative diffusion trans-
former network (CIGDTN) model that fuses diffusion trans-
formers with adaLN-Zero and sparse attention diffusion with
FlashAttention-2 algorithm to gain better complex images.

• Experimental results demonstrate state-of-the-art results on
two benchmark datasets.
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Figure 1: A overall progress of our proposed CIGDTN model.
Different modules are marked with different color blocks. The
architecture of the main body fuses diffusion transformers
(DiTs) architecture and sparse attention diffusion. We first ap-
ply STFT to convert audio signals Y into complex images (real
image Xreal

k,f and imaginary image Ximag
k,f ). Then, we feed

them into the model, which generates real image M(Xreal
k,f ) and

imaginary image M(Ximag
k,f ). Finally, we reconstruct clean au-

dio using ISTFT.

2. Methodology
In audio denoising, a mixture of audio signal y in the time do-
main can be typically expressed as a linear sum of the clean
speech signal and the additive noise signal:

y = x+ ε (1)

where x and ε denote clean audio and additive noise signal, re-
spectively, a sequence of mixture signal and clean signal are
defined as Y = {yi}Ni=1 and X = {xi}Ni=1, where N is
the total number of speech signals. Our goal is to extract a
clean audio signal. Typically, each of the corresponding time-
frequency (k, f) audio denoising operates in the time-frequency
domain:Yk,f = Xk,f + ϵk,f , where Yk,f , Xk,f , ϵk,f is the
STFT representation of the time domain signal y(t), x(t), ε(t)
and k, f are the time frame index and frequency bins index.

3. CIGDTN Model
To reduce noise and recover the speech signal, this study
only concentrates on the denoising tasks in the Fourier do-
main. Additionally, we employ a complicated feature encoder
trained end-to-end to enhance the information of various im-
age bands rather than just using STFT features as input. We
also restore the features to the time-frequency domain using
a complex feature decoder. To accomplish this task, we de-
veloped a complex image-generative diffusion transformer net-
work (CIGDTN) model to handle complex image inputs. The
model architecture can be found in Fig. 1, which mainly con-
sists of three main parts: a complex encoder, a CIGDT module,
and a decoder.
To make full use of the phase information in noisy audio, our

model takes all the real and imaginary spectrograms as inputs.
Given an input batch of tensor T r, T i ∈ CN×C×H×W , where
N and C is the number of samples in the batch and the channel
size respectively; H and W represent the height and width of
the image.

3.1. Complex Encoder

Complex-valued input audio is translated into a complex-valued
representation by the complex encoder. The complex neural
network has shown promising performance due to its effec-
tiveness in processing complex-valued spectrograms. To start
with, we transform the raw real-valued audio (y1, ..., yn) ∈

Rd×n into complex-valued tensor T1, ...,Tn by STFT, an op-
eration which decomposes a finite time sequence into a finite
frequency sequence to generate a complex tensor representa-
tion for audio images. Given a complex-valued tensor T , we
use our model to convert the input into a sequence of patches
T = [T1...TN ] ∈ RN×P2×C tokens where (P, P ) is the patch
size, N = HW/P 2 is the number of patches. The number of
tokens T created by patchify is determined by the patch size hy-
perparameter p. Following patchify, we apply specific position
embeddings Pos = [Pos1, ..., PosN ] ∈ RN×D to all input
tokens to retain positional information as follows:

Z = [T1E;T2E, · · · ;TNE] + EPos (2)

where E ∈ R(P2·C)×D is the patch embedding projection, and
EPos ∈ RN×D denotes the position embedding.

3.2. CIGDT Block

Following the encoder, the input tokens are processed by a se-
quence of transformer blocks. The encoder consists of four
CIGDT blocks. The key design feature of the CIGD transformer
is to design a DiT with adaLN-Zero and sparse attention with
Attention Diffusion. We replace standard layer norm layers in
transformer blocks with adaptive layer norm (adaLN). Rather
than directly learning dimensionwise scale and shift parame-
ters γ and β, we regress them from the sum of the embedding
vectors of t and c. We also use a similar initialization strat-
egy as diffusion U-Net models, zero-initializing the final con-
volutional layer in each block prior to any residual connections.
To further broaden the receptive field of sparse attention, atten-
tion diffusion is used. This technique computes multi-hop to-
ken correlations based on all pathways between corresponding
disconnected tokens in addition to the attention between sur-
rounding tokens. An attention layer, a feed-forward layer with
a LayerNorm layer, a two-layer MLP, and GELU nonlinearity
are components of every CIGDT block. A scale and shift layer
is located behind the LayerNorm layer. Additionally, we add
regression dimensionwise scaling parameters α, which are ap-
plied immediately prior to any residual connections within the
CIGDT block.

With such a transformer architecture and adaLN scheme,
consecutive CIGDT blocks can be formulated as:

Ĥl = CMSA(γCLN(Hl−1) + β) +Hl−1

Hl = CMLP (γCLN(α̂Hl
) + β) + Ĥl

(3)

where Ĥl and Hl denote the output features of the MSA mod-
ule and the MLP module for block Li, respectively. γ, and β
denote demension-wise scale and shift parameters for Layer-
Norm layer. α denotes dimensionwise scaling parameters that
are applied immediately prior to any residual connections.

Sparse Attention Diffusion. By combining token correla-
tions that are multiple hops away, sparse attention diffusion was
developed. Especially, sparse patterns consider a combination
of local window attention, global attention, and random atten-
tion to capture token interactions without quadratic complexity
dependency on the sequence length. The attention matrix A is
first used to characterize the interaction strength between neigh-
boring nodes on the graph G, i.e.,

Ai,j =
exp(QiKj)/

√
d∑

j∈Ne(i) exp(QiKj)/
√
d
. (4)



Figure 2: CIGDT block architecture. Each block is composed of a complex Multi-Head Self-Attention (MSA) module and sparse
attention diffusion, and a complex feed-forward layer including a complex LayerNorm layer, a two-fully connected layers complex
MLP (CMLP). A scale and shift layer is located behind the LayerNorm layer.

Sparse attention diffusion utilizes the attention diffusion
process to calculate the multi-hop token relationships on the
attention graph based on attention weights on edges. The en-
tries of the graph diffusion matrix A are calculated to get the
multi-hop attention scores:

A =

∞∑
s=0

δkA
k, (5)

where A is the calculated sparse attention matrix, and the
weighting coefficient δk satisfies

∑∞
s=0 δk = 1, δk ∈ [0, 1].

The sparse attention pattern’s original receptive fields will grad-
ually enlarge as k increases. All paths between tokens i and j
are included in the resulting attention score Ai,j and weighted
by the coefficient δk. Next, We multiply the diffusion attention
matrix A by each value vector V as Eq.(6).

Attention(Q,K, V ) = softmax(
QKT

√
dk

)V = AV (6)

where dk denotes the dimension of K.
Even when the sparsity is taken into account, computing

the power of attention matrices can be unavoidably expen-
sive for long sequences. To efficiently combine the diffusion
mechanism with transformers, we implement the graph diffu-
sion process as the personalized pagerank (PPR) by specifying
δk = α(1− α)k with teleport probability α. The resulting dif-
fusion matrix A =

∑∞
k=0 α(1−α)kAk is the power expansion

of the solution to the recursive equation A = αI+(1−α)AA.
Each power diffusion step is calculated as

Z0 = V = XWv,

Zk+1 = (1− α)AZk + αV,
(7)

for 0 ≤ k < K. Zk is the output of the attention diffusion
process and will converge to the real output AV as K → ∞.

3.3. Decoder

After the final CIGDT block, we need to decode our sequence
of generated audio image tokens into an output-denoised image
prediction. Both of these output images have shapes that are
equal to the original spatial input. We apply the final layer norm
(adaptive if using adaLN) and linearly decode each token into a
p × p × 2C tensor, where C = 1 is the number of channels in

the spatial input to CIGDT module. The term “channel“ is often
used in the field of image processing, and a channel number of
1 usually indicates a grayscale image. Finally, we rearrange
the decoded tokens into their original spatial layout to get the
predicted denoised image. After getting the output from the
decoder layers in the CIGDTN model, we could apply ISTFT to
get the reconstructed audio as Ŷ . The overall training algorithm
is shown in Alg. 1.

Algorithm 1 CIGDTN: Complex Image-Generative Diffusion
Transformer Network for Denoising. Batch of audio input:
B(U) = {U1, ..., UnB}, where nB is the total number of
batch. I is the number of iterations

1: Input: Mixture audio signals Y = {yi}NN
i=1 and raw audio

input X = {xi}NN
i=1 , where NN is the total sample number

of audios.
2: Output: Denoised audio signals: X̂
3: Converting to mixture audio image Xk,f = {Ii}NN

i=1 and
raw audio image Yk,f = {Yi}NN

i=1 through STFT.
4: for iter = 1 to I do
5: for j = 1 to nB do
6: Derive batch-wise data: Xj

k,f and Y j
k,f

7: Obtain the image loss by Calculating Eq. (8)
8: Restore complex images to audio signals using ISTFT

and Obtain audio loss by Calculating.(9)
9: Optimize our audio generation model CIGDT network

by Calculating Eq. (10)
10: end for
11: end for
12: Using ISTFT to output denoised audio signals

3.4. Objective Function

In this study, our model processes real- and imaginary-image
streams to extract more audio features. Then, the estimated out-
put is reconstructed by ISTFT. Therefore, our loss function con-
sists of image loss and SDR loss to fully utilize different feature
information. The image loss is based on the energy-conserving
loss function proposed, which simultaneously considers clean
audio complex images and noisy audio complex images. We
first apply L1 loss to minimize the difference between the gen-
erated images and the ground truth image Lossim,L1 = |y−ŷ|1
Eventually, the image loss consists of three parts and is defined



as follows:

LosstotalL1,im = Lossrealim,L1
+ Lossimag

im,L1
+ |ε− ε̂|1, (8)

where y and ŷ are the samples of the clean audio complex im-
ages and the enhanced audio complex images, respectively. ε
represents the additive noise signal given a mixture of the audio
signal and ε̂ = x − ŷ represents the estimated noise and | · |
denotes the L1 norm.

For the reconstructed audio signal, we also first apply L1

loss to minimize the difference between the reconstructed audio
and the ground truth audio as follows:

LossR,L1 = |Y − Ŷ |1 (9)

To properly balance the contribution of these two loss terms
and to address the scale insensitivity problem, we weigh each
term proportionally to the energy of each utterance. The final
form of the loss function is as follows:

Losstotal = αLosstotalL1,im + (1− α)LossR,L1
(10)

4. Experiment
We evaluated the proposed CIGDT with two audio datasets,
VoiceBank+DEMAND and Birdnoisesound dataset. The model
was trained for 100 iterations on a single NVIDIA 3060 GPU.
We train all models with AdamW. We use a constant learning
rate of 1 × 10−4, no weight decay, and a batch size of 8. In
order to address low-occupancy or unnecessary shared memory
reads and writes on the GPU, we employ the FlashAttention-
2 algorithm. In order to convert audio signals into audio im-
ages, we used the STFT and a 500-point Hamming window
function with a Fourier transform of nfft = 513. Each au-
dio’s length can be different. Therefore, we set the distance
between neighboring sliding window frames to be hoplength =
int(length(xt)/256), where length(xt) is the length of each
audio. The input image dimensions are then resized as [256 ×
256× 1].

4.1. Datasets

VoiceBank+DEMAND is a synthetic dataset created by mixing
clean speech and noise [13]. The training set contains 11572 ut-
terances (9.4h), and the test set contains 824 utterances (0.6h).
The lengths of utterances range from 1.1s to 15.1s, with an av-
erage of 2.9s.
BirdSoundsDenoising was randomly split into the training set
(10000 samples), validation set (1400 samples), and test set
(2720 samples) [14]. Unlike many audio-denoising datasets,
which have manually added artificial noise, these datasets con-
tain many natural noises, including wind, waterfall, rain, etc.

Methods Domain PESQ STOI CSIG CBAK COVL
PGGAN [15] T 2.81 0.944 3.99 3.59 3.36
DCCRGAN [16] TF 2.82 0.949 4.01 3.48 3.40
SE-Conformer [17] T 3.13 0.95 4.45 3.55 3.82
MetricGAN+ [18] TF 3.15 0.927 4.14 3.12 3.52
MANNER [6] T 3.21 0.950 4.53 3.65 3.91
CMGAN [19] T 3.41 0.96 4.63 3.94 4.12
DPATD [20] T 3.55 0.97 4.78 3.96 4.22
CIGSN [19] TF 3.41 0.954 4.78 3.82 4.22
CIGDTN TF 3.55 0.964 4.82 3.96 4.24
Table 1: Comparison results on the VoiceBank-DEMAND
dataset. “−” means not applicable.

Networks Validation Test

F1 IoU Dice SDR F1 IoU Dice SDR
U2-Net [21] 60.8 45.2 60.6 7.85 60.2 44.8 59.9 7.70
MTU-NeT [22] 69.1 56.5 69.0 8.17 68.3 55.7 68.3 7.96
Segmenter [23] 72.6 59.6 72.5 9.24 70.8 57.7 70.7 8.52
SegNet [24] 77.5 66.9 77.5 9.55 76.1 65.3 76.2 9.43
DVAD [14] 82.6 73.5 82.6 10.33 81.6 72.3 81.6 9.96
R-CED [25] − − − 2.38 − − − 1.93
Noise2Noise [26] − − − 2.40 − − − 1.96
TS-U-Net [27] − − − 2.48 − − − 1.98
DCHT [28] − − − 10.49 − − − 10.43
CIGSN [4] − − − 10.69 − − − 10.15
CIGDTN − − − 10.65 − − − 10.25
Table 2: Results comparisons of different methods on Bird-
soundsdenoising dataset. (F1, IoU , and Dice scores are mul-
tiplied by 100. “−” means not applicable.)

4.2. Evaluation Metrics

For evaluation on the Birdsoundsdenoising dataset, we use
signal-to-distortion ratio (SDR) to evaluate different models.
We assess the proposed audio denoising model on the Voice-
Bank+DEMAND dataset using a variety of objective metrics:
perceptual evaluation of speech quality (PESQ, higher is better)
with a score range from -0.5 to 4.5; short-time objective intel-
ligibility (STOI, higher is better) with a score range from 0 to
1. We also adopt subject mean opinion scores (MOSs; higher
is better), such as CSIG for evaluating signal distortion, CBAK
for evaluating noise distortion, and COVL for evaluating overall
quality.

4.3. Result

Table 1 shows the comparison results of our proposed model
and SOTA baselines on the VoiceBank+DEMAND dataset.
As we can see, CIGDTN surpasses most waveform-based ap-
proaches currently in use in all five metrics and performs as
well as other methods with large model configurations while
employing fewer parameters. For the BirdSoundsDenoising
dataset, we report the performance of our CIGDTN model and
ten state-of-the-art baselines. The results are shown in Ta-
ble 2, where the bold text indicates the best outcomes. The
results demonstrate that our model outperforms other state-of-
the-art methods in terms of SDR. Results of F1, IoU, and Dice
are omitted since these metrics are used for the audio image
segmentation task [14]. As a consequence, these benchmarks
confirm that our method for audio denoising is effective, and
our model enhances the audio-denoising performance of both
VoiceBank+DEMAND and BirdSoundDenoising datasets.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we present a complex image-generative diffu-
sion transformer network (CIGDTN) model for audio denois-
ing. CIGDTN explores a new class of diffusion models based
on transformer architecture with multiple inputs to achieve bet-
ter complex image generation and audio denoising. In a CIGDT
block, diffusion transformers were improved with sparse at-
tention. We also modified the transformer model using the
FlashAttention-2 algorithm, which can compute attention with
a great deal fewer memory accesses. Extensive experiments on
two benchmark datasets demonstrate the superiority of the pro-
posed CIGDTN architecture in audio-denoising tasks.
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