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@  E. AT #3509 s B (Electroencephalogram, EEG)fZ 5 £ R P £ £ 7?1‘5&7?‘1’ iﬁ% , 4% 3
5 1% 2] 0z ik A= IR 3 = A 69 R & (Electrooculography, EOG) 4 F#., AXR B EAERRF ZEELH
# & 4 # (Complete ensemble empirical mode decomposmon with adaptlve noise, LEEMDAN) o 2wl
L+, ## 5 % & A (Blind deconvolution, BD) R | F L EOGHE B F &, ZH xH LER

CEEMDAN 7 i % 4 A t4 3% ¢9 EEG 13 5 4 f# & & F B A 4 & % 4L (Intrinsic mode function, IMF) %
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A New Method for Electrooculography Artifact Automatic Removal Based on
CEEMDAN and BD in EEG Signals

WU Quanyu, ZHANG Wenqiang, PAN Lingjiao, TAO Weige, LIU Xiaojie

(Institute of Bioinformatics and Medical Engineering, School of Electrical and Information Engineering, Jiangsu University of

Technology, Changzhou, 213001, China)

Abstract: Due to the weak electroencephalogram (EEG) signal during the acquisition process, the EEG
is mixed with various physiological artifacts, so it is particularly susceptible to electrooculography (EOG)
interference caused by eye blinking and eye movement. A method for constructing a blind deconvolution
(BD) model based on complete ensemble empirical mode decomposition with adaptive noise
(CEEMDAN) is proposed to achieve EOG artifact separation. Firstly, the CEEMDAN method is used
to decompose the EEG signal containing artifacts into several intrinsic mode functions (IMF ). Secondly,
the modal component is used as the observation signal to send the EEG signal and the EOG artifacts to
form a BD model. Finally, the separation of EEG signal and EOG artifacts is realized by constructing the
cost function iteratively. To verify the proposed algorithm, the standard Children’s Hospital Boston
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(CHB) and the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) (CHB-MIT) scalp EEG database is used
for experimental verification. The correlation between the EOG artifact separation data and the original
EEG data is analyzed, and the correlation coefficient is 0.82. The results confirm that this method retains
most of the original EEG signal components and has a good effect on the separation of EOG artifacts.

Key words: EEG signal; EOG artifacts; empirical mode decomposition; blind deconvolution
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i H, (Electroencephalogram, EEG) % % 40 & £ & M A A4 BLAE B, 2 50 0 AP ] R G2 008 T
B AR S i AR A s M R ECRE W EEG (R 5 A 5 Z BIM S T30 . W0 2R AN BE 58 40 44 B e
T 520 EEG {5 5 20 B TAR K 32 B 52w, QA5 5 B9 RRAE B2 RIS 5 19 20 28 R, Ui A
VA ANAZ it H 3 B 1) AT TR S S 5 T . B A 52 i A RS A T AR B (Electrooc-
ulography, EOG) £ .0» H (Electrocardiogram, ECG) £ AN L (Electromyogram, EMG) 1h
PRUEIRE S v SOOI A g T I T R s EAT DB AL B, EMG T ECG Thik 5 BOR B E B N
HE R REY , REM ZNNEE AW, Bl TIREZMAH A EWEZRSESES RERER
EMER L EEG G5t WA EOG thilk , HAOWE AR K. sk, 5 EEG 55 A M H &84, X
EEG {5 5 K5 B2 m AR K

I JUAE B AL T ROR B R e, B TR 2 IR B EOG D il R BR 3 0%, BAKRT 40 73 0 LR
SFPIr A | (B R R A S A 307 ¥ . MR R TE T T SE 0 EEG 55 i il i #: B, 5 2
o3t AT O 30 1L bR AR TE) I FE I B EEG 5 5 Oh 38 I, 22 3 U AE S i 2k . H 2 MH
2 AL Oh 8 A, 5 Al D7 3 A R R AR S A B o I v e I O R e T S R A
BRI 8 EEG A5 5, ks 5 A D7 L A L. i 3045 5 4k 3107 % 60 4% 32 523 20 (Principal
component analysis, PCA) A1 Jft 57. i 43 43 #F (Independent component analysis, ICA)H*1], Mannan
SEUSIOTERE 0 A R T (8] 09 0k R B g 1 TR A ICA J7 ik LB 528 T EOG Thalk i #L bR, IR B T R 46 1Y
EEG {55 %4 , (02 3% 0y 1 5 22 K &t 58 30 MR A B 22 PRk 73 . Mammone S04 HE 2L T (Wave-
let transformation ICA, WT-ICA) i) EOG fhili 7 B J5 ¥ , B SoK EEG {5 5 FIEE /N7 it 25 /N
Be o, FEUCE A O, I TICA 23 #2385 /N B Ak 4y B b i EOG Jr = #E M A EEG {5 5 0 %07
THE R PR e U 58 A ICA TR RTE i i ok, EL/NBOE T N Tk 9% 0 BUBRAE AR T —Fh ot
W RS A T H BB BT T EEG (5 5 i O3 BE B L 1% 07 22 % EOG P 73 B BOR B B2
5 B WL AF 5 7E 4T InformaxTCA gb B, 7325 i 1 Bl 35 2008 151 2%, [) i 0l ol 1k 5305 1 e A9 37 Al A
JE o B Ak KPR I T B OE N MR OE A 48 I S 0 i RN ST 43 0 BT AH 45 45 (Complete ensemble
empirical mode decomposition with adaptive noise and independent component analysis, CEEMDAN -
ICA) Y33 16 EOG T3l #: 6% U7 % . 1% 07 ik id ICA 4391 K CEEMDAN 43 it EEG {5 5 i 13 19 24>
[ 4 B 2% pF 4K (Intrinsic mode function, IMF) 43 it 44 8 o Z 4N IE A5 5, BRI BB A 200 H 55 ICA 20 b
J5 2 AN IRAE 5 B BR A (8, i S5 3 TG BOE A R 19 1 X 4> EEG 43 i ML EOG J3 i o 1% R TE IR
TEIA A B TR AT T ORI O3 G o A SCHETT AT ST B R |, 455 T CEEMDAN
Jr 5 B0 58 £ 19 (Blind deconvolution, BD)J5 ik , #& i T —Fh ¥ ) CEEMDAN-BD J5 ¥ o %5
AT CEEMDAN F1BD W J5 2k 19 2 B AL 7E0R B UG EEG 15 5 i 2R AE B, B 3 W Y 52 31 H
EOG fhill 45 ER , 7T EEG 15 5 19 4k BEFTH A A (425 3RE 5 b 23930 B 42 1 — i BE M O7 iR % .
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1.1 CEEMDAN-BD &%

S PE % CEEMDAN-BD & 3k i 1, 8 1 : p
2 A AR IR R R I A S B SR A S SR YL e g
UEVE PRAN IR S A EOG thilb iy EEG B 5, i K1 CEEMDAN-BD %3k i Fi &l
A CEEMDAN T i X Ji t il v A5 5 & T 3 i Fig.1 Flow chart of CEEMDAN-BD algorithm

138 N4~ IMF 45 & . K45 2189 N4> IMF 1R R
BD % BUSLRL ) LI A5 5 AR 4 EEG 55 i A2 3R I B B G B BD (1 J5U 8 44 #0555 th EEG {5
SR EOG Hh3l 4 FUR A 1 B B AL, ks A% b il R R A R 2 (2)= As(2), Horh a(0)Fm W AF
TR T o MBS 3T EOG Dhilk FJE h ik EEG 15 5 2 8] 4 A0 B0k 37 AR 4 196 & B xot
i1 Ak J5E BN 5 AL S Tk B TR 5 A B LI A% 5 £ ST AR SRR (W), XA eR B T (W) R AT L 6 3 1k
TR, b WOR A A S M 2RSSR RS WO R WL R AR S(0)= Wa ()4 375
EEG 55 M EOG thilh 41 5 i I8 A5 5, 2l 56 843 15 .
1.2 CEEMDAN % fi#
CEEMDAN 43 it AS [6) F 4 5 45 45 49 i ( Empirical mode decomposition, EMD) . 144t EMD 43 #
Gy 1 IR SR 28 ) B2 250 52 0 43 g ME AR PE o DR M DRGX — [B] 8, CEEMIDAN 3 fifé i AT 35 357 1 e s
TREWF
(1) A2 WA 5 Hhoin A s 357 1 W 75 20 R A M55 2 (1) = o (¢)+ oo’ (¢), Fo i a (2) R WA
FLo0 JRE LAt I AR PR AR E 22 L w/ (¢ ) WIRAAN (0, 1) 43 AR I IS L j= 1,2, -+, N
(2) X, () BIF NYCEMD 53 15 5 NN — B 40 Bt 5 BO9 8 15 208 — MBS M IME | (1), )
mN);j‘:M{u)ml(N) (1)
[R5 1A REES r ()R
r(0)=x(t)— IMF (1) (2)

(3) HIW AR BAR S r (ORI R D BOR AR L 20 02, X EMD 73 2 (9585 1SS 3 7 I ASE
LB AR5 5 r (OMISAS 5 r (2)+ o0 My [w (1) J#E4T EMD 73 i i3 258 2 S i IMF L (1), B

o 1 N ;
IMFZ(Z)—N;MI{rl(tH—alMl[w(t)]} (3)
U o TRREE 2R i B MR BRUE 22 s M, [« 1N E B 34T EMD 2 f# 5 8956 a D IMF B35
BT s M [ W (2) 18 EMD 4 i 7= A= 9 58 1AM B B T 5w/ (¢) 3R 55 IR 43 AR A 11 B

(4) PEFRHR(3) , ELRVHT 12 BT i 45 B 9 A B A 5 BB B D BOR B 2 24> 458 1k 20 il 75 31 e
KRR T R(), B

R(t)=x(t)— iIMFk (4)

A K F RS D R R B bR RS R ZH L k=1,2,- K,
RIS S o (2) B A

x(t)=R(t)+ iIMFk (5)
=1
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TESR RJZ i RS e DR 5 r (2), B
r(t)=r,— IMF (1) (6)
Fok+ 1MBERSTRIME, ((£)H
IMF/c+] ,\]ZM {r.(t +64Mﬁ[wj )1} (7)

KA IMF (1) R H kNS, 0,38
1.3 #HEERERKMAIY

TR B 1A RS e I ) M 7S bR U 25

WSS 2 ()=[x,(2),2,(2),,2x(2)] HH CEEMDAN J7 %3k 45 , (R 1% A8 B0 I 15 5 18 m 4E R
G5 s()=[s1(t),s5 (1), 50 ()] RBBURABIRE, WAES 2, () B FBUR & B K
t)= i}iha(p)sj(t*p) (8)
j=1p=0
A LFRIR RS IR Ry IR SR A M s p=1,2, - [ — 1,
W K g w B 8, B R Kw = m (w4 [ — 1), 0 5 2 EEG A5 S 0I5 S 2. (2) R
x()=[x,(t),x;(t— 1), x;(t—w+1)]" (9)
K (9)E B R 7 IE 0T 15
(=[xl (1),x; (1), 2, ()] (10)
IEET B RBURAGER H x ()= As(0) R 2 MBHR G R HEA=(A )] £RH
h;(0) hi(1—1) 0 0
. 0 h,(0) hy(l—1) 0 : (11)
: 0 . : ' 0
0 0 hy(0) hy(1—1)
AP Ay B NIRRT B DI A B RIR G, =12, K, j=1,2,-
AR A I A B 0T 7 Ak S R 6 AL Ky R I YR A A H’JM{WE%LMW‘ B ( )o W s(e) i H
AH T B R s (T) 22 HeXt f 5E F , vl RoR Ky
Rs(t)=E{s(z)s"(t—7)}=bdiag {[ Rs,(7),Rs,(7),--,Rs (7)]} (12)
K o FIRIFAE bdlag[ ]i%/T G Hxt £ B
WIAE S 2 (¢)=As(0) 0 AR, (2) Al RR N
R, (r)=ARs(z)A" (13)
et FH 396 B T R
WR, (t)W"=Rs(7) (14)
WA RIE, g=1,2,-,Q, K8 £ R.(r,), # 57 =X (15) Br /w B9 84 o6 E T (W), fif
WR, (z,)W" {35 X Ff BB o0 4 3 %
min:J (W ZHoffbdlag[WR W (15)
f*'“'”p?%i‘fﬁl@ﬂ’] Frobenius 548 ; W%’zﬂ“{w FEBE A AR I o, BRI AE g = 1,2, -+, Q; TEHT 4T
7, F,R, (7, ()M A A A R, (7,)= AR ( q)A“,offbdlag%%riﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂkﬁﬁjﬁ%,nif’]o
1.4 HIEHEE
) B 2 k2% T (W) #EAT 4 (16) — (18) B iy i 4% .
W,..=W,+a,d, (16)
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ﬂk: ngng (17)
g 8
dHl:_gﬁ 1+ﬁ/¢(1/ (18)
Ko, WP K FEFHEEE AR SCGE S LB R IEMNE M B A e d BRG], do=—gos g

] A (19 RS
Q
Z [ offbdiag (W, Ry (z,)W YW R (z,) ]+ offbdiag (W, Ry (z,)W " )'"W,R,(z,) 1}=VJ(W,) (19)

HEAAHT B AEFEA=D ZV”XT:L" AT . Hob Vv, D i o= 0 [ A H R
O)FRIE(E 2 R T 1% . RS R, (0)= VDV”,V%m%&ﬁ%%ﬁﬁiﬂi@m’%ﬁ{ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?,I—lﬂﬂ?
Dqﬂﬁﬁﬂf#?ﬂﬁ%‘”ﬂﬁ &P HES . AR B R T
(1) BEBGH AR 4 W R RIAR (R W T PR AEAL AL B BRI 4R A £ = 0, 2 1k Bl e > 0;
(2) HE g =VI(W)WHE, 5 d=—g
(3) MG A 4 WA EAC R W, %cuﬂw@ﬂcww Wi/ W iilles
(4) FIWE W, — Wl <<elTMar . Moz, Wb bR Ml w=w,. ;
(5) 2 nuw F WS BE W RIAERL , B b= g, WA= F+ 1, W, =W, ., k& 5 5 58 (2); 3 4 3+ 5
8+ ﬂFﬂd,,H Bk =08 (3).
i 20 W 3 AR B A5 30 B WOR A A W, B R S ()= War(¢) 3453 T D03 B9 EEG 15 5 BLSE IR
EOG%:LM%#E;O
1.5 tLe&&
R T4 b B M AR S TR B R W B L 2k R B A M WT-ICA 8 3% Ml CEEMDAN-ICA B ik 5
A SCHE I BT O I HE AR BT . WTHICA 5L SR & M F EEG 15 5 40 B 19 DB4 B /N 3 Xt 5
SHEAT /NI S R, B E EOG 4 i 5 EEG 43 & 19 X 40 0 (8, 3 3 ICA X 43 fift J5 19 4 &t ik 47
EOG 4y 84y B , i & ¥ i 8 JC EOG th 6 I EEG 15 5 o % 4, CEEMDAN-ICA 35 ¥ 22 2 3@ 5
ICA 4y 1 ¥ CEEMDAN 73 fff EEG {5 %5 i3 i 2 4~ IMF s Ml h Z2 NI AfE 5, B9l A F
EEGHE ST BB E AR, KES I HEESBROBEBRMAE. He CEAE -1 HMEA,

I B R A=un(x)tin (22 (20) ] & pa(a) = & B R
St
Hpa(an)pa () pal )= 1ogn Ep Vog( pa())im 1,2, no FJF 3 1 TG 2 9 B

WS 5 b 2B & EOG il & A EOGHhil iy M5 5 B &, 313 L EOG thilk Y EEG
5%,
1.6 WFHFHE

N A BT DR 305 B A BR RO IR E BRI S EEG 15 5 00 J5 15 Bt 4 B AR, 5 AR C R B R
YERVER 1, vl R

E(I;—;)(y,-—E)
R(x,y)= ! i=1,2,-.,n (20)

Sz~ 2 ) /Z”](y, 3 ¥
A TR RSB BAREA T EOGHE R EEG 55 sy BB ILB1T RN EEGFS
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2 KIGHE

o VA BT 4R HH T 7 2 1 P B L R CHIB-MIT Sk B fi iy M08 2 2 9 () 4 o EEG {5 5 3 7735543
Mro CHB-MIT 3k Jz figi o, 85035 A5 5 A SR FE M0 2R ol 256 Hz, B4 SO 4% 23 Il i R E EEG F 5,
S HER K 16 bit?sl, CHB-MIT 3k Bz In it B0 B v 23 6388 38 B0 A0 3% 08 g R A% Bl dn ] 2 B s o

| R G

abs AT AW mwwmwnmwwm Y
ggg%mbd“:{m & “, Tl v “’M
725 N P e

B4 03 N s

P4 02 L omos AU , 3124
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gzi':‘?é MW Y
T17)-71~:¥g o NMWW iy 1 l ‘ Scale
FRoe g R . ' £3
T8-PS WWWWMWWWW I-
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B2 MIT f 5080 12 23 f e 38 il HL £ 5
Fig.2 EEG signals of 23 channels in MIT standard database

5 54 0 B T XE L O (5
B i P MIT S8 7 o 0 — 8 5 S8 8 47 50 7 BF 5
HUIE EEG {55 5 R4 {6 B2 th o B 1) o B3 46 PPN 5 |
19 EEG {5 56 4 5 5 KO OB h 10 SO 3 s, = °
KRR 2 5604, TLLAEHE BN RAGHEAR
R 150 1V, B (5 B P G A R RO B R AR |
L . 3 0 U 5 9 R 6w
tls
3 XBEMARELERSN B3 IR 10 s 525 A0
AR S CHB-MIT Sk J i o 508 e vp 6 2 10 %K Fig.3 Selection of 10 s test data
200
HEHEAT EOG Dyl EBR AR ER  JF 55 i MRV AT Ikt 2 doof | B
AT D35 5 B il L 4 BT O 5 4 VR T 42 1 7 3% g4£ANWWWNWWMWWMW
F 92 PR M LA B T S SR e—————1——,
3.1 mitE © iR
R A B 45 A1 220 V50 Hz 38 i HL I A 52 1) (a) Original EEG signal
B RAEH EEG 3 4 6 TB THR BN, % doof |
T 30 A AT L O B S I 0 gﬂ£JNMWMWMWMWWMWm
T E X EEG {5 S A7 IR AL B . A SCX EEG 9—2000 : i ' ; o
{5 S UEAT I 58 %Ky 0.5~60 Hz i i yg D ab #2 . [l Lotls
4 CHB-MIT Sk J% ity $CH8 5 o i 5 £ 5 3647 Bkl )
Ab BT I A BB L g5 SR . NI ATTLUE L, 4b B B4 BALFLS 9 EEG {55 X H gk 3

Ja &S R B IE A IR Z & E B, R A8 Figd  Comparison results of preprocessed EEG signals
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Z a4 s Sk s XK (HJE IR L EOG Ph 3k 1 i {H JL-T- 3 A 11 559, U6 BT B EOG Ph 3 9 M50 % 18 43
B AT UERR o 43T 35 R AT RE IR H EOG Bh a8 14 531 3 1l 43 432 300 i HhL 43 199 400 %, R B il 3l 7 B 1)
SRR 1 RE

3.2 CEEMDAN-BD 75 % R B8 th il 4% &

T e H CEEMDAN Jy 2 56 08 I Ab 35 i K O 10 s 19 EEG {5 55 R T 40 ik, o0 Mk vk i S 808
Hg:0=0.2, N=100, 53 J5 153 B 19 224~ IMF 15 2 BD 35 B T v g L300 {5 5, 0 i 445 SR &1 5 i 7, i
9 IMF H2 EEG {5 5 5 EOG thilk (iR & R M .

BB WM AE5 H EEG {55 F1 EOG Dhilk 2 55 5 % BUR A M R AR =X (8) s . 5 2/
FIR JE P % , WU ) 3 K w = 6, 2K :H = (H,) 1o, o1 JH = a,; + b, z*l,aﬁubuﬁ%m¢ﬁi%§&o

B EEG 555 EOG Pl i IR AR A8 3l 1 A3 AN s B B IR A B o (£)= As(2). FiT
SR A 0 A SCHE R, (), 8 FH 36 6 WLﬁﬁm,zmzt(M)Fﬁmo BT, B E 7, (g =

+,Q,Q=20), kﬁ%z/\k ), AL AR R ) WR, (z,) W HHEXT f BB o #a i %
FFthm&u iﬂﬂﬁf‘&e v Wﬂf WE/JE—ﬁE{EWO AR I BRI GRS £ = 0, 2 1k B {4
e=0.01, 7w 5(2)= éMJ 1 EEG 55 A EOG thili 40 IR A5 5, I S0 B . Iy

B AR IE 6Tu%tlj%‘W%LHﬁE()G{)@rﬂ:iﬁdﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬂuﬁ,%ﬂfzi@ﬁfﬁﬁzﬁfi‘%o XF HE EOG Phili#: BR iy
M EEG 55 BRI A A K 3 32308 3R 09 EEG (55, A X 8 A 1 o g ab 3, sl B 7
A . I 18] 6 i LAFE 2 19 EEG {55 BUa£E 1s, 4 s 15 s Kb A7 B S A9 Bz MR Sl A5 Dol , B3k
Ak PR A 1] R AT DA Y I IR S B0 15 5 0 B 8 A W S e T A LS 5 LA 4] 6 Hh iy Sk TR A2 B IX .

s === ]
= OE = 0 200
o OE 2 100f -
=0
S 0E o b‘ YU "L WA
. . 1= ~100
v Gr L - 4 ,200 L L 1 1
S e 0 600 1200 1800 2400
sy OE= e Ao %ﬁf‘i
. (a) B DAz 1A o HL
SR - (a) EEG signal with EOG artifacts
e 0|L/\7,—/ ——  — ——— ———————— ——
200
plUEEmeEES ——————= Z 100F .
] —— ~ 9
|| ——— ] IE -100 |
o= " —————m -200 : - : :
500 1000 1500 2000 2500 0 600 1200 1800 2400
a—EEG; b—IMF1; c—IMF2; d—IMF3; e—IMF4; /—IMF5; g—IMF6; (b) 2= BR I8 1 Ao ERL I
h—IMF7; i—IMF8; j—IMF9; k—IMF10; /—IMF11; m—IMF12 (b) EEG signal without EOG artifacts
K5 CEEMDAN 4t 5 24~ IMF 41 & K6 CEEMDAN-BD %5 ik Fi 45 5 %) [
Fig.5 Multiple IMF components after CEEMDAN decom- Fig.6 Comparison of results processed by
position CEEMDAN-BD algorithm

3.3 WXL A ERRB TR R

& 7R T WT-ICA B b3 FRME EEGE S H4E R . 75 WT-ICA Bk it 250k
B, %8838 A F EEG 3 540 B 10 DBARE/NE 5 HLi B 40 2 1 250k 6.

XL 7R LUE , WT-ICA BE £ B EOG P b e {8 W S, (F 2 % L 4 #R AT 9 )5 46 EEG 745, 4%
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KR )5 B9 EEG 155 v o A W) S i Bl 2k 35 2 9 0025 i 4 B NI I3 ) B o028 7 D s BB T2 T2 AR, R i
600 Z Hi , WIS e Wi . 59 4h , 76 R RE 51 200 1 1 800 Bz &b, 5044 ki i 15 5 24 A K& B BB 5
A DL AT W T-TC A B33 X2 i LA 5 A A SR AN AR

& 8 45 i1 TR FH CEEMDAN-ICA Bk AL B 5 45 5 . CEEMDAN-ICA B35 B X &% A EOG th
W EEG 15 5 047 CEEMDAN 20 fift . #4503 CEEMDAN #6743 2 $i i% & 5 A8 3¢ h CEEMDAN-
BD Bk S8 — 8, Mg 4745 K bl LU O 30 4 B 5 10 45 5 14 JE I 2k AR B T R A
ik LA L, (EL PR 308 4 63 ) 208 SR AN S AR ) D d , TSR A 2 100 J5 19 EOG Phy e Ji 53 I il i B2

200 200
2 100f - 2 100f
a0 = O’““W g
= —~100 = —~100
-200 L L L L -200
0 600 1200 1 800 2400 0 1 200 1 800 2 400
(a) B Dy aZk B I L (a) B Dy aZk B I L
(a) EEG signal with EOG artifacts (a) EEG signal with EOG artifacts
200 200
% 100F — 2 1000 i e
>~ 0 MMWWWWMW >~ 0
g -100 | g -100 |
_200 1 1 1 1 _200 1 1 1 1
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(b) Z Bl s f Mo ¥R 8¢ (b) Z Bl s f Mo ¥R 8¢

(b) EEG signal without EOG artifacts
7 WTICAFIEAL BRES X 1L
Fig.7 Comparison of results processed by
the WT-ICA algorithm

(b) EEG signal without EOG artifacts
K18 CEEMDAN-TCA kb #2553 L
Fig.8 Comparison of results processed by
the CEEMDAN-ICA algorithm

3.4 HXREWIHESN

S E— 25 VE A 3 ARk X R G R A DR R R
BE L4y Bt CEEMDAN-BD &3 \WT-ICA % 2 fil
CEEMDAN-ICA B LA # )5 19 EEG 5 5 i EEG £l

®1 3MFHEBXRHITL

Table 1 Correlation coefficients comparison

of the three methods

AR RBU R, &5 R INE 1R, . CEEMDAN- WT- CEEMDAN-
M LA LU Y, 220k 3 Fh vk b 3 U B0 AR 56 B ) BD ICA ICA
CHB-MIT 0.82 0.64 0.76

B A, CEEMDAN-BD 835 % T EOG £hif /4 #: Bk
BOR A IF BA SR 8 T EEG BRSO b i 4y, 1
A RO 0.82, X L WT-TCA BVE A OC R EUZ 0.64, &k IR XF UG EEG (55 I ARG
BIRRE L . XN WT-TCA 5k A 2 %08 1 EEG {5 51, 20d /N8 fu s | il EEG 7 54
B4 A /NI R B SRR R T ICA % AR 2500 DR B 5 S8R > TGS . A
A IR A ORI /N R BB S T 2 0 EEG A 8055, BN B A0 55 R L Dh s 9 /N R B0 8 2 9 3L
AHEEGHE S EK . FBASCH SIS RIS T AT ARBERE, 5540, Zad 2 WT-1CA Bk g #xt
LU, i & B 2 s AT 45 R AR R E o AT CEEMDAN-ICA B9 , BUR A EOG 3l 1: 5 25 B 0 L 15
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