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Three dimensional reconstruction based on improved empirical mode decomposition

LI Xu-Qin, CHEN Wen-Jing, SU Xian-Yu
(Opto-Electronic Department, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610064, China)

Abstract: Aiming at the problem of the edge error caused by the traditional empirical mode decomposi-

tion(EMD)method, an improved EMD method is proposed for eliminating the decomposition error in the

edge zones of the signals in this paper. A mirror extension method and Gerchberg extrapolation iteration

method are introduced to eliminate the decomposition error at edges, respectively. The improved meth-

ods can effectively suppress the mode decomposition error caused by the signal edges and improve the de-

composition accuracy of the EMD. When they are applied to analyze the deformed fringe pattern, a bet-

ter reconstructed result of 3D surface can be obtained because the background component of the fringe is

eliminated well.

Keywords: Empirical mode decomposition; Mirror extension; Gerchberg iteration; Three-dimensional reconstruction

1 35

ZRUR AN Rt R 1998 AR 4R H B — BB 9
FIE N AR5 08 5 s B RS 5 AR A BRAS [ A5
5 PR %L (Intrinsic mode function, IMF) (1 42 4
AR ) IMF J3 58 A0SR IR G A5 5 A ] st [a] RUBE # Jeg
FRARAEAS 5. EMD 43 a] JH TR PR s 5 ab 2E
I AT R A T = A 0 AR A e A R i = 4
(105 2 TR

T

KB 2017-01-11

EMD Jpfife 3 F %38 50 Hr > 73 fift 2o 72 op il 209
RS LT g RO gs. SRR (R 5 1 il
FLAk o DR it = B8 w0 S A TG RA B E LR g
FEI A BE 18] . B EMD i £ 301 AL BB R
(o 2l o 52 e R AT R P 25 . B AT T R
i 2 SFBOS B T7  n BUE AR (R RS VT 2
AAUEIE BT W 46 19 28 4 12 . Rilling G Hi&
JE AR 550 B A A 1 A 5 19 i R O
S8R 1 VF 0 45 5 O AR (R A BEA T AR B 5 5 T 20U &

EETIH: EFEHEKFFHAURSEAITR LT (2013YQ49087901) 5 MU I A A 4 ([2015] 100-12)
EHZ BN BB 992—) 2, W+, FEMF G = 4L IR 1 (58, E-mail: 1158223522@qq. com

BINEE : BECHr. E-mail: chenwj0409@scu. edu. cn



112 Wl K FROEARFF ) % 55 %

U ARG oRBIOAS BE S B SRR A5 5 o et BRI 1)
A Ak R I O 5 3 T b 8 0 44 1) B 4 O 95 B AT
S, H 5 A R s f#. Rilling G Gi{R 8 #i
202 EMD 3 fift rbw F 0 30 B0 3 vk %
R A 5 199 3 1) A0 1 s W15 5 E 47 %k A 1 b
AT R B 45251, fH Rilling G B &
P17 b 5 MR 4l 2% BB 30 45 4 AT R b L 5 RO TR 1Y)
FEAR J5 2 I AT Al T B0 SR 1 K

ARG EMD 43 fif #8 6% — de E @ rh )iz
H. ¥ Gerchberg #Mi iR 1 41 )7 % 51 A EMD
3 XF Rilling G SR & 41 F1 Gerchberg #Mi
YEARIE #1197 B B AR EMD J3 i 31 U515 22 L 32 5 40
i MEAF BE TEA TN L. 3 T b A 4 U7 45 G EMD
il L FH 3 B 1 A L ok R g e B R A = 4
gtrp il ik EMD 43 fif 45 2 28 P 5 80 54 i
T 53 T ) A B b A 46 5 3 R (TP 0 5 1 352 Wil » DA
13 & FTP I & 90 RS 2

2 EXRFEIE

2.1 EMD yEAREFEIE

25 RS A3 i — b A 3E A AE A
REBE 15 5 20 M A PR, 42 I3 D 1o SRR Uk HE
G 1) — 2 RS eR A i — A5 2 oR B (IMLF) 0 250 it
AL A 5 < 28— 5 5 A S B E F i %
MEEMENEEZMHE -1 R AL R
BB AR AR ) B 2% (b A 6 2 i Jm) 8 B /DML 1) £ 2%
CPF %50 MBIME %,

Ph—4E EMD 43 2y 5 ST AT 5 s(0 R
EMD 73 fift J& v AR 7R R

s() = Dl + 1,0 (O
i =1

BIES s(O B3 #8457 TA ¢ (0 Fw 1) IMF fil—
MERRI r, (O WL SRS BRI T D F4K s
(O JITA 119 Jr 3 A A RV /IMEL A5 R = WRE 55 47
B A R EME S (O MMM 5 (0 Fl
e/ IMEALLS s (O 5 THE L R4, B2 4

%do:ﬁéi;ﬁﬁhﬁﬂ—ﬁfﬁﬁﬁmﬁ

S () =s(0) —e(w) HIW (DT L IME (4
AAE W R K 2 COAE R B — A IMF 848 ¢ (0 5
FAE L WK R (OFE R —AFRES  EZ U B
B H R B R IME 80410 o (. FIRTUE R
(1) = s() —c (O, 2) FWr r (ORBFW LA
R LR T U] A DU ASE L O A R 5 A AN

WAt (OVER—DFES  EE L IR RIR
13RI BREL ¢ (0 BRI 7, (O I TS
A5 IR ED 45 AR i 3. b T PR S T i S A AR )
A AR T X H D G AT ST . R S R AR
F Rilling G Bif% 2t A1 Gerchberg M 125 8 3 S2 31
R H B s EMD 3 i i ME B 1 5 0 B 2%
Srs St FTP Y 52 0.
2.2 Rilling G EHERFE

Rilling G & 18 4 #1 32 F) H il AR AH 2 X015 5
HEAT X R HE A0 P 2 =S RAE L AR 5 SR = R 454
(HARTS 5 5 1Y b N4 5 5 R 3 7R M (E s 4K
ML Z Ah. DI 5 09 22 i 4 1 R ) 17 iR Rilling
G BRI 2.

WA A as LAY SE — DR AE L & R b
W /IME R e Y S e R OR(E b,
FEH B AME c0 H a>c. I RLEE — A B K AE A B
AL AE R X R AL B 5 — A B 28 = AR
) B840 B 15 2 T 310 O T X B A X R A DX B, A 1
Ca) it 7 s 45 a<<c, ) LA 3 sSC0EL AR R X6 R A0 o 4 g 152
B 5 AN AR ) B B 1R A I B 0GR FR X
FRAG X3, & 1(h) 7R, A, 5 bl 1 ) 56 3R
e /ME o PR B RAE by B a<<b, W DLSE — A1)
M A AR AL B AR R X R R B — AR ME B2 =
AN/ I 1 A B 15 52 T 30 G T O R S B Y X
B, A 1Co) s 45 a=> by ) DA it 54 1R S X B
S e B B A IME B BE B AR B T
X R A R B X3, an ] 1(d) s

F—B s, (O 55, HEYPREYS 500, #
WG 500 (O R BUE Y 505 (0 4K

sy (2) = 61
Jng (1) = cos(10xt + 10x)
cos(80mt — 15 w)
$93 (1) = {
cos (60 mt)

Lg(t) = 551 (1) + 502 (2) + 505 ()

HCI BRI A2 7 2R AR AR A 40 Ak 245 3 1Y )L
Tt 28 el 2 Fron. He BRI RoR AR 5, (0 #EAT
FEFAL IR, By = RE SR AT B AR U 5 1 b A 4 Fi-F-
Brfags, B0 R R AR AE 40 7 AHE S
5o (0 FATAEIRST o 1 = IRFE SRR (E ARG 5 0 T
KR4k, T UL SRR ATy X i B
A2 PRI HER AT A R = EMD 3 fige ) R 2
2.3 &4 Gerchberg SMEE R TR R

TR T A HDEHRGE 16 = 4E D & . CCD 2k
AR BT WA e B B AR T 25 B0 TE BX AR 5, 4

t>0.5 (2)

other



%14 F 4

CHF A TAREGRMES MO TR

113

AR PR ARG R R N Gf.. [ =G
forf) HG oo £+ G (s £0. 3 Gy (fs

I GiCfos fO R G (s 50 R IRAR 5 )

i, — N — 3%, Gerchberg #M i 2 4T 72
Sy XF CCD RAE Y 25 BCEE 07 I 41 X ZE 41 )5 1
SO YA S AR e, 75 3 LGS o A, R

25

— Singel
— = - Miror axigngon
2| ———gymwetry axis
T
1.6 !
&r v "
v 4 e
1 i T
% 1 ;0
[P
asF Ty 1
[ \
| vy \
o vy v
A !
D6 i\,
- i A A —L e
.1\1::' -S00 [+] S0 1000 150
(a)
28 Singel
— — - Miror sxtension
2| —— —Symmeiry anis
LY
161 L] &)
[ fy
[ Iy
! ¢ [
| B
g as t ! i
‘ ! ]
’ (. 1
af V!
V/
D81
— -~ i L
|E]IJ -500 500 1000 1500
(¢)
A1
Fig. 1
s2(t)
8
8
@
g 4t
g2
<
0
2 L L L L L L L L
0 100 200 300 400 500 B0O0 700 800 900 1000
s2(t)
8 Upper envelope
Lower envelope
6 Average envelope
@
R
g 2
<
0
2 s
0 100 200

L L L L L L L
300 400 500 8OO 700 800 900 1000

B2 EFIHy: 2350 s sdTLEFHHLET
LA T QL% T EIHS . 2T 5 (0 3% &3t
FTHBEEERIG ET LY EL

Fig. 2 Upper part: the upper/lower/average envelope of

a signal without mirror extension processing, lower
part; the upper/lower/average envelope of a sig-

nal with mirror extension processing

Rilling G 1% 2E 41 J7 FE A Gerchberg 414 %
fRAE 5 0] LK EMD 43 i 76 371 5% 4b 1) 152 22 BEAIG
BE T e e E.

0 A R T U L R IE A — GO P AR A
SE AR A B — AN SE SR BORT AR EC B IR A8

A AR B0 R DX RLARAIE 2 XA P RO 2.
HA IR ERR B A O b 0 5 2 80 1k

I~ i: R Y LY AN Ay . ™. P —
TRESR. XA SR BN S kAT T AMEH.
3 -
singel
26| = — Mirror axtanaion
- = Symmaetry axis
2 Y
\
186} \
[
1 \ b
- v
? as} A
1
o “1 ll
!
ast \ ‘; ‘.
at ]
]
16
'&J 560 0 500 1000 lﬁlﬂﬁ
(b)
25
a singel
2 = = Mimor extensian
t b — — — Symmetry axis
t5 A :
TN K
[
1 ¢ \ !
b ' v !
gos ' \ ,’
[ ~
o ! E
i
as !
'
4 )
K =00 G 500 1000 1500

(d)

RSN SR R DAR PN

Four difference processing methods of end point

2.4 ZREE FIP AiEERRIE
T = B = YED L B IE 5K AR L
) e I A A 2 T L AE 5 4R O B — g e 1
I] 5 AR A5 T S 32 W A s B A R 10 AR TE AR SR S
HARBL AN RIR A

g(x,y) =alx,y) +

b(x,y)cos[ 2nfox + @lasy) ] (®))
go(x,y) =alx,y) +
b(xsy)cos[ 2nfox + @ (xsy) ] 4

Xp fo BEBEEI, alx,y) BH =G, b(x,y)
RGO o(asy) PR E B A h(x,y)
SR AL H . @ (ouy) MR A AL X 23 5K
(3)FCA) F 53l S A7 A0 L 72 e, U A AR SRR ML )
JEHEAT 904 L AR 46, ] DUAS 3] 2% 20 rh #5747 % N B
I v 2 A1 B0 4RI A L 15 L L 3R h

Ap(xsy) = o(xsy) — o (xsy) (5)

) FH AR A7 JF SRR A A R S O
EY I 6.2 7/ NSRSk TR



114 Wl X FFROARAF R % 55 %

T FTP BP0 EERT AT %%%?fﬂ?*ﬁﬂ%‘ﬁ
AFGEITE SR AR, XRAE B AR T A 80HAT
EMD 73, 7 Tu&ﬂlmﬂﬁﬂﬂ’?%%ﬁ?ﬁ. A

Srhyds s i LR e FTP BRI EDRS EEAERL Rilling G
BERIEHAN Gerchberg SMAIEIES F] LUK EMD 73
TE SRR IE AR B T 20 B T 2.

2(1)

0 1UU ZUU 3UU 4UU SUU EUU 7UU EDU BUU 1000

: W\JW\/UWWW\MN\WMNWWUW

0 1UEI 200 300 400 SUU 600 700 BOOD SO0 1000

PAVAVAVAYAVAVAAVAVY,

0 200 300 400 500 600 700 BOD 900 1000

$21()

Empirical Mode Decomposition Based On Mimor Exiension

_ 6
.
&3
[IJu d
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 BOO 900 1000
1
‘il]
A " L L "
100 200 300 400 500 B00 700 8OO SO0 1000
1 T T T T
N
gﬂ
a1 . s L s N s N
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 GO0 900 1000
o]
<t

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

(b)

DO 100 200 300 400 500 €00 700 800 900 1000

Empirical Made Decomposition

100 200 300 400 00 €00 700 800 900 1000

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 BOO 900 1000

1 PR I
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 BOO 900 1000

100 200 300 400 500 €00 700 60O 900 1000

(c)

B 3 (a) s, (1) B AW (b) &t EMD 3f 5, (1) 45 (c) 44 END &f 5, (1) 855 %
Fig. 3 (a) s, (1) and its components; (b) decomposition result of s, (#) using improved EMDj

(¢) decomposition result of s, (#) using traditional EMD

3 ITENRR

3.1 EFREEHE EMD 45 fFiEH

THE LRI 50 UE 20 i) EMD 43 J7 15 10 A
Bk SRR SR EMD 43 FscEE g EMD 4 fi
SHES 5. (O W o ss R aE 3 pros. Bl 3G JiE
55 (0 KHHER Y R ] Rilling G 5315 SE 9 %)
55 0 AT A OT AT EMD 43 i 43 i 45
W 3Ch) B 7R o3 fiff R B9 45 0 i BCHE R, TR
%58 EMD 5 85 58 AE 56 — RS /- i iy il A
b Y R 22 W S AR I R BUTESR = RS K
A AEAT B L B 30 iR,
3.2 ETRGEEHRMWEMD YRR T=4FE

BERIMIIA B peaks PRELFRIN  HZR KN .

Z =31 —2)exp(—2" — (y +1)*)—

10(% - *ys>exp(*ar2 — )=

%exp(*(rJrl)Z*yz) (6)

7 B WU TS R AR BCR A B Y 45 L
35 506 5 BLADL A8 B R LR R
I(x,y)=0.1%Z+40.5cos(Znfox +p*2Z)+
N(x,y) 7
FHorp 3840 f,=1/12, N(x,y) FBFEHLMES , EZ 0
Rﬂ‘ﬂz 512512 pixels. F 4(a)FR B = 1.5, &
T3 YoBEALIE R R AR BBl R TR A
Yﬁ@’:ﬁ‘f& Xof B R PER AT /N B 1B O B A AR R
AR 5 AR M 7S X o i 0 52 . R T B AR A
iztE EMD 43 . AT LUH BR 75 505 FTP (952 0.
K 4(b) FRASIE 44055 256 17 HYME 48 EMD 43 fift
KL B 4 (o) ROR Al — AT B AR IE 4 J5 EMD 43 figk 141,
Bl 4(d) FoR 1521 EMD 53fif J5 81 1Y = 4ETRE
4 Ce) FeoR A 52 22, FLR 52 25 51 0 b I 25
0.0361,f KiR2: K 0.6883. & 4(HFE 4(g) 4
B R ok MO EMD G5 fif 3 B 2% 808 55
FTP (yd d 45 R 5 iR 25 Hobr i 254 0. 0129, 5%
KRR H 0.0845. Al WL FTP ddoRs 42 & 1.



%14 FEF, 5 ATRAZHREIS S MO EE 115

Posion Y/Pixel

200 300
Positon X/Pixel

(a)

Empirical Mode Decomposition Based On Mirror Extension

Empirical Mode Decomposition

T T s T g o6
& 04 PMAMMAAWWMANVIVMATE 7T VVVMAR S04
50 100 180 200 25 300 360 400 450 SO0 o 10 150 Z:AIJ 2&' ilJJ 3;.: 4&' 4&' H;:l

T T

gnal

L UQB}W\N\{W\N\/\NWWVW\ 01
= H L L L . f L L 1 L L o9
50 100 150 200 20 300 30 400 450 500 e ¥ Addll]
QEQE/ 50 100 150 200 250 X0 30 40 450 50
= 1§ L L L L L I L L L 01
50 100 150 200 20 300 30 400 460 600 € o
1 T T T T T T T T Z 01 N

i) I 1 n It I I 1 L 1
. X ) . ) . - - ) S0 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 S0
50 100 180 200 260 300 350 400 450 &00

: M 01
S R
i

L L I L L
60 100 180 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 Htg - - T

IMF3

1. T T T T T T " ]
& o 4 .
f<in] 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 50 100 150 200 250 300 380 400 450
(b) (c)

Hight/mm

200 200

y/pixel 0o x/pixel

(d) ylpixel vo x/pixel
(e)

m

Hight/mm
Error/mm

600

200

200

200

y/pixe 0 x/pixel
pix y/pixel 00

(f) (2)

B4 A% EMD 5404383 EMD & # 4 R 5k
(a) B = 1.5 WHAETE S5 80 5 (b) AETE 805 256 1116501 EMD 43 5 (o) ZETE S 8U5 256 17 B4R E 4 19 EMD 43 fif s (d)
FlCe) fE401 EMD R & 45 3R 515 2% (DM (g) BRI ) EMD PR &2 19 45 51 5% 2.
Fig.4 Comparison between the traditional EMD and the EMD based on mirror extension
(a) deformed fringe pattern whenp = 1.5; (b) decomposition result of the 256th row of the deformed fringe by traditional
EMD; (¢) decomposition result of the 256th row of the deformed fringe by EMD based on mirror extension; (d) &.(e) the
reconstruction results and errors by the traditional EMD; () &.(g) the reconstruction results and errors by EMD based on

x/pixel

mirror extension.



116 Wl K FFRCA KA F R

55 %

3.3 ET Gerchberg SMEE R ZRESHE
XFARIE 458U 1E] 4 (a) i 4T Gerchberg 3% X 14l
HEA A5 BN IE AR 5 BR K /IR 600 X 600 pixels, Ul
S iR, ARG X4 R SR8 34T EMD 4y
fift, 1l 5 (b)Y T 4 o R — A AR B0 & B AR S

530 5 8 GO I 26 SO X B, 1 EMD 3 3
T
100
200 “(((
'% 300 ( *” “ |
& 400
500 : ‘ ‘““(
600
200 300 400 sou
Positon X/Pixel
(a)
15
10
g 5
]
20
5
-10
500 :
600
i o
yipixel L] x/pixel
()
B5 (a) mRBEMHEMEs. (b % 307 47489
Fig. 5
ject; (d) recover object error
f =B

YRS UE TR 5 O i AT M. e
JIT B F 3% A (45 : EPSON CBX-25) (1 43 #F 5
41024 X768,CCD(#I5 . IDS UI-1545LE-M) /Y
Sy PR 12801024, B Py A& K A7 KA
HU CCD SR A1 350350 PG IX Bl i 17 &k B L 45 80
WE 6Ca) fras. X T Sk HME SR EMD 43 fig #l
U EMD 43 I BR 25 8075 5 5 FTP il & 25
A B 6(b) Z LS EMD 43 i 5 B 2 80 = a5
FTP #4548 ¥ 6 (o) /2 Rilling G BRI LA
EMD 73 15 B 2 805 5o )5 FTP S 452 ;6 (D &
Gerchberg AMB S5 & EMD 43 16 bR 25 807 5

EE'\
Jo FTP EgE R, n LR HB A nL%ﬁﬂiéﬁé

W s B0is )5, R FTP Jy v 158 4% & i JF i [
5C0) fiR IR ZANE 5 Fas. HAK 2 45 5 (10 hr e
i 2524 0. 0135, e K i 25 K 0. 0955, A W2 T
Gerchberg AMffi % 18 (9 = 4k P 5 & 3% 22 A 1 iR
FF Rilling G 2B #)iR 2Z 78 [6] — = 2% . {H Gerch-
berg A1 12 £ J5T 2 5T {7 R, 4b 2 R PR

ical mode position based on G g ilerative
=
Z 2 WA A WAAAWTRAA AR
@02 1 L L " L s ! h
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
= 01
o
e R
o 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
~ 1 T o T
E usm / \]
= L " T L L " n N
o 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
o 2 T T T
] S =
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
24 ]
2 \ , : i M
o 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
w Hg T T T T T T
gl —

- 1 L 1 L L L
o 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

(b)

Error/mm

ylpixel 00

(d)

x/pixel

ZEARE G M. (O WEHK, (D KRILHKRE

(a) Deformed fringe after iteration; (b) empirical mode decomposition of 307th row; (c) recover ob-

EMD 77 fift B8 S HERR & U 2019 57 4\ FTP =4
HHAE

5 & it
1 SCRHE R AT )9 EMD S F 41 85 FTP
Wiﬁ%%%&ﬂm@.kuﬁiﬁ%ﬂﬁ%x

H Rilling G B8 4E 44 F1 Gerchberg Sh i i% 14 3k 2
5 EMD 23 fiff 0 50 1 L 8 it i) EMD i Oy vk
FIF =400 B v TG BR A 0 SR A FTP
I R2 R SE R T BCEE Y EMD 3 fig 45 R F %L 5t
EMD J3 i 45 SR B9 S e DL R AT T FTP i
o B Y 2 R A SRR UR 22 0 LEL RABUR S 6 AR
R T O A 28 56 B 25 0 il T FTP N A, B]
PSR iR FTP 00 o4 5 131 L



% 1M FHE, 5 ATRAZRHESI MO =T 117
g
:
= _ -
& £
Boam
100Pc:siton leg?xel — yipixel 1 %0 0 0 e
@ (b)
6
g ¥ m . 0
£, é
£ . £
2-F
350 0
x/pixel o0 xipixel
yipixel " * 0 ’ yipixel ‘ * 0 ’
© @
H6 () BHBEFL. (D) BANZRRESMEEN=Z®EL; () SRt 2RRETE
W) Z @ ; (d) Gerthberg %K 6 TRV =% @
Fig.6 (a) Deformed fringe; (b) reconstruction by traditional EMD; (c¢) reconstruction by EMD
based on mirror extension; (d) reconstruction by EMD based on Gerthberg iteration
% . [S.L]: IEEE, 2016 1.
SEM: (7] FAR. fHR. T ETRA 0 EMD 54 b
[1] Huang N E, Shen Z, Long S R, et al. The empirical BRI, MU S . 2010€10) ¢ 197.
mode decomposition and the Hilbert spectrum for non- (81 Whalp, B, H/NAE. R B R AEH A RBE #fi 22
linear and non— stationary time series analysis [ J]. Proc W45 43 EMD whdig sO3O8 L] A sh. K52 W
R Soc Lond A, 1998, 454 903. 2010, 30 414.
[2] Flandrin P, Rilling G, Goncalves P. Empirical mode [9] Rilling G, Flandrin P. On the influence of sampling on
decomposition as a filter bank [J]. IEEE Signal Proc the empirical mode decomposition [C]. [S.1.]: IEEE,
Let, 2004, 11 112. 2006 444.
[3] XUAR S, BAREE, #i#. Hilbert— Huang 25 7F 25 ¥ [10] Gerchberg R W. Super— resolution through error ener-
EE A (1], PN R 22240, H AR B2, gy reduction [J]. Opt Acta: Int J Opt, 1974, 21 709.
2016, 53 980. (117 BRSCiEE. i, #i5F, & MEA S A 4
(4] XEY, Wi V. BT -FLRESRNIESSE MHI BT L], P EBOE . 2004, 31: 740.
=4 mog L] St F - ok, 2014, (12] BZER, P29k, BERDITR 5 07 vk 1 LU B 92 Ak
25; 1527. BT MR 24 HARRL M, 2014, 51 1197,
(5] MEB. WiT. BT ALBEssmoReeg 18] BOCH, BRICH. SRR, 5. JLEN I AR AL Iy
A I, TP EOE, 2014, 41, 182. EW L] IR 2= 2. AR, 2016,
[6] Altamirano — Altamirano A, Vera A, Leija L, et al. 53: 110.
[14] 5K, KRR, = URME A3 (8 e /)N il 25 M o i i LD .

Myoelectric signal analysis using Hilbert — Huang

Transform to identify muscle activation features [ CJ.

HHEEHLR 5 8. 2016, 33 88.



