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Application of an improved EEMD algorithm in high voltage shunt reactor sound signal denoising
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Abstract: The acoustic signals generated during the operation of high-voltage shunt reactors are a critical basis for
accurately determining the reactor's operational status. However, collecting these acoustic signals on-site can be subject to
interference from various external noises. The measuring instruments often fail to effectively pre-process these signals,
resulting in an inaccurate assessment of the reactor's operating condition. This paper presents an enhanced ensemble
empirical mode decomposition (EEMD) acoustic signal denoising approach for high-voltage shunt reactors, one which
relies on multi-sensor data fusion and the selection of a minimum lower frequency limit for termination. Initially, a
consistent data fusion algorithm is used to correlate and filter the fault sensors, discarding any invalid sensors and
determining the active sensor group. Subsequently, the minimum lower limit frequency for each sensor signal is chosen as
the screening termination criterion for the intrinsic mode function (IMF) through spectral analysis, and the EEMD
decomposition is conducted. The correlation coefficient method is then employed to extract the effective IMF components.
Finally, the extracted IMF components are superimposed and reconstructed to obtain the denoised signal. Experimental
and measured signals demonstrate that the method can achieve signal denoising accurately. A comparison with the
traditional empirical mode decomposition (EMD) method and the standard EEMD denoising technique verifies the
practical application effectiveness and practicability of the proposed algorithm.
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AT 7 S R P
TR THEE I Ko s S
THAE 5 5 Hz
P EI R Rk 0~1000
W R4 1 e o
S E R E S 0.1 0~20 000
AR AR Fiak 0~2000
& A A A g2 0~2000
FH 2 Y H 7 Frat 5000~20 000
iand 0.4 100~5000
IR 5 -
b4 é?i FRatk 0~20 000
R 0.5 2000~8000
Lyng 0.2 3000~8000

& 1 i CUEH, SEIFREPsHAESHT
PE TR EAFE, 55, WA A 4 2
&1 100~500 Hz FFRAE 10, T8 E g%,
PR R A B IR G, H A A A T
FHEFE ) B S SR B ERR . PRI mT AAS 5 18
R A . YRS VR R . KWL = 4%
BEHLIE AR AR s, /N EMD VA E 4 &
W VAR A FRAR, R R A T 2 AL S Rl
G SN RS L) EEMD Skt 7 8RR .

2 ETZERSFMARIXE EEMD 5%

e b A R PR A T IME AR IR AT RS 5
PR THEA SR TRANAZR & 4T, A A5 21 dh
JOR T 455 B A A R4 RS20 R A 2 A
Rl SRR R T VR R 22 A% I A5 B RV AT REARAE (T
AR, ST S eI 7 ik B AT SE AN A



- 166 - B R GARY 524

2.1 ZIERERMA: —BMMEEE

— R A SRR AR DL S A A S
BRI AEEDIR(E S RS TES B B R
T, UK AL RS B IS S, F R % T
BRI B0 A5 X V) g B2 300 ke ¥ o s JR 8 2 A )
f 2R, I I R A A AR R R
2558 T TBR AT SRAFAHBRAE R, 530 Bk S 45 B N v A A
B, B R R,

RBAL RIS BRI MM =2), (LIRS
MOT, ARREEIEGE RN x.(1=1,2,--,M) , W7
ZNo,, WIMHER w, RBIEHIME x TR ST
ES A, EEBEMTHAERR.

1 (xi_;u)2
ﬁap( 20" j .

DME TR 2 AMEREE m A n NG, SRR d, 1EN
FEIRZS m 5 n 2 (B BE SO0 RE, P S 0 kN, D)
L RS TR 2 220N, 3 WA s 1 UL i
o MRIE BB ARIEE SR, B m. n (£
AR EE R e d,, =d,, » FiEIXN

d,, =d,, =["P(x,)dx+ [ P(x,)dx )

R P A It 18] (00 A R 2 00 2 T 45 2 1 K
SRS, N

P(x) =

d11 d12 dlM
dM _ d21 d22 . dZM (3)
dMl sz dMM

SRR, — MR G VAR NN TR R A%
JERAS T AR BRAE T, (HAZ T iRAF AR B, Bt i
AROEFE SN A ZRBR, AT 2 0 W s
Pt Xk, ASCHRAE BRI L AR S R 20E
s WIE s, R IR m WALIEES n SCRFFERE,
S RO, TS AR IS m XR IS n BR3CHF, X
o 393K #is,, =0, WBHLEEE m S5 RE
n BAMR. H

s, =log,(d, +1)+1 4

BRI, AT 2 AR KA AL AR S, . HF

0<s, <1, RIEXH
Sll S12 SIM
S S s s
SM — ?1 22 2:M (5)

HILA LR R, BAR RIS s, N
S =D S m =12, M ©)

MR YR FHRVHRE S, FSCRE s, » AIFR5E S
EAHHR IR S R SR AR AR AT %
FEIRAR A .

2.2 BT ZEREHRME AU EEND KIRE L
2.2.1 EEMD #i¢

EMD /2 135 [ %% # Huang Norden E #2H []—
FhoHr i Bl S ATACEE i, AT DK B 2R AR £k P
A 5 o — R 5B A A [FREAE I [a) R
(1 [ A7 A5 B R — AN A T 2 A, Hork IMF A7 4
ANLRGEAE: 1) TR EEE BN, A S N R
Tk 2 A5 AN B Db UM S B 2 i 2 A Re I — A
2) TEAR IS Z,  H AR AR i T B b % 28 A
FH JR S B/ IMEL ST ) S LS LR 3 E N . )R
81554 X(1), T EMD 2 i FEml om A

X(@) =ZCm(t)+rm(t) (7

X C, () RRHE m Wy IMF 705 7, (1) NARL;
k RN FRIE

EMD J5 0 ARSI A, B 1 A IMF
AL 2 RO B RFAE I TR RURE, B A R ALE
IR EA R IME ™, T s ge (s s
AR o> A HAG TR R, IF H 2 5 (S 58 a
K 5 F 30 EMD RIS BEAREE T B 551
FROE, IR T TG S I RRE, (E5 AR
RIS SR B . NARE 2S5 P as iy
Sy AARACL,  DASCHR[24100 78 48 75 (5 5, R
458 EMD 73 fif 7% 15 25 75 5 5 I e an i 1 o
% IMF 73 X0 A — 4 Dy Za i & 2 fros. B 2
ATLVEH, BESEMRS O e, Ho®
IMF2. IMF3 "1 3)& 4 200.19 Hz 5y, 20 IME3.
0.02 T T - :
OWW%WMWV“WMWMWNWMWM
-0.02 : : : :

0.04

IMF1

of

-0.04
0.04

IMF2

IMF3

0 |
-0.04

0.04 T T T T
0
-0.04 . - ' '
Omy_ , . . .
owwmmwwwmwxmw{%{w\rw\ﬂﬂ
-0.01} ‘ . ‘ ‘ 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
IRF[a)/s

IMF4

IMF5




+ R, 5

it EEMD S35 7E i s R IBE FL T o 7 45 5 25 M (R

- 167 -

0.01

IMF6
=

o WWA/WW\NV\/\/WA/V
0.01f ' ' ' '

IMF7
=

0.01F

. . . . . q
T 001t . , , , )
4107 : : : :
172 2 [
3] 0OF 4
2 5 \_”/\_/
2 . . . .
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
I )/
1 XHEK[24|HE1ES EMD SHREER
Fig. 1 Decomposition results of reference [24]
acoustic signal by EMD
1.0 . . :
— =
S ost 1000 Hz — J 1700 Hz |
- 0 R L.l 11 ——t [
1.0 : . .
E ——299.8 Hz 400.39 Hz
s 031 | 200.19 Hz
0 n | .
1.0 ——— :
n 200.19 Hz
Z o5t
=E I<~‘ 99.60 Hz
0 L
1.0 T
e
E sk \99.60 Hz
0
1.0 .
wy
£ 05 E\ 42.96 Hz
- 0 L L L
500 1000 1500 2000
B /Hz
1.0 -
o 20 Hz
o
s 0.5F 9.7 Hz
0
1.0 "
= 9.7H
E O.S\I\/KE z
0
1.0
0
g 05 7\4.88 Hz
0
1.0 ;
g 05 \'\4.88 Hz
0 L L 1 1
20 40 60 80 100
S /Hz

2 BB N — i

Fig. 2 Normalization frequency spectrum of IMFs

IMF4 #4874 99.60 Hz %4, 9.7 Hz. 4.88 Hz %
TRARRR 7 B AE A R 2 B, BRI eT A itk
X EMD iy U TR B RN, 9 5 B2
G5 W B R, NS LI

SCER[$RH TR AL RS, /£ EMD 4
A5 5 Z RTINS I 51 o A ) T e s, 45
FRAE SR ARREMGE ST 52 LR
FREE L, R s I EREE, 2P
W5 e P Mg P AH LRI, NI ] 1 A TR S I
It HARIUE T EMD 43 fif f5 % IMF 23 SR 18 )
B, B & IMF 3 & 1 P IEE AR A RS
%o EEMD ByLGEHB BRI

1) 7ZEVIG1E 5 x(@) I —H B INIIMEN 045
HEZE R E BB L S A AR5 (), REHE
S X)), B

X (1) =x(t) +n(t) (®)

2) X} X()i3k4T EMD 43 f#, 193] N BY IMF 2=

WHC (1), j=12,-,N, RIEEHr @), B

X(1)= ZCj () +ry (1) )

3) 43 K A T e 20 R S (1) ION TR BGRAE 5
x(), EHEBE . 2)K K, B

X(0)=).C,(0)+r,(0),i=12,,K (10)

b, C () FRE § IRE N E R 5 - A 5
AN IMF 43 .

4) T S AR (M S A 0, X
B 2)73 2|11 IMF #H7-F3 125, BImTyss 2 IS
0 R RS PR AR R, PR3 B IMF & nT 3R

C,(0) =%ZNIC;-,@) (1)
X, €, (1) %5 EEMD éj\é_ﬁié%j AN IMF 2.
5) BT 15 B () RN
X(0= 3 C0+1,0) (12)

EEMD HiEmE B 3 s
2.2.2 BTN FERACRE L X0 EEMD s i

T EEMD HEEMAN &S ARSI ZIRER
W, B TSRS A @, (H 5 5] N\ IMF
MRSy H e AR AR B,
I, DAZidEE EEMD J7iETHEACR, Bl: IMF 1
7 5345 Lk SR A T R . SRR 17308 I A1 Od B 1 e
(G5 KRB IR 5 S, R T RE 5 ik
BEEAE Ry ERR, A R B AR ARG Y RS TR
B, WIE EEMD J7VE 5 sk, Bk Tk b i
AL AR — Pl /N T BRAER AL L 1 2 EEMD
LM,



- 168 - B R GARY 524

JREES

v v v

TN SIS AN A

n(0) N (1) B ng (1)

EMDZ} it
H I IMF 23

EMDZ%) fi#

HBIMFA

B IMEFA

A 4

SRt R

[&] 3 EEMD &%
Fig. 3 EEMD algorithm

D RESBESUE RS RENREFEE TN
x(), i=12, M, M NEEBHEE. X x @)t
AT R B AR 2l o3 AT, HRH AR IR S UG 75
BT B N AR AR D O A IR AR E 5 0
LRSI, FHFLAHAENE SR TR, idA8 £, .

2) X x, () IMAIMEN 0v brdEZ R (5545
HEZEIR 0.05~0.1 i (1K) 7 VW 75 2 470 (1) A9 3080
E5X,@, W

X () =x,()+ h, (1) (13)

3) X X, () BEAT EMD 23, HUX, (0) A1, X
Hor g th i — B IMF 70 & C, () H G738
o, RHFERR L, K L5 AR,
fow /NT £ MfREAE, RZ, ffdksE. w4
# X, (t) ) EMD 7} fi#f5 ) N B IMF 70 & C,,
Cparn Gy o XX, () BT H X, (1) MR AR
33— N F5 ) IMF 43 &40 .

4) EEILE 2). 3)K X, N3] K 4H IMF 4
B, 5 K RO RE IMF (R85 3
K SUR IR RS X, (1) T2 EEMD 43 fifff) IMF 43
=, B

Ck,:%iqj,i:lﬂ,---,M;j:1,2,---,N (14)

i=1

5) AR B2 S Y IMF 2y &5 (5 5 1AH
RERH, 5 IMF AC RBUE BN, W5y
BWRAERIRZ, NiZ&ETE, RZMNLRE

> (5O -7)(x () -%)

k=

e \/Z(rk(t)—;)z \/kzl::(xk(z)—})2

Kb p RTHSH IMF A< & 301H,
k=12,--.K: r(t) %) IME 438 7 N r(@) K°F
s x(0) FoRBPAEAE S ¥ @) FFME: K
IR IMF 7 2B 4L
6) I B A E B, RS REE KR
THBIMER IMF 70 &, RZMEFT.
Z(pk _;)

HE\TT (16)

K, p oA p M PIME.
2.3 ET2EREME ST EEMD X E A

T 5 PR R R BT AR R, BRI I R AR
TEEAH E R R IR, RERPERFE ST
B2 AR E. RSN DURA 75 gL i d
RBETG, 2N 7R SR IR i ey S HE IS
a5, TRV AT 56 B M LI AR (5 5K
o BTG, ARSCH AL RIS E ARG N T A R
B, A5 FH — S50 B A A B S AR IR AT S
I RMAL RS, e SR RER A, SRR T
THARER s A FH 2T f/ N T FRAIZ A 1) 20 EEMD
XA A% SRS 2H R R B B AT 2 Ab B, R A
KEFUEIEIE R IMF 778, ¥AN IMF 78S
IR AFCEIPRL e ERSN

ASCHE BT 2 AR R AR LA I 2 EEMD
a5 5 LR 4 Fros.

3 SLIEOHT

3.1 SLIGESLIY

NTBAUE SRR HER T, ACTEE RSN
9 dB (3250 % AT L AS 75 (5 5 A R A
56, i s fis.

1) 23R4 GB/T 3785.1-2010 FRefEAIEE K,

2) N F IR PLAR NI TN &, F A Ab
FIERBATIRA, AN R i T s s 5,
R I3 i S F B LR 1A I3

3) MIREG R e e p NS g,
(AR A 43 A R AR S 1~3 I T NI 75 25 7%
T, DABLALIL I 75 R

(15)




+ R, 5

it EEMD S35 7E i s R IBE FL T o 7 45 5 25 M (R

- 169 -

R
{8 BRI

IMF 73 i3RI

B
S R R AL

IMF 45 A G
AHUESE

THEW TR IR
N PRA AR £, HHOE R 2
A B B
EEMDZ) it

IMF /3 i (R

IMFZ3 i ) 33
I WA S

A AMF 5
i
SR AL

2% N
MEL I ERER TR

& 4 BitE) EEMD B {E S KRRIEE
Fig. 4 Flow chart of reactor acoustic signal de-noising

based on improved EEMD
S EE
i I % vz

B2 @

2t PYE
B @ A

Y

M,M,M,M,
5

E 5 i AESRIMERERE

Fig. 5 Acoustic signals simulation and acquisition test of reactor

4) G FAREEFEA BRI A SUEREE M, - M,
M, M, M FA R E 2 TP e,
JRER AR Y 25 cm,  FL AR S S T LR BT AR CIE X
), SEEFEHL 1 m, KPEEEPLES 0.3 m, JEREL
LB BN A AT REE, 12T A AUR IR A
A T HFH SRR (20 Hz & 20 kHz) 5i%—26 dB
e H £ R AR (0 dB =1 V/Pa) AIMKT 17 dB SPL [
AR I 0, AT LR R AR P A S AT R AR .

5) KA 24 ALERSEE PC B RENCHT RES
TR, REEIF Y 48 kHz, K [A]
H4s.

JITA 7 75 s R P IR AT A 5 1 S L BT 2 5
59, PrasmasIt RGeS ES,

T PR IS Ty AR 0 A AT SRAG LA 4 Ak
FRIE. SR RGTER A LTI (S 1~ 3)IK)
IS S AN — AR A ] 6 P

> 02 1.0
o
=0 0.5 '
EJ 702 0 IJ Ad
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 500 1000 1500
> 05 1.0
oy 0 0.5
= 05 0 1 -
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 1000 2000 3000 40005000
o 02 1.0
. OMWM ” APA/\M
LS
= 02 0
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 50 100
> 003 1.0
g 0 05
£ 003 0
0 100 200 300 400 500 O 5000 10 000
I} 7] /ms $i /Hz

6 BEESKIEEEA—L5mE
Fig. 6 Waveform of each acoustic signal and

normalization spectrum

HE 6 rTLAE H, HPias A5 5 3 2 Am
F1E 100~500 Hz, H:A 100 Hz p & ANRE, 5
FASEHIE 7o 2 e — g2, e R (M 1) S R
4345 T 1000~2000 Hz & 3000~5000 Hz Py, 05 (15
7 2)ME TR 100 Hz AN, HAggEs 3) ) 3= 24y
i T4 7000~8000 Hz LA
3.2 HInBRAEESER

I — S E s Rl B2 75 BE SRR 5k
TR, ATk SO B E R E d MR

mn

(1) AR IR A AHEFE D, , AT %0 D, PR B I A
G EBEEERRIERZR, BRI HES 2L
FFEEAHRIAEFE S, o
[0 0.7513 0.0162 0.1137]
D - 0.0713 0 07782 0.8136
100162 0.7782 0  0.0876
10.1137 0.8136 0.0876 0 |
! 0.1766 0.9669 0.7632
5 - 0.1766 1 0.1512 0.1202
*10.9669 0.1512 1 0.8658
107632 0.1202 0.8658 1

7, chl~chd 49 3 LR M, ~ M, W,
L, M, TS R A B 5 5 S A R
7, B, (6 AT RS S R 5%, T
HIM, SRR, COIM, . M, , fERE M, %
FERE AR, WA A U R M, R A e 55
AL AT R M, . M, « M, 4.



W) &Gk B

chl/V

' 93.75 Hz
b . .

B 76.17 Hz

53.73 Hz

.5
b —

ch2/v

ch3/V

chd4/V

87.89 Hz

s Nl

2000 4000 6000 8000
A% Hz

0
400 0

0 200
I [71]/ms

7 BEHESEES R REIA—nE

Fig. 7 Array acoustic signal waveform and normalized spectrum

RItE, 256 rPUas AR S S G E, RAE K
T RELER, FAERIB(M, ~M,)E 5 /N TR
FAy N 93.75 Hz. 76.17 Hz. 53.73 Hz. 87.89 Hz,
EFEM, FT{EEIE ) 53.73 Hz {F A UL LS A
FALIRAS (G S IMF kb 41k, XM, .
M, . M, R ST EEMD 7if, ke
H(M,« M, v MG/ T RARE LR EEMD 43
it A T AN — A AT P 8—1& 10 o .

HE 8—& 10 Al %1, i) EEMD S5 il
Sy EYIN 8 Iy, % EMD 23 IMF [ #06 kb,
TR BEREE T ERIT Res SR N
53.73 Hz, 553 8 IMF7, « IMF7, Tt B 1 #5e /N
ROV 93.75 Hz. 87.89 Hz, FTR45 R 54
B SRR R AR B 6 et 75 45 S s b 4 R — 2
O%MWM (1)'_(5) 757611z/'“
782% 1.8 -
702%% 0.(5)} N m:SW‘)Hz
o o os( ]
-0.05

o —

=

IMF7 IMF6 IMF5 IMF4 IMF3 IMF2 IMF1

Res

IMF7 IMF6 IMF5 IMF4 IMF3 IMF2 IMF1

Res

1.0

0.2
0
-0.2

o
i

7576 HZ/YJH

0.1
R
-0.1

S —

m}l‘)‘) Hz

0.0
L
-0.05

o —

l DI4I7HZ

0
-0.05

S —

{ ~499.15 Hz

0.05
O
-0.05

298,82 [1z>0843 Hz

1.
0.

0.05
o&/\/vwwwwww«wmwi
-0.05

1
0.

/
e}
oS
=
jasi
N

Scouwocoocunwnoouwoocouwoono o

0.05
o A A
~0.05

0.04
0
-0.02

100 200 300 400 500

5[] /ms

|
|
|
|
i

0 2000 4000 6000 800!
Hi%E [Hz

9 BT M; /N IRERERE LS EEMD 5 iR45R

Fig. 9 Decomposition results of M; signal by minimum

lower limit frequency cut-off EEMD

0.2
L ——
-0.2

o —

7576 112/1 {

0.1
0 I
-0.1

o —

1 h3199 Hz

0.1
0 ettt
-0.1

S

; & mmm—lz 1

0.1
1 gt pdiptbonh
-0.1

o —

{ i —499.15 Hz

0.05 l N n
0
-0.05

o —

398.43 Hz
298.82 Hz

0.05
O et
-0.05

o

H:\wo.zl Hz

0.05
SR
-0.05

o —

0.02

—— 5373 He

O —

cuho oo oo oo OO O oo O

}
}
}
H:m%.ﬁo Tz J
{

100 200 300 400 500

I 11)/ms

(=]

2000 4000 6000 800
B/ Hz

10 B&ETT M, s/N T IRSTZESEHR) EEMD S fEER

Fig. 10 Decomposition results of M, signal by minimum

lower limit frequency cut-off EEMD

IMF7 IMF6 IMF5 IMF4 IMF3 IMF2 IMF1

A

0.1
O
-0.1

LJE\499A15 Hz
L

O.OSF H H ]
0
-0.05

O —

———— 30843 Hz
} J‘i—w&sz Hz

oS —

E\l%ll Hz

0.05 1 1 T
0
-0.05

0.05
o MANMANM
-0.05

oS —

0.02

3 OWW
-0.04

o —

S oo oo oULooOULDOUnD

r\53.73 Hz

0 200
i) [7)/ms

400

i
i
|
e !
|

0 2000 4000 6000 800
B Hz

8 Myt M, &/ T BRIIEREIE Y EEMD 43 RE5R

Fig. 8 Decomposition results of M; signal by minimum

lower limit frequency cut-off EEMD

RHER15). K6)IHEHH IMF = AH
PEH R EBE, AEIEEA S IMF &, 1HH
SRR 2 Pin. w45 IMFI~IMF3 K& Res 77
&, XM IMF4. IMF5. IMF6. IMF7 /B EHE S

2 BEREERER
Table 2 Threshold and selection results
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Table 3 Evaluation index of denoising effect of each method
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