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Fig.1 The process of signal noise reduction
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Fig.2 Simulated shock wave pressure curve
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Fig.3 Simulated shock wave pressure signal with noise
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Fig.4 Spectrum diagram of simulated shock wave pressure

signal with noise
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Fig.5 IMF component of the simulated noisy shock wave pressure signal decomposition
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Fig.6 The spectrum diagram of IMF's after decomposing the simulated noisy shock wave pressure signal
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Fig.7 Denoised simulated noisy shock wave pressure signal

~0.025 ~0.010

= 0.020 IRAEET | 0,008 - S 52
é 0.015 gj 0.006

S 0010f S 0.004f

= 0.005 =0.002

o I @ L

m O m O

0 4 8 1216 20 24 20246 810121416
f/kHz f/¥Hz

P8 [ i AL o ol 0 T 3 A 2 D 14
Fig.8 Spectrum diagram of denoised simulated noisy shock

wave pressure signal

AT LLE Y B S i T 0 7S ] B el /D | it 2k
BT o M ARG h 28 7E 0~20 kHz PN ¥ FFE 7E
B L MR G S B M S S i R AE 0~10 kHz N 7
1/ R (E S 78 KT 10 kHz 5 R0 Bl N, M s
BT SRR UE R B MR AR B B

PT343 5 1 {0 e L Ay O d iR 22, OF
S/ B E (B ) \EMD K CEEMDAN [ M J5
A TH B A5 SR HEAT X LG B MR AKX AN 2 i

R2 FBERIRIE

Tab.2 Comparison of noise reduction effect

P nsen gy Y pyp CFEMT RIPE
Ei= 15 1. DAN ik
SNR/ JnkafE31 32.06 32.64 2.90 33.45 38.84
dB  JmM{EE2 22.23 2642 3.20 29.34  36.35
RMSE/ JnMfZ41 0.01 0.009 0.32 0.008  0.003

MPa hiM:fZS5 2 0.03 0.008 0.38 0.007  0.005

H & 2 AT 0, SR AN [ 1 8 M Ty %o 5 il ) A
Loh i B R I AE S AT R R A R
CEEMDAN-IW T J5 1 [ M 5 195 515 MR te B e
B MR 25 i/ B MR UR B Ak o A EE T /N DR A
EMD .CEEMDAN J5 ¥ , B WM 5 15 5 15 e L e K4
W 7 14.12.35.94 #1 5.39 dB, RMSE #t K&K T
0.003 MPa,0.375 MPa £1 0.002 MPa., 1] Il , & f
CEEMDAN-IW T X i if; Il s J1 15 5 A7 R M | [ e

JE IR S AR L R Y O R IR 22 TR i, %
Mg S WL HAh s, H 4 CEEMDAN-IWT
RA I J5 ) T 5 LB e 2 R A o6 R B0RT 36 310 99.7 %

3 HMEEENGESEBEIRSH
3.1 KK

Jp i — 2 B F CEEMDAN-TW T J7 585 % it ik
JE 145 5 10 B Mg SR A T R I S 5 e AR K
NG RULES P = | A SR i RIS
10,12 F1 14 m 4b 4% A 158 34 HE 3 i o5, ) — 48 0 B
A I R AR E S 1.2 F1 3, #E H PCB /A A
113B26 A5 ICP Y w3 R J) 4% 34 | Ol PR 4 %
KT 500 kHz, EFHEFRINT 1 pso i 50 B0 A% Jk 2
TR B 2 IS A b DRUIE AL SRS SRR SR T 22 26 I A
) 7K - TH 5 b TH 5T o Bl SR AR AR E FH ELSYS
N EA PR TraNET 408S #I5  H P #84E i ICP {5
SRR AR RS I S R R A
B R A AN AR 1, O AME T ELRY . R R
[F) 2 ik g B2 (A 2 B 220 ik 2 (5 5 o IR R 5
ReREFRBE N 1 MHz, M 3R 48 SR 50 3 i iE 9 s .

.

| BSH38 | RN L i 28 |

Tk —
g B [
| A | | Bt R A | | AL R AR |

(a) MIAFRGR A
(a) Test system diagram of shock wave pressure
7 % REE~ 7} ‘

s
() BT
(b) Test site diagram

9 it F& g Kl 937

Fig.9 Testsystem of shock wave pressure and test site diagram

T80 0 A5 1) S A6 o o T g il AN AT 10 B
) AR T 2 B 58k o R B B AR R A A
H I U R A S i, S BN A S A R
WA 55, P 10(a)~(c) iR o 432 2 T BN,
D55 A MR 7 0 o B S 20, i ] 10Cd) BT s
= e 00 3 2 5 A 2 IR R B R I R R T
T el R T A L bR A 2 A A AR



36 B’ oshowm K 5 & W 946 B
< 0.8 < 0.8 63 24F ] 04sF
% 0.6} % 0.6} S Lol % ol
m 0.4 am 04r m o8t m sl
ool 02} & oL by
= Bl o W Or
8 o0p, Y = I GV L S B B &1 S
0 051.01.52.02.53.03.5 0123456738 0 2 4 6 8 10 02 46 8101214
t/ ms t/ ms t/ ms t/ ms
(a) HHZR1 (b) Hizk2 (c) HiZk3 (d) Hizk4
(a) Curve 1 (b) Curve2 (c) Curve 3 (d) Curve 4

BI10  Jstdfy iy 6 s 2%

Fig.10

P11 I hs b el e T 93 TR a2 S
PEAT BT o3 B, Al HE— 20 TR i o i RS S R
T A L 8 R A E KT T 9500 BT N RS

Original measured shock wave pressure curve

A RO o R B 1L AR, ik U AR S A RO

FEAE P IE 0~20 kHz lRAE BN, BAF 5 aE &
LAY
0.20F g 0.10F
= 0.16] = 0.08F
NOIZ :30.06'
By By
S 008} S0t
\004_ \0.02'
@ ok @ or
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
f/kHz f/kHz
(c) HhiZ3 (d) Hhk4
(c) Curve3 (d) Curve 4

J oy w5 90 TR 3 AR P

Fig.11 Spectrum diagram of original measured shock wave pressure curve
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Fig.12 The IMFs component of measured shock wave signal decomposition
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Mzl 0014  0.34 0.034 0.008

RMSE/ k2 0.019 0.34 0.042 0.007
MPa i3 0.015 0.28 0.029 0.007
Mizk4  0.010  0.22 0.031 0.003
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Fig.16  The denoised shock wave pressure waveform
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Tab.5 Comparison of shock wave overpressure peak and specific impulse results before and after noise reduction

I e I iy /N 1 EMD CEEMDAN ARWEFEIT ¥
AL MR/ obi/ WEEM/ o/ BERE/ bR/ BIER Wohig/ BRI/ ops/
F5 MPa (Pass) MPa (Pass) MPa (Pass) {&/MPa (Paes) MPa (Pass)
10 m-1 0.502 1130.6 0.496 1118.4 0.491 — 0.476 1110.8 0.492 1127.8
10 m-2 0.514 11214 0.502 1107.4 0.499 — 0.497 1106.4 0.5 1117.6
10 m-3 0.518 1126.8 0.504 1112.6 0.486 — 0.501 1109.8 0.499 1120.5
12 m-1 0.336 850.6 0.312 834.5 0.327 837.7 0.318 829.6 0.321 846.5
12 m-2 0.321 840.9 0.314 826.4 0.294 829.2 0.299 819.7 0.308 835.3
12 m-3 0.329 841.5 0.316 821.6 0.31 — 0.311 824.6 0.321 836.9
14 m-1 0.217 624.3 0.204 604.5 0.209 — 0.199 601.2 0.211 619.4
14 m-2 0.204 629.7 0.186 609.4 0.184 610.8 0.191 606.4 0.189 624.3
14 m-3 0.225 634.1 0.206 612.6 0.204 — 0.212 613.5 0.211 631.2
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Tab.6 Comparison of shock wave positive pressure action time and peak rise time before and after noise reduction ms
D= e MR iy N A EMD CEEMDAN ERIEWIRS
i EEMER W BT ERAEA WE BT O EEER W B ERER WM BT ERER Ve T
Jrs P} ] R (8] I} ] R} (8] I} ] R} [a] I} ] R} [a] I} ] R} [a]
10 m-1 8.375 0.056 7.350 0.159 — 0.148 8.035 0.543 8.265 0.058
10 m-2 8.364 0.054 7.341 0.169 — 0.159 8.069 0.539 8.261 0.055
10 m-3 8.371 0.055 7.354 0.165 — 0.139 8.132 0.549 8.342 0.056
12m-1  10.265 0.054 9.156 0.159 9.164 0.134 9.997 0.536 10.216 0.056
12m-2 10.231 0.056 9.064 0.160 9.183 0.139 9.879 0.551 10.213 0.057
12m-3  10.198 0.051 9.158 0.172 — 0.129 9.994 0.541 10.109 0.053
14m-1 12.297 0.059 11.195 0.158 — 0.146 12.023 0.548 12.284 0.060
14dm-2 12.329 0.060 11.113 0.157 10.987 0.164 11.489 0.552 12.321 0.062
14 m-3  12.318 0.057 11.204 0.152 — 0.123 12.117 0.546 12.297 0.059
T 25 Qi T EMD WG R 7 i 25 R 46 R BLBTEMITEMK
15200 50 % AR AR BS 4 3040 T A5 By s A i 4 22 5 Tab.7 Comparison of the computing time of each
EMD A B 5 , 6 3 40 JE A T 6] 45 H o g processing mefhod
SR 3 EMD [ 5 (9 TF FE 1 F I 1] 1 L o WS NEE{E  EMD  CEEMDAN  AHF5E 5 ik
2 AR BT O H T IR IR 5 28 /0t 0 A S
CEEMDAN J¢ it 4 t J5 ¥ i W I 14 oo o 9 LU o i : L e . -
3 0.128 0.426 3.426 4.326
5 IE P AR PR T8 5353 fi KB AR 1 3.39826,.3.0004 4 0131 0413  3.641 4.685
0.86% #112.24% .10.88% .1.31% ; DA b T H- At f& 5 0.137  0.430 3.218 4.854
W7 5, R CEEMDAN-TW T J 3 [ W J5 S b o5 6 0.129  0.389 3.654 4.843
P W 1 e o it 15 TR B ] 4 2 0 5 B 7 0139 0400  3.642 4762
{55 B A A 50 B R /D 5 © 28/ B EMD 8 03 0396 3459 4.053
CEEMDAN 77 8 F& M 5 iy wh o5 % 8 JE W (8 - T+ i 9 0.132 0.394 3.5952 4.876
[A] B 0 5 TR A5 5, SRR MR AT A LL , B RRE R 7y
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SR 34 0.121.,0.105 A1 0.495 ms, i % ] CEEMDAN-
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