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Tab.4 Evaluation results of the SGCs component

for the test signals

g3 i SE PCCs
SGC, 0.001 895 5 0.8809
SGC, 0.004 897 5 0.722 0
SGC, 0.008 593 6 0.258 1
SGC, 0.013 8420 0.159 7
SGC, 0.316 990 0 0.1190
SGC, 0.148 000 0 0.060 5
SGC, 0.993 000 0 0.867 5

% 4 71 : SGC,~SGC, i 6 R B KT
0.15, H. SE ¥J/hF 0.2, 3X 3 B 3% 26 75 1 7 58 Fp A2 15
WA 5 TR A DG LS R 48 5 o i SGCL I
SE &k F 0.2, SGC, 1 SE /M F 0.2, H PCCs # /N F
0.15, X E Wiz & TR WA HE L ;SGC,
f) SE KT 0.5,PCCs ik 0.8, X R % o b3 &%
[R17 9N RE 1= RS A

XF & W B SGC, #E 17 VMD 40 4k 4y i 4%
ISGMD 43 fift Ji5 (%) 2. 55 43 15 F1 VMD 48 4k 53 i 5
MR AT . BRSS9 AL LA T 5 E"J{FF
di 55 M E 14 15 i .
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Fig.14 The diagram of the shock signal for condition 1
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Fig.15 The diagram of the shock signal for condition 5
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Fig.16 The SNR values of different methods in 5 working

conditions
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