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A Study on the CEPSTRUM Method for
the Function Classification of EMG Signal

Wang Moon-Sung, Byun Yoon-Shik, Park Sang-Hui
DongYang Tech. Col., InCheon Univ,, YonSei Univ.

Under the assumption that the EMG signal was
used as the reference signal for driving a prosthetic
arm, function discrimination of EMG signal from the
biceps

CEPSTRUM

and triceps of subject was achived with LPC
coefficients, By varying the number of

coefficients, the types of windows, window size, and

window overlaping rates, the best conditions for the

function discrimination of EMG signal were obtained.
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