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Comparative Analysis of Coding Performance of Several ECG Compression Methods
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2. Compression Techniques And Performance Parameters
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13 1. Schematic Diagram of Lifting Wavelet
Transform with encoding (left) and decoding (right)
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1% 3. Decoding Process of Wavelet based Linear Prediction
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3. Coding Performance Test
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a3 4. ECGAI=(2048 M) 256Hz (a) STD of EMG Noise= 0,
STD of HR/min= 0, (b) STD of EMG Noise= 0.4, STD of
HR/min= 0, (c) STD of EMG Noise = 0, STD of HR/min= 12
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18l 6. Episodes of comparative performance analysis (a)
original signal with 256Hz, STD of EMG Noise = 0, STD of
HR change = 0, (b) reconstruction signal and errors of DCT,
(c) reconstruction signal and errors of DPCM, (d)
reconstruction signal and errors of Lifting Wavelet
Transform, (e) reconstruction signal and errors of Wavelet
based Linear Prediction
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