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ECG Data Compression Using Adaptive Fractal Interpolation

Young Hl Jun*, Young Ro Yoon**

This paper presents the ECG data compression method referred the adaptive fractal interpolation al-
gorithm. In the previous piecewise fractal interpolation(PFI) algorithm, the size of range is fixed. So,
the reconstruction error of the PFI algorithm is nonuniformly distributed in the part of the original
ECG signal. In order to improve this problem, the adaptive fractal interpolation(AFI) algorithm uses
the variable ranges. If the predetermined tolerance was not satisfied, the range would be subdivided
into two equal size blocks. Large ranges are used for encoding the smooth waveform to yield high
compression efficiency, and the smaller ranges are used for encoding rapidly varying parts of the signal

to preserve the signal quality.

The suggested algorithm was evaluated using MIT/BIH arrhythmia database. The AFI algorithm was
found to yield a relatively low reconstruction error for a given compression ratio than the PFI algo-
rithm. In applications where a PRD of about 7.13% was acceptable, the AFI algorithm yielded com-
pression ratio as high as 10.51, without any entropy coding of the parameters of the fractal code.

Key words | ECG data compression, Piecewise fractal interpolation, Adaptive fractal interpolation

HoE

a4

AAE Az £43 dolet Ao daelFel ¥
A sl AREl ael AAARE dolet W F
£ Holter 2] 2839 dole} A& Z& g3 A
dlelel Hele] g FeopzA A% dleole} el 7
@e AT} olFolA shep.

T UEE 23 zdu 87 (piecewise fractal inter-
polation:PFI)& ¢]-&¢ AlAE dleolet 5 dmeE?
o Qele) Aso} A7 AN FAE FRER 1ud
T ke =gl wul(fractal model) o] 8ol 73}
Wi A5 E dolet AAe) FEES N 57 F4)

W3 (contractive affine transformation) o2 FAJstar

ol
=

‘?7&—4 3717} ’ﬂi"ﬂ Eﬂra} 7}?‘15]7:
(adaptive fractal interpolation:AFI) g}

Algkgtet. 712 PRI atse] el 74 Ak
gtolu 7] 913 £& 7709 27t dneled HE3
IAF AR = 7l whsl, AFI i
A2 AE H5 3} HAelA) Axbsho] Az el 2w

£ g o &Y n

e
}O\I
ot
Lo i
o

(SR

HAETE )27 AT

S L ECERRE R DA EE REL )

AR A, S, (222-749) AHUE
RATFE 19940 QA A7 o] Fol 1

»

QA74] F4i9 wixl2) 234M %), Tel. (0371)760 2440, Fax. (0371)760—2197

—121—




o]F-a8 A A 174, A1 &, 1996

sample vaue o
H omain
(amplitude) block
range
block
e

raration. //1
fﬂ \f/ _

spetial contraction

8 1. XY AlgolMe BE & Big
Fig. 1. Piecewise contractive mapping of 1-D signal

S RBAAE 2 P 2 3 Az Bibust
e FEAAE BT TV 205 A e Pyes

A= AFI %zalvi MIT/BIH d|°]&]& o] &3}
2 w29 PRI 438523 v|wsledc}.

Zzg olE

709 #ul, Mandelbrote] o8 &g sido] w9
%] o]%, Barnsley?$} Jacquin® Sol &3] €& 344
(iterated function system : IFS) o]&3} o|& wkA Azl

w33 ub¥ 3A (partitioned iterated function sys-
tem : PIFS) 59 Z &% o]Zo] AHFxo] 44 dlolel
4 Fol Az A Fofel H-&=e] §c}*¥. Barnsley
o o8 Agt® IFS o]&& 4% Wi (contractive
mapping) ®| 4&-& zk= At
tion) 59 o ® FEHHr]).

w ()= (2a) () + (%) 8

SAb ABAL A (DT o] dEle, T dlojg 2
9 A7) fHe ERS FE FE @RI ojr)4
g sl Es a, b, o, d= AN doleE I,
S, HHAAE AL AT, e, fiE FES Po
2 o) BA7lE e shAl Aok ol WAe] Fof
2 dolerel Bal £3H4 w o|& 5 wWPel2} s,
o] WAL olele] lolete] WR Moz AgalA Hu
AU GEAFLE ohe R ZAY YAE ol
el sbsetAl Gk e %A% zdY Yab

2 WEAE ol Ae) ZAY 355} ol
o.-gi}% AzolAe] g ¥53 wge Fojdl Als
£ ofeisle) B¥e prm 2 B ds 2 u 2

W3 (affine transforma-

..t.,;c:l'

of 7\ 27} Ae

Wolth. 79 1¢ A

o)) REEZ breln AR
W e

eb aﬂm 4 o g 5o BSEE vhye] Ay,

Uubd o, maAY Rasla Foixl Az 233
e AH #7 (range)et ¥2i: Helod B3}
23 FANA =vdled(domain) o2} E2l Ho B
SE o)Atk dE Eol, ¥ 1o, Foix A
874 AEE zte FEEF o] Btk £ 16709 4E
e REEE ok, 27 geld 233 Ao
ol Aech BA Az o2 Ao FHHA B A
oF $HER UNZ, 4 geld Bee el Aelew
e FH50] ddseld £ gl A BT FolA
A% b fAke Ao 23t AgEoAt. 5 Ao
$2¢ gelel 29 27) 2T FAANA AAVE 2
oAl Al el e oo A B x33
yE W3k o 7 E A7) xFo s whAbAR) Az )
) fAsA ek old) x33 y& e $EEsh WA}
AR ks vheblle Fa AREd olE w9
Ar2FE 499 Aoy £ A3 E AdE 5 A=
o}

mlu: tlo mlm L e

=g =2t

Barnsleyl= o)) 439 77l W@ 5o we
A3l IFSe] A& A3 AT, AL A= vz 3
T dAd Az R Bas s AT

AAD AzellA » HA dlojete] xrFHEe} y #HFE gt
o] 2zt w3 v.Q dlelelt ARE ((un va) 1 #=0, 1,
N, u<wuat1} °lzk 33, Foi71 dole} A tH?'?}
2.7t A5 (interpolation points)®] A§e {(x, v) : i=
0, 1+, Mj M< N} oJ2} 8l¥, ¥ X = x X ¥ jé‘?i
ola, ®7Z} <4 (interpolation function): c}23 &
el MNe] FAh MBRER TR

o () =(E8)0) = (5) i r 2ot 0

o] A4 diz WE jol R} FHFE 2 s=d o

A& Aol F2F (=1, 1) Abele] gheleh. o] ge »
b A FReha, Bk AE Abele] B 4 BE
ZA3E 9TE ok QiAo Z Ay -fab =Yg w
A2 A (D] FAF WEelA bl 02 Rdstd A (2)
ol Alg W} golso] AY ZAY W2} v}
#E FEF P

—-122—



Hdd o A¢ =g wg

7} ot wEe w2 AE AR T
Y w3 Y Ao AYAA. 5,

mﬁ
e
o
4
rO
b

lx

;= 1’ 2, seeeen y M (3)

AHgEFe] thg3} ZFo] Folxich
PFl 932523 uvpaizpx=
Mazel?} Hayesol] 2)3] #Al<k= vby?g x}£35-4c).

Xi — Xi-1

“= T m @
X uX -1 — Lol
L= (5)
Xu — Xo
o Yi — Yi-a Y™ Yo
“= IM — To di‘u*‘l‘o (6)
XmYi-1 — TolY: X mMYo — Lol m
fi= - ar— (7)
XM — Qo v — Jo

M o EsSe] A4 Fol, 4% ZAY wy 5
t thgel 49she Sl o8 FaY + Ak

AE A, AR, Y 53 2e o x gy Audle B
= ggolet x4 1 vhe AZE A AL D5
A3l Aol HEE Mg

= 0 w(ay ®

b ek o)Al Ag dAE AR Ak HA o A,
g 257 flel Aol WEE Agstw

M
= Z_!] Wi(Al) (9

7} =3 A2 vEc) o)# Ale R utEelzl A% { A,
A, Ay} O] ARz AW Zdd B3 Fol s}
A "ok 9714 As AAE 5] dAaks] Azl 27
9 7 A B9 £53, Aol HBE WEste] Aol
A% A%} AL A59) dele] Ao Befel Feia
W o) wel wake] AHEE v RS} 2 el Hee)
353 A%} =iz Aolrh

ZAg B3 Gl ARolel & RS E £2
£ 4o} 9REaA st 7o 9% B Yagh 2
93 Agae A Beel dAsh 7Gx B Py 4
Solth. 1 Fold FEE e WH £% ofiE
B AESR BEA 1uc) e gHe Ao} g

;an?’:i

FEE I} A9, el o)

o]-&7 AAE dele} &

PPN

ARt >

sR = Rmax
sD=sRx2
Etl = 100
i=j=0
\14
=1

[ yp. Vg 297 (range) ‘

<
l YYF HA (domain)l

j=it1

sR=sR/2
sR = Rmax sD=sRx2
sD=sRx2 j=0
B |
Ye i < (N/sRy
No
ETE

% 2. ARl glEe 255 oty
Fig. 2. Encoding of AFI algorithm

HE Zyg 27t goe|g

7|29 PFI ¢38)58 52 F3317] Ao o)u] A
oo By =277 AR &, 459 A5 E 293
o A7t AR Fide] dElME 2L =)o) Ao

EYEZ o] TIE}‘E}ﬂ o Eoll Y 27} B
BollA Z2A vebdA "o old =ge ey ¢
&, F97 Az Hxtme] o 7] fAM L HEo
wet WEstmat sk do)d B 378 spHEe A

—123—



o

o

% =D B e TG A7) A8 AR
= el AEd FEE 4 gol 28 nlusold 4 9]
thod 2 A 2w dwelEel bash e v
Bl Ao, ¥5sh Bl ABFe) 2 AE Assln
Zogkel wlE] A 274 &%—s} 2 Balm Beg A
o By 27|E £ 2] 959 drx FEHxe)
AP e 2HE chAl Al 4get
AR AE 574 N AL Foial 913 A5l s, AF
daelEe Ao Eel A7) sRE Hd Ao 54
A7) Ro At ¥-3.3}8)7) *l‘—h‘&t} Folzl 7]
o A gelel weo) el bse mE A A %
4 el xAg wz) hE 2t 741 ek, $EE @)
1Rt} 2k 2o BaEo zaed w7} 345 oo B
2 e el F5E ulwdld 2 93 EFoA AR 3
& kel vlEl AF Hgex ERcol 2tew, o wWgte)
15 7 A g Aol 59

Lo thsl) ukEghu}. wkek vlw] AZ #L-03E uEs)
gelt o Ao F e gey %

HE b 7z Aol S s fﬂﬁg_x} ZAe] u

B
O 0.|., mm ‘

r,t )

ol Hi 5882 Egoll wet & E
&7} AW Foizl Aie WHEE :7717} &+ 4 °l s
HAEE vhFe] oFF &8 oA AR A A7E AA
o, gexyl gted Fg oAy} A oY BHE
E UFEA =] sbE 582 "ol A At A A7} 2to}
A A gl

AAE Azl Bawrst g2 82 F= QRS
complexo]i E-Ar7) Jo BHHo P g} T slZol),
w4 AFT ¢3el5-¢ 243 243 QRS complex H-+-
o ofy] e & Hely &
BEe v & Ad BHER R5s) A =k

|

o

Axdn o g

Zeg N7k G5F olgste] Ay dolehs F53}
st ol wiobdse] Aol ufel ge Fd whyge] s}
SetmE dolel FEel $83t7] aAE wpEse)
Aelo] Aghe shstm z e EsE pAst & Aet
gick.

PFl 23| Eoll i, Mo} B 378 Ao 4+
2719 T oujE AAsa Ao Bee) ARHe 7 Ao

tf

e

32 A 17 A, Al 5, 1996

E 1. PRIOIM 3tute| gzt chEt ofsiisE
Table 1. Map parameters of PFl algorithm

T PAS W@ oieitE | Maes b
el Belel 1% £ 12
gk
s Al Eele] 94
Py 6
M =E ™A bits = 2

E 2. AFlo|M BjLte) Histol| cist oSS

Table 2. Map parameters of AFl algorithm
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Fig. 4. Comparison of PFl and AFl algorithms
(a)Original ECG
(b)Reconstructed signal with PFI
(c)Reconstructed error of PFi
(d)Reconstructed signal with AFI
(e)Reconstructed error of AF
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