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Boundary Compensation Approach in Geomagnetic Map Preparation Based on BEMD

Zhao Yuxin, Chang Shuai, Li Wang

College of Automation, Harbin Engineering University . Harbin 150001, China

Abstract: A boundary compensation method based on bi-dimensional empirical mode decomposition (BEMD) is proposed in this
paper to address the boundary effect in preparation of geomagnetic navigation reference map. The local geomagnetic anomaly
data are firstly decomposed into components with different scales with BEMD; then for small scale ones instant amplitude and
frequency are computed with total Hilbert transform, and the boundary is compensated with self-sampling and feature-
matching; whereas for the large scale ones, trigonometric function model is conducted and used to compute the values outside
the boundary. After the compensation of local dataset, rectangular harmonic model is used to prepare geomagnetic map. Exper-
imental results indicate that BEMD method could better compress the boundary effect of rectangular harmonic analysis, and
improve the mapping precision steadily in comparison with other existing methods.
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total Hilbert transform; boundary compensation; geophysics.

Hi R S5 S AR L TR 1 23 TR IR H A R X
S b T S5 A TR 5 TR AR AR T M A [A] £ 7S [R] 43
i AR S WAERHE]_ B AR AR F R E . B R X
P JE TP RS IR ER 2 3 i S 5T
B JE (Tyren, 1982).

VeI R P e v e 0 YR P 0 T
Tlt s JEIR 0 BT 7 3 2 A S 1 X 3 i A R By
(Alldredge, 1981) . 3 i 42 il #5 Wt B £5 1 R/ ] LA
Xof /N IRUBE () iR 52 5 S R A T R Ol IS, (PR I

ST I A E B GRBER AE R 10 S R v T A AR
JE AR BERAF . 51 10 5 723 ) AU D DR 2y 3 ¢
M ICRC A5 B, - DA T el 5 0 a7 ol At o 7 00 S
DX D JE A ) 2T SRR 3 RSN B2 L T D Ay
L A AR 7 P A0 e 5P 18 L R R R R R AL
B G A RE A AS AL, DRI A DX A 1 5 Ak
AL AT AE T P FAL A28 R B (L 5™
AR GILR. AR BE MR AL 3 — 2 AT BT
YNSRI 23 A 8080 ) 728 A L A 270 X A RN 32 A

E£WH : HKARFAE A (No. 51379049) ; i o SAL SERRHIF L 55 3% % 30 %% 42 %% B (No. HEUCFX41302).
YEE RN B EH (1980 I, Bdz , WA, T EEWF5E )5 100 M40 SO V256 4% E-mail: zhaoyuxin@hrbeu. edu. cn



1618 R} 2E— [ K2 ik

%39 &

SRAAL I XM IR A 2. 7RI RN A
S b AT R A6 6 X R R AR T R
TR RT3 552 s ) gl 2% A e i IR L A AR
SECRE TR A T 00 JT S b LA 300 S DX g 7 2R 5
2% o DT R AP b P ] P

BEXFIZI0) A A D25 AT T AHOCHESE s Malin
et al. (1996) FEHAT X S M i A WF ST B 4 o — s
AL PRI I B, N8 T X A 5=
TF) S0 PR ] 5 2 B I 4 (2010) 78 JH LAl Al T ik —
ARG W T TS R S A B 5 I K AR (20104,
2010b) 2R BP i1 28 X £ | S 4[] s AL XS 30 5 DX 5
(1) TS s A T T o DA T 3 B R R A 18 A )
Bl i B L X 2E Ty B Y R A O R R T
REAS AL —EFEIE b FE ISR B 10 i AL R2 ¥ I i
AR LA B, 51 A2 2 552 0 [ i A B2 il T
RGN R 225 i, T AT T T AE TSR 1Y
PG T AR SCHR M — b DX % 5 e i
FEAME Ty % A X 12 FLA S NS B LS ) b i S
WS 1 N AR )

BEMD J5 & EMD J7 ik 7E 455 40 B4
MIHET (Huang e al. s 1998; Nunes et al. , 2003),
ALK AR AR e AR AR R S T 2 R 4y
il s T4 3 224 AN [) RUBE AT RS iR B0 B 7
BRI A ) Z B ] (Huang ez al. , 20105
R E4.2011;5 Hou et al. » 2012). ZUGHIA /i
T B — R XL VAR RR ST 5 1 43 R A A
T B AR SR A N [A] B (4505 5 Y I Ao A3
REA TYHE A B TIRA AT RS H K
FEPE. AR SCTEAR I RUBE R AR X 40 A T 4545 40 it 64T
I3 EERN b BT R R AMEE. X0 A A N RUEE
Gy HET G S B 4 A 19 B ARALPE (Spector
and Grant, 1970) .48t —Fp [ RAE I FEAME 7 1k,
R FEVA Hilbert 78 48 74 K R I 47 iE . 1 T H SR
FEJT BR300 XIS ATAME s X RRUEE 73 8, 2R =
1 BRSO N R AR A A AT A e 4 A 3 By
RN FF R = A R0 T A o T X A58 i) S A 7
JE DT S8 BCAME. S5 56 0E BH 32 07 ¥ RE 8 THE A 1 %)
DA T MR, A7 2800 i 0T A i AL 1) 1 22
PER AT 25 R SR ML A r i R AU R
P

1 SEIE PR e 2 AR S A R

TR I3 M 07 10 e 0 S ) X i 3 i 1

T T VAR 3 Y AR I 8T A AR e e 220 I 1 O S
Y. ZHE 21 i 7 1T LA IR Sk AT 2
FUBE 3 fifk » DTG HG 5 ECHE 70 B B X .
1.1 JEESHAE
TETCU G A3 18] S ANl 2 P 0y 7 e
ViU =0. (D
ZAET AL R BUE T B AT 500 «
Ulx,y,2) = Ax + Bxr +Cx +

N

Z Zp,m,(x,y)exp(uz) , (2

q=0 m=0

P,.(x,y) = D,, cos(mux)cosGrwy) +
E,,. cosGnux) sinGroy) +
F,, sinGnux ) cosGrwy ) +
G, sinGnuvx ) sinGrwy) (3)
H n=qgq—m,v=2/L., w=2/L,, u=

Vono) o) sy oz HE KRR TS 0
BAAR U (s ys ) HEERL AVBLC Dy s Ep s Four s
G F51 R 5 800 N 7 R 780 B AT Y 55 L
L, A3 B ST X ARAE o Ly J7 T K.

SR TE .y x J7 1) 1 3R U B L Al ok £33
W5 ) L (R A ek
1.2 ZHZUESHBHIE

BEMD J5 155 1o * 75 1 7 1o A2 412 B — 4 A fiF
AR (BIMP) , FE7E %0 B R A% 1) 3k pR 4
P L f s y) HHIRER 4 BEMD J5
WA I 1 B R

PRI Ay (s y) S BIME [ £ CRIME 1 4%
) TS 2 ASARAR I 7 5 5 SR A T

=33 [Haer e b
IS SD<<r(r RBEE IEIED 5% SD FF IR K.
VUL o 3 JE A2 1k 2% 0 o B 28 T 45 BEMD 43 1 45
BAUTF

k
fla,y) = ZBIMF]-(x,y) +rlxsy) . (5

j=1

1.3 BEMD 53345 R R B4 F B A N

T BEMD J7 250 fiff T 1545 Jp 1 2 18] RUEE 22
TV s R v i A M R X & 25 1 DA HEDI
VIS 5 31 1 ROBE R AIE.

T AR AR A A (RO HE A B/ IMEL D
B RSP~ XA 5 I I B 1 0 2 — A A b 3
HE, 1= (6) .

d:%-EEdU-(l/ZN,-), 6

i=1 j=1




55 11 3

T A8 < e T AR AR 0 1A e T A P ) 0 A T 1619

i

WA B |

1 |‘7
i 52 By (20,0 ) IR B AR 550
FF AL 2 hower(x,))
11 (%,)=(Rupper(3,) F Piover(x,) ) /2
:

ey =ra(ny) =1
! |‘—
I
I =it |

|
[ k)= ]
|
1

|

TSR (x,p) ) AL 4t huppes(x,)

T 2%
| e =haGy)-ma@y)iz+1 |
A

hy(x,y) 2 i BIMF
ri(x,y)=ri(x,y)-BIMF(x,y)

(,(x,y) ) 4% {ﬁ

B 1 BEMD Jrikijife
Fig. 1 Flow chart of BEMD

Forp M 3R o33 AR OR A R CRR/IMEL D 19 A B
N FR5HAS | A<i<<MD MR AE AR BB K
R O IMELRD BN o RS § MR RS
FARRRRE I HRAELRE 22 8] FR .

TEPRUERERE (M2 205 Z B AT AR T AR A
RO AR K B KT o WA %3 i e /N R
o b R R R it

IZHEN RS R EE T RIT 3 5 (O AR AY
ST S R 1A 3 e S B S 5 (2)
RIS (1 — 0 2 — AR B S PRIE A =
A REE S IRTT 5 3 3800 X R R 7 it AT
M g e R AR 18 o mT LM%'@ME%E’J%M&
ROR s (DX T 4- Kt A2 0 Bt — oA b
EJ(jtgE’J;&Eﬁlﬁ@%ﬂﬁ%?ﬁﬂ%Igwﬂﬁﬂi%
5 e 1.

2 A Hilbert 224 KR $RH

FIFLEAR Hilbert A8 7k Al Xf 5 T2 H{E X FR

(1) 3t B AL i AT 45 5 o I 64T 10 B 1 1 0 i Bk
TR AR A SR

2.2 Bk Hilbert 54 5 45 (F R EX

2.2.1 Bff Hilbert TH X EHES f(a,y) HH
Sk H1lbert AL AT

fate) =Vape| —LED gy, @

R xa—8(—ny

Hrr, Voo p B P4 F i (Thomas and Gerald,

200D).

2.2.2 EEEPSREKBEAIEESERE MR 2. 2.

LAl kgt f o, ) AARATE 5 23k (8)
fala,y) = f(x,y) +ifulx.y) , (8)

T 55 SCBE IR ERFAE AN (9)

ACxsy) = [y + filaa ] (9
5 AR @ 112 (10)
_ Sulx.y)
= arctan( FERY) > . (10)

PE—2RF @ fE o Ay PIASTT ) SR AW rTARE0E
B PR R XL (6] BRI 51

wr = de _
J d]k
Flaay) o M Fulxay) o M
dis e an

Fi(a,y) + falx,y)
Horp k=1 F12 B, s, 40800 = Ry WA D71 110
BA [ T

3 =R T ik

A AL LT o i S IR 2 ARG
DX I N RS A AR 2R AR = A (1) T O TED
TRICTFm L E A 17 T % 0 A SR 8
RS DS o3 S s 1 DX AT A DX A = R
B i A =X CE T BRI AL 1997) .
2 Z EHA(/e,a,/a) CF(R) -
exp(y o m)dadﬁ. 12
Hr, MXN 7 IR A HG D, o — T IX
WAk ) AT E R R o AR ISR B, HOAS
REMIIN Ky 05 F () ek 20N T

F(1) = cosar « cosfly s F(2) = cosar » sinfly,

F(3) = sinar « cosfy , F(4) = sinax « sinfy.

(13)

PR KT R A eCH b P

U(Ia}hZ)

TEHE—F IR 158



1620

HoBRRE R E TR A 4R

%39 &

0 0
Alksa. = D) D Aksm+isn—+j) »

i=—1j=—1

A(iajvang) ’
AT Hr 2 (12D FK (14) AT

aH

Ulx,y,z) = El i i i ‘iA(k,m—Q—i,n—F
Do (15)
Hrfr,
p(k) :”Fue) cexp(z+ JZTF)
ACij e dads. (16)

4 DXt g 5 R A

B XA 5 DX I 1 5 B S AR Sl R AMEE T
S SRENGZE (I

B X)Xl H % 5 FHE 64T BEMD 43
i I8 2 5 e RUBE AR

(1-1) 5% DX 3 by % 5 096 #6417 BEMD 43 i
1% n A AR bR 5L 5 i BIMF, | BIME, | -,
BIMF, FIR 43T RES; (1-2) M4 1. 3 Ff] b o ]
Wi BIMF, . BIMF,, ---. BIMF,, K/l R B4 .
BIMF,, .BIMF,,. , .-+ .BIMF, .RES J} & R 4.

B2 XN S T I A 5

(2-DXF 25 /MRS 4 f AT SR Hilbert A8 4,
P15 SRATT S 55

(2-2)TH5 4% o3 T R A B A A I B i i S
x\y Ji Il b B BRI AT AR AL 5

(2-3) %4 A =BIMF, + BIMF, + -+ + BIMF,,,
A PR SAE 3 m DR, TR B A R
FE AR R AE AR DI T 10 M AR MEEE R AL

R3S XS A T3 M 5

(3-1)4 B=BIMF,,, + -+ BIMF, + RES, %
FH = A R B e KRB (S 1 7

(3-2) 1] FH iy A A R0 -5 300 3L 0 DX 388 ) il S
{H, FH ML R By,

B4 SERHME

4> Compensation = A; + B; , Compensation Ef
I AAMESE R
4.1 BREFE

MR B 2-3, % /N RUBE 43 1 2 FHEA T M B
1) B RS R AR AR B SR AEAS, I8 H R oy
R Z A RN B S SR TT. BT R A O R K

INFG MOXN S RAEFARH A KN Ry m X, U &A%
s ([ ) - (5 [+ )
e b &, Bk, 535028 2 A5 ] b 0 RAE (R
LR/ THEAME Y S R %R

MR =X (17) Bl 3k B OR [F) B0 88 e 2z 18] 19
{EE%E‘:

LEIPIDIES 7 1ox
K sunvuy TR 2 DEAEY m, Fw, 2 A B
HURHIE DE FC XS0 K/ s B S A s B 1R AIE 4R
Heut (Tag)ub Gy ) A8 RN wn ue TEVCHC X 35 N
AL IS B ARFE.
4.2 BRIMEFER

AL TR 2-3, 5 B H R AE T A5 040 Y o
X I RS Ay R T AME. S T ORAE S 2 ) B iE B
HIC, AT L 2 3 Ay 2 AT R AR DL T X
BRI

R 363 R RS BRI R AR BT R DAORUESL
PEAELE AR 2 A7 1) EOREE] R N 7 R E
T 38 A e sl B AR AT AR 4y gt 4 FhE e
T L K=" ], A8 458 A an 18 3 (L aL b,
o d B A AR N A T AR S s RN Bt B i 2 AR

LA 3a.3b S A4 20 (1) K DERE X 5k 2 55
SRR 3 A A ) AF B DX AT REAE DG B, Y
T A R DU Y RS OB X8k 1 b B A
AN AR DX 38, R AE DT B X 38 P A0 B A L T
FERRE ] 3c.3d X I A EA T M s E 1 %) 5 X
TR A SRS AR I AR R RIOR SR 430 %

1

3

2

5

7

4

8

6

()i A\ —

by L=

()=

K2 Bodlibe soo it i X R 43R 7

Hg. 2 Schematic diagram of data block’s division patterns

()ywIipkad  (b)ALA#E (o)L I (D) ok
a b||b a c dl|d c
1 1 2 2
c 2 dlla 2 cfla 1 pflp 1 a

K3 Jral—fy 4 FZ et BiE X

Fig. 3 Four matching transformations of pattern 1



55 11 3

T A8 < e T AR AR 0 1A e T A P ) 0 A T

1621

(a)X AL T 575

(b)X $RATL 7 5%

(o)X AL JL 75

B4 AR XSO W A i

Fig. 4 Boundary effect of rectangular harmonic analysis in different areas

2o A el 4 N3 X et A T4 A T B AR,
4.3 MNARESEHITIARME

W KRB 43 T AR A Sy e 5550, R = # pR 4R
RATEA. th TR R KR RS, F e nT
DIRE R AR B 20 1 Ay TR Xk

PR E A 4T (R PR R A4S N S 2 AR
(XY, Z.,G) ys=1,2,- N AKX (15 [ 15—F

JE AL TR -
4 M N 0 0

Go= 2,2, 0, 20 2 Alkem~+in+j) « P(k) .
k=1 m=1 n=1i=—1j=—1

(18)

F I Fre /N R TE R A E BRBCHEA TR gt L e — 20

K i FRON IR AL B A AR R AR AR (15D L RISE
JON A ST 300 5 A

5 SIS

PEFE 3 21 NOAA KA () s I 2 5 -7 55
AR I 120 X 120 AU 00 X 4% £ 45 4 BE 4
0. 003°X0. 003°, 43 Bl A B.C, S4BT HovfE
P il 25 v Y 0 AR Il L. S8 25 14 A windows 52
YEZ S, UL Matlab 7. 8 i -V & #4755 3 Hr.

5.1 BREFHEOBMSH

5SS RS AB.C =4 120X 120 M 555
B P R, SRR 22 o /N R bR S R
Wi B FU3E k30, R F 22 Fh e ot % J 0 oR IS AL L 2
B ) 2 55 R S £ b R TR 4y R Dl 0. 0017 X
0. 001%, 43 313E 0 Dao Dro «Day.

TEAE 200 1 Hh O X B 100 X 100 4% %X
it ¥ [FIRE 7 VA 28 23 BE 2 Dl 0. 0017 X0, 001° 4 i
ﬁé{lzl ’ _‘Laﬂ‘j DAl N DBl ~ D(‘,l- 53\5'”%7‘ DAl N DBI A DCl Ej
DAo \D}zo \Dc,o E/‘J ﬁlﬂll‘ﬁﬁ@ [Xiﬂﬁwzéﬁﬁ‘% ’ }J\Wﬁﬁf L‘,(
LI FH AR 20 BT 7 12 A 2 5 ofe TR 1) 300 3 7R 5 B
% nE 4.

AR FHAR /3BT 71, LA 100X 100 M 54
B Ay B E A T M 1 T A B F T R XA S
Flh/ > R 1S 5, NS S ESE Ak
B PR FLSEAE DU BU 6 31 AL 7= A T ORI i 22, T
HLIXFP 3 52 5 5 | e 11 25 S B AR IAE Fe 1 L )R
Bz M.
5.2 RAAXRXFHZHITIHARME

DA IR A SR, xF W A% 4l 14T BEMD 43
i BIMF, \BIME, Sh/NRUEE 73 d o 8 oA 4y i 2
R a4, &l 5 Fs.

(a)BIMF, 1 5 % 58 )% (nT)  (b)BIMF. T 5 % M (T) (o) i 1 57 5 B (nT)
150 SO W 200
34.80+ = 150 |/ Bl 300
100 / / . 200
. 34.75F I ] 100 Gy - 100
< 50 o so =i
= 3470+ - 0
= 0 0 -100
) 34.65F — 50 I -50 -200
& = o -300
34.60F i - =9 100 200
100 = e 150
34.55¢ r — -500
150 200

-115.8 -115.7 -115.6

LT ()

-115.8 -115.7 -115.6
21 1)

PS5 DX A rhCs DI I R R dha o e 245 21

-115.8 -115.7 -115.6
277 11(°)

Fig. 5 Central data’s decomposition results of area A



1622 Bk} R A 9539 %
Tl S i ok S T S i i 10 7 8 i B
(a)BIMF +BIFM: (b)BIMF +BIMFE i A 4245 R (nT) (C)a #5042 25 (nT)
300 T 300 3
34.50F 34.85 3485 300
200 3480 200 34.80 ) C‘j J00
~ 34751 100 3475 100 34751 ) 100
°_ = =} A~ 0
E 3470} = 0 34.70 0 3470t ~_ ()
= S > S ] )= -100
34,65+ < —- || -100 34.65 = = 100 34.65 = Q) — 200
& 1 P 2 | (@
34.60F = — 00 34.60 e—— ‘ 200 34.60 = : -300
-300 34.55 300 34.55 -400
34.55F -500
s -400 34.50 s 400 34.50 — ' ;

25438 (n'T)

5% Ni(nT)

5N (nT)

-115.7  -115.6
LRI ()

-115.85 -115.8 -115.75 -115.7

22T (%)

-115.85 -115.8 -115.75 -115.7

Bl 6 AR eR R S SIS R

Fig. 6 Composition results of intrinsic mode functions and tendency item

(a)X kA Malin et al.(1996) )5 i%

1 SR (nT)

4 W (nT)

K

U

5N (nT)

85438 (n T)

g
iy,

LLAOHE P A IR

34.75
346511

(b)[X 1B Malin et al.(1996)J5 7%

U7

YN (nT)

%

22T (%)

(0)X $C Malin et al.(1996) )7 7%

7
113. 8

‘4’;‘%%— bl T

-113.9

(DX $hCA 3 Uy ¥

-113.8

-113.9 o (®
VAR 0

K7 SEs X R AN R 7 s A 5 A 3 5 35 TRl L

Fig. 7 Comparison of experimental areas’ boundary effect after compensation with different methods



55 11 3

T A8 < e T AR AR 0 1A e T A P ) 0 A T 1623

HR A 2 SRBCH b B A~ Bl 2 43 0 7E BIMEF, il
BIMF, () gk B i {1 S 28 B 205 B Rpm] L ) gk s 3t
FAFAE ¥ BIMF, + BIMFE, {E R —A> %4, | H rp
RSB LS 6 AR, A B SRR T IR
BIMF, +BIMF, #1731 5 4MZ ; #3300 v 40 35 (1 &6
SERREEF R AR BOT-22 - R ] = A R B0E
A7 VA b RN S E , 1 5 M 5 45 30 B s AR A 1]
6 fIi7R.

5.3 XL RO

TEXT B 2 B0 20 7 7 i A 0 S5 Ak A
TSR I ] 2% JEME &1 5 DL 100 X 100 [ A% B4 hy Sk
Bt 43 936 FH SC ik Malin e al. (1996) | 25 B B 46
(2010) JF7 T 3 25 (2010b) FIAS 3 H B 7 32 4 7 5t
HERL X 4 By ) 0 552 1 0] A0 40 i) a4
Feanf&l 7 s,

HRAG S g0 25 5L . JE A A5 e 4R A AP L 4 SR 8k =2
AR5 5 W F K s A AN [A) 5 ik A 730 A 2
SR HVBCF 5 B AT 30 ) 3k 263 52 300 LR
T w2 W T 3 B -2 4 X R 25 N 1 .

R1 AEFERBRIMEIRIIEL

Table 1 Comparison of different compensation methods

ol g5 A B C

JFiah ARG 37.527 48. 425 34,753

Malin ez al. (1996) J7% 28. 639 34,739 26. 331

ZEHI W% (2010) 7k 25. 815 32,121 24,727

Tr EI4E(2010b) Jri: 36. 703 46. 308 32.562

AR5k 19. 318 24. 643 18. 248
H:Eﬁfﬁj‘? nT.

TAT T HEAN ] D532 0 10 5% 7 1) L) ke i R
AT RUE L ASSCOT i T LA S0 D8R R 40 A
7 1AL T P 1) i 5% 1 TR e A1 22 Dt 20 3¢
RGN 500 A - 1 T AT BN T A b x5
B ARG [ 1 DR N2 2% i IR AH L
T AT EA B BRI A2 TR ) BP
220 245 0 3 R N AT AW 45 7 k. B A
RCR.

fifp DRR VAR 0 M 7 1 ] o M i R E P 1y 0 5
3 13 () AL ST M S5 0 V) AR 0 A LR A
SCHIF BEMD J7 i % 3t i 5 6 s 147 2 RO 73
figt s XA TR RO 73 i BEAT B P22, SR Hilbert
RTINS /N R e A T I S A A MR (LR ALE 11

SR, FEAR PRI e 2 1] i SRR A B0 2 A T 300 b
2 F = A eREICTE 0 R RUBE 43 i R 4T A A A A
HMIE. ZEG 2 Py T8 OIS B s B A
RCH R 1 DI R v BT 5 v 1 300 5 R 3 ) AL
MR LRI AT 7 Bk BEMD J7 1 (5 25 TR B ]
TR B R K23 R Ak A SO st BEMD 43-fig
45 R0 R RFAE K] 43 1) L, T 0 T e B A MERUR:
(RIREIN T B — 2D W 58 PR 1)

ARSCHER /N A3 EA T #ME T IR B A
PR S 8 3 6 5080 e 22 ) ) 4 0 AR 0 A 7
T SRR BRI R AR IR E A — Rl S E R
A2 T A3 A0 S W BSCHRE 11 R A 28 Ak, 1 5 70 b
IUERAPE. BLAN AR SO ik A RPE 5 B o DX 3 1)
R/INFII e 5040 0 SR 285 B8 A O B 2 DX Iy 3 K
FIRALEE 38 I, B8 45 B i 4 3 i R AE o g o
A= AR SR ] .

References

Alldredge, L. R. , 1981. Rectangular Harmonic Analysis Ap-
plied to the Geomagnetic Field. Jowrnal of Geophsical
Research : Solid Earth, 86 (B4) ;3021 — 3026. doi: 10.
1029/JB086iB04p03021

Chen,]. G. ,Xiao,F. ,Chang, T. ,2011. Gravity and Magnetic
Anomaly Separation Based on Bidimensional Empirical
Mode Decomposition. Earth Science—Journal o f China
University of Geosciences ,36(2) :327—335 (in Chinese
with English abstract). doi: 10. 3799/dgkx. 2011. 034

Hou,W.S. ,Yang,Z. J. ,Zhou, Y. Z. , 2012. Extracting Mag-
netic Anomalies Based on an Improved BEMD Method:
A Case Study in the Pangxidong Area, South China.
Computers & Geosciences ,48:1—38. doi: 10. 1016/j. ca-
geo, 2012. 05. 006

Huang,]J. N. , Zhao, B. B. , Chen, Y. Q. , et al. , 2010. Bidi-
mensional Empirical Mode Decomposition (BEMD) for
Extraction of Gravity Anomalies Associated with Gold
Mineralization in the Tongshi Gold Field, Western
Shandong Uplifted Block, Eastern China. Computers &
Geosciences s 36 (7) : 987 — 995. doi: 10. 1016/j. cageo.
2009. 12. 007

Huang,N. E. , Shen, Z. , Long. S. R. , et al. , 1998. The Em-
pirical Mode Decomposition and the Hilbert Spectrum
for Nonlinear and Non-Stationary Time Series Analy-
sis. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A,454.903—995. doi: 10. 1098/
rspa. 1998. 0193

Li,M. M. , Huang, X. L. . Lu, H. Q. , et al. , 2010. Modeling
of High Accuracy Local Geomagnetic Field Base on



1624 R} 2E— [ K2 ik

%39 &

Rectangular Harmonic Analysis. Jowrnal of Astronau-
tics »31(7):1730— 1736 (in Chinese with English ab-
stract).

Malin, S. R. C. , Duzgit, Z. . Baydemir N. . 1996. Rectangular
Harmonic Analysis Revisited. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 101 (B12); 28205 — 28209. doi: 10. 1029/
96JB01885

Nunes,J. C. , Bounaoune, Y. , Delechelle, E. ,et al. ,2003. Im-
age Analysis by Bidimensional Empirical Mode Decom-
position. Image and Vision Computing ,21(12) :1019—
1026. doi: 10. 1016/S0262—8856(03)00094—5

Qiao, Y. K. , Wang,S. C. ,Zhang,]. S. ,et al. ,2010a. A Con-
structing Method of Reference Maps for Geomagnetic
Navigation Using Rectangular Harmonic Analysis and
Support Vector Machine. Journal of Xi'an Jiaotong U-
niversity ,44(10) :47—51 (in Chinese with English ab-
stract).

Qiao, Y. K. , Wang, S. C. , Zhang, J. S. , et al. , 2010b. RHA
and BP Neural Network Based Constructing Method for
Geomagnetic Reference Map. Acta Armamentarii, 31
(9):1254—1258 (in Chinese with English abstract).

Spector, A. ,Grant, F. S, , 1970. Statistical Models for Inter-
preting Aeromagnetic Data. Geophysics, 35:293 — 302.
doi; 10. 1190/1. 1440092

Thomas, B. , Gerald, S. ., 2001. Hypercomplex Signals—A
Novel Extension of the Analytic Signal to the Multidi-

mensional Case. IEEE Trans. on Signal Processing ,49
(11) :2844—2852. doi: 10. 1109/78. 960432

Tyren, C. , 1982. Magnetic Anomalies as a Reference for
Ground-Speed and Map-Matching Navigation. The
Journal of Navigation ,35(2) :242—254.

Wang,W. Y. ,Pan, Z. S. ,1997. The Trigonometric Function
Methods for Data-Processing and Transform of Curved
Surface Potential Field. Geophysical & Geochemical
Exploration,21(3) :209—218 (in Chinese with English

abstract).
Bt B 325 2 STk

R, B L, W98, 2011 T 4 406 40 A Y TR S
Wy B M ERRE 2 [ b T K 2 36 (2)
327—335.

ZEAA A, o AR, S 25, 2010, JETAE IR OMT HY S R
R Y. TR, 31(7)  1730—1736.

FreEH, A 8 42, 2, 2010a. 3R FH AR I 4047 A0 32 15 1)
B A A A LT 5 T . PSSR R AR
44(10) ; 47—51.

FrEM, F AR 44 25, 2010b, JT5E 1% 4047 F1 BP #f
22 2% 1) b, 0 5 o TR £ O vk JR 2R AR 31 (9)
1254—1258.

FITER L HEAERE, 1997, T 57 37 B4 Ak ¥ K e ke 1) = 1 DR
e MRS R 21(3) . 209—218.



