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A new method for EEG nver s problen solution

ZHOU Ting, L 1 Juan, PAN Lin, YU Lun

(College of Physics and Infomation Engineering, Fuzhou University, Fuzhou, Fujian 350108, China)
Abstract: The paper considered the EEG inverse problem as circuit transnission fram the urce po-
tential in cerebral superficial cortex © practical measured EEG signal over scurf By studying fram
sme universal principles, such as energy conservation equation, the trandomation mechanisn be-
tveen kinetic energy and potential energy and © on, a dynanic wltage equilibrium equation ispro-
posd By using the anpirical mode decomposition and other methods, the cerebral electrophysiology
material parameters are inversion calculated And then the brain electrical urce potential is settled
down by lving the dynanic woltage equilibrium equation In thisway, a nev method for EEG inverse
problem lution isproposed
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Tab. 1 The calculation reaults of resistance for each electrode
s Jan’ mm R R R R R Q R ( R R R
1 FPZ 53199 29 45 57 383 36 4 53 197 435 43
3 Fz 2 7763 29 87. 32 734 59 8 68 378 834 37
5 FC5 2 2826 25 106 20 770 24 10 56 4 60 891 60
7 FC2 22918 27 105 78 828 52 10 52 4 58 949 40
9 T7 16337 25 148 38 1076 18 14 75 6 43 1245 74
1 c4 2 3077 27 105 05 822 81 10 44 4 55 942 85
13 T8 16340 25 148 36 1075 98 14 75 6 43 1245 52
15 CP1 21310 31 113 76 1023 04 11 31 493 1153 04
17 CP6 2 0050 31 120 91 1087 33 12 02 5 24 1225 50
19 P3 18701 33 129 63 1240 98 12 89 5 62 1389 12
21 P4 18696 33 129 66 1241 31 12 89 5 62 1389 48
23 FO7 10220 35 23720 2408 42 23 58 10 28 2679 48
25 FOZ 13918 35 174 18 1768 51 17. 32 7. 55 1 967. 56
27 FO8 10210 35 237 43 2410 78 23 61 10 29 2682 11
29 0z 1 3692 33 177. 05 1694 97 17. 60 7. 67 1897 29
30 02 Q6342 33 376 90 3608 14 37. 47 16 33 4038 84
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Fig.1 The distribution of the former six order eigenvectors POD decomposition for 30 channel EEG signal
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Fig. 2 Comparison between original signal and reconstructed signal, original signal and predictable signal
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Fig 4 The value of capacitance for each mode of F3 - C3 - P3 - RO3 electrode on left brain
2
Tab 2 The calculation reaults of each eigen mode
m ' © Ce /F Ce /IF Ce IF Cros IF
1 0 002 2253 449 37 3 08E - 06 2 36E - 06 1 60E - 06 9 41E- 07
3 0 0027761 360 21 3 85E - 06 2 94E - 06 2 00E - 06 1 17E- 06
5 Q 0030724 325 48 4. 26E - 06 3 26E - 06 2 21E- 06 1 30E - 06
7 0 0032859 304 33 4 55E - 06 3 49E - 06 2 37E- 06 1 39E- 06
9 Q 0038355 260 72 5 32E- 06 4 07E - 06 2 76E - 06 1 62E - 06
11 Q 004 009 8 249 39 5 56E - 06 4 25E - 06 2 89E - 06 1 70E - 06
13 Q 0047799 209 21 6 62E - 06 5 07E - 06 3 44E- 06 2 02E - 06
15 0 005 566 2 179 66 7. 71E - 06 5 90E - 06 4 01E- 06 2 35E- 06
17 0 0065716 152 17 9 11E- 06 6 97E - 06 4 73E- 06 2 78E- 06
19 0 0075125 133 11 1 04E- 05 7. 97E - 06 5 41E- 06 3 18E- 06
21 0 009 862 1 101 4 1 37E- 05 1 05E - 05 7. 10E - 06 4 17E - 06
23 Q 013 605 73 505 1 89E- 05 1 44E- 05 9 79E - 06 5 75E - 06
25 0 016 752 59 695 2 32E- 05 1 78E- 05 1 21E- 05 7. 09E - 06
27 0. 026 502 37 733 3 67E- 05 2 81E- 05 1 91E- 05 1 12E- 05
29 0 053835 18 575 7. 46E - 05 5 71E- 05 3 88E- 05 2 28E- 05
30 0 097 788 10 226 0000136 Q000104 7 04E - 05 4 14E - 05
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Tah 3 The resistance and capacitance calculation results of each electrode
C/F
R Q R, Ry Q2
1 FPz 435 43 0 0275 11 9721 09725 423 4600 1 03E- 05
3 Fz 834 37 00131 10 9611 0 9869 823 406 4 4. 48E - 06
5 FC5 891 6 03756 334 8939 0 6244 556 706 1 3 23E- 06
7 FC2 949 4 0 1867 177. 2245 0 8133 772 1755 4 44E - 06
9 7 1245 7 0 006 2 7. 7382 0 9938 1237 9642 3 18E- 06
11 ca 942 85 0 2439 229 9423 07561 712 907 7 3 00E - 06
13 T8 1245 5 0 0150 18 7348 0 9850 1226 7677 4 33E - 06
15 CPL 1153 0 1159 133 609 6 08841 1019 3904 3 16E - 06
17 CP6 12255 0 4853 594 6739 05148 630 826 1 2 53E- 06
19 P3 13892 1 0 1620 225 0759 0 8380 1164 0241 2 01E - 06
21 P4 1389 5 0 0043 5 958 6 0 9957 1383 5390 1 63E- 06
23 PO7 26795 02406 644 7413 0 7594 2034 7587 8 75E - 07
25 POz 1967 6 0 1665 327. 5857 0 8335 1640 0143 1 08E - 06
27 FO8 2682 1 Q5671 1520 9116 Q 4329 1161 1884 9 32E- 07
29 Oz 1897 3 03413 647. 4726 0 6587 1249 827 4 1 04E - 06
30 02 4038 8 Q 4646 1876 3457 Q5354 2162 4543 5 72E - 07
R A—UI , Ry =% ( EEG ), Q, H, F
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Fig.6 Cortex distributed source potential (unit; mV) Fig.7 Cortex electric current dipole source (unit: mV)
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