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Abstract  Epilepsy is an electrophysiological disorder of the brain, characterized by recurrent seizures. 
Electroencephalogram (EEG) is a test that measures and records the electrical activity of the brain, and is widely used in the 
prediction and analysis of epileptic seizures. This paper provides a statistical analysis associated with EEG signals assuming 
that these signals can be categorized into inter-ictal, pre-ictal, and ictal states. We study histograms and cumulative 
histograms for segments of various signal states, in wavelet domain by utilizing different signal processing tools such as the 
differentiator and median filtering, as well as the local mean, and local variance estimators. The results show that signal states 
could be distinguished according to statistics in the wavelet domain. 
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1. Introduction 
Epilepsy is actually the most common neurological 

ailment impacting on 50 million people world-wide, 85% of 
which belong to the developing nations. About 2.4 million 
new cases happen annually around the world. At least, 50% 
of the epileptic cases start at childhood or adolescence [1]. 
There were many trials for human brain discovery utilizing 
EEG signals. These kinds of signals are obtained through a 
brain computer interface (BCI) constructed with electrodes. 
If theses electrodes are placed touching the brain surface, 
intracranial Electrocorticography (iEEG) signals are 
acquired. In contrast, for outside electrodes [2], we obtain 
Stereo Electrocorticography (sEEG) signals. iEEG signals 
are obtained using an invasive techniques, while sEEG 
signals are obtained via non-invasive techniques [2].  

EEG signals are, in general, of multi-band nature. Using 
the signal power in each sub-band or signal features, an EEG 
signal classification procedure can be carried out for various 
applications such as seizure detection and prediction. Seizure 
detection can be a popular medical application for EEG 
signal processing. The goal of this technique is to execute  
an off-line information acquisition through recorded EEG   
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signals for patients [3]. 
A vast majority of signal processing tools, especially 

transform domain tools, have been investigated for seizure 
detection. One of these transforms is the wavelet transform 
[4, 5], which will be used in this paper .Seizure prediction is 
a more challenging task to be performed online. For correct 
prediction, EEG signals need to be divided into three 
different classes. These classes are inter-ictal (normal state), 
pre-ictal (pre-state), and ictal (seizure state).  

The objective of this paper is to study the statistical 
characteristics of different EEG signal batches in the wavelet 
domain in order to classify the signal batches into each of 
these states. Section II of the paper discusses the seizure 
detection algorithms. Section III discusses the seizure 
prediction process with its limitations. Section IV presents 
the statistical tools that are utilized for EEG signal batch 
analysis. Section V presents the experimental results. Finally, 
the concluding remarks are given in section VI.  

2. Wavelet-Domaim Seisure Detection 
Seizure detection is a sort of anomaly detection in EEG 

signals to identify the occurrence of a seizure as shown in  
Fig. (1). Feature extraction and signal modeling techniques 
have been used for wavelet-domain seizure detection, 
leading to detection results below the required levels. To 
enhance detection results, Rana et al. [9] adopted a 
frequency-domain technique for seizure detection using 
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phase slope index over the whole EEG bands. Based on this 
index value, a decision of seizure or non-seizure can be made. 
Khamis et al. [10] have also presented a trial for seizure 
detection based on a frequency-domain signature. Wavelet 
transform has been extensively used for seizure detection, 
because it decomposes the EEG signal batches into 
sub-bands. From these sub-bands, different features such as 
wavelet coherence, entropy, energy, amplitude, and 
coefficient of variation can be extracted and used for state 
classification [6-8]. 

 

Figure 1.  An EEG signal containing a seizure 

3. Wavelet-Domaim Seizure Prediction 
Wavelets have been widely used in the field of EEG signal 

analysis, especially for seizure detection and prediction. The 
wavelet transform in itself can be regarded as some sort of 
sub-band decomposition, but with down sampling. The 
wavelet transform can be implemented on analog as well as 
digital signals. We are more interested in the DWT. The 
DWT can be implemented with low-pass (LP) and high-pass 
(HP) filtering in addition to a decimation process, and it must 
be invertible [11]. The DWT can be implemented with a 
single level or multi levels. For the multi-level wavelet 
decomposition, further decompositions up to the required 
level are performed on the low-pass branch, only. Another 
implementation of wavelet analysis is the wavelet packet 
transform, which performs further decomposition on the 
low-pass and high-pass branches. The wavelet 
decomposition and reconstruction filters H0, H1, G0, and G1 
must satisfy the perfect reconstruction (PR) condition. 

𝑌𝑌(𝑧𝑧) =  
1
2 {𝑋𝑋0(𝑧𝑧) + 𝑋𝑋0(−𝑧𝑧)}𝐺𝐺0(𝑧𝑧) +

1
2

{𝑋𝑋1(𝑧𝑧) + 𝑋𝑋1(−𝑧𝑧)}𝐺𝐺1(𝑧𝑧)  

=
1
2𝑋𝑋

(𝑧𝑧){𝐻𝐻0(𝑧𝑧)𝐺𝐺0(𝑧𝑧) + 𝐻𝐻1(𝑧𝑧)𝐺𝐺1(𝑧𝑧)} 

+ 1
2
𝑋𝑋(−𝑧𝑧){𝐻𝐻0(−𝑧𝑧)𝐺𝐺0(𝑧𝑧) + 𝐻𝐻1(−𝑧𝑧)𝐺𝐺1(𝑧𝑧)}            (1) 

The main idea of using the wavelet analysis for EEG 
seizure detection and prediction is extracting discriminating 
features from appropriate sub-bands and determining the 

appropriate wavelet decomposition level to be used for 
further classification. 

In general, EEG signals containing seizures are built up of 
constantly changing bursting levels. This signal nature 
enables discrimination between different signal activities 
from wavelet sub-bands. The residual sub-band wavelet 
entropy (RSWE) can be directly used to estimate the entropy 
of bursts from the sub-bands as proposed by Paul et al. [12]. 
The wavelet decomposition equation for an EEG signal 
using a sliding window of index m is given by: 

𝑠𝑠(𝑡𝑡) = � 𝑎𝑎𝐿𝐿𝑚𝑚(𝜏𝜏)∅(2−𝐿𝐿𝑡𝑡 − 𝜏𝜏)
∞

𝜏𝜏=−∞

   

+∑ ∑ 𝐶𝐶𝑙𝑙𝑚𝑚𝜓𝜓(2−𝑙𝑙𝑡𝑡 − 𝜏𝜏)∞
𝜏𝜏=−∞ ,𝐿𝐿

𝑙𝑙=1      (2) 

where C1
m (τ),C2

m (τ),..., CL
m (τ)  are the wavelet coefficients. 

The sequence {aL
m (τ)}  is the coarser-resolution signal for a 

high-level decomposition. The authors experimented lower 
and higher numbers of levels and found that five levels are 
the optimum choice. 

4. Seizure Predection Process 
Seizure prediction is an online process with a target of 

forecasting the occurrence of epileptic seizures. Up to this 
moment, there is no ground truth for seizure prediction. All 
what have been done is just trials assuming that there is 
pre-ictal and ictal states in EEG signals. Arabi and He 
presented a seizure prediction method based on chaos theory 
concepts [11]. They used correlation dimension, correlation 
entropy, noise level, Lempel-Ziv complexity and largest 
Lyapunov exponent as features to be extracted from EEG 
signal batches in time domain for the classification purpose. 
Wang et al. utilized an adaptive learning system combined of 
enforcement learning, online monitoring, and adaptive 
control theory for seizure prediction [12]. For all of these 
algorithms, the success rates remain unsatisfactory. Hence, 
there is a need for prediction algorithms with better 
efficiency.  

5. Statistical Signal Processing Tools 
5.1. Histogram 

Histogram is a mathematical representation of the 
counts of observations that fall into disjoint categories (bins) 
of the amplitudes of the discrete signal at hand. Histogram 
will be calculated for the wavelet transform of different 
inter-ictal, pre-ictal, and ictal segments for possible 
discrimination between their amplitudes. For estimating the 
number of histogram bins, several studies have been 
presented. Struges estimated the number of bins in the 
histogram as [13] 

21 logb N= +                 (1) 
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where b  is the number of bins and N  is the number of 
segment samples (observations). An estimate for the bin 
width of the histogram was presented by Scott as [14]: 

1
33.5h Nσ

−
=                  (2) 

where h  is the bin width, σ  is the standard deviation of 
the data, and N  is the number of samples. Another bin 
width estimator was presented by Freedman and Diaconis as 
[15]: 

1
32h IN

−
=                    (3) 

where I  is the sample inter-quartile range defined as the 
difference between the upper and lower quartiles [16]. 

In this paper, we adopted a unified bin width for all 
segments in each experiment for comparison purposes.   

5.2. Cumulative Histogram  

Cumulative histogram is some sort of mapping, which 
counts the cumulative number of observations in all bins up 
to the one at hand. It is represented as 

∑
=

=
i

j
ji mM

1
                  (4) 

where jm  is the histogram value at bin j. Cumulative 
histograms will be estimated for the obtained histograms of 
all signal segments for comparison purposes.  

5.3. Differentiator Filter 

In EEG signals, abnormal activities are accompanied with 
abrupt changes in signal amplitude. To reinforce these abrupt 
changes, signal differentiator tools can be utilized. We use a 
digital first-order differentiator filter for this purpose. This 
filter is given by [17]: 

( ) 11H z z−= −                  (5) 

5.4. Local Mean  

We can estimate the local mean of a signal X(n) as follows 
[21]: 

1ˆ ( ) ( )
(2 1)
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k n K
X n X k

K

+

= −

=
+

∑            (6) 

where (2 1)K +  is the number of samples in the short 
segment used in the estimation.  

5.5. Local Variance  

We can estimate the local variance of a signal X(n) as 
follows [18]: 

( )22 1 ˆˆ ( ) ( ) ( )
(2 1)

n K

X
k n K

n X k X n
K

σ
+

= −

= −
+ ∑    (7) 

5.6. Median Filtering 
Median filtering is a sort of nonlinear smoothing of signals. 

It aims at reducing some of the spikes in signals that may 

occur due to impulsive noise. In the median filtering process, 
the middle value after sorting is extracted. For a median filter 
of length 2 1N K= + , the filter output is given as [19]: 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( ),........, ,.......,Y n MED X n K X n X n K = − +      (8) 

where ( )X n  
and ( )Y n  are the nth samples of the input and 

output sequences, respectively. This type of median filtering 
is non-recursive in the sense that an estimate of the median 
filter output at any sample time is independent of the median 
filter output history. There is another type of median filtering 
which is recursive. For a recursive median filter with 
window length 2 1N K= + , the output is defined as [19]: 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ), 1 ........, 1 , ,.......,Y n MED Y n K Y n K Y n X n X n K = − − + − +   (9) 

This recursion process is a type of feedback that reduces 
noise more efficiently. In EEG signals, some spikes of large 
amplitudes may exist. Therefore, EEG signals need 
smoothing prior to statistical analysis that depends on 
amplitude distributions. Local mean, local variance, 
differentiator output, and local mean output will be utilized 
in this paper to discriminate between the signal segments in 
the wavelet domain by estimating the histograms and 
cumulative histograms of these statistics.  

6. Experimental Results 
In this study, we have used the data for four patients 

from CHB-MIT database to discriminate between ictal, 
pre-ictal and inter-ictal segments based on probability 
density function and cumulative distribution function from 
different signals attributes such as local mean, local 
variance, derivative, and local median. Figure (2) shows an 
hour of EEG containing seizure. The probability density 
functions and cumulative distribution functions results are 
given in Figs. (3) to (10) for different patients. These results 
reveal that it is possible to set a threshold on PDF amplitude 
or CDF horizontal axis that can be used to discriminate 
between inter-ictal and pre-ictal states, which enables 
seizure prediction.  

 
Figure 2.  Hour 29 of channel 1 for patient 19 from MIT-CHB database 
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Figure 3.  PDF and CDF for the derivative of the signal approximation for patient 19 
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Figure 4.  PDF and CDF for the local mean of the signal approximation for patient 19 

 

 

Figure 5.  PDF and CDF for the local median of the signal approximation for patient 19 
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Figure 6.  PDF and CDF for the local variance of the signal approximation for patient 19 
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Figure 7.  PDF and CDF for the amplitude of the signal details for patient 19 

 

 

Figure 8.  PDF and CDF for the amplitude of the signal approximation for patient 1 
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Figure 9.  PDF and CDF for the amplitude of the signal details for patient 14 
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Figure 10.  PDF and CDF for the amplitude of the signal approximation for patient 14 

7. Conclusions 
In this paper, we have presented a statistical study of 

different EEG signal segments in the wavelet domain based 
on the histograms and cumulative histograms of the different 
attributes of the wavelet transform. Experimental results of 
the patients have proved that the different EEG signal 
segments in wavelet-domain can be used to distinguish 
between three different classes; inter-ictal (normal state), 
pre-ictal (pre-state), and ictal (seizure state). This conclusion 
can open the door for efficient signal prediction with this 
approach. 

 

REFERENCES 
[1] World Health Organization, Epilepsy <http://www.who.int/

mental_health/neurology/epilepsy/en/index.html> (last 
accessed 28.11.12). 

[2] J. R. Wolpaw, N. Birbaumer, D. J. McFarland, G. 
Pfurtscheller, T. M. Vaughan, “Brain-Computer Interfaces for 
Communication and Control,” Clinical Neurophysiology, Vol. 
113, Issue 6, pp. 767-791, 2002. 

[3] U. R. Acharya, S. V. Sree, G. Swapna, R. J. Martis, J. S. Suri, 
“Automated EEG analysis of epilepsy: A review,” 
Knowledge-Based Systems Vol. 45, pp.147–165, 2013. 

[4] J. S. Paul, C. B. Patel, H. Al-Nashash, N. Zhang, W. C. Ziai, 
M. A. Mirski, D. L. Sherman, “ Prediction of PTZ-Induced 
Seizures Using Wavelet-Based Residual Entropy of Cortical 
and Subcortical Field Potentials, “ IEEE Transactions on 
Biomedical Engineering, Vol. 50, No. 5, 2003. 

[5] Y. Liu, W. Zhou, Q. Yuan, and S. Chen, “Automatic Seizure 
Detection Using Wavelet Transform and SVM in Long-Term 
Intracranial EEG,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Systems and 
Rehabilitation Engineering, Vol. 20, No.6, pp. 749-755, 2012. 

[6] S. Mehta, B. Onaral, R. Koser, “Detection of Seizure Onset 
Using Wavelet Analysis,” Proceedings of the IEEE 
Conference of Engineering in Medicine and Biology Society, 
1994.  

[7] A. Shadid, N. Kamel, A. S. Malik, M. A. Jatoi, “Epileptic 
Seizure Detection using the Singular Values of EEG Signals,” 
IEEE Conference on Complex Medical Engineering, 2013. 

[8] B. Vanrumste, R. D. Jones, P.J. Bones, “Detection of Focal 
Epileptiform Activity in the EEG: An SVD and Dipole Model 
Approach,” Proceedings of the Second IEEE Joint 
EMBS/BMES Conference, 2002. 

[9] Rana, J. Lipor, H. Lee, W. V. Drongelen, M. H. Kohrman, B. 
V. Veen, “Seizure Detection Using the Phase-Slope Index 
and Multichannel ECoG,”. 

[10] H. Khamis, A. Mohamed, S. Simpson, “Frequency–moment 
signatures: A method for automated seizure detection from 
scalp EEG, “Clinical Neurophysiology, 2013, http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.clinph.2013.05.015. 

[11] A Prochazka, J Uhlir, PJW Rayner, NJ Kingsbury, Signal 
Analysis and Prediction (Birkhauser Inc., Switzerland, 1998). 

[12] J.S. Paul, CB Patel, H Al-Nashash, N Zhang, WC Ziai, MA 
Mirski, DL Sherman, Prediction of PTZ-induced seizures 
using wavelet-based residual entropy of cortical and 
subcortical field potentials. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 50(5), 
640–648 (2003). 

[13] A. Aarabi, B. He, “A rule-based seizure prediction method for 
focal neocortical epilepsy,” Clinical Neurophysiology Vol. 
123, pp. 1111–1122, 2012. 

[14] S. Wang, W. A. Chaovalitwongse, S. Wong, “A Novel 
Reinforcement Learning Framework for Online Adaptive 
Seizure Prediction,” Proceedings of the IEEE International 
Conference on Bioinformatics and Biomedicine, 2010.  

[15] H. R. Sturges, “The Choice of a Class-Interval,” Journal of 
the American Statistical Association, Vol. 21, pp. 65–66, 
1926.  

-1000 -500 0 500 1000 1500
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

X

C
D

F 
(x

)

 

 
Ictal
Pre-ictal
Inter-Ictal

 

javascript:void(0)
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=McFarland%20DJ%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=12048038
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Pfurtscheller%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=12048038
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Vaughan%20TM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=12048038
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/xpl/mostRecentIssue.jsp?punumber=3230
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/xpl/mostRecentIssue.jsp?punumber=3230


 American Journal of Biomedical Engineering 2016, 6(1): 32-41 41 
 

[16] D. W. Scott, Multivariate Density Estimation, Theory, 
Practice, and Visualization, John Wiley & Sons, 1992.  

[17] D. Freedman, P. Diaconis, “On the Histogram as a Density 
Estimator: L2 Theory,” Probability Theory and Related 
Fields, Vol. 57, No. 4, pp. 453-476, 1981. 

[18] G. Upton, I. Cook, “Understanding Statistics,” Oxford 
University Press, 1997.  

[19] S. M. Kuo, B. H. Lee, W. Tian, Real-Time Digital Signal 

Processing, Implementations and Applications, John Wiley & 
Sons, 2006.  

[20] F. E. Abd El-Samie, Information Security for Automatic 
Speaker Identification, 1st Edition, Springer, 2011. 

[21] L. Yin, R. Yang, M. Gabbouj, Y. Neuvo, “Weighted Median 
Filters: A Tutorial,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and 
Systems-II: Analog and Digital Signal Processing, Vol. 43, 
No. 3, pp. 157-192, 1996. 

 

 


	1. Introduction
	2. Wavelet-Domaim Seisure Detection
	3. Wavelet-Domaim Seizure Prediction
	4. Seizure Predection Process
	5. Statistical Signal Processing Tools
	6. Experimental Results
	7. Conclusions

