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Means and techniques of brain signal extracting in brain-computer interface
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Abstract: The brain computer interface (BCI) seeks to extract signals from the nervous system and deliver them
to control the peripheral equipment. then the handicapped can achieve the communication with the outside. At
present, BCI exists some issues. The key one is that BCI must provide a means to detect or inject signals, be safe,
last for long periods of time. This paper summarizes the characteristic of the diverse extract signals and record—

ing equipment, and compare their merit and shortcoming. BCI based on the diverse extracted signals need

further to be studied in depth by more researchers.
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