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Fig. 1 Track condition monitoring system
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Track fault detection from car-body acceleration
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Fig. 2 Vertical acceleration
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Fig. 3 Wavelet transform
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(b) Hilbert spectra (IMF2)
Fig. 4 Hilbert-Huang transform (IMF2)
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(b) Hilbert spectra (IMF3)
Fig. 5 Hilbert-Huang transform (IMF3)
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