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(Bevg Rl K2 TR B 5 AN TR A2 0E, 164 710021)

B OERE-AEATRAELARKSE R W% (Convolutional neural network-joint adaptation network,
CNN-JAN) % i %1% % (Electroencephalogram , EEG ) B if R AL R | Z R KL F T PRESE LW
CRBEIRELABRMEY, HARAN KT B ERZRIRIIE G Z R AR, 33 & 25 8 13 6 69 R
B BARKAT B BRI R R AR N AR KA 4R 00 £ AR K ¥ L £ 5 % (Multi-kernel joint
maximum mean discrepancy , MK-JMMD) #4 i& B2 & 3t 47 i£ # 52 3, 4% ) MK-JMMD & & 3 % f# 2 R 3%
Ao B ARIR LA R R 89 P AL, BT AR 7 ik e SEED 4045 45 1A% T B0 I 45 A8 e ik 5 B 5 VR AR 0 R AT 1
By kg, 3P AL A ii/\lﬁ AR W B A R A B 84.01%0, 5 af b e Ae B AT IR AT W A S
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EEG Emotion Recognition Based on Convolutional Joint Adaptation Network

CHEN lJingxia, HU Xiuwen, TANG Zhezhe, LIU Yang, HU Kailei
(College of Electronic Information and Artificial Intelligence, Shaanxi University of Science and Technology, Xi’an 710021, China)

Abstract: A new electroencephalogram (EEG) emotion recognition method based on deep convolutional
neural network-joint adaptation network (CNN-JAN) is presented. It incorporates the idea of joint
adaptation in transfer learning into deep convolutional networks. Firstly, the model uses a rectangular
convolution kernel to extract the deep emotion-related spatial features between EEG data channels. Then,
the extracted spatial features are input into the adaptation layer with multi-kernel joint maximum mean
discrepancy (MK-JMMD) for transfer learning, aiming to reduce the distribution differences between the
source and target domains. The experiments are carried out on differential entropy features and differential
causality features of EEG data from the SEED dataset to verify the effectiveness and advantages of the
proposed method. As a result, the within-subject emotion classification accuracy on differential entropy
features reaches 84.01% , and the cross-subject emotion classification accuracy is also improved compared
with other current popular transfer learning methods.
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I ARk, #EF Mi-HL#% O (Brain computer interface, BCT) #2 B B 5 5 (Electroencephalogram , EEG )
A1 B B I R B U rh — A R DR R R A BT R D R W B A TR
O3 2 DA Rat 2524 55 Z2 22 BRI R AT 28 SO 5 sk, L B A2l LRI SRR S N5 N 2 E) 28 3 E
Bl RE L A AR B A Bk A v S AL R 08 B N 7 AR A JER R AR T AR S 2 B SO o N BT BT Y
AT LU BIAR 22 A2 38U 5, Qs R | B Bk LS 2l IR A S I LA 5 55 . RS R T, R R H R 2
— A I A R AR B A R S AR b A S R R A — 2 o A i e i AR
S B A SR AR A G et I AR s FL AR S i L R R AR BE R . AR IO A B A EEG R 5
WA KR S AR . Y AN FAE ALK EEG 5 5 & 77 A 5 R B 3 5 24 A 15 45 - Fa it EEG {5
SR T V% . BT EEGF S BB B 4 SO A A 16 B S b, B AT 7% 00 0 R JC vk O 2 A e 1 TE 7 9
Tl Sk i 2 g 17 ) 015 S A s

W T HAE S AE AR AR 22 5, — BRI & T T — R AT 55, o T3 s B AL
PRRE T7 L 3 8% 2 2T S gt phe ik A 1) B A — oA s A2 B B 20 AT DUE IR A B B0 T —
AT 55 b, KRR/ 1 S A AL 1 1 S5 if Ta] ] B 08 /2 1 I A6 30 o 5 ) BB it o Bl I A% %
2T PR K R, T I RS A 2 1 R R Ul B 1 SR S A ) — T AR N A . RS R
) 7 BN T AT I TR R I 4% R R B B L T UGS BIAR G 9T B AR . Dai VR T TrAda-
Boost i #2 2J HESL I I /1517 A b5 2 19 E AR SECHE AR o I8 B0 80 D1 25 23 B30, 1 A s 2 80
U Y 45 9 4%, 58 1S TR 8 1) AR B0 19 3 7 5 Zhang 451 iE— 25 4l ] TrAdaBoost J7 % e Il 45 3 F
AN AR B 32 % A5 8D 7 T i R 44 1 2% 5% (Maximum mean discrepancy , MMD ) 38 A {4 ] 43 4 1) 2% 5
FEEE %07 ¥R AE DEAP B8 22 20 1% 8k — 43 28 52 30 RS B2 38 31 66.7 00 , 7 e i B I S 06 A BE Gk F)
66.1% ; Zheng 2575t b T 22 B 22 it (1 35 8% 24 > J5 15 78 SEED B4 45 b kA7 = 43 JE 5 AR B 50 56, o
B R 2 BT (Transductive parameter transfer, TPT)" 78 J5 5 804 F Y1 25 32 35 1] 5 HL (Support vec-
tor machine, SVM) 733 i , 6 B 85 B 14 53 28 v 2 BORVEHE 23 A 19 1] 051 o 508 H A 385 40 2 47
LR B T 76.31 % B4 NG BE

R SE R BT AR G B I RS A 2] T 10t B e A BRI S AT 55 R A R o B AR TR R 2 T R
J R A 2 ) I vk SAE G T A ) TR A L R B E A AR RN Long Z MR TR [ I
M 4 (Deep adaptation network, DAN) 7 3% , 78 AlexNet B %% 43 25 88 B9 7 — 2 A £ )2 £ % MMD
(Multi kernel MMD , MK-MMD)" "/ 3 B¢ 2% , 96l /N U5 480 R A 80 5508 43 A5 22 18] 1) 22 57, 8 PR 45U B
AT B YRR LA Hf DAN Y AR R A 1 BRI R 7 22 )2 BRITHL (Multilayer perceptron,
MLP) B 2% i A MK-MMD )22, % 5 S8l Fi H A Sl 8548 2E 47 365 B0, DT S5 KR BE T B T MR B0 22 5+
1% 77 B MR A IA F) 83.81% o Ganin &5 R W T A5 X M 28 M 4% ( Domain-ad versarial neural network,
DANN) , FIJFH 9 28 X5 Bt I 25 i) SECAE 1 47 308 18] 50 40 100 365 T, 365 0 — e 32 I 7 23 M T 8% 1) P Bl 4
2 0 46 T0 ¥ X REAE R 8 R A 2 H AR S S BT A A0y R IE S S8 5 ik B DANN FE Office %1
H 4 1B R 5 24T 55 R B0 R AF s Ma 2608 DANN Bk J 48 H 7 — P 45088 5% 2 I 4% ( Domain residual
network, DResNet) I T Y1l 25 1% J8 A5 AU | 78 8 A B8 I kb B bR SR AN 75 2290 A 05 & i ik 7
SEED-VIG $¥s 4 1= xF ] LI 25 25 B 75 4 185 5 3 1 B0 i i SRk 5 1 83.86 %0 Liu %5 " K 45 38k 1
I 4% (Joint adaptation network, JAN)" KA Fi 155 L0 v, AN Oy 3 78 TR 135 190 4% vl ot S04 10F 47 56
B FE L, R T AlexNet [0 26 il A MMD JE£ #5324 17 IR S5 56, X SEED # SEED-V £ 4z 4
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ARV E A AT RS 2 20 7 ik 64T EEG 1% U J7 T A T — 2 15 R, AEAT SR A7 76 1 /> o 22
[F1) 700 5 2 E— AP A Y« — 2 Wl N R SR H AR B EEG (8] 43 A 22 5 AN [F 3K H] EEG 5 5 22 RAR K,
7 L B 1 28 728 Ak s 2 ] 0, 25 5 S B EEG % B 43 2B HY 1438 07 PR FIZ AL B8 00 8 2 5 02 il 7 199 4% v
S BRI )2 22 TR B A0 A A T AR IR R, 1 — 2B B 1R 3 T2 A AL o 3 R A O 4% v R AT R R 4
BUS T 78RR FAR 25 22 18] 980 /N ECHE 53 A (0 300G oR R 2 1 e G 2 W B 0 — 2, 3 8000 286 i 1
0 Y 25 B A 8 U R B B A S OISR o O T DR I A ) A, AR SCER B AN 43 S
CNN. T4 ¥ B 5T (Gate recurrent unit, GRU ) 45 $EA7 Rl 65, 5] B 45 5 665 20 A1 10 22 A% e R B ME
%j@rﬁ%(l\/{uhkkemel joint maximum mean discrepancy , MK-JMMD ) Xt i 3% A1 B A7 380 508 19 48 5 0 A5
HEAT A3 3o 45 /N B ) 30 2 M 38 03 A R SR A AR 38 00 A1 14 28 SRR M D R T EEG 1 45T 1 38 15 %R
B[] 45
1 AXFE
1.1 EXHEEREE
B K38 2% 5 (MMD) 2 5 B 2 2 I G5 b (8 R 07 A48 26 pR Bz — , 22 1o A% o 508 19 b A Tl
{HAR 5 14 55008 e 5 51 w5 2k 9 P 2 A% A5 K 1A % 25 ] (Reproducing kernel Hilbert space, RKHS)'™/ | 76
2 74 5] v ofe B i R BN (4 43 A BE B . RKHS J2 H A% ek B0H 2 19 58 25 19 N B eR s i) . IR H R A
IRAA o 25 8], A7 A6 PRAL e X X X~ R, XS R Gi EXTL B 2 € X, k2, )EH, H £, ) B A F AL
Ji , B
S)=(f @ k(a0 (1)
W2 Fr H A B AE B A RAA R 25 8], k(x, ) W LB AE — A FFRIE B @(x), Hih k(z,2))=
(o(z @(x/)>n
FH MMD B 5 803 130 R H AR 37 RKHS 25 [A] B S i e /NBE S . A48 A POXC) R Q( X)) v
Sy B REASE D = {2, -, )| AR ASE D = (ol oo, ) ), U MMD B9 J it 7 RKHS Ht
SRR B IR A XA
Dy(Po Q)= sy (P)— (@) (2)
HHALY P=QHnY, DH(P Q)=0. MMDE@%?&“EE%‘%J

D, (P, Q)= szx x))+— ZZ/Q.I x; ZZk xz),x; (3)

71 i=1j= 11 1j=1 nn\l 1j=

KDy (P, Q)N Dy=(P, Q)T A v s % PREL £+, «)7E o 2 25 ) opr 0 TR s A AR IR ¢ r ) 4
[B) (4 B
1.2 BEENKZE

WK G 3 7 00 2 (JAN) g — ol 450 8al 1 35 7 1) 2 > A AR 38 ok 2 > 38 81 /N B 0G ] 06645 43 A 22 = H
T8 Eﬁé‘ﬁz\%ﬁﬂaﬂéﬁ%*ﬁ%%%ﬁp X5, Y )RR R A0 Q(X, YO AL, s s F oo A% 2 U5 8 Fn
HARE, XA Y 43 AR R B FIbm 2 o D58 3R W1, 4 5000 i A 1) % B2 0 8% v 47 % 88 R AU 4 L, 3R 40
i (AR R AT AR BRTER )R 20, 27, o, Z e R W 4 L2 Y Rk TAN I A2 5 )2 il i 64 4y
MiP(Z, 27, e, ZVMQUZY, Z%, o, ZT ) P(X, Y )M Q(X', Y').

AR SR IR SR AN A3 Sk EEG B 3 o A% oR R e S 3 7 A2 A% A AR A0 RE A ) A T IMMID Bk
JAN [ 45 i 45 35 e J2 9 66 43 AT 22 5, IMMID 2 3L
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Dy (P,Q)= Zﬂk 2}, 2} ZZZH/C EZHk ),z (4)

—1j=11€L N ==L NNy (= 7 =210EL

*ﬁ@ﬁk@mTﬁﬁT”ﬁgﬁ’ﬂﬁi,MKI)(JTxlE]EéGLEPFE@”'"WZIEHE’J?FHEVE?HO
1.3 REERBKEENKLE

3 B 25 W 4% ( Convolutional neural network, CNN) J& b5 11 4 % 422 9 28 ) 4% 1 — AR 1A 7E %R S
A 4 2 55 Y AT 2 A S B A A B OR B 22 B L 7E EEG A DGAT &5 . Yoon U 24N K
AN T B D T8 46 BB 3 BB SCRRAE , 961 1 4K 5 T 45 BRURZ AT L B 4 5 BRCSCAR A 5 1) Jmy S A OGP
Chakrabarty 25 5IE B4 ] A/ A MO 18938 BU (M > 1) $EAT 145 e 1E 7 T8 348 BUR% AT A AE 3l 28 7 2
Sy e v ik B T4 09 5E 61 P g

P AT IR R B | R Il A S R B . 7E B TAER R T A SCR AR E T E R
7 T8 W A AN i) RO 4 B A B ) CNINBE Y, 5 A5k EEG 38 v 27 o TR )2 I 23 A DG T SCRHIE L 2R 5
PR TAN #2527 2] P50 B A5 8 1 865 40 A 38 2ok 2 4% IMMD B8 2k S5 /M AN B G 40 A 1Y 25 57
el P s I 2 0 3 28 0 8 T A M S . H AR BRI AR B A B o A S AR R PR O CNN-TAN B A 1
ZER A 1 s Sl T 324 3X 3 TE 5 T A BRA% A% 2 3 JE [A] B A A AR SCHE(R B, R A 64 K/ R
XTI KT IEERE, X —EHZ 0L o
VR B A 8% 3 s e, Souwes [SSIVIERP | 2+ (2 ke Sofmax Cessenion

WA BUR ST 6 K 0 1 B0 % - Do

AR R H ReLu B0 R BURT Adam 1 . Tied | ®- [Tied

L. -».-»--» =+ Z | +FC Softmax
CNN-JAN # 8  PIA> B FRZ 5 53 = =

ST A AL R L T 2 2 K/ LA 1 CNNJAN B

£ R 2 ) Maxpooling 11 JI& 1 X 28 35 4 1 Fig.1 CNN-JAN model

AL B0 BHE HEAT T R MEAL BT 5 o 28 5
55 AR 2 BT B N JAN 4 18 e 2 3 I J2 R 4t CNIN BB 25 [ B AE R A7 3 A5 24 20 0/
PR A B AR BUBE G A B 22 5 . 2 4% IMMD (Multi-kernel IMMD , MK-JMMD ) J& 7E IMMD f4 5£ i |
HEZN LA GEEN, BARERR N

= Zﬂu/eu:ﬂu>0,\1u (5)

AP KEREZ MR A SRR G AR r R BB R R B . BE 203 W )2 36 i
BEREA— B2, 9 H Softmax 28 28 85 4T = 20 28 W5 BT . CNN-TAN B8 64k H A 2 B
I MEK-IMMD (1453 2% o8 B0FN I 26 [ B 4651 2% sR 02 A, CNIN 25 119 28 SO 45 2% eR Bk

m/in;ZJ(f(xf),y?) (6)
K si=1
PTG, ) g 22 SRS % PR . CNIN-TAN BEAL A B 26 F AR eRKUE LN

mm—Z] )+ ADL(P,Q) (7)

ng i =
A > 0 MK-IMMD £E 55 30 AU 250 . Fr 2 CNN-TAN B8 78 1| 25 p 2% e ) 7 508 7 6] 38 1 7] 19
AP FIIR BE W 4% 2 5 )2 22 1) (AR 56 M, BE B 78 40 M 58 R VR 3 21 H AR 38 10 3 B8 2 2, D i T AR R A
15 BN IMT 5 P 1 BE .
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A SC[A] s R 3R B EEG J7 81 B[R] AH 56 PERRIE 1 GRU-TAN 2 & P45 /E b 6 EL RS A [T 45 10
¥ 85T (Gate recurrent unit, GRU )58 & 2 > T I i [5) ) 5 $04 =2 6] 9 B F SCHT A5 B EEG {5 5t
JE i B IR 81 R 4R B M5 B o GRU-JAN ] CNN-JAN 25 F9AH (L, 2 26 U5 38 ) b dsi e 1 0 300 i AL 32
— 2 GRU ', 8 GRU B S {15 5 A A R o', i A B 5 4047 =22 1 BT A 2 5000 B o 1t " 2L [l 7 1)
g o) ik — AN A 2 S AR By R AR SR 2 TR — T AR RGET R A PR 220t GRU %
X B Y I AR SRR AGE 2, 7538 IE 2 St MK-TMMD J 5 5 20 38 A 4 3% 42 )2 140 25 )2 A g ke
2

2 HEERBETLE

2.1 BIEE

AR SR i A8 38 K2 BCMI 32 56 % 42 {16 19 SEED #5445 (The SJITU emotion EEG dataset) #E 4T
Sy BRI R T T2 B RO 8 A L kWA 15 AR Y i [ HL S BT 4R i B, AR A HL S
5 A8 Ak B T 7 A B LA S S SR | R 3R IS AL AR 4 L B A D o BRI AR o BT A B
BARHEAT T 3 U M R PRI S S, UK S = T ) B ] ROt R B A 3 S B R, B R S
A28 15 WK 624~ 3838 1 G L A5 5 B o B SR AE I, A W 52 I BORB ICRT XA 5 s I S I ), i 5l Be
4 min BT ), B 3R 5E AR A PEA 45 s, ARBIS ) 15 s SR AR 2 BR AT 10/20” [ Br 5 6 b v 9 62 5
e HL I, SRFEAT 268 1000 Hz, TR FEH] 200 Hz.o
2.2 HETIALE

A AT 45 51 R W U405 ( Differential entropy , DE ) 45 F 76 il o 15 B3R 51 52 96 th BUS 1784
BPERE . AR AE BRI E & T, 1 SEED B 5 42 43t 19 5 43 A sk 43 JB8 it 7 ( Differential cau-
dality, DCAU) P RSSO SCRFAIE SEAT 19 0 26 52 00 o 8 R A A7 4540 mat SO, B — 4~ mat 3CHF
0ok T BB R SR WA 154 H 52 B SR B2 i H A 19 5 AR AE o b DE $RAE B9 B0 A% =X
4 62(Channels) X B 7 %% X 5(Frequency bands) , 5 /M4 23 B N 6.0.a. 5.y . HHLIESE RS
(Linear dynamic system, LDS) 5% ik SERpAEJEAT 15 b3 .ty 7 15 #9530 Wil 64T 17 3 AN [m] i)
[B) ) SE 3, R T 2 R T AR R A SR A 15 A (15 trials) SRAE MY EEG $04E 43 71 B R A %8 185
ASRFE S FH A PR IR S5 EEG B8 45 U 3 0l 62(Channels) X 5X 2 775(Samples=185 Sam-
ples/Trial X 15 Trials) .

DCAU S K i & - R B A7 8 A 0000 R A7 22 43 5845 B0 I R AR 500 L SO 1 A [ i X7 2
Y FR A5 5 18] 09 A EL B 2R L B B B 45 79 8 32(Channels) X FEASH X 5(Frequency bands) , [ABE# B LLDS
A Ak B A P R L RS Trial 43 0 F SR AE 2 185 AR AE AL, B Bk /R 3l 32(Channels) X 5X
2 775(Samples) . SEED %4 £ ¥ 52 56 vb 0 B0 A 19 18 28 23 S BN v S FRE A L A 1,0, — THAL R
R AR AR 2 3R 7R 3% 3T A [m] (1 4 AR 28 R /NEE B 2 775X 1

3 BRAOEXBRERSH

ARSI BT LR SEED 406 42 BL 15 42 w8 109 Ml v 40 A0 SF 96 UE I $2 Hh O 3 (0 T AT A AR R
AE U E ok I 3k BA ok o M o T B B 7E pytorch 1.8.1 HE 28 Fil GeForce GTX 3090 GPU | 52 #i .
CNN-JAN 5 R {38 i )2 26 5 42 17 5 pR % (Radial basis function, RBF) , £ it Z80E ML 5 2% I Rk E N
0.001, AR BB 8 K 10 000 K o A SCHEBE 3 Fh AL Gk B2 20 J5 VA R L Fh R B 1 38 L 19 45 4 o Sk o Oy
T2 ST X LU S5, 4 %) bE 5 ik B B AR T AN C AT
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(1) 3T #4343 BT ¥ (Transfer component analysis , TCA) ¥ 4 4F e 5 3] RKHS 25 8] b, 7] DL f
RARA [ 28 591 K 3 =22 1) B4 J7 26 A e /N A 5 Sl R A S 0 30 o0 A 22 ) ) L g RO R ) £ B il ~J AT
5 A R KA e 1k

(2) B4 4345 & it ¥: (Joint distribution adaptation, JDA )" [a] i 3 Fig 95 56 A1 F b d8k 09 341 2% 43 A HE %
A3 A HE =

(3) -1 43 4 38 Bt (Balanced distribution adaptation, BDA)™ % TDA J5 1 9E 47 Bt , AR 4 A [7] 4 %5
i SUORE A [ A 9 AR R AT Bl 2 A 3 A

TCA JDA FI BDA =l J5 ¥k ¥ 16 £ 20 R R A O B ok B0, A0 A HT KNIN 73 8 g b A7 = 0 K S0 .
TCA JDA FI BDA 9 IE ML S K53l 15 4 5.0 0.8 1 0.7,

(4) DAN: i P2 B RZ )5 20 & 2 PZ AL 2, 0 _E = & A MK-MMD A9 42 % £ 15 i J= H—
BEeEEER . WAERUZ 00t 324 3X3H 644 2X 2 KR/ANIE B IE G BB L, 1T 5 KA 1Y
AHFERERERE . PN MALE AR T 22X 2 K/ Maxpooling 1o I #5 % 28 32 45 R Ak 21 i0 B4 145 T
RAEAL B DR E O 20 Z2ad B A AR R Al i B B A SR T RBF A1 O A% R KR4 4 i 422 1 D
JZ 3 P2 A T )2 5 e A4 )2 L [l Softmax Jr 2 g b AT = 2MF &2 . BRUZ R M ReLu s
PRI, e Adam LA A , 283 Z BRI 27 1 2B 0.001, AR EE o 10 000K .

3.1 A—#HiIAERNENEBRERSSH

[7] — B4 12X 1255 s ) A 52 36 FH ok TU0 B 37 A (] A [ £ 15 28 74 A ARG 00 oy A5 7R ek ] 2% £ 19 AR 2
Mo ARSI, ) e 458 D vp — ZEL RSO0 A D DR, Al 9 2 540 i 1 DA s A S S8 SR A L =
128 S UE B9~ 17 0 2 v ifly 294 O B4 Bl iR 1 5 I TR) S B 45 2R o BT 4R Y CNIN-TAN T L% 4% b
BB Y R ARSI P RE AN R 1 TR

WLEE A B, E DCAU SRE b, A2 58 i 35 2 >
J7 ¥k TCA FIDA 1957 55 i 1 % 43 31 60.52% R AL EI XA T KR =
1 59.54.% . BDA K 5 P Ak 42 0 L 125 1 M o Table 1 Average classification accuracy of the
W 60.73% . 5 B BDA K I A % B 43 within-subject across time experiments

=

TR AT 3 25 1 T M AT AR o 3 — o MR
L% 4 T DAN U 19 4 15 % 76.65% SCEUEE R
Y e e T e o] s . it £ TCA 0.605 2 0.632 2
RO R % 3 Jr k) AL T (6 5 A
B o " e e s IDA 0.595 4 0.727 4
53 )7 7452 CNN-TAN B8 0 -4 2 i - O
£ 78.38%% {E A W J7ik 1 R BLRLE | |
) h o DAN 0.766 5 0.810 8
£ DE F§AiE I, BDA 1 BUA5 % 58 3T 48 % 2 . .
CNN-JAN 0.783 8 0.840 1

I VE BB B HERR R 73.14% , 8 TCA 1 JDA
A3 1 9.92% F10.40% . IRBETE R 3] ik
DAN A5 H A6 5%k 81.08 %6 , 156 B FH CNIN $ i 23 [8) 4 56 M I Pt A7 58 8 2 20 Wl DL S TH1% 8oy 2841 55
B ERR 2R o [) A b e R B A5 8 ) 2 B0 2 AT I ), DAN B R S 800 o0 15 1744, vk — AU 1)
S2HG 35 7 B ] 738 s, CNN-TAN A6 58 2 8 i o 13 126 A4, J Rk S8 as 17 I 18] 5 771 s, B4R Fr 42
CNN-JAN BRI FE I 45 &2 (B H 2 80 /0 T DAN B R, H CNN-TAN 35 2] £ 5 i 5 % 84.01%, [
DAN 9 #E# % 5 H 2.93% . CNN-JAN B AL B4R T+ 2 3, B CNN-JAN 7E DAN % [EOR [F] 43 4 25 5
A LRI [ B % B T2 18] B9 43 A 1T DAk — 25 32 5 EEG 15 B 28 HE %

[Fi] BF W45 & 3, (i FH DE HREAE BEAT 5250 19 HE B 2 A5 25 DB LR & T DCAU FRE , X Rl B ] g J2
M DCAU R J& 76 DE FEAF LAl 1 oF 4738 18 7] /9 22 0 3T 545 2 A RRAE B0 , EEG 55 M &4 8 18 R



820 R EB L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 37, No. 4, 2022

BB R AN ) RO X S ) A B 5 B AR B B B R 22 Bk B ) 25 F it 20 B 2 R I
BN R, S DCAU SRE ) 20 JE 7 AR T DESFAE . 15 & W L) DE $54F 0§ A HE 47 155 I a] 175 8¢
Ay 2 SR 1 S 24 A B RN L A0 B 2 s . WS A 2 100

SO e SRR 50 A A R R K R S |

6 AT B % 33 J7 ok AL — OB PR TR 40 |

TERS 2F ) B 41 sub3 Al subl13 E JDA By fE B R BB i < 20

8094 , 15 B TR Sk AN B A Sk 1) 321 2k 43 A A 2% E 3 A BB K AR 0 234567809101112131415F¥
= ,\EAﬁ TDA %] % Lk 47 A 3 . H % “,\iﬂ 0 o *TCA =JDA *BDA *DAN *CNN-JAN

ARS8 6 R DA A EARIATA I R TFIRBRI AR D 1 G ek 210 920 4

I b 3 T AT 22 e B R B B TDA Tk 1 HE A O I e
AR EIRAL . SHRAT SRR R I B8 CNNTJAN Fig.2 Statistics chart of classification accuracy
RV AT A A Bl b IR S5 0 T A (B I A R 0
2 AN [ 23 A 00 K 1 26 B HH R S A PR RE , T SRS
B 7 o MR T 2R A A RO A R

(] 72 P& 2 T m] LA R 15 24 Bl T CNIN-TAN BB ZE DERFAE | 1% 43 JS i ik 51 98.85%0,
B AT #8081 34 sub15 IR b R0UR B f il —
W ) M4 B 4 3R R IR UME I 5 accuracy , #E 2k KoK (

results of experimental test set on the

DE feature for 15 subjects

1.0

PR 25 loss. B30T LLF H, Bl % 2% 8 By 3
i, IR AE M 0.35 39 1< 2 0.991 7 4b I 885 - 2 %
2% loss BER SBT3, I 0. 1338 A B AR 1) O & 3 .
TEX — L FE i, Tteration £E 6 000 3] 7 500 #¢ 22 [8] loss H
IR /IR J32 302 Bl AR A X 1 0 0 3 i AR

3.2 BHEHANIRERSSH 0.0 \ 0.0
. 0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

15 4 R A0 S 56 FH St A AN R A4 1) A 1 T Iteration

B pg R, ESLE T KRGS — AR EEG K3 subl5 E CNN-JAN BE#II ki 728 & K
B HEAE S A R B H AR, oAb 14 4 8 59 EEG Fig.3 subl5 training process of CNN-JAN
iV S I 2 4R BRI, Oy sl A i ) PR R B2 0, 24 8
F SEED $u i 45 b 4 A sl 5 — 4 I )R 42 B9 EEG

—— Accuracy |
—Loss .

Training loss
>
W
Accuracy

e <
[ )
T

K2 BREAXEHFHILERE

Table 2 Average classification accuracy across
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