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i E:AZHREREELTRAREIRY A2 XEFEEAFRE T HARASAENR TEATH L EFH
BE, FHRARAERLHEELERFT(FE) R, RN R HRE" F’“ﬁl&??}%i#ﬁi#fii%ﬁ%%&ﬁﬁ
N, BB REH R Lz, ATHR AIRBE—F"RFRELE"TLRENTSHIEF T HEF
BEosEFk. B, RAEBAERNLRBG BT 5 % RE B3R ot 18] 45 42, I‘éﬂ'&/\ﬁilﬁﬁ?ﬁ# MR
ER,ewrE g B3k 5 F 4B, 1E A Translormer B3 #ir X, A A B = 45 48 Bk A L3k 4R AL 4 By BT
TR RGN R IR L X XR AT XY BT A ERN R R FAREN YR, £
PhysioNet ## BCI IV 2aiZ2 s 8 $ # B LW R E R A, AL F ke T A ER TRt 7 = 1
¥ J£ PhysioNet & # & EFI AT AR UIF M K, = = Ao vg 5 K 69 -F 3 8 5 5 51425+ 0.09% .0.65% F=
0.66% ., o, ERE B REREFHT, L EEWER LK EFT T F T, 3R B K34k
HEBA e 5Kk s S,
KFEIR . EH AL R4 F 5 K Transformer; 3 4R X U 4 & mbL g o
HESES: TP391 XHRARERS : A

Multi-scale Spatio- Temporal Feature Learning for Motor Imagery in “Noisy Labels”

LIU Zhuoheng, YANG Feng, ZHAN Chang’an
(School of Biomedical Engineering, Southern Medical University, Guangzhou 510515, China)

Abstract: During the collection process of electroencephalogram (EEG) signals for motor imagery, the
subjects’ lack of concentration and failure to strictly follow instructions for corresponding motor imagery
result in EEG data that does not match the instructions (labels) , leading to the emergence of “noisy

’

labels”. The presence of “noisy labels” reduces the model’ s ability to capture key features and affects the
model” s generalization on new subjects. Therefore, this paper proposes a method for motor imagery
classification under “noisy labels” condition using multi-scale spatio-temporal feature learning. Firstly, a
convolutional neural network is used to extract multi-scale local temporal features from EEG signals,
reducing the impact of inter-subject variability. Secondly, feature maps are partitioned in spatio-temporal
dimensions and served as input to the Transformer module, with a spatio-temporal feature fusion module
used to optimize global spatio-temporal features. Finally, symmetric cross entropy loss is introduced,
extending the calculation of cross entropy to all categories to reduce the impact of “noisy labels”.
Experimental results on the PhysioNet and BCI IV 2a motor imagery datasets demonstrate that the average

accuracy of the proposed method is superior to those of other methods. On the PhysioNet dataset, the
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introduction of symmetric cross entropy loss improves the average accuracy for two-, three-, and four-class
classifications by 0.09%, 0.65%, and 0.66% , respectively. Moreover, symmetric cross entropy loss can
improve the model’ s classification performance and robustness under different proportions of “noisy labels”
interference without increasing the model’s parameter quantity and computational complexity.

Key words: motor imagery; classification of electroencephalogram (EEG) signals; Transformer; symmetric

cross entropy loss; brain-computer interface (BCI)
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i

i HL4% I (Brain-computer interface, BCI) & 7E # 37 AN 5 458 15 £ 2 (8] B2 3% H28 1, o7 o 1
T i R i ] A 2 R G MWLIR Az 8)) |, 8 ATl 8 2o fili B {5 %5 (Electroencephalogram,, EEG) 3 HAth
i3 2 W 1 5 Sk sl A i . BCIRE FHARAR 3 132 AR AR BR Ty B e 4 AR
A5 FEBEST AU R, b 1R G i Oy 232 IR A A BERRAIE T — o ) 58 TR i 3 3ok e 3 Al A ] A 2
TG o, DA RCHE I B AR TS s ML DR AR S DR R A 5 % BCT) 3z i B 2

iz 3 4 (Motor imagery, MD) & BCTH IS 2 — , 52 0 35 il A0 G A [W) B AR 19 42 31 2k 3 & R i
Rz 2 P AR ) X 3K, BB 51 & RS2 B R A s s AR B 2 TS 30 Xt TFAER AR BCLEEG R A% |
Sy FEAE HE R 8] 43 3R 0, € 80 BCTBF I MRS v o 6 1 #h 22 £ S ie st R0 MIFEEG #E i fi 4
BT BEE AR AN . R EEG BA R AR5 M A 1 25 R R R L ok B 3 e
MI-EEG 73R4T 55 BUMEE

1EXF MIFEEG 43 28 1), U4 45 B 22 [ 2% (Convolutional neural network, CNN ) A 8 132 fdi
fH CNN 3Z fR F 8% 52 BF (Receptive field) B K/, 5 B2 W36 in 6 FUZ B4 G AR IL 2 R AR B . AR T
CNN, Transformer A3 i3 [ 1 5 J7HUH] , [0 2% &5 AT 9 1 F 305 B, Transformer 78 [ 815 & 4
PR ML S AT K S % . VL3 Transformer ( Vision Transformer, ViT) ™ Sk i, 3¢ I #F 5% %
Transformer W H T &4 43 25, A% 0 JEUARLJE: 0 A UG #E AT 40 B, P4 A Transformer, 7158 AS [A] B4
e Z 6] R DG, ] RO B8 TR Al 4K 4 S (5 B I B8 0 o A GBI 9 IF i b I ZE G LA 5 40 26 | 4
15 45 U0 B B A 301 AR AR 45 . E MIFEEG 4326 |, Song %51 BT # M Y S3T 45 U R FH 3 245 ] 462 5
(Common spatial pattern, CSP) i £7 %5 ] 3§ 3 J5 % A Transformer *% >J 42 J5y $5 A . A 3 251 00 76
S3T (Al 1o CSP R4 oy 9k i 45 20 3L 28 [ X (Filter bank CSP, FBCSP) o i 5 B 48 2400 T Ja &
FRAE 2 3, H 3248 % M (Subject-dependent ) B Y1 25 5 W 3 LA B0Z AL B3 328 % B AL R T
ConTraNet, Xie %5 Fl Ff CNN 2% 2] Jay 3 i [l B AE . ER , o T B — 35 AU M LA A 00l 7 1 ) 22 57
PR R B EEG 5 5284k, R I T 463 3238 b % A PEBE . ik Ah, ConTraNet A1 A i 2515 4%
B[] 4 B2 04T 73 B, 2006 T 2338 EEG B9 %5 A5 B .

R MIFEEG 43 28 75 VA 78 323 3 PR 5 R A0 BHRIR S ™46 3 DB 7R 55 B AECIR S T R B AR 47 1y 52
B ROR B A2 138 78 B U 2 0 v R R e B S 00 SR 58 UL AE AT 55 o TEINAA Rl 2 S b 6 U0
JIGH A7 38 B S M 7R AT 4 s RO 4 2 AT PR Tt SR B MIFEEG 308 e 36 2 (9 R 1
ENER . TEREEEG B E S firh, 2l IR RS GE il M ) A b S8 520, R BE o A PR 4 /R
M HH AR RE B9 S 0 B R SR Y B LS AR B AN I, B B R R BT B AR AR 43
PERE . N T UM R AR S R R L 4R R 2 RN 55 v A Ok SR S R T I 4% S B0
O IE MR BRSSO IR 0 2 o 1 BRI T SR . RSB T — R R T A Rl B U AR i
B IR 2 ORI 51 B FIRE AR | (H 2 5% 108 8 % 24 23 HEBR A ALREAS . R e 4R
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HR AR AR BT e A D v TR R AR T (B e R . B3R D7 EE R LA T 48 R G B A Y TR A ) SRR
HE 7 BSAR B ET A Kz SR AT 55 b il M bR A T ST TR 2D

RS JR) BRAPETE T 20 T JR BB AE 2 20 5 M A bR A S I, AR B i OC B R AR BE ) AT,
BT 5 e TR AL A M RE o A SCER Y T FE 43 A CNN M Transformer B kb A5 3 (1Y i & A2 2
(Multi-scale spatio-temporal Transformer net, MST-TraNet) . % J ¥ o () 22 B Aisf ] 45 FRUASE B 42 B =)
P )5 R DR AR [R] 22 S PRS2 W o A 5 VIT J3 B BEUARL X6 FUS 258 38 MI-EEG 155, 43 3 1 5 1]
2k i M2 ) CH R ) 48 3 AT 40 B, TR I 0 T h WL 2 oF 4 JR) Bt ) A28 [ 41 . A5 2% Lawhern 451
JIT 4 1 9 EEGNet, 25 [H] 45 BUR JH 45 B K /N 55 738 T8 H A0 80 4 AR Rl 5 25 B0 A5 B . A St — 4
IR 25 4 i S CNINRE B, JHG A BB R/ A 1 2 R 50, 1 T R 2% > 2 B 05 2, JF T AR FR 32 X
J7 (Symmetric cross entropy, SCE )5 4%, $5 5 455 70 %) I 7 bR 25 7 1 8 W M, i TG 4% 4 i 2 B A 465 51
o HILP AT 5 A
1 AXTFiE

AR MST-TraNet B8 1) 78 = AN 17 o B 32 2060 45 4 30Uy & i [8) 45 8L Y 22 R ) )
BB 27 2] 4 Ry I 23 AR AE Y I 25 Transformer BEHR GO0 AL R7AE 19 I 28 R AE Rl 5 BE A 73 263k 4
a3, o Transformer B AAZE #4015 2 fir 7

: _ IZSTransformerHk
LR w1
| _Eig_%_ A
MI-EEG AN DaLIE Y e Ee : | [ % Transformer
030 ] e O
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Fig.1 Diagram of MST-TraNet model
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1.1 ZRERESRER

EEG {5 5 A AUA 85 A AL S, i ELAT B85 10 ) 28 S 4, 3k 45 MIFEEG Y % 5% A1 BCT R I ok T
Phlk o R BRI Jia 2 VUL EEG (9 85 AR 5 35 i 1) 28 S 4 B0 AS ) A A ] — A TR 7] 17
(Session) B e 45 B K/NEARTE Y o AR, 50— 45 FRURZ 23 BRI R 2 385 A 4 0 B85 F 8] 92 AL BE )
I AR SR FHAS 1R R/ 9 48 BRAZ R S B 22 RUBE I TR R A o BRI 35, 4 45 S 8% B KN 430l ol 715,
SLAI63,10°H k) kyo Ry T AR FEG BRI JE FRAE I RS AR PR B8 1,4 55 BRI 7 20 0 I R 3.
71531, A2 RO ] A B o WS it )9 — 4k (Batch normalization, BN)JZ #l Dropout )22 £ fff i
A, Horh Dropout Ho il 15 & & 0.5, #% BR A0 2E % 5 EEGNet ™ — 3, R ELU. 4 T BT A
A BE /NI 25 Transformer £ BT 4 ARFAE BRI, 25 23 ST 11 48 R /D R AE Dl G £ . B,
A3 SCRFAE P 300 308 4 B2 BF 4, 0 3k - 24 0t A sl /0 I ) 48 B2 (] I O BA XS 20 26 T B i EERRAIE
1.2 K= Transformer

Transformer (9 15 F i T [ 2815 5 4L B, VIiT $4 Transformer (4 5 FH 37 8 2315 WL AE 400080 . 78 A
WEFE T, A5 245 VIT X i A MR BEAT 43 B i) AR, %o 22 RUE W] (] 5 FRASE e i by 70 AR A [T 43 531 9 Bk ] f 25
(i) (36 T A ) 28 5 AT 40 3, T A Transformer 1, R H B FE Z 10LH, 73315 5 MI-EEG G5 M2 )Rm
1] Ko 23 (] AR DG VE il AR A5 5 m BRI G R o

¥ 5 R MIFEEG 5 5 202 46 FUS 4 B M RFIE B R X e RY Y700 i ACH JiUIG MIFEEG 15 %5
W, CIUE N 15N, KR8 MIFEEG {5 5 B9 HU AR, A SO0 I8 Ve 5, N, = 645 N, R on it A7 91 1 SR A 5
AE LB R EEG B AT 3 s HRAFER N 160 Hz, N, =480, 4% FUR i AR 1E 18, H C QR R E
] (1 38 T 55, N, BTN 93 I AR R AT 18] 25 Ta] TR ] 48 B (0 R/ o Rk 1 2 BB T4 F 3R | &ad J@ o
02k A e, 7= A Bedie A (Patch embedding) , il & 437 & 4 % ( Position encoding) , {F A i 45 Transformer
SR TN VAT TP RIS S MR A A i e S I K AN 5 271 IR = VA W 10 R O R
Transformer # 3 f0 % I [H] Transformer #1125 [i] Transformer, *f T [i] Transformer, % X 73 % i N./N
ANAREE WP, AP KN (64, N ), A B [ Hed & 64 A4 B Hh B[] B2 S N {5 S, i B )
Transformer HP (1) [ 73 75 F10F 5 AR A0 8] F B 22 (8] A9 AH S&E . X T 25 8] Transformer, B X 73 F % N, 4>
AR BAPKN R (1N, B2 B P RS A R {F B, B %8 [ Transformer H Y F 1T
BB REAS r R = Ta] A A DG

1€ Transformer W, £ 4 0 19 45 #4 J& 2 3k 7 & 1 )2 (Multi-head attention layer) . 1 56, ¥ i A B4
5355 3 A TR B A P A 3F , BRI A R RO ol 2 P A e A5 B DR /N AR D Y 3 N < A0 (Query, Q)
FFE i (Key, K)AFFRIE(Value, V)HE 5 1235 Q MK FH 1 4% B A e 13 BIAN [ A5 i ( Token ) Z [ 9
R, B A BT/ d 3 S 0 B35 R K AR TE I R 5 5 KI5 1% 485 R A 21303l B 8 (Softmax) | 155
TR B | 3R A5 7 22 1 43 81 (Attention score) s B¢ Ji , VE B 1 /3 B BRI LA V #EAT AL o bR i /8 ml 3%
NH
T

|4 (D)

Attention(Q, K, V )= Softmax

Vd
K dFom QMKMW . £ 3k B I ¥ i B I WL R T 24 A 6] 923 ], S [R] 09 £ B 2% > %)
AT W AR, FEXGAE T 2 R IR SMRIREE S A X Q KV A RE AT 34 S AR
W d,=dy=d,=d/h. RGBS ZH Q K. VSE, AT N —A S, P {45 #Y 58 g OC
AN R B RS VR AE o B S T35 G — A i, 2K 5 ik By 143l o DRE AT Rl G . i BT RO

MultiHead (Q, K, V' )= Concat ( head,, head,, -+, head, ) W° (2)
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head, = Attention(QW, KW/, VW) (3)

2 Concat 7% X 4 14 #E AT PF 42 s head AR KA i A Sk 1 i Hh s A AR RTE B 1 S 9580 WO SRR bt e ¢
By AT AR e s W W SR W Y A3 R Q KRV AE head, | £k PEAE 3
1.3 HZEHERaER

EEGNet ™™ vt 1 25 [a] 45 BUZ Bl 4 B A o0 19 23 )05 8, H 8 BUR R /N5 56 A F A 5 9 i AR 30k
o SZMRR R AR SCETH I A8 RRAE Bl G BTE XTI 25 Transformer B4 14 B 28 RRAE SR AT R A Ak, 3L
BB RS T By B . 28 1) Transformer A1 ] Transformer H A% 43 B e 43 9 g 64 160, A
IR 07 S A FRAZ K /N 43 301 A 64 F1 60
1.4 XFRIEXHH K

£ MIFEEG SR R f, 52 308 T R4 b 5 LR PUTR Mz sl g, il B iz s il g
B PR 5 & T o B DF SR AT AR A 32 3 3 8 i IR S0 00 5K 58 LA 55, (R A B B) S 56 A R IR B T
P2l H W 57 GEM, R A% N LI SR BTN s Sh A R, iR T IZ S R, S EBCRE R
P B MR PR AR A e L BRARUR B 2 ) BERY iz AR Pk BE . 4028 Y 38 LN (Cross entropy, CE) it &
PR IR P bR 2 TN RS AT B P SO R 2 o) AR A, i VR REAIIZ AL RE ) . B HIF ST 5
AR FRAE SO AR 4 A% G2 58 SO 2% 00 1 58090 BB T 90 28 031 )7 o 22 7 A 28 01 o 3l X MR 7 s 25 6
17 52 1] 38 LN (Reverse cross entropy, RCE) , 9808 “ W 7 bR &7 (1) 1 82 W o 53 2% pR VB AH D6 0

z (klx)logp(k|x) (4)
e
2 (k|x)logg(k|x) (5)
O
lee=ale+ bl.=— E (klx)logp(k|z) —pr klx)logg(k|x) (6)

A K o3 Je BB, o WREAR g (ke ) WREAR 2 1 H jkﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁj?HZq kla)=1,p(k|x) WEIEI T

W0 537 3 Lo R0 3 SRR K L 0160 38 SR L M BRSE SR, TS SRS £ 940025 B 0
FHRAR R Lo X MR AR ™ (0 HR

2 HIEERIHIZE

2.1 HIESE
K WF 5% {8 Fi] PhysioNet 19 MI-EEG 34 42150 f1 BCT IV 2a %5 4 42 127 86 31F 7 312 7 125 10 A 3k
PhysioNet £ 4% £ i if BCI2000 F 481 5% 109 44 32 & # (1412 ) Az 20 48 5 i o B8l | HC 3 3 20k 64, 5%
FEAR N 160 Hzo 1T3040 8008 A 4% B2 9 4< B2 10 5%, DR HRBR 5% 88.92.,100 il 104 57 32 14 1) &5 4 -
BCITV 2a$idl 210 5% 1 9 44 52 105 1933 S AR 4 Il v 85, O 3l 200k 22, R AE 320 250 Haz,
A58 K 22 ok B A6 52 30 Bl R Y, B0z 35 3 A0 A DI 5 SR s 3K A Bl S B ) 1 o G
JE SR IX R I 25w A AR (] (932 A BE 1 8522 . LGRS F PhysioNet 846 4 , AHIE ST 8 32 sh AR 4 19 i
3 s B 44 52 13 M ST (Subject-independent) I YIN R 3R 1, HEAT AR RN AG — = R0 40 2R 5056 . 28 h
KAMELETF AT (L/R), =R R X BE AT AT MR IEL (L/R/O), W52 R X MR 7
F AT W IR IELFBUA (L/R/O/F) o % BN R /A7 T RT3 A0 & M IR RRAE B L 00 43 AN BE
RGN TF18 s 8 . 275 3R 28 ] IR B bR M, o 1 28 SIVBCHE ~F- i, AR A 5 ) B 32 5% g 4 51 0
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A R ET 738K o B A2 E A R AT T 3R S, BV 6 87 K 45 28 0l 3k A R I R B
21 X 105037 5230 HEAT T A 28 SCHAIE , B — 3l FH 84 11 32 180 B9 e A S U 5 4, iR 21 6 323 1Y
B PR IS o R4S 540 R HER RIS I S E AR 0 B A JHER R . X T BCTIV 2a %4
B ARWIFEA FHNER 2 s BI5E 6 s 19 4 s Bt , 4% 323808 IS ng I GRS m , AT A 1A 8] 1 0 23 2 S 9 (42 /4
TR/ T3 ) o RO A2 AR FEAT ILHT A IR AE , B — YT ] 1057 524038 i Bl /S I 2 B8, HoAx 8 iz
B BRI WA g I o 3RAS 9 2R 7 S HERf S T 5 FOT (AR S B 03 U
2.2 EWigE

R T VAR PR A 2 MER 2 R FH 2 Transformer, 4 8 2 P 28 0 9 48 2 % & O 32, MLP
2R GeLU BUIS oA, AE B By 64, Z L ERE I )Z MR B0R E 4. 2 R A ] CNN ALy
Dropout {5 1%} 0.5, i 7 ¥4 Pytorch il GeForce GTX 1080Ti GPU 528, fifi I Adam i Ak %5 Yl 25
50%

3 XWRERSMH

3.1 SEREBE
1 PhysioNet £ 4 £& 4% 52 15 & M7 9 YT ZR 5w, 4 MST-TraNet 5 JLAMC R ML LB AL #1478,
LERANR PR o HE LR BT Y A B4 R 0T : EEGNet J2 5% FH IR BE 7 43 85 46 B0 2 i 9 CNIN R AR
DeepConvNet Fil ShallowConvNet s H A7 AN [a] £ i 45 FUZ 19 CNN 8 ; ConTraNet il F-C Trans #f s 5
— U CNN 5 Transformer # 25 & IR S,
MFE 1A LLE HH,MST-TraNet 1£ 3 #4323
5 (L/R.L/R/OFIL/R/O/F ) [ F- 2 i 1 % 53 5

£1 AEHETE PhysioNet HIE&E FHISEER

Table 1 Classification results of different models on

the PhysioNet dataset %
h 83.65% .76.21% M 67.34% , B F Hofth Jr ik . pr—
X W MST-TraNet 7¢ it i1z s A 4% 55 i B A il tr Briol LR/OE
BRI MERE . X T 4028, MST-TraNet #f i % EEGNet™ 8179 7104 61.63
5 ConTraNet 22 5 A K, B — 528 o7 K& 42 DeepConvNet?! 30.93 79.44 62.62
RBERL . RBEATR 53 K5 R MER 2 BB 5 ShallowConvNet®™  80.52  71.40 59.41
ZE 2 0 B B, A R AR R B, X e I SE B F-CTrans™ 82.95 74.44 64.22
WA LA RMEN. &6 ConTraNet" 83.61  74.38 65.44
Transformer [ 77 15 76 #E i % T B W 08 T 46 CNN MST-TraNet 83.65 76.21 67.34

177 %, 3X Ul IR & BB B A AU 45 & Transformer
FTCNN A ELAMIEH , 27 > TN 42 1 5 B R AER 7R o ML ConTraNet Fl F-C Trans, MST-TraNet i
12 o) 22 RUBE I VAR AL B AR A (A ) 22 S PRS2 ), 32 1 107 52 003 B i 70 R M f 2

FEBCTIV 2a $dfs £ F 4 32 3038 M7 i U 2 SR i, # MST-TraNet 55 3 Ff JF IR A9 CNN 2R 847 HE
BAR MR 28 . MST-TraNet {54 45 T H 2 U CNN GE 18 2% > 3| 2 B Jay B ] R AE , DL S i 28
Transformer g % i #& 4 J& B 25 45 4F , (R L 78 BC1 IV 2a 8045 46 LAY S 349 ME 8 SR8 o 73X 3 Ff CNN
B

®2 AEBEEEBCIIV2a#iEE EHHEER
Table 2 Classification results of different models on the BCI IV 2a dataset %

LT EEGNet™ DeepConvNet™” ShallowConvNet™” MST-TraNet
R 60.05 63.35 57.5 66.4
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3.2 X

T I UE AR TR o A% AN B (4 8P 7E PhysioNet 5088 48 L EAT — R 5014 Rl S8 . LI E] Trans-
former #5Ht (Model 0) Jg 54 , 3% A ¥ Jin 25 1] Transformer £ 5 (Model 1) 22 R i ] % AR He (Model
2) (I 25 R AE A B (Model 3) i SCE 512 (Model 4) , SEUe 45 B4 32 3 T 7s . 36 3 i MR AR 4 L
BE A O, BIAE LR AR 2, ANEH A S bR 28 8 7 (EL 5L 4R Bs 25 v T RE A7 76 W PR AR 287

Model O 42 fii F 15 18] Transformer (9 3 152

R 34K A K 5 F 4 B 82,27 %3 MST-TraNet 7£ PhysioNet £ {5 & F #Ji4 s S0 18

&
75.6176 M 63.9076 A L C L2 0L TR I A9 2 Table 3 fblation experimental results of MST-TraNet
CNNBEAL, 3 B Transformer #5 8 B A7 5 58 1) 5 on the PhysioNet dataset %
fE: > B8 F1 . 1F Model 0 #& i I 5] A %5 [A] Trans- [
former J& , i 8 & 43 54 %5 T 0.9%.0.87% Al (s LR LR/O  L/R/O/F
1.09% , % B =% [A] Transformer 2% > 5] 1Y 4= J&) 25 7] Model 0 3297 73 61 63.90
FEE BE G R4 78 ) (8] Transformer 2% 3| () 4 J5 I Model 1 83.17 74 48 64.99
B8] HF A, A R P AE . Model 2 78 Model 1 19 % Model 2 83.38 74.71 66.42
filt Bgl A2 RO I [a) 45 B, 76 9 53 26 4F: 55 vh RS Model 3 83.56 75.56 66.68
ThREEMRA RS T 1.43%., XRHEZRE Model 4 83.65 76.21 67.34

P ) 5 AR 22 >0 B Jag B (1 A o o A6 7R 7 B 2 2% Y
Gy P RE AR TR B AR . Model 378 Model 2 54t F 51 A 23 REAE Rl & B8k, 18 =43 AT
5 LR TR B AR R T 0.8500 . i 15 I A5 R AIE Rl S RS HR AT B T U0 AR RR AR, B v AL O 2R PR RE
Model 4 1 Model 3 24 E51 A SCE 8%, £ 3R 173 26 52T, #E# 3 73 5192 7+ 0.0996 ,0.65040 Al
0.66% , 3% FUIHHE T CERLK , SCE 1k REA AR RS AR 28 " B2 Wi o (AR R0, MR A hp 4
AR TP A B R 2 RAR GOBUI S AN 2R 5 v, PR 2R T 2R A I AR R AR . 28 B A AR
WG ARG, TEA W) 73 28 3 50 70 2R MRl 5% 0 15 B4R TF, X80 Uk 1 4% L i A 28 | ok 16 %
R ARTYRME TR T A Z AR TR A
3.3 RESHESHERK

Sk T VAR A 0 g S g P R A R AT L AR S L X4 A EHBITE PhysioNet IIEEMNSHEMITEESE
PhysioNet 5 fit 45 1 1 U 4% 25 4T % 4 ] , 3% 1 2 50 Table 4 Params and FLOPs of different models on

y . . . the PhysioNet dataset
8 (Params) f1 i1 % & (Floating point operations, Y

FLOPS) ff 9 6 48, W0 52 2 51 e Params/ 107 FLOPS/10
. AT T MST - TraNet th 4 B e 5 3 F0IF 38 DEE’N;IH e
CNN B AE 2 50t A A A H 25 4 - - ' ‘
ShallowConvNet 112.96 63.59
1 i [i] Transformer (Model 0) 3 il A =8 Model 0 98.40 -
[8] Transformer 5% Model 1,8 1) 2 % & fiT A Model 1 196.23 11.39
AP O RO 1.99 %5 F 2.06 £ . A 5 AE ] Model 2 19734 16,81
TREETT 43 B 6 UMW EEGNet M H , 28508 JF 8 AT 1R Model 3 205.41 47.07
# I F R L EEGNet 6. 78 Model 138l B3 Vodel 4MST-TraNet) 205.41 47.07

Jingu & 4 45 32 0 2 RO CNN 15 31 Model 2, B8 4%
{3 111X 10° A S B SR REHE /3 1.43 % M vERA R AT R E A B R 41145 Rk, b 7 F
TERG SR A3, ] DL R Al AR BE CNINL B AR X 2 i ek o 22 R BE B TRl R A1 119 2 >0, (HL B A &80 ol
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THAEE IS N, 7E Model 3 3l |51 A SCE #1245 2 Model 4, G875 AN 34 in 2 50k A 580 5 19 w4 F
FE TR, PR A R X MR A AR A A B R . MST-TraNet (92508 A 95.53% K A I} 43 Trans-
former B 1, 3 3R W] 2K 5 WT LA o U A i B R el /> S 80 . UK MST-TraNet /£ 2 8 i Fit 5 it 1
HEAS B A B9, 7E B 50 B I DeepConvNet # 12.11 X 10°, 763154 & | It ShallowConNet ik 16.52 < 10°,
(ENEQOR MR RS =1
3.4 SHRE

A3 L PhysioNet $04% 45 o (19 DU 43 2 AT 55 R 5], %5 %€ Transformer J2 50 i AR MR8 AR 4 (32 52)
4EgE MLP 4t B2 DL 707 3k A BOs BRI g 2 8 R B e i B2 e, G MILP 48 B 3 Ry 4% 52 4k
FE) 245, S A5 R S T n o 45 SRR, 3 K Transformer H A4 2 50050 BT DLW fol 000 38 i 2R, (H 2
WERMSBCRERER . ZEG B IR R R B 2% B AR F Y 2 )2 Transformer 28 1 72E 4 4
BE Sy 32 DL KR R SRBON A W S BURC & o 3X — TR 52 16 DR TIE T B 23 11 ] s, A 2842 i A5 780 2 0, sk 4 o
434N 71 Sk A B R TUAR o F-Crrans ff JH 3 )2 B3 #% B9 Transformer, V& 77 3k /4~ %0Ch 8, 1fif Con-
TraNet fff | T 1 )2 B [a] Transformer, i & 73k %08 8, W b, MST-TraNet 7 2 $ & M % F
F-Ctrans A fL #, {07 F ConTraNet.

#5 Transformer P AESHW S XERE SHENITEE

Table 5 Classification accuracy, Params and FLOPs for different parameters in Transformer

=31 VAR LR MLP4EE TR EHER/Y Params/10° FLOPs/10°
1 32 64 4 66.51 131.17 42.37
1 32 64 8 66.70 196.70 46.53
2 32 64 4 67.34 205.41 47.07
2 32 64 8 66.83 336.48 55.38
3 32 64 8 66.75 476.26 64.23
3 64 128 8 67.09 992.48 95.54

2% SCE K X I S Bk B, %t SCE 8 4: H Y B 80 a M1 6 BEAT 5256, 45 S W K 3 BT, v &
o 2R RN A U R s 5. R 3 S E BN LRGBS a, X a B BN 30T
GE R AE R 3(b) K a B2 0 3, R IGTREE SR 0, 2 b U B VI 45 SR dtiy . 25 SR 3R B SCE i 2k fE
PEE SRR, S50 o UK.

68.0 68.0
67.5+ 675+
xR
&
:
<
66.5r 66.5 |
66.0— . . L L 66.0 =
1 2 3 4 S 0 1 2 3 4 5
a b
(a) b=1 (b) a=3

B3 JE% SCEB RS Ha fl b 1Y 25 25 5

Fig.3 Experimental results of adjusting parameters a and 6 in SCE loss
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3.5 “BRERE”

¥ [ B R [6) 5238 % L AR AN A, 2 SC L PhysioNet 38 8 v (4 1Y 43 284F 55 SR 9], 76 Y1l 25 4 vh i
N T) L A5 1 W 7 bR 8 R AT SE G B IE BT B 38 SRR A5 1 A R L DA B — 2B B A v 45 A
Xif W bR B R L T 5 3R T IR CNN B R HEAT T X Lb, 25 Rk 6 fros o S BESCHR[19], “ WS
P i T I 2 X PR AR A M . AR 6 1T LR Y, Bl A BRI AL E AN [R) “ M S AR 28 L 481l p T, Mod-
el 0 Model 4 )P BEZR W B2 w5 o 25 50 8 11 4k R b < IR 75 R 2857 L A81) 1) 385 T B, 3 5% BT g s R 2
X TR B AT R T RS A o ELAAR AT MR AR A LG DA O 3 i E1] 30% B, EEGNet.DeepConvNet,
ShallowConvNet, Model 0 | Model 4 1 #E 8 2% 73 5 F B 3% . 4.47% .3.81% .5.07% .5.75% . 4.9% .
5.01% F13.89% . L& Wf[a] Transformer F143 [A] Transformer i Model 1 #ERf R T i 22, Ja) ¥ i (6] {5 &
() 25 2k BRAR T AR TR X MR R BR 45 T B B #E ME . 5 EEGNet Ml ShallowConvNet # 1t , 51 A SCE #i %6 (19
Model 4 7EHER R T BRI IRZ o 34 CNN A B AE#7 R AL T Transformer #5278, {5 & 7] B9 #E 6 2K
R B A /N X R T, ARAR CONINASE JRY (3 M A R I, LB ) MR 75 A 28 1 o 5 XL A1 A X 4
filKo BE4h, 5 Model 34 L, Model 4 78 Fr A “ W 75 bR 257 Lo 9 T 04 i 2R 8 32 8, 3 3% FH 78 Ab 3845 5 4
SN P BRI I, SCE 45 AR T CE 1 2 HAT W 1 (0 65 M P ANk A

R6 AR“BERE AT EEIENSKERE

Table 6 Classification accuracy of various models under different proportions of “noisy labels” %
o i
»=0% p=10% »=20% »=30%
EEGNet™ 61.92 61.43 60.36 58.92
DeepConvNet™ 62.34 61.11 59.67 57.87
ShallowConvNet™” 59.33 58.71 58.03 55.52
Model 0 63.90 62.06 60.61 58.83
Model 1 64.99 63.59 61.56 59.24
Model 2 66.42 65.43 63.80 61.52
Model 3 66.68 65.59 64.24 61.67
Model 4(MST-TraNet) 67.34 66.05 64.76 63.45
4 LEFRIF

B MR 7 R A S R TR A3 S P B L) K% Transformer $3AF 2 3 AN 78 43 19 1) S50, A SCHR T — < Bt
bR % 7R 45 4 CNN FI Transformer . #b {1 % 1Y i2 2l A2 4 0 L 5 5 40 28 85 &) MST-TraNet,
MST-TraNet & ¥t 1) 3 B3 , (07 1 50 50 br o AL BUAL B, 38 5 45 S B 1) 3 B ORI B A P FR AR 1F 32
TR RIYERE . 1, SR 2 R A BURL M A 4K JR) 35 B )RR AE | 980 5 A 1R 1] 25 S M
LW, R Transformer (9 F 1 3 7 LT G T B 1] 400 o 9 4 O OC 3%, 2% 2] & R i 2 RRAE . RS 2
EEGNetJi & , B3 17—~ B 25 R A il 6 5 Hok AR Ak B 25 Transformer BB 9% o 55, 51 A X FRAE
SURAR S, B TR B R X R PR AR A T G R . IR, 5 Transformer BB AR L, 1207 ¥k fE 2~ B 8 £ 5 1Y
FIRN RN o LI AE IR R Y] LT R AE 2 R o U R T HERR R L T A R R H s s A
I Pl SR A 1 R v A S A AR MR R AR A R SR A B R R AR R XUBIAT 55 b AN, 7E BCTIR & SE PR )
H, I A SCE & Al DL e — 20 8 @ ME B o AR, AR SCH A A — 26 Jmy BRPE . AR BRI AR H i 1Y S5 56
TINS5 ERE Y vp () 2 PR A e R 4 1 4 2 A R S8 W T IR A o DR, R Sk O bR R 4
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