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ETSHHAZNZHEENINZ BB E T RER
RGN, Wes, EEA, ¥iE, FAF

(B T ImE R 2 N TR e B, BT 530199)

# E: &% B (Electroencephalography, EEG) 12 5 4 % & H & 4% %] #= & #L 4 2 (Brain-computer
interface, BCO R AP A A X4 E L, #ET —HAREF o) 2452 B AL Z A (Crossmap token
attention, CMTA) . sk A B = 4 4£ & B 4y & W % (Spatial-temporal convolutional neural network,
STCNN) # i v, [ #4740 32, & R & AT B 45 A2 B, A 7K OFF 42 B AL 5 — A token, N S 036 F 49
% B X AP MT(MLP 4= Transformer) , 2 ¥ % & & 4= 35 (Multi-layer perceptron, MLP) J T 4 42 45 4 B
M XL X F, Transformer M ERFHEHZ HGEZEXEL , AMPBRE FFoo4/e, @i —4paiE
J AL Fe 43k 4R B M R A B i B o £ B (Adapt-Classifier) R R E B e 5k, ZEREAW,ZF i+
F T R 5] SEED # ¥ & b4 o £ 45 2 A 98.86 %0, Kappa & %4 0.982 9; /£ i 3h 4~ % BCI Competition
IV Dataset 2a #& #& %& £ 69 4 £ 45 £ 4 81.20% , Kappa4& 4 0.748 4; £ 12 ) 4 % BCI Competition IV
Dataset 2b 4 # & L #9 5 £ 45 4 86.55% ,Kappafi 4 0.7352, S RBIET FRF xR E B 5
RS PO RARE SFRTT R EFRREEGHEE Loy i2E AK,

X7 EEG42 5 4 2 ; MLP-Transformer; B & 54 R EF I AL H 4

FE 4SS TP391; R318 MHEFREE A

A Parameter-Sharing Multi-feature Map Interaction Model for EEG Classification

BI Yingzhou, LIU Shanrui, HUO Leigang, GAN Qiujing, LI Yongyu
(School of Artificial Intelligence,, Nanning Normal University, Nanning 530199, China)

Abstract: Electroencephalography (EEG) signal classification plays a crucial role in emotion recognition
and brain-computer interface (BCI) applications. This paper proposes a parameter-sharing cross-map token
attention (CMTA) model for intra- and inter-feature map interaction. Firstly, a spatial-temporal
convolutional neural network (STCNN) is used to process EEG data, generating multiple EEG feature
maps. Each feature map is treated as a token and fed into a parameter-sharing multirmodal module MT,
which integrates a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) and a Transformer. The MLP captures intra-feature map
interactions, while the Transformer enables information exchange between feature maps, thereby
extracting richer features. Finally, an adaptive classifier (Adapt-Classifier) consisting of one-dimensional
adaptive pooling and a fully connected layer is used to perform EEG classification. Experimental results
show that the proposed method achieves a classification accuracy of 98.86% and a Kappa value of 0.982 9
on the SEED dataset for emotion recognition, an accuracy of 81.20% and a Kappa value of 0.748 4 on the
BCI Competition IV Dataset 2a for motor imagery classification, and an accuracy of 86.55% and a Kappa
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value of 0.735 2 on the BCI Competition IV Dataset 2b. These results demonstrate the superior
performance of the proposed method in EEG classification tasks and highlight its broad applicability across
different EEG datasets.

Key words: EEG signal processing; MLP-Transformer; spatio-temporal convolution; deep learning;

artificial intelligence
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figi H €] (Electroencephalography, EEG)AE S — B2 A M i w2 W T 5, )32 B T 90500 12 W
INHCIR S PEAL % 2 A8 L SR EEG {5 5 i T 3052 4k R0 F 00, 15 46 10 43 Bt o 1 e e LA v
T 32 BOAT AR AE . B3 A T8 fiE (Artificial intelligence, AT A, It H R I B 2 > J7 bk PRl &, AT
1E EEG {5 543 B v 09 I 38 Wi )Ry — A E 2 A I 58 07 ) o TR 2% ) O sl 1A B DN A2 2 B d v 2E )
FHAE , 4 EEG 155 Ab B4R AL 7 0 0 Ak SRS s 04 A e D7 0

WAk TR 2 2] BOR Transformer 78 EEG 4328 W (% W FH 4 32 5 12, 3 SO HC Al 312 i 7 45 2 i
J1TL BRI, HAE EEG {5 5 A 38 b A% 18 AP T 06 B R I AE coken A 5 X AEAE R BR . BAT 1T
TE EEG 1 (1% Transformer J5 ¥ 30 5 4 B 8] 550 F B9 RRAEAE S token , 3% Fp ST AAL 5 2 token {7 B AR,
WA b 2 A L R A A R 22 BN R 2 B i R SEED H (62 4™ H B GE ), DA ) b A T A A G £ 81
b token T4 7 (945 B AR ME L) 5240 IO EEG {55 (10 22 5 5 ] d AR AE , 1 ., Transformer 11 71 75 2 &b 2
iKY token P A1, 25 5 R ECS HCR SR B TR ORI I T E S R i ok T A A XU, G
HAE EEG 48 FE A Bl i 35 5 T Sm s .

RRAN X — AN AR SR T 2 83 0 2 R AR B A A 58 BB AL (Cross map token attention,
CMTA) , iZA B LURHE BIVE S token i A 46 o A% G2 7 125 38 8 K B — I [i] 5 7% 2238 18 7 A A 2 token,
AL RE A JR 3 14 B P A5 2 M EL 22T R AE B AR Ol token AT #E & 15 25 4 B RRAE , 40 SEED 4 4 h &4~
FRAE 42 7 6238 18 X< B ) 0 10 /22 Jm 15 8., B T8 A9 5 SV 88 BE RN SRR Be ) A B Tl 4R T m £ & 1
i R o AR — 2 G I token 3R I3 5 BT A R 19 S B K 5 A S AU  BEELAE BT MT Bk v
FIAT SRR 1k MT R (19 e 5 He 2z 1] 3k 581 [8] 1 22850, DT 28 A 2ok 3005 AU . Bk fn 8] 1
FiR , CMT A AR F A 25 R AiE 35 B 42 W) 2% ( Spatial-temporal convolutional neural network, STCNN)
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XFIE A6 EEG {55 A7 TAb 31, A= )l 2 ARk &L, JF 44 JLA/E O token g A MT 28k . b, 2 2 BRI AL
(Multi-layer perceptron, MLP) H F HERBLRFAE ] P38 09 40080 2 38 B, Transformer H T 4ilf #1 FRAE ] 22 8] 1)
2 JR MR G £ o Zak MUT BB Ak B F5 BT A= 1 i 47 TE1AE LE Ak BRI A9 RRAS 23065 %) LE T e ], AR 2 5
(IR A8, U MT X [ 37 B 14 token il 1 INACER A Ab 3L, 4 OGS AR AR O A TR 1F B o

25 LTk, CMTA BRI AE 74342 88 EEG 15 5 2 5y 5 Ry S AR 09 [R] B, 22 803 22 3 2 o] MT 8
Py £ A P Z 18] = 280, — By A2 e 0, 22 i i 0065, AL A% 2 ) b g AU 3 = A U
T EEG /AR 5§
1 XTI

Bifi 5 R 2 2] BRI D ke R g B AR T 2R O LRI L L (EEGOE 5 19 7 S HE . 4
I, Li 200 5% K 4 99042 9 2% (Long short-term memory, LSTM)%: 3] EEG 55 (4 I J3 4534 ; Sakhavi
2] 3 BB 28 B 2% (Convolutional neural network, CNN) M U i £ 2H £ 25 i 4 2 (Common spatial
pattern, CSP)HFE B EEG 9 I [ 5L, 3F N 507 32 38 2 v £ 48 M 3 B8, kA, Shan 251
i AR 28 CNN A5 AR5, A1) 5 30 30 A0 4+ 2 8 1 R 0 EEG {5 5 AU RRIE BB, Hong 25 76 4
PUAF 2D BK B (1 IR 1 3 A SR T P CNN R IUEEG 5 547 E . 28R A 1 ik B i T EEG
WF5E AU, 141 EEG Conformer” \EEG-Deformer ™ #l 3D-C TM" 4 B8 (19 48 1 | i#f — 48 F+ T EEG f5
TR PERE

2 AKXFHE

2.1 FiER

AR SCHE T — OB R 2 RS R BRI 2 S HE 48 CMTA,ZHERR LS G T 6 B 4 1 4%
(CNN) . Z &ML (MLP) #l Transformer 58 £ AR , S8 1 i 295 1) EEG 4328 . W& 2 i ,CMTA H
SATRATLA AL : STONN B e M T #idk fil Adapt-Classifier B, B 5%, STCONN F2 He 48 BU 23 #5#1F |, B J5
i 3 R 3% 1Y Rearrange #21F , LI EEG F#4F FIAE N token {438 2 MT B, MT BB 4E i 7 MLP il Trans-

| (Time, Ln)—>(n time)  |——

Rearrange T Shared parameters
IIES — —=S53555Swa.
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Time-spatial feature CNN kernel: 1 x 1 4 I
IRRes - °=5335599 Feed forward .
Rearrange  time, 4 n y
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Fig.2 Overall framework of the CMTA model
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former W 3. MLP it 57 b 3 A A~ R AE 1B PN 9 2 57 AR AE T Transformer 8 28 [ 7 2 7 AL 4l 42 A [
FRAE B Z 8] () 2 JR AR # 0C R o b T B M LURRAE Bl token § 302 80 i K51 R 19 3 LG ) B, A F 5%
FEMT #4322k T 28O U . B 5 MT &y de i I 2 280l S 8O SR T il
A4 R FRAE B A BRI, i O/ T X EEGE S B 4 A M X R ARG )] . Ja, &af MT #LHAb 35 1
FHEALE A Adapt-Classifier #5358 B 2 19 43 224155
2.2 HUETALIE

i i EEG %4l 19 RSF 24 (channels, time) , H o channels 838 H bR G 38 %50, time £ 3% 38 38 (9 B9 ] 4
BE R EEG B8 #EAT T LA T WA ER AL IR . 1A I FH A I8 Dk A U R 2 A 1 o AR A L 4
& AT R AR AL, DA i SRR AR AR HEAL A U
=t n (1)

Lnorm —
¢

KA x NG T 2o WIRMEAIT BIAF 5, 0 F1 o 5300 R 4 0 FbR 1 22
2.3 MR

W 2 FiR , CMTA B 4 Ak 2603 FAL R EEG BH , 42 5 Bf 38 30 4 5 f s i) 48 B o 7 7 (8
AT B REBAE P R — AN 4, AE (1, channels, time) . &4 14 EEG 43 284T 55 v 1 28 5]
TR
2.3.1 STCNN #3k

STCNN HEHR ] T 43 i 1) 48 3 25 BUR W, 43 30 Ab 31 EEG 15 5 19 I 8] R 2 [a) 248 B2, D)o £ v 28 4
R AR AE . BARSE M & 2 231 STCNN 7R o 1 5%, ff F Time feature 45 B2 Fl Spatial feature %5 1
JZ 53 0 4l $E I [A] R R0 25 (] AR AE . Time feature 5 FUZ IR A (1, ) BB, 2 E R (1,1), &1
T 42 IR [B) 4 52 (9 SRR AE 5 17 Spatial feature 45 82 W B R )24 (channels, 1) #9465 8%, 20 I R A
(1,1),7E K 28 o) UE Dk i St 2 X AN [R] L BRGH J8 Z [Rl I 32 LR &R o LA, Spatial feature #5 5 )2 34 1 £7 %
1 AR ERTE AR A (1, time,) , R J5 28 FRAE EIAE A token i AMBOME #8033 9 1> 4 BR8] R VS
PRI, LA R B 2 2] Bl 23 48 3 RRAIE

R K, R AL & 13 — 1k (Batch normalization ) 2§ il Y 25 1 F - ek 42 2 006 KU, [R] B 51 A48 %X
2k 550 (Exponential linear unit, ELU ) #6 sR B LA A R gt o SR )5, (8 - ¥ i1k 2 (Average
pooling ) X i (] F¢ AiE AT - , 2 — 20 B 1k R 05 0Fu b+ B S R B . 58 I BRERAE I B TR AR 1T
TR HES R AL AE B 5 A ) 4 B AT R, i) L i Time-spatial feature B2, B RZ KN A (L,
1) ¥ B AR A BT 00 B2 I8 8 Sy 128, SR )5 PR AT JE 8T HE S , i 07 i A R AIE 18 BE G2 4 R token g A BT MT
B, X RS FRBIHORTE SR 2 48 T EEG 55 (10 I 28 R Ak 15 22 19 4 Jm 4R i 4 HUSE = 30
2.3.2 MT#3%

MT BEHAE T MLP 5 Transformer, H Ly e 2L 52 280, B ZE R0 B EEG 15 5 th B4 4
AIE T 1) 2y 57 R IR DL KCREAE ] 22 (] 17 4 Jmy MO DG 22 o MUT A2 e Py e [ e 52 S 00T LA 80 /A 8 2 4501
FRRL, G2 figg i 40045 )l

(1) MLP #4}

MLP #3433 i 4~ 42 1% 32 )2 (Fully connected layer) F138 1% pf B0 &5 A 457 4F & 4 457408 20 47 4k 3
[F] B 51 A Bk 22 % % (Residual connection) , 7 O B I 0515 S5 A0 B 6l b 39 9 0 B U 2l o BB A9 B 1 o
fEE Ry X, € RY . Hop L ReAE A B L R Rr IR R 251 . BB BRI T -

510 e i AFRIE R X B S 5 — A A i R AR AR B A B L 4R R L, RUREREAE 1A
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B R A, 9% 5 8 1 i iR 22 26 M P T (Gaussian error linear unit, GELU ) 307G bR B0k 47 A 2 1A
i, B
A, =GELU(W,X,+ b,) (2)
KX, WA, W ERT R E AN RN ERE, 6, e R N IMET, W, X, + b J&THE R 1)
Fon AN GELU BTE R AL BEE (4 1 o THAERY H 0 2 £ 75455 75 BE 0% 3 42 20 00 2 & 4R 1E . 18
PR BRI R RGRRE AR R AR N R A R M e R IR T E 2 A . B R GE-
LU W51 AAEZe 5 BB R 22 5] 52 2% (W RR A, O HR 8 18 1F 26 ¥ 50 (Rectified linear unit, ReLU) ,
GELU RE i 57 - 5 b kb 247 {1, bk S I 2l B2 vp R ph 22 o0 7 1), 4 e 1 I 2k i AR M FIIZ AL RE ) -
W2 REYERER 22 1 . A AR EER)E B R R R R B 55—
A 3 42 A I 1) A R e Rl I R R IR T A 4 DN L R (R B S RN Lo e K LRSS
FEAE 5 J5 0h i ACREAE AR, B
Y™M=Y,+X, (3)
YOl YT A L Y O B R L AR Y B R S T AR S A A P R SOG4k B L il
153 B A FRAE Y R R BB 06 DR 7E 5 B ROBEJE B PN o i i B 4, AN b T A b 22 it i i e o s
S 58 2 P R A T 4R R DT I A A A CR ORI AT DUGUR AR N . % 2% A B TR B A AR
FRAE ke A B S A B T iy kA R O IR0, I e D 4 i Bl AR 2 1 B AR AR 15 SRR S 1 Rk 2 A
JZ G Bl i PR B A R 2 2 Y 2 ) O B 2 L R IR I AR B RE S R RO B R 22 . XA
ARG8T 48 1 2% 2D BB T A AR T R M 4 ha] g s B IR A R 4 .
(2) Transformer 43
7 Transformer #4338 52 F ¥ B 7 LT FIHT 5% 9 45 J2 8 5 45 FRAE B A AR AE o B4 e 1iE 181 4 R
— > token f&# A Transformer, i j2f 52 ) £ P A8 6 A= A 100 (Q) 5 (K AN (V) JE B, B
Q=WX, K=W'X, v=w"X (4)
K WO W WY RAE . AR SRR

KT
Attention(Q, K, V )= Softmax( Q )V (5)
d,

1

3P s softmax O 1 59 38 2 MR B0 oA 8, 8 5 46 i N T AR L BRE S KL BRI R RS, AT

‘
HE— LR AT R KA BT R 2 HEEE LS. 2 R HUHE S 7B 2 A 11 D)3k (Heads) ,
AN Sk BEAE OC T i A RRAE (9 AN [R5 43, DA I 4 A8 AS 6] (918 SUAE B o e, 201 3 00 3k 19 f o 2o pf
)5 Gt LM AR AR B B A5 5 ]
MultiHead(Q, K, V') = Concat( Head,, Head,, :-+, Head, ) (6)
BT 1 WL A a3 2 A 48 )2 (Feedforward layer) HEATHE— 5 AU AL B] . %2 h WS 40 i 45
JEA A, T E A GELU B0% s %, A=k
Z=GELU(W,Y +b,) (7)
Yow=W,Z+ b, (8)
K Y RN, Wy W Fl by by 53 50 2 55— RIS A 4 7 452 2 (1 B Rl B, GELU Sk 005 bR 8K,
Y i R 23T R A 0 £ Ak B ) B
(3) BRI ikt



A F ATAREFTOSHEBAANR L Loy EEER 955

FEMT BEderp  Yefa] e 2 2400, 30 Fh 3k 2 S 40000 BT H R B2 el /b 7 B i S 40080 X — T F %
H YRS i 5 8 8 0 — B RS Bk $2 m BRIz bR T . BRI S BOR & B>
i, (H B R T R A R AR OC AR L R T T BRI AR e M L3R T X EEGE S R R
A I 23 MO OC 7 I A RE ) o
2.3.3 Adapt-Classifier #% 3

Adapt-Classifier 5 A9 0 B AR & X 28308 MT 485 B R AiF E 47 E — 20 b B, 5 2 A4 RG2S 591 i) 445
B B YO T — 4k A& BT 24t 1k )2 AdaptiveAvgPoolld 4% )2 35 Bk 1 PR ¢ (Exponential lin-
ear unit, ELU) S p& &R softmax T pR AU R, 328 A5 32 IO W 381) 5 28 19 2 331l 25 1)

(1) —4¢ A & - 23 Ak 2

— 2 T AR JE B IR T B RE SR AR A KR s 4 A [ R Y e R R )
A 0 DR B T ARRAE B OCBRME B . B R X WAL AR I A AR T2 2] S8 IR e AR AE B
MR EE N Ly, H b g B Ry L, WACERAE I L BRAF

5510 K A RRE R 53R L, A 2 2 DR (B ) o AN DT R/ B AR A e

block,,. = LLI"J (9)

W2k Ly, mod L, 70, Wi 1 — 28 X TEDRE (5% 2 — Do, AR AR At SR EE T L,
520 AR . AR B DXIR] A, B A 3R A RIS X 18] 9 BT A G R M

1 block .

Y Blocky, ,21 o

ey, A DX TR] A AR, o, DA A XTI B S A JE R o RS R ]y R
L., Bl

(10)

y=lyuye oyl (11)
— 4 [ & N {ﬁmjjﬂﬁﬂij(%ﬁ%'zf@ﬁ&ﬂ%j B, (A 5] R 6% A 20 b R 400 R E TR R R
BELOREE T B R OCEE B A B TR AR R B skt LG
(2) %45 2 5 0 R AL
— Y [ 3E N T 4 Ak S A R S A T )R R T A Z M N ELU SO R gL, BAR D B

wr
2, =W, X+ b, (12)
a,=ELU(z,) (13)
z,= Wsa, + b; (14)

o W, e R Pl B8 — A 4 3 02 5 RO I, 970 B2 4 A A oo B S 8 B s ), e rh 1 O )2
KN Lo R — 4 38 - 34 AR S5 A TR A K 5 b, € R™ A5 — A 4 7 32 2 110 O 00, 35 i 45 80 1) R
T zleR”*ﬁﬂ%~/\éL§%F‘Eﬁ$mdj 2o AR A A e B 5 458 . ELU X 2 TR Ar e, 2
— ol 138 005 sk 1 R A A T O R TR pR . W e RO RS A A i B R IR R £ B
W 23k ELU BIE B0 FRAE @, e 5 2028 50 23 ], o C oM 28500 805 6, € RC S A 4o 3% 12 2 1) i 8 001, 4%
ISR i 52, € RONEE AN 2 M 102 22 (0 it , B 5 28 (R 28 00 45 45

AV SR A K B EEG {55 19 RRAE Be 5 21 28 590 23 [, A 2 A5 43

(3) Softmax FR %X



956 R E B L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 40, No. 4, 2025

Softmax BREURE 55 A4 % 52 2 1 H e A0 AR o A, A =R
y = softmax(z,) (15)
Pz, BRHITE 3, softmax pRECRE 528 51 145 3 5 5 g WE 58 88 D% i A 28 0 i BE 38 AR 1

3 XRE5ER

AR B CMTAHERTE 34 A JF EEG $dls 8 b kA7 5050 50 Uk , £ 45 175 45 IR AT 55 Fn iz 3 AR
GARBIMT S5 o T k65 A e S 6 Ak AR R 7 S 3 S B R O M R AR E M A SR S RN B
J2 BRI e 22 B B0 B A 1) 5 i A B — 2 38 N b Ak 2 X S0 5 SR R
3.1 HEE

FE 34 IZ 1 EEG $8s 48 L iTAL CMTA B 45 SEED %4 4 .BCI Competition IV Datas-
et 2a fl BCI Competition IV Dataset 2b, X £ 5§ 4jg 42 1 55 AN [8] 19 2 30 AE 55 9 B0 e FRFE AR ME L 5840
I UE T CMT A B [ 38 1y 1 A3z Ak BE 7 o

(1) #4i4E 1 :SEED $d g1

AR AR R 1 sg R AR A R E A TS IRIME S . B 15 AKX M EEG (55, 55 3
5 2 RS B PRI R o I 15 B BET LR R R HEAT T 3 YRR AR L B R T B 2
18 . EEG ¥ 4d 1] 624 i #ic 5%, RFER S 1000 Hz, T R AE R 200 Hz, ffi IS S 2 s I 18] %
FXHE S AT 20 BE 15 2 55N B8 AT IR R (62,400) , I % B0de R4 [ 4,47 ] Hz 5925 388 1 I b B

(2) %t#4E 1l : BCI Competition IV Dataset 2a'”

ZHAEE MR PR AR KR F R, A TFZI RS BE& 9L KN EEG 8 AT 55 Wi
AT AT O E LA Z s G . B E i 224 Ag/AgCLEL MR AE SRR 250 Hz o %408
A ERE B SE RS 288 . A 2,6 ]s B 15 2 A s B R
(22,1000), 3% EEG {5 5 #£17[4,40] Hz 1Y 0 38 ab B

(3) ¥4 4 Il : BCI Competition IV Dataset 2b"'"

B R RE S B R R KE PR, B T AL FMEELES . ZEIREN GRS EH
1 EEG B4 1] 34 B LR (C3.Cz . C4) R R AE R 250 Hzo Bl i 542536 R, B0
A 120 R % . AR R 03, 7]s Bl L 19 304 A BUE TR R (6,1 000) , I X5 (5 5 217 [4,
40] Hz 1y i i P b 2
3.2 ZEMTFIEMIELR

CMTA B 7E Python 3.11 3855 F i ] Py Torch & 52 B, H-7E Geforce 3090 24 GB ) GPU Lt 17
Wk A Adam PLfb s, 5 21 Fi% 0 0.000 1,8, F1 3,435 24 0.5 F1 0.999.

9 T VR R A PR RE SR T 2 JEUERR R A Kappa {EAE 8 EEIEM G FR . 20 R UMEH R R R R A8
JT A 3R A e T OE A R, B TE B T 09 R AR BRSO A R i 1Y L (B Kappa (B T T 4 5
CMTA W25 3R 5 B bR — B g it i . Kappa AR N

Kappazploi;ppee (16)
e p, S LI M B R p N IHEE VR R . Kappa (HVTEEI M — 18] 1, Hvh Kappa=1 £/~ CMTA #i#l
1) T 00 4 90 4, Kappa=0 & 78 CMT A 458 5 fi 70 45 S 55 BE LA DU JC 57, 1Ml Kappa<<0 /8 CMTA £ 7#
F14 00 45 S b il ML 0 2
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3.3 ERR®

S TE SEED B4 4 X CMTA #E A7 0P Al L IF 5 2 B0 S8 3F (1% 25 100 ik 047 7 X5 B, 25 5
R 1R WL EER T LUE i, CMTA TE 7 JEHERH 4 (98.86 %0 ) Fll Kappa {E.(0.982 9) J5 T i # 1 T 1%
457775 (I SVM :86.08 % \GELM :91.07 % ) Lk B 22 Fi IR B 2 2] B A (41 DGCNN:90.40% \R2G-STNN::
93.38% .RGNN: 94.24% .Conformer: 95.30% FTCN:89.13% ). It4h, CMTA f4 3 B f T i ] 4%
B AL, 40 Dual-TSST, 458 5 F1] F AL 53 B 2% B i %5 8] Transformer, 38 52 4> CNN 43 32 53 51| 42 B
Uy EEG 9 B S8R5 AF /DN 28 46 5 B 3002 (R RRAE , T DL A Dy WL SE 3Rl & L 78 SEED 246 48 I I

T 96.65% 1943 2 HE A F1 0.948 8 1Y Kappa fH 5 % %1 SEEDHE&ETRER
F 3D-CNN 5 Transformer #L il @l & 25 [8] | B 4 5 40 Table 1 Experimental results on the SEED dataset
BUE B 3D-CTM 2 84 I iy 1 1 = 4 FpAE 7 5 14 Method Accuracy/ % Kappa
MR YR 3 45 AU R AE 42 BURT Transformer [ ¥ & svm 86.08 0.791 2
TIREH 78 =70 B AR 55 T 3RAS T 96.36 %0 1 % . GELM"" 91.07 0.866 1
CMTA & F Dual-TSST il 3D-CTM, %1 25 T DGCNN' 90.40 0.856 0
FZEM BT i E Rt . STONN B Rl 4E /0 g R2GSTNN' 93.38 0.900 7
BB AT T AR IR R, 28 RONNT 94.24 0.9136
S5 MT BEHR T I 40045 AR T i i Conformer 9930 0:0205
BE A EEG 8O M0 2 B0 K . il MT Begop TTONT 8913 -
MLP 25 #0000k H 2 T 2 B MLP fof g D0 TSSTT 9669 h-0458
CMTA-M. %KM ok i %k 98.33% . Kappa {H W SD-CTMY 9636 B
0.575 0. B T CMTA 3 55 MLP 7o iE 25 A1 CMTA-M 98.33 0.9750
CMTA 98.86 0.982 9

o3 JE Pk R T O T B A B AE

1E BCI Competition IV Dataset 2a 3% 4 |, %
CMTA 5577 % (FBCSP) (4 M iy ¥R i 2% 2] B 8 (ConvNet \JEEGNet ,C2CM \,FBCNet . DRDA ,Con-
former) . DA K BB AR B (ADFCNN Al M-FANet) # 47 T AT L (L3R 2) o 280 45 R R, CMTA 9%
¥ 00 25 1 % ik B 81.20% , Kappa {2 0.748 4, #H b FBCSP #2 & 1 13.45% , I B & fi F ConvNet
(72.53%) .EEGNet(74.50% ) Fll Conformer(78.66 % ,Kappa: 0.7155) ; CMTA W4 T ADFCNN £ #1 |
AR IR A R B B S VR AL S R A R T i R AE AR B AR I P S B T 79.39 % 1S
P 2% 5 ] iR B T M-F ANet, 12 58 AR RS 70 SR F 22 R A 1 32 00 A5 5 RT R-Drrop 1F W A6 11 25 58 1w, T
B A5 TC A A5 B, 1 5 s (H] AR SR BOF & FHZ AR ) L 3R 45 T 79.28 %0 M HEHH % H1 0.725 9 1) Kappa fH
R MLP (1 1 X BEBE R CM T A-M (9 - B HE i 58 79.20 % Kappa fii b 0.722 7, B8 F CMTA , #f —
AR T MLP 7R IR 28 B A 53 28 Pk e 42 7t 7 10 oA B AE T

7£ BCI Competition IV Dataset 2b £ 4 I, S8 B A6 & 6 > il Gl 1, CMTA RIK R 1
(£3). SFBCSPHIH,CMTA M#ER RIEF T 6.55% ;5 Conformer Ml b, #ERI R T T 1.92% . It
A, CMTA 78 F 35 #fE #f K (86.55% ) il Kappa {5 (0.735 2) | # # i T DRDA, 78 5 ¥ 1] 12 1 %
Speech2EEG J7 ¥ [ %F HL Y, Speech2EEG i % i I 45 18 35 4b BRAE AL (411 wav2vec 2.0) K HE B 2] EEG
55 DA 22 3 T A R A, SR T o AT 35 3 GRS G TR R A IR A A R A
A3 2 45 DL TN EE S AR G 2800 i 07 1 78 2b BHE 4 S T 84.07 % I F- 3 HERG R M 2 T CMTAA
SE 2,48 H 4y . 5 B MLP A9 X B AL CMTA-M M, CMTA 78 % 83 48 1 i 3¢ Bt 3 41
(86.55% vs. 85.68% ,0.735 2 vs.0.718 3) , B MLP 7E4HE 22 B #0143 25 P e 45 71 07 T B A B AE T .
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%2 BCI Competition IV Dataset 2a #{ & LT E R
Table 2 Experimental results on the BCI Competition IV Dataset 2a

Method S/%  S/%  SJ/% SJ/% SJ/% Sy% S/% SJ/Y%  SJ/%  Average/%  Kappa
FBCSP® 76.00 56.50 81.25 61.00 55.00 45.25 82.75 81.25 70.75 67.75 0.570 0
ConvNet® 76.39 55.21 89.24 74.65 56.94 54.17 92.71 77.08 76.39 72.53 0.6337
EEGNe™! 85.76  61.46 88.54 67.01 5590 52.08 89.58 83.33 86.81 74.50 0.660 0

c2cM™ 87.50 65.28 90.28 66.67 62.50 4549 89.58 83.33 79.51 74.46 0.659 5
FBCNet™® 85.42 60.42 90.63 76.39 74.31 53.82 84.38 79.51 80.90 76.20 0.682 7
DRDA® 83.19 55.14 8743 75.28 62.29 57.15 86.18 83.61 82.00 74.74 0.663 2

Conformer™ 88.19 61.46 93.40 78.13 52.08 65.28 92.36 88.19 88.89 78.66 0.7155
ADFCNN™  87.15 61.45 93.75 75.69 75.34 65.27 88.54 82.29 85.06 79.36 —
M-FANet™ 86.81 75.00 91.67 73.61 76.39 61.46 85.76 75.69 87.15 79.28 0.7259
CMTA-M 88.54 60.76 94.09 79.86 56.25 64.23 93.40 88.54 87.15 79.20 0.722 7
CMTA 89.23 64.58 94.09 84.02 58.68 67.01 94.09 89.93 89.23 81.20 0.748 4

%3 BCI Competition IV Dataset 2b [ E LI R
Table 3 Experimental results on the BCI Competition IV Dataset 2b

Method S/%  SJ/%  Sy/%  S/%  SJU% Sg/% S/ % S/ % So/%  Average/%  Kappa

FBCSP™ 70.00 60.36  60.94 97.50 93.12 80.63 78.13 92.50 §86.88 80.00 0.600 0
ConvNet™ 76.56 50.00 51.56 96.88 93.13 85.31 83.75 91.56 85.62 79.37 0.587 4
EEGNet™ 75.94 57.64 5843 98.13 81.25 88.75 84.06 93.44 89.69 80.48 0.609 6
DRDA™ 81.37 62.86 63.63 95.94 93.56 88.19 85.00 95.25 90.00 83.98 0.679 6
Conformer” 82,50 65.71 63.75 98.44 86.56 90.31 87.81 94.38 92.19 84.63 0.692 6
Speech2EEG™ 80.70  62.04 71.74 96.09 94.51 84.06 84.06 95.65 87.76 84.07 —

CMTA-M 84.37 69.28 74.06 96.25 85.00 86.25 94.06 97.18 84.68 85.68 0.718 3
CMTA 84.68 72.14 73.43 96.87 91.25 85.62 93.43 97.50 84.06 86.55 0.735 2

3.4 EBMXR
Sy 6 TEASE FY 7E B A R A B SRR LR B B R 7E AL 62N IE 1Y SEED B 5 I R T BEL A
Wi i e H0CHE G Y AW . 25 RN IR A TR 7E S8 B E A4 T B RLK BT 98.86 %0 11 43 2 ik 1 R A
0.982 9 1Yy Kappa & ; RIE HIBR 1 28 20 A>3l 38, ME#H R AU 30T B2 97.6590~98.13% , Kappa {ELA) 4
1E 0.964 6~0.971 9; B fdf 76 5 B 30~45 A>3 1 (F A 17~32 />3 38 ) B, o 8 2% 75 & 55 76 96.98 )0~
97.67% (Kappa 0.954 6~0.965 0) , &7~ 1 A B v 55 A5 258 18 2% 2K 19 58 R 25 55 B8 0 5 B8 76 A0 o 155 4
R4 EFTAEBBEH L EBENZM

Table 4 Impact of discarding different numbers of electrode channels on classification accuracy

B SrRUER R % Kappa EIEE SrRUWE R/ % Kappa
0 98.86 0.982 9 30 97.67 0.9650
1 97.65 0.964 6 40 97.08 0.956 1
5 98.13 0.9719 45 96.98 0.954 6
10 97.90 0.968 5 50 94.18 0.912 5
20 97.94 0.969 1 55 89.59 0.843 4
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S BE 50 A1 55 A4S 18 (4 AR 12 F007 A4S 8 ) B AR RLAK AR B 0% S BE 94.18 % (Kappa 0.912 5) Al
89.59% (Kappa 0.843 4) (43 Pk fig . X LLE5 L 7 /W] T T4 TFFAN BEAI7E S PR EEG RA i f2
EE I PR A A R BRSSP B DR AR R 11 4 SRS B R — Bk
3.5 HBLICIG
3.5.1 MT #3k it F AHRH 6 Hh
T 5B MT L8 A B i) 3 22 28008 1+ X BB PE B 19 52 M, 76 SEED #4848 kAT T Ml st g, &
BERVE T MT B BRI R A5 e oA P[] S 52 2 B0 0 A5 10 UE 1 48 1 B2 i)
SIS Aok AR MUT AR B i H B (N 131 8) Sk WL 2% 99.0 =
X1 BB A R | [R) SR S T A [ B R T B )
HALE SRR R R . LA R AN E 3 TR, LI B
P vl LR M Bl 2 RO 1, 5S8R AR AN R S
P 0T W AT U Bl (R AR RO R . AR I S
O TC BT, AR ME i 3 AE B R b i (an 2 A 3 B ) R AR 70N prramierensiiating

SORHAE 2 i R RN E] T 98.86% W B F AR o v Ponmetershaing ||,
= 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

98.5F

98.0F

97.5r

R/ %

SR 98.36 00 0 SR, 24 B A 22 1F | B8R 1) o By R A 3L Depth
SR OU T T 0 035 R B R B AE S BRAN SBRN ME p 3 MT Bib 9 HOBH SEED B0 4 K FE 19
WA BIRE % 97.10% #197.66 % . 52

XML R ] MT B He (g Yo S fn B ja] = 8L 2= 5 i Fig.3  Effect of number of MT modules on accu-
PRI Bl A T RN BT T B HOR racy of the SEED dataset

12 284 B 48 o R 0 ol B 2R, L 7E Bl i A i, B i)
SRR — LR TR RE o SR, Y EEOY 2 (an 3E R L B B, S = T 45 S BB
e T .
3.5.2 Adapt-Classifier # 3z % 3+ & M 58 5 #7

RN IR VT — 4 1 35 07 2t Ak J2 6 AR R (4 5 ), X Adapt-Classifier 52 HHE4T T R[] 45 #4) 11
P se s . BRI 4G AU A 2% )2 (2FC) 3D iER 2 (3FC) , DL R 454 — 4 i v 1
Ak 2 RS 4 22 (1A 2FC) . i SC8 36 F SEED Bl E b 47 . L& R L 55 R , 7 LLE
H L IA 2FC 85 M AR FR B /NS 80 9 R 38 21 7 5 5 09 HE 31 % (98.86 % ) il Kappa {.(0.982 9) , &I
F 2FC(98.68% #EHT % ,0.980 1 Kappa) il 3FC (98.73% #EHi 3R ,0.980 9 Kappa) &5 4 . X — 45 7 %
B, — 4 (58 0 7 34 3t Ak )2 A8 3 TR R B 00 R B, A SRR AR T B B0 I I G R AR R B A R 0

R

#5 [E Adapt-Classifier B i% i1+ 3F L6 45 R A9 521

Table 5 Impact of different Adapt-Classifier module designs on experimental results

Adapt-Classifier Accuracy/ % Kappa Model parameters
2FC 98.68 0.980 1 923 818
3FC 98.73 0.980 9 1155 266
1A _2FC 98.86 0.9829 904 106

4 HERiTie
S CMTATEVERE FBUS T B2 8 TF (02 CMTA (9 855 5 2 P47 8K & — {1 15 56 1 9 1]
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