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Brain Computer Interface Intelligent Decoding Technology Based on EEG Signal
and Its Clinical Application
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Abstract: Brain-computer interface (BCI) establishes information pathways between the human brain and
external devices by analyzing brain activity, providing new technical means for assisted communication,
functional assessment, rehabilitation training, and neuromodulation. Electroencephalography (EEG) is one
of the most widely used signal modalities in non-invasive BCI and brain health research because of its non-
invasiveness, low cost, high temporal resolution, and ease of repeated acquisition. Driven by recent advances
in artificial intelligence, EEG decoding has expanded from conventional control command recognition to
complex brain-state representation, visual and linguistic semantic reconstruction, and real-time closed-loop
interaction; accordingly, this paper reviews representative progress in control intent decoding, brain-state
decoding, high-level semantic decoding, general representation learning, and closed-loop interaction, and
analyzes their applications in stroke rehabilitation, language and visual function rehabilitation, epilepsy
detection and early warning, assessment of disorders of consciousness, and auxiliary diagnosis of mental
disorders. Although the representational capacity and application scope of EEG decoding continue to expand,
clinical maturity varies markedly across different directions: control intent recognition, abnormal-state
detection, and closed-loop neurorehabilitation have accumulated a certain research foundation, whereas
visual and linguistic semantic decoding remains largely limited to healthy participants and controlled
experimental settings; major barriers to clinical translation include cross-individual and cross-center
generalization, neural information fidelity, long-term stability, incremental clinical value, closed-loop safety,
and ethical regulation. Future research should be guided by real clinical needs and patient outcomes to advance
intelligent EEG decoding from methodological feasibility toward stable, reliable, and evaluable clinical
applications.

Highlights:

1. This paper provides a comprehensive review of intelligent decoding technologies for electroencephalo-
graphy-based brain-computer interfaces, tracing their evolution from conventional control intent recognition
and brain-state assessment to language and visual semantic decoding, general representation learning, and
real-time closed-loop interaction.

2. Tt systematically compares representative deep learning architectures, including variational autoencoders,
generative adversarial networks, Transformers, graph neural networks, and diffusion models, and analyzes
their applicable scenarios, technical advantages, limitations, and suitability for control, brain-state,
language, and visual decoding tasks.

3. By summarizing patient-level evidence in stroke rehabilitation, epilepsy monitoring, disorders of
consciousness, and psychiatric assessment, this paper distinguishes technical feasibility from clinical
translation and identifies key challenges involving cross-subject generalization, neural information fidelity,
long-term stability, clinical validation, safety, privacy, and ethics.
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Fig.1 Framework of EEG-based intelligent decoding techniques for BCI
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Chisco A MAIES 128 6 6814 H W R AT 3

. ) 2EB R SCNGE R EA B B TR 2 350 ms, TCAR A
ChineseEEG AR 128 10
iR
Neural Spelling . o 26 0 SCFE B AR MEE RS A FERER 25K, o
F 650 A~ ¥k
OCED 4 128 64 RZN B2 12 7k ER 10
ImageNet EEG R 128 ImageNet ¥4 ,40 1251, 425 50 5K %, 3t 2 000 5K 6
Texture Perception &l 14 19 1667k K i H SR 8o B E % 15
THINGS-EEG FEA 64 22 2485k K4, B 1 854 MW AR BE & 50
DCAE =15 32 2005k ImageNet %, GLAE M A0 A6 I AEA 55285 531 26
DM-RE2L ESFES 32 2005k ImageNet EIE , B4E K% A 26 45 # ik 26
o A WA 10 000 5K MR, >k H MS-COCO #dlE 4 1y 804>
Alljoined Pl 64 251 8
Low-Density EEG BEAS S By B 600 5K %, 40 8 20 2K ) . Ak IR B
, R1% 8 A 9
Reconstruction 25, BEHLIT 2 91

ThoughtViz e LIS 14 PR ETE FRAMPWIRRHE S EEGF Y 23
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SRSKEF L EEG FRAE G0 15 Tty T T ARRR AE A B — B Bl s (A AL B B R R O B s BE A TR 2
M TOIZR 2 RS T X 5% o AN R SRS JE AN A AE S — 1 e LB« /NFEAS AT 55 T3 6 e i
TR S 55 WY B 1 AR A 75 S R KRR R SCE X R [F] B, Transformer B 25 455 780 1 1A] 1) £ o1 EL AR 4%
TEL S 518 5 10 U 4R 28 B 5 2% S Fa i EEG RAFIT 5 B AR1E X 25 ) 7 % W 06 & L3l
2 8 0 5 v A A L 5T 2 O A G

3 EEGERMEUEFEAHE

EEG % 8 fift 115 (1) & & J1: A 157 5 28 30 Ay 455 0 285 49 AN K7 52 2% A, T 2 A 300 A g o 4 N 25 s &
SR AL E AR AL . RIET T B NEEE & (0 EEG A b SR BUD B R il 38 4, Bl IS 32 45 1 10 15 5 Tk
«Ij(?‘l&\Emﬁ\%ﬂ(ﬁﬁﬁﬂ?ﬂm%ﬁi‘XW%i;*EE'AIJII%LEE}\T%?Eﬁiﬁ%”kﬁi7 P E [ B
Y 5 BLES X S ORGE AR AR 2 5 et A5 S R R A (WS A WE B EEG fif A% H 2 i 45 8052 BBOE 1] ]
IS o AR PR S8k e AR A A AR F Mk TR, FE S 4% B B Dk A 20 )R R LB R i R R
HARBE R 5K VR 72 2 R TT . EEG 8 BEfif 5 1 8 HIAE 2L &) 3 i, B v 2 Z,,.,, %7 HH EEG R AT 4 LR
PRAFI G SIETERAE 5 ,(i=1,2, -+ ,N) FIR SCA i i ik B2 b 285 0N ARG 5 9,(7=1,2, -, N) KR
TUTE S5 A At A5 A i T ) o A 5 R

FHESE RS
(CNN/Transformer/RNN)

@]*D

= %&

AR 23 ]
(EMG/E SUIGER)

v

v v v
BB il SCASSERD & BB SRR B A
R T B Syt B

(VAE/Diffusion/GAN) (yTran;fomgerfBART/Lle’I) (CNN/EEGNet/Transformer) (GNN/EEGNet/Transformer)
1 2 3 oo Un S

P 1 mpfiajis p 2 :
R AR Bl (o (e w | [OpmA
D=all]||f 2= il o [l g o
[ WEAEEH ) : F—F |a}x : | lglss

O @ et | O)=5Y
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B3 EEG % e fhidm A
Fig.3 EEG intelligent decoding general framework

3.1 EnfifgmRiy
311 Ty ammE

VAE e [ it 2 op 5 | AR e 2s 8], ELRSE M0 P 4 BT 7w o HL g 00 28 AR o AR ST 43 A 1)
p RS 2% 6% SRR 838 o A2 53 A1 Hh SRR 58 B G s U R B v, A R T AR A A R S H AR
PG 10— S5, KL 50 DU 249 RO A 0 A1 2 30T e 30 40 A, DA T £ o W A 25 ) ) R S e RN SR AR .l T
RS & EEG HARAE MR L AR P AR PEFI WY A 22 S, VAE BB 9% LIKE R )5 Al ik EEG RIE T Y
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Fig.4 Architecture of VAE
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3.1.2 AR L

G AN i L 50 0 28 2 R 5 C0 R (015, LS P 5 7 . 2 A
SEBALAL 25 R 1 30 90 0 A ) S0 AP SO, A A B 08
[InD ()] + ey [In(1= D(G(2)))] (1)

min max E, _,
G D

data

A G A D 73 50 s 2 e FVHII 88 5 0 32078 DEL SR 70 A Py, (o) FPRAE I B REAS 5 2 7R LG
B oA P(2) R AR BEALIR P 1) 4 5 G (=) Fon A2 e = AL Y AR SRR A s D () M1 D (G (=) 73090 27 )
o) o Ko S AR AR R A SR AR A T S LSS RO AR E R B B AR R e/ H A e R R
1o AR SRR AR 118 S A S 85 DU 30 e KA b R SO 8 0T I SRR AR R A URE A 1 1X 0 i

5 VAE ML, GAN Gl RE % A A e B0 50 M A0 0 S B iR 1) TR, (HL DI i 7 75 ) 1 LB 2
AFaE MY . 78 EEG 383 B SCRE S 72 b 4 EEG 29 HUR I, 2R A% 34 7T B 5 B2 A0 A5
B oA e s, 7 E S AN EEG A — B N2 . A ISR EEG 5 A2 pUAE R 2 18] 19 G, 2% 1F GAN #g
EEG FFAE M A5 F 45 5L (8] I i A 22 25 ) 550 6, 68 A2 B e oy T 2% 1 R AR 5% 78 O EEG A& 1R 24
il

m(jn max E, , [InD(xly) ]+ Ezwpl[ln<1 — D(G(z|y))ﬂ (2)

LES o
B
: - A Do)

F5 A RO BT 46 45 4 7R TR
Fig.5 Architecture of GAN
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3.1.3 Transformer £ A

Transformer ™38 1 [ 7 3 77 WL A @A A F 51 A 18] 407 8 22 6] A9 40 8 ¢ 2, BLAR S5 # W | 6 i
L B N 2R R e 45 )2 B 5 4 2 R ME S B o A0 SRR ) A ot B N 2 (R] A R R AR
W IR, I B AR R A RRRE R R 23k B I ALEE— 22 AR 725 4R I E 2B R FRIE R R,
T 15 I 5% R A7k 22 372 422 T FH T 184 5 AR A AR 46 R ) TR A AN 2k o 5 4% B0 FRURI 48 I 4% 32 B O 3 JR) 3
LB IE AN ] | Transformer BE % B H2 B8 EEG {5 5 76 A [ B 8] - B A B ol 3 38 22 [ 14 4 8 4K i ¢
F IS A b B AT B 5 B A AR AE 1) EEG 808l o 7F EEG IR & 84T 55 1, Transformer 7] F T 42 1t
EEG B} 7 ERAE 3450 %538 18 5 8 28 1., 8 /E N EEG 215 % 5 F G A A 80 2 [a) 6 457 10F e S B ke | DT
2T EEG RAFE 5 ML 1E L Z M XTS5 RE T .

Itsey CEBENE) L% GEBNZ)

AN SO E Y S——

Y r— | B RE—| |

) A O wmes |
ﬁ)\ }_; ﬂ Lol j, ;’{L‘F)‘(%n&z}» 3 Rk i I)\(] N %%J%); ﬁ:ﬁﬂ
i 8 hie== e a5

i ZLBERS i REEERIA— i

K6 Transformer % 4% 45 #4 7R 72 4]

Fig.6  Architecture of Transformer network

3.1.4 BAvzm%

GNP g —Fof 1] 1) 121 65 ) B30 1 R 2 > RN | JHA 0 JEL AR 2 3 3o 4 81 =2 1) ) 5 B A 3 15 40 o 2R
B K 2] BER AR RRAE R, BARGS & 7 TR B P L RS BRSO B AR S R, YT
EEG #4101 5, /N [ BB 38 T8 7T DA O e 1 8 3 0 22 ) 1 25 [ 4R 30 6 3R (D Rl 3% 2 06 &R ik o6
PG 2 AT R 2R T 20 GNINEH o AN 7 3R 6 AL 4010 A R AR A5 8., BB 8 20 1 I [X. =2 [ ) 22 i) 4K ot A
BB H 2 F , IR 4% G2 46 B 45 78 35 R EC 45 4 JE AR 5 T A AN /2 o 55 Transformer 2R A 1 &
FIHLH B4 R 5 R A [A], GNN B 58 30 25 T EEG 3l 3 44 4D 45 14 2 0 e % 42 [ 4% 19 5 3 -4 R 15 B A%
& DR IS A Ak P ELA R W 45 RRAE Y EEG 84l . 7F EEG & H# AT 55, GNN ] F 4 s 3 18 =5
6] 56 Z1 A8 iR X ) BB 3% $2 R AE , VBN EEG S8 19— 3B 40 238 38 EEG 55 M4 8 HE5 /5 B
BT TE Fon b, T8 38 EEG R AF 5 0058 18 SCERE 22 18] A9 %5 W 56 2 . (B GNN f P BEE AR K FE B F AR
6 P 285 g ) Ay g X, S T A R R T R W ) B S A 408 42 R 1A S T B S AR AR 1Y) 3 3k R
S5z Wik, E/NEAR B GO EEG 50 F 8% 75 245G 1 18 I B2 2T W 5020 B L OE ) Ak 5%
5 A 0T S SR, LA R R TR X A R 25 S R MR P T Y R
3.1.5 ¥R

DM 58 3 i 7 o0 0 R 2 1) 25 MR o S B HR A3 A, ELAR S AL AN 1] S BIE i o T 1) ek R AR 22 A B ) 2 o
T 1) S5 A PRI e i M S LD o R Dy

g(afe, =Nz JT— 3 2, 1.81) (3)

K eg( e, )RR (— VB HEA A BUER 28 FEAS BT 1] S5 10 50 A 5 R 1O (8] 28 s e, Fil e, 43 33
BN N R S 10 A SR R[] 25 BE A 5 8, R 35 20 W W s 7 22 R BT R SR A B 5 ) 1 — B, &, R B, T 43 Ky
o ST 4 AT B B B T 2R A R
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EWESWAFR | | wiBes (iﬁgLE) it 5E%FRR
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XA L ; ; x HEERH i JRARA 3 > a Bt
R E E E § EL i Softmax y
i ] || FEft/Readout | |
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Fig.7 Architecture of GNN
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S 1) ok i DU 1) 5 ol 2 D) 4% T 00 45 B 0 25 (9 R 75 O by BEAIL IR 75 3 A0 B H AR IR . T E 9 s 7Y
(Latent diffusion model, LDM )#E— 24 5 #oad #2 th 4R 3 25 1565 2 I 2k H 4 i 55 09 (I8 4 7 AE 25 1),
0 AR5 1A 4 T B e A v A 2 R 7
3.1.6 FAREEFIEALEEEGC MBS PR AYFYS BRI

Hi SCH %8 VAE .GAN |, Transformer .GNN Fl DM 4+ 44 T EEG 2 GE fift 5% rf 3 JH 0 JERE B Y . |3k
R A 53 A0 T 9 A S TR) R X 0 A R R RS A i 0 £ 45 ) 2 O i g B S R R AR G, i EEG
5 K2 B 23 AR S 3 e J2 00 L R T R R R B8 42 . (A F EEG {5 5 3% i A7 76 15 B2 L 48
I AR 22 5 BT B s A R PR JE IR A LA R 46 ] BT, A5S80S B i R P O 24 25 4 52
FE T B AR T A A AL ) 5 LA AT 45 75 R 22 100 14 DG T B 4% o 2 PR R B bR 785 A A 3 5 B G i 4 28K
S e T SR R AN BRI Ak s A S5 I SO W) B R EEG R A5 EMR SO SR 2 ) 22 Jh)
(AT 5O 55 o BRI, A 0 DA T A L R AR A Jmd PR 3 AN Dy TG S [ i el A AR E A7 B e B A,
mFE 2 Fis .

AT 55386 B A 2R, VAE R GAN B RLR 9058 o S A5 45 28 iR 55, 36 B IR R EEG RAIE 5
AR Z B O R o VAE TEIE A /NREAS RIS B 5 PR AR A, H 2R B R 401 A R GAN R
P Tt A B2 B0 B B SRR B X IR AR E M N AR R Y R EESR BT o Transformer 1 GNN WU B ffi [i]
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Table 2 Comparison of applications, advantages, and limitations of different deep learning models in EEG

decoding
HEEHY EEG fiffith & il 3 5+ P Jry R
VAE INEEAR UG B W AE A A nT DR A e e T e A RESE AR LA RN AN OR R
GAN DT T SR 0 1 AR B ] 5% 35 T J32 R L S SRR AR B YIGATE , T REAR = HE
KW EEG SUARE |
Transformer L ! TR PR E NS0 BIRFRRK ARG G
5 38 TE AR
, . . . 08 1l 25 4 ¥ L 72 Ak 22 4B
GNN MR DD B e 2 A B X B 7 ne =
FE 5 [ 5 i)
HAL AR 5 EEG 29 31 A fig
Diffusion 4 4k FUR A 5 A PFAE I U , 7 4% £ B 4 00 ;}ii;zf‘aﬁgﬁﬁ e

EEG £k 2] . Transformer idi 5 4b BRA I 0] %4 2230 38 F1 F N SCHH G EEG Bl , R TR 1 5 18 i
T bR 285 TE 31 R 5 A5 2 X6 5 b LA O 3 s GNINRE % ) P P A 4 b 50 ) 8 37 492 G 3% L 345 5 il 3k i X ] 3
(] 375 2 F1 s FHUIR SR 09 X 28 S i o 7 HIORE AU T AF ke 78 W00 2E BUAT: 55 Hh R BLSR H (B7E EEG g ith vh 75 22
R A R 2 5 BB Z B EEG A 29 AN 2 3 SO 031 25 40 08 5 28 1) 43 A1 SE 56

K, & R BEHIAE EEG i i AN ARG — e 0 o /INFEAS B35 i 42 1 AT 55 T3 5 4% o Al 45 4 R ]
Wl 04 2 BB 5 W08 505 T 05 SO AT TR RO B A5 A5 6 5 A% AR 24 B 5 R S TEA RN I PR % Bl 32 I ) T
RVE I Wz AL AT R S S I R R AR XTI OC FR o R OR EEG M #5850 1) & i i s A o L2 184
I 28 53 24 B, T I S 00 DG AR AR AL ) A 55 3 ORI PR R 75 R =2 1] Y DS e
3.2 EHEEfRFS

i il 2 g i 2 R R AU BCTER BB IR g HRIK R 1 I 17 . 18 3 A 4 P300 Al e A ML e 75 & 1
A7 43 A B 1 R SR DG 7S A R R I A v B By 328 LAY TR S AT S5 b T i i
M AT AT SRS 55 Bz g, 51 B2 3l B 2 o1 3R 1 A 0 = 1 4R OC 25 [m) 20 Ak B[]
WAL o T T B T RO N R R AR G2 4 26 A L T 3t s 8] #82 XX (Common spatial pattern,
CSP) . & I %8 20 e 23 [a] # X (Filter bank common spatial pattern, FBCSP) | 3 3% %% B e 3 fd HL - AR
. (Fast Fourier transform, FFT) & i {& B i A5 # (Short-time Fourier transform, STFT) F1 /N i 45 #
S5 PR ECES [A] A dak m BE AT A AT, 525 A 2R 4 5] 40 1 (Linear discriminant analysis, LDA) 32 435 [ i
HL(Support vector machine, SVM ) 8 kb 2 U1 -1 43 28 %% 58 B RS P300 £ 48 3 B H A il
5 AR B bR P A S I R) P B A 25 S, R A R i A DU R i 06 {1 i SR A OG 43 BT
A EEG 5 RO A BN 2 (8] A A SC 1 o B3R D7 & L [R)IE J 1 004 B e AiE 42 BRI 70 28 D 3R A Uit
LA BEE T AR DFE R & 1 i i R il

Bl 3 B J7 1 0 AE 58 4 RS Ge i AR, T2 7 AR AR N T A Tk A8 R i e 55 2 0 A 2 M ) T O I
AT S Uy 1k AR 208 T8 P Uy 22 0 BE R SR TE 14 28 BB K IR BR F AR R) B A DG R el b X
B R SRR AR AR T . AEAB B AR EEG MRS P TR S ) Tk KEA N T R 2 R 4% 3 i
B i i 25 RAE 7 ) B A Bt #E o TR BE Bl 22 M 2% (Deep neural network, DNN) £ LU i EEG .CSP
FRAF 8 FFT 45 AEVE R i A (H 25 5 32 /R A RS 50T A B2 a7 Bl TR CNIN B 3 3 A 52 i
rh iR R Y UR B A - — S B R AN R IR EEG R 38 5 B 7] 5 FRURN A ) 4 FRRE A FBCSP 1Y 8 i
R 5 57 — KB RV EEG #2404 1A, BRI AT CNN B2 BUH 0 47 4E . EEGNet /& b i AR R AR,
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e JH I ) 25 BRIV BE 1] 23 B A B, LA /D 2800 S 0 s I, mT T Tz s AR 4 (P300 Fnfa S L o
R AL L AT 517, Sine EEGNet MUK & )2 08 U 7% B0 31 7T 2 o 47 3 0 Dk % , 64 R0 B 0% 11 3
BEPAT 45 A A B

FEM AL B, LSTM . CNN-LSTM £ 4332 CNN .GNN [ 2% fI Z A 55 % S it — B P @ Tiz i 4
A AR BLRE Ty o LSTM EZH T4k EEG J3 51 v ity it [ 40081, (5 3 % 75 255 CNIN 5 CSP 45 %5 [f] ¢
TE$E 7 i85 A T . CNN-LSTM 45 44 5l 48 B2 (8] sl iF 50 R AF , 75 X5 B 8] 3y 25 #F 47 A 5 2 43 2
CNN 3 i A ] 5 BRAZ BAS [A] KB 9 34 MR 22 RO RRAIE s GNIN I 2 A1 2 0 AL A T 44 EEG Jl i 2
(] £1%) 25 [ 0 1 G 28 R SC BRI [] 1y B¢ 5 224 55 2% >0 ULl ol A AR S0 00l 25 4l B AT 55 42 T 5l o 25
SAR G NI, 15 S AR G AR B R 1 S R I 2 R AT 2% I 4% £ R AR 2 g ) ik T R T
TN LA PRRRAE (P 7 22 850 B AR S FRERAE (I 7 EE BN 24 55 20 AR 25 & I B R B 4k

M R A B RS E M AR S R VBRI S I RZ BI R G LR 2. AT R
TG A 42 T A AN B SR B YR 3 S AE A, 3 Bk T R SR A A R A% R B AR R S AR E L T
I 42 1% 5 B, 3 B 2 PR ARG T 3 5 B 45 0 R R L A ML N SO B R R SRR I L N
1207 1] B PEA F e Pl R M T 8 2 B o R v T B e TR A M | S I g B LA R Al A RE A e
B S R A G 15 Bl o X TS S AR S AR L BRUEG R (F {H . AUC(Area under curve) 5 & £k $8 #x
Hb BB UE 5 ST A AL S R A B R RN A R S M 58 Wy A e A R ST R R T Y
HEHNE,
3.3 RRASRRE

4 BCI Y B bR i 35 48 45 1 4 J 2 1 2y 58 P A5 i A 55 % G2 o ol 20 B0 e BIHE & 7 1) T A VB G O
55 GANFT A5 28 B R A G S S 2 4R . 5B R AL 80E S R AR X 2k A 11
A0 B AR 1k A5, PR 2 AT RSk AT N R B i R VE A MR s RIS W o 9% 57 R BRI 5T E R
1B BR 0o 5555 B ) S B I (] Y A2 AR, DT 45 G R i R Sl s AT 55 AR BRI RS TR R . il an, B RS E K
20 25 I F BCE S 8 M T 42 (SITU emotion EEG dataset-Vigilance, SEED-VIG ) ¥4 25 3 A5 6] 15 72 v
) EEG/HR #t [&] (Electrooculography, EOG ) {5 5 5 B o i 6] A [ £L X 380 HR 16 4] & LE 491 (Percentage of
eyelid closure over the pupil over time, PERCLOS) IR 8 45 & , F 2 2278 5 FE A 25 1 128 B 1 A < sk (1)
AT 45 v 0 e 5 WA S AR Ay 9 57 RIS BRI B 3 A TR T AR S I T L A A B 5
H A0 OC AL BT 035 3l L 30 LA S AT 55 16 B 258 5 A5 8 220 1 g 0 0 oy R R R o 1 2 TR0 0 O 3
DN X BRSBTS BB R S RIS A DX 3, O 45 G AU M N R B R RO 2 bR A E AT e 2 . B R
3 33 45 A 55 DO AR A I ) B v 18 B B 4k T R T A B I o IR S A A B A0 o AR R
A2 AP 1) 22 AR 2 A Y D RE I R o

7 IR 28 A A T OB TR AR AL G bl 2 ) Dy vk o ISR bl T 0 e IBL TR 0/3 1L
{8 \a/p LA FEAE O LG A0 D A8 3% %5 B A AR A, 1R 455 SVM L LDA | B AL 2% bk 5 & 3T 48 57 1%
(knearest neighbors, KNN) 5 G5 R 99 57 A 8 T BRS04 ImAEsk , WA i 500 X — SR B ik — b
PRI SR, P, Kaveh 25 736 F B4 T stk A B X EEG 2 48 JF & I 25 W5 I 52 56, 78 9 44 4
2y 35 h Y375 T M RO B, SVM G 28 & A8 £ UL T ™ AR UL AT 7 26488 0 5 AR 93.2040 A1 93.304 B9
WER 33X U0 B AL GE AL 2 21 Ty VA AR 6 38 1 AT 28 BICR AR A5 1 T A B et i 0 O o R 4 R0
25575 VT B N R B B IX o AN X BR R TR AR AR, O A A2 B8UE S 1E 45 0 i B0 B (Data-
base for Emotion analysis using physiological signals, DEAP) 1 SEED 45 #(4li 4 LIl 25 G50 g . LU
SEED 5T R 9], 22 53 5 R AR TE = 43 2515 25 TR 01 vp BRUAS 84.22 04 19 7 B UER %, i T 22 40 A XS Bk
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fif (Differential asymmetry, DASM) | b fB AN XF #) 45 1iF (Rational asymmetry, RASM) 1 G i 1% 55 SR 1E
[7 Bt 431 B DA 5 15 4 R A LA TSR DG I L DR 97 A AR B U 45 4 ERP LAY R I 0 945 TH b
X o 1066 AT by 26 B, 52 BTG £ 767 5 985 7 A bR 2SR5k — o B A O R R AR LA — 2 B i
B, (A TR AR N T B e B FIAT: 55 150 B, S i B4 55 Fis s R e PE A RR .

Bifi J5 V% B 2 20 120 W 0 FE T 55 A 17 28 RO R N A e PP A . CNNVE FH T N 86 EEG (i 45 4]
ok 25 (8] 4 Fb B A 3R B 0 B AR RR AR, LSTM . GRU il i 8] 4 FL M 2% (Temporal convolutional network,
TCON) H T g AR 24 b i (1) BB 25 4k (19 3 & 4 72 , CNN-LSTM Fl CNN-Transformer 55 Ji £ 45 #4 1] [7] i
T 23 1) 43 A A3 A2 A R0 B I AL AR AT o X0 T 9 57 A6 I, BIF 50 0 DA B A 33 B T R AR AL 3 e B £ 58
TE IS AT L O 2 A OE R 3 2 I R R Ok T 2 R A, T 1 I N PR — ) R AR B 1] R B RR AR G TE
HE T SBE B MEBSRA o F1A0, 4D-aNN ¥ EEG /R Ry 23 8] 5 5% A1 e (8] 56 & 25 4, Of 3l 1o
23 () 7 38 3 A 3 R 0 VI )V 0 9 AR 46 RH DG i XA B R ) R B, 7E SEED i 5 1 U
96.25% H 43 2 T R B A5 G5 N T RRAE 7 A W R AR T o o DA 0 B G DA T R T 0 G
8 55 2 Ak R T S FOAS [] S 30 910 20 22 6] 1y B2 8 RAE o5& T 2 185 2 B0 H 9 S i o 0 97 £ar A (Cogni-
tive load assessment in realtime with multimodal data, CLARE ) %4 45 # — 25 (R B0 73X — #a # i Bl
R A 24 ZGRTE MATB- 11 24T 55 #:4F h 19 EEG .ECG . % Jik HL 1 3l (Electrodermal activity, EDA)
FHR 20 4 , 2R BB 10 s ety — U WL RN G A, DA A5 A 00 47 7 7 Ak DAAT: 55 5 12 38 40 28 e ) B
AL A S IR S AR

P& i 28 0 28 T G HILTR TS o 2] RN B A 2] 1 — 20 4 gl kR S S B DA B R 03 SIS ) R DE
i o PR 2 I 2650 EEG 38 38 sl DA 15 0, 38 5 Ty B 7 4 sl 2 ) 98 42 00 R A AL I i DX p [ 9 2, 3
G IE 45 I 55 RN B far S5 K A OB 2 RS RO o B An o ) Ak 1 Bl 2 I 4% (Regularized
GNN, RGNN)¥ EEG HLHi Z [6] (9 24E W40 40 56 R 51 A G5 , 1256 719 sl ST 5T U1 25 R 45 23 A1
272, DL % i i il ik 25 S RTBR W S (] 81, #E SEED M SEED- IV B 42 FEUS T8 T 2808 e orikm
BER P, XU T HL ) PR AR R 28 B 2% ( Dual attention mechanism graph convolutional neural
network, DAMGOCN )i iz XUTE B 7 181 35 R R 2% [ i 20 A7 A DX A0 B 5Kk, 76 SEED idia 48 1 9 Bk ik
91 S 0 v A 99.42 040 1Y HE AR 2R, (8 AE Bl T 5206 v ME R R R R 2 73.21 00, 3X 1 I Y IR R R AR AR
IR B 2 R Tl A TR B B (L BRI AT 2 IR 5 A R A SCRLE  EE R P T
% M OCBHESE TE | OC BE AT AN OC SR N ] R BB, 3 AR 2 T RN s B 3 T 2 MRS [ Bl AN TR 2 3 A [+
VA Z B 53 A1 22 5, A B o >0 FVECHE 38 9t D) R T B3 ARRONS R N AR 28 A o el ke, M ofR 285 A 12
1) 2 5% 3¢ I R AL B Iy R AIE ARk Bl g 2f R AR B 0 285 3 4 TR R I A8 R AE RIS B R A o 1 8 A i
B M 2 R B — AR B 2 58 U AR

U 1 R S A B N LS N T 5 S, AN bR v S P R PR T B R MR R 57 R B W G
T 4 T U B T 1R R R SRR T I A TR R G TE MR 25 S bR A LR AN SCAR Iz Ak
NG A DAl 5 2 2% AR 55 28 80 A7 o R RN B R AT A Bk . A EEG A B far TR B2 27 ) £ R L 4
th VR 2 WETEAT A5 B A B 2k o3 R W B, A T 1) 7 2 sl O A A T AT A R AR A A AR 1 AR AT
SR DRI I DR 2 A 114 X e ) 5% 9 T v ] 2 AT A R Ll S AR A K I [R) B R A R 25 R 4%
PER ARG ARE AT R L AT B 104 i 2 e R AIE
3.4 URIENFREG

WE o SO B TR B 32 SR B R 1 AR R 7 AR 19 EEG I 3l b IO A L R R R
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Table 4 Various evaluation metrics for brain state decoding

& br 0 AR A= Ja R
P AAASE TR T A S I R 2 AR L 5 S 35 465 B AT B S A A
Acouracy A= iy 3] bR IS LA TR b H #ﬁJA ¥ 45 B 0T fE Ak
1l AU g
- LEA R TR A B R PPN F R B AN AR S K R ELA R A E AT
\~score . )
ARk R £4% 1) 4 R i
Bk S5 AR A B BRI A0 VT A SR A i L B
Sensitivity E’jg S S R A Bl TE A TR Y L &Mgggzﬁ o Y RE T L g A B 22 W 54
o B (R RS BE R B R R
Specificity 1 DR 25 Bl 1 80 HE B AY e 4] it Iz Wi 4t 42 il e h ‘ A " "
PR H H ik
i AN ] R AE T RO Xy B 5 5 5 M R B BT fiE R
ROC-AUC ZGiA S 0 4 AR 1) i
BRI S AR R A e R
Prediction i 1 458 0 75 o5 {4 T /8 iy 452 W TUSEF 1) 3 43 0 A TN S5 AR U
\‘l—l ,j|§ e | ‘/jﬁE/ i
horizon BB K JE ik A AT S R A 4 2
N P 2 WS 114 Al a2 Wk K R w5
False alarm T —— Héﬁ%&k%ﬁ W N T I R T Y A2 r'rj{mﬂ s A (15 B R
rate n] iz sz bk RPN
Clinical 4 A5 B i 5110 PR I 26 o 3 i O 2 % 0] FE M FRE AR R
Bl T AR TR (1 11 R i R 25
comrelation 452 A1 K A6 H BE T A1 55 0 140 11 AR g ok 2 X o
STBHE AR BN R PO B0 56 VEIEEIN R, S
Ex.tern'al ?’f?’fixﬁ(ﬁ%ﬁfﬂ* N/ ST S i T éﬁ(}%z‘iﬁxxﬁfﬁ? S AT
validation  JIEA% % ENN

TERCRZS T30 2RAT 55 v0 , WA R (AT 2 5 SRR A A o T 3% BE 08 o A AR 06T A [ J R 285 119 8
PRIYSERE Ty AN TE B~ 3 55 v, B8 0 A A 0 2 00 AN X Al () Jest ) 2, 00 242 A 0 AR AR e o e /b TR R
VESREAS , T R ek A8 3 PP B A S8R A A A ] R 2, I I (SRR o Aty 3l B A S B P RE . IRt



M E F AT S5 0 A o % g A E R &l R 2 A 927

T AHRE VR S R A IR S i A b B EE O S, R T I AR B U S IR A Y B g, 19 T g
5 5 B AE TR S R RER B R, s A XU RS RS 5 45 S P DO P 7 DA A B HE B3R T IR S R BE g, Bk
RGN R AR K- o 38 I [ e A5 AU 7 I DR 75 - S0 M 3000 R DR 99 e g T S

Z A H TAEFAE il 28 °F 18 FX (Area under the receiver operating characteristic curve, ROC-AUC) J&
I R A A B v e R 25 0 S e A, BRSSO TR AR R TR B R X A E R OIR S 5 R IR A i R A g
JI o X TP M AR AR B i BE AT 55, 08 W] S5 SR i R4 Rt 28 K i A (Area under the
precision-recall curve, PR-AUC) #F — 25 PP A 16T 57 86 R 28 i SRR o T 900 & A 0 45 3 2 X
WS PEAR AT 55 A i 40 B PE BB DT AN F2 0%, 08 75 & 5 | A T 2 17 o R DR 4 R S5 4 b o T0UIN 4 i 1 T A
AT S LT R A A 22 R I [R) et T R DA U AR e S M Y AR A 5 R R S e &R S
i 1 T A ok v ) A5 T 2 AR AR B I 0 R R R FH ) AT A 2

Xob T A R A R TR DR P B S L 8 AL A 3 5 I DR PF 43 5 2l AR R BEAT DGR 43
Bro o n 7 v B S VEAS T OGTE EEG i 5 45 21 532 3 D) B8 1 43 22 ) 9 AH OGP 5 B IH e 65 974 7T 43 B7
A T 0 25 R 5 R R AR e 3 2 M) 18— B 5 A0 A U DU AT b A AR R e 5 R R e R ) 22 )
KR XKIGIRREW #E— L UL EEG fiff A% 45 52 2 75 H A I R B 2 S, AR 58 U ge 1402 o
WA, T EEG AR 5770 ik 3 AR 28 SRR 4R 22 5, B 00l L B85 vlh o R0 25 500 8 0 T, s I IR 285 e B 2F
LI NP SR8 N I e = U1 S A A i A s S € Y AN Ve TR i = AN AN o TR e = e o o s R AR R
P R S PR S TR T B, LA 4 T M T A M DR 7 S A AR A Y S R L
3.6.3  SUAKE LG IR AE 15 A

SCAS figp i 1 VP A AN A 25 58 A SO 5 2 25 SO A ) 1 )23 THT Y DG R 8 3 5 ) T — 3 2 5 AR
— B X, DL A i A AT SORNC R A TE 2 R 25 o T R — 3 ORI R i A [ 3 3 R A =X
FIh A 58 2 —BOUF AR — € WA RS RT 1. PRI, A PP o DI T80 DS P | 3 SC— S80I i g 4
W 3N R A MmEARMERE . F5I0A TixE5 & AWM EZIPA R .

) 16 UC e 46 b5 42 #4045 BLEU \ROUGE 1 METEOR ., BLEU i i 315328 B SCA 5 2% SCA 22 ]

®5 EEGESEMXASHITMIER

Table 5 Various evaluation metrics for EEG generated texts
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Table 6 Various evaluation metrics for EEG generated images
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Table 8 Recent representative EEG clinical decoding studies and reported effects
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