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Abstract: Emotion is the external expression of affect, which has an influence on cognition, perception and decision-making of our daily
life. As one of the basic problems in the realization of overall computer intelligence, emotion recognition has been studied in depth and
widely applied in fields of affective computing and human-computer interaction. Comparing to facial expression, speech and other
physiological signals, using EEG to recognize emotion is attracting more attention for its higher temporal resolution, lower cost, better
identification accuracy and higher reliability. In recent years, more deep learning architectures are applied and have achieved better
performance than traditional machine learning methods in this task. Deep learning for EEG-based emotion recognition is one of the
research focuses and it remains many challenges to overcome. Considering that there exist few review literature to refer to, in this paper,
we investigate the implementation of deep learning in EEG-based emotion recognition. Specifically, input formulation, deep learning
architecture, experimental setting and results are surveyed. Besides, we carefully screen articles that evaluated their model on the widely
used datasets, DEAP and SEED, perform qualitative and quantitative analysis from different aspects and make a comparison. Finally, we
summarize the total work and give the prospect of future work.

Key words: electroencephalography, emotion recognition, deep learning, feature extraction
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175 45 e NAE 32 B 0 LB B SR OR 72 A fg o BT AR B RN, SN R DAN  JRRRT  BE A e S 4 R e s .
AR R IENE 4 2 B AR 1) B ath, BRI AR AN HL, BT SR B R A AN A LI 15 2 Rk n AN iR
BE 1. W54 BRSSP A TR RE RO BERIMT S5 2 —, AN Eb 548 E AP, /2 N T e, B
IT. mFREE . EEEIIEEAG WK R AR,

HENZEERIMES T, BT HHEBIESNELERNES T 0P, MES s Mtk T, £F4E
HAESHEZIRNA S A& HE2E R, Hoh W (Electroencephalography, EEG)AEMS J5 I i 4 2 4 fifl 75
R B J2 Bk R R T ) AR BE B, BRI ) 2 . AR EEG AR B . AR (S PET. fMRI %
A AR BR MR IR BIHOR L MR E), 3T EEG Bt 4% B IE 7615 B MR 2 196 7. FLR B 5
BEUME SN S T E N, BRI ENL. KITAR. BENLARAR . FME DU 0 xRk 2 RN T
REBUMEME AN, X —HAEAOGRERFE S, 1 B2 5 & s Bk, ok, EEG 5 S EEHUR R EL R+ 5
ZM T, BERKAERLL, BESAS AR L EA R FRMERRFa e M. X St X A4 xR A
TR AE 3 U 2 56 SR I 15 G488 2 o) 7 vk Ut B — Rk k. B KB Fl s e e T BRI R T, IR %
STETENAGE . ARIES AT, ZER % ) SO S T RIS, IR, Rk 2 1R 2 ) HE 2L
BRI T EEG 14U, X e F A A H B R IR B R, ERERERI. SR mE . SRy nE 7y
T2 T B R R T &,

IR N FRET EEG KRB EIRAE LT BT FE S, 800, B A3 35 1) 4R 1 SRk 2D
Rk, ASCE BT EEG MIE 4 BUNMT S, WHRIREE S ) AR R R, BRI IREEAEZE ., 250
WE . SR gE BT R A A FITE, AT A A, AT ET RS 1 WAEMRE R
HILES 2 T MEINRRAE R N FEARYI 2 07 sURVEGHE 3 5 R =N 5 TR VERBE RS () SN 28 3 T X iR i 2 ST A
ZRTE EEG B4 IR B R I B AT 2 0, WIRAE 7 BRI 58 4 5048 A JEEOHE BE VRN AR AR
MISZIG SN, Nt — b L 28 E Bl 48 5 5 5L T DEAP A1 SEED $04 2, M2 A4 M o8 TAEHEAT X L, 1
RS eI a5 6 TR A5 A SO A=A U T R B Rk TAE.

1

1.1

B A1 28 2 X G AT U I R TR, IR 1 G R R o A A IS B O R R 4 R FE B
BRI, R 4 i IR LRSS A 4L AR, BT, KEZHFamin FiAE 6 sl am
(happiness). k% (sadness). 15 iF (surprise). AR (fear). 157X (anger) 1 R (disgust). &5 IR R fa v B, {H R
F IR (15 QRS R, 2 B AR e 6 i 2 Ml I W1 26 17 A 2, T DARAN OB T (R 2 . 4 RE AR B T
INFIPPAT A @ 2 BRI - AP . ZABE L 4E 8, A A GOIRAES R 38 4L 52 & 1t 43 A0 76 25 1) b i S [F) A7 &
H R T2 R FH B 2 A TR R A — B JEE (valence-arousal, VA) 4k 2 ) A5 1 b A f B 42 R AR AR A
STV, R R R L 2 R AR AT, i 1 Prow. dhAh, BEURI BRI 4E FE R 2 (R — E B O R,
E% s AR AR = RS A e VA SR R oA n] LA 1.
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1.2

TR S I £ 5 PR B T2 B A S B S0 Picard. #sdR i, % g S R G T
FPRAET S BRERE X GE NS B TH R L SRR B E Tl T SRR B SRIAANE NN
()15 26 10 B 0 SR SEBLTHSEHL I A T B, @ SE AT 9 AHLERBEOL. 1 I 5 N TR0 A R R SR T 387 1 I8
AT, R ASEASTR] B A BN KA S ) AS (RIS 0 a0 4T 17 48 1800 DU A i SR A i 4 i) L

A THFAEHEI —l

el B e Tes
EEGfi%
1 SIAFE 5T

B2 BRHET EEG M4 N 7 2 fe

R R I AR T R L B TR ARSI, Bl e AT R
St A SR AE, PR AR R TR AT 0 2. NI e S rh SRR RS AR B 5 T, (EAT N ERIE S A
Ho O, WG R Z WM. ML T, ARESUASEEAEEZER. FHNERRGS B
EEG. WLHL. Bzrf, (Ol Bzim. MEPRSE. A IZREOREATRE 4 IR0, R Enid AR 2 b, % & 2t
ITPIACEE, Kl WAL B — M B O £ B FERAE . UEBE. B RS, B AR AERIA [ B 1 A 1 5 i 22
St AR B R AR SR UM 25 0 R AT 0. R AEAR U 2 s 2 RO N TR IR URRAE, B0
RIS P45 5 AR S e RIS T SRR AL, 55— A B B2 ST, B ke A B (0 B B i
ML P 2%, WS B e JR G SO TR) 2 S PP R A, R] BLEs & IR pAR 5 30, R N AR MU R Akt — 2Pk A
B 2 S AT AT 0 RIHFAE. 15 48 70 RMAR H R FH 1RO 16 48 AL B RGP KRR HE 4T 22 9%, DL EEG {55 861, 1%
255 (R TR 9 ] 2.
1.3 EEG

FEMRZ ARG ST, EEG RILy kMG T, REW R SN A RS A 45224, & Fb
W FE R W) EEG MM 25 2 8147 45 — 2 R BED2 3L i35 EEG SRAE B 46 FIMISE 5 5 A B 5 V4 (R s R 2, 3T EEG
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{1175 45 50 O oh B R EG R R 0 5 i, R4S ROk B 2 i R AL Wi B L EEG RE R &S
Neurosky. Emotiv. Neuroelectrics F1 Biosemi, A~ [F] 15 #% S 457 P Bsf 5] A0 2 8] 23 HF 2N [ 1T (] 23 3% 26 SR 430
MO, W1 512Hz. A4 PR S AR A OE, W L% IR 10-20. 10-10 8 10-5 & A7 bR HETE AUE L CE Bk,
Bk E, EEG 155 H A 5 T ] 40 9 SR AR A0 25 1] 43 6. Paull™®lig i EEG AL B 7 B IASKE Bk
FUARFE e P, X PR AR 2R M R M3 0 7 00 A BRI RS 45 R A 0 S BT L AN R S TR R B R e A
M, BUSfREMALEZER. AREMTE EEG B 5 MIME. 7 Z M7 2 5 8 M 2 BE I )35 43 5l 78 4 M B4k

R EEG M5 4R B )7 % Musha 258 NPT Al 15 SCT 55 /0%, K EEG S AE#om DU 7t
TG R, XS Fp R AE 4, SR T ORI 4 HEER N 0. 64s USERME S /1. Bk, BRI E M HLEE )
AR 2 TR 1) 75 V0 e S B S AT, B A VA B 2 ST 5 TR AE & 2R BT S5 T BUAS EOR T, 2RI B STHE 4
(B EHWATRZE NN 4) I 46808 T EEG 1525 1R 5 AT WL AL GENL 38 22 2 7 vk, TRBES ST W& N (1)
IR, xR S AR IR FILA BR S0 AL, UREE S CIHE R MR BE WS S IR G EEG 1H 45 MU T VAR AE
—LR B, HMRRAT S A GIFEN— b, H—, 5EEG. SHMSCASEIRM L, EEG (55 MMt
Hok, FECYET EEG — 1 45 HUHE B R T gt 0 R B R, ik, mTBACR A AR AR BT Y 4% (Generative
Adversarial Networks, GAN)X ¥# #4797 78, AT 315 3 2 Kot HI TAE AL (g 2 081, o — ) 58— Fh i 44
MR R, 3 KEFIR 2S00, 8. S S0k, MRS R N EEG HdE th N T HEHUE 25 M SR ADURE
WHHE S, BERHRRIGESHENER. #5424 (Convolutional Neural Networks, CNN) A ¥ 1 £
M %% (Recurrent Neural Networks, RNN)ZEK FIRFAER AT SEHLGE 77, W LK 5 4G EEG BB E AR, 7
Sy R R FE AL () 2 5 g P02 = EEG 55 A S BA A REN, AR Z AN EEG $i FIE K %
T, OB A ARKIE T B 00 VR AT 55 FHRE B BN S B R ok LA . X I S A S R 4R 1) A LE 1 AT AR
(domain shift) i) f, AT L 5| A A3 50 51 #% (Domain Discriminator), #5 B3 B SE B AT A A8 P OASAE, I 1T 45 6k
PRATI S AR AT TR (4 A 22 B, JLDY, R RP R R, N 4 5 A R I 2 X e D AR 5 0,
EEG {EA—M ZBIE(E S, FIHZS M BARZR A E] HAR 2 1) (6 I LA B AN (3] 0 X o) 1% 25 800 B D kG B 22
RO Nk, AT R vk A0 B R R AR B A O R, R Bl S B 4 I 4% (Graph Convolutional Neural
Networks, GCNN)2 >J 3 fi 22 18] B A 57 < e 124, th m] AR 4 e bl 10 245 18] A B 6H & AT TEAT 20 4L, 340 38 N
T FE IR B8R 5 HEAT R A il A, 25 ST X P 30 60 X 22 170 ) S BB k91,

2

EEG I 5T U 6 A 22 76 19 57 2 (LR 3, RO 1M S i 7Sk B350 R, EEG
RIS — S T 51, B AN R/ EEG HUbE. % T EEG {5 5 ELA s BT 19 5 %,
G I, A0 A ST S 0 K U AR POy N B Y L2 — B R, AN
MBS AR D157 S R = A7 T HEAT 47

2.1

EEG 1HZ IR R A AT AR LRSI AP AN L RTHRIMERAHE, FASRAd AR KES, H
5 J5 1 U AE, DL A A AE.

REZHW TR AN LI EEG FHE/E RN, X SRR KB FE DU, Wi (time domain). 455
(frequency domain). I #i5 (time-frequency domain) 1 %% i) 42 (space domain) 2%, 418 3 o, I AE 5 B0
DA, EEGIEEMFMENA F550H R Hjorth ZHUFIE. 0B 4ERSE. USRI DL HCE B AR 46 0y 5t
i it 5453, SR T4 T 23 55 % (Power Spectral Density, PSD). 44> 4% (Differential Entropy, DE)%%.
AR E 38 15 BV 30 B OXE 5 AT 0 B, FEX B TE Sl AT I IS AR M, DT 25 I Sl R AU )
R, e ATREE SRR Y], Bk, @H KRG EEG 550 MA 5 1B — —delta(1-4 Hz),
theta(4-8 Hz), alpha(8-12 Hz), beta(13-30 Hz), gamma(31-45 Hz), J:7EA [ B A B b4y B HRBUAF AT, ek,
XTEFA BB B — N NFERE, Hoh t AR I T K, n AR MR B, o AOERHIEZEBE. DA XA AN e FR



REAE 35 Bh G 48 WO D R a8, A DR AR I 47 SR R i 52 30 0% v, L 32 B3 D 8 SRR AE A AR AH B R A B
 F 045 I AL 35 A4S X FR 2 (Differential Asymmetry, DASM). A% %R 7 (Rational Asymmetry, RASM)F14i 4>
caudality(Differential Caudality, DCAU). Zheng 25IE TLAMFEL T, A R K0 (0 da b, 230345 PSD. DE.
DASM. RASM. DCAU H1iE, Fik N\ 3CRE ) EEALBLER FE 02 I 28 00475 20 40 28, BRZR SR T 3R 501 (¥ i A R0 A7
B bR, YFZ 0P R A TR IE VR A RN, 32 B R T P DE RHIE s KRBT IR K, A
KR i 7 [18-2230-36 3k ) DE HAE 1 A R P ML N

HEPFAR

R

/ JEPFAR K 1

WS E | R
- b

(Lep]

Fele) 23 el st

ARz

LI A 4

55 A E FRIEES
RIS E
AN S HE AT T
Hilbert-Huangi# / Caudality3
B3 AT EEG RAE M 732 S #2850 F (¥ FH AR AE

KU I B R AL B S (SRR AR K EEG {5 5 iR NBERLEAT IR, — 77 1HI S B o 31 o 1) 175 48 10, 19 44
N TR SR B A 57— J7 TR AT RE AR B JR GG 15 8., 4h IR PE 4 SIHEZE Bt o 2 R 45 1A]. Alhagry 250706 43
BUS MREARIEN LSTM JEATHRAAE 2>, SCBLG 2R S 45 000, B 7 BRI R a6 0 7 =X, T Dhd%
5 U BT R SR . Wen S BSURI P Bz R AR 5% R MU B AR R 2 IR Db, IR IR R KA 4 R 45 B R
B JR E 5 B TR S0 B HTHES AR . Wang S5 PR EEG s AR 40 A B, H5 LR B Ik S 1) 2 7 4 )
FWANE MR = 4 T, R A L BN JE R — R S 4R NG M, AR T — RN G L A s R (R R A
I4EAE. N T 3& M Inception AR % NTE R, Cimtay 2559 43 B (0 JF 46 304 13817 2 99 (reshape), 5 A Mg
W Bt I i 78 3 = 4. Yang 200 [F] i i FH F50 A B A0 B 1) 52 50 R0 4 S5 M VR MR AL ON 43 2 5]
FRAE R R, R AT AR 2 kA T SR A 2

BeAh, AT EEG gatd ol UG AE A A N Li 210 5 R Kt 4R I PSD HEAE G, K B b 5134 40 4
CER AR N T B, FRARAE T BT R AN B i I 2 i SN AR S 5 Bl B
E1{f E(Scalogram), RIS MIAEAR MG,  J8 i peid {8 B kA5 #e (Short-Time Fourier Transform, STFT), Donmez %5
U2y EEG 15 5 F 4k Jy ik Pl (Spectrogram) 11 g I 454 N, Wang S5l i — [ (i A 2 ik g rhL B 5 5311 1)
(Electrode-frequency Distribution Maps, EFDM), 1% %] fii % [7] i 2 (A48 A 17 B 15 U2, Wang 0415y 5 B & N 41
SRR AR STFT 84 Ja I MR I 2248, FEINBGa & /S 4L 22 M8, 3R15 sakim N B

AR HAR T U EEG BEAT i AR N BAL RN, B, Sy 7 PR AN [R) i DX % T 475 45 1 50l 1) Uik,
Li 2512506 62 ANk o0 A 16 25, 4200 B — AN X IR, TR R AN [FI N X 5 45 25 5Bk, 7 16 41 DE 4%
FUE60 N0 B F R itk b, R 8 PR ASE B S LR ()R 2 (), = 3 R0 4 JR IRV RFE 2 . 35 18 31 vl A 2 T P A6 B R R
AL IAER R, Song %L EEG HHAE M %R R, Yk GCNN Zh2 FH ATEARRE, 25145 M 2 A
AR R EX.

l
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DAN

EB¥
(48 A 3 )

AR &M 4

B IR
1 EEG B 4RSIt 2
B ML RS PEER L [ 45

‘ 2D CNN ‘ ’ 3D CNN

|TCN‘

‘ LSTM ‘ BILSTM ‘

[CapsuleNetwnrk ‘ GCNN |

Kl 4 FT EEG 54 iR 5 IR FE 2 ST HE 4L

2.2

EEG H4if FE A & MO BE AR B0/, SR IR FE 2 IR — M 5 B R B AT VI k. FERXMOP S T,
17 57) 2 B8 A — AME A R ) AL TR, RE AR U 40 36 A0 2 stk — AN v (trial) ) S 36 30 (— MR A —
ARSI A B EHR), R 2 K8 sh & DA U1y, BN —ANREAR. — 5T, A4 BHIRE R TR 2 R AR
AT g, BB ils, ez b)), XHEvkE ZA8H R AT R8N B9 30 & o 3 W & — AN B
M 9238 R 3E 4T V0 4, 75 A BYZE UK (segment-level) HEATHE R, A — 5, 42— ML RE. fELR
KA, BAVTCFARUE R AR RN 2B B T MRS 2, A BN 11 U0 40 H 1R 3R 28 B B mT B AR
AEHENER, X BRI E DR RER. FEARFBE R, R EEsE DA 1si24481 2524
3548 45471 5gl371 - ggl48] 9224905 g0sl2 6253, Candra 25K T OR[F W LKA EEG 14
SRR, RILEINA R E DKM 3-12s. thak, RIS 35T, BN 4 Al FE A
1526 W45, SLE R U) 4 05 1 R B I 20 B0 0 AS B 2 7 oK, 7% R AT 30K R UK (trial-level) (1 15 25 17 51
LOALSLL RIflg — Al W — AN R B B VR — ANFREAS, B AT DL 3 3 1R/ T B AR IR K
2.3

YT EEG [ REE D BRAINT 8, B B0 2 i Bds i — M/, ZEX AL, BIER A s 8 1R/
PINBEARR TN, KIHESG P ESEIER, Wik, —Sof AR A SESREA, SEEARET T %, KA
PR L RE

FERFE 3 SIHEBE TR A B B 2% (Generative Adversarial Networks, GAN) B2V ik F T $idE i o, Hof 5
WA, A Bl 28 (generator) A1) 1) 28 (discriminator). 42 B8 19 H bn 2 248 sE LB . 5 R 48 BOHE A BL G s2 451
) 590 9% PR AT 55 D) 2 RT3 X 40 SE 91 R IR 1 B0 3 2 2E o . PSR AE BRI 2R I R AR B T, A F
1. Luo 2180 F 444 Wasserstein GAN(Conditional Wasserstein GAN, CWGAN)E % EEG 1) DE $iF, ik
F =P br iy A R BER . 76 SVM 32888, R FH 38 5 S B R AT IR, SRAT IR 40 SO B B D e A A
PEA W RARTE. oAb, — S TR T G A B AT H P A B i s sk . L A gt i &b B AR IR 1
%N 5B i (e R, B EUE YT e T 250 1%, HF B w2 A AE . Li VR FI B R e S, 4 EEG



G () R AE A SR 78 7 20 135, Wang 2513 it 1) DE $FAE 0N 585 e 75 IR 45 T 2N 5 RE A, IF B 7 AT
8 A HOR 25 R R

3

AR, S BNRE S SR B RARAMESS P UG BRI, dnlEl 4 Fos, 2 R B 2 ST HE 28t il
FIT EEG 1645 R . A5 TR L 2 ST HESR IR TE 28 /0 5 A P A B A 22 288, A /N 00 O AR I ) T ikt
TR, IR S G EA I RS Th I SEBLARS.

K5 Hgmhdasese

3.1

H w i Hl(Autoencoder, AE) B3R —Fh G I B 22 S R R 4%, = BEMATT, K s n. HMAZERRE
FemiDE R, R 2 R R AR AR, ISR B AR R AT AR ZE R TR, AT TE B2 22 ST BB 1
FAE. Chai BRI —Fhgh & AE FIT 25 A% 55 MOHESE, $RHUEA SUSAAR VE I EAE, Rk EEG BdE 1775 )
ANFEE A, ZHESE T DL BT A W B k2 3 T vk B AT 46 5. HERR B 4mTE AL (Stacked Autoencoder,
SAE) I —MIZREF I AE IIRRJZE, 1EN5—A AE RN, FFIIZRIXANHTN AE, WIbHEE 2 A AE, KL%
ERERES 2], Jirayucharoensak Z51STAI Yang 553443 Wil SR 2 5% 3 4™ AE S S2I SAE, 3£ Softmax X
B2 (1) EEG RHIEHEAT 4326, 53—l AE [9AE 4k — — 4% [ 4 15 %% (Denoising Autoencoder, DAE) 1 — — i i+ [fy]
BN EINEE R TR, IR GE 00 S M RO AT A . R, TR m R 2 R AE (R e /7. Xu 2517TR)
JHIHE+: DAE(Stacked DAE, SDAE)#EAT 4L 2% > 31 FI Fl Softmax 4335, th4h, Li Z50R 485 AE(Variational
AE, VAE) LI B Hh 2% 5] EEG 155 MR 4ER R,

I J 15 &5 W % (Deep Belief Networks, DBN) P71 — il b 2 A4 g AL & (35 1 2 52 IR 3 /R 22 2 0L
(Restricted Boltzmann Machines, RBM)ZL R, FLIK B 45 14 e G 4% 2] = R AR R R R . — > RBM RBE W Z
ot AR RIBRE, 23 THNEE R R, P22 M ER:, BAME iz miEsE. ke
RBM Hi M # p DBN, HA1LZE RBM 4t /E N & E RBM (W4, DBN BETH TR & %), Tl T
BB, nE 6 s, EH RS EWAKZER DBN #47 EEG 2R 541, Hl% EEaFE=A B3
e, BT R B ISR, K RBM JEIF NGRS A IR RS, R I 1A% 37 SVERT 8 2 TR
B AR, S ST A5 N R A ) R TT R ARBL I D0 £ A B RV B B S, AE T RBM AT AL I N 3R 7R
FANMIFE TG, KL EE R S5, S8 BB MROA. SR80 DBN R Z 6 2400k, 343 HARMEZ 48 EEG H
52 150 A0 B D6 49 AH 26 45 BB, Chao 255815 \ 5 5 40 i % (glia chain), 71| ] DBN-GCs [ 2% 2 =] i 2 4 48 TT H) S5 Bk
2 IR 41t e % 1 R s 2 4 22 G RO BTG R 2R, SR I AE AR R R A M A S . itk Ah, SCEERIFHEE R ST, K RRAE
TAEI AN 54 DBN-GCs, Hi &gz 4, 1E 9% % RBM K4
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3.2

CNNPUE — B gl i e 2 N 4, R S AR 38 S AT U 45, b — AR 28 =0 5. Jedkm s
e, Wik, BRIEHEGRMERE. PUEILE .. SBRRNRME. @ E R -2 A0 HZ AR SR
% UL IR RNFAE. AR AR S, RRABOE R AL, R AR MR N R, IR—mERIAFES). Har Ko
CNN S i 4k 14 % 7% (Rectified Linear Unit, ReLU) & $OWE Ay ok 2. Wb Al /& — ot 84115 (0 5 7%, {3 3
— o BB R I R R R AR B I AR A B B . w b Ak R B R BT PR S LA AR
T EREF A [ () CNIN &5 # #E4T EEG 15 45115, Wang 250K LeNet® AT ResNet!®2is i il it 84 [0 265 22 4 43 73 FA
TA5405).  Cimtay Z5B7E FRIZRH) InceptionResNetV2 HE 7 (g FEml E 88 n LA 4B 2, 300 F (g
KEFR A 2% (04 . Moon 25FO1 T =R ALK CNNREZR (40 % 2 2.5 201 10 2)F F EEG 154605, %
B RN 3*%3, It A B 2 R R, LR R TR CNN BB EFIL SVM FELF MR, 1
CNN gt it F 8 24 2 =R I A LR, Tripathi 285X AT CNN HEZE & 2 MERZ, L AN EKILZ A 1
A AR, S0 S R B AR R SO AT & G BTSSR O A L. Tripathi S5 )N R IR RN ESE —
MNERZE, NN BBRGESE tanh REL, MR o KA RE R ReLU MEGTESE —/MERZEEYRA
tanh BR300 IR JLRP CNN FOHE SR 78 JLAR AT 7e BO4244 50 ch th gy W7 . % T # HLA0 2D CNIN AL g $R U4 1A {5
B, Wang 2£PUFIF 3D CNN- [ 3 3B 16D 028 [RVRFAE, A ik b4k (Batch  Normalization) 12 42 i )
(Dense Prediction)fif He 5035 40 A i #% K1 2 2% k525 (ground truth) AN m] 52 o] B, AH G T fib S2 36 E s 7 Bk B He i
M. T EESRIA L 2 X% CNN HHAT 45/ BT RHESE, P i 7] 35 75 W 4% (Temporal Convolutional Networks,
TCN) VR A A 2B AR 25 45 0, e B s Ry R /b B S80S IR IE R RS g, 7E £ T 5%
ERHU T ART RNN BRI, Yang 25800 TCN B2 F 51 EEG 15451051, %5 & FIE 40 CNN ikt R 2 1]
P Eg R R, Hig Kb 5 i s B8k, EM 45 (Capsule Network, CapsNet)Fil 3 [|] 3 25 2% B 5%
B4k 3 . CapsNet BEWS 37w R B M43 =) 2 IF] B0 AR X A B o6 &, JLAZ 0 B8 7T 2 IR %2 (Capsule). %5 CapsNet 7
BB Z B, Liu ZOW R 2 245 5] $/H CapsNet SEHLNG R EEG 1545 R%]. EIBHIMNL%
(Graph Convolutional Neural Networks, GCNN)# CNN 5 & #1645 &, & H T 4k 38 45 &k R 25 7 S 3
(Non-Euclidean Structure Data). Song 2?4 [ [ %7k EEG $fi, i B) GCNN £ Z A 7] M 72 17 25 IR AT 55 11
KK, FHREFIES GCNN Fise e SCE AT BE FEA R 5 > ARLETh AR IR, SCESRH DA E R 177
B2 5 T AL R 4E B . Wang 2554 GCNN 5 5% B 2% =) & 4 (Broad Learning System, BLS) 45475 %] BDGLS (broad
dynamical graph learning system), AJ LA BEAL A 2% 3] 09 B 25 () A2 A AT B AR 4R 2= W), SRE BT BB — 5%
JEBEAILAS 1), L8 9 T 5 B 0% 9 Bh 48 R 8 A 1 4 2 AEE. Wang 229 GCNN 5| A\ EEG U4HI{Y
(phase-locking value, PLV)ZE#eE, ULRIB SRR 2SR5 A ThAE iR LI REAF L.
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2D 2D 2D ...
frame frame frame

frame frame o frame

Vow /Lon/ Vaw/ [l fmme o] o /\on /. (on/
N/ |

| 23 AHE — AT | LSTM |——| LSTM |—>+{ LSTM |

' ! '
Pz | | B |
(a) JEATM %% (Parallel network) 2% (b) 47 £ (Serial network) (41

7 WFh CRNN [ o) 44 HE 48
RNN 28 R ER & Mg, & T 55038, R BB R R 1045 3 SR AT 4R, TEf N B
(RS 160 2 0 A 2 5 SR P58 30 2 B M e il . K S IR AZ. 1 % (Long Short Term Memory Network, LSTM) ¢!
TR —Fh SO AR, AT DUAR R 45 RNIN A7 7E A PR B4R 1] . LSTM 2 X T 40IR AT &, 0Bk
G RIEFMEE, AW R BRI nE BRI RRE. X—Hig@ETHMATT. BHITAES I TX =M 3R
SEEL. A RS RN DT E AR AT 4 E BRI RS T, Bt TeE FEMNMRES P EENG R, @
H YA S L (45 R LSTM 76 EEG 75 45 13 h i 1 R IE SR X 3% . Alhagry %5 B7VRI AT XUZ LSTM i 28
) I B0 S 0 o PO A7 R0, L S PPLRI T LSTMY St R M 2 Bk A 408 2% 51 i 145 R I h o J2 AR 1. Bk 7RI
LSTM 2% 3] i} 354 LA 4, Du 2RI LSTM $2HUAS [7] EEG HUM 2 18] AR I G 2R, I 51 ATE & AL XA [
R AOA B REAT 24 ). 76 RNN FIZAE kA, 30 RNN HH R [ RNN RS 7] RNNCZH %, BB 58 4074k $E 0 7l f
Sk . Zhang 2O i %5 RNN(spatial-temporal RNN, STRNN), £i4; % [a] Fl i) 9 2 RNN 4544, 7623 /i)
RNN H1, 4T RNN BN NI )5 50 (46 Se, FH 4 B e S 2 (B it I 45005 43 & N 4 4~ RN, 4
B AIRRAE. 4 > RNN JE AR &, B R v] RETH R G 75 T30, 7ERT (A RNN 1, P25 10 RNIN %6 AR A
N, FIFAXE] RNN BT P RAE. 452 RNN &5 H4) J5 #2614 4% 5 ik e f b Ak, B 247 Softmax #E4T 2
2. Li PPN R B 51 4 JR) A IR 25 #4122 19 4% (Regional to Global Spatial-Temporal Neural Network, R2G-STNN),
B DL 22 Fh AL 2107 3023 036 AN XA LSTM AR, $RERIN AR 25 18], J& 3 Al 4 R O ARAE .
T LA R AT CNN ORI RNN (AR 3, BT —3tm & IR A FE 8. Yang 2520 H0d0s 3R 4T M % X CNIN I
LSTM, 4 LR HE AT il & J5 R Softmax 432K, P 7(a)fn. Li ZUOA1 Li M A ik ik X CNN
ALSTM, )5 % > Bl o) i) S AN B /7 A5 5., an & 7(b) B,

3.3

A% 2 SR 5 g M AN 45 2 ST 31 ) S AR AR S P 81 A AR R (EL R 6 O 45 b, TSR i A% S WL 2%
) REREARE SIS, BB A ML R A RS RS X — AR SRRV S T EEG B AATE
FAD I A, B 4 A /N A AU R #2 (domain shift) 235 . A3k fm #% T U1l R 48 AR AR 20 s 2 18] 14 40 A 2 5 .[EEG
H¥E A fa s MR sk B A RO M AF R MR Z 7 AR5 T EEG M1 45 IR St e i) B 5 2, J 2l
55 TR0 40l I FH T 397 4 PO B0 BB A B R SR A I B B, BRI RE ) R BF. Wang 251U BT R 2 5T 1 JE A,
AT IS B SR EEG TE45 1R, BTN SR AEREAN B & HIZG B RT3 5 — MR &, #H T MR)E
IOUEAE B (SR I, AT AR R B R R RE AN D R EEG S0 A A2 e PR i el . WFF SR T PR RO SR, —
il W9 25 (¥ 25 2 SRR T 0T, 55— o RO R a1 A B B AT PR, SO0 45 SRR W5 — B SRS 1) 2L
RELE, S HERGEITE R S P ARERME A, Bl R AT RGeS SR A5 2 R, FRICR A A
ASPE AT F TR . AT K 470 48 9 2% (Domain-Adversarial Neural Network, DANNEE & £ 4 =AM i,
FRIESREAUES . bR s o A AN 803804 J3l) 2% (domain  discriminator, DD). Wi 8 Fiiw, Xs Al Xy 435l 38 7= Y 453
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(source domain, EPIlZ54)F1 H FR45i18 (target domain, EIIIRAE) 0% N B3R, He A1 Hy 2 A8 B (0 55 287 4E. DD
[ P 2 X 23 B4 >R B VR AR AE /2 H A7 4538, DANN [ 2k H #7246 DD (19 X 43 G8 J1 /R AT Be 5. H XS Hub iR
TER/IME 7 AR ZE R [FIRT, 5K DD w28, FAR AT DLd i 78 A s Y ob i\ b6 B S % J2 (Gradient Reverse
Layer, GRL)SZHUG 2% 3. Jin %2245 DANN B T34 T EEG ISR A, BB B/ A7 KM BRAE 45 g A
Dhfie EEAEAEAKT FRAE, Li A5 N 2 AN DD 43 B4R AL« A5 M Bk A 8 1 5 A0 0 R S RO 1 20 A
Z5E, WLANMEE 1 AN4)R DD 2 AR Bl 12 10— Eobk. Li S5 th 8 W) 2% mh R FE S 350 )1 0 2 A ALK Al 7% ) AL
T $ BURE AIE (0 A 3T B T 2 B 19X 4% % 3 38 0 17 48 9 (0 BF AT 2 B, Long TN VR BE 1 5E I X 4% (Deep
Adaptation Network, DAN), FiREM % M2 EHE R B NEHGEMNE, 512 & K EZE S (Multi-kernel
Maximum Mean Discrepancies, MK-MMD)J7 ¥ 5 e 410 % 5, 2 I 4B 8L 7E DA SE MR 1. Li % B9F)
i 3 AN B AR, 2 N EERAEEZM 1 MR E, S DAN 78 EEG 154 5 ERIR . Luo %8
A F & B VR 5 Wasserstein GAN 454, 31 WGANDA(Wasserstein generative adversarial network domain
adaptation) 52, 7E T Zk B BOKs YR A3 A0 [ A S tek e S ) — AN S [F] 23 (8], 7R 0T P INZRB B AE b I 2% [A) 4
AN AN TR F 2 B

)

—
Y

A ) b
N

8 AU LA £ 0 25 HE SN

B F R P S 2 T B R 28 A T S e, I B R R RIS S S AN R 1 1 2K
F fo AP K . AU, A DL AT e A, S ISR AR S R A K AR IR, AE TR R R AR 4T
T E R AL lhn, Philippot!™ 1 Gross #7215y 5 ik 7 5K 6 FhER 8 Bl 2 BT 44 1 HL B2 B, R 3 BL AR
7 SR T RS T BUR B ACROR . A SR TS K EEG— TE B . AN e
PR FEHCHE e, 7015 4 1R 0 DF O i e 0 ST 36 SR 0 AT A .
4.1

DEAP %3 23 46 H Tl 2 F K % (Queen Mary University of London) &R, #)% & B T 1 & R WA
(music video, MV)HEE R4, FIILRAH MV R B4, E050H, 32 AR (50% & itk, FIFER 26. 9)7 7l #
BRI 40 BUH KN 1 240 MV, ] Biosemi ActiveTwo 241 %4 32 5 EEG (55 M1 8 S4MHEHES, X
ey 512Hz. FEWE 58— B, il iE4E Russell fY) —4Es 4823 ARG MV (924 (valence). Mg &
(arousal) = % & (liking) 1 3 At ¥ (dominance) &5 73 A AT B IRIEAL, 480N 1 2 9. £ Tk, AT Lk E £ MR
BT, — ol S kA 0 e [ B 4 3 R AT o0 28, Bk, KRZH R A — A BME, e 0 HkFRE
NN e B, A /N TR T A AR SR e B, IR Dy 5. 2 P8 BN R R 0 B P BE AR AE —
5, DK R BRI k-means T3k, WA 40 VGRIGHEAT R, DIIRE MRS, EIX RGN
T, BAEWHAE 5 FRES). 55— MR BT S 2 4 A R A RE AT DU 43 2%, BIAE 4k m] ey, 8 AN Al b il
I CLBIE A SR 2 AR 4 B, AR R — AN, DU 4y R R A TR R R B (HVHA) . R
W B (HVLA) . AR 5 W BE BT (LVHA) R R K e B (LVLAY).

SEED %4 eVl i st K2 kA, HIE BRI Ak 5, TR RN 15 ANV Brib ik B 4
B, BB 4 DB ER. BARES LRSS - B R Uy, BB N 5 AN B R
ESI NeuroScan &K% 156 L #iR(7 4 B, 8 4 &ik, TR 23.3)0 62 F EEG 55, KAEZE N 1000Hz.



BeAh, FEAAREBHEAT T = AN B (session) I SE 5, 4B BCAR WL A A AH A (5 AS [R) (9 15 NI4T A B, A
ARET BRI BR A, BRI 45 ANk, SEED U4 e ¥11X — 152 B R 36 UE AR 20 78 B[R] b R B 5 Ik 3R L T .
DEAP FIl SEED &N &) ZMHA> EEG— B4 EE %, T 0 DUX RS R 32, 34T 5258 SR wg
B S S8 BB L AT, S LIEIE IS MAHNOB-HCIU4, DREAMERU®!, CAS-THURLE 75t R @ T
Al IR TR FE I OGS BT Lh R 1 o,
®1 W EEG -1 2 Bud B x b

4

BEE BoRgE WH B REHE  HERE

DEAP[73] 32 40 32 WREREE, Ath, BOESE, SCECE
SEED[4] 15 15 62 IEME, i, Stk

MAHNOB -HCI[74] 27 20 32 MR, A, SCRCEE
DREAMER [75] 23 18 14 9 Fiv S MU 1% 4

CAS-THU[14] 30 16 14 8 Tl B it 2

4.2

ST 15 45 R X — 40 AT %, WF 703 3% 38 R A 1 7 28 (accuracy,  ACC) Ml bx #E 2 (standard  deviation,
STD)E R E ERIIFM a5, KT =70 K 4%, ACC MitH A ()R, Hd TP TN, FP. FN 7 AR E
SN IETCAIE . BION ATy . BSOS AT IE . SN IE TR R AR S &

TP+ TN @
TP+ TN+ FP+ FN '

BEAb, KEHERE (precision). 7 [F1 % (recall). F1 434 (F1 score) FVR & 5 B (confusion matrix)th ] DL F % 15
SR LAY () R BLEEAT VAT, F1 0Bk SRS v - (precision) F1 7 [81 2R (recal l) (R RTT- 50 58, e 5 35 URS i
AN B FRIK T FAFE bR

accuracy =

P

recall = ————, 2)
TP+ FN
. TP
recision = ——— 3
o TP+ FP ®)
2% recall X precision
F1 score = 4

recall + precision
TRVEFEFEE — A NXN RERE, N 7y 008 & UERTNME, & 2R ESHE. WAL bmE
R, X 7 AR TR R B A
4.3

N T B8 AR B LE S [R] 5 TH BRI, R AN [E VR bR A B TR, 2 Bl SO0 SR R A 4k B L AN [ SR AE B
s, RS R GFEER. ST AR PERE S I HESE, A SCHET A R S 06 S mg i e A1 R LT B
B, DS INA B LN 55087, 2% 2 % DEAP 5 SEED ## 2 % DL sEI6 Sems k47 Tl &, Hp, B
FBE d 9 E 1SRG R DEAP 95 FE b S2 50 g, AHM (19, SEED HUHE & 1 52 560 SR uE L BE s Sy

Fe i LI I (subject-dependent) SR B, Fi 1R R F) — /M EEG 048 HEAT IINZRANIN, Bofdk
AT DUR I B . 28 SRR IEVE (6L 2 B —R) R r U 2R S BR4R. il n, 2% 2 PSR d1 K< 7E DEAP 3l
B b, W E— AR E 40 AP B SR, EEUI R 24 AR BE R RRE AR R IR, FlR 16 A B
PLRE A AR MR, XA AR o B AR, AR 5 I AT Bk A 1R A HE R 2R (0 T3/ E A B PRI AR M. R T
EEG ¥ B AT Bk 2 [ B IA) A AS AR e M, 3 g A o %) SR s BT DL — s P B 3 4 B 0 A IR A 1] R,
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S T 3RS B AR BRS BE . ARALI IR A B3t (clip-dependent) S g, B I 22 A0 8 22 Sk I8 T A [H) 3R W B
A — AN Be B . BN, 3R 2 SRR d5, SRRt R — A0 A BES R 40 AR ) EEG B3k, IR
EHL 1 AR BEE IR AE, R 39 MR IVEHRE N ISREE, WbIg3E 40 kAT 22 IR IIE, B
40X 32 YR S5 (I 2 1)~ BB AE e A 4 R

# 2 3T DEAP 5 SEED %4 & (1 52 56 5 %

Hs Hoim SIS RS Sy HhniE
d1 B se g, IIZRIE K E=24:16
d2 IR A T2, 4 738 e

1) MefRRE, A, BRI,
63 BR AR, 5 373 LT SCHCIE I Jh R 1K)
=K P )

d4 DEAP rititeiionss, 10 #3 Xie T
. . e R AR L IR
ds Jr BRSSOk B — 28 SCIE Y R B R AR 2510 e
JE)
dé6 BEARAUSL SR, 5 H7 38 AR E
d7 RS IRLG, B IR B — 38 I IE
sl BRI IG, I 2R 4E=9:6
s2 BRASTIRLS, B IR — 38 I IE
3 B 1 — X — (subject-to-subject) S 58, A YR B — AN R 1 B 1F
W, 53— MR EEE 1 v
SEED

s4 WA S 528, 5 7 A8 e ZAFEOENE. A, k)

I} B — % — (session-to-session) S5, %o 4 Ak iUk B — AN B B 14

= PEMENUIZRLE, 55— AN BB 1 ik
s6 EARANL S0, IR iR 4E=9:6
s7 AR S0, BB — 2 X
cl SEED& Y44 SEED, Wik4:: DEAP
DEAP [7] DEAP [1)43 25Uk
c2 44 DEAP [—#8 4> fl SEED, Mlik4:: DEAP

AR EE UL B R s, 1 Xk 57 (subject-independent) F1 5 i B (cross-session) 5 g 585 Bk ik b, H S 45 S
SRR B 3 R, ZEBORARST SR E I SR AR RN R AR 1) B SRV T AN [F B R, R T IR R 2 X AN [ A
Bz ARE . BeH PR B — A8 IR, B4 35 B — S 00 B 3 B0 A 1 0%, 981 4 B A 3K 10 0
FT I, 1R s, BlanE 2 (5N d7 M s2. % T SEED $¥E e AL & = AN I B (0 S 06 B4 1 4 ik 1k,
WA FATR T 7 B B S 36 SRng, 30 UF A AL AR I IR) B AR se v, LSS = AN B AT B — 28 UBIE, 3i—
N2 X BRATE (1 )8 T W 0 M i 52 56 S ). i, 2% 2 MO SE Mg s7 AR 7E SEED Hudl B, X F [/ — Ak i
ZAVE B 45 YRS, B UCGE IR — AN B 15 YIS S R R AR AR, B4 30 YGRS M BEIE A
VIZREE, TEFF 350, XA MR, IR A 3X 15 iR 45 R HCF ).

BEAG LR 2 ) I, B HUR A2 10 SE 0 SR ek A Ak 932 . 543 7II7E DEAP 1 SEED 4G F 58 (1 72
AHEG, 5 BRI T B E D, R ERAT RS T AR S cl ARRFI A SEED HIEHE AT YIZR, IFTE
DEAP ##i 45 LiEATMA. c2 7 ¢l AR I, S DEAP R/ S50l I T30/, AT 32 s A58 AL 78 Uk B B
AR .



23 MEZAJH RS T DEAP A SEED $¥E & B SC ik

13

b= = LREER
FOE L N 2 I YR SRR ACCORSTDO)
DE. PSD. DASM SVM* sl 83.99/09.72
4] RASM, DCAU #iiE  /TRER
' DBN sl 86.08/08.34
Dynamic graph sl 90.40/08.49
DE, PSD, DASM R
[24] . ! by HEBJZEK convolutional neural
RASM, DCAU ##1E network(DGCNN) s2 79.95/09.02
sl 90.59
Residual block-based CNN
- 2 v = Y p—,
[43] B I AT JrBJR K and transfer learning c2 =5k
82.84/10.74
[76]  DE $HE P B Channel-fused dense o 90.63/04.34
- convolutional network : :
; , Bi-hemispheric Discrepancy sl 93.12/06.06
£ = Y
(771 DE ¥k FrBUR I Model(BiHDM) 52 85.40/07.53
" e Bi-directional domain sl 92.38/07.04
[22] DE $51iE %= IR discriminative neural
network(BiDANN) s2 83.28/09.60
sl 91.08/05.34
s2 90.92/01.05
s7 79.26/12.79
Attention-based LSTM with — %k
171 DEHHE AR g?sTﬁminator(ATDD-LSTM) ds Afi: 90.91/12.95
N % 90.87/11.32
e S
d7 A 69.06/06.37
R 72.97/06.57
16 /MX Ik DE N sl 93.38/05.96
25 p =R R2G-STNN
(231 s HELRX 52 84.16/07.63
Conditional Wasserstein sl 86.96/12.72
[18] DE F#iE R BRI GAN (CWGAN) and a1 %A 73.89/10.82
linear SVM WL : 78.17/09.58
[49] DE F#iE RBZER STNN sl 89.50
[35] DE #5fF BRI BDGLS sl 93.66/06.11
s2 77.88
; N Sub-space Alignment
= Yy
[54] DE 5t Jr Uz Autoencoder(SAAE) s3 62.50
s5 81.81
[32] DE 'R iF BRI DANN s2 79.19/13.14
[31] DE F#iE R EBIZIR DAN s2 83.81/08.56
s2 78.34/06.11
- InceptionResnetV/2 and ]
23 T
[39] AR segment level median filter d7 Xith: 72.81/05.07
ol e
%4 58.10/09.51
s2 87.07/07.14
[36]  DEHHE Fr BRI WGANDA %
d7 A 67.99/06.56

N i - 66.85/05.52
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s2 84.29
[s6] A EX VAE and LSTM — ok
a7 WA 71.76
MR 72.43
[34] DE i H BRI SAE s4 85.5
DE, PSD, DA Graph regularized s4 91.07/07.54
[27] RASM DCAS%‘;E HBUZ IR Extreme Learning
’ Machine (GELM) s5 79.28
d6 69.67
[33] HAEY 7 1) DE HFHE BB LeNet % 74.3
ResNet 75.0
DE, PSD, DASM, Hierarchical network s6 93.26
[28] RASM. DCAU 4 i A BUZE IR structure with subnetwork s6 85.71
’ nodes
s7 80.84
% 3 A B0 U5 K —ak
[21] #% 3D k& S BUEIR 3D CNN d2 B 721
MRS 73.1
%
[37) BB BRI LSTM d2 Hffi: 85.45
N : 85.65
HEJE: 87.99
3 /N I R R A A2 Sk
[41] 35 14 I A5 DR gt RIKJZ IR CNN and LSTM d3 A 72.06
MR 74.12
20 i . e
[30] DE f§fiE REBZER TCN d3 W 74.4
” ; R 71.4
B M EEG £
[40] YEAHEREGET RIKER CNN and LSTM d3 ;‘50';15595
%
SDAE %t 84.77
N : 85.86
[47]  PSD 4HiE Fr BRI a3 HEF 8.1
%
DBN 4 88.59
N - 88.33
HE¥: 89.20
4L T 4 79 % S
[38] it HLERY BB CNN d3 M 77.98
e N 72.98
AL FEYREHE (1 2D Parallel convolutional ok
[20] WFRIA RS T BRBIR recurrent neural d4 AN 90.80/03.08
network(CRNN) Wi - 91.03/02.99
B sk, A R B A 3 3k
p o DBN-GC-based bl s
[58] ft) 4 oA HIKEK deep ,eamir';‘gse ensemole g Xt 76.83
ML 75.92
[44] RO EEG HEE R CNN d4 — IR
% 82.88
_ %k
[65] F5 b 7 g Y B Multi-level features guided a4 W 97.97

capsule network

N 98.31
LR 98.32




ok

%A 75.78

MR 73.125

3 classes

% fi: 58.44

I 3 48 THREAE BB R d5 N 55.70
4

%4y 81.406

MR 73.36

3 classes

% 66.79

iR 57.58

)

i 99.72

DNN

(48]

CNN

[46] K 3 3 R AT F BRIk CNN d6

PSD i Fl it A5 %t . . BN
[45] f;{ff&ﬁ%w%ﬁg FBRJEIR icﬁ%ti?u%ﬁ%\;a;r?;iusph;rt d7 %1}%:7;3.42
ZEIT components i 52.03

T R KPR BE A ST HESE BEAT e MEAN SE B4 M, ALk DEAP FI SEED X WA R IR B, X3k
EATIE R IR AR R AR AT BB AR SO SCHR I T e i B 4G 1) SC R 75 T EEG WA 4R TS 2)
S R R EEG 1X —FBLAS R ; 3) 30 & AR [AIA-T 2014 455 2020 4F 2 [8]; 4)3C FAF K728 2R 2
SEOMELR (B DS A PIABZ A Z M 4); 5)3 %4 DEAP Bt SEED $dE )% B Xt 7 ikt AT HAE. % 3 MR
A LB BREREGREZIR) REEIMELE . SLIRSRNE . SEIh st X HA 7 A A TAERT T 8
SEREHE L B AR iR i SVM 7B A AR 22 ) kAR I, DRURIE 2% 2] 7 ik E 5 3%8), AT
DA M52 9 G 0115 21

TERINFHETE 0 b, 0l 9(a), K2R E 4 2] Jridiad & N TR AR EE A BN, (5 H 64.7%, L
¥ K& DE FHIEM (5 82.6%, W . DE & 2 3 7010 15 B RRAE AL, 23T 17.6%F0 14.7% )0 7018 F TRAL 21 /5
1R 4515 5 BB AE RN, 33X 1 2850 N TE I T S 3 %L ;

KT 775, W 9b), ETFIREREAIZTEZR TR L FIFEA, 88.6% AT 7K — Uit 5 i F i
Py REAFEAR, BT 7 B2 RIEIMESS, Hh s O R/ 1s 11 48.6%; R H 11.4%MAT 7t 2l 5
FER IS 4R 5], 2016, 2017, 2018 i1 2020 4 —is. FET ok, AT AR Z RIG TS 2R 02 — MR
BEFL 7 1, BF A& ATT0] DATE M N5 20 7

MR 2 SIRESR R BU ) £ B2, Wi 9(c), FEATHT =735l &2 CNN FH AR (42.1%), RNN J H A5 £(26.3%),
AE R HAFR(13.2%). BHULTT L, M EEG AR 3R EC A (] ANA ) b (R0 U5 R A 030 s, T MBS A AE SR Bt A2
FIFESRAL 2 100G, BE N R I HESE A R 4 80

TESLUG SRME 7 1H, W o(d), B TAEH, ¥ KK R G AT 58 5 71.4%, 3 R S7 SR 1 F 52
b7 48.6%. HUkS LAE R Kl K iR s 19 5 48.6%, R KA M7 SR uE 1 &7 25.7%, R0 M BUAR M of s
B0 2.9%. A WL S AN T R —280ENE BT RS, HA R BRI RS IR £, (HIX R IR AN AR
T IS IE R R R . IR B — 5, A 22.9% W BIF 78 7] B 57 P A AR A R0 A e 7 P SR 6 SRS, AR 2R AT
IR G AT, BEAh, 45 5.7%MIBT T35 b B HdE 45 1) S 06 S
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=

© AIRAE @ RIBRES REEXR  © AR
® KHig ® Ifh

(a) MIANFHE (Input formulation) (b) HAYI5r77 (Task level)
O TR T S
® CNNs @ RNNs @ DBNs ©® HirfTHis iRom
® AEs @ Hih © FUHTHIRA e S0
©  HBEATIER 5 B S

48.6%

(c) TR >IHESE (Deep architecture) (d) SKEREUSEME (Experimental strategy)

B9 DUFfrEdabs FAEER S

AT HE— 2545 = w0 S2 56 500K (s, s2, d3), X EbAS R BE B S NG  Sat 4 B, R S HAR
3T

SEED $#8 2 N B4 A S 50 (s1 HEHE )

S SEME Rt T [ — ORI BT R, GEEGET 9 AN B R BE A IR 4E, Rl 6 AN B
o 7 BRI AR, 6 15 AN B, X 15 VIR S Al SR BT A (G 23 BT TS = AN IR By i S B
SEENE AR AT, B 10 B T /\UFRIR FE % S HESETE s1 SReE N IR I, % 7 DBN 1 DGCNN X i DE.
PSD. DASM. RASM. DCAU ix FFHRFIESr BIME SN, HARSF %% R DE - AE/E NN, (H)\F
EHRAE R DE LR 3015 S #E R . Itk 4h, DBN. CWGAN. DGCNN. BDGLS ZH K/M A 1s BIiEsh & O
YIor#4, STNN. BiDANN. R2G-STNN K 9s figzh e M. ik b, 9s AR EELE R, MEEEFE
HIRAIERAZE, (2 1s FITEBNE D Rew B HE ZREA. LT — O an s 0 o/NEAE, AT RN TR 4R
PR R B R, EARER A, ATDD-LSTM BT B2 I Z R ISLLs, M a 7, £—eRE
ARG SR O, IR HER R = T 909% ) HAME BRI DA 4 A S, BT LSTM Ml DD (AL, DLKEET
GCNN HI#7%, H:— R2G-STNN. BiDANN F1 ATDD-LSTM # /] BiLSTM B LSTM $2HUERE, 51 A\ DD #5B)
PREUEE BN PE A AE . tAh, = # R G SR 3 A1 42 R 15 B ATDD-LSTM iz v & J) AL LA [F]



RN T P 45 28 A DT A, BIDANN B R T A5 PR I 2 J 1, R2G-STNN g Bl &1 4 3 16 N AR
BRI X 43 30 S SRR AIE 28 4. R2G-STNIN 2 78 phIL il - @b 5 7 il AN i) 2, WL, 28525 8 £ 07 R E
Retip B4R %], =, DGCNN Al BDGLS #°KH GCNN Xt EEG H#i#M 551 5 ThREBE Rt A7 A, vl I,
SN B AR B L A —IRE R, CWGAN BN HUEHET T4 78, (B HOS B R Dl gtk
SVM F4r e MG L N EUR ¥, BATHEN SVM mIRERFE T 4 FIHT T, ARG 7 R &4 R

100

75

9
g 50
<
25
0
DBN CWGAN  STNN  DGCNN ATDD-LSTM BiDANN R2G-STNN BDGLS
[4] [18] [49] [24] [67] [22] [25] [35]
B 10 J\FRR & 27 S HEZEAE SLOQ SR MG s T 1R i el 26
100
75
9
g 50
<

25

SAAE DANN DGCNN  BiDANN DAN  R2G-STNN WGANDA ATDD-LSTM
[54] [32] [24] [22] [31] [25] [36] [67]

Bl11 URRIRE % S MEBRTE SR 06 SR HE s2 T 1Rl M 26

SEED $#8 2 N B 07 S50 (s2 HEHE)
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