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HEEMIEHT 22 L TER Y, 22T, M
B O COEMHIHZ B %) 7L v ay
Ea—% A4 v¥—=7 x4 A (BCI) ORI
x5,

N E O BCI BT T, HEZ ) 7 AR5
FERBIT N L C o A MBI 237G (P300) 12
£oT, RENLEERMEEZE %9 “P300 A
R7 =/ 1] OFEFIZZ . L LENS,
P300 A X7 —HClz PO HEINIEREOH
roflifFoBEEHMNE NS -0, AHED
FOEREEITE R, 4l 2T oRE~
Z X O M AbF ICBET 272012, MiGE)
o EESFHEZEILT 2 BEBEF RO %
ATz,

INFETIHIEEID & OFFEEICE A
BT 5. Bl ZI1E, IMRI T —% 25 D H
HIL 2] T, EHARY b u s 7 LD OHE
IR LT 5208, SERAREROEILICIEE
Tk, FHEORMZ Ml XD EEIciEz %
I, IR RBE O E O IR REE I S E T dH
5 EBbns, —7, BEMECELAATH
NEN &AL Z 59 % Local field potential (LFP)
(3] 1%, Wi fREEICEEN, SRR oG SHT
HITEETH 528, BEHTH D AMBICEAHEL
05, 20w, HEWNGTFRE L TUIBFEN
Tld v, AW, S BRI BRI
AU e % 5 2 2 IRR BRI 72 I RE 55T
Mz M7z,

BAIZINET, MEROFETEL TR R
%, A= ZARBUIHE-S L JEEAETT I - i
(Non-negative Matrix Factorization: NMF) %
H w7z Exemplar-based /A E 22Tk [5] 2 2%
LT&E%., ZOFHETIE, LTOHETHEEE
ZFEBIT 5 (1) ANGEEDOE AR (AR
FEdD) L HEEE O EE G (HTEEE ) »
5% B [E—FKIHNED ST LIVEEEZ R, (2)

R I NBFE2EE L, AJEHE AREE
DYEDOILED S 70 B A= ZALBUEH,  (3)
RO NI ANFEEDILEBOBEAMRE (77 7 4
BT 1) 12D VT, ATIEEEREORIEE )
FEENORR L EEIZ, PG T5 LT,
TGS D~ & 25

NMF % Fiw 72 B AU HER O B 2D X
I IZHERTINE 7V % Vv 72\ Exemplar-based
HETH DD EERBI DI W, AT, &
RIGAXR 7 Lz HCTERT 5720, BN
DEVEHEFRNEEWAETH L EEZ LN,
AWFZETIE, AR T —% % A, Erziti
ELT, Z2NZF ORI EFRBERICOWT
NI VIVEREEEZ B L, BB O
T =806 B RNDEE RA T,

2> MRS —5 OEH &AL
2.1 MgSRT— 50

BERMEE S 8 4 (BT 4, &lE14 ) 1Iox
L, 3239 —VOHEEER (“HFCH7, “LX
ALT, 49 50T OF R &SR L ZBRO Rk
Rr—5zitll L 72 [6].

AR, BEEERE T - RX— 2
(FW03, NTT-AT) 128 £ 5 ZHEEF IR (fto)
ZRI L 72, HREERRENZ 800 ms TH D, fiR
Pt RO ML T — & D fEHTiReE] b ¥ 5 2R )
5 800 ms & L7z,

IRESREHINICIE, 122 ch ATEURLRGE SRR >
A7 I (Neuromag - 122™: Neuromag, Ltd.)
ZR7o. GHIL 725 7 — £ 13 0.03-100 Hz
DTFRTTANGZHWH LI, v 7Y
TR 400 Hz TA/D 2z kB Tk o7, 14
N H—G TG T — 2 I LT, 2oy
771 (Independent Component Analysis : ICA)
ZWAIL, IREREENCHED) 7—T 4 777 b2k
KL,

*Speech reconstruction from brain magnetic fields using Non-negative Matrix Factorization, YANO,
Saori, TAKIGUCHI, Tetsuya, ARIKI, Yasuo (Kobe Univ.), SOETA, Yoshiharu (AIST), NAKA-

GAWA, Seiji (Chiba Univ./AIST).
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2.2 fEEmHL
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% Fig.1 12T,

AREFCIRHE—FUTIEIR I Z 5 [MIINEEIY,
B LU0 BMERIEO 3 HEOMKA T — 4
2Tz, £, AAAMEEIRIETE 2 5 5 & 36
F v VIR LT, TR ER2 5 0-800 ms
DX, H—FATIIE £ 72 MBI IR L <
Mty = — 7L v FEH#E (Continuous Wavelet
Transform : CWT) (T X % K[ F AR R
i zE %>, CWT B% W IZL Tz
(1) TIN5,

1 t—0
Wiah) = = [auDa 0
22T, a(t) IMEADORRINEIZ CH 5. (1)

eV —"x2—7Ly bThHD, AEETIZ Mor-
let 7=—7VLy bZ2HWE, aldA7—), bl
R 7 P 2RI~ —T7=2—7L vy b7
A—=FTh5b,

CWTBHE W 123 1 F v VT LT
Hri 1-100 Hz © 1 Hz 2 & @ 100 XJG, Wi
7 FMlE 5 ms T &IZ 0-800 ms D 160 Kit%z H
W7z,

TR I 13 STRAIGHT [7] % v CJEFS
a2 AR PV, FO, FERIAR o fid L
72bDZMEHL 72, KX 5 ms Z & 12 0-800
ms D 160 Kjt, A7 bLalfg 1025 Xt - JE

DR OB

AR5 1025 KOG« FO 1 RILDEE 2051 Kot%
w7z,
[ o ] | -
R B P B SRR K
Y mﬁ’ { CWT ’ ‘ o ’
Brain dataset bk
)) \ STRAIGHT ;"\07';(;""’3%
| o
Speech dataset JEFE RS

Fig. 1 How to extract features.
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3.1 NMF ZHW:BFExTFE

AN=AEKBEDEZ HFIZBWT, 526
ERIEPEDEEY v TV REE ORI AT
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v = E W]7 jl

= Wy, (2)
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Fig. 2 Approach of NMF-Sound Reconstruction

X (2) BT, v IZBHIEZD | FHO 7 L —
LZEBIT D D ZOLOFBERY L E2RT, w;
i3 FHOBEEZEL, h;, 3Z2OfAEEALZE
T, FERMARZATI W = [wy...wy] & “FEE”
&ZH}U\, FEAZNARIZXRT L h;, = [hl’l...hJ,l]T
Z CTUITaET4” LS ZOT VT 4E
%4 R7 MV hy MAR—RATH B L=, BIE

FEEADIEX R TH 2PDRDOIEERT P LD
ATREINDE LT D, 7L —LBORH
BT PV 2WNTERET S & (2) 325D
fIloNETERINS.

V ~ WH (3)
V= [Vl, ...,VL], H= [hl,...,hL] (4)

CITLWE7Vv—2FnkT. £/, AFIET
W IREESI NS,

ATFEOWEZ Fig.2 ITRT, VS I3
T — % OFiEiR, W IR T — 5 OftE, W
D EEREE, VPRSI NG %ﬁcﬂ%&&g,
H® BZATIFEED S HESINDIT 7 T4 ET4
KT, D, JIFEznTh FEEORITuE, &
HOREKTH L., TOFIETIE, T LIVERE
ENEEN B G T — & OfEE W L 1R
TEE W 56 72 2REEO N Z v %

3.2 SVM ZHWEEESR

REBTIXRFEERIROBER ) 2§ 5 720
SVMIZk 3082 BIhoTWw5, %%Eﬁr—
%7 R 100 ms & EICoEIL, BRHIZ LI

SHIEOTEEB I ko7,
2 M F > B KRGS T — & D IRERE R %
B EZ, £F vl 5ms ZEIC 100 ms D
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m

time [ms] 0-100 100-200 200-300 300-400 400-500 500-600 600-700 700-800 Ave.
Sub.1 37.9 37.9 38.8 34.6 35.0 34.6 35.8 32.9 35.9
Sub.2 36.2 37.9 36.2 33.8 35.0 32.9 39.6 35.4 35.9
Sub.3 44.2 42.1 39.2 38.8 35.8 44.2 37.9 38.3 40.1
Sub.4 40.8 38.8 36.7 37.5 31.2 27.5 32.9 36.7 35.3
Sub.b 35.0 38.3 37.5 40.8 36.2 35.8 30.4 30.8 35.6
Sub.6 39.6 37.9 39.6 38.8 36.2 38.8 35.0 32.1 37.2
Sub.7 32.9 37.5 36.7 34.6 32.9 33.8 40.4 34.2 35.4
Sub.8 35.0 44.6 35.8 40.8 39.2 45.0 39.2 42.9 40.3
Ave. 37.7 394 37.6 374 35.2 36.6 36.4 354 37.0
Table 1 Single-trial classification accuracy.

time [ms] 0-100 100-200 200-300 300-400 400-500 500-600 600-700 700-800 Ave.
N=1 37.7 394 37.6 374 35.2 36.6 36.4 354 37.0
N=5 53.1 54.8 54.7 55.2 53.3 49.6 46.5 49.1 52.0
N =10 66.5 67.9 68.0 68.9 67.9 65.6 62.0 60.5 65.9

Table 2 Classification accuracy of N = 1, 5, 10.

20 XJu, 1Hz Z &12 1-100 Hz @ 100 XL TH

i

RIS SN RS D E A N D

505, FRTIHTIC LD 10 RITICHEAR L 7=,
%W%%u&@%ﬁ%@%ﬁ&@%ﬁ’i %
BERE 2B \WT, HEED LT 400 ST DI
ﬁ%%mvmnsoﬁﬁ%ﬁmr 5, 5D D 320
BITERYEE T - E Lk, FET—%% 5 fold
Cross Validation 28 Z 7% o7, 7y F¥—F
o, TEBEOEWD D%, FHiR DR R
TEDNA =T A= L TIE LT, ik
Azl RBF 41— %)V % H\»"C, one-versus-one
DRNVF 77 A0HEE ko1,

3.3 EFE4ER

SVM D3 BUCHE> T, ISR RLRE
Rz E v, KeRIEIC S R 15
% HAEERE & L TERI N AT b

&, Fo, FERWIE % STRAIGHT 12X D
Amﬁ% ECEILER 2B L 7.

4 BREEE

Table 1 12, SVM (Z &k % BT HIE DR
aegd 2L, RRIT LR T, 2ol
¥ 37.0 % & chance rate # 3.7 % 12 &£ LH %
WBEETH > 7z, 2f8aE O FHETIE, 100-200
[ms] 128 WT 394 % &b ROl HEIR I
4, 700 [ms] DAREIZER SAROERBIZE DR S e,

glﬁ

l

2 i e SC A
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H—3ATIIEE X OIEHEEOICE T % 8 A
DWERE DN 2 KR 5 2 L 1T Table 2 12187,
ZICEIT 2 N IIFEFEE (50r10) TH S, H

— T T RAR DR D953 37.0 % T
HHDITHL, 5 [RINERETIE 51.8 %, 10 [A]
IMELEIE T 66.0 % 2R Lz, ZOREHED» S
INEESE B2 TIEE S/N At A L3 %}ir“
ZWHOHT ZENBTETVL LWL S,

Fig. 3 IQIFEBIEITL L - EFHDARZ bu
7 L2 d. B TIRIED 450-600 [ms] DX
MTRERBOMPEC TS, U, BT
B TII D EREXIA T TH 5780 SVM T
BI o RO GERICE ) B P T K,

TP WETLE SIS D BELC T L o 7% 7
@@%ék%i%h%._wiv&ﬁfﬁmw
MO, TARFT=YDLICH SN, T,
LRI 2 23 & BB D IEfRRE S BR L,
10 MMBEPIE CTIELE L TIERISE Wb D255
ZEPTEL,
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Fig. 3 Spectrogram of reconstructed sound “amagumo”.
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