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va VSN BREEE SR X Z 0 &) hEdiz
FESMAT LI ERTER Y, 22T, 5
LD BTG Z RN S X )RS 572012,
G 2 F s TR B RS E 2 B 2k 9
Brain Computer Interface (BCI) D23 HIRE
INs,

ZNFTo BCIBFE T, HEZ T 7 {KH
FERBEIC R L CoARMEBLT 2355 5 (P300) (1<
EoT, WENAEABREZE 4RI “P300 A
R =1 OBFHIN% . L L, P300 A
R7—HTEFOHBINEREO T 6
MEOERDMR SN A E R>TED, H
HEOEVWERMZEIZTE R\, 22 0H41Z
2—HOREZ X O IHICEHT % BCI 0%
BUZIY, BRESR T — 2 0> & R A sl % 6
A7z,

LL4FInE T, MREARGHT—2 2T,
B IEEURE & o s & 8 A AR IR o IRp 22 [ Ry
HOWEEEZB k> CTE L, MEEFFOL R
0 — 7" LRI XD EETE S 7 IR IR S
RGO ZFNT & 25, REEIHC I35 S
IR & [H L VOB S iz o 72 b DO,
IR b OB A DF%0 H> 2 16 23R &
SN 2], £, MEEFHOHERINICE VT,
WG — % DF 2V - s - ’c B 3
SRR ER DRV E D, TV ASIRIC X
DARIOT R 2 M L, 28 € 7L o dHl
1o 7 [3].

AWtgelE, g CORBEICZ, Fv 2L
[ o222 2 EE 3 5. EEGT—4F D
ST, F v 2 AELoMBERERE 75 7
ELTHO B T[4, F v 2B
7RI E L CRBLT 2 Fik 5] OREN SN
T3,

K), IREIEG (R

Eai2k il
), I (T-HEK/RER)

AR, MERT—% % (2 X70HiR) X (A
HH) O 3RTTOFEEE L TRET S LT,
ZeRITE R - PR e MERE L 72 £ SRRSO
FEEREBIRoT.

2 BifESRT—5 OFHE

3 %DM E ORERMFHICRL, 3 /88—
DHFEEF (“DF D7, “LRALE?, “H 67k
W) ZHWTEBEE I 2o7%, 3 HEEDI B
1 BGEDYT ¥ & LITEIRS 7, i%ﬂﬁ&bfs
FIERE2E I ko7, 1 MHE 2 HHICIXHERE
WCEARRE D 2R L, g, 1 HH, 2
6] H o HGES 75 2 BRI L 72%%, 3 [BIH O SCFER
DYA VTR SR Z2/ET 2 k) K
D7z, nﬁﬁmﬁ%%% Fig. 1 1239 [2].

BRERBICE, BBESER T - X=X
@W@3NTTAT)’Aih%ﬁﬁ£% A (fto)
2RI L7z, R RIR X 800 ms TH D, fiE

R RO Wtk L7 — & o b iRs SRR B 4G D
A2 5 1000 ms & L7z,

MBI 1, 122 ch UG ARG >
A7 & (Neuromag - 122™: Neuromag, Ltd.)
ZR7e, GHAL 72 idRESE 7 — 413 0.03-100 Hz
D7Fur74NE R LR, ST
Hﬁ%4mﬂf@MDﬁ%%£’&ok.ﬁﬁ

IZIREM (Electrooculogram : EOG) DHIE b
B I\, EOG 2 5 mV Zil A 7Bk
T—FI3%H - TALT =PSRRI 7.

3 FHERHINEETI

3.1 fSEEHE

PARESE IO & N B O IME S % Fig. 2
IZRT,

MEFEEZE k5 2 LT, MERT—2 D
AR BRI EE I EVBTE S, ARER
TIRHR-FITERIEZ v 5 720, BREIMEE )
BICX2MBE 2L AT, B—-fTIckDES
N5WE%E Fig. 3 ITRT.

* Auditory imagery classification based on spatial features of brain magnetic fields, YANO, Saori,
TAKIGUCHI, Tetsuya, ARIKI, Yasuo (Kobe Univ.), SOETA, Yoshiharu (AIST), NAKAGAWA,

Seiji (Chiba Univ./AIST).
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the task.
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Fig. 2 Averaged waveform during auditory im-
agery.
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Fig. 3 Single-trial waveform during auditory

imagery.

YR 2 A U 7= BRI A BRI AR Ic B3 T
HIE SN T L, "7 =27 ML
% (PSD) % Fig. 4 1287,

FiE DR « T BIC 1T % PSD %, F v %
WALIEZ ZE L T 2 Xt Licey v 7§
5L, Fig. 5D X9 kiR 7 —BfFon s, C
2T, 02 RIGHBRIZIEE R LS Hb o

iR 05 I3 ORI 23R, 29 LTER
SN T— 5 2R & LT .

RIZ, ETAXRZFREE2 T 5 FH2

Fig. 6 1o 9. BEHRHETIE, Fr Ll i
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Fig. 4 Single-trial waveform and PSD.

KRN T — 8 BFo s, JFonfr—
& XD PSD Z8H L, K - RPEEREE L
T3, RiZ, FrefiEroffllans 2 X
TEVAl LD FERRIC IS T 2% Z D F v F LD
PSD &L, vy BV 7§25, F % pUEIcH
OB T— % %, KM X > THifi L,
BIEHRE TS, 2 L TR KBRT -2
ML, BD I B 0~1 45 k) IERLE

BIhw, AREELET 5,
13T o6 s R ORI, (2K
W) X (JEWE) < () L% 5. 22T, 7

L—2LE#® 100 [ms], 7L —A%7 k% 50 [ms],
JAPBEES % 4 - 30 [Hz], FABEIEREZ 1 [Hzl,
WY A X% 11 X 11 [px] £ 9 5.
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Fig. 5 Features based on the spatial correla-

tion.
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Fig. 6 Feature extraction method.

3.2 HEETI

VO DNN EF)LICIE, BEERIEROE#H%
Y 19 Convolutional Neural Network (CNN)
&, kR HEHRZ fUE LRl 9 % Long-Short
Time Memory (LSTM) Z#lA& o+ 7 CNN-
LSTM €7 [6] 27z, EFLOMEE
Fig. 7 IZRY.

9, CNN IZBWT, (2XJulifR) x (K
) @ 3 XotREE A E LT, ik hn
L LI N RE LRSS, 22T, CNN €
TN 1L EOBEARAAL AT E 1L EDT—Y v
TVLAXDLORRI NG, F v 3 VL D%R-
AHBE 72 T <, B D &9 BRI O HHES
DERVWETFHINDEZELEEL T, BAAA
Jg, 7=V v rEzznzn 3 XourRML .
CNN Tt S 7 FRrfia 3, 1 2onic ks
N3, 7L—LTL®D CNN Ooili%, LSTM
DAITEL, LSTM DiiE 1 @O E)EI1C
AN, Bz 7 7 2B % 1 hot N
7 bV S, REFNIE, CNN & LSTM £T
WL TED, HLICEETE L) I3 R->TE
57, AROFEH 1 CNN-LSTM €7V Z@L
TEIkhbh b,

1 hot vector

saJnjeay ndug
(Arowsw
W9} HOYS-8U0T) NLST
pe10suu0)
Alin4

Fig. 7 Proposed DNN model.

BARARED S — 2V 7 4 VI EIF 16, H—
FNTANIPALRIE3 X3 X3 ETEH, T,
LSTM JE, &fiafEiz s bic/, — R 100 &
L, X 3 RIGD 1 hot X7 P ABEFS N
5., Nk ) AN EEEIE 3 7 7 RIS
N, (“BECH7, WDVRALT, 950D
3 HERICZNZNNINT 5. LSTM JE, &fé
JE DOIEHEALRIE X Z 1 F 1 relu, softmax & L,
AESREIZ 50 % Z Fay 777 P LCEREE R
ol HABEICIZ/n Ay brE—%,
ARCEE T 70 3 XLk adam[7] &2 W72,

4 HER

4.1 KBREH

Mg AR X DS o7 —% X b e
Mz v, EReET VB TOEEE
Chote, WEPLCBALLT—FZEL
727280, 2 T AT =Y BIFKEREIC X o
THERLD, PFES LD - T AT =5 8%
Table 1 IZ/RT,

Table 1 Number of data.

Subject Sub. 1 Sub. 2 Sub. 3
training data 240 224 370
test data 61 57 93

T 7 IVDFEIE 5 fold cross validation % &
2w, EROEICL->TEIR). £,
T =% %38 8, FHIERICER L 27—
SO Y 2P0, gElINT—SHE %
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NZN Dk =0,1,2,3,4) £ T2, i A
AATIC DOV T i =k(mod5) £ET5LE, T—%
D, ICEBTSE)ICRD B,

T/, AfEcliEFkE LT, B EiceyE
¥ 7B I kb CRHEEEER T E 2, RE
FHED CNN €7V DJE2FR\V72 LSTM €7 )L
ZHGTHHEL 7.

4.2 RBREER
FERFE I % Table 2 1287,

Table 2 Classification accuracy [%)].

LSTM Proposed
36.9 39.4
33.2 32.4
31.5 33.7

model
Sub. 1
Sub. 2
Sub. 3

BEE 1128V, IBEFEDOET VL LSTM
ETNVOREL 2.5 % ko7, #EE 1 1cxf
L CRIBETFENERICEEZOVWTWR EEZ
3. L L#AleT L E L TORBEIELS, &5
ICKEEZ A LS 20 H B,

BRE 2 I8 W TIIREFILEOMRAED /703
K<, b 3 BIREFEDOET AN 22 % I
[B]5> T\ %73, chance level ffTIC & EF -7,

ZHUE, REEFNICTE DB £ LD
HETuRwI 2R L TWws, HEE LTiX
Wtk PO\ BREGHE R PR I X 2 M YK &
CHELTWwB L, =8BV tn
EFenz.

MRS 7 — # 1A Z AT 2 2 &
WED A XXy re) v I BBl xbinsg,

HICK BB NIKTHOOFRELT, M
ﬁﬁ?%mwf YA B I holkETF N RER

FEHIELIEREZOoNS, £, MR
F O 7 BRI 5T I RE v & 7
WX, REFIELIORTFIED A X D B
WCBIhbb EEZ S,

7, MBI L T =38P LD
gGE L LClE, FEORITHI, T— 58D
BWMOMFIZELDEBI L) I EDBTES, MK
0] 7 — & D HI5E D BRI 13 ERE % R R R 3
NS D, Fh O RMMT— ¥ DB
THIELEBETLHE, TV HEHECTZD
WX E U EBRE R cE D& 7T -8 25
LN XIBRIATDEENPRDOSND, T,

P m SR

— 888 ~

Rl ic T, IRE S IIE D G SR 7 —
5 DZEMRVR 2 MR L 70 £ £ 20uHlRZ 8 2
79 JIE DR ST H B,

5 bbDIC

AT, WS T—5 06 MEEH O
BRI ZAZICEBWT, IiHE D ZERF
BEl As 70, £F v 3D PSD % 2 X
LIy EVIL, HERERE L TiRko2, L
L, WA T — & O KEATHEIG L5576 SOG LA
DHEER T %% &L T L, FEmEDRITITR)
L’Cﬁ“/\ii%l@?“j—57?EU%75§??2_“CMB7ZM> Zk
P65, BikFE chance level 24> L k0| % FEEE
WK E->TLE o7,
SRR 2 S 5 Itk 2wy, —
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TT{EZﬂ:ﬁk B 2 EREDOFBE 2R T 5408
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