1-R-10

REEE 75 iR D 72 60 DZ 7 H AT S {hasic D < BRI
ORH Z, mEhg—, HHTEH (WEKk), dIA (FHEX)

1 LI

T4y ara—X-4R—=7x4 X (brain
computer interface: BCI) 13FEFG< B R D 23K 72
BIKEEE DD O RERETFER L LTS
BAITONTWS., SEFETE, HHEDOE WA I 2
= — a YAlReR, SHOH TR U2 & A 2 NS
) HHiAES BCI OF%EMATEH STV S [1).

Frixohnxc, HHEHEEROMEK (magneto-
encephalography: MEG) ZiH#E L, HMaE %= H
WTHEEFOMAZIT-oT& 72 [2, 3, 4]. JefTH
7% (3, 4] TlE, EHERERABEE 2 E T RE TR B A A A
Za2—I 3y b= MEANT L IZFEH INTH,
EENRT R —RBUFF R— "R X —< > VEDR
WAEFEL R 2 L EFERNCE L, ERIRIR S %
EWBEZ RO 2 EAN Z 2 D70 MEG 7—
REHWTLKELTHEET S I LIIEZ TR,

W, KR =2 —F %y b —2BHWER
HEE ORI ANATOITE D, 7LD
WAREDT F AL, Hig, HEEOATHEEINLSY
Y =2 D—EEDEED FIDXAZITHWS Z &
TEVWEEIFOLNE Z e SNATWS [5, 6, 7).
BREEFLRRD, MEH 7T -2 EIRRICHET 20
DEEL L, REBiR=a—I1 2y b= % H0i:
RIFLFINEET D, XRTREMDRR 27— &
BHD, TELZRIZLOEEF—REHVTEREA
HBETHZeT, YREODF—ZLIELRRWE
EEFEONERER M ETE 3N H 5. R
FEHOFEOFTYH, ZEHOHTELEE (variational
autoencoder: VAE) [8] 1, HH/NERAy bV —
JHETHAMRET, KEBERT -2ty F 2o
FTLHBPDEL LW, F/2, §TI2 VAE ILEHHEE
DI DTS (9], HERE IEMAF DGR D
[10] ITHWHRT WS,

AWZETE, BEAZ A BDOT—2 Lo AHTE
BROWEH N CTEEEFOEREZ M X2 279,
VAE % W THEBA O EHE R MEG DR #ERE
ZEEL, BEEFEOSHEETAVOYEIHHE L
BRI, FE LA VAEDZ Y a— X —DEAR
X8 T, FilzREA (VAE O¥FERICT — & %
FAWTWiRWA) oD MEG 2773 % 8AIA
Aa—INVFy NT—TDFEEETo/2. X5IT,

Conditional VAE (CVAE) [11] % F\ T 7= 72 5
FHOMERFD MEG 7 —X&24EK L, IRLET —
2ty bPEROCTHESEOSEE T VEFSE L .

2 HiE
2.1 PERT—2

SEATHRSE [2] TGRS 7= 5 A AR R 0 fixfd I 7 —
RERWE., ZOF—RIE8HDWERE (BT 4,
1%, 20-407%) DMK T —X 057 5. #ER
T, SHEOHAGEHE (“DF<d 7, “WRA
7935 R80WT) OS50 1% 2 BIEER L 7214,
B EW il D IS 2T DR LTS, &
ORI 800 ms T, E/RRFEIX 500 ms TH -
72, ZORTIRHEZ PR D 100 [HiThR
7z BATH OISR E O E S X S WL E
Nz 122 fH X TRl E .

FHHlE N MEG ORIy LT, > 7V 7
JEIEDY 200 Hz £ 23 K5 R BT ) v 7
L, 1Hz LLFOERERERKS, 1000 fT/cm %X %4
g, MOREGEENCHKR T 27 —7 14 7727 bEERE
L7z, SHBWCERERESIE XN MEG £ ¥
DIESIIRMDRE, oEFE Lty IDESEITIC
MLz 1FIHOBEFEERROEED XA IV 7%
HHEIZ —100-900 ms D55 % i BEHLRE S O A RF
D MEG 2 LTHIb L. ®ikic, YIhHEht-
MEG iKEZ 2 TOR MKt >3 TH@ R FfE
TELVE (i 72 CHREME(L U /2.

2.2 FALERYEFT7—2

AR THWE=Z2—F %y VY —27 O E%
Fig. 11277

2.2.1 EEGNet

HA RO MEG O 77251213 EEGNet [12] & H
W7z, EEGNet (3 —HI72 8 AAADD D IT depth-
wise separable convolution Wz gL Ry b7 —
ITHY, FET-2EHVETSH, HEBRFEED
WETILEYETE L. EEGNet IR MO E A
AABJE, &P HIED depthwise convolution J&, K
75 A D separable convolution &, M UOEiEEE D
B3, RS T, EEGNet OfEE D LAEL,
separable convolution % 2 JEIZ L THW.

*Representation learning based on variational autoencoders for imagined speech classification. by YANO,
Hajime, TAKASHIMA, Rydichi, TAKIGUCHI Tetsuya (Kobe Univ.) and NAKAGAWA, Seiji (Chiba

Univ.).
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i Encoder ~NV(0,D . i
_ ! _— KL divergence | MSE
__time v F T loss ' loss
g é " latent i
VAE g x 5 Q g variable |
S — v
O T
ol 25 o
O o a—= o >
MEG TR 228 *
epoch or None 2 S
time class
e = label Decoder
S =] a
= ~
EEGNet © x 52 |18 -
5 Cross
o entropy
loss
Fig. 1 Overview of the network architectures
2.2.2 VAE 2.3 EFEEERO MEG 548
VAE X, AT —Z& x 2 OB EEE 2z O blE% HHEARRO MEG %7783 % EEGNet % #5##%

WERDA g (2z]2) DT p ROEHERZE o 2T
BLYA=R—=L, qp 0OV VTV VI URBEE
BEANE L TROT—REEMKT 270 —X—
oA [ Tya—X—rFa-—K—lF=a—7
Ay MU= TR EN, TZREFNDAATA—R%E
¢, 0 THRT. BRI VAE 2285 3 7= D4E%E
BRI RD X 51272 5.

Lyvap=Eq,[—logpe(z|z)|+KL(ge (2|2)[|p(2))] (1)

FIEMETTEIN 2T — X 2 e T — X OEMNIE
KERL, RAFLTIEVE 2 FEEEZH W, H21H
AR DB M ERD M qp & F/IST p(2) DR
DKL ZAN=Y 2V ATHY, p(z) IIEZRITHE
IR E V.

AWFZClE, VAE DLy a2—&X—{213 EEGNet D
BAAABEIC 2 BOREEEEER L0V
2. VAE D7 a— & —ZI3ZBAAAFEEADRD D IC
LS AAABHEZ AWV, Y a—&— ik
MBI L7, IBEAROTEIE 32 & L.

2.2.3 CVAE

CVAE &, VAE OEERI M qp €T3 —KD
Dipe &, BT =R IZHIET 2 7Ly TS
72D TH 3 [11]. ZD7z CVAE OREEIX
VAEDZYIa—X—RUOTA—-K—=IZ7FAT)L
AN EBINL M IS 5. A TIE, 29 AT
JL% one-hot fFELDR, 4 F721E 8 XL Z b LiZ
WAL, 2va—&F—DF 2 88O AN
OFa—X—DANHKEE L.
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TYIEE L LTI, ZOEFAREBRENE
TOEIER., FEHINIBRENET V%2 10 7EIR
FEMRRIEIC K o TRl L7z, REMFEDOERENCEEH
B RTINS 2 K 5 L. §HiliT — &
DA D7 —21%, RHENCERIIO 80% % FH 57— &
12, FRD D 20% % MEE T — X I EI L .

iz, EEGNet Z B OWERE DT — X % HWT
P LU DT, ZOETFAEHBRERET LY
MER. HBRERETLTIE, 1 NOWBRED T — X%
i — & e L, RO OBBREDOT —XEZET LD
FE N OWEECH Wz, FEROCHEECHW S 7 —
2%, WBRE Z L ISR NSRRI O 80% % K 7 —
R, FRD D 20%EMEET — & & L.

FE I N TN OFMFERICIE macro F1 score
PRWE, ZOEEIZZ A 2ICEH L F1 score
BEE LD THS. EEGNet XK 50 =Ky 7
pE XY, MEET— &t v ML macro F1 score
PIRRE 2B ETNEERLI-

2.4 EBEFE

¥3, BRSSO AEER O MEG ZHWT
VAE 0¥ 8 %2757z, FEKROCBIRCHW 7 — &
1%, EEGNet O#EREMET L EFMETH B, F/-,
1 [\ H O BEE ¥ 2R 0 MEG % W= VAE 0%
HiTolz. HEHTF—XBOHEIMI L ->T, &RV
MEHOEEF NS, VAE KA 500 =K v
72T, WGET — Z b3 2 BB R/
YIRBZIRY ZDETFILEERL-.

KT, ¥ E N7 VAE OB AAAE% EEGNet D
BAAABIZaY—L, Y EETo/. BAA
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AEDOaY—%, 2FMEEDOA, LIE, 2y b
T RKDT 7 A VT a—= Y TR IToT. ERE
BLAZETNAO¥E, BEER CFHCHW 27— %
X VAE O¥F I CHW SR TOARWHEEBRED 7 — & %
AV, #ERENE L FRICOEIL -

PR T I Y2 BIEIoEBRED T —X T
HEINZDDTHE720, ZOEILHELN L5
RBD M R OWERE I TE L 72D D &I L
TWAAREMED D 2. Z D7z, BB E T 2H1ICHE
fiff R & 72> TV A HEERE DT — X 2 HWT VAE %
HWE XSz, Ziuc kb, BEEEROETILVOMEE
M LA NS,

2.5 T—A2LER

%79, VAE L[FARIC, HEHERE OFHEERO
MEG %ZH\WT CVAE OB 21TV, EFICHWT
W WFHTiXT R DO WERE D 7 — 2 & W GHEIBEZ (T -
7z RIZ, FHEN R OWERE D¥E T — X% CVAE
WANL, ABOTF—2%28K L7z, & L7zT7—4
D55 25%, 50%, T5%K N 100%% 7 > X LIZED
MU, TO¥E T2 GO THLREE T —X
& Lictk, RS n%¥ 7 — 4% AT EEGNet
DHEE =T o 7=,

3 MRCEE

3.1 Efi3FH

RO MEG 2 5%% L7z VAE 2 58565
¥# L7 EEGNet O 8AER % Fig. 2123, 6 A
DEEREITBNT, BEEEE Lk o7hE (w/o
trans) & HERL T, HBRICEHEEDOAT 74~
Fa—=r 7 L7HE (w/ trans, fe-ft) , B LI
2y NI =0 RKE T 7 A v Fa—= v LEEE
(w/ trans, whole-ft) OEREN M ELZ. 20
5bD 4 NOBBREIZBNT, BEBEDT—&I1C
VAE Z G X B RICIHEBEE LTS5 2L TEHI
DEREEDM L L7 (w/ adapt trans) . 245 DFS
R, BROWEBED MEG 7— X E2FH L T¥Y
L7z VAE 22281V Z =2, VAE O#ER
FHADEIEE A AERERED MEG O ICHEHT
HBZEeERLTWVS.

WERE T TR VRO S HE RO MEG D
SFERER % Table 1 1RT. HBRERE 7L D548
FERIHEBRENET VLD dEVEAP RSN %
7z, HBREMETLOBEDIXS D X IIHBRENE
TLORREDIXSDE XD /NS holz. ZOHH
YU, DEEEEN3 2 I ANEDF v AL — b
(33.3%) 1EL, EAEDEEEX D b HHEBOYY
T—RBPEZ T2 e DREDHPKREP STz

TR SO

— 647 -

0.5
0.44
[0}
—
o
19
V0.3
—
[T
o
S 0.2
g .
B w/o trans
0.1 - w/ trans, fo-ft

B w/ trans, whole-ft
B w/ adapt trans, fc-ft
B w/ adapt trans, whole-ft

4 5 6 7 8
Subject

Fig. 2 Macro F1 scores of imagined speech classi-
fication with transfer learning using the VAE model
trained with only speech imagery MEGs. Each er-

rorbar indicates the standard deviation.

Table 1 Macro F1 score of the between-subject

models for imagined speech classification

Test subject | Macro F1 [%)]

1 36.1
33.2
34.7
37.2
35.9
37.6
314
36.2

35.3£21

0 g O T e W N

Mean + SD

NEZLND.

H AR N CBEEURE O MEG 2 W T8 L -
VAE % 85f%%% X472 EEGNet D 4E#ER % Fig. 3
RS, PR XBPEML bbb T,
28R VAE O & 2 KEE A Fidd g b Rohiz
hodz. BEEURE D MEG 7 — 2 23HiEER MEG D535
MO CHEEE R 5 Z RN E Z 5N 5.

Z ZC, BRI O MEG 078D L
LT XOEWEAE L. 1 EHOE RO MEG
H HEEE L TWe B Z ik 3 % EEGNet 2545 L
Jz. F7e, BEEURE KR ORERO MEG 57— & %W
TH¥E L7z VAE ZHOWTHRBE 17> /2. Fig 4
WE AR O MEG O fEfER 2R3, BEEEED
MEG D73 FEREEEIIH 50%FEE » AR D MEG 7744
BRIDBEL, BRRICKAY NIV—22K% 7 74
VFa—=r 0T B TRENELLE. &S
BiIe 7740 Fa—=r 2 LEBEIIRBENMERL
7o3, ZAUTFHET R OHERE D7 — X235 VAE D%
BicHOsTESLT, BRIz a—-K—05
15 o1 2 FHERBAD TN R OWERE D b D & ek
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B T SR
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IS
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0.3

Macro F1 score
©
N

BN w/o trans
- wi trans, fe-ft

B w/ trans, whole-ft

B w/ adapt trans, fc-ft
B w/ adapt trans, whole-ft

3 4 5 6 7 8
Subject

°
i

Fig. 3 Macro F1 scores of imagined speech classi-
fication with transfer learning using the VAE model
trained with MEGs during speech imagery and lis-
tening to speech. Each errorbar indicates the stan-

dard deviation.

°
n

Macro F1 score
o o
w »

o
IN)

B w/o trans
s w/ trans, fe-ft
W w/ trans, whole-ft

°
i

0.0-
4 5 6 7 8

Subject
Fig. 4 Macro F1 scores of classification of MEG
while listening to speech with transfer learning.

Each errorbar indicates the standard deviation.

LTWhhdlReEZIbN5.

AR D MEG (ITEEXCTHERRE O MEG O F
WRENBEGTHS s, VAE DEEIZBEWT
HEEEF D MEG OV RERBEZER LTV
Ezohb, BEEFRER CHEERF DO MEG 7— X & 2#
FIZH W VAE £ 7L OIS 55 EEGNet D%
MREEZDE AL ERro R K LT, BEHRE
MEG O7BICEMGR Ty a—ZX—pEExh, B
F MEG O EBOEFICEDEDFG Lk o7
AREENE Z 5N 5.

3.1.1 FT—42iE

Fig 5 127 — X LR L 72D EEGNet D7) JatE
2T, B OWERE DRRITBWT, 7—&fhik%
1T o TG E T AR OMEREDT ] | U 7. R OWERE
DT — & % FW 7258 b G R O HERE N O
#17-7 CVAE Z W THE 7 — &2 ER L2t
T, ¥HT7T 20BN L, RO
REdim ExhizeEZI 6N 5.

— 648 -

Macro F1 score
I I o
N w E

°
i

3
Subject

Fig. 5 Macro F1 scores of imagined speech clas-
sification with data augmentation. Each errorbar

indicates the standard deviation.

4 HBHOIC

AWZETIX, VAE ZHWTEFEERO MEG 2
SEHMERDOYE %#{To7-. VAEODIZYa—X—0D
HAZHAWT EEGNet ¥ E T2 12k -T
BREEER D MEG O0BREENM L L. £, 5&
T & VAE Z HWTEHEBEER O MEG 7—& 24
L, JBRU 228 7 — X 2 W TR EYE L
TR, 7= XBRET DR o 125 E L R TH
BENM ELZ., 2o, &b L omE
DF— R % FHWTHE LTz VAE OFHEEE w3
ZeT, MHETE 27— 28D Ron =@z E@A
DREEEFED SR A7 T MEERZA LETE 3
ZEeZERLTVS.
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