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Motor imagery EEG classification algorithm using feature fusion based AEBGNet

DAI Liangzhou, WANG Raofen, WANG Hailing

School of Electronic and Electrical Engineering, Shanghai University of Engineering Science, Shanghai 201620, China

Abstract: To address the inability of the existing machine learning methods to simultaneously consider both the temporal and

spatial domain features of electroencephalogram (EEG) signals in classifying EEG features, a feature fusion based Attention-
EEGNet-BiGRU (AEBGNet) is presented for classifying motor imagery (MI) EEG signals. AEBGNet is capable of fusing

the temporal domain features extracted by convolutional neural network with attention mechanism and spatial domain

features extracted by a bidirectional gated recurrent unit to obtain more distinctive spatiotemporal features. The constructed

AEBGNet classification model achieves an average accuracy of 80.37% on the BCI competition IV 2b dataset, and there is an

improvement of 6.09% over the standard EEGNet method. The results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed method

in enhancing the classification accuracy of MI EEG signals, providing a new idea for MI EEG signal classification.

Keywords: brain-computer interface; motor imagery; convolutional neural network; bidirectional gated recurrent unit;

attention mechanism
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FMESS . Wang S50V HE H —Fh &5 G MABGE 18 £ AR 191
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FRAE 5 A G35 32 2 TR AE Al G L 50 K Al SRR AE
% A Softmax 73 AR HEAT 4028 o AL X FRRIE Rl G
45 1 R 38 1 Mg R R A B L s )M B, L4
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{55 M CREENIR N 250 Hzo A 323835 58 L
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Figure 1 Experimental temporal diagram
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2.2 EEGNet M %&

EEGNet J& — 5T EEG A4 % 728 150 /Y filk o 43 11E
PR 2 Mg E I GEBIEA RS T,
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Do R 2 R SRR A A RN H 22 TR A U AR
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EEG F#IE B, B 45 FRAZ A BE T B RAE S — 2 ]
IR 2 Hz S DA B 5 B . SR E &t — N IREE
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JE 0] 4385 46 B EL 5 S B S N R
I 245 1) Z H5CRCE |, L D) 4% A T ] 2 2 T 2 1 8K
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T ORAFAE Al I 28 R 5
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Figure 2 EEGNet structure diagram

2.3 BiGRU M %&

1] 2 G B8 A28 R 4% (Gated Recurrent Unit,
GRU) & X} LSTM i) —Fh 2kt , GRU [FIFEEA —1 M
kB REAA R ICAZARAS BT, R TR IRk
LSTM H iy %m A TR T 1] o GRU Y P 48 25 44 L
LSTM H fiij 51, 75 ZLYN LR ) S5 i . GRU
SERANE 3 TR o

YT 2 A x, B — I 205 A b, 7 A )
AT e, (7)) PR

r,=0'(W,h,_l +U,x,+b,) (7)

r, A LA — B 204 R, TR S R

e O

3 GRU%#
Figure 3 GRU structure diagram

i 25 A x,, 2 R () S I HT A

B, = tanh(W,x, + U,r,h, ., +b,) (8)
Hrp W, W, U, U, 533 AR 3 b, by, A% R
B, E—IZIEA R, R B T 2
S R B ST ] 2 e, z, PR (9) 153

z,= tanh(W.h, , + U.x, +b.) (9)

-z, ¥ il b — B 20 5 A h(e-1), 25X8(10) 75 3]
L] h,:

h=(1-z2)h, ., +zh (10)
Hor, W U A R 5 b, R X687 9 i 2 1) £

T 55 A GRU H e 2R 10 (5 B, 288 T )5
SRf5 ., ik RIASR T 20015 BALRA —E R R,
BiGRU /&% T GRU W) — 2l 75 i, & HH Pl S 1)
GRU 241, 43 51U 4 T 10 R A AL BR8] o 3 i
] Z5 44 (75 BiGRU BEASAHE 21751 r (14 B B A G
F, NI B AT ) R, L2 R AN BT 4 T

?ﬁﬁ ILH );:‘ Vi Y M Yis1
T T T
5 1) B2 h h, B
T [ BB h,, h, by
I I T
LN X, — x, X

E 4 BiGRUZHE
Figure 4 BiGRU structure diagram

BiGRU M4 £5 M (R 8 AN F .
71,=GRU(x,,ﬁ,_l) (11)
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h, :GRU(xZ,Zt,l) (12)
h,=f(Whﬁ,+WhI7,+b,) (13)

S, 14§ 220 U 6 K2R 25 P, L, 2
¢ 220 5 6 U ) B BT ) W, W, 25 3

Fisf 221 B2 RS ) O B PR b, 1

K EEG HY A J51 J2 ) [ 5 1), BiIGRU ¥ 2% 7] LA
BRI ] 4 1) B SCF B, S G b PR A 58, PR
A BiGRU P 28 £ JRUA 5 1 I e R AE , B B
T2 B R 64, K I 28 114 [ 2 i 114 5 T 2% B 1 P42
By AN F) 432, 5 EEGNet HEHUE A4 23 U4 AE
FHFRERLA o
2.4 AEBGNet45ERL & A M 4%

1455 (%) EEG FIE S G F2 0 2 4%, A AE U
HERA B AR DA Sz AL RE 3 55 1) [n) 8, 5 4% G2 5500k

TSP

L=

i HLA 5

IR

FHLG 55T TR BE 2 2] 19 73 207 TR AT 2 F ol 4 Uy
I, T 2 R R o 22 I 24 oK | B2 ) I $R B
I FE1E . EEGNet 25 7] DL B2 B2 EEG 8 3 LA f2
ANTR I 38 2 (6] 9 25 [ R AE £ 8, R T/ D T i 1
KHEE S . BiGRU AJ LI E] EEG H B 22 [H] Y ¢
A5 B . ARSCR AR LA T B, IR 1T E %
EEGNet L1 & BiGRU 2% , I 15 Il 2 ) HL Al A e
5 ERATSE R A B, T AT &5 K mT D[R] o ek 54k 2E A7 Ak
F, AT AT A A AR O 245 B . BRI SE R QN 8] 5
/N, EEGNet Z5#)  — M A2 . — P — BB B2 —
MREBRZE — NIRRT s E R k)= 41
B, I AE G BRI 8 TS i 2 1Pl . BiGRU Hi i
AJZ .BiGRU Z A . &2 s dropout 2, Jf:
WESECH 0.5 B 1k A/ DREARYIZR LG .

WA > B UZ ECEIE

R e

i L A5
[ —— _—
[ LI TR R 2 W 5

L2 i i1

&5 AEBGNet £514[&]
Figure 5 AEBGNet structure diagram

EEGNet f)—#E 4 BUR /Ny 1125, RISRAE A1
— U 8 . REBRUZ KN 3x1,
T B ERUZ R —1 1x 16 IR EERUZ FI—4~
1x1 A% S EFUZ 4. LSTM A% A5 EEGNet A
], BEUR BT 1A R 64 e Je 3 1 A4 4 i 1 31
VERE . R S B TR U ZR T RUA
B X 2F 2N 0.001, 1E EEGNet 25 (1 K i 15 111 it
V2N 2 e A AR — 4 B2 25 1 BIGRU 25 (1) [
)= i L 5 2% s DR T — Rk A= R
¥ EEGNet 55 BiGRU W 45 i fir Hh Pf 42 91 480k 4 i 42
2 TE A2 v 58 S AVRHAE 5 B )RR e Y il
S B A 2 T RS FEAE S A 3 Softmax PRET
IR [ A T () AR SR AR, 58 i S B S . i (14)
iR :

Xon = . (14)

K, n Bx RG], REI DA Pk Rt H A X
TG R, B S A5 R R S0 A x, SRS x IEE AT
KPR

L(xq,x,) =-> x,,nlogx,, (15)
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A 5T B b B B 2 AF Inter 3.40 GHz core i5
FINVIDIAG Geforce GTX 1070 PC I [¥) Python ¥/ 45
Tiz17H). i Pytorch HEZEAE Python ¥ 5 iz {742
Hi i) AEBGNet X 4%, fifi F§ BCI competition IV 2b %%
PR AT B SLES . 1 E epoch 200 1K , 11~ epoch
WIZRLH 1 s, 58— RN ZRAG I R K 2924 200 s, 45
YN 25 (1) batchsize % B K 8, {4 ] Adam fILfb #5247
S 2] R 0.001, R A R 5 R pR AL
Y2k g5 31 5 6k 03 88 2F AT R 5, R OOE i R
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(Accuracy) . Kappa # %1 >k i i B4l 3 2 45 2 3.3 BIEOSWIE
Kappa ZEA N : B XT EEG FEAS B A JE A [n) R, £ 10 1 3 7 O
canpa PP (o PRI FERCIRER A A5 R  ah
L-p, H, #2500 Ho I R] % 4] ff 2 250,125, 75 1

o p, R RIERGR, p, M BEHLIEHK , Kappa 7 4L
(A PR A o SRS 1
32 LR

Xt F BCI competition IV 2b £ #i4E , A8 SCHE H Y
AEBGNet 15 %1 BUf5 119 1E 5 % Fll Kappa 5 £ 1
TNo 924 AR A AT T4 28 M2 AU ) 4 31 1 i 5
iK% 77.53%, ¥ Kappa 2R 0.550 4, g 08 BS54
TR A3 2 S . NEE 1 AT, S4 BUAS e i 4 20 253K
B, S2 I S3 MY A U R 2, vl e J& [F 2 EEG A
ARBCE AR B (A, AR SCR WU 3 8 1153 Bt
B AR .

#1 ZRXEKELER

Table 1 Trial results on subjects

45 IEff2R Kappa
S1 0.8375 0.6750
S2 0.6000 0.1999
S3 0.5625 0.1250
S4 0.9750 0.9500
S5 0.8875 0.7750
S6 0.8000 0.6000
S7 0.8125 0.6250
S8 0.7273 0.4537
S9 0.7750 0.5500
Bi% 0.7753 0.5504

25 FHYIERGSR, 45 a2 firn . AEHa] [A]BE o 125
MG O, 9 24 B 7 2 1 1 Y IE B 2255 21 80.37%,
Kappa 2244 0.607 3, BUiS T 4 m o 2888081 . Al
FH Bl Ek 024 E 8% R 77.53%, Kappa R 5K
0.5504, AR Bh i A Y 78 7 8 4, T LAER T+
FIERR o SR 4 I8 SN 11 B [ 18] B 5 R 75
B, Y Sl o 1 B[] (R] PR 52 A 125 BRFAH L 20 2 E i
NI 1.84%, ] BES 1 B 7 A 0 A AH R B0E S 20
IEMR TR, 2 AR SO sh i 11 i ] a] B [
125,43 5% B 1R 750.625.500,375.,250, 4
F3FR, B s E 118 500 B, 4593 9 43 287 34
TE B 3 35 5] 5% 55 N 80.37%, Kappa 2 50K 0.607 3, 73
BB . L, 8 T IR BRI 1 53 300,
AR S U B R 500, )RR B 125, 33
AI KT, S4 A SSARIHEUAS T e dr (U AR 1 S2 5
S3 Y 3 AR B ARAT B TR THE IS RS EAR
% K O EEG J5 If 098 76 R AR i) A2 81 T ALK 1
T,
3.4 HERIE

A SCHR Y7 e e EEGNet 2% 2Ll |, 7%
JnSimAM v Z T ALHIATE 5 0 25 B2 B EEG 23 [1]
FRAE 5 BiGRU #2 HUH i) EEG I [1] 45 A1F AH Rl 26 3%,
() AEBGNet X 25 A5 78 . T 381E J7 ¥ (G &t L
1 EEGNet 48 I JC S 4003 3 1 LI 1) 26 A 22 ) 4%
(Attention-EEGNet, AEEGNet) ., 3 T 45 1iF filt & 114 ol
2 M 2% (EEGNet-BiGRU, EBGNet) 5 AEBGNet f) 1

*2 AEBEE O E) R T 65 FIEFZER LUK Kappa R 3

Table 2 Classification accuracies and Kappa coefficients at various sliding window time intervals

TS E 4 500

AME TS
i i1 4 14 250 R[] 5 11 R 125 i) 47 11 P 75 P i1 7 1] % 25

IEf§ % Kappa IEf#2%  Kappa IE#%  Kappa IE#i%  Kappa IEff2%¢  Kappa
S1 0.8375 0.6750 0.8375 0.6750 0.8750 0.7500 0.8125 0.6250 0.8250 0.6500
S2 0.6000 0.1999 0.5625 0.1250 0.6500 0.3000 0.5875 0.1750 0.6125 0.2250
S3 0.5625 0.1250 0.5750 0.1500 0.5750 0.1500 0.5624 0.1249 0.6125 0.2250
S4 0.9750 0.9500 0.9875 0.9750 0.9625 0.9250 0.9875 0.9750 0.9875 0.9750
S5 0.8875 0.7750 0.9250 0.8500 0.9000 0.8000 0.8375 0.6750 09125 0.8250
S6 0.8000 0.6000 0.8125 0.6250 0.8125 0.6250 0.8000 0.6000 0.8125 0.6250
S7 0.8125 0.6250 0.8375 0.6750 0.8500 0.7000 0.8500 0.7000 0.8625 0.7250
S8 0.7273 0.4537 0.784 1 0.569 5 0.7955 0.5907 0.8182 0.636 6 0.7500 0.4992
S9 0.7750 0.5500 0.8125 0.6250 0.8125 0.6250 0.8125 0.6250 0.7750 0.5500
% 0.7753 0.5504 0.7927 0.5855 0.8037 0.6073 0.7853 0.5707 0.7944 0.5888




8 b

AEBGNet

- 1027 -

®3 T EBEHE OKETHIS IR UK Kappa R ¥

Table 3 Classification accuracies and Kappa coefficients at various sliding window lengths

I 1) 7 18] B A 125

G WBIE 9750 Bl LA 625 BB E 4 500 B EE 1A 375 S e 14 250

IEHi® Kappa IEH*  Kappa IEHi*  Kappa IEHi%  Kappa IEH*  Kappa
S1 0.8000 0.6000 0.9000 0.8000 0.8750 0.7500 0.8625 0.7250 0.9000 0.8000
S2 0.6250 0.2500 0.5875 0.1750 0.6500 0.3000 0.6375 0.2750 0.562 6 0.1250
S3 0.5875 0.1750 0.6125 0.2250 0.5750 0.1500 0.6125 0.2250 0.5626 0.1250
S4 0.9750 0.9500 0.9500 0.9000 0.962 5 0.9250 0.9875 0.9750 0.9875 0.9750
S5 0.8875 0.7750 0.8875 0.7750 0.9000 0.8000 0.9250 0.8500 0.8875 0.7750
S6 0.8625 0.7250 0.8375 0.6750 0.8125 0.6250 0.8250 0.6500 0.8000 0.6000
S7 0.8500 0.7000 0.8875 0.7750 0.8500 0.7000 0.8125 0.6250 0.8500 0.7000
S8 0.7955 0.5915 0.7614 0.5237 0.7955 0.5907 0.7614 0.5227 0.7386 0.4762
S9 0.8000 0.6000 0.8000 0.6000 0.8125 0.6250 0.7875 0.5750 0.7500 0.5000
¥ 0.798 1 0.5963 0.8027 0.605 4 0.803 7 0.6073 0.8012 0.6025 0.7820 0.5640

R DL ) Kappa {5, 45 Nk 4 s . A 40T H1,
AEBGNet (-1 1EH1% 4 80.73%, Kappafii -} 0.607 3,
It EBGNet, AEEGNet, EEGNet [ iF i #& 43 5l &
3.32%.4.15% F1 6.09% , Kappa {43 %1 & i 0.066 3.
0.0825F10.121 8, AT H Y AEBGNet 551 73
RO SR E W AR . b S4 TRV HE
P G P 6 T, R Al AR 2 T %) K0, N A 40 R S B
(50, fie A7 300 1R B0 2% I TR T R P AR 6 0 S IE
YRR HE R A AR AL T DL A T MI-EEG
TN I A ) e JEXT A 2k R OR 22T 54 F MI-EEG
TR A Ee ] . XK 4, 4 FhOF R AR B AR

IE# %, {HJ& AEEGNet UL 5 EBGNet AH H %5 Jit il
EEGNet J7 k48 & W W 42 7, o LA SCHE H 1Y)
AEBGNet £ % fie (= W IE# 2. DL S5 Rl 11, i
INTE S H0E B I HLE N T EEGNet #5275 %) F EEG
FRIEBR I ARBOR 3w 4r 25 PERe . [WIRT, ¥ BiGRU 2
A% ) 1] 45 4iF 5 EEGNet (1) 25 [a] 45 4F A5 fl & 1Y
EBGNet F+1iEfill G M 4538 I T EEG FRAE ) 2 M
PR IIERA R . R X PN 5 12 [F]EHfif H) AEBGNet
MR RS HE — 20 45 5 A0 R IE R I HL e 8RR TE
SR DL R B — L A N o 2R TE AR B =

#4 EEGNet,AEEGNet.EBGNet A %2 AEBGNet f IE#2 LA K Kappa ¥
Table 4 Accuracies and Kappa coefficients of EEGNet, AEEGNet, EBGNet and AEBGNet

o EEGNet AEEGNet EBGNet AEBGNet
e WEHi*%  Kappa IEH*  Kappa IEHi*%  Kappa IEHi%  Kappa
S1 0.7625 0.5250 0.7875 0.5750 0.8375 0.6750 0.8750 0.7500
S2 0.5750 0.1500 0.6125 0.2250 0.6125 0.2250 0.6500 0.3000
S3 0.5500 0.1000 0.5500 0.1000 0.5625 0.1250 0.5750 0.1500
S4 0.9125 0.8250 0.9250 0.8500 0.9375 0.8750 0.962 5 0.9250
S5 0.8500 0.7000 0.8875 0.7750 0.8750 0.7500 0.9000 0.8000
S6 0.762 5 0.5250 0.7875 0.5750 0.7875 0.5750 0.8125 0.6250
S7 0.7625 0.5250 0.7750 0.5500 0.7750 0.5500 0.8500 0.7000
S8 0.7727 0.5443 0.7727 0.5480 0.784 1 0.568 6 0.7955 0.5907
S9 0.7375 0.4750 0.7625 0.5250 0.7625 0.5250 0.8125 0.6250
¥ 0.7428 0.4855 0.7622 0.5248 0.770 5 0.5410 0.8037 0.607 3
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Figure 6 Confusion matrices of subject 4 under EEGNet, AEEGNet, EBGNet, and AEBGNet
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Figure 7 Average accuracies and average Kappa values of different

methods
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Table 5 Accuracies and Kappa coefficients of different methods

e CSP FBCSP SCNN EEGNet AEBGNet
G5
ERi%  Kappa IEffi%  Kappa IEHi%  Kappa IERfi%  Kappa 1Effi%  Kappa
S1 0.7000 0.4000 0.6750 0.3500 0.7625 0.5250 0.7625 0.5250 0.8750 0.7500
S2 0.6000 0.196 5 0.5875 0.1750 0.5500 0.1000 0.5750 0.1500 0.6500 0.3000
S3 0.4875 0.1000 0.5750 0.1500 0.5625 0.1250 0.5500 0.1000 0.5750 0.1500
S4 0.8875 0.7750 0.7857 0.5712 0.9000 0.8000 09125 0.8250 0.962 5 0.9250
S5 0.7738 0.5289 0.8250 0.6500 0.8250 0.6500 0.8500 0.7000 0.9000 0.8000
S6 0.7000 0.4000 0.6750 0.3451 0.6875 0.3750 0.7625 0.5250 0.8125 0.6250
S7 0.7500 0.5000 0.6875 0.3750 0.7875 0.5750 0.7625 0.5250 0.8500 0.7000
S8 0.6364 0.2693 0.6705 0.3347 0.7614 0.5232 0.7727 0.5443 0.7955 0.5907
S9 0.7125 0.4228 0.7500 0.5000 0.7625 0.5250 0.7375 0.4750 0.8125 0.6250
PPEC O 0.6942 03992 0.6924 03834 07332 04665 07428 04855 08037  0.6073
1.0 T o [2] JinJ, Allison BZ, Sellers EW, et al. An adaptive P300-based control
\ bl system[J]. J Neural Eng, 2011, 8(3): 036006.
0.9 . \;\ TH-EECNet | [3] Pitsik NE. Recurrence quantification analysis of P300 event-related
st \\A\./ NI potential on single-trial EEG[J]. Bull Russ Acad Sci Phys, 2022, 86
a | AN (2): 211-215.
ﬁé‘% 0.7 I\ o \ P [4] Tabar YR, Halici U. A novel deep learning approach for classification
\ \./ of EEG motor imagery signals[J]. J Neural Eng, 2017, 14(1): 016003.
0.6 \ / [5] Bian R, Wu DR. Overview of the winning approaches in BCI
‘t&' controlled robot contest in world robot contest 2021: calibration-free
0.5 ./ SSVEP[J]. Brain Sci Adv, 2022, 8(2): 99-110.
[6] LeeT, Nam S, Hyun DJ. Adaptive window method based on FBCCA
04 — for optimal SSVEP recognition[J]. IEEE Trans Neural Syst Rehabil
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Figure 8 Accuracies of different methods for 9 subjects
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