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Abstract

To address the limitations in existing physiological signal-based emotion recognition studies—such
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as insufficient feature representation, severe modality interference, and low emotion classification
accuracy—this paper proposes a multimodal emotion recognition method that fuses electroenceph-
alogram (EEG), electrocardiogram (ECG), and electrodermal activity (EDA) signals. To enhance the
feature extraction capability for physiological signals, a Multi-Scale Inception Block (MSI-Block) is
designed by integrating standard convolution with a 1D-Inception structure, enabling rich feature
extraction while controlling model complexity. A channel-wise interactive attention mechanism is
introduced to enhance the response of key modalities and suppress redundant interference. Fur-
thermore, a bidirectional long short-term memory (BiLSTM) network is employed to model the
temporal dependencies of the fused features. Experiments conducted on the DEAP dataset demon-
strate the effectiveness of the proposed approach, achieving classification accuracies of 90.72%,
89.48%, and 83.62% in valence, arousal, and valence-arousal tasks, respectively. The results signif-
icantly outperform traditional unimodal and bimodal approaches, indicating that the proposed
method provides robust and reliable emotion recognition performance.
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BEE N LR REAITS B B AR B, Wi R G B g S RIS 1IRe ), SRCAA
WUAE BRI BB 2 — o RGN PRI ST AR, W2 SEIR B8 RS0 AR SE HL (1) e A
Fo AR, HERESMUEEZ AR OB, 5 2R E BB 2 VI, R AERR 1R AN 72K
X i 2 R R A R R 1 B VR R S R S o A e R R A R T 2R 2 AR T T A 1 A SR A AT
(LI S 5 A3 A 52 380 A i UK R R A58 [R] 3% 1R el ¥ DA S e MR ) LS 4IRS [ 1] AHEEZ R,
fili FL(EEG) /0> FL(ECG)FH 7 ik FL(EDA) S5 AH R AE A SRt T — P Z0W . SER (15 45 I Il F B

SR, RS S ARG IE T BIARENE ., JET AR R 7 R I R SR i, S 54 4 1Y) N S SR AR
BT VEAE BARAE B A TT TAAAE — R, BRI PUINHERR S A G AR 5955 /. IRk, IF
FE2E ) D742 RL T A B S I RHE BT 55, BT TR R AITERE . (HRINE, IRIZPHE M 2%
AEAFERR B SHE R R =SS R, R T s

NPETHE RGN I G AGEE T, ZH TSI NS B RG H0E, JEmid. O, ERESEA
AR ) A BE S AT I B R 8E, DU S5 A 8] () B AMARFIE (2] Li AR I, RG2S E
PS5 Aee B E PR E AR BARO R . SR, SR JE RhA T2l 7 BN RS B T 2R
&, FEURBIERERN. ML T, FHEERE RIS —HELE S 2 S HE B A @, A
TR SHOTR IR =R I G0

SR AN [FRSAS A2 5 5 Z (MR AEAS B AN, o] v A B B Rl 22 B 90 15 26 4 o AR A AT T W
Z PR3] [4].

1) 4] AR 245 538 T8 iR H i 4 B S35 3R AE R ) 1Y) OGS T

2) LA R B R R B A 155 S R P A PR R AT 5

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2025.158194 22 THEYLRE 5 N


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2025.158194
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

PRIl

3) WAl BT A R R E LA SRS DU FHE S A U R R A e 7, 3o By )zt M e 5 S i Ve[ 5)
[6].
B Bk BkAR, ASCHEHE —FhE G 2 liEE R 1S 2 RIS RS 0 2 B 1E BOR ik, &
PTAE

1) 8 T 22 R I PR AR S OB H6) A 315 5 AT RFIE 22 31, AR LML 411 Inception 4514, 1E
FERIERIAFI R RS BE R EAEE, EEaAEErRrEsEs.

2) 5 N IE AT FLE = IHLH] A A A BC T2 4% (Bi LSTM),  7E4FAE )2 5 A [F) A5 2 18 8] fr) 45 2.
HHAT BE N AR R SRR s 04 R AR 2 5] el i A 2 IR 4IRS 4 2

2. EXIfE

EEG. ECG L\ KR35 53 I R 1 dERa SR, B2 A28 B S5 M . WA B2 IR S R,
A W I8 22X IR AU RN 8 R A 7 FE AT 0 M SR AL, Jerritta 55 A [7]48 & Gt E(HOS) 2 —Ma
RUIRFAESR T B o ARAT 138 I 15 46 5 R SE B AR T L L (FEMG) B8, BB B U 15 55 HOS HF1iE J¢
NG R KNN W R, X S FPAS [R5 26 1) B R 315 B 69.5%. Li S5 [8]HE T 0348
FHEMHRVE SR YERHE, KAE R EVARIEITES RS, BT 84.3% MU= . xF T B ks
5, Zhang SE[91ET RKHE S, KA/ RMERIP 7 ZRHEIESE, 456 SRR EN(SVM)BHTIE 4R
il B 7 AR

SRIM, AR FRAE 5 IR 22 S5 M A 15 A G AU S v 2 R AE B T 1 ¥ DA A THD S e, RT3 5 e 2%
I HEEAME S R A e J1A PR o TR FE 5 ) I EAE N FL(EEG) A A1 B A2 38UE 5 IR RFAE B2 ORI 26538 0l 498
BB O ST . Lopez Z5[ 1048 B R AL, G MA EEG SAEAEGS, LTS
MG IR AITERE . Zhang S5 11456 BRI 28 R 2% ] R Gunt v FL S A BB AR B 5 AT 2 B A
BERTE TR BIMERR . Wu ZE[12)0F T Transformer 1) 3 W 23159k, 2L T AEBIE MG
ZMF P RS AT S IR U G R R o] o (HR, TRIE 2 SR AL B YRR R I SR 22 2 HE S TR
BEARA R, BRI 5] R T BT A6 BRI S5 TF 85 (0 S S 4, PRAEC 7 S 28 %) B FH T AT

Inception G ML TE R —ZHHIAT SRR R ERIERZ, W 1x1, 3x3, 5x5%, SLOX RS
AR5 BIBCA A, RENGsR [N 2 REERHIEMRILRE /1, X R ERK T MEREMSHEOTR. #%
SER ORI 5 NS S HTHES . Bl40, Zhang 25 A[13)32H 7 EEG-Inception %%, Z#ERIIET
Inception-Time M4 1t, BEA AFEH EEG B [H] 7 5o 1) 2 REERHE, 7E BCI Competition IV 2a 5 2b %
PR L r i AT 88.4%A1 88.6%IMF-IHERfiZ, LML Iz PERE. Ak, Salami 55 A[14]%0H 1
EEG-ITNet 12!, ¥4 Inception BB 5 R REFMHLE &, 2T+ T HALIE S 75 B EaE /), 5%
MR BRI T B 218 5.9%, RN REFEAR AR 4 FE o IX BEHF 58 32 B Inception 4544 7E 4k
HE RN ZEEERSEG SN BE RIFIEN T SE 8. E2REE ST RAZHERES S5
ANFRAFAE S ESH A LT, Hik, AU 1D Inception FLELE| N 2G4 HAE S5 4R A H, 45
G ARHEE TGS DA 2 RBERHIESEESE, DR THRHME R IERE T, 0 b DRSS (8] TP T 3 5 R AIE
AR R B

TEZ BTG IRBESH, RFEmA SR TR M RE 3R THISE 2 X EZIEH . a0 R Al
BHEREAT =3 FHEPHER G . RERMAL G DLRHEZ G . Ford, RRAEdf4 il &8 o A 5]
RS (1) SR AR A4 B SRR BB N G — A, (HZ T VR R 5 52 BB 8] RS 22 R AU TUR TR R3¢
Wi, SRR G RIE M RIKRE 1A IR o PR SRE LR & NIALE S ARSI AR5 B R A TSR 45 2R, Li S5[15SRA T
BT URR G A 2 SR B 5%, K EEG FIHHEFR A 0402548 AT Il ah &, 2 1 R& e T
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PUie) @, SR E Z AR (AR JZ S O ., MELA TR 7> RAE 2 B HER I @B LS . FHEZ R G J7 1k
AIAE R )2 SEEAS RIS RHE B A 3R IA, Tripathi 551658 H 3 T IR BEAR A 248 IRHIE Z Rl G 738, %
S ZESBA R RIBTHE IR BERE, £ MAHNOB-HCI $E 4% FERFRIET] 84.9%, EHIGESR
FatEsE . TEENELHREE, HE ARG SR DU SRS M@ TE K, 2 S ECL G BT
FHIERIE, s 28R . SINE R WL AR R G 75 2 N AR, Rl 2 I8iE A |
VE R JIHL#](Channel-wise Interactive Attention). Du %%[17]1% 11 SCA-Net 1 78, FEfl& B 5 NIBE =
JIEYR, DL G 22 SRR o BE LA D R E i B . 7E MAHNOB-HCT #0854 _F #5256 278, SCA-Net
A RIEH] 87.3%, F1 380N 86.8%, BN TIIERIRIGHAY, W 1@ E A R IHURIE 2 S
il b A R

3. A&

ACHT EEG. ECG M EDA 55, it 7 — M2 ilid 2 REERHESR IR AL, AR S5 1) i =37 4
B 2 RN FRARp eSO R . 338 A8 HIE = N 73 2R e SR . AR RS =M A B 5 EAT A 30
RS SRl G, HmZ0mid G 25 B 2 TMERE . 122 018 2 RBERHES IO R ) 25 an 1] 1
FiR, FEH=ANThREHM . i, 2 RERFRAESRIUSEH(MSI-Block) F T M TiAb B 5 145 5
2 2] 2 R P RFAE s B TEAS HLyE R IR @A 4 A LS 5 v AN (R8I 2 (R AR o6 R IR AL E ;s i
J&, A BILSTM W48 ik — D42 R P ARFAE,  FRil i 4042 2 50 i 4 I 3 AT 55
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Figure 1. Overall architecture diagram of multimodal physiological signal emotion recognition model

B 1. ZESERESHRIRMER R I E

3.1. ZRERFHIRERR

FEAFE SRS, BRI EPIEERET CNN B35 I RHERIZ O iz R0 24
). R, BT HEERPERZEAR, FildinsREEoRy A SEH, HXLSBSHE
AT EERTY, RIS S . 280, NGBS Bt LU A, FERI 28 IR KL 72
RS I PRI REERRIE, BT LOEHE SAESRR R B R, AR AR, 80E
BURZ IR AZ Xk B B3R5V B R A AR I A2 B SR UK R A AR O EE AR 2D, {5 5 IR L I8 5 1
ZRMZAFLN, R PRSI MRS E S N2 M RE RS S, AR e 5 5
ZRAG S RHALE B . TAESE Inception £5HIEILAE B2 B IHAT R 2 M RIS, SEBL T
LR B A o, R A RO ERRHEE R, RN RSB SRR . Bk, A%
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Inception Z5A4 BT IAR, Hy g 7 —FhIF4T 2 70 S0 2 R RFE S BUSE B (Multi-Scale Inception Block,
MSI-Block). ZAEH = AN FFAT 0 SC G HA RTINS0 IR A e 2 d B 2d IERRZ, DL AS
[7i S 2 Y B N BRI AR e B = AN 0 SCBE I SRAE B8 B2 1.5 RO A 4841 o B0 At 1A e R A i
TEMU, BEA AR T IRIGE S, SOE5R TRHMERE B R B2, =AM SO AR s TE 4R b
ITPHE, RlE T 2 REBTRHME S FIAEERRME, SCl 1 g e REGIE A E H A E KR
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Figure 2. Overall architecture of MSI Block feature learning module

2. MSI-Block 4F1E 5 S fRHRE R 524

ML R RIS EL AL FE MSI-Block FIAERGE IR, Ltk — b S HO IS A 2R B = AR 1Y)
AN KN o SR FIMAL T 545 R AR J5 , A St AR v A A 350 2 s AR 15 B I3, s ) i
FEAE A B R B AR IEZAS 70 AT o BT SR ) S HOMA A SR AR #EAN &1, AR 1> MSI-Block
FEHES R, BB >1 5877, iR Rt At AR E R R,  H A S fd FH ) MSI-Block FF
eI, ] 2 R, I RRE P A At — AEREAE , AR 20 (1) R A 4 R B () e T
" ZERFE. FEAE ] MSI-Block 4R~ SIBEHRIN, SR A 1% EEG HI41MEIE, ECG {55 M EDA
BE5ror A, DO RFRBURER) H I, 8 5 20E fEAN [F] BSR4

Nk — P AR R S HONB S W 2t TR, A 2 RBERFESR BUS B gl N Tk St E
IH—1b L], X4 MSI-Block (Multi-Scale Inception Block)#2H ({5 AURFERIATICAL AL FE . BARTT S, &
SIS AL B ARG AT TR, DURAARFIEZS (7], BEORRRAE & Fe s B R tE IS — 0
B — /MR BV RAE S0 A AR HEACAIT LIRS 70 A, TG S e N B B AR B 1) 8, 4 THSE RIS SI0A
JE FAR AL I 2R 5 7
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F R A MSI-Block FIZEEEU/N, HEIFHBAK, A SCHE—PH# > MSI-Block BT HES
DS 55 X 2% (RO R AE S B RE 7 o TSR 22 T3 5 e Ak RO B A — A %4, W RS SCHIT R 1) MIST-Block
REAE 2 SR H (U] 2 FT7R) o 12 ABEHR B 2830 HA FRVRFAIE Dy B 1) 4 55 5 30 308 4 P2 A R ) — e R0, TR e 84k
Al R PR R R — dE ) EARE, (T S AR RHE TR . AR, ik A FRES S
P2 MFAHE T, K EEG ##iE. ECG 155 A& EDA 155 7024 A\ MSI-Block HFAiE 2 > ik,
DA SE I 5 AR AR R 7E 5 06 15 S 1] o 7 vy R A 5 3RAE

3.2. BEBXEFRIER

SE R FPREE 22 2] R S A AR BG4S, TR A SN ] RS RHE . an S R TR B P AN A S
BARFAE, T [RDEE A B SRR AR AE 22 5%, W RE 2 tHURFAE () AH B4R, BRI AR 28 1R A 100
BT UAASC SN T 2228 A BRRRAGE 5 IR R 5 PR 38 T 28 B s gL o 38 51 NSl 52 By = L]
R AT DL S 53 O AS (8 R ORI R H OGBS AR AE, #IHITUR(E S, $RFHRHERL &1
S o

HASHE, AU < 1 BRBEASELRE, MIEEHA RS TR ERD . SR 34
ANMEIE, 4 32 A EEG @&, 1 A ECG BB | A EDA JBIE, & 675184 2 6 RURHIE R FE AT
BRNIAL S FEAk,  DAGRAY &8 B R 2 A RRAE, AT SRS ANEE R 1| < C BB Rk ) & (H
C FoRIHIEH). BE5, X PN R 3 ) B O P JE A R 2%, 35— = T P 4 DA USSR AT
B E AT RS s R s E R E R R, T RS (R KOG R o AR S NG P R E )
AT BB TE R 0 & 27 2, AEFPRAING RIACES B m & 5 5 a5 N R IR R RE AR e, A%
AMFHIE I E R T A RIS .

BARTE, X eRYT NRNWFHERRE, Hi C =34 NZBSFHLRIE DL, TR mEE
PIRFELERE . 1 Se 8T 04 NRFAE X ZEI A1 48 EidEAT 42 R P35t 4k(Global Average Pooling, GAP)HI 4> /)
i Ktk (Global Max Pooling, GMP), 3RS~ IHE iR 7] &«

F,, =GAP(X)e R (1)

avg

F,. =GMP(X)e R 2

max

He A IEIE FA [ B A A B E 1 < 1 BRI B E gL ML, f AL 3 mIAAR 1 < 1 1%
ARG B AF S 0 2 i o 72 -

Wi = 11 (ReLU(; (F.))) 3)
Woo = 1 (ReLU(£1(7,,,))) @

AT LELISL A AR S S A FEFY softmax JH— L, /51 B (0 A A i 2
Z" =softmax (Wmax + Wavg) e RO %)

R IBCE S A, KA E A 2 TR EAERE X BB YRR, R IZ A IE )38 0 R ik
TAHEAF M EENERE, ik, SNEEREAARPOE R P ER G5 7 HAIEIE A .

3.3. ERFERR

RS SR TS A S T, AR B AR BB I R AR DGR, A RIR AN PR -
FER A5 S @, AEPRESEE R 2P RS R E LI, AR S Z R IEIOIN £ . B
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L2 57 FLEE R, KT [ 4EFE 7510 RACEERE ST A PR . FERT AP AR, JE T 163 T
(GRUVEZ KR 5N ZRE 77 1 BA — %, H25 RS 2 AH K W AR BAE S AR IR IR Lt 5)
G KIRHE, A5 AK T2 M 2% (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM)XH - AEHEAT IS 2245, LSTM i@
I HINE ] (forget gate)I i | KIAICIZ IR B RE /1, ZERFIESRILI0A FE AN IR BE /0 J7 T R B AR
AN, HETZET 4K Transformer 5, LSTM 7E &R HdE 4 1 B 4% 5 0 (1 U S0k 5 P AL
BP0 IRUE o 2% RE B AR B AS 5 O e ) B N wf e e, BIVER TR0 R85 R B 5] B A7 A8 1 11 1m0 RS 170
AT, ARG LA LSTM AU AE — 2 R IR . IR, ASCE ] BILSTM 1 A AR A () i R A 2k
BLRTT, DAL e ) 5 E AR @S b 5 2 B R E#EAT I P g 8L, DU N i PR R 1) 5 S 1)
PR TR AOC R, LRSI RLD R E M A RE R AR B AT E AN 7 B R UEE, 52 HEAERE
5 RE SUAH UG

AL E ) BILSTM M S5 U115 3 s, oA 1 Y5 Asi Y ) B AR R ) SR A oh 35 31 2k 1) L
ZM T E R EHEE T BILSTM 4514, B Z MR e B0 BN 256, 4 7l%t B IE a1 5 & 1l i A
LSTM T M4%, L8R 4L N 512,

hLO hLl hL2

i

i
@O @ @00 00 O &0 @

Figure 3. Schematic diagram of BiLSTM structure
3. BiLSTM &R B &

> LSTM FICH T A T 5 A T

fi=o(Wx+Uh +b,)
i, =0 (Wx,+Uh_ +b)

¢, =tanh(W.x, +U.h_ +b,)
¢, =f0c +i OC

o, =c(W,x,+U,h_ +b,)
h, =0, O tanh(c,)

(6)

Hrfv, fiv iy o, e R P HIFRIBST T SN T TR T THIBOEE, ¢ e RO FRHBITTICIZIRES, ¢ eR’,
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h, € R NESGECRES, #55 © %7~ Hadamard B0 R FVE, o(-) A Sigmoid WE R %L

X% 28 JB V- 9 5 S\ 2 A 822 (fully connected layer), iF—0REE N FPHHIE. AEMILEHLE
i@, 7F BiILSTM il 5 4% 82 2 (85| N\ Dropout JZ, EFHEREA 0.5, [FK, AiEE IR E ®E+
I SioR . meZe, il 2R A Softmax bR 250K #0228 0 28 PR H i 4 R SRR AN R 2R IR 1) 1m) .
ARDFTR:

v7i=172!“.9K (7)

b, DONFEARE T i G TIINESR, 2z REE i NI, K VIG5 24
4. SCIE
4.1. BURENR

AW 7% B % ] DEAP (Database for Emotion Analysis using Physiological Signals)f1 AMIGOS (A Da-
taset for Affect, Personality and Mood Research on Individuals and Groups) A~/ T ) 25 #5285 175 JR R 1) Hi g
PEAE RSB B VR .

DEAP ##i4E, REHSHIDNN &L E R Koelstra ZEHF XA G, LM 72 H T 2 AR BORA T
FHIRHIF I o 120 AR 0 F 8 AR AR ) 7 s R I 48 SN, SRR T 32 A S 53 1 FL(EEG)
122 Fh M £ 215 5 (Peripheral Physiological Signals, PPS), 4% % kB (EDA). M (Respiration). fik{#
(BVP). i (Temperature)5s. HH MG 5 KE 32 MliE, JMEGESRE 8 MlE; 5% 16 4
FVER 16 L4, RGN 1937 %, FHFEHR 269 & ik fid, A sAUE 40 B KA
1 5P ARAR, JFR7E 8 315 4 1 1l & 3 (Self-Assessment Manikins, SAM) I 5 204 (Valence) . M i &
(Arousal). AL (Dominance)Fl & 4T 5 (Liking) WU /ME 46 4E L AT 1~9 BV S0l IR B & AT 22 44
PR A ARG B, AT TR S RS AT

AW 5T AE FH DEAP HR S SE LM TAC B A, S G155 b T FACER: R RAFEZEM 512 Hz BFR
P25 128 Hz, N ] 4~45 Hz A7 IEIEBAS A2 BR TAURMRAT- 38, JFR A ARSL 7> 70 Hr(ICA) 5 BRI FL(EOG)
otk BRZIEEUELE 32 A~ EEG i@iE. 14> EDA i 1 MO HU(ECG)IEE NI 34 AMEiEHdE . &%
FEARBHE KN 63 B, Hf & 3 F0E B3R 60 FVMIIBE:, HFHIE RS FHE.

Rt — IR FT e T E Iz AGRE JT, ARSI N AMIGOS $0d 4347 30 UEE R SL 4G . AMIGOS %1
P H Correa & N KA, BECRIEMENBERZI EREFUREEE . kg RAEGOIRES . 2 EIR RN T 40
LR RETENE 16 BIF S SOUS R 247 EEG. EDA. ECG %2 HEAHES, BEH RS
5WEAREHAB B B S 5FEEUEWHIGIEE SAM B8, KH 17T 12800 5 MRS 217
T

4.2. V& HEFR

T AT HAERR A AT MR, A SOk FHHERR 2 (Accuracy) . FE i % (Precision).  # [F] % (Recall).
F1 73 % (F1-score) LA SR H M TURp & FH IS I I vPAl Fa bm o &m0 B A e SR -

1) #EZE(Accuracy) 8 I A FEA TR TN TEAA REAREL T SRR L), tHEA Xn=@®) .
T,+T,

Accuracy = ———————
T,+F,+T\+F,

®

2) K& (Precision) i IR AE FTA BIRIM Y IERIIFEA T, SEBR IERA TN ISR L], 23 35K z((9)
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Bz

T
Precison = —2~ Q)
T +F,

3) A 1815 (Recal) R £ JT A HSL N IERIIREA T, PRI ISR, Bk SCILA 3K(10).

T
Recall =—2 (10

p+FN

4) Fl-score A Precision 1 Recall FJEAME, WA,
2T
Fl = » (11)
2T, +Fy+F,
Hp, TpREIEH, TvEENH, FpRRIEF, Fyvafidl.
5) JRIEXEFE(Confusion matrix), VEIEREFEWE —FE AT FR, B9 T8 B R B4R
H o SR HERA Y . TRIE RE R DARE S A AR A B = AT v AL

4.3. ZREFERBIBIROBHE S

SR MSI-Block 1% T Inception &5#4(1) 2 REIFATHEREMNE, HASIFARRKLS 1DInception 1FH
XTEERT G, B RSB A BB AR S, HETR R 4S5 F IR R, 7R R EURFESE
WA B R IR 2. Rk, O 7 BETEMTHLESIE MSI-Block AHE T R 5 ERAMILE, A
Wt TIHRLSEES, ek B AR SRR 7 B R — e G AN 5 134T 0 EE

AW FEHT T ZHXT RS .. B, RINZE 43 (Differential Entropy, DE)/ENTF TR IAT $LRUFIE,
SiE mTZSCFF R EALSVMIEAT 7038, 1EMEGRIZTTERZ %, Lk, M 7 — il =2 — 4865
bR AHE ID-CNN 45H, B3R EMGE ST @535 &5, MSI-Block BLHLHUME A RS
Hugttey, il RHE e N EEHE)Z S Softmax 73288 T 095, DABRIIEIZ A ER (PR AE A R

SEUGAEAH [F] B S AP PR i T AT, G5 R0k 1 s . 54 STF TRER IO A0 EG, MSI-Block
BEHAE O FIRG B P PR AE FE b (R P 3 HERR 2240 il F2 T+ 1 18.98 AN H 73 s 20.05 /N 43 s AHECT[EE R
JE (bR E ID-CNN, “PRJUER R M 5T T 5.72 ANE 45 501 7.03 AN E 48 5. [FIF, MSI-Block 7EE
BSEEG ) Macro-F1 By, 3 AlliEE] 73.01% (B 72.94% (MRlEEE), R UNZARAEA [F] E AR A 2 A
TARMZ AR /). R MSI-Block KH 2 7) SCBERRGE 1, H AR S EORBATIIE T i i R CNN B,
Tt AR R R 5 TR AR

Table 1. Comparison of accuracy between MSI block and other feature extraction methods (Unit: %)

3 1. MSI-Block 5 HAHESRI T AR ERREIILL(BLL: %)

N Valence Arousal
REUT %
Acc Macro-F1 Acc Macro-F1
R FE 1D-CNN 66.73 68.8 65.18 65.57
SVM 53.47 55.24 52.16 51.21
MSI-Block 72.45 73.01 72.21 72.94

4.4. FFERAE R BEHE T4
RV IGAE A SC T HH ) B IE 22 B R S ML A RRAE B A 7 VA 2 A BT 55 R A R
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BEUF T = Rh b G S XS BUSRES: RRIEPHERL S PSR G UL EASSCIR I R IR & T k. I8
RS SRR RE WM R R A — € Bahth, Siaiiiscin i SR s R, A0k
BIiLSTM FEER )4 N Fp 91K L 8 O 6. 12 B BLAE DRAIERS P MR B RE 70 BRI, A R ) 1A A3 i
S E A, &M TAES T 2GRS 50 KT0RK . FIEPHEAL S 7k R0k S SRR R ik 4
FEPHJEIEANGE— 1) BILSTM P HEAT 732 Dl & 75 MR A AR AR 73 ) S A ST ) BILSTM
W2, o RE R R KA SR AT SRR Al s RSO SN BB Bk = L], G AT
FERLR RS IR AR S, DA IREE SRR AE R FIRE ). SEIRSE RINE 2 PR, ERUr . WREERE P20 2K
R, AITTE AT T 89.99%A1 90.78% I TR A HER =, BF T HRPIFITE. FN, %77
AL F1 20805095008 80.37%5 89.21%, R WIHAEMAZ FECK MG N BAT R A€ M 5z L ag
71

Table 2. Comparison of results between channel interaction attention and other fusion methods (Unit: %)

2. BEXEIENMEMBMAE T ENERIL(RLL: %)

B . Valence Arousal
AR
Acc Macro-F1 Acc Macro-F1
FHEHFE R & 84.62 75.21 65.18 78.47
WSR2 b 86.24 75.00 52.16 77.48
IWIEAL B R IR 89.99 80.37 90.78 89.21

4.5. ZIRTHMAEHENBRES

UG FTEE 2 AR AS R A IR A R, ASCHE DEAP $digE b4 5%t =R AE#AE 5 (EEG. ECG.
EDA)JHAEZ, BEG+ECG XA, EEG +EDA X4, LK BEG +ECG +EDA =& 7 Rilb4T
T RGIEX LSS . SRR IR AR 3 R, ERRRE T, G— KA UEEARRE, Rk
F Adam DI IS HR TR e M o DI i R PR 10 3738 UBGIE SR s UG s B 8L 11072 1k BE /7, BatchSize
WHERN 64, HRIMNGIERIKECH 125,

PRSI RN, EEG BEALEN RS T BAERIM T ECG 5 EDA, JUHAE Valence-
Arousal W73 FAFS AT T 79.27% M #ERIR, REm T ECG 1 56.39%5 EDA [1] 35.73%, [Fif EEG
RS TE &7 RAE S I Macro-F1 HJRME T HAR SRS . IX R B HLAE 52215 BR300 70 B ok,
HE&EmIE BRI, EEENFEEHTHEERTS.

TERBLAS LA SEI0H,  BUBLAS ke = BEAS il & HEmg R I AR T B i 2y 26k e . BRI S, EEG +
ECG XBLASTE Valence. Arousal Fl Valence-Arousal PU 43 2RAF45 H [ HER R 3 HIHETH 25 89.47%. 87.23%
F1 82.79%, Macro-F1 1 AUC fat3¥mT EEG A, B/t RN EHENE. #E—P5IA
EDA @I =B R G A, FEVUTAESS 20 S 7 90.72%. 89.48%F1 83.62% M HEMZE, FHAERRK
A RIS 5 =) Macro-F1 2040, 7870 VI H il & SRS TE 2 BEASRRAE ELAR AR .

5 EEG HEASMIL, =BESMAEERE LIRA T 1.26%~4.35%, fE Macro-F1 1845 Li&F T
2.04%~5.12%; AH% EEG + ECG XA M —038 5 T 0.83%~2.25%. H NEEMZE, —HASHA B
FEANEHE R H] R DL AR E , Macro-F1 1 AUC 1E 10 F728 KR o brife 2 B E K T HAh S 414,
S IR AR S R AR 1 S B SREE R, 51\ ECG 5 EDA 155 Al H 2R # EEG 7E#
SRS T IVBGIA L, NI ST AR A B2 5 15 AR 2 AL Re
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Table 3. Comparison of experimental results between single modal, dual modal, and multimodal methods (Unit: %)

F 3. B WRESESREFENSIRERIEL(EBEA: %)

b Valence Arousal Valence-Arousal
Acc F1 AUC Acc F1 AUC Acc F1 AUC
EEG 79.27 77.63 85.41 78.52 76.82 84.12 79.27 76.48 83.55
ECG 56.39 53.84 66.91 54.76 52.47 65.23 56.39 52.11 64.04
EDA 35.73 33.58 51.37 38.24 35.71 54.62 35.73 33.80 51.02
EEG + ECG 89.47 88.16 92.54 87.23 86.30 91.33 82.79 81.10 89.10

EEG + ECG + EDA 90.72 89.67 93.41 89.48 88.51 92.79 83.62 82.41 90.55

4.6. TWEHERES5H

RIS . SRS S MR 2 TR o () B BRI S5 R W, 7 3 S8 v AR SR F B AL 401 5 s
X DEAP HEAEMATREARI 5, HAERI IR P 0% 8 T EdE AR S 200 Pt . A Se B EE 4
HBANLIEEL 80%MIFEANE R IZREE, HR 20%H TMHAEE . [, vt — Do Muad & )8, 2
RGN T A XISV @R GRERHAT 2RI 5I0E, AOIEER T B A [FEE TR 1 IE
NifEFT, WA RARTE TR RIVPAL 45 SR AR Rk . BEAh, ARSCHEREAR R 43 1 FE A R BRI T 5 28 AR 210 %
AFEEF BT AT REIIAT, I IR FEEE 5 TR AN [ 1 26 O AE DI R A AR ) — B . X — SR
AT BUAE 2 S AR A ) 5 — 200, 32 B 7 R R R I A P AN AL RE T

N T B P IUF B TEAN R A8 R BE R S B, ARSCTI N AMIGOS B £ 7E AN BaAiE
AR HATEE AR M SIS BT AR T TS R TS B VA SE R . ] 4 R TR A
£ AMIGOS # i £ I R P PR Re A& ss . Hodr, 5 4(a) 5 B 4(b) 735X BT Rt (Valence) L i
J (Arousal) B M B AEFE I 2Rt R . BIHR, 15 (R 2R 5 SE 2R 00 B Ron VIR 55 S IR IR AR IR I HERA %, 41
R 2 5 S 2R 23 A R R R S ISR M R AE . AN DAL B, BEAYLE I 2R 1R e R R 4
USSR, VER R BB T, B N %, HIZR S50 i 2 b sh—2, ARl 8t pla
PR LIS RRY, ASCHTHR R NEER BARME %S T MU B & RIFII 2t 5 WSk, [\
I AE Z ANV FR bR EIS T B IR AR B S St

Model Accuracy and Loss Model Accuracy and Loss
04 - === _Accuracy of training data 104 o me-- —==-_Accuracy of training data
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Figure 4. Training and validation accuracy and loss curves: (a) Valence dimension, (b) Arousal dimension

4. INZFNIEIEFEE TRk iz : (a) Valence 4, (b) Arousal 4EE
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Figure 5. Confusion matrix for emotion classification on AMIGOS test set: (a) Valence dimension, (b) Arousal dimension

& 5. AMIGOS MR & L1 5 BRRBREFE: (a) Valence #/E, (b) Arousal &
5. B4

ASCHRW T — M BT 2B BE S I IR A ik, G T B E(EEG). O HLEI(ECG)FI R ik HE
(EDA) =FLA(E 5, A2 IA RS TE S & IS LM AE B A0 1 Bl i) 2 REERHE
MU H(MSI-Block), £5& i A8 BRI, ERHMER G I AR rh 23 BB [A) (A G, A Rk
FET AR E R IR RE ST . SEIR LSRR, ZJ775/E DEAP BE4E LU (Valence). Ml (Arousal)
RN - MRBR T DU 73 AT S5 0 BIE R T 90.72%. 89.48%F1 83.62% P HRBIVER R, WEM T1ES
RE 798, BRUE T TR TR R R i

Yo, Ak T M T A SRR MSI-Block fhibk, iZMHLSE &S Inception 45
M, RERSAEAFRBE N HRICGE & (R P REE, W58 1B S 28 A AR E A SO M . IR, ARSCHE
ZFARA Y BT NIBTERE B = AL, B 2GR AR A RIS (] AR A 0 R o L I B 25 2
T DB B 1Y) 2 B AREALE A R 300 ) U AR B PR TE TP, AR R I R R O 4 O A R 2 1R
RS DT, T SEILEE AR K 40 5P RE . BRIk, ARSCRH BILSTM M AE A RN 2254, =
SFRAEBE S IR P E R, PR TS E RS R BRE ). ARG YL 7 BT S
PEREIGUESS KR, 4 B RIFRZAMERE 5% 2 g

% 7% DEAP SR AT 5258 LU AE, AR SCENE A FF 1) AMIGOS 4 827 AN eIESE 5] N 5K
Wit SEREE RN, ARSTNEE AMIGOS ¥ 5 ERIFEIUS 7 RF 4 KAt 2, KPR M
ZHSME T ERE RIFMEW R SESEAREME 680 . &5, REARSCIERHESRES G AL 77 Tk
T TRCNRGINEI, (BAMEAE— 2 IRER R IR YE . G ETAE A R IR AT EEG. ECG 5 EDA {55
& IRHIE I A B 5 Bl S L S IS 28 4 8 2 TR B DG . ARSI T AT ik — B S S M & kL 5 03 A
M, MWRHMEMRMEAE R, WEEHRESSAEMmp N2 MR ERER, FESEMETPaeEL
AIFRREPENLE, CASRTHE IR A R GRS bRzt B I AT SR a4 M.
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