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MPRFE 5 KA PR 15 B, SCERW T — MW AT 45 3 PAMFC-InfoNet (Parallel Atten-
tion-Based Multiscale Feature Correlation-Informer Network). %%/ & AMFC4%> 5Informer%:

X: AMFCHEISIEERER 1. £ RESH RIS, IR HBURARB: /R 55 R 5P FIE F 3 12
f877; Informer) 3R B E W ProbSparsei: & HLH], BB BE 5 KRR PR FHRFFIA
IR A SRS, RIBRERIHMED R HERA RN AN E. BB A5 CHB-MITH MATFHIEEG
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Abstract

To address the issues in existing epileptic electroencephalogram (EEG) detection methods—where
traditional machine learning relies on manual features, and single-branch deep learning models
struggle to balance local fine-grained features and long-range temporal dependencies—this paper
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proposes a dual-branch parallel network architecture named PAMFC-InfoNet (Parallel Attention-
based Multiscale Feature Correlation-Informer Network). This architecture comprises two branches:
the AMFC branch and the Informer branch. The AMFC branch enhances the ability to capture local
features such as epileptic spikes/sharp waves through channel attention, multi-scale convolution,
and a feature correlation extraction Module. The Informer branch employs a lightweight ProbSparse
attention mechanism to efficiently model the long-range temporal correlations of EEG signals. Ad-
ditionally, a dynamic weighted fusion strategy is introduced to adaptively adjust the weights of the
two branches according to the feature distribution of samples. The model was validated on two pub-
lic EEG datasets: the University of Bonn dataset and the CHB-MIT dataset. Results of 5-fold cross-
validation show that on the University of Bonn dataset, the average accuracy reaches 99.43%, sen-
sitivity 100%, and AUROC 99.43%; on the CHB-MIT dataset, the average accuracy is 99.61%, sensi-
tivity 99.89%, and AUROC 99.62%. Ablation experiments confirm that the AMFC branch, Informer
branch, and dynamic fusion strategy all contribute significantly to the model performance. These
results indicate that PAMFC-InfoNet can comprehensively extract EEG features, exhibits high accu-
racy and robustness in epilepsy detection, and provides an effective solution for clinical automatic
epilepsy detection.
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1. 5|15

W2 — AR VER e RGN, 2ERAA 5000 J3 N2, HARFALE R R AR IR B ErEAhE,
WA ORI R AR R EEEAR (1], A2 B3 BORE A SR D) REE s Sk s s, H 2T REfE
K dnl2]o i E(EEGHE i SN S S I B2 TR, 7EMUW 2 W A 5 3 1z B3] H
T, 2 W7 2 AR 22 B SO0 il i (EEG) LSk AR AL 7 o (EFBIARE T ) EEG Hdla#EI 2
71, MELAH AL H a8 K AR TR, T A& B S0l & S0 B E IR ROME,  BERERE 5 K
St st i, SCRERRIRER ST & K K AR & [4].

R R LR, R A AT B SN 51 1O [ OO, AR L S 0 2 SRR
PAFEN T TIZRIREFL[5]. 20 tHhad 80 4EAR, Gotman [6]H H — i T I i o0 A R BN R A T
FE S A I SRS DR, 2R 5 5 A BRI A8~ ST SRS T2 408 iR, RR TSR ENL(SVM)
[7]+ k-3E4T(k-NN) [8] BEHLARFR(RF) [O1ANANZR UL [10] 558 4L & 2% > S A T A5 5 R CiR . 41
i, Shanmugam ZF[10]32 H — Al FHLas 7 > ARG A ARG T3 2%, S8 I F 1o v A5 5 AT TAR R L /s
PRI, T AR e 2 pR B I AR M SR AL ZE IO 2K, 2l ZR)A 72 FPGA ESEEL, bl
ERFESEHL T RAFIRIPEGE . Wang SF[11142 H— At A A7 B s -5 IR0 5k, Jeillid 20 /)
R0 PR A 5 R 2 D AEREAS BB BT D AE RS B B e S iaHONFE A
1, e KRR FE AL B SR RS K-8 & 53T 7098, Donos S%[8]4 th —# 5 T1Efk
Pl & b SR RO A A EAS N 532, DA AN SPHPR RIS 4, e AN AR AR A DX F — A P A i s e
RRIRIC 1L AR LA SN D AP R, I P BERLARAR 0 SR AR BEAT 702K, 12 BRIl 1 RS IO T P R
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TX I T LA 5 ) IR0 ARSI 7 V200 i 7 T AR ORI BRARAE, e B8 S R R o 75 22 1l
HIH

BEE IR L2 S HOR B KR, IR R NN 7 ke 8 22 25k 1R 152 27 > IR & AR T 77 75 [12]
Acharya Z5[13]3 555 45 A7 4 £ % 8% (Convolutional Neural Network, CNN) S i B BAE 5 10404, S2 8l
T/~ 13 JZ IR E CNN R AT 2 80 i L 73 2K . & e S5 [ 1418 2 REEFRF -S4 HES AL 3405 57
W 22 @ i LA A B AR AR DA R, RilG ) Sl % R re R AN D AR RE I, R IR BE S AR 2 2%
(DCNN) PEAk R AR T B o Li S [15] 5@ HH gt J6 p fed B kA o B8 UG FRL A5 5 ISP 3R AIE, R A CNIN
5 Transformer 22 % 45 M) SEEUEOR A VE T . Hu Z5:[16]45 Li ZE[17]4 BIA 2 1 fb N XA K56 35130 12, (Bi-
LSTM) I 25 X 48 B o 12 B8 KA B8 A6 S80I 412 1 F ST (EEG) ] (] 7 51w (4D IR (AR s, 3 T S SO0
ERTEZRI . BT IR IN T AUAE Bl BRI REAREUE S LSTM 48153 1 W& 48
o

GBI FHES) 1 B SR K, B AETE 2 R RV . AR GELES 5 ) 5 ik MOl T ARk
TR, HAERESZ R T 70 E AU RIR, ML & N AR EEG 15 S IAEE M JEP AR, BRI A i
R ZARE A B s VR ) Tk, 21 CNIN R 4 K H By 3 B = 20 A A R I PP A i, LSTMYB-
LSTM ERBEHHRIN 77 5 ZAE Ja) B 4R AE (A on e o PR Q) URRME AN 2, FEJL P 318880 b S i U5
1M CNN 5 Transformer )& 545 & B K3 0UR &5 42 RIRrE, {2 Transformer ¥ EH {3 & AIWLHILER T
F EARETEEIUAR,  HLEE Rl G 77 2O DLE BORE AR 4340 22 57

BEXTIXEea) f, ASCHRH — Rl & 2 RE GRS BRI 7 @K JF-AT [ 25 4444 (Parallel Attention-
Based Multiscale Feature Correlation-Informer Network, PAMFC-InfoNet). %Z2Jifiid AMFC %5 In-
former 73 S P A5 S SCEUAFAE HAb: AMFC 73 OB GIBEET B NS Z REREGR, SEREERY
SR R FREEE /T Informer 73 SR R BAME R Z L], S AT AKARR PO R 5] N33
TIA Rl SRS, ARHERFAE 70 AT 3G SRR 7 SO . B 2 T A et T8 P RRE S 4 Th
SRR ER, S THR B R ) S e S AR

S S g P —
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Figure 1. Flowchart of the detection method for epileptic seizures
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E L NARSOT AR, TEWER T PAMFC-InfoNet #07 F T80 & AR RS IR 5o B 72, R
HEf . TACEE . XU STRAIESE I S INBURL & by R th ML . B %G, WA REIER L
HIE EEG JRUA(E S BJREE BRI (TS 2 F) . MR R SO AL EE) R B AR A 12
> AMFC 73 SCRFE RN AE (SRR ) 3R, Informer 73 SCE KRR IR AR AR5, 15 Bhh S In
U 5 MG [ B 5 XU STRFAE s B 480 M 4 R ARSI A AR TR ROAS I A5 2R, Dl PRI 1 50
FSN S (4t o 2 5 (K 82 R 56

2. M5 5%
2.1, BUERIEFHETRALE

2.1.1. BIEKiR

AR SCR AN O8 TF 0 i P BB SR BOIE A R B, BUARE B

1) B2 i e PR A AR

ZHIEEEY 5 4 iEE g LR (A~E), FRHE 100 AN P HIREAR, SREESR 173.61 Hz, 4
PR 12 £, BAFEARRK 23.6 FH(F 4096 MKFER). o, A 4UNBFIRIRE TIIERBE, B 4N
PHRARAS FRIE R K s, C 4180 D 4N RAEMII R K, E 40 R E R I . AIRIERAD < RAE
Wi vs IERNEI” (1 =268 77, SREI A (IER)S E ACRMEMNREARBHT ISP . 3 RK S35
PERHIR N 1R .

Table 1. Detailed information of the University of Bonn dataset

1L OKBRFHEENFARER

RN Wi 2B
4 0] N F S
R AR PR H A 8] H A ]34 KA
R PN k= P P A Fii A
HLR A B kB kB e EE AL TkEIX FkEIX

2) CHB-MIT =k /7 fing H P $icdi 45

T2 A H U ) L2 R R (CHB) AR B T 22 Be (MIT) B AR AR 1) Sk B2 i e B9 4 (18], o
B2 4R EG LB, FIk 3~22 %5 17 Lok, R 1.5~19 2)I 23 Filidsk, Horb 1 FI(Es 21 Filid
S NE etk RZiRFE (1 55203 1.5 F)a = a5l . i Sk B e e A 1 an i 2 Bios i E Br
10~20 EEG it B Mdr 4 2472, FR ) 23~26 MHIMNCRSE . BE RAEHE N 256 Hz, 73 9i% N 16
bit. CHB-MIT ##a 4 ik Wi 2 pivs.

Table 2. Detailed information of the CHB-MIT dataset
%% 2. CHB-MIT BUIBEREAER

e P R RAEHE KA K (s)
1 & 11 7 442
2 5 11 3 172
3 & 14 7 402
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4 5 22 4 378
5 /s 7 5 558
6 gia 15 10 138
7 7 145 3 325
8 % 35 5 919
9 E’q 10 4 276
10 5 3 6 447
11 s 12 3 806
12 gia 2 27 1475
13 7 3 12 535
14 % 9 8 109
15 5B 16 20 1992
16 kS 7 10 84

17 s 12 3 293
18 gy 18 6 317
19 % 19 3 236
20 % 6 8 294
21 Z 13 4 199
22 % 9 3 204
23 % 6 7 424
24 - - 16 511

T - 9.98 184 11,536

Figure 2. Positions of EEG electrodes in the international 10~20 system
2. EFR 10~20 EEG BRI E
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2.1.2. BIETALIE

T BB RFHAEE, AULEE RN T IR, B A 45 E HAFEAEN 64 75 BOFRENLET
il FHRERIREEM AN 2 B & B ZN P BURHIE S S S, RIEATIH— S TR B R4, ARPERE VT AL
K H 5 P18 SCIIE SRS, GuitErfiR . RBUSE . Rt (BRPH IR A 238 TARRFE 28 R 1H A (AUROC)
¥R, DAASTH R WO AR e 1

X F CHB-MIT E¥a5E, w50 IR S A BRSO TR 5 R A 3 IXC ) R R AR R L B T T s 359
32 B (HEBR MBI 4G 20 08 PR AE), RAERBAX [BINEESE 1 /N o R AEIRC % B B, 8 i (A &k VT A
FR RS SCAAE SR R TR SRV 1) R, (R DX B SR BRI A I o 28 TR R A B 5 R A TR 45 S e K 1
AFAE D2 22 S S B AP R, SR 4 B0 8 TR B o R AR SR 3 SR A VR Al - B &
BRI RO A A — R RAEIAEEE, RADIS PSRN ESIF G AT H#], 6w B e A58
i, RIS R AR R AREARBENL KA, (R LI ET 101 X TR B R AR R AR, TR
TEBSE A, CAOHE R REEE 1 RE 2 5. BT SR 5 U R SR B B0 A SUERIE
HEME K ARRR, B PRGS FnT H k.

2.2. $FEIRENFnpELE

2.2.1. FHERE

M E LS EEG {55 B RE RALEUR K AE M E A TR0, RHIBIRG T HRHIE 5 5 A MR AH 25
G, ARG SRR LS KBS SR, NEES AR RN . FFAE
PR AT R 22 81 EEG R i, REER Ny 256 Hz, KT 64 MEE & A EE S, BAE DX R —
BOESEM 0, B bRl 264 4EHFAE H) & (22 183l x 12 %FF).

FHERBURET EEG 5 MIRIEN MRS S E A, A RN S 5 R & = (W
EARIRARIR), 5 & RALRAERT G I B TE 7 AR . 12 RRHIEAR B R S AR THRMIE(T 28) 506
FRIE(S 28), AITARFIEITE B8 WS TH, 8 sl T, [RIA SR BB R e R AR (i e /N
G X0} 0SB )R RS AEAEL IR 80 Bk e 3 B

Table 3. Extracted features and their definitions

3 3. REAFHER E X

ig K E 3K AR PrEE R S S RRRLIAN e
j L N -
‘ Mean ==X , X NFRFESIRIE, N WS SIEARACT, &I SRR
Hfi(Mean) N R SRR B T 55 T
% NN N PR R (E S IR, R G B R
(Variance) Variance =7 20 ~ Mean) B, MR E KT R,
giit
R -~ skewness = Lo 5 -Mean ' RAERIS AR, KA AR
(Skenness TNAT o )0 s RmmmEARRE >0), MZHEST
e SRR A (WME = 0).
. L5 5 Meoan JRMA A UL IE , % (3008 A e 25
< Kurtosis:—Z( i ] -3 I “RIEE” (R >0), AMEN
(Kurtosis) N id c

P (W ~0).
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— . B BRI S b R (B
o CV=—T (Mean=0if, W0  SybahEAH, OV ke X /& 1N
v Mean ST

IS TR SRR S SE I A% ZEAE
REsEOar MAD - L il % — | HARPIME, BRRIEGE SR,
#(MAD) niz BxtsEE R A EGRiR s, E6 08
SRR ) EEG Bl

E T AR RMSA = |18 HEENETREERE, RIEHIHNFPK
(RMSA) CANET HUEE, RMSA 9] & 7.

wRE

(Shannon

==3plog,p. p NIEEMEES  FAEE ST, RAEME RS
W, TRFREEAE, M, (55 RN

Entropy) fi, K NBEBIXEE
BE E e EREESRRABURME, R EHIE R A
(Log Energy H. =-log, SE) EAfESHER EE, H BRI L.
Entropy) L&
. (Si%ﬂf?tiﬁl Hye ==2P(f)log, P(f) . P(F) N0 BUSTEREREbR, RAEIIHFESI% (8~13
) ectra PN
Ene[ropy) R E E I A HZ)RERESRT, H A
?-;w Ho= L log (Kp_qj(q:z) 0 R R TR, X R
v "1-g Y (HUBNB ) SR, X5 T 75 4
py)
A v RS ERG, SERCIN A, S
(Tsallis HFﬁ(l—gP?j(qﬂ-@ AR R B O A, B R
Entropy) T e R FE A7
2.2.2. FHERELE

TEANFEARTEEL 264 ANMEFAE(RREE 12 AMREIE, OB EIRENIE. T2 WE. §E, TR R
. AR R ZE . ST IRIRIE(RMSA) BN XRS5 RS S ) . H T A A
AR 64, HAHRNME M TR & I8 TE R ARG s A S, MORH 32 5o 73 (PCA) 4 & 77 78 73 i (SVD)
HEAT VR4

PCA [P%Co 2 83 1E 22 AR 4ok i 4 R AE B B4 725 (], A R R @R G AE R R
X eR™™ (n AFEARRD), B/ EE T AU B ek 25 3 E) R 31 x5 BBl T SVD 2 i A e &
TR X g = UZV T FoH1 v e RP* SRR ] A B, 41 ) S00) B iR AR R 1R 25 (R ) TEAS 2 s e Je R T 64
ANRHIE A AL AR R AR V,, e R®™™, W FIARHERGE BARGETH]: z=x ., -V, ,» HTZeR™™ BN
YE S WARHIERE R, B H 64 A TR ROR .

IS FARAE, PRER S E RO A AN TR, RIS R BN A DG I OB, S SR AL 25
5V RESOAIE 2552 it

2.3. PAMFC-InfoNet $&&!

AL H ) PAMFC-InfoNet (Parallel Attention-Based Multiscale Feature Correlation-Informer Network)
& — PR T XU SCPAT SRR R A DU AR Y, B ARl 2 ROBERFAE SR I S KA 7 R R AR 1 ) 2% =
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LT EEG {5 5 AR AR SRS v UM o 1 N 2% AR SE R 1] 3 B, B AMFC 4332 Informer
IY SR ENASFAERE G =85y, SR B M SRR ) 4 T A 4

PAMFC-InfoNet [ i fr il i F o] R4 4 -

1) i N\ HIEIE S 75 EEG Bk (IR N[B, 1, L], Hrh B =32 AfittE K/, L =64 NFFKE);

2) AMFC 73 SCIB I B 3808 . 2 RS GRS RHE AR OCPE L, it )= SR 40 AR AIE ) (32 4E);

3) Informer 43 >Zif i ProbSparse yE & I HE K FERS PR, 4 H 42 R B P AR-AIE /) 22:(32 4);

4) B IBLRLE PIAN 5 SCRFE, 2253 80 28 i A I 25 B CRAE IR AR 181 3)

ZHERIEIE X SCPATYME, BECREE T B AR 45 R i S R U, SORHE T 3 = Lt
KRR 7 ORI AR RE Ty IR, ShASALG SRS AT S B A R A 9 0 S I DT A R, A A
DU AL B AT A ARRAIE S % o

L.

GAZERFAE

|_______________________________—I
[m———————=— ————
| 8 | ProbSparse Attention Encoder | . s g = |
| =8 3 ! Multi-head : 1 oo S B | B |
\% =" | I < 8 g |
| a2 &l ProbSparse Self- e S ga %
| g : attention : 5 8 " |
| L e e __ | I
y Dymamic |
4—I—€ Feature r—————- | = I
'+ Fusion | [FCEB-1 L/ | e e
| | | g |
DCB-2 —_—
Output | | [FCEB-2 I+ . 2 i
| | DCB-3 5]
| Flatten | FCEB-3 § ?% |
| Lo e g |
L I '
_—r‘_/'-__________|___‘,‘_______.____________J

Feature Correlation Extraction Block
P ]

v
( LeakyReLu ) |( LeakyReLu )
| I

|
| |
| |
| |
| ( BatchNorm1d ) | ( BatchNorm1d ) :
I v

|
i |
! |

Kernel size=3,padding=1

Figure 3. Architecture of the PAMFC-InfoNet model
3. PAMFC-InfoNet 5 8£E4y
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2.31. AMFC 9% : % REFHEMEXMEHFERE

AMFC (Attention-Based Multiscale Feature Correlation) /32 £ EEG 155 = S 4HURFAE (Ui
RAERIRWE S )5 2 R PRI, 8 2 WU S ER ESR 0 45 S o e A i v, 3L
SR F B TE R I EH (Attention Module). £ RUEE G FEH (Multi Scale Convolutional Module) FIHE{EAH ¢
P45 H (Feature Correlation Extraction Module) 8 BEZL B .

1) JEIEEE I (Attention Module): £1%) EEG {55 WA SURHIE 5 e P TR 2= 1 i), il it 3
ARG 58 SCHEE I8 R IE R AL . HBTHR A “SF3ibit + SoRitiik” (XUEIE (S S A SR 1 Xt
BNFHIEEI([32, 1, 64]) 70 Al AT 4 R PR S oAy, S REIELE M ST HRME: B S 24
TR 245 (Ve 2 4E 2 A% N JEIE 1 1/8)55 Sigmoid I8 pR 45 A Gl A = [n) #([32, 1, 1])s 2R 1)
5T, SLH B LR REE ) S NI SR AR R R E N

y = x-o(FC(Re LU (FC (avgpool (x) + maxpool (x)))

H, o4 Sigmoid %, FC AEZEHLE, avgpool 5 maxpool 735 T3tk 5 e Rt AL A

2) % R (Multi Scale Convolutional Module):  J9#i# EEG 155 F AN A4 2 3 Fl (1) ) o A 24
(Uig . PU), REHGE T 4 A H BRIER B R] 2 B A AR HUSEIURHE I R ALY & o AN RHCR IR B
A BB, RS SETUR RIS A R M Uk 28 1 MGG O EE MRS R 2,
JE8E 3 M ERPBUK K B IE E RS (2—4—8—16): A &R H kernel_size = 3. stride=1. padding =
1 MZH®RE, W7 KBRS R P RIFA LG4 R 64): BB EEMET— 1k
(BatchNorm1d)tj LeakyReLU i B & (7Rl % 0.1), oIS AEAEk e RIARE 1. BB NG 3 NG
BURHEDHECEIE SN 4 + 8 + 16 = 28), I 2 B RFAE Al & B2 T+ X 52 A4 i A ) 7 25

3) HHIEAH e AR H (Feature Correlation Extraction Module): i%#HudEid 3 4> Hr 4K FCEBlock (Feature
Correlation Extraction Block) sk HiLi i [H] S 5 R S P itk (1 BE & 24 . B4 FCEBlock H5: W2
2D & (kernel_size = 3, padding = 1), Ed Y FR4ERE(KH[32, 28, 64) %45 4[32, 28, 1, 64]) LI “IEIE - W) [H]”
TYUERRIERAS AR, FREEEART: U S EE SO B, Gl 1x L SRR, S B
FEIEIN, BEGLIR Z 26 IR T R 1) s k) —1b 5 LeakyReLU WG sR%L, it — D i b S e 1

3 /I FCEBlock [ HIBIE Y Ay 16, RZGE I RHEDHETE [32, 48, 1, 641MAL G RHIE, 415 s
AR R 32 YERHIE I, A S SR G PR AR R S

2.3.2. Informer 4337 : KIERTFFIRBUEE

Informer 73 3Z BAEAHE EEG {5 5 AR Fe AR (i & A AT Ja 1 R s shisi A ke %%), R
1k ProbSparse [ = bl B 404% St Transformer ¥ 13557, 78 BRAR U552 2% B 10 [ B £ B 6 487 471 4
TIPS RE o s R A S 4R E Y2 . ProbSparse 5= 1 4t a8 FURFIE 46 2 o

PEER R A HIETE EEG 55 4R M &, 122 R MmN T 51([32, 64, 1]) Bt
TR AERIE S R ([32, 64, 32]), FLrRaRsoyEE 32 (MVRFIELEEE) M G 23 = JIN LI ER L 08 (R RFE X 3 %
Lif&4: Transformer AN, T EEG 15 5 AP HEMBENLIE, Jofk 5l NBUM RIER, (OB %% )2
(1) token embedding B[ il & i J37 A5 75 3K [19] -

ProbSparse VER J14mid%s: 4midgsi% .04 ProbSparse EVEE AHLH]. HEHHIET “WEE R0 A5
HAEMGME” WWEE: £ EERHEF, D BEH - B (Query-Key) X TTHRE %, 1 22 H0k 1 52 ma Ay
Z0E[20]. 4mhde% i 1 2 EncoderLayer 41k, @I “VEEJJHIFE” HHEFFRA S BE B IMITEITR:
XF Query Fl Key BEATHIFE(FEAS &N factor -log (L) , Herbt L =64 /7 HIK L, factor = 5), A5 i DUk &
[k R o, EAFE M O(L) BEZE O(Llog L) [4]; 445 1D 4B (kernel_size = 1) 5 7k 2 HE (1 T 54 45
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PSR L AR ERIL, [FINIEIE LayerNorm JA—fb R IIZRidfE. Smbdastaniti u[32, 64, 32] M KAE P
RHIE, A R 51 AR R i e SR

FHEIRAEZ . 22 fR1([32, 64 x 32]) 5 A HEHE Z WU, KRR FPARHIE IR 460 32 4k &, 5 AMFC 7
SCIH HAE R ORRE — 2, VRRIE R £ B E i o

2.33. BIESYHIERE S 53

NFES RAEX Gy LI EAME, PAMFC-InfoNet SR ZhAS DAL & 5, RIS BEASREAE 2347 H & MR
P TR E . B Pt AMFC 23 3 5 Informer 43 301 32 4ERRME, K 64 4EREAHHIE; Wil
AR R Softmax B HUAE OB [ 8 ([32, 2]),  Z3 D0 R AN 3 S B ZEVE R A WA 23 SRR gk
A7 IIAL( weighted _ams = x__-w,, weighted _informer = x .. -w,, Jeitw +w, =1), F@EIFRESHEAS BIm A
FRE: RAHFIEL 3 R AR M (Th A 4L 128—64—32) 5 Dropout (HE% 0.5—0.3—0.2) IEML S,
i 1 (num_classes = 2) S B A& 1 91 5 R AE R ) — 702K .
3. #R
3.1 XWGE

PAMFC-InfoNet BI7LfE PN ATF I EEG it de LibAT 1 P4l B ROR A i B 4R A CHB-MIT
Sk B i L PR B 4R . BT HUOEIE EEG {5 5 (IR W 50N KAMEIRE), JE&E a8k B 2N BH 1Sk K
EEG {55, Wit AR FAF . ARAEIER 0 R EdE #4177 sk, BAYIZRR A Adam ik
7%, VIR RN le-4, fbE K/ 32, BUEIERCH 1le-5, F{5 5 (patience = 50)i il & . i A 5256
7E NVIDIA RTX 4060 GPU L5¢k%, HE4EA PyTorch 3.9,
3.2. MEREVEfLIEHR

KA 5 A8 XIS, W HER A . R Rem . PR PER(FPR)ANSZIAE TAERHE M4 T i
FUAUROC) X 1 8 [ P R IEAT PEAG

HER % (Accuracy):  TERfZF FFEAR SRR LG, A KR, tHRARA:

. TP+TN
W2 =
e = e P TN S PN

RAIUE (Sensitivity): A AF A A G IE ARSI I L], A7 BRI A A F I RE T, THEAFON:

TP
iﬁ“;_TP+FN

7 5 M (Specificity): A& AE IA] 3/ 1E H R A Fh gk IE AR B LB (TN/(TN + FP)), sz R 784 g /1 B 2 1
A1, HEAAN:

TN
€|%C%L&L_TNH:P

B RH T2 (FP Count): Bz ES [B] N R PN R AESAROREAREL,  PFAR I PRS2 M: GRRI ek 4T) 5
ZRE TAERAE 22 T AL (AUROC):  Je IRABE Y S 9 2R A 1 [X 40 6 ) R IT 1 3E0T)
3.3. XNIGELR

331 BREAXFHIRELER
% 4 JE7R T PAMFC-InfoNet 7E 3 BUR 2 5 854 B0 5 $r28 WEGAESS R . BRE Kb RIS, F
PIUERRRIA 99.43%, REZE EIA 100%, R EEH ORI R MEWIRAE; Rtk 744 99.71%, fRFH
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P HCE A 2.2, PEEIXT IEFREA iR I8 /b AUROC “F3ME A 99.43%, 2T 1, il 7 AR F 1)
X/ fE

Table 4. 5-fold cross-validation results of the University of Bonn dataset

4. RBERFHIRE 5 TR NMIELER

EIIEA HER % (%) REUE (%) R (%) EA RS AUROC (%)
0 99.30 100 99.72 3 99.30
1 99.10 100 99.47 0 99.10
2 99.61 100 100.00 0 99.61
3 99.65 100 99.92 1 99.65
4 99.49 100 99.42 7 99.49
A 99.43 100 99.71 2.20 99.43

3.3.2. CHB-MIT iR&ELER
%5 2T PAMFC-InfoNet /£ CHB-MIT %454 I B35 (50 IESS R (23 H12ilE). BMERE L
EHAE EAORFFIL YRR “FIHERIZE 99.61%, RBUE 99.89% (21 5 &1k 100%), 2 BH B A % KA
RIS RIEE S, BAMLRER AN R T 98.73%, MBRHMETHECTIINL 13.43 (K 1.2),
W R I RS IR 75 3K ;. AUROC “FH{H 99.62%, IGiE 1 AR 7E ELS2i AR B Hh i [X 40 fig
EAEAEERE, AT RIEERE 240 80 chbl2. chbl5), FERIIREE 98%LL IR, &I
T A AL R SR W o A 22 57 (03 R

Table 5. Validation results of patients in the CHB-MIT dataset
% 5. CHB-MIT RS B & A IIEL R

BT HENH 2 (%) R (%) R (%) TRBEEE 5 AUROC (%)
1 99.73 100 98.28 18.8 99.84
2 99.92 100 98.78 5.4 99.95
3 99.85 100 99.07 9.6 99.91
4 99.96 100 98.48 11.6 99.98
5 99.84 100 98.98 1 99.91
6 99.74 100 97.83 20.8 99.85
7 99.95 100 99.15 5.4 99.97
8 99.42 100 98.42 24.4 99.55
9 99.96 100 99.3 4.6 99.98
10 99.96 100 99.79 2.6 99.98
11 99.96 100 99.79 2.6 99.98
12 98.44 99.34 98.43 30.6 98.44
13 99.51 99.95 98.79 18.6 99.54
14 99.07 99.74 97.49 20.2 98.83
15 98.51 98.82 98.8 44.2 98.46
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16 98.82 99.69 97.88 18.2 98.67
17 99.77 100 98.98 6 99.83
18 99.71 100 97.92 18 99.83
19 99.95 100 99.65 1.2 99.94
20 99.69 100 98.61 13 99.81
21 99.52 99.92 97.24 15.2 99.17
22 99.93 100 99.41 2.8 99.95
23 99.9 100 99.61 4.2 99.93
FHME 99.61 99.89 98.73 13.43 99.62

3.4. jHRYSEIE

3.4.1. HRASEIE SR

NYEAE PAMFC-InfoNet HiZ 0414 (AMFC 4» 3 Informer 2357 K h 75 B £ SRmE ) ) 0 Bt 5 51
BREE, AWPFdE T ZHEREEE, @ LR AR 5 B e AR A AR RV R, B R LA
SXof A ARSI RS ) R o SIS TE I B 2 AR A kAT, SR 5 TR AR A — B0 I SR BC B (Adam HRAL S
5 138 XIS, WfRas RrmTbtt, WA TRPR A FEHER R . RIEBE . e BFH 40 AUROC.
5T )5 4H PAMFC-InfoNet 2244, i DAN =4 H bR 4«

1) M-01 & #Fr AMFC 733 (AR B Informer 73308, B ZEARFT AMFC 43 SO B RE 1 DT AR o
IR AMFC 7332, AUORE Informer 23 SCRMEEAEAY, WSS A AE R FRASFR I P AR, R = J=) 04
(R G ISR

2) M-02 j2# 5 Informer 733 (IXARFE AMFC 73 30) 8. 5 M-01 A%, 8RR Informer 4332,
I EE AMFC 23 SEEHATRSAE SR BRI 2028, LAYPAY AMFC 23 S AE S TARRF PERE, DLR KRR I 5 E A
RAHASE R ) LA o

3) M-03 2 x2S A L& (PR B U3, {4 T s ) s AL . fR B8 T AMFC 43 3CF1 Informer 73
S, ABAE B IR Rl A HEE B 3 N (T R R IE BB o XA T DA BT sh S IR il & SRS 7 & DL HE 9
SCRFAEA E 7 T 1) B A

3.4.2. HEASCIGLER O

K 4 W EILT R 4G PAMFC-InfoNet #5175 = 20 j5 A48 & (M-01 J& AMFC 4332+ M-02 J& Informer
533 M-03 [B] 58 flA) 7 TR IO REFE AR _EIRXT Eu 4 2R .

GERRE, LR AMFC 43 3 (M-01), #ERARZEHLR AR R [ 0.91% (98.70% vs 99.61%), AUROC
B3 N % 0.92% (98.70% vs 99.62%), 7 U 1K 0.18% (99.71% vs 99.89%), BFH I it%I%4 0 0.97 (14.4
vs 13.43). XKW AMFC 4 Sl 2 R A6 A0 5 0 I8 T 2 44 1= 3 40 AR AAE (i A 1 B I R
TR ) 0T B TSR A B AA A RS B R G L, U R AEAS 5 B R R DTk B 2 o LR 2 S SO AL
Jed A A ) BB T B, T S MR AW B 1

24225 Informer 73 3 I (M-02), HERA 22 4 JFL AR RS T [ 0.34% (99.27% vs 99.61%), AUROC T [ 0.36%
(99.26% vs 99.62%), L& R LRFF 100%, {H AR FHMETHEUE 3 P4 1K(6.8 vs 13.43) . iX—25 5457 Informer
I3 SCHIAZ O A F 2 B AR RR I 5 (058 (2 i A i I i PTG BN PRI A ), Lok 2 ) S AL 06t 4 =y )
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BRI AE 7T, B AUROC (S BABERIX 73 BE A7) T B o TABCRHE T HA iy AT BT Jm AR 1) 1L P2
KAk, VLU0 SO LLARIUR 545 4R RS AL (K110 -

ANMERIM RERIRER A R E

—E )
FHRIRR M-01 (JFCAMFC) - ggi ®
99. 6% 99.9% 99. 6% 99.7%
100 98.7% 16 100 98.7% 98.8% 8.7 o |mmE BRME %)
14.4 R
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Figure 4. Comprehensive comparison of performance metrics for model structure ablation experiments
4. HRBIGEHHRIIE B RSB IRER A XTEL

[i] 7 il A (M-03) I 5 TR PRI IR T R A A . e R T F% 0.30% (99.31% vs 99.61%), AUROC &
0.31% (99.31% vs 99.62%), FBHMETH%I N 0.37 (7.8 vs 6.8). IXLGIUE T ZhAINALRL & S 4 2tk ——i
1o 3 N RE XN SOBCEE,, TR B AR AR AIE 70 AT (U A AE T LURI AR BN T KA IR DA R A
O E) RIE /- BCAFAE TTRREE, i [ e A VD@ AR 22 5, S Rt

Bl a WAEZRA N EZR NIRRT HEEE . REBUE. RemtE, B30 AUROC &AL L.
W EFIR AR SR AA Y, ARSI AR B 2 05 B = 2V Rl A . mT AT BTS2, iR A AR 2R 7 M
. REE N AUROC F¥RIEM, TR RAE— 1% LAt Ebr MU FFEEE R R, JUH M-01 (6
AMFC 73 30) VL RE R R N B3, BEUWIRIE T AMFC 4332 . Informer 4332 M 31125 A Rl S5 of A6 704 e
RERIthFIIE EEAE A, 5% 6 M ES 4R —8.

35. 5UBERNELLE

N4 IR PAMFC-InfoNet [PEREDL S, AT 5Tk EE T CHB-MIT 035 1) 3 i #6
PRI HEAT X EE
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Table 6. Performance of different models on the CHB-MIT dataset
52 6. TEIHREIAE CHB-MIT HUiBE FHISR

> i Pl 2 bk FiE =Y
Al ii Acfrifif(%) Seni?\flit% (%) Spe::Fi%fij(J:ritrf:5 (%) AUROC
RS-DA + 1D-CNN [21] 2021 99.54 88.14 99.62 /
CNN + Bi-LSTM + Wavelet [22] 2022 97.51 97.51 / 90.82
Deep CNN [23] 2023 96.99 97.06 96.89 /
Tunable-Q Wavelet Transform + CNN [24] 2023 97.57 98.9 / /
CNN-Reformer [25] 2024 98.09 97.57 98.11 /
ConvNeXt + SImAM {E i 11[26] 2025 98.83 96.86 97.68 99.34
CNN + Informer [4] 2025 98.54 99.54 98.55 /
AL - 99.61 99.89 98.73 99.62

MFE 6 HIST L SE K F, PAMFC-InfoNet 7ERZCoMEREFR bR IRPR S A I R Bt 2 R o 8 25
P, ERAKPERE T, PAMFC-InfoNet [IHERAZ(99.61%) R )% (99.89%) & AUROC (99.62%) )17 1| fit
BB AL, Hoh REUE IR CNN + Informer (99.54%)#27F 0.35 M 404, AUROC %
ConvNeXt + SimAM 7F & /715 41(99.34%) $& F+ 0.28 /N1 43 s, R BHHAE 73 FUERAPE 5200 X 73 5e ) Lo
BAR# . GRS )Z T, PAMFC-InfoNet i) R B fE1A %] 99.89%, H.7E 23 4] 55 21 15530 100%
REPE, BWRERIEWES IR AR IRAC, R 4E R 98.73%, RFATETHECT41Y 13.43, A
P T IRIR S CDIER 5 OCODIRIT BIROFR R

FERSIER L BE 1) b, A58 SRS, 40 Deep CNN. RS-DA + 1D-CNN, 32 [T 8o — 54 R EGTE =,
M DA [ o SHe ORI A FEL P S 3 AR S VR R A 5 KRR P A, 5 SR U Ry S R B A s TRA 2484
RS, 111 CNN + Bi-LSTM + Wavelet. CNN + Informer, B 223045 & A R AESRBUNLH], (B 5= 45 REA
REAE 20 A0 22 57 B0 L 3 SRl s, PEREIR A BR . 17 PAMFC-InfoNet iliid AMFC 4332 12 REEF 518
TET TR AR AR AR HE, 255 Informer 43 32 (1) %% &4k ProbSparse V£ & 7 iy U@ B FR 7 5GBE,
P38 I Zh A AL Rl & A A A ORRAE 2 A, SEIL T RS 4 R RR AR I e RO kb o AN A A 2
KA, XT CHB-MIT #di 4 Hh AR 305 24 1) 23 (40 chb12. chbl15), PAMFC-InfoNet {758 f-#F 98%LA
R, T 43 6t P AR SR B A AR A 6 R R B RS B RE T, 20 S it B A R SR A R 2
ST BB

4, e
4.1. ERRR

PAMFC-InfoNet #57 f) = ZLAR IS+ H XU SEAM S8 G BN AL H G R Al e, AR Re A 20t
M EEG {55 2HUR A2 /4L AMFC 73 3l 2 RS BUNIE LG 5 5 AR S B, T
Informer 3 SV T BEARTE IS PP AR DI (K45 5 A BE 7Y RE S A% S 1) B0 SR, PR Dy i e
A TR A A e DA ) B JTCEBC AR > PR SR A J&3 B ARFALE -

4.2. FHERKERKRIIE

JUERRRIL O, (B — e b, —J7im, TR RN B, UG AR 2 R BB
EBINUHIOREOL T, IR I SRR e S i & 1 S B 37 s i m] BE O PE BETL . AROR (1Y
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TARRAR I ARG HOR, B EniR 280, CAg T ST, RIS ORI RE

I BIASRR A HS B T REAR G B IE R, ER T35 FEIRUM A A A R BLCR AR EE A6
FARTEVE . FARLE) R ZE R, XTI 32 & RC RE AP rT el . AR PR R SR RRATT IR
ZRMIRE LS, EEMARFERE T, Bt PR IR R & 3RS, ST ) R AN G AR

5. &hig

AT — P T X ST AR R A M A5 B PAMFC-InfoNet, % M R R IA J7 1Mk LA
JE e SR AR AE 5 K AR A il sUBAL RAZ O i) . 1Z AR A IE T AMFC 43525 Informer 4337 (1)
P [F) 2 ) SRR B Ah: AMFC 3 3OS EIE R 1 5 2 U IREGR, SR R e Bk 55 5
Ik SRR 3R EBE /75 Informer 73 S K 4% B4k ProbSparse V1 ML, FERRARTHIEE 24 5 1 R i 2
FHHE LS 5 AR 7 OCHE: S DA Al & SR AR H8 B ACRFIE 20 A7 L& R B2 SO, ok
P W FAFAE 1 HAMAME

SEEGIGIE LS R R B, PAMFC-InfoNet 7E 3 B 45 45 L SIil 99.43% 1P 41 ERf % . 100% 1) R iR
J% 99.43%[1] AUROC, i B THER 2.2; 7E B 52 %11 CHB-MIT £ i@ £ 4 L, “F3 iRl 2L 99.61%,
REUE N 99.89% (21 4 1L 100%), AUROC A 99.62%, Rt & AE M 20 4% ) BB & A 4 98% LA
R, BUH R S . W ERSZISIESE, AMFC 4332, Informer 4 30 K B ARl A TR
BBV RE A R DTk, = P RIR R T A A M B O A% O S

WA F RS, PAMFC-InfoNet fEZ R IAE R FIDRINTEN, HES LTS RHbE.
PRI A, LA GRS W R5 SR o 2R N B AL TR A B AR T, HR 3O
1T 5 Z0ASAE BT A A5 5 /0 BT TSR A T 38 555, SEIL T R i FELAS 5 R i S R v 1R
5l o
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