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Abstract—Time series data is often composed of informa-
tion at multiple time scales, particularly in biomedical data.
While numerous deep learning strategies exist to capture this
information, many make networks larger, require more data,
are more demanding to compute, and are difficult to interpret.
This limits their usefulness in real-world applications facing
even modest computational or data constraints and can further
complicate their translation into practice. We present a mini-
mal, computationally efficient Time Scale Network combining
the translation and dilation sequence used in discrete wavelet
transforms with traditional convolutional neural networks and
back-propagation. The network simultaneously learns features
at many time scales for sequence classification with significantly
reduced parameters and operations. We demonstrate advantages
in Atrial Dysfunction detection including: superior accuracy-
per-parameter and accuracy-per-operation, fast training and
inference speeds, and visualization and interpretation of learned
patterns in atrial dysfunction detection on ECG signals. We also
demonstrate impressive performance in seizure prediction using
EEG signals. Our network isolated a few time scales that could
be strategically selected to achieve 90.9% accuracy using only
1,133 active parameters and consistently converged on pulsatile
waveform shapes. This method does not rest on any constraints
or assumptions regarding signal content and could be leveraged
in any area of time series analysis dealing with signals containing
features at many time scales.

Index Terms—Efficiency, Wavelet, Shallow NN, Biomedical

I. INTRODUCTION

PPLIED signal processing systems introduce many con-

straints that must be considered in algorithm develop-
ment. Particularly, when working in biomedical data systems,
we encounter many limitations not seen in other fields like
computer vision (CV) and natural language processing (NLP).
Many state-of-the-art CV and NLP architectures and tech-
niques rely on continually increasing network architecture
size and complexity based on expected signal structure and
content, require large datasets and heavy computational re-
sources to train and deploy, and suffer from reduced overall
intepretability. Meanwhile, biomedical applications are unable
to use the same approaches as they frequently face severely
limited data availability which can be of low quality []1],
ideally incorporate processing on local devices both to enable
rapid response during medical events and to address security in
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handling sensitive health information [2]], and benefit greatly
from interpretable outputs that provide meaningful feedback
to patients or clinicians using the algorithm to evaluate and
manage disease [3]].

Due to these limitations, accuracy cannot be the only metric
considered for the successful translation of algorithms in
the biomedical space. For practical application in real-world
settings, it is essential to take into account the available data re-
sources for network training and the computational capabilities
of devices beyond the GPU-focused servers commonly used
by many deep learning (DL) researchers and design algorithms
for those applications. This includes scenarios where there may
be insufficient data to train large networks or lack of expert
knowledge about the embedded patterns to effectively hand-
tune specialized techniques. This also includes applications
that utilize CPU-powered computers and low-power edge
devices, like cellphones and wearable/implantable medical de-
vices, which face strict memory and computational maximums
that signal processing and machine learning (ML) systems
should balance. While some edge applications have relied
heavily on Application Specific Integrated Circuits (ASICs),
these are not realistic solutions for everyone as these chips
are incredibly time consuming and expensive to create and
modify.

Furthermore, explainable and interpretable algorithms will
aid the translation to real-world applications. More explainable
algorithms lead to a better understanding of potential failure
modes of said algorithms and resulting decisions, enabling
application specific mitigation strategies that can increase
confidence and efficacy. Additionally, they can enable knowl-
edge discovery and research directions in evolving disease
research [3[]. None of the aforementioned attributes are ade-
quately characterized by just a reported percent accuracy. Our
goal in this publication is to balance all these considerations
to better enable the translation of DL algorithms directly into
clinical use rather than focusing on improving accuracy by a
few percentage points.

One promising approach for enabling DL algorithms in this
context is to adapt and refine existing validated structures to
be more efficient and effective by considering and combining
both classical signal processing frameworks and newer DL
techniques. Here, we present a novel architecture that we
call the Time Scale (TiSc) Network. It draws inspiration
from wavelets by combining the translation and dilation
sequence used in discrete wavelet transforms (DWTs) with
traditional convolutional neural networks (CNNs) and back-
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propagation to create a shallow neural network that maxi-
mizes accuracy-per-parameter and accuracy-per-operation. We
also are able to use network saliency techniques to produce
“visual explanations” of network decisions that can lead to
insights in network utilization and signal content/structure.
We initially demonstrate these characteristics on interpretable
electrocardiogram (ECG) signals to detect atrial dysfunction
where we assess performance in comparison to other shallow
networks and show key advantages, including interpretability
and fast training and inference. Then, we demonstrate strong
performance on less interpretable electroencephalogram (EEG)
signals to predict seizure onset, and can identify dominant
feature scales that can be used to repeatably extract wave-
forms with interpretable features and further minimize network
parameter counts below 1,200 parameters without sacrificing
accuracy. Model architectures and implementations are freely
available. [[]

II. TIME-FREQUENCY ANALYSIS

Time series signals are well described by the concepts of
frequency and superposition, particularly in the medical field
where biological signals are composed of many physiological
components that oscillate or recur at some independent rate
and combine to form a measured signal. Therefore, time-
frequency analysis techniques are quite effective and are
incorporated into many widely used processing systems. These
include: spectrograms, which compute frequency descriptors
over a limited time window; modified spectrograms like
Mel-Frequency spectrums, which average information within
certain frequency bands; and wavelet decompositions, which
optimize resolution-in-frequency with resolution-in-time in a
generalized, invertible transform.

While Fourier-based techniques are widely used, they have
some well-documented weaknesses such as sensitivity to small
deformations or time-warping at high frequencies, and struggle
to characterize long-duration patterns due to reduced reso-
lution at low frequencies [4]]. While increasing the duration
analyzed by a Fourier Transform can increase the resolution
at low frequencies, this will sacrifice the temporal resolution
of the entire transformation and dilute the specificity of short-
term features as more time and variation is accumulated. This
will also result in oversampling of the higher frequency infor-
mation, creating many unnecessary or redundant coefficients.

Wavelet transforms better manage these phenomena and can
create feature-rich embeddings of artifacts of many different
time scales. DWTs are generalized invertible transforms that
decompose a signal by discretely translating and dilating a
“mother wavelet” to extract time-localized frequency content.
High-frequency content is more finely sampled in time by
a shorter mother wavelet and low-frequency content is more
finely sampled in frequency by an exponentially lengthening
mother wavelet. This elegant time-frequency lattice has proven
especially powerful when applied to real-world signals and is
used in applications ranging from compression (JPEG 2000)
to signal analysis. For example, when applied to ECG signals,
a well-designed wavelet transform can simultaneously capture
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characteristics of impulse-like QRS complexes, slower P and
T waves, still slower heart rate, and even very low frequency
patterns such as respiration rate in a single transform [5]].

There has been a vast exploration of the best wavelet designs
to use in medical contexts which satisfy orthogonality, symme-
try, frequency isolation, and other constraints that are central
to wavelet theory. However, we find these constraints limiting
when used to fit a classification objective. For example, all
wavelets ensure perfect reconstruction and, therefore, embed
all variation in any signal. To efficiently extract information
most optimized classification, it is often not necessary to
capture all variation. In fact, capturing all variation will likely
add noise to the embedding as much of the variation will
be irrelevant for accurate differentiation of each class. To
better allow feature extraction specifically optimized for a
classification objective, we harness the power of DL and back-
propagation to design custom wavelet shapes at many time
scales without numerical constraints.

III. PRIOR LITERATURE

The integration of wavelet-inspired techniques and ML
can be seen as early as the 1990s with adaptive wavelet
techniques [6]], [[7], wavelet networks [8]-[10]], and wavelet-
based graphs [11], [12]]. Other more classical CNN-style
architectures aim to achieve the similar multi-scale feature
extraction [[13[|-[[16]], including dilated convolution [17], in-
variant scattering [18]], temporal convolution networks [19],
[20]. Each approach is plagued with various constraints, such
as reliance on a pre-defined wavelet basis, restriction to an
orthonormal basis, incorporation of other mathematical con-
straints, down/sub-sampling schemes that do not incorporate
full-resolution input, processing only a few hand-selected
window sizes, otherwise constrained feature representation, or
are highly application specific.

Contrary to these approaches, the goal of our network is
to find a non-parametric transform that utilizes a particu-
lar translation/dilation operation without being numerically
constrained to a solution space while avoiding any specific
data-based assumptions. More specifically, we do not con-
strain our learned weights to be invertible or orthogonal or
otherwise satisfy any previously mentioned constraints, and
we do not require linear or time invariant solutions, and
we do not assume any Fourier-derived conclusions including
using sampling theory to justify sub-sampling schemes, relying
entirely on the robustness of back-propagation to converge on
a solution. This keeps our approach from being task-specific,
so even though this solution was designed specifically for
biomedical signal content, it still maintains relevance to any
signal processing application that considers signal components
at different time scales.

In addition to wavelet-based methods, there are many
memory-based structures that aim to capture similar short
and long-term features, including recurrent neural network
components like long short-term memory units [21]], Legen-
dre memory units [22], and other recurrent structures. The
integration of memory units is another way to solve many of
the problems discussed here. However, these architectures can
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Fig. 1. (A) Illustration of TiSc input layer (d to i) and TiSc hidden layer (i to h) operation. In the TiSc input layer, learned waveforms ¥ of exponentially
increasing length slide across the raw data with a stride equal to their length. In the TiSc hidden layer, activations are combined according to their receptive
field in the raw data, assuring only activations contained in a particular time scale are combined. The receptive field of h1 2 is colored to demonstrate this.
(B) Further visualization of the TiSc hidden layer activation combination scheme for two scales A = 2 (green) and A = 3 (orange). An activation in a deeper
layer (below) is created by combining several activations from the previous layer which span the associated time scale.

be complicated by requiring strictly sequential data samples
during training, and take significantly more operations to
compute, leading to long training and inference times. Also,
these components are not at all interpretable.

Lin et al. presents a similar network to ours called the
“Feature Pyramid Network” that they use to detect objects
at various size scales in CV [23]]. While it is successful in
CV and has also been used to analyze spatial features of time
series signals [24]], this technique has not been adapted and
optimized for to extract time series patterns across many time
scales.

IV. TIME SCALE NETWORK

In this study, we introduce the Time Scale Network, or
TiSc Net, to simultaneously and efficiently incorporate features
at many different time scales. TiSc Net implements strided
convolution, following a similar computational structure to
the DWT. Waveform kernels are learned via back-propogation
without any numerical constraints, where each scale is in-
dependent from the others, allowing for optimized feature
extraction specific to the task at hand. The input layer is
summarized in Equation 1, where waveforms of exponentially
increasing length are translated across the data x with a stride
equal to the window size. The output of each windowed
multiplication is saved as a new activation. The TiSc input
layer activations at time scale A\ and offset ¢ are calculated as

g(¥x - (z[n — 2%1] - w[2Y]))

1
YAEA, Vie|o,L/2") M

where A is limited to integers in the range [1,loga(L)], ¢ are

positive integers, L is the length of the input data, ¥y is a

learned waveform of length 2* specific to scale lambda, g is

a non-linear activation funcion, - is the dot product, and w is
defined as

wlm] = 1 O§n<'m @)

0 otherwise

This translation-dilation pattern creates receptive fields

equivalent to those of individual coefficients of a DWT. A

notable difference between our method and wavelet transforms

is that each scale waveform is applied to = in parallel rather

than sequentially. Also, higher-scale wavelet shapes are not
subsampled, so they incorporate full-resolution inputs. This
is an intentional choice to assure long-term patterns are
processed in full detail, rather than limiting to features which
remain after subsampling.

This translation-dilation sequence is continued within the
embedded space where TiSc Hidden Layers combine acti-
vations according to the same time-scaled receptive field,
assuring consideration of strictly time-limited features. An
illustration of this is shown in Figure 1. The resulting equation
is the same as Equation [T} but x represents the embedded
space and w[m] selects activations at all A whose receptive
fields are entirely contained in 0 < n < m in the raw data.
These hidden layers can be repeated or stacked to create deeper
or wider networks. The last TiSc hidden layer does not have
a nonlinearity before it is passed to additional classification
layers, typically a dense connection to a one-hot output.

Multi-channel data can be incorporated into this architecture
by interleaving values from each channel into a single vector
and increasing A values accordingly to maintain the same
time-resolution for each \. This elegantly maintains the above
structure while allowing each W, to incorporate time-aligned
data from all channels in a single operation.

It is worth highlighting the efficiencies of this algorithm.
For each scale A, the entire inner product for all ¢ can
be calculated by reshaping the input data matrix to rows
of length 2* and applying matrix-vector multiplication with
the weight vector, a computation with significant hardware
acceleration in GPUs, CPUs, and even micro-processors. The
entire computational sequence for a single input layer is
most efficiently implemented as shown in Algorithm [T} where
each time scale output is fully calculated by a single matrix
multiplication. Further, despite the non-square structure, we
avoid the need for sparse arrays or other data management
overheads when storing weights and activations by leveraging
the fact that these grow with the same dimensionality as a
binary (or n-ary) tree and inverted binary tree, respectively.
We follow standard binary tree memory organization where
all values are stored along one dimension and indexed such
that moving between scales is possible through multiplication
by 2 and moving within each scale is possible by adding the
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Algorithm 1 Time Scale Computation

1: s+ A_min

2w +— 2°

3: i < length(data) /w

4: while scale <= A_max do

5:  reshape data d to have rows of length w
6: k< weightsjw —1:w*2—1]
7
8
9

r « k.matmul(d) + bias[s]
outfi—1:i%x2—1] «r
WA w2
10 i<+ w/2
11: s+ s5+1
12: end while
13: return out

offset.

The computational complexity of this algorithm, or number
of required operations as a function of input size, is bounded
between O(n) and O(nlgn), and its constants are easily
expanded or reduced by adjusting A. This represents a signif-
icant advantage over convolution operations in spectrograms
or CNNs, which are bounded between O(nlgn) and O(n?)
depending on dimension choices and use of fast implemen-
tations. The number of stored parameters and activations are
also easily changed by adjusting A, with integer increments
altering the number of parameters and activations by a factor
of 2 each increment.

When a network shows strong performance, it is sometimes
desirable to visualize the learned feature kernels and consider
the importance of each feature. Due to its versatility, we
chose the gradient-weighted class activation mapping (Grad-
CAM) [25] method to extract what time scales were most
important for classification and when relevant features appear
in the raw data. GradCAM uses the back-propagated gradient
magnitudes to determine which features most significantly
contributed to a particular output, and is not specific to any
architecture. These gradients can visualized within a single
example or further be summed over an entire dataset to
summarize the importance of a particular time scale in general.

V. RESULTS

To demonstrate the advantages of TiSc Net, we choose two
application areas as case studies: Atrial Dysfunction (AD) de-
tection using two-channel ECG signals and Seizure Prediction
(SP) using 16 channel EEG signals. Case studies allow us to
consider the usage of our network in the context of a real
application, enabling in-depth discussion of specific details,
nuances, and insights regarding the data rather than relying on
generalized metrics, such as accuracy, which fail to adequately
represent many of the trade-offs we are interested in. This
approach also better reflects the considerations involved in
the translation to clinical practice, and better demonstrates
why TiSc Net has more utility in these scenarios than other
networks.

A. Atrial Dysfunction Detection

AD is a type of cardiac dysfunction in which the atrial
chamber of the heart fails to contract properly. One classic
dataset containing examples of AD through ECG data is the
MIT-BIH Arrhythmia Database that we used with TiSc Net to
classify examples as either healthy or AD [26].

We extracted 2 channels of ECG data (lead orientation was
variable as expected in clinical practice) randomly from 47
subjects as non-overlapping segments of length 2.845 seconds
(2048 samples) labeled as either healthy, AFIB (atrial fibrilla-
tion), AB (atrial bigeminy), or AFL (atrial flutter). There were
more healthy segments than AD segments, so we randomly
sub-selected from the healthy segments to achieve a balanced
dataset of 10,770 examples for each class. All networks were
trained to convergence with the rmsprop optimizer, regulariza-
tion, and 5% dropout using 10-fold cross-validation on 70% of
the samples. The remaining 30% of samples were used to test
the converged networks, and only these accuracies are reported
in following sections. Validation and testing accuracies rarely
differed by more than 1% unless overall performance was poor.

1) Time Scale Network: We first trained a network con-
sisting of one TiSc input layer with A = [2,11], then one
TiSc hidden layer with A = [3,11], and a dense connection
to one-hot outputs designating the segment as healthy or AD.
We conducted a hyperparameter search, sweeping the range of
A, the presence of hidden layers, and the number of parallel
TiSc channels. We found many successful networks which
were robust across a range of selected hyperparameters, with
results plotted in the first row of Figure 2A. For example, we
found one network that balanced memory and computational
considerations used a A = [6,9] with three independent
channels, achieving 81% accuracy with 6,947 parameters and
25,329 multiply-accumulate operations (MACsS).

2) Other Architectures: While there are many successful
networks presented on this dataset, none are as efficient
as ours in terms of number of parameters or operations
required. Instead, existing literature typically presents large
networks that do not optimize for parameter and computational
considerations. Therefore, to better compare the limits of
the capabilities of other network types on this dataset, we
implemented a wide range of shallow CNNs and wavelet-
based networks with explicit optimization of parameter and
computation constraints for a more thorough comparison of
each technique within our objectives.

We constructed many CNNs consisting of convolutional,
pooling, and densely connected layers producing a one-hot
output (CNN-Dense). While a single CNN layer densely
connected to a one-hot output performed poorly (below 75%
accuracy), adding an additional convolutional, pooling, or
dense layer improved accuracy to a relevant level. For these
network structures, we searched hyperparameters, including
the convolutional or pooling window length, stride, number
of channels, and size of the hidden dense layer. While CNN-
based architectures demonstrated the highest accuracies, their
accuracy quickly decreased as we reduced the number of pa-
rameters and MACs, as shown in Figure 2. Notably, we found
the most effective way to reduce operations was to increase
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Fig. 2. Accuracy-per-parameter and accuracy-per-operation (MACs) for a
range of optimized network architectures. The best networks approach the top
left corner, maximizing accuracy while minimizing parameters and/or MACs.
The x-axes differ between A & B.

stride, a strategy that is already optimally implemented in TiSc
Net.

The best non-recurrent architecture we tested was the
wavelet scattering network ("Deep Scattering Network™) [4].
We utilized a wavelet scattering transform densely connected
to a single hidden layer followed by a one-hot output. We
searched hyperparameters, including the wavelets per octave
(Q), maximum log-scale (J), and size of the hidden layer. We
again see a significant decrease in accuracy as the number of
parameters are reduced, as shown in Figure 2.

We implemented CNNs with LSTM cells (CNN-LSTM)
in place of dense layers, as LSTM architectures boast low
parameter counts with high accuracy. We searched along the
same hyperparameters as in CNN-Dense with the addition of
searching many hidden state sizes. While we saw excellent
performance with very few parameters, CNN-LSTM networks
typically required several orders of magnitude more operations
to compute, with many network MACs beyond the upper
limit of the plot shown in Figure 2B. While accuracy-per-
parameter benchmarks of CNN-LSTM networks did beat TiSc
Net, they suffered greatly in accuracy-per-operation. We again
find the best way to reduce the number of operations is

by increasing the stride, but CNN-LSTM networks resulted
in reduced accuracy compared to TiSc Net when choosing
comparable stride attributes.

An exhaustive list of all the architectures we tested and their
performances can be found in the Supplementary Information.

3) Computation Speed: We selected networks from each
architecture demonstrating at least 80% accuracy with the
minimum number of MACs. In Table 1, we report the single
sample inference time and single epoch training time on a
MacBook Pro M1 Max (CPU only). We find the TiSc net
trains the fastest, performing training epochs in 41% of the
time of the next best network, and infers the fastest, predicting
in 15% of the time of a comparable LSTM network despite its
reduced parameter count, indicating computational bottlenecks
both in training and at inference when using LSTM cells. This
demonstrates the significant impact of TiSc Net which not only
reduces the overall parameters and MACs, but does so in an
intentional way with efficient implementations that maintain a
relevant level of accuracy; allowing TiSc Net to greatly reduce
the training and inference time endured by researchers and
patients.

4) Interpretability: Furthermore, we can interpret specific
conclusions about our signal of interest from TiSc net, an
increasingly desired attribute in medicine. We use the net-
work saliency tool GradCAM to visualize what parts of the
input were most important to specific classification outputs
from TiSc Net [25]. As shown in Figure 3, it is clear that
when comparing feature saliency of an example of a healthy
ECG with that of one during AD, the network utilizes time-
localized features at different time scales. Further, we can
observe increased feature saliency from times between the
QRS complexes when making an AD classification, with
the most prevalent time occurring shortly after the QRS
impulse. Although AD is caused by abnormalities in atrial
firing before the QRS impulse, it is known that AD also results
in changes in ventricular filling which is visible after the QRS
impulse [27]. These post-firing characteristics interestingly
appear more salient in AD detection in some examples.

TABLE I
COMPUTATION TIME OF DL ARCHITECTURES
MACBOOK PRO M1 MAX - CPU ONLY - AVERAGED ACROSS 100 TRIALS.

Architecture | Params | MACs | Inference Time | Epoch Time

TiSc 6,947 | 25,329 0.492 ms 1.149 s

CNN-Dense 40,776 | 73,262 0.088 ms 2.823 s

Scatter 12,448 | 59,028 0.879 ms 3.118 s

CNN-LSTM 338 | 45,064 3.351 ms 3.007 s
TABLE II

AFTER HYPERPARAMETER SWEEPS, THE NETWORKS FROM EACH
ARCHITECTURE WITH THE MINIMUM NUMBER OF MACS THAT ALSO
DEMONSTRATED AT LEAST 80% ACCURACY WERE CHOSEN FOR
BENCHMARKING. CNN-DENSE USED A 2X8 KERNEL (STRIDE 2) WITH A
20 UNIT DENSE LAYER; CNN-LSTM USED A 2X8 KERNEL (DILATION 8,
STRIDE 8) AND A BI-LSTM WITH 8 HIDDEN UNITS; SCATTER USED A
TRANSFORM J=4, Q=1, ORDER=2, AND A 10 UNIT DENSE LAYER; AND
TI1SC USED 3 CHANNELS WITH A = [1, 5], ALL WITH ONE-HOT OUTPUT.
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Fig. 3. (LEFT TOP) GradCAM output from a healthy ECG segment. The
network is attending to the small-scale, short-term features of the QRS
complex. (LEFT BOTTOM) Time-aligned raw data containing two leads of
ECG. (RIGHT TOP) GradCAM output from an AD ECG segment. The
network is attending to larger-scale features between the QRS complex.
(RIGHT BOTTOM) Time-aligned raw data containing two leads of AD ECG.
Sample Rate is 360 Hz.

B. Seizure Prediction

Another biomedical classification objective is SP using
EEG signals. Seizures are characterized by the presence of
abnormal, rhythmic, and synchronized firing of the brain.
Experts in the field hypothesize that you may be able to predict
seizure onset before it occurs by detecting “unstable” or “high
risk” brain states in the minutes to hours prior [28]]. One classic
dataset containing EEG signals from patients before, during,
and after seizure is the CHB-MIT dataset, which we used with
TiSc Net to classify examples as either baseline or pre-ictal
(before seizure) [29]].

It is important to note in this application that seizure
characteristics are known to be highly specific to each patient,
as in they do not follow any generalized pattern across the
patient population. This means subjects should be analyzed
independently, limiting the amount of data available to train
a single network. There is also limited knowledge of how to
interpret EEG. While the physics of EEG signals are well-
know, the dynamics of how brain activity culminates to pro-
duce the local field potentials captured by surface electrodes
is not well understood or dynamically modeled by domain
experts [30]. EEG analysis in practice is mostly limited to
either power in specific frequency bands ranging from 1 Hz
to 30 Hz or the presence of “burst” activity. This complicates
the design of ML approaches, since relevant features beyond
these are not known and often change between patients or even
within a single patient, and presents a great opportunity for
personalized DL strategies, specifically multi-scale approaches
such as TiSc Net.

We extracted 16 channels of EEG data (channels speci-
fied in Supplementary Information) that was either 4 hours
before/after the start/end of a seizure (baseline) or within 1
hour of seizure onset (pre-ictal) as non-overlapping segments
of length 4 seconds (16,384 samples). We had more baseline
examples than pre-ictal, so we randomly select an equivalent
amount of baseline examples as there are pre-ictal examples
for that subject. Sample counts were different for each subject,
but averaged 3,460 examples for each baseline and pre-ictal
class (with a range from 439 to 8,515). All networks were
trained to convergence with the rmsprop optimizer, regulariza-

tion, and 5% dropout using 10-fold cross-validation on 70% of
the samples. The remaining 30% of samples were used to test
the converged networks and only these accuracies are reported
in the following sections. Validation and testing accuracies
rarely differed by more than 1% unless overall performance
was poor. We only report average performance across 21
subjects in this dataset. We excluded subjects CHBO8 and
CHBI12 as due to the timing of these subjects’ seizures they
contained no baseline segments according to our labeling
scheme and CHB24 due to irregularities in channel T8-PS.

1) Time Scale Network: We first trained a network consist-
ing of one TiSc input layer with A = [5, 14], then one TiSc
hidden layer with A = [6, 14], and a dense connection to a one-
hot output designating the segment as baseline or pre-ictal. We
searched hyperparameters including a range of A, the presence
of hidden layers, and the number of independent channels. We
found the network that best optimized accuracy contained three
TiSc channels each containing an input layer with A = [5, 10],
a hidden layer with A = [6,10], all densely connected to a
one-hot output which achieved a 92.3% accuracy with 10,274
parameters and 209,904 MACs.

One interesting pattern identified during hyperparameter
tuning of these networks which was not true for the AD
networks is smaller networks with less parameter counts
tended to have higher accuracy. In fact, when observing the
GradCAM output summarizing feature saliency across the
entire dataset, it was clear that, even when all the available
time scales were included, the network was heavily utilizing
time scales of length 256 and 512 (corresponding to window
lengths of 62.5 ms and 125 ms, respectively, due to the
interleaving of 16 channels sampled at 256 Hz). Therefore, we
reduced a TiSc Net to include only these scales, minimizing
the network to only 1,422 parameters and 33,021 MACs.
Amazingly, we still achieved 90.9% accuracy in an under 200
epochs. The parameter and operation counts could be further
minimized by breaking from our data organization scheme,
which follows that of binary tree structures and therefore
requires placeholder values to occupy lower indices even if

GradCAM - All Interictal

GradCAM - Single Sample

Sample Index

GradCAM - All Preictal

Sample Index

Raw Data - Single Sample

EEG Voltage
Scale

a0 &0
Sample Index

0o 600
Sample Index

Fig. 4. (LEFT TOP) GradCAM output from a single EEG segment. The
relevant features that are impacting the network output are much less inter-
pretable with EEG data. (LEFT BOTTOM) Time-aligned raw data containing
16 channels of EEG data. (RIGHT TOP) Cumulative GradCAM output from
every segment for subject CHB03, which had near-average accuracy and near-
average number of segments available to train. It is clear that across all
segments, the network rarely utilizes excessively small or large time scales,
focusing primarily on scales of length 256, 512, and 1024 (Note: length of
256 = 16 samples x 16 channels)
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those coefficients are unused. If we superficially remove the
unused coefficients, we find that we reach this accuracy with
only 1,133 active parameters and 32,979 non-zero multiply
accumulate operations. When considering CHBO06, a subject
picked for it’s average accuracy of 90.4% and maximum
dataset size of 8,515 samples in each class, our TiSc network
converges quickly to reach 85% accuracy in an average of 20
epochs with a batch size of 256. On a Macbook Pro M1 Max
(CPU only), each subject could be trained to 85% accuracy
in under 20 s, and reaches maximum accuracy in under 5
minutes.

Given the short duration of these features, we were con-
cerned about the lack of time-invariace in TiSc Net, which
might cause the network to miss the expression of any
unaligned features. We implemented a network with equiv-
alent kernel sizes but using standard convolution operations
(stride=1,2,3...). When reducing the maximum stride of each
scale down to 1, we saw little-to-no performance increase,
yet an explosion in number of parameters and operations
required. This implies that precisely time-invariant processing
may not be critical for this dataset or in general, and that time-
invariance constraints may enforce redundant oversampling
and over-processing of signal attributes, which can be greatly
reduced without significant impact on performance.

We also attempted to apply pre-training techniques to in-
crease performance, including pre-training the TiSc layers on
other subjects ahead of time and implementing a TiSc encoder-
decoder architecture to learn compressed latent representations
before considering classification objectives. Each of these
strategies resulted in equivalent or slightly worse performance
when compared to a randomly initialized network, so when
considering SP these strategies are discarded.

2) Other Architectures: We were able to sufficiently repli-
cate some published networks reporting success with this
dataset, seeing equivalent reported accuracy on some subjects,
however we observed that these algorithms were much more
sensitive to architecture changes than ones we tested with
the MIT-BIH dataset. Because of this we saw limited success
when trying to generate new networks with comparable param-
eter counts, operation counts, and overall accuracy, meaning
a comprehensive analysis like we previously showed would
yield little insight. We can, however, compare our network
performance to other networks as they are presented in lit-
erature as a best-case comparison. As shown in Table 3, we
are able to achieve competitive accuracy with a reduction in
parameter counts by an order of magnitude or more.

3) Interpretability: In addition the the GradCAM obser-
vations mentioned in previous sections, which were used to
drastically reduce network size, we also observed patterns in
the waveforms U learned by our network. Within the same
subject, un-seeded, randomly initialized networks trained on
slightly different folds of training data often converged on
similar waveforms, as seen in Figure 5 which overlays the
learned weights of 10 different training folds. This occurred
in multiple subjects and was robust to a wide ranges of hyper-
parameter selections. This implies that for seizure prediction,
in a significant proportion of subjects, there is a short 10ms
impulse occurring around 16 Hz which is highly relevant to

TABLE III
COMPARISON OF DL NETWORKS TESTED ON THE CHB-MIT DATASET.
ACCURACIES MARKED WITH ”*” ARE SENSITIVITIES, NOT OVERALL

ACCURACIES.
Study Network Acc | Number Params
Khan 2018 [31] Wavelet+CNN+Dense *87 150,693 +DWT
Truong 2018 [32] STFT+CNN+Dense *81 164,653 +FFT
Daoud 2019 [33] Dense 83 8,870,291
CNN+Dense 94 520,477
AE+Bi-LSTM+CS 99 18,345
Tsiouris 2018 [34)] | Preproc+LSTM+Dense | 99 4,863+FFT+DWT
This Work TiSc+Dense 92 10,274
TiSc+Dense 91 1,422

predicting seizure onset. We reserve presentation of a deeper
analysis and consideration of potential physiological mecha-
nisms behind this phenomenon to a future publication that will
include more biological and physiological background.

VI. DISCUSSION
A. Time Scale Considerations

We believe one primary benefit of this architecture is that
it provides efficient, simultaneous consideration of long-term
and short-term features in a single layer. This architecture
enables full-scale receptive fields immediately after the first
layer, keeping long-term features from having to be processed
through many sequential layers of short-duration kernels as
in CNNs, altered by smaller scales or subsampling schemes
as in wavelet transforms, or obscured in memory parame-
ters as in LSTMs. Additionally, the hidden layers combine
features of different scales which occur together, allowing
for consideration of these independent features in the greater
context of the rest of the signal. It also incorporates long-term
features without significant computational burden. In fact, this
architecture significantly reduces the computational burden
compared to CNN and LSTM methods. This architecture
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Fig. 5. Example learned waveforms from TiSc input layers. Each blue trace is
learned from un-seeded, randomly-initialized weights from one fold out of a
10-fold cross-validation scheme. We show multiple waveforms from different
folds to emphasize the consistency of this learned feature, both within subjects
and surprisingly between multiple subjects. This 16 Hz spiking pattern is not
extracted in every subject, but is present in a large proportion. Note that as
shown in CHBO06, some waveforms are inverted but still characteristically
similar.
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also spans short and long-term features using exponentially
increasing windows, an efficient approach that more densely
samples lower frequencies where many relevant biomedical
patterns are expressed.

This network can rely on very few parameters, which can
reduce over-fitting, particularly when there is limited data
from a limited number of subjects, as is often the case when
dealing with medical data or when developing personalized
algorithms for patient-specific solutions. It simultaneously
enables translation of these algorithms to many applications
facing limitations in available memory and computation power.

This network does not rely on any assumptions or con-
straints regarding feature content, and it is not limited to a spe-
cific application. It does not require extensive knowledge about
input signals and boasts potential for interpretable conclusions
after the fact, a huge advantage for the fields of science
and medicine who are hoping to use DL in research settings
where, unlike in CV and NLP, the relevant features may not
be known or well-understood. The simple and interpretable
aspects promote transparency and trust in these algorithms
by non-experts, which is becoming a growing problem in
regulatory bodies who are hesitant to translate DL approaches
into clinical settings.

B. Towards the Edge

To show a key application space benefiting from our ap-
proach, we reference one demonstration of DL on a general
purpose microcontroller implementing LeNet-5 using 61,706
8-bit parameters and executing 416,520 MACs, resulting in
0.26 frames per second or a classification every 4 seconds [35]].
While an encouraging proof-of-concept, this presentation im-
plements a very simple CV network; requires parameter
quantization; uses memory-optimizations like in-place com-
putation; does not have inference speed ideal for real-time
applications; and has poor battery life. Our best network only
needs 2.3% of the parameters. Therefore, there is no need
for quantization which reduces accuracy, or laborious imple-
mentations of in-memory computation. It also only requires
8% of the MACs, which would drastically improve inference
time, incredibly valuable in medical contexts. TiSc Net is
advantageous in that parameters and operations are minimized
from the start. Rather than applying last-minute fixes to high-
performance networks to squeeze them into memory, we
address these limitations from the beginning through strategic
architecture designs.

C. Limitations

This network is limited to single or multi-channel time
series data and will perform the best when operating with
signals containing either a variety of short and long duration
characteristics or unknown features that need to be identified
and extracted. This is specifically applicable in any scenario
where macro-level trends result from or may be obscured by
micro-level actions, such as biology, economics, sociological
analysis, internet activity, environmental trends, and other
dynamics-based systems. Also, given its exponential structure,
it works best when input lengths and number of channels can

be reduced/expanded to a power of two. If for example only
three channels of data exist, a fourth channel of all zeros can
be used to satisfy dimensional requirements, but this results in
wasted computation and parameter storage in our predefined
structure.

This network is likely less useful in systems where extensive
information is known about the signal characteristics, such
that algorithms can be specifically engineered to target such
features like in NLP. Also, objectives involving sparse event
detection are likely better suited by different approaches like
convolution, as they are more explicitly time-invariant.

D. Perfect Performance

It is worth discussing briefly that, in our opinion, many
disciplines of science and medicine would benefit much more
from a simple and interpretable network with 80% accuracy
than a complicated black-box algorithm with 99% accuracy.
Not only are uninterpretable algorithms not useful for re-
searchers trying to use DL uncover new findings, but in
translational settings, many are understandably hesitant to trust
a tool that is not transparent about its function or failure
modes, yet claims to be perfect. This scenario is causing
friction and distrust, inhibiting and delaying the incorporation
of such algorithms into regulated applications [36]. Moreover,
there are many situations in medicine where classification
labels are imperfect and/or debated by experts, such as whether
brain activity is truly “abnormal” and should be labeled as a
seizure, further undercutting the objective of obtaining 100%
accuracy. In this case, it is likely only possible by overfitting
to potentially arbitrary or debatable labels. We believe our
structure supports a kind of simplicity and transparency that
is more likely to be relevant and accepted by non-experts even
if more sophisticated proposals do claim higher accuracies.

VII. CONCLUSION

Applied signal processing systems require us to consider
more than just accuracy to balance constraints from real-
world hardware. TiSc Net demonstrates maximum accuracy-
per-compute and accuracy-per-parameter when compared to
modern architectures and has shown both AD detection and SP
faster and more efficiently than any other architecture, poten-
tially saving millions of lives. Finally, we show interpretable
characteristics, which are increasingly in demand in science
and medicine, where harnessing DL and its sophisticated
signal processing may even lead to new discoveries.
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VIII. SUPPLEMENTARY

From the multi-channel EEG data contained in the pub-
licly available CHB-MIT dataset, we extracted the same 16
channels from each subject as this was the largest power-of-
two value present in all subjects, allowing us to use the same
architecture for everyone. We selected to following channels,
as together they uniformly sample all areas of the skull:

1) FP1-F7

2) FP1-F3

3) FP2-F4

4) FP2-F8

5) F7-T7

6) F3-C3

7) F4-C4

8) F8-TS§

9) T7-P7

10) C3-P3
11) C4-P4
12) T8-P8
13) P7-01
14) P3-0O1
15) P4-02
16) P8-O2
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TABLE IV
PERFORMANCE : RESULTS OF HYPERPARAMETER SWEEP USING
CNN-DENSE ON BIHMIT DATASET

| Convl Conv2 MPool nChl  nCh2  hSize Params MACS  Accuracy |
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—64 2 137,616 8,533,380 90%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8§—64 5 331,545 8,727,306 91%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—64 10 654,760 9,050,516 91%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—64 20 1,301,190 9,696,936 92%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8§—64 50 3,240,480 11,636,196 92%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—64 100 6,472,630 14,868,296 90%
1x1 2x1 - 1—8 8—64 - 132,178 1,196,032 71%
1x2 2x2 - 1—8 8—64 - 132,954 2,256,608 70%
1x4 2x4 - 1—8 8—64 - 134,506 4,365,376 84%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—64 - 137,610 8,533,376 92%
1x16 2x16 - 1—8 8—64 - 143,818 16,671,232 95%
2x1 - - 1—8 - 20 163,926 180,264 85%
2x2 - - 1—8 - 20 163,782 196,456 85%
2x4 - - 1—8 - 20 163,494 228,744 86%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 20 162,918 292,936 87%
2x16 - - 1—8 - 20 161,766 419,784 88%
2x8 - - 1—1 - 20 20,419 36,652 77%
2x8 - - 1—-2 - 20 40,776 73,264 82%
2x8 - - 1—4 - 20 81,490 146,488 85%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 20 162,918 292,936 87%
2x8 - - 1—16 - 20 325,774 585,832 86%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 2 16,240 146,340 71%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 5 40,489 170,586 77%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 10 80,904 210,996 82%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 20 161,734 291,816 86%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 50 404,224 534,276 87%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 100 808,374 938,376 88%
1x1 - 2x1 1—8 - - 16,402 32,768 67%
1x2 - 2x2 1—8 - - 16,378 49,088 68%
1x4 - 2x4 1—8 - - 16,330 81,632 68%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - - 16,234 146,336 68%
1x16 - 2x16 1—8 - - 16,042 274,208 73%
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TABLE V
PERFORMANCE : RESULTS OF HYPERPARAMETER SWEEP USING
CNN-LSTM oN BIHMIT DATASET

‘ Convl Conv2 MPool nChl nCh2 stride ~ LSTM-hSize Params MACS  Accuracy ‘
2x8 - - 1—8 - 1 1 230 235,948 83%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 1 2 338 357,992 83%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 1 5 758 821,756 87%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 1 10 1,778 1,920,136 86%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 1 20 5,018 5,337,296 86%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 1 50 24,338 25,351,976 86%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 1 100 88,538 91,253,776 86%
2x8 - - 1—1 - 1 2 107 130,184 63%
2x8 - - 1—-2 - 1 2 140 162,728 65%
2x8 - - 1—4 - 1 2 206 227,816 75%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 1 2 338 357,992 85%
2x8 - - 1—12 - 1 2 470 488,168 86%
2x8 - - 1—16 - 1 2 602 618,344 87%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 1 2 338 357,992 86%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 2 2 338 179,176 86%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 4 2 338 89,768 86%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 8 2 338 45,064 84%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 16 2 338 22,536 78%
2x8 - - 1—8 - 32 2 338 11,272 72%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—064 1 2 9,426 9,535,304 86%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—064 2 2 9,426 2,402,472 91%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—64 4 2 9,426 609,992 87%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—064 8 2 9,426 165,384 85%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—64 12 2 9,426 76,072 78%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—64 16 2 9,426 45,448 69%
1x8 2x8 - 1—1 1—1 1 2 116 145,560 57%
1x8 2x8 - 1—2 2—4 1 2 288 323,432 78%
1x8 2x8 - 1—4 4—16 1 2 1,406 1,454,856 88%
1x8 2x8 - 1—8 8—64 1 2 9,426 9,535,304 83%
1x8 2x8 - 1—-12  12—144 1 2 30,278 30,543,752 70%
1x8 2x8 - 1—16 16—256 1 2 70,106 70,685,640 67%
1x8 2x8 - 1—20 20—400 1 2 135,054 136,166,408 64%
1x8 - 2x8 1—1 - 1 2 99 129,400 60%
1x8 - 2x8 1—2 - 1 2 124 161,832 64%
1x8 - 2x8 1—4 - 1 2 174 226,696 64%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 1 2 274 356,424 69%
1x8 - 2x8 1—12 - 1 2 374 486,152 72%
1x8 - 2x8 1—-16 - 1 2 474 615,880 67%
1x8 - 2x8 1—20 - 1 2 574 745,608 67%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 1 2 274 356,424 71%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 2 2 274 121,384 72%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 4 2 274 46,536 73%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 8 2 274 19,976 72%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 12 2 274 12,456 70%
1x8 - 2x8 1—8 - 16 2 274 9,096 70%
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TABLE VI
PERFORMANCE : RESULTS OF HYPERPARAMETER SWEEP USING
SCATTERING NETWORK ON BIHMIT DATASET

| i q hSize Params MACs  Accuracy |
1 8 10 45,088 81,940 69%
2 8 10 24,608 67,604 72%
4 8 10 36,128 152,340 85%
6 8 10 24,288 221,68 89%
8§ 8 10 13,488 292,00 91%
4 8 2 10,504 55,556 66%
4 8 5 20,113 65,162 76%
4 8 10 36,128 81,172 86%
4 8 20 68,158 113,192 89%
4 8 50 164,248 209,252 92%
4 8 100 324,398 369,352 93%
4 1 10 12,448 59,028 80%
4 2 10 16,928 79,892 83%
4 4 10 22,688 106,132 84%
4 6 10 29,728 133,652 84%
4 8 10 36,128 152,340 85%
4 8 2 10,504 55,556 74%
4 8 5 20,113 65,162 76%
4 8 10 36,128 81,172 88%
4 8 20 68,158 113,192 92%
4 8 50 164,248 209,252 94%
4 8 100 324,398 369,352 94%
1 8 10 45,088 81,940 70%
2 8 10 24,608 67,604 72%
4 8 10 36,128 152,340 88%
6 8 10 24,288 221,268 93%
8§ 8 10 13,488 292,100 95%
4 1 10 12,448 59,028 86%
4 2 10 16,928 79,892 89%
4 4 10 22,688 106,132 88%
4 6 10 29,728 133,652 89%
4 8 10 36,128 152,340 88%
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TABLE VII
PERFORMANCE : RESULTS OF HYPERPARAMETER SWEEP USING TIME
SCALE NETWORK ON BIHMIT DATASET

minWin ~ maxWin  numCh Params MACS  Accuracy

4 2048 1 13,327 30,709 79%
4 1024 1 9,230 27,638 78%
4 512 1 7,181 24,567 77%
4 256 1 6,156 21,496 75%
4 128 1 5,643 18,425 73%
4 2048 1 13,327 30,709 79%
8 2048 1 10,762 23,030 79%
16 2048 1 9,473 18,423 78%
32 2048 1 8,816 15,224 78%
64 2048 1 8,463 12,665 76%
128 2048 1 8,238 10,394 75%
4 2048 1 13,327 30,709 79%
8 1024 1 6,665 20,471 78%
16 512 1 3,327 13,817 76%
32 512 1 2,670 10,874 75%
4 2048 2 26,652 61,418 82%
8 1024 2 13,328 40,942 82%
16 512 2 6,652 27,634 80%
32 512 2 5,338 21,748 80%
64 512 2 4,632 16,886 78%
64 256 2 2,582 12,664 76%
4 2048 1 13,327 30,709 79%
4 2048 3 39,977 92,127 85%
4 2048 5 66,627 153,545 85%
4 2048 7 93,277 214,963 86%
4 2048 10 133,252 307,090 85%
4 2048 3 39,977 92,127 84%
4 1024 3 27,686 82,914 84%
4 512 3 21,539 73,701 81%
4 256 3 18,464 64,488 80%
4 128 3 16,925 55,275 78%
4 2048 3 39,977 92,127 84%
8 2048 3 32,282 69,090 85%
16 2048 3 28,415 55,269 85%
32 2048 3 26,444 45,672 84%
64 2048 3 25,385 37,995 84%
128 2048 3 24,710 31,182 82%
4 2048 3 39,977 92,127 84%
8 1024 3 19,991 61,413 84%
16 512 3 9,977 41,451 82%
32 512 3 8,006 32,622 82%
64 512 3 6,947 25,329 81%
128 512 3 6,272 18,708 79%
256 512 3 5,645 12,375 77%
128 256 3 3,197 12,471 76%
4 2048 5 66,627 153,545 85%
4 1024 5 46,142 138,190 85%
4 512 5 35,897 122,835 83%
4 256 5 30,772 107,480 81%
4 128 5 28,207 92,125 78%
4 2048 5 66,627 153,545 86%
8 2048 5 53,802 115,150 86%
16 2048 5 47,357 92,115 86%
32 2048 5 44,072 76,120 87%
64 2048 5 42,307 63,325 86%
128 2048 5 41,182 51,970 85%
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TABLE VIII
PERFORMANCE : RESULTS OF HYPERPARAMETER SWEEP USING TIME
SCALE NETWORK ON CHBMIT DATASET

| minWin ~ maxWin numCh Params  MACS  Accuracy |

32 16384 1 35,862 181,237 90.1%
32 4096 1 11,284 146,423 91.0%
32 1024 1 5,138 111,609 91.9%
32 256 1 3,600 76,795 91.0%
32 16384 1 35,862 174,069 90.3%
64 16384 1 34,325 152,054 90.2%
128 16384 1 33,556 133,111 89.7%
256 16384 1 33,171 115,576 89.1%
512 16384 1 32,978 98,681 87.2%
1024 16384 1 32,881 82,074 84.0%
128 512 1 1,807 49,916 91.8%
256 512 1 1,422 33,021 90.9%
128 1024 1 2,832 66,555 91.8%
256 1024 1 2,447 49,532 91.3%
512 1024 1 2,254 32,893 88.7%
32 1024 1 5,138 104,441 91.81%
32 1024 2 10,274 209,904 92.26%
32 1024 3 15,410 315,367 92.25%
32 1024 5 25,682 524,249 92.22%
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TABLE IX
PERFORMANCE : SUBJECT-SPECIFIC RESULTS FOR THE BEST TIME SCALE
NETWORK (3 CHANNELS EACH CONTAINING A TISC INPUT LAYER WITH
A = [5,10], TISC HIDDEN LAYER WITH A = [6, 10], DENSELY
CONNECTED TO A ONE-HOT OUTPUT) AND THE TIME SCALE NETWORK
WITH THE FEWEST PARAMETERS (1 CHANNEL CONTAINING A TISC INPUT
LAYER WITH A = [8, 9], HIDDEN LAYER WITH A = [9], DENSELY
CONNECTED TO A ONE-HOT OUTPUT) ON CHBMIT DATASET

Subject

Best Accuracy

Minimum Parameters

chb01

chb02
chb03
chb04
chb05
chb06
chb07
chb09
chbl0
chbl1

chbl3
chbl4
chbl5
chbl6
chbl7
chbl8
chbl9
chb20
chb21
chb22
chb23

99.4%
95.1%
91.3%
86.9%
92.0%
90.8%
94.4%
93.4%
95.1%
93.1%
97.3%
95.1%
92.3%
92.3%
94.3%
88.0%
97.7%
97.9%
83.9%
79.5%
97.7%

99.1%
92.3%
87.1%
77.9%
86.0%
90.7%
91.6%
90.6%
93.7%
91.8%
96.7%
95.1%
95.2%
87.4%
91.3%
85.7%
97.5%
96.1%
81.4%
85.0%
96.5%
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