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Pushing the Communication Speed Limit of a
Noninvasive BCI Speller

Po T. Wang, Christine E. King, An H. Do, and Zoran Nenadic

Abstract—Electroencephalogram (EEG) based brain-computer
interfaces (BCI) may provide a means of communication for tlose
affected by severe paralysis. However, the relatively lownforma-
tion transfer rates (ITR) of these systems, currently limited to 1
bit/sec, present a serious obstacle to their widespread aption
in both clinical and non-clinical applications. Here, we regort
on the development of a novel noninvasive BCl communication
system that achieves ITRs that are severalfold higher thanhose
previously reported with similar systems. Using only 8 EEG
channels, 6 healthy subjects with little to no prior BCI expeience
selected characters from a virtual keyboard with sustainederror-
free, online ITRs in excess of 3 bit/sec. By factoring in theitne
spent to notify the subjects of their selection, practical,error-
free typing rates as high as 12.75 character/min were achied,
which allowed subjects to correctly type a 44-character seéence
in less than 3.5 minutes. We hypothesize that ITRs can be funer
improved by optimizing the parameters of the interface, whie
practical typing rates can be significantly improved by shotening
the selection notification time. These results provide conwglling
evidence that the ITR limit of noninvasive BCls has not yet ben
reached and that further investigation into this matter is both
justified and necessary.

Index Terms—Brain-computer interfaces, P300 speller, infor-
mation transfer rate.

I. INTRODUCTION

occurs~300 msec after the presentation of an infrequent, task-
relevant stimulus. In a large majority of P300 spelling syss,

the presentation of task-relevant stimuli conforms to tise:al
oddball paradigm[[12], where the subject is instructed tp pa
attention to a rare stimulus in a random sequence of stimuli
presented on a computer screen. The subject’s intentians ca
then be decoded in real time by detecting the presence of the
P300 potential that coincides with the illumination of ézt
from a virtual keyboard. It was hypothesized|[in][10] thatrsuc

a system could achieve information transfer rates (ITRs) as
high as 0.2 bit/sec (or 2.3 characters/min).

While subsequent studies (e.@. [13],[14]) have managed
to optimize the original BCI spelling system and thus sig-
nificantly improve its performance, the achieved ITRs are
still relatively modest and fall well below those of commu-
nication and/or control systems that rely on residual motor
function, such as eye movemenfs [15]. Whether used in
spelling, computer cursor movement, or other applicati@ns
is generally accepted that the ITR limit of EEG-based BCls
is ~1 hit/sec [2], which remains a major obstacle to their
adoption in both clinical and non-clinical applications.

In this article, we report on the development of a novel
EEG-based BCI communication protocol, where subjects with

Noninvasive electroencephalogram (EEG) based bra”’ﬁ_Ie to no prior BCI experience were able to achieve sus-

computer interfaces (BCls) may provide a means of comm
nication for those affected by locked-in syndromk [1] oresth
forms of severe paralysis. These systems rely on predéetal
EEG patterns that are translated into control signals fal-re

time operation of external devices [2]. Thus, individualshw

severe paralysis may benefit from BCI technology by bypaégl1
ing the disrupted motor pathways and operating prosthe
directly from the brain. Paralyzed individuals have susees
fully used EEG-based BClIs to operate computer cursadrs [

[4], a virtual reality wheelchaii 5], a virtual reality atza [@],
and functional electrical stimulation devicés [7]] [8]].[9

ined, error-free ITRs in excess Bfbit/sec in a real-time
typing test. These bit rates are severalfold higher thasetho
E[eviously reported by P300 spellers and EEG-based BCls. We

ypothesize that optimization of the interface paramedeis
user training may further increase the communication speed
it of these systems, which may have a significant impact

é)&their adoption in both clinical and non-clinical appticas.

Il. METHODS

%1.’ Study Protocol

Six able-bodied individuals (see Talile | for demographic

One of the most robust EEG-based BCI communicatiita) were recruited for this study. All subjects had normal

systems is the P300 speller, developed originally by Farwéf nqrmal corrected vision and no cognitive or neprolo_gical
and Donchin [[ID]. This communication protocol relies ofi"Pairments. The study was approved by the University of

the P300 evoked potentidl [11]—a positive deflection in EE&2lifornia Irvine Institutional Review Board. .
signals, observed predominantly over the parietal lobéghvh Each participant completed three experimental sessians pe
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formed on three different days over the course of 1-3 weeks.
Within each daily session, a subject performed BCI spelling
experiments at three different interface speeds (see TBble
For each speed, a short training procedure was performled, fo
lowed by 1-3 online spelling sessions. A detailed desanipti
of these procedures is given in Section ]I-C.

Online sessions were performed in a free spelling miode [1].
Specifically, the subjects were asked dorrectly spell the
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TABLE |
DEMOGRAPHIC DATA OF THE STUDY PARTICIPANTS

c D
Subject Gender Age  Prior BCl experience  Native speaker THE QUICK BROWN FOX JUMPS O
A F 23 Yes (3 hours) Yes | K .
M 40 Yes (10 hours) No : :
C M 29  Yes (1 hour) Yes
D M 22 No Yes
E M 24 No Yes
F F 56 Yes (10 hours) Yes
TABLE I

BREAKDOWN OF THE STUDY PROTOCOL

Day Interface speed
1 slow medium  fast
2 medium  fast slow
3 fast slow medium

following 44-character sentenc@HE QUICK BROWN FOX Fig. 1. A screenshot of the character matrix. The illumidasters are bold-
JUMPS OVER THE LAZY DOG«. This includes spaces andfaced and highlighted (pink). The prompt (yellow) shows tyyging progress.
the symbolx at the end, which serves to exit the interface.
Note  that e_ach letter of the English alphabet appears tgtst. A training session started by instructing the subject
least once in the sentence. In the case of a typing errpr o - .
. tgs on a specific character for 30 sec. Within this time
the subjects used backspace to delete erroneously sele?e . : :
: rame, the characters were illuminated randomly in groups
characters, and then proceeded with the correct sequence 0f. - . . : :
. of 6 in a block randomized fashion, i.e. after a single cycle
letters. All subjects were able to type the benchmark Semenconsistin of seven illuminations. all 42 characters hasenb
free of errors and exit the interface (see Sedfidn Il foads}. g '

! L illumin ly once. Th ils of the randomization
Also, the subjects had no trouble memorizing the sentence ated exactly once e details of the randomizatio

and were able to track their spelling progress on the compu?ersgorlthm are described in Append A. Its main f_unct|o_n
IS to group characters according to the frequency in which

screen. The total daily involvement per subject was 2—3$mU{hey appear in the English language so that groups congainin
more frequent letters can be illuminated earlier in the eycl

B. Data Acquisition The benefits of this algorithm will later be elaborated upon.
Each subject was seateeD.9 m from a computer monitor Also, note that as only one of the groups Contains_ the_ qlesired
that displayed a 67 matrix of characters (see Fig. 1). An EEGharacter, the ratio of oddball and non-oddball stimulitie t
cap (Compumedics USA, Charlotte, NC) with 19 sintered Ad[a'”'ng sesslons 1s 1:6. Upon completing the cycle, theigso
AgCl electrodes, arranged according to the 10-20 Intesnati Were re-randomized, and the whole procedure was repeated fo
Standard, was used for EEG recording. Conductive gel wadotal of 30 sec. The frequency of illumination was conédll
applied to a subset of eight electrodes at the following JocRY the inter-trial interval (ITI) (see Fid.l 2), with a duty c
tions: C3, Cz, C4, P3, Pz, P4, O1, and O2 (see[Fig. 3). Ear c‘Hb?’O% (tO_n/ITI = 0.6). After 30 sec, a short break ensued,
electrodes, A1 and A2, were linked and used as a refere/f8ing which the subject was instructed to focus on another
electrode. However, if the 30-Hz ear-to-ear impedance w&daracter, and the whole procedure was repeated for a total
above 10 K, only the ear with the lower impedance was usef 10 characters. qually, the whole training session idiclg
as a reference. The impedances between the reference 4nd BERaKS lasted-6.5 min.
of the eight electrodes were5 k. The signals were then ITI
amplified (gain: 5,000) and band-pass filtered (1-35 Hz)gusin
8 single-channel EEG bioamplifiers (Biopac Systems, Gpleta |_
CA), and were digitized (sampling rate: 200 Hz, resolutib: tq
bits) by the MP150 acquisition system (Biopac Systems). Them::l
data acquisition and experimental protocols were comoll i ;
by custom-made Matlab (Mathworks, Natick, MA) scripts. 1
EEG data recorded during training procedures were analyze
offline, while those recorded during online sessions were .

analyzed in real-time (details in Sectibn 1J-C). Em———

tOll

L ...

) Fig. 2. The timing diagram of the experimental protocol.
C. Experimental Protocol

For each choice of interface speed (see Thble Il), a trainingln response to each illumination, = 400 msec of EEG
session was performed first followed by an online spellindata were acquired and stored for offline analysis. Througho



this article, a single 400-msec data segment is referred tothe dimension of data was reduced using a combination of
a trial. The total number of trials in each training procedurclasswise principal component analysis (CPCA) [17]] [18] a
depended on the choice of ITI. In particular, the slow, mediuapproximate information discriminant analysis (AIDA) 19
and fast interface speeds (Table 1) corresponded to anflTl o For binary pattern recognition problems, CPCA projects
400, 240 and 160 msec, respectively. Note that for the meditnigh-dimensional data onto a pair of subspaces locally tadap
and fast speeds, the successive trials partially overth@e to individual classes. Due to its nonlinear (piecewisedine
illustrated in Fig[®). nature, CPCA is well-suited for problems where traditional
During online sessions, the illumination of characters wdisiear dimensionality reduction techniques may be inadésju
controlled as follows. In the initial stage (referred to &ésge In addition, unlike PCA and other nonlinear dimensional-
1), the computer illuminated characters in groups of sixe (séty reduction methods [20], CPCA is a supervised learning
Fig. ) in the same manner as done in training sessions.téchnique, and it therefore takes advantage of the known
response to each illumination, an EEG trial was processeldss information. In the present study, implementing CPCA
in real time and classified (see Sectlon1I-D). As long as theith default parameters [17] typically resulted in dimemsi
trials were classified as non-oddball, the interface keplimg reduction from 480 to 20-30. A detailed description of this
through stage 1. Once an oddball trial was detected, the BE€thnique can be found in[17].
computer transitioned to stage 2, where individual charact To enhance class separability while further reducing the
from the selected group were illuminated. Note that fastdimension of data, AIDA[[19] was used. AIDA represents
transition to stage 2 was facilitated by illuminating thereo an approximation of an information-theoretic techniqu#][2
frequent characters earlier in the stage-1 cycle. which extracts features by maximizing the mutual informmati
Similar to stage 1, the illumination order in stage 2 wasetween the class labels and data. However, unlike com-
based on the character’s relative frequencies (see App@hdi putationally expensive information-theoretic methodd][2
Once an individual character was selected (by classifyisg [22], AIDA retains the computational simplicity charadgtics
corresponding trial as oddball), the interface highlightee of linear, second-order techniques, such as linear discrim
selected character using a green rectangular backgrouhd aant analysis[[23]. Specifically, the feature extractiortrina
paused for 3 sec to let the subject know of the decisioffiaipa, is found through eigen-decomposition. In this study, 1-
In addition, the selected character was copied to the typibgfeatures were extracted in this manner, Tgipa € R™*!,
prompt (see Fig[]l) so that the typing progress could eherem is the subspace dimension found by CPCGA &
tracked. The BCI computer then transitioned back to stage2D—-30). A detailed account of AIDA can be found n][19].
and the whole process was repeated. An exception to this rul®nce 1-D features were extracted, a linear Bayesian classi-
occurred when the BCI computer found a limited numi&s) fier was designed in the feature domain:
of dictionary completions to the partially spelled word.this

case, the completion characters were illuminated indadigiu plo| F*) ¢ p D
in a random order. Repeated failure (over three cycles)iézke ple| F*) S

a character in this single-character illumination stagsilted

in the BCI computer defaulting to stage 1. wherep(o| F*) andp(e | F'*) are the posterior probabilities of

In addition to the aforementioned single-trial selectioaddball and non-oddball classes given the observed feature
method, the BCI kept track of the highest letter count. Mor@spectively. The equatiofil(1) reads: “classiy as oddball
specifically, this method integrates the evidence, expeessf p(o| F*)/p(e|F*) > 6, and vice versa.” The threshold
as the posterior probability (see Section 1I-D) of indivédu @ = Ara/Aom represents the false alarm in which case the
characters, to find a character that has had the highest irti@ssifier [1) minimizes the total risk function 23], [24jele
grated probability for over 10 consecutive trials to imnaely Appendix(B for details).
classify and select it as oddball, thus bypassing stage B. Th The performance of the above feature extraction and classifi
mechanism is useful when the evidence based on a single tgiation methods was tested on the training-procedure datg us
is not sufficiently strong to warrant the character selectiostratified 10-fold cross-validation (CV) [25]. Briefly, tHeEG
Upon character selection, the counter is reset to zero dndtehls were randomly separated into 10 groups (folds) while
the posterior probabilities are reset to 1/42. approximately preserving the 1:6 oddball to hon-oddbaibra
in each group. The data from 9 folds were then used to train the
parameters of CPCA, AIDA, and the Bayesian classifiér (1),
and the data from the remaining fold were transformed into

Within each trial (see FidL]2), the firgt = 100 msec of data the feature domain and classified assuming an equal cost of
was presumed to contain no useful information due to the lagiissions and false alarms (i.¢.= 1). The procedure was
in visual information processing [L6], and so the trials everthen repeated until all 10 folds were exhausted, each time
effectively truncated to 300 msec. Subsequently, tri@mfthe designating a different fold for classification. The numbér
training procedure, represented ®y 60 matrices (8 channels, misclassified trials was used to calculate the probatsliaé
0.3 x 200 samples), were reshaped into 480-dimensional (48@mission and false alarm errors. To estimate the standard
D) vectors. To allow accurate estimation of data statistickeviation on these errors, the 10-fold CV procedure was
under both oddball and non-oddball conditions, and to ifacifepeated 10 times, each time re-randomizing the grouping of
tate subsequent classification of trials into these twoselgs trials into folds. The parameters of CPCA, AIDA, and the

D. Signal Processing and Classification



Bayesian classifier were then saved for the online procedutke fronto-parietal areas (most notably at electrodes QF an
In the online sessions, real-time acquired trials were r€4) approximately 190 msec post-stimulus was likely coming

shaped in the same way as the training data, and subsem the N200 source, albeit recorded from the opposite side

quently transformed into features using CPCA and AIDAf the dipole, and hence the phase reversal [28].

transformations. The 1-D features were then classified with

the Bayesian classifiefl(1). For stage 1 online classifinatio

the same threshold,= 1, was used as in the training session. F F

For stage 2 online classification, or when the interface was i P E

a single-character illumination mode, the threshold cledrtg @

6 = 0.5. This choice reflects our empirical finding that P300 F F
weakens when characters are illuminated individually. 7/® @ e
~N

A — L — A
E. Information Transfer Rate Calculations 1 WA | ALk %/ 2
The described BCI system can be modeled as a binary T, K |C3" 1 Y C;l T,

communication channel (see Appenflik C) whose inputs are — —
user intentions and outputs are the decoded intentions. The A ' L/
amount of information per transmission is given by the mutua % \ ‘Q% |§
information between inputs and outpuis|[26], i.e. Ts )| Fs | P4 Te

I(in,out) = H(out) — H(out|in) (2) g ‘Qljlk‘

| |

which measures the reduction in the output uncertainty by |01 L |02

providing the input. The explicit formula for calculatin@)( _ _
s given in AppendiLL. The ITR can then be calculated a9, Eyentiester polenels o iibay (e0) ey 0o vt
ITR = B I(in, out), whereB is the number of transmissionSie standard error of mean. Each panel is,d8 x 300 msec, with the grid
(character illuminations) per unit of time. lines corresponding to 200 and 300 msec post-stimulus.

For online performances, the total tirfieto correctly type
the benchmark sentence (44 characters) was recorded by thehe offline performances estimated through 10-fold CV
BCI computer. This time included the 3 sec pause after eaghd expressed as the probability of correct classificatien a
selection that allowed subjects to be notified of their 98ec presented in TablEll. Classification rates as high as 97.4%
track the typing progress, and visually locate the nextreési were achieved, and all subjects performed significantlwabo
character. This was true regardless of whether a correctthe 85.71% threshold, determined to be the chance-level
incorrect selection was made. In addition, the subjectseweserformance of the Bayesian classifier (see Appendlix C). The
required to correct the incorrect selections by backsgacimumber of trials varied depending on the ITI: 750 (ITI=400
While in this case, the selection o (backspace) representsmsec), 1250 (ITI=240 msec), and 1870 (ITI=160 msec). To
an intended action, backspaces wers counted as correct rule out the effect of the sample size on the achieved classifi
selections since their purpose is to merely rectify presfpu performances, the feature extraction and classifier trgini
committed error(s). As stringent as these requirementsae procedures were repeated in the case of ITI=250 msec and
believe that they set a standard for the definition of ITR that TI=160 msec by randomly sub-selecting 750 trials while

completely immune to bit rate manipulations. More formallypreserving the 1:6 oddball-to-non-oddball ratio. The sifésa-

practical error-free ITR is defined as: tion rates were not significantly different than those usaiig
N. available trials, so the differences in the offline perfonces
ITR = - log, |A| (3) observed across ITls are likely caused by other factord) suc

as the dependence of the P300 amplitude on ITI time [29].
Finally, the offline ITRs were calculated using El. (2). Bhse
on these performances, all subjects were expected to have
purposeful control of the BCI in the online mode (see below).
In the online sessions, the performance of each subject
The data from each training procedure were used for offlimeas determined by the total time taken to correctly type the
estimation of feature extraction and classification patanse 44-character sentence (see Tablé V). All subjects acHieve
as outlined in Section1l-D. Event-related potential (ERRI- their best results at the high interface speed and were able t
ysis (obtained by averaging oddball and non-oddball frialcomplete the task within a 3.45-4.51 min time window. The
consistently revealed that subjects utilized both N200stiyo subjects’ average performances also demonstrate thapthey
visible on the occipital lobe~190 msec post-stimulus (se€ferred the high interface speed (note that Subject A perédrm
Fig.[3), and P300 which was present on all chanreél85-300 n = 5 online sessions for the 400 ms speed, while all other
msec post-stimulus. This is consistent with findings regmbrtaverages were based an= 6 sessions). This was true despite
by other groups, e.gl [13]..[27]. In addition, cross-caatieln the highest offline ITRs being achieved at the slow interface
analysis revealed that the prominent positive potentiahse speed (cf. Tablell), and it indicates that the speed-amur

whereN.. is the number of correctly typed characters &dd
is the size of the alphabeiV{ = 44, | A| = 42 in this study).

IIl. RESULTS



TABLE Il . . .
OFFLINE PERFORMANCES OF SUBJECTS AS AssEssep THrouga-FoLp  the following observations: (i) reported ITRs often exaud

CV. ROWS SHOW MEAN PERFORMANCETOP), BEST PERFORMANCE or simply ignore post-selection time (3 sec in the present
(MIDDLE), AND ITR OF BEST PERFORMANCEBOTTOM). study) from calculations[[30], [31],[132], and (ii) repodte
ITRs are rarely, if ever, calculated in an error-free fashice.

Subject 400 '2T4'O(msec) 160 the subjects areot required to correct spelling errors before
proceeding. TablelV shows a comparison of the peak character
A 95.741.5% 94.11.1%  93.4:1.6%
97.0% 94.9% 94.4%
0.403 0.308 0.293 TABLE V
COMPARISON OF THE BEST ACHIEVED INFORMATION TRANSFER RATES
B 95.2£1.9% 93.9%42.5% 94.3t2.9% FOR SEVERALEEG-BASEDBCI STUDIES.
97.4% 96.2% 96.6%
*
0.427 0.365 0.385 Study ITR (bit/trial) ~ Trial Frequency (trial/sec) ITR (f8ec)
c 93.9£2.5% 93.742.8% 93.5:1.9%
906 6% 96.9% oF 504 A 0.363 5.81 2.109
0.385 0.397 0.335 present B 0.514 5.82 2.992
: : : C 0.522 5.82 3.038
D 91.2+0.8%  90.5:0.2%  91.11.0% D 0.422 5.82 2.455
92.1% 90.7% 92.2% E 0.302 5.85 1.766
0.196 0.150 0.202 F 0.415 5.86 2.434
E 91.2b1.5%  92.8:2.2%  90.5:2.3% [13] 0.039 5.71 0.224
92.3% 95.1% 92.4% [14] 0.129 8 1.028
0.211 0.325 0.221 3] 2.373 0.526 1.249
B3] 0.859 0.463 0.398
F 94.2£0.9%  93.3:0.9%  93.8-0.3%
95.3% 94.2% 94.0%
0.327 0.279 0.273

selection ITRs achieved in the present study to those dérive
from other EEG-based BCI studies. The present-study ITRs
were obtained from{3) by subtracting the total post-saact
time from the personal best times reported in Table IV. While
these rates were nominally achieved at ITI=160 msec (or
9{@5 trial/sec), the values reported in the middle colune ar
somewhat lower due to real-time processing demands. For the
study in [13], the performance of the best subject (Subject A
was determined based on 11 illumination sequences (thg stud
uses 15 sequences, but a 0% error rate appears to be achieved
0%ter 11 sequences). This corresponds to correctly sgediin
a rate of 23.1 secl( x 2.1) per character, which given a
36-character matrix and according {d (3), yields an ITR of
0.224 bit/sec. Also, this study used an ITI=175 msec, which

o TABLE IV 5 is equivalent to 5.71 trial/sec. Similar {0 [13], this capends
SN PO E e INCLUDES THES SEC PAUSE ATTER 10 Correctly spelling at arate of 6.2 56(2.06) per character,
(TOP ROW), BEST PERFORMANCE AND DAY AT WHICH IT WAS AcHIEVED ~ Given the same 36-character matrix and accordinglto (3, thi

(BOTTOM ROW), AND INFORMATION TRANSFER RATES OF THEBEST  subject’s result yields an ITR of 0.836 bit/sec. Since an ITI

ONLINE SESSION(LAST COLUMN) ARE GIVEN. similar to that of [IB] was used in this study.{72 msec), an

equivalent trial frequency and ITR in bits/trial of 5.82al8/sec

* marks personal best anfd overall best.

trade off is well exploited using an ITI=160 msec. In additio
the practical, error-free ITRs were calculated using (34 a
they reached values as high as 1.146 bit/sec. This bit r
corresponds to correctly typing 12.75 character/min (sge s
plementary movie at http://www.youtube.com/user/UCIBCI
It should be noted that out of the 207.1 sec to complete t
sentence, only 78.1 sec were spent on letter selection Whde
sec were spent on post-selection pauses. A similar breakd
applies to other subjects, where post-selection time ¢ates
more than 60% of the total time.

ITI (msec)

Subject 400 240 160 ITR (bi'sec)  and 0.144 bit/trial, respectively, can easily be calculate
A 32460081 3285370 3025203 B|t_ rates as high as 61.70 b|t/m|n were rep(_)rted[iﬁl [14]
302.9 (3) 289.4 (2) 2717(1) 0.873 (Subject 14), from which the value in Tadld V immediately
3379277 3041481 2650525 follows. The illumination frequency _of 8 trials/sec readil
B 299.8 (3) 248.9 (3) 214%3(2) 1.107 follows from an ITI=125 msec used in the study. The study
305.8L673 3054448 2395376 in [3] was not concerned with a BCI spelling task, rather it
¢ 301.8 (3) 254.6 (3) 207t (2)  1.146* reported on BCI-controlled cursor movements to a series of 8
4954613  380.A77.0 306.4-86.6 screen targets. The best performance (Subject D) corresplon
b 447.0 (1) 275.0 (1) 237:8(2) 0.998 to accuracy of 92%, which using the formula (4), yields 2.373
£ 558.3:104.4 397.683.2 471.5-162.9 bit/trial. With the average duration of a trial being 1.9 séne
471.9 (1) 3235 (2) 29917(1) 0.792 ITR of 1.249 bit/trial follows readily. Finally, the studyi[33]
. 465.4+118.3 346.253.4 254.214.4 determined the speed and accuracy of two different flashing
354.7 (3) 263.4 (3) 23312(2) 1.017 paradigms: single letter display and row-column display of
* marks personal best arfd overall best. flashing characters in & x 6 matrix. It was determined

that the single letter display paradigm was able to achieve
Before comparing the sustained, error-free ITRs achiewvedhigher communication speeds, spelling approximately terdet
this study to those of other EEG-based BCI systems, we makeery 13 sec with &5% accuracy across all 5 participants.



Thus, with this typing speed, subjects were able to spellt@ online sessions, cannot be accounted for with offline.data
42-character sentence in 546 sec, which corresponds t&econdly, the 1:6 oddball-to-non-oddball ratio observethe
0.398 bit/sec ITR using equatioft](3) while assuming error-fregaining procedure may be significantly higher in the online
performances and ignoring post-selection notificatiorem procedure. Since the order of character illumination ddpen
on their frequencies, the desired characters are likelyeto b
IV. DISCUSSION illuminated early in the cycle (see Appendi¥ A), and users
A. Performance are likely to select them before all 7 groups are illuminated
The above results dispel the common assumption regard}hereby disturbing the 1:6 ratio. To underscore this point,

ITRs achievable by EEG-based BCIS [3][34]. In particulaé}ﬁme ITRs corresponding to a high interface speed (see

our system allows characters to be selected in an error—frleat:j,_bI LII) were recalculated according {d (2) with the asedm
fashion with ITRs in excess of 3 bit/sec (cf. TaBle V), whish i ‘3 oddball-to-non-oddball ratio, and values between 9.27

. . . . ..._.and 0.524 bit/trial were obtained, which are remarkablgelo
three times higher than the best bit rates achieved WltHammltO the ITRs achieved online (see Tafilé V). Therefore, the

EESesgce:ilg\?eijy\?\}ﬁrT éEDDAguErasncﬂ zgiilrﬂ;;;]ee times higher th‘F}wtual information formuld{2) provides a reasonably aatir
The superior performance of our system can be attributgatB":Saet?j ggl;zsa%%rczviﬁfllgwlsnteﬁat the formuTal[39];

to several factors. Firstly, it is a truly single-trial sgst, i.e. ’ '

it reliably classifies oddball and non-oddball stimuli afte

single illumination. Other systems, such as those basetien t C-1

original Farwell-Donchin paradign[D._O], require repeafap frequently used to express ITRs in BCI studiels [2]] [40]][41

_to 20) presentations (.)f an Oddb‘?‘” stimulus bgfore a Se_lﬂc“is not adequate for BCls based on the oddball paradigm. First

is made [1B], [T#]. Similar req_wrements are |mposed_ N ﬂﬁ}ote that for a two-class systerd' (= 2), the expressior{4)

so-called checkerboard paradigm[14]. Also, the ability tPeduces to(in,out) — 1 + pelogy pe + p. log, pe, Which

classify oddball and non-oddball stimuli on a single-thakis ’ . © oo . '

with rates as high as 97.4% (see TaBI® Ill) is facilitated byrepresents the capacity (the maximum achievable ITR) of a

N . ) ) nary symmetricchannel[[26]. To achieve this upper limit, in
_combm{;mon of techmque{[ll_?][ﬂl_ 8. 19] brlefly_descmbe ddition to being symmetric, the BCl communication channel
in Section[1[=0. The most distinct feature of this metho

. . - ) _ _ . must maintain equal prior probabilities of oddball and non-
is that it can efficiently handle high-dimensional (480-_D N ddball trials, i.eq.p(o)p: p?e)_ This, however, contradicts

the present study) spatio-temporal data without resorting L . .
- . . ) the very definition of the oddball paradigm, where by design
heuristic strategies such as subsampling EEG signals[B3]], we mu)ét havep(o) < p(c). Simif;rly, f%r a chanceylevelg

or constructing a feature set by addition/deletion of irdial

. _ erformance, we have,. = p(e) and p. = p(o) (see
attributes HIB]'[[I“.]’[[EE]' This method has al§o bgen uged ppendiXC), and so it follows fronfil{4) (assuming the staddar
successfully c.Ia53|fy other types of neurophysmloguadatch (0) 10 p(e) ratio) that I(in,out) — 0.408 bitftrial, which
as e!ectrocorﬂcograms (ECoG)136], and in other types of B resents an obvious contradiction. On the other hand, our
apptl|cat|ons, Sucr? az as¥r:10hron08us cogt;ol o{_a V'Ir tulgiltyt:a analysis correctly demonstrates (Appenflix C) that subject
avatar [6], [37], hand or OTQ"E[B. ] and functiona el with performancegp. < p(e) are not able to spell, since
stimulator [7]. Secondly, biasing the illumination ordef o (in,out) — 0. Depending on the exact oddball-to-non-
char_a_cters according to t_he|r frequen_mes (see Appe_lﬁt_ lix oddball ratio, offline performances substantially gredlem
significantly reduces the time the subject spends waiting fgo% may be necessary for successful online spelling.

the desired character to get illuminated. For example, ase . e i
g . ! For an asymmetric communication channel (Apperdix C),
on 100,000 Monte Carlo trials, we estimated that the 12 m R probabilities. andp, cannot be unequivocally linked to

frequent characters (see Fg. 4) are on average iIIuminaE%e mutual information, i.e. the confusion matrix probgieis

within the first two groups. For comparison, if the Characrhust be used explicitly. If these are not available, a lower

ters had been grouped in a uniformly random fashion, b :
frequent (e.g.E) and infrequent (e.gz) characters wouldog&und based on the Fano inequallyl[26] may be used

have been on average found in the fourth group. Thus, the I(in,out) > H(in) + p.log, pe + p- log, (p:) (5)
above sampling procedure exploits the relatively low gmtro o

of the English languagé [26], which in turn facilitates st Where H(in) = —[p(o)log, p(0) + p(e) log, p(e)] (similar
character selection. Similarly, the partial word completi t©© (I3)). Likewise, an upper bound on the mutual information
feature prompts users to first select those letters thaesept May be derived from the Hellman-Raviv inequality [21].[42]

dictionary-defined completions, thereby bypassing stagedl

I(in, out) = log, C + pclogy pe + pe log, (p_s) (4)

yielding significant time savings. C. Improvements
. While it has achieved unprecedented, error-free, online
B. Information Transfer Rates typing rates, our BCl-speller has not been optimized. For

The discrepancy in per-trial ITRs between the offline (ct. T&example, as the users underwent multiple experiments, they
ble[l) and online performances (cf. Tal)lé V) can be exm@din became familiar with the character layout, and felt thathfer
by two factors. Firstly, the effect of feedback and subsatjueeduction of post-selection pause (e.g. from 3 to 2 sec) avoul
user-interface interaction (e.g. excitement, frustrgtispecific not compromise the spelling accuracy. This step alone would



have reduced the total spelling times (see Tdble 1V) by o
least 43 sec, and increased the practical, error-free RS o.1| | ]
at least 25%. Furthermore, addition of a full word completio
feature similar to current text-messaging systems couttidéu
significantly increase the practical bit rates. Implemgota o.o6
of these improvements is straightforward, although sonee u:
training may be required.

Through a more elaborate procedure, the performance, ,,
the BCl-speller with various omission and false alarm rats
could be simulated. This would allow the cogtsy: and Aga O S ETAOI<NSHRDLCUMWYFGYPBVIKJIXQZ?, 1367802459
(see Sectiof I1I=D) to be evaluated more objectively and the o _
classification threshold in{1) to be chosen optimally. Thlég. 4. The frequency distribution of the characters in ti@ Bpeller.
optimal threshold is likely to be interface-speed dependen

as the two costs scale differently with the interface speedt

due to the fact that each false alarm incurs a constant C&Fgratmgthe character histogram. The inverse samftieg-

associated with the post-selection pause. Another palenCEm states that i¥” is a uniformly distributed random variable,

0.08

0.04

é 71 . . .
improvement could be achieved if in addition to training o en the CDF ofX = Fy*(Y) is preciselyFx, and so uniform

stage-1 data (see Section 1I-C), the parameters of CP irlbuuon_rcan dbe rrr:appetd Into an>(/j.d|sttr|bmlqnfwhd§g .
AIDA and the Bayesian classifier were estimated from stag'ét- novr\1/n_;{ ot_or erc _eflrac Iers acccl)rdlng g el reqéuejwe
2 data. Together with more objectively estimategy; and at each iteration a uniformly sampled random numbere=

H * -1/
Ara, this would allow the stage-2 threshold to be set mo(éEO’ 1],twas mappe((zlj_ac;grdmgdtﬁ N }Zﬁ (?'i ), ;’md thet
accurately (as opposed to the empirically chogea 0.5). character corresponding 10 was drawn WiItnout replacement.

- . - . . 71 . .
In addition, fine tuning of ITI and increasing the number 0§|nceFX is discontinuous, the mappingy " is implemented

channels, especially over the parietal Iobe [13], coulctedn as a lookup table. This procedure is then iterated until 21l 4
. . N characters have been drawn. The characters are subsgquentl
ably improve the ITRs even further. Finally, optimizatioh o

luminance [43], background/foreground color, and chaaractorganized into 7 groups of 6 characters according to therorde

. . : in which they were drawn. Using this approach, the more
size and spacind [44], may lead to further improvements. frequently used characters, efg. &, T, &, 0, T} are likely

) to be highlighted earlier in a cycle. For example, Monte €arl
D. Conclusion simulations show that the average number of illuminations
By exploiting basic concepts from pattern recognition therecessary to highlight (the most frequent character) is only
ory and information theory, the presented EEG-based BCI6 (out of 7). Note, however, that since the above algorithm
communication system allows for error-free selection dadreh is stochastic, the order of illumination varies over cycles
acters with sustained, online bit rates that are sevefdl-fovhich prevents the formation of predictable spatio-terapor
higher than those that have been achieved with similar Bllumination patterns that are known to weaken the P300
systems. More importantly, these results disprove the comnresponse. Finally, in stage 2, the characters are illuméhat
assumption that ITRs of EEG-based BCI systems are limitede-by-one in the same biased random order as in stage 1.
to ~1 bit/sec [2], [34]. Since the parameters of the present
system have not been optimized, we hypothesize that further
substantial improvements of both character-selectionpaac-
tical ITRs can be achieved. Many of these improvements are
straightforward, while others may require some user n@ni  |n Bayesian decision theory [23], the loss associated with
These results may have significant implications on the iitgbi each incorrect decision is expressed by:
and adoption of EEG-based BCls in both clinical and non-
clinical applications. They also offer compelling eviderfor R(o|F*) = Apap(e|F*) (6)
furthgr development of statg_—of—the—art stat.|st|cal a]gpro—_ Re|F*) = Xowplo| F*) @)
cessing and pattern recognition methods aimed at the single
trial processing and analysis of high-dimensional EEG .datayhereR (0 | F*) is the (conditional) risk of classifying obser-
vation F* as oddball. It is the product of the probability that
APPENDIXA the identity of F* is not oddball, i.ep(e| F*), and the cost
GROUP RANDOMIZATION OF CHARACTERS of such decision is\rx. The risk associated with classifying

During BCI operation, the characters are highlighted i~ @s non-oddballR (e | ™), is defined in a similar manner.
a random order, biased to the frequency of the Engligie overall risk is then defined as:
language alphabet, digits, and punctuations (see[Fid.5}) [4
[46]. Before each stage-1 cycle, the order of characters is R :/ [R(o| F) + R(e| F)] f(F)dF (8)
re-randomized in an iterative process by using the inverse &
sampling theoreni[47]. To this end, a cumulative distribati where f(F') is the probability density function (PDF) of
function (CDF) Fx(x), x = {>,E,T,--- }, is calculated by featuresF. The minimum value of({8) is known as the Bayes

APPENDIXB
CLASSIFIER DESIGN



risk, and the decision rule that accomplishes this optimsim i 0 p(ﬁ|0) 5

[0} o~
R(e|F*) Z R(o|F*) VF*e€Q 9) 1’(2'3)
g (élo)
i.e. make a decision that carries the smaller risk. The Hages e e
classifier [(1) then follows readily fronfitl(9). p(ele)
To estimate its parameters, the Bayes theorem is used:
f(F | 0)p(0) Fig. 5. BCI system as a noisy communication channel.
plol F) = ==

where p(o) is the prior probability of oddball trials and channel takes the values and ¢, then its unconditional
f(F|o) is the conditional PDF of features under the oddba#intropy [26] is given by:

class. Similar expression is derived fefe | F'). The Bayesian Hlout) = — In(6)1 A 21 5 13
classifier [(1) is then implemented as a likelihood ratio:test (out) [p(6) 1082 p(6) + p() logy P(€)] (13)
To complete the calculation of the mutual informatibh (2 w

f(F* o) % Ara p(e) (10) estimate the conditional entropfi,(out |in), as in [26]:
&

JEle) Ao p(0) H(out|in) = H(out|in = 0)p(0) + H(out |in = e)p(e)
The parameters of the linear Bayesian_ <_:Iassifier are e_ﬁdna_\t = — [p(6]0) log, p(6 | 0) + p(é ] 0) log, p(é | 0)] p(o)
by assuming features that are conditionally Gaussian, i.e. —[p(6] €) logy p(6 | €) + p(é | €) logy p(¢ | €)] ple) (14)
Flo~ N(fio,6%) and F | e ~ N (fic, 52), whereji, and i, P &2P p &2P p
are conditional sample means of features under oddball afaus, the mutual information can be calculated by subtract-
non-oddball classes, respectively, aitdis the (unconditional) ing (I4) from [IB). It can also be shown that unless a
sample variance of featureés[23]. communication channel is symmetric, igé| o) = p(d]e),
We conclude by noting that ikra = Aonm and the features I(in, out) cannotbe expressed as a functipn and p..
are non-informative, i.ef(F|o) = f(F|e), the classifier's If observed features[™, carry no class-relevant informa-
decision [(ID) hinges solely upon the ratio ) andp(o). tion, the Bayesian classifief_{10) will assign them to the
Since oddball experimental paradigms implye) > p(o), more numerous class (non-oddball), regardless of thegscla
the Bayesian classifie[_{1L0) will always pick the non-odtibabentities (see Append[xIB). The confusion matrix entrlesnt
class in this case. This decision rule defines the chane-lebecome:p(é|o) = p(6]e) = 0 andp(é|o) = p(éle) = 1,
performance of the Bayesian classifier (see Appehdlix C). and the chance-level performance of the Bayesian classifier
is: p. = p(o) andp. = p(e). Assuming the oddball to non-
APPENDIXC oddball ratio of 1:6, we arrive at the chance performapge:
ITR CALCULATION 85.71%. Under this condition, it readily follows from_(13)

Fig.[§ shows the schematic of an asymmetric binary comm@?d [14) (after using I'Hopital’s rule) thatl (out) = 0 and
nication channel with inputs: (intent to select the highlighted /7 (out [in) = 0. Therefore, the chance-level performance
character—oddball) and (intent not to select the highlightedindeed yields/ (in, out) = 0. -
character—non-oddball), and outputstoddball detected) and N the case of the perfect classifier, we haw@|o) =
¢ (non-oddball detected). The transition probabilitiesatezin  P(¢|¢) = 1, and so from[(I2) we obtaip(d) = p(o) and
inputs and outputs can be estimated by the 10-fold CV (sB&) = p(e)- It follows immediately thatH (out [in) = 0,
Section[=D) and comparing the true and decoded identiti¥ce the outputis no longer considered random, once thg inp

of test trials. This procedure yields a confusion matrix: 1S known. Assuming the same 1:6 oddball-to-non-oddbadyat
) . we obtain: I(out,in) = H(out) = 0.592 bit/transmission,
Oy = p(olo) p(e]o) (11) which is the theoretical maximum of this channel.
p(ole) p(éfe)
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