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Abstract— The neonatal period is the most vulnerable time
for the development of seizures. Seizures in the immature
brain lead to detrimental consequences, therefore require early
diagnosis. The gold-standard for neonatal seizure detection
currently relies on continuous video-EEG monitoring; which
involves recording multi-channel electroencephalogram (EEG)
alongside real-time video monitoring within a neonatal intensive
care unit (NICU). However, video-EEG monitoring technology
requires clinical expertise and is often limited to technolog-
ically advanced and resourceful settings. Cost-effective new
techniques could help the medical fraternity make an accurate
diagnosis and advocate treatment without delay. In this work, a
novel explainable deep learning model to automate the neonatal
seizure detection process with a reduced EEG montage is
proposed, which employs convolutional nets, graph attention
layers, and fully connected layers. Beyond its ability to detect
seizures in real time with a reduced montage, this model
offers the unique advantage of real-time interpretability. By
evaluating the performance on the Zenodo dataset with 10-
fold cross-validation, the presented model achieves an absolute
improvement of 8.31% and 42.86% in area under curve (AUC)
and recall, respectively.

Index Terms— seizure detection, electroencephalogram
(EEG), convolutional neural network (CNN), graph attention
(GAT), explainability

I. INTRODUCTION

Neonatal seizures are epileptic seizures that occur in
infants that are younger than 4 weeks. In an EEG, it can
be identified as an occurrence of sudden, abnormal, and
paroxysmal ictal rhythm with a 2 µV or higher amplitude.
This 4-week neonatal period is the most vulnerable time
to develop seizures, capable of causing significant harm
to the developing brain and necessitating prompt diagnosis
followed by treatment. According to Kang et al. [1], the
risk is greatest during the first 1 − 2 days. The prevalence
and importance of aetiological factors for neonatal seizures
are continuously changing and differ between developed
and developing countries depending on the available care in
NICUs. Among the numerous aetiological factors, hypoxic-
ischaemic encephalopathy is the most common, especially
among term neonates [2]. Epidemiology of neonatal seizures
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shows a high incidence rate in low-income settings [3], [4].
For example, Sri Lankan data reveals that 3 per 1000 live
births in term neonates and 7.5 per 1000 births in preterm
neonates experience seizures. Since there are significantly
fewer or no facilities for EEG monitoring in almost all of
the Sri Lankan NICUs, these figures are likely to be under-
reporting [5].

Detecting neonatal seizures is particularly challenging
because they often manifest subtly and can be mistaken
for normal physiological behaviors. Therefore, having an
objective monitoring method is critical. The gold standard
method is video-EEG monitoring, which requires continu-
ously monitoring the infant’s brain activity using an EEG
during suspected seizure events. This method, while reliable,
is resource-intensive and may not always be feasible in
resource limited clinical settings, mainly due to the un-
availability of suitable equipment, the lack of experienced
neonatologists and neurophysiologists for patient monitoring;
ultimately contributing to critical causes for delays in the
diagnosis process [6]. Therefore, several studies have been
done in the past years to replace this monitoring task with
machine learning and deep learning. Despite their reported
performance, none of these have been integrated into hospital
settings.

Among the earliest works, Temko et al. [7] designed a
support vector machine classifier for a dataset from Cork
University Maternity Hospital. With the recent advancements
in deep learning, deep convolutional neural networks (CNN),
recurrent neural networks, and long short-term memory,
several studies have been carried out to classify EEG signals.
In [8], [9], authors have applied 2D convolutions to detect
seizures where in [8], the input EEG signal is treated as
a 2D image and in [9], the input is the spectrogram of
the EEG epoch. Recently, models such as STATENET [10]
and ST-GAT [11] have been introduced, where the temporal
and spatial features are considered for the model prediction.
The main drawback of these existing models is not being
scalable to a reduced number of channels, which becomes an
important requirement for neonatal seizure detection using
low-cost hardware accessible to resource limited environ-
ments. Further, the model convergence is very slow and
not able to explain the output concerning the particular
EEG channels and time intervals of the input EEG epoch.
Michele et al. [12] introduced an explainable deep learning
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Fig. 1: The proposed deep learning model architecture. The first 4 blocks belong to the CNN-based temporal feature extractor.
The 12 channels are preserved throughout the CNN encoder but down-sampled the temporal features at the end of each
block using Average Pooling. GAT layers 1, 2, and 3 have the output shapes (12×37), (12×32), and (12×16) respectively
and the last multilayer perceptron (MLP) network has 32, 16, and 1 neurons, respectively.

model for blink detection from EEG using gradient-weighted
class activation mapping (Grad-cam) [13] method which
is capable of showing exactly where the blink occurs in
the EEG epoch. In addition, several other studies in self-
supervised learning (SSL) [14], [15] were conducted to detect
seizures. However, SSL-based methods provide slightly poor
performance compared to the state-of-the-art (SOTA), such
as an 8% reduction in AUC.

In this work, we introduce a new explainable deep learning
model architecture that is capable of detecting seizures from
EEG signals from a reduced EEG montage and interpreting
the results in real time. As the CNN is a dominant architec-
ture in computer vision tasks [16] and sequence transduction
tasks [17], our work leverages a CNN encoder, where 1D
convolutions are performed to extract temporal features, a
graph attention (GAT) network for spatial feature extraction,
and a binary classification head to classify EEG signals to
seizure and normal states. For 80% training data and 20% test
data, the model achieves an absolute improvement of 2.71%
and 16.33% in AUC and recall, respectively. Moreover, when
evaluated with a 10-fold cross-validation, the model achieves
an absolute improvement of 8.31% and 42.86% in AUC and
recall respectively.

II. PROPOSED MODEL ARCHITECTURE

This section is divided into two sections. In section II-
A, the proposed deep learning architecture is introduced in
detail. To this end, we discuss the CNN encoder followed by
the GAT network. In section II-B, model interpretability is
discussed.

A. Deep Learning Model Architecture

In this section, we introduce the proposed novel deep-
learning model for real-time seizure detection from neonatal
EEG signals. The proposed model employs 1) a CNN
encoder II-A.1, 2) a GAT network II-A.2, and 3) a fully
connected classification head II-A.3. The CNN encoder is
used to extract the temporal features from the EEG epochs
and the graph attention encoder is used to extract spatial
features from the output of the CNN encoder. Apart from
seizure detection, notably, we integrate interpretability in our
model by leveraging a modified Grad-cam [13], to explain
which time ranges in each channel of a given EEG epoch
contribute more significantly to the respective binary class
of the model output.

1) CNN Encoder

As the EEG signals are time series data, we use 1-
D convolutions to extract the temporal features from EEG
epochs. The CNN encoder employs four blocks, where each
block utilizes convolutional layers with (1× 5) and (1× 7)
receptive fields and {32, 64, 8, 1} filters as shown in Fig. 1.
After pre-processing the raw EEG data, the input matrix into
this CNN encoder has the shape 12×384, where 12 denotes
the number of EEG channels and 384 denotes the number of
data samples within a time window of 12 s.

Consider F (x, {W1i}) and H(x, {W2i}) as two different
mapping functions of a set of stacked layers that output two
different matrices with the same dimension given the same
input matrix x. Therefore, we are able to do two mappings
parallelly and add them together to obtain a new matrix with
completely different features as in the equation:

H(x, {Wi}) = F (x, {W1i}) +H(x, {W2i}) (1)

This technique is applied in the convolutional Block 1
as seen in Fig. 1, to extract different temporal features
simultaneously by applying different kernel sizes in two
parallel convolutional layers. Block 1 is followed by another
3 convolutional blocks, each of them having a residual
learning framework as proposed in [18] for fast convergence
of the model. In this CNN encoder, the skip connections
simply perform identical mapping to preserve the original
input dimensions when adding.

Since this CNN encoder is a tiny network with only
8 convolution layers, it proves difficult to achieve a good
training performance with a simple sequential network. In
order to introduce non-linearity in our model, we incorpo-
rated the widely used rectified linear unit (ReLU ) as the
activation of each convolution layer, since other activation
functions may vanish the gradients in backpropagation or
result in higher training time. We further experimented with
the Swish activation function, however, that increased the
training time by approximately 13 minutes compared to the
ReLU function, which did not seem beneficial.

After adding convolution outputs in each block, average
pooling is performed to downsample the feature map by a
factor of 2 for better optimization of the model and batch
normalization as a solution to the gradient exploding issue ac-
cording to [19]. The reason for using average pooling instead
of max pooling is to aggregate more temporal information
into one feature point rather than solely depending on a



(a) (b)

Fig. 2: (a) The proposed reduced montage electrode placement for seizure detection on the international 10− 20 system (b)
The illustration of the employed reduced montage graph representation of the selected electrode montage. The graph nodes
represent the channels and the edges represent the functional connectivity between channels.

single value within a moving window. This CNN encoder
is designed such that it reduces overfitting and training time,
and stops gradient degradation with the help of residual and
parallel connections. The selection of the receptive fields,
number of filters, and layers is decided by a rigorous ablation
study.

2) GAT Network

Graph Representation: After extracting the temporal fea-
tures from a signal, we need to extract spatial features from
the EEG epochs with the help of interchannel connectivity.
Here, we employ a graph GAT network [11], [20] to extract
the spatial feature. The requirements to generate the graph are
the vertices that correspond to the 12 channels, their feature
vectors which are the output features from the CNN encoder
for each channel, and the adjacency matrix to denote the
functional connectivity between channel pairs. Further, the
selected channels given in section III, have the capability of
modeling brain connectivity as in the graph in Fig. 2b.

According to Tekgul et al. in [21], the localization of
EEG seizures with reduced electrode montage is acceptable
and compared to a standard 10 − 20 EEG system as most
neonatal seizures occur in the central zone of the brain.
Hence, not considering global inter-hemisphere connections
in the Front Lobe and Parietal Lobe would not reduce
the network efficiency. Additionally, other neonatal seizures
occur in bilateral posterior and anterior regions which are
covered by O1, O2, and Fp1, Fp2, respectively. Also, due
to the EEG channels T3-C3, C3-CZ, CZ-C4, and C4-T4, the
biological connection between the left and right hemispheres
is maintained throughout the process. Therefore, with the
designed graph, it is possible to leverage the information
passing between left and right parieto-occipital or fronto-
temporal zones. As neonates have very small brains, the
proposed graph rarely misses the event of a seizure [22].

Attention Layers: It is imperative to pay attention to the
connected EEG channels in the selected electrode montage
when extracting spatial features. From two widely used
approaches for building an attention mechanism, 1) a network
built with GAT layers [20] or 2) a network built with scaled
dot-product attention [23], we opted for a GAT as it slightly
outperforms scaled dot-product attention as shown in Fig. 3.
In addition to this, the fact that the brain network could be
modeled as a graph motivated us to apply a GAT network to
extract spatial features.

In a GAT layer, each node aggregates features from

Fig. 3: Performance comparison between GAT layers and
scaled dot product attention layers. Training for dot product
attention was terminated after 50 epochs due to low perfor-
mance.

adjacent nodes and constructs a new feature set for itself.
Given the feature sets for each node; H∈R12×F , a learnable
weight matrix; W∈RF×F

′

is required to linearly transform
the input features to high-level features by the simple matrix
multiplication; H×W∈R12×F

′

. Next, a shared masked self-
attention is performed to compute the attention coefficients
and masking is done according to the adjacency matrix. The
eq. 2 from Peter et al. [20], explains how to compute the
attention coefficients from the jth node to the ith node (αij)

αij =
exp(LeakyReLU([hiW||hjW]aT ))∑

k∈Ni
exp(LeakyReLU([hiW||hkW]aT ))

(2)

Here, hi denotes a row of H matrix, Ni denotes all the
neighbor nodes of node i and itself, a∈R2F

′

is a learnable
weight vector, and || represents concatenation. Once these
attention coefficients are obtained, the new features set for
each node are calculated by a simple non-linear transforma-
tion;

H
′
= ELU(AHW) (3)

where A∈R12×12 is the masked attention coefficient matrix.
This mask makes sure that a node pays attention only

to itself and its first-order neighbors. Hence, we apply 3
GAT layers after the CNN encoder, to achieve an optimal
spatial receptive field by aggregating features from the 3rd-
order neighbors which will efficiently cover 78% of the brain
network. If one or two more layers are applied, the receptive
field will be increased, however, it will not improve the
network efficiency and model performance. Therefore it was
proved experimentally that the optimal number of GAT layers
should be 3. Here, as mentioned in Fig. 1, the output feature



maps of the GAT layers 1, 2, and 3 have the shapes (12×37),
(12×32), and (12×16), respectively. In their work, Raeis et
al. [11] adopted a similar approach for feature map selection,
while employing 18 EEG channels.

3) Classification Head

The classification task is performed through a multilayer
perception (MLP) after extracting temporal and spatial fea-
tures from the proposed CNN encoder and GAT network.
This network consists of 3 dense layers of 32, 16, and 1
neurons, respectively. The first and second dense layers are
followed by the ReLU function while the final layer is
followed by the Sigmoid function. A global average pooling
layer is applied along the temporal axis before these in order
to reduce the GAT output dimensions to (12× 1).

B. Model Interpretability

High transparency is essential in deep learning applications
in medicine. This emphasizes the relevance of explainability
in medical AI. To this end, this work proposes a new
approach leveraging Grad-cam [13], in which the gradient of
the class activation (logit value) is obtained with respect to
the activations of the last GAT layer to generate a heatmap of
the shape of the input signal. Once the gradient computation
is complete, the final GAT layer outputs are scaled by the
mean of gradients. The resulting values are passed through
a ReLU activation function and then normalized using
min-max normalization. This generates a heatmap, where 0
represents the least relevance and 1 represents the highest
relevance to the output. This heatmap is then mapped to
a standard colormap to visualize the dependence of the
relevance of specific time periods in each of the 12 channels
of a given EEG epoch to the respective binary class of the
model output. This is clearly visualized in Fig. 4 with a blue-
white-red (bwr) colormap. Further, this step does not affect
the deep learning model binary class output as it runs as a
post-classification task.

III. DATASET AND PRE-PROCESSING

In this study, the publicly available Helsinki Zenodo scalp
EEG dataset [24] is used to train and test the deep learning
model. This open-source dataset contains 74-min (median)
long multi-channel EEG recordings, sampled at 256 Hz,
from 79 term neonates admitted to the NICU at Helsinki
University Hospital, Finland. It consists of 3 annotation
files created by 3 independent trained neurologists. As a
result, only 39 neonates were identified as having seizures
by consensus, while 22 were identified as seizure-free.

This dataset, recorded with respect to a reference point,
allows for the construction of a number of EEG chan-
nels. According to the American Clinical Neurophysiology
Society recommendations, the electrode placement should
follow the international 10-20 system modified for neonates.
Consequently, most existing methods, including the state-of-
the-art, utilize 18 EEG channels for training and evaluation.
Even though the full array is recommended, the Minimum
Technical Standards for Pediatric Electroencephalography
states that it is acceptable to use a reduced array wherever
necessary [25], [26]. Hence, our study employs just 12
channels, selected based on Tekgul et al. [21] to model

the double banana-shaped reduced electrode montage. The
specific channels used are, Fp1-T3, T3-O1, Fp1-C3, C3-O1,
Fp2-C4, C4-O2, Fp2-T4, T4-O2, T3-C3, C3-CZ, CZ-C4, C4-
T4 as shown in Fig. 2a.

In EEG signal processing, it is important to preprocess the
signals to remove noise and artifacts. For this dataset, flat
lines at 0 V in some EEG signals need to be removed before
further processing. An automated procedure is implemented
to identify and remove these flat lines from the signals.
Additionally, a bandpass Chebyshev type-II digital filter with
1 Hz and 16 Hz cutoff frequencies is applied to eliminate
baseline drift and high-frequency noise components. The
original sampling frequency of 256 Hz is down-sampled
to 32 Hz to reduce model complexity and training times.
Finally, the EEG epochs are normalized to scale the signal
amplitudes.

We select only the 39 neonates with seizures identified
by consensus to train and evaluate our model as the other
22 neonatal seizure-free signals cause huge class imbal-
ance issues and the remaining 18 neonatal signals have the
potential to be misclassified as actual seizures. Although
neonates with seizures by consensus are selected, there is
a significant difference in total seizure duration compared to
non-seizure duration. The total seizure duration represents
only 18.14% of the total EEG signal duration. To address
this class imbalance issue, we adopted a technique from [11],
where we overlap each 12-second epoch with 11 seconds for
seizure segments and 10 seconds for non-seizure segments.
While this approach does not entirely eliminate the class
imbalance, it effectively reduces its impact on displaying a
seizure-to-non-seizure epochs ratio of 1 : 2. The remaining
class imbalance issue is mitigated by applying focal binary
cross-entropy loss in training.

IV. MODEL TRAINING

The model is trained and evaluated in two approaches;
1) allocating randomly selected 31 subjects for the training
data set (∼ 80%) and the remaining 8 subjects for the
test dataset (∼ 20%) from 39 neonates with seizures by
consensus and 2) performing 10-fold cross-validation on
these 39 neonates. The model is trained with the Adam
optimizer with a 0.002 learning rate and focal binary cross
entropy loss with γ = 2 and α = 0.4 as the loss function
to address the class imbalance issue between seizure and
non-seizure samples. We apply a dropout of 0.2 probability
at the end of each convolutional Block 1, 2, 3, and between
every GAT layer and dense layer. Additionally, a L2 kernel
regularizer with a 0.0001 regularization value is selected.
These hyperparameters were selected after an ablation study.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Table I compares the performance results of previously
published models with our proposed method. These compar-
isons are inequitable due to the fact that previously published
methods incorporate 18 EEG channels, which are obtained
from the full electrode montage. In order to ensure a fair
comparison with the SOTA, we retrained the best performing
model among the current SOTA, ST-GAT (FL) which is the
best variant of ST-GAT as in [11], for the 12-channel reduced
montage and reported the results. Our model performs better



TABLE I: Model performance comparison. CV - Cross Validation

Number of EEG Method Accuracy (%) AUC(%) Recall Precision Kappa
channels mean± std Median (IQR) Mean±std (%) (%)

MSC-GCNN [27] - 99.10 (96.80, 99.60) 94.70 ± 10.90 96.71 - 0.80
181 PLV-GCNN [27] - 99.00 (95.20, 99.70) 94.10 ± 10.50 95.30 - 0.79

SD-GCNN [27] - 97.30 (86.30, 99.60) 90.09 ± 13.50 96.68 - 0.71
ST-GAT(FL) [11] - 99.30 (96.40, 99.50) 96.60±8.90 98.00 - 0.88

12 ST-GAT (FL)2 80.29±9.48 83.98 (77.80, 90.90) 83.15 ± 8.85 39.98 94.91 0.43
10-fold CV Our method 89.02 ± 2.91 91.84 (88.57, 95.21) 91.46 ± 4.36 82.84 94.23 0.89

12 ST-GAT (FL)2 88.80 91.71 66.89 95.17 0.71
(80% − 20%) Our method 91.56 94.42 83.22 88.61 0.80

1These models were trained with 18-channel full montage EEG data. Since no prior study had been conducted using the 12-channel reduced
montage, we report these here to demonstrate that our model performs better than SOTA methods in terms of Cohen’s kappa while having a
reduced number of channels.
2We retrained ST-GAT (FL), the best variant of the ST-GAT, for the 12-channel reduced montage and reported the evaluated results to show a
fair comparison between our model and the current best SOTA model.

when evaluated with a 10-fold cross-validation, where the
model achieves an absolute improvement of 8.31% and
42.86% in mean AUC and recall, respectively. Further, for
80% training data and 20% test data, the model achieves an
absolute improvement of 2.71% and 16.33% in mean AUC
and recall, respectively. Further, our model evaluated with
10-fold cross-validation, has the highest Cohen’s kappa value
regardless of the reduced montage.

Our model not only detects seizures in EEG epochs but
also provides interpretable outputs for real-time analysis.
This highlights the specific channels and time windows that
are most critical for the model’s decision. By visualizing
these regions using a bwr colormap as in Fig. 4, we can
assess the model’s ability to understand and interpret the
input. The first subplot of Fig. 4 shows the true labels and
predicted seizure probability for a 7.5-minute long EEG
signal. As shown in the next 12 subplots, our model effec-
tively differentiates between seizure activity (from 4 mins 25
secs onwards) and the seizure-free period (up to 4 mins 25
secs). This demonstrates the model’s capability to distinguish
between these two crucial elements in EEG seizure analysis
even though the artifacts in the seizure-free region are in the
same amplitude range as seizures. Since the understanding
of how the model identifies a given EEG epoch as a seizure
epoch is more important, we visualize the heatmaps of only
EEG epochs detected as seizure by the model otherwise, we
visualize EEG epochs in blue color. The last subplot of Fig. 4,
a zoomed-in time window of the Fp1-T3 channel, shows
the onset of the seizure which demonstrates how specific
channels and time windows of the EEG recording were
critical to detect the occurrence of the seizure. Further, real-
time results can be found in the git-hub repository: https:
//github.com/Dinuka-1999/BraiNeoCare

VI. CONCLUSION

Although neonatal seizure detection is a challenging task
even for experienced professionals, by introducing well-
defined signal processing techniques and deep learning mod-
els, we may attempt to make the task less challenging. By
leveraging explainable AI and a seizure detection probability
distribution, not only experienced professionals, but less
experienced professionals can gain the skillset to diagnose
seizure events accurately and provide prompt management.
To this end, we have presented an efficient, reliable, and
unique deep learning architecture built upon a CNN encoder
to extract temporal features, a GAT network to extract spatial
features, and a binary classification head. On average, it takes

Fig. 4: Top subplot: Comparison between true labels and
model prediction probabilities. Next 12 subplots: Visualiza-
tion of 7.5 minutes EEG, where the recording is observed to
be seizure free up to 4 mins 25 secs, and a seizure occurs
past this point. Last subplot: A zoomed-in version for better
visualization of seizure onset and how the relevance changes.

only 62 ms to detect seizures in a 12-second EEG epoch
on the CPU, with even faster processing (32 ms) on the
GPU. Beyond its ability to detect seizures in real time with a
reduced montage, this model offers the unique advantage of
real-time interpretability. This allows for quick and insightful
analysis. A modified version of Grad-cam is employed to
explain the model’s binary class output demonstrating which
channels and time windows have been looked at by the model
when a seizure is detected. The reduced montage employs
only 9 electrodes making it easy to prepare the subject for

https://github.com/Dinuka-1999/BraiNeoCare
https://github.com/Dinuka-1999/BraiNeoCare


testing and increasing the patient comfortability.
For future work, we see great potential for the medical

field in improving the model’s performance with real-time
fast artifact removal, and embedded machine learning for
real-time seizure detection. An important task is to improve
model performance by self-supervised training with a large,
unlabeled EEG dataset. To accomplish this, as our next step,
we are planning to test this proposed trained model with data
collected under the supervision of trained experts from The
Lady Ridgeway Hospital in Colombo, Sri Lanka.
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