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Abstract—In the application of brain-computer interface
(BCI), being able to accurately decode brain signals is a critical
task. For the multi-class classification task of brain signal ECoG,
how to improve the classification accuracy is one of the current
research hotspots. ECoG acquisition uses a high-density electrode
array and a high sampling frequency, which makes ECoG data
have a certain high similarity and data redundancy in the
temporal domain, and also unique spatial pattern in spatial
domain. How to effectively extract features is both exciting and
challenging. Previous work [1] found that visual-related ECoG
can carry visual information via frequency and spatial domain.
Based on this finding, we focused on using deep learning to
design frequency and spatial feature extraction modules, and
proposed a Bi-Band ECoGNet model based on deep learning.
The main contributions of this paper are: 1) The Bi-BCWT
(Bi-Band Channel-Wise Transform) neural network module is
designed to replace the time-consume method MST [2], this
module greatly improves the model calculation and data storage
efficiency, and effectively increases the training speed; 2) The Bi-
BCWT module can effectively take into account the information
both in low-frequency and high-frequency domain, which is
more conducive to ECoG multi-classification tasks; 3) ECoG
is acquired using 2D electrode array, the newly designed 2D
Spatial-Temporal feature encoder can extract the 2D spatial
feature better. Experiments have shown that the unique 2D spatial
data structure can effectively improve classification accuracy; 3)
Compared with [1], the Bi-Band ECoGNet model is smaller and
has higher performance, with an accuracy increase of 1.24%,
and the model training speed is increased by 6 times, which is
more suitable for BCI applications.

Index Terms—Brain Computer Interface, Visual based Elec-
trocorticography (ECoG), Multiple-class Classification, Bi-Band,
Spatial-Temporal domain.

I. INTRODUCTION

Brain science has been one of the hottest research areas,
electroencephalography is one of the technologies that effec-
tively records brain activity. According to the category of
invasive and non-invasive, there are two types of methods:
EEG (electroencephalography) and ECoG (electrocorticog-
raphy). EEG measuring uses a group of electrodes which
attached to the surface of the scalp. It has the advantages of
low cost and non-invasiveness. However, the collected data is
easily affected by noise, and the electrode layout is sparse in
space. ECoG signal acquisition is to place the electrode array
directly on the gray matter cortex of the brain, directly collect
the electrical signals of the gray matter cortex. Compared
with EEG, there is no attenuation from the skull, the signal
has a higher signal-to-noise ratio, and the high density of
electrodes gives us a high spatial resolution. This makes
ECoG have a wide range of applications. For example, ECoG
is used to assist neurological rehabilitation therapy [3]. The
cortical temperature, and cerebral thermodynamics of ECoG

signals can contribute to improving the assessment of epileptic
seizures [4], epileptic seizure detection [5], mental fatigue
detection [6] and ECoG signals are extensively used to find the
focus of seizures in epilepsy [7]. ECoG signals have a strong
signal-to-noise ratio, which is conducive to the extraction of
signal features. However, due to the large channel number, data
redundancy, and strong similarity between channel signals,
decoding ECoG signals is very challenging. Currently, the
processing method of ECoG signals can be roughly divided
into two categories: traditional methods and deep learning
method.
Traditional methods tend to manually design feature extractor,
focusing on brain signal statistical information. In multi-
classification tasks, beside basic statistical features, such as
signal average, peak value, STD, etc., there are also feature
extraction methods that target at temporal-frequency domain
[8] [9]. Short-time Fourier transform (STFT) is a commonly
used temporal-frequency analysis method for time series sig-
nals, but the time window length is fixed and the resolution
of the time domain is relatively low. S-Transform [10] and
its derivative version Modified Stockwell Transform (MST)[2]
[11][12] effectively improve the resolution of the time domain
and can effectively extract temporal-frequency features. Dis-
crete Wavelet Transform [13][14], Relative Wavelet Energy
(RWE) [15][13] can control the scale by adjusting parame-
ters, can also extract temporal-frequency features, and obtain
good results in classification tasks. Those temporal-frequency
analysis methods are widely used in ECoG signal processing.
In addition, there are many other feature extraction methods,
such as Autoregressive Coefficients (AR) [16] Petrotosian
Fractal Dimension (PFD) [17] Hjorth Complexity (HC) Hjorth
Activity, Mobility, Complexity [18], common spatial patterns
(CSP) [19][20][21], Band Power [22], conditional random
fields (CRF) [23]. The features extracted by these methods
are redundant, so the features need to be selected and reduced
in size. Commonly used methods include genetic algorithm
[24] and principal component analysis (PCA) [13][14]. The
optimized feature subset will be passed to the classifier for
final classification. For classifier common methods include
support vector machine (SVM), (logistic regression (LR),
linear discriminant analysis (LDA) and k-nearest neighbor
(kNN), probabilistic neural network (PNN), etc.
Traditional methods require manual design the suitable feature
extractor, which requires prior knowledge of the relevant
parameters. For small data sets, when the similarity between
different categories is low and the computational cost is
not high, traditional methods can handle it well. However,
for large data sets, especially the similarity between data
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or categories is high, the manually designed features will
be not large enough for classification task. For example,
the ECoG signal dataset related to visual classification [25]
this data has multiple categories, with high similarity cross
categories, big data diversity within category, complex visual
information. It requires a larger dimensional feature vector to
construct an effective feature space which can provide enough
discrimination information. At this situation, deep learning
methods can show their capability. For temporal series signal
processing, LSTM [26] have its reputation, it can effectively
extract long-term correlation information. [27] used LSTM
to process ECoG signals related to Motion Imaginary and
achieved good results in classification task. [28] combined 2D
convolution modules with LSTM to prove that the exploited
spatial correlation between neighboring electrodes will ben-
efit to predication of the hand trajectory. [25] used vision-
based ECoG signals which were collected from the brains
of primates. The authors compared the processing capabili-
ties of the convolutional neural network (CNN) and the Bi-
LSTM [29] network. The convolutional neural network used
two modules, channel-wise transform and channel-level self-
attention. The experimental results show that the convolutional
neural network effectively extracts the characteristics of the
time series signal, which has 6% higher in the classification
accuracy than it of the Bi-LSTM, reaching the SOTA level
in the classification task of this vision-based ECoG signal
dataset. However, the convolutional neural network and LSTM
network in [25] only focus on information in time domain,
does not consider the spatial information of the electrodes. In
[1], which uses the same data set, the authors used MST to
perform time-frequency analysis on the ECoG signal to obtain
a 3D feature space, designed a minimalist and explanatory
network to extract features from the spatial domain, and used
a parallel network to simultaneously process the real and
imaginary data. The final performance was significantly higher
than [25]. [1] is more like a basic research work, combining
the advantages of traditional methods MST and deep learning
methods to explore the characteristics of ECoG signals that can
carry visual information. This means that the model inherits
the shortcomings of MST, requiring empirical setting of MST
parameters, slow temporal-frequency analysis processing, and
cannot be integrated into the model network. It requires huge
hard disk space to store 3D feature data, this also greatly
affects the training speed of the network.
Based on the findings of [1]: the frequency domain and
spatial domain of ECoG carry more visual information, the
effective use of frequency domain and spatial domain features
is conducive to improving model performance. In this paper,
we propose the Bi-Band ECoGNet model. the Bi-BCWT
module in our model has similar functions to MST, mapping
the ECoG signal to the 3D feature space, using different length
of convolution kernel can effectively take into account both the
high-frequency and low-frequency information, improved the
feature extraction ability; in addition, we improved the Spatial
Filter structure of the model in [0], using a 2D multi-layer
structure called spatial-temporal feature encoder, can more

effectively extract spatial domain features; finally, the Bi-Band
ECoGNet model is more lightweight, has higher performance,
and does not require additional space to store data, greatly
improving data processing speed.
In this paper, introduction of our proposal will be discussed
in section II; then model training & the results comparison in
section III; in section IV, we present the ablation experiments;
final part is the conclusion.

II. METHOD

Figure 1 shows the entire process of proposed model. There
are four main stages, which also correspond to the four parts
of the model (blue modules in Figure 1). The function of Bi-
Band channel wise transform is similar to MST [2], which
extracts the temporal-frequency information of ECoG. After
this processing, we can get a 3D feature space. Spatial-
Temporal Feature Encoder focuses on the spatial-temporal
features in each frequency feature map, extract spatial feature.
The following Feature Fusion Module and Full Connection
module will do features selection and classification respec-
tively. These two parts of the structure are derived from the
structure of EEGNet [30]. The specific structure of each part
can be found in Table I.

A. Bi-Band Channel-Wise Transform

Time series signals such as ECoG are non-stationary time
series signals, real-time frequency information is one of the
important features. There are many methods for temporal-
frequency analysis, such as the traditional methods introduced
in Section I. However, these methods require manual design of
related parameters, which would be tedious and complicated.
The convolution layer in the convolutional neural network
can provide a solution. We can use the convolution kernel
to implement the function of temporal-frequency analysis. In
addition, the parameters of the convolution kernel can be ob-
tained through model training, so we can avoid manual design
and parameters adjustment. Here we use the TCN network for
time series signals. The structure in TCN uses 1-dimensional
convolution layer like [30]. Compared with the TCN module
used in [25], it is smaller and lightweights. The convolution
kernel parameters are similar with the parameters of the time
window function in the MST method. These parameters can
be learned through model training, which greatly reduces
the tedious steps of manually adjusting parameters and time
consume calculation of MST.
Bi-Band Channel-Wise Transform (Bi-BCWT) is composed
of 64 TCN small modules, half of which have the kernel
length of 512, the other half have kernel length of 32. The two
different convolution kernels have different tendencies in the
frequency domain. Experimental comparisons show that the
512-convolution kernel pays more attention to low-frequency
part, while the 32-convolution kernel is more inclined to
relatively high-frequency part. The combination of these two
different sizes of convolution kernels can cover a wider range
of frequency. The structure of Bi-BCWT is shown in Figure
2:



Fig. 1: Outline of Data Flow of Bi-Band ECoGNet

Fig. 2: Structure of Bi-Band Channel-Wise Transform
Each blue rectangle represent one TCN, there are 2 different
size of TCNs. short for length of 32, long for length of 512.
Each TCN will generate one Spatial-Temporal Feature map

After the processing of this module, as shown in Figure 2,
we can get a 3D feature space (frequency-spatial-temporal).
The Bi-BCWT module determines the feature of the frequency
domain. In our model, there are 64 Spatial-Temporal feature
maps, which correspond to the 64 TCN modules.

B. Spatial-Temporal Feature Encoder

An 8*16 electrode array was used for ECoG acquisition,
so there is corresponding relative spatial information between
each electrode. The Spatial Filter structure of MST-ECoGNet
[1] uses a 1-dimensional spatial filter, which cannot effectively
extract this 2-dimensional spatial feature. Here, in our model,
we use a 2-dimensional convolution network. Experiment
shows that this 2D structure can more effectively extract
spatial features, improve classification accuracy. The detailed
structure is shown in Figure 3:

Each spatial-temporal feature map was reshaped into a
3D space (8*16*T), following the same shape as the 8*16
electrode array. Then reshaped feature map will be processed
by two layers of convolution, the convolution kernel sizes are
8*8*1 and 1*2*1 respectively. The final output feature vector
is in size of 1*1*T. Through this way, the spatial-temporal
features are extracted.

Fig. 3: Structure of Spatial-Temporal Feature Encoder
Each feature map will be reshaped to 3D structure, then
processed by 2 layer of 2D kernels, finally output of feature
vector.

C. Feature Fusion Module & FC

The fusion module use the same module in EEGNet [30],
detail structure can refer to Table I, which is compact and
can blend the features of each frequency domain and further
reduce the temporal domain. Finally, the FC layer is connected,
output a 6-dimensional final classification vector.

III. MODEL TRAINING & RESULTS

In the experiment, we used the same visual-based ECoG
dataset as [1][25] to train our proposed model, then compared
it with the model proposed in [1][25] in terms of model size,
model performance, and model training speed.

A. Visual-Based ECoG Dataset

The ECoG data used in experiment was acquired by biology
team from Graduate School of Medicine and Dental Sciences,
Niigata University. The targets were two macaque monkeys
(Subject MonC: 6.1 kg, Subject MonJ: 5.1 kg). The outline
of the acquire processing can be seen in Figure 4. For more
information, refer to [25] [31]. Here we only give an overview:

1) Image set selection: The images used as visual stimuli
were selected from natural images, with a total of 6 categories:
building, body part, face, fruit, insect, and tool. After screening
by three experts, 1,000 images were finally selected for each
category, and the image size was reshaped to 512 x 512;



TABLE I: Model Structure Details N means the number of kernel; G means the ’group’ parameter in nn.Cov3d function.

Part Layer [Kernel Size] * N / G Output Reference

Bi-BCWT
nn.Cov3d [1 x 1 x 32] * 32 / 1 32 x 128 x 300 Input：ECoG signal of size: 1 x 128 x 300nn.Cov3d [1 x 1 x 512] * 32 / 1] 32 x 128 x 300
Catenate - 64 x 128 x 300 catenate above conv3d output together

Spatial-Temporal Encoder

Reshape - 64 x 8 x 16 x 300 reshape feature map into 3D structure
nn.Cov3d [8 x 8 x 1] * 128 / 64 128 x 1 x 2 x 300
nn.Cov3d [1 x 2 x 1] * 128 / 128 128 x 1 x 1 x 300
BatchNorm3D - 128 x 1 x 1 x 300
nn.ELU() - 128 x 1 x 1 x 300
nn.AvgPool3d [1 x 1 x 4] 128 x 1 x 1 x 75

Feature Fusion

nn.Cov3d [1 x 1 x 16] * 128 / 128 128 x 1 x 1 x 75
nn.Cov3d [1 x 1 x 1] * 16 / 1 16 x 1 x 1 x 75
BatchNorm3D - 16 x 1 x 1 x 75
nn.ELU() - 16 x 1 x 1 x 75
nn.AvgPool3d - 16 x 1 x 1 x 9

Full Connection Flatten - 1 x 144
nn.lin() - 1 x 6

2) ECoG recording: All animal experiments followed rel-
evant legal requirements, and the experimental subjects were
implanted with 8 x 16 ECoG electrode arrays on the surface of
the inferior temporal cortex(ITC) of the brain, total 128 elec-
trode channels. In fact, subject MonJ had another implanted
electrode array with 64 channels. But here we only utilized
128 channels of data which covered the surface of the ITC.
In this way, the data of the two subjects remained consistent.

3) Recording Process: The subjects were trained with a
visual fixation task to keep their gazes within ±1.5 degree of
the visual angle around the fixation target (diameter: 0.3 de-
gree). Eye movements were captured with an infra-red camera
system at a sampling rate of 60 Hz. Stimuli were presented on
a 15-inch CRT monitor (NEC, Tokyo, Japan) with a viewing
distance of 26 cm. In each trial, after 450 ms of stable fixation,
each stimulus was presented for 300 ms, followed by a 600 ms
blank interval. The signals were differentially amplified using
an amplifier (Plexon, TX, USA or Tucker Davis Technologies,
FL, USA) with high- and low-cutoff filters at 300 Hz and 1.0
Hz, respectively. All subdural electrodes were referenced to a
titanium screw that was attached directly to the dura at the
vertex area. The recording wad was conducted at a sampling
rate of 1 kHz per channel.

Fig. 4: Outline of ECoG Record Each image will be used
as visual stimuli, last 300 ms, ECoG signal will be measured
via electrode array.

B. ECoG Record Preprocess

Each ECoG trail contains 3 parts, one is an active interval
that lasts for 300 milliseconds. In this interval, picture is

displayed to stimulate the monkey’s visual system; the other
two are the pre-static interval and the post-static interval,
picture is not displayed. Please refer to Figure 4 in the data
acquisition part. For data preprocessing, we select the 300-
millisecond interval before the active interval as the back-
ground. We calculate the overall mean and variance of the
background interval, use them to normalize active interval
data. The formula is as follows:

E˚
acpn, tq “

Eacpn, tq ´ ms

σs

ms σs indicate overall mean value and standard deviation
value of ECoG background respectively. Eacpn, tqindicates
the ECoG data in active interval, which has n channels,
t sampling points. E˚

acpn, tq indicates the ECoG data after
processing, this is the input of our model. The purpose of this
preprocessing is to exclude the influence of the monkey’s state
during different experiment period as much as possible. The
background interval reflects the basic state of the monkey, if
exclude the influence of this period, the remained changes is
caused by visual stimulation, which is what we are concerned
about.

C. Model Training

The subject MonC dataset has 21,586 trails, the subject
MonJ dataset has 13,445 trails, totaling 35,031 trails of data.
Before starting training, the experimental data will be prepro-
cessed. In order to obtain more accurate experimental results,
the dataset is evenly divided into 5 parts. In verifying the
performance of the model, we use 5 cross fold validation, all
result is the average accuracy of 5 times test. The experimental
model is completed using pytorch. We trained each model
for 400 epochs with a batch size of 128. We used the
Adam optimizer [32] for optimizing model parameters, with
a learning rate of 1.5e-6, a weight decay of 0.0001, β1 =
0.9, and β2 = 0.999. The operating platform information is
as follows: CPU Intel Xeon w5-2455x, memory 64 GB, GPU
NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090 24GB



D. Results & Comparison

Table II shows the comparison results. Compared with the
deep learning method [25], our model is smaller and has better
performance. The accuracy of the experimental subject MonC
reached 54.15%, an increase of 17.35%. The experimental
subject MonJ also improved by 8.39%. In terms of model
size, our model is only 0.0396M, which is less than one-
tenth of the size of the model [25]. Compared with model
in [1], which combined traditional method and deep learning
method, our model performance is improved by an average
of 1.24% with smaller size. More importantly, training speed
of our model is increased by 6 times and no additional
storage space is required to save feature data. According to
the comparison results, we can see that our model is smaller,
higher performance, faster to train and is more suitable for
application in the field of BCI. .

IV. RESEARCH EXPERIMENTS

The ECoG data in this experiment is unique. In addition,
unlike the Motion Imagery dataset, this ECoG dataset is
collected from the Inferior Temporal Cortex. The Inferior
Temporal (IT) Cortex is the cerebral cortex on the inferior
convexity of the temporal lobe in primates. It is crucial for
visual subject recognition and considered as the final stage
in the ventral cortical visual system [32]. Few studies have
been conducted on the classification task based on vision-
based ECoG. Therefore, on the basis of the proposed model,
we conducted ablation experiments on the key modules and
parameters of the model to ensure that we understood the
functions of the modules and improved the reliability of
the model. In addition, in the channel importance test, we
have new findings that are worth sharing with experts in
the biological team. In the ablation experiment, we did not
distinguish the data set of different experimental subjects and
mixed them together for testing.

A. Number of TCNs & Length of Kernel

The important component of Bi-BCWT is the TCN module.
TCNs number and the length of its kernel will determine the
performance of Bi-BCWT. The number of TCNs determines
the number of frequency feature maps; the length of kernel
affects the range of the frequency domain. We test the model
performance using different number of TCNs and different
length of the convolution kernel. The experimental results
are shown in Figures 5 and Figure 6. From comparison
results, we can see that: 1) as the number of TCNs increases,
the classification accuracy increases; 2) Kernel Length also
affects the performance of the model, it shows relatively high
performance when the kernel length is 512 and 32.
Since the main function of TCN is to extract frequency infor-
mation of each channel, frequency is determined by the kernel
parameters. The increase in the number of TCNs also increases
the diversity of kernel frequencies. In other words, it will
determine the frequency resolution, the larger the number, the
higher the frequency resolution. The size of the kernel length
will affect the model’s choice of high and low frequency. A

larger length is more inclined to the low frequency band. On
the contrary, a smaller length will have a greater chance of
learning relatively high frequency domain.

Fig. 5: Performance of Different Kernel Number Results
show that the more kernel (TCN), the better performance.

Fig. 6: Performance of Different Size of Kernel The size
(length) of kernel has influence on performance. Finally 32 &
512 kernel size are selected, base on the performance.

To prove this conjecture, we designed a verification experi-
ment: designing an FIR band-pass digital filter with bandwidth
of 5Hz, the cutoff frequency gradually increases from 1Hz
to 300Hz, with a step size of 3Hz. For each step, original
ECoG filtered by the filter, then fed into pretrained model
for accuracy test. Detail algorithm refer to Algorithm 1. The
experimental results are shown in Figure 7: The model with
length 512 shows high performance in the low frequency
range. On the contrary, the model with length 32 can extract
relatively high frequency information.

B. Bi-Band TCNs vs Solo-Band TCNs

Based on the findings in Experiment A, different kernel
length leads different performances in different frequency
domain. Larger kernel length tends to low frequency, smaller
length trend to relative higher frequency. In order to extract
both low-frequency and relative high-frequency information,
mixed TCNs of different lengths was proposed. Keeping the
number of TCNs unchanged, half used length of 32, half
used length of 512. Comparison experiments refer to Table



TABLE II: Model Performance Comparison compare with previous work [1][25], our model has the best performance, faster
speed with smaller size

Model Params / M Accuracy / % Speed / s/epoch
MonJ MonJ MonC MonJ MonC MonJ

Base Model [25] 0.451 0.451 36.8±0.51 27.59±0.73 - -
MST-ECoGNet [1] 0.0396 0.0488 53.43±0.55 34.22±0.78 189.0 139.0
Bi-Band ECoGNet 0.0396 0.0396 54.15±1.15 35.98±1.15 33.0 21.2

Fig. 7: Frequency Importance of Different Kernel Size
Results show that model with big size of kernel such as 512,
main focus on low frequency information, small size kernel
like 32 can get information from relatively high frequency.
However, when combine these two kernel size together, both
low frequency and high frequency information can provide
contribution, so this combination can use both low and high
frequency information.

Algorithm 1: Frequency Importance Test
Input: original ECoG dataset Eori

Output: model accuracy list
Acc “ racc0, . . . , acci, . . . , accns, acci means
model accuracy after ith band pass filter
process original ECoG dataset

1 # Each band pass filter has bandwidth of 5Hz
2 initialization
3 Acc=rs # accuracy list
4 fron=1Hz # start frequency
5 froff= fron+5Hz # cutoff frequency
6 while fron ă 300Hz do
7 # Implement of filter function via package signal;
8 filti “ signal.firlspfron, froff q

9 E˚
i “ filtipEoriq

10 acci “ ModelpE˚
i q

11 Acc.appendpacciq
12 fron “ fron ` 3Hz
13 end

III, verified that the performance of the model was improved
after using mixed TCNs. Frequency test also showed that the
model did can extract larger range frequency information, both
high and low frequency, refer to Figure 7.

C. Electrodes Array Spatial Domain

Work [1] mentioned that the spatial domain features of
ECoG are helpful for classification tasks, 1D convolution
kernel was used to extract spatial domain features. However,
ECoG acquisition used an 8 x 16 rectangular electrode array.
This made the channel of ECoG have 2D spatial domain.
To better extract spatial features, Spatial-Temporal feature
Encoder was proposed. As introduced previously, the spatial-
temporal feature map was reshaped into 3D data (8 x 16 x
T), then two layers of 2D convolution kernels were used to
extract features. To verify its performance, we conducted a
comparison experiment:
1) 2DECoGNet: same structure used in [0], keep spatial-
temporal feature map as 2D data structure, directly use 1D
convolution kernel extract spatial features, the structure is
shown in Figure 8;
2) 3DECoGNet: the network with Spatial-Temporal feature
Encoder.

Fig. 8: Spatial-Temporal Feature Encoder of 2DECoGNet
Each Spatial-Temporal feature map will processed by 1D
convolution kernel, then get feature vector, the big difference
compare with 3DECoGNet is that no reshape operation on the
feature map.

The comparison results are shown in Table III. Compared
with 2DECoGNet, 3DECoGNet has higher performance with
accuracy improved by 1.04%. The special electrode array used
in ECoG acquisition contains 2D spatial information that can
help improve the accuracy of multi-classification tasks.

TABLE III: Ablation Study on Kernels length & Spatial-
Temporal Encoder All test on mix dataset of 2 subjects.
Accuracy uses 5 cross validation average value.

Kernel Length Spatial-Temporal Encoder Model Size / M Accuracy / %256 512 32 512+32 2D Encoder 3D Encoder
✔ ✔ 0.0380 45.09
✔ ✔ 0.0305 46.13

✔ ✔ 0.0648 46.27
✔ ✔ 0.0161 46.04

✔ ✔ 0.0396 46.77



D. Individual Channel Influence

The above Experiment C shows that after adopting the 3D
data structure, we can clearly see the improvement in accuracy.
To find out the reason for the improvement, we focus on the
signal channel and wonder if 3DECoGNet can learn channel
information better. To this end, we designed a comparison
experiment to see the contribution level of each channel. The
experimental method is very simple:
ECoG data composes of 128 channels, each time only one
channel data are set to 0. The modified ECoG dataset is
fed into the pre-trained model to obtain the accuracy. This
accuracy will decrease. Compare with the accuracy of original
ECoG dataset, we can get the value of decrease. This value
can be used as contribution indicator of the channel which
is set to 0. Repeat this procedure until all 128 channels have
been test. Detail algorithm refer to Algorithm 2. Finally, all
channel contribution level are drawn on the 8 x 16 plane map,
then we can get the heat map.
Compare the heat maps of 3DECoGNet with 2DECoGNet
Figure 9. We can find that the heat region of 3DECoGNet
is larger than that of 2DECoGNet, for example, electrodes
(10, 5), (6, 5) and (2, 1) etc. Therefore, we can conclude that
the 2D kernel helps to extract more spatial information, which
is conducive to the multi-classification task of ECoG. Please
note that for this test we mixed the two monkeys’ dataset, this
is little different with Experiment E.

Algorithm 2: Channel Test
Input: original ECoG dataset Eori

Output: accuracy change list
D “ rd0, . . . , di, . . . , dns, di means model
accuracy change after ith channel value set to
0

1 # total channel number 128
2 initialization
3 D=rs # accuracy change list
4 Accori=ModelpEoriq # original accuracy
5 i= 0
6 while i ă 128 do
7 Set ith channel of Eori to 0, get modified ECoG

dataset E˚
i

8 acci “ ModelpE˚
i q

9 di “ Accori ´ acci
10 D.appendpdiq
11 i` “ 1
12 end
13 # final delta list reshapes to 8 x 16 shape

E. Difference between Subject

From [1][25] we can see the big difference between the
model performance when the model was trained on each
subject dataset separately. The same difference is also found in
proposed model, with a difference of 19.17%. A subject-cross
test was conducted: model trained on one subject‘s dataset

Fig. 9: Heat Map for Each Channel of 3DECoGNet &
2DECoGNet 128 channel reshaped to 8 x 16, which is same
as electrode array, number of x y axis is used to define the
position of electrode. Deeper color means bigger value which
indicates more important for model performance. Results show
that 3DECoGNet can extract more information from more
channels, such as (10, 5), (6, 5), (2, 1)etc. compared with
2DECoGNet heat map,

TABLE IV: Subject-Cross Performance Comparison Re-
sults show that model that trained and test on different monkey
dataset, show big difference. when we train model on one
monkey dataset, test on other monkey dataset, it show very
bad performance at random guess level.

Dataset/Accuracy Test
MonC MonJ

Train MonC 54.15% 16.76%
MonJ 15.88% 35.98%

then test on the other subject‘s dataset.
Table IV shows the cross test results: model trained on one
subject dataset can not get good accuracy on other subject
dataset. This means each dataset has its own specific. The
possible reason for this specific would be biology difference
between these 2 monkeys.
Following this view, try to verify the biology difference,
channel importance test was conducted on each subject dataset.
Used same method in Experiment C refer to algorithm 2.
The heat maps of the two subjects are shown in Figure
10. Compare with two heat map, there is a big difference.
Different channel heat map means visual signal comes from
different position. Considering same electrode array, same



position, similar subject, same visual task, these difference
would indicate that special pattern exists in visual processing
of brain, different cluster of cortex cell activate during that
processing. Different individual process visual information in
its special pattern. However, above hypothesis is based on
the data analysis results, we are not experts in biology, we
would like to share these findings and discuss with the biology
experts in Niigata University.

Fig. 10: Heat Map of MonC & MonJ Dataset Results show
that there is big difference in channel heat map between MonC
& MonJ dataset.The position where visual information comes
from is quite different between 2 subjects.

V. CONCLUSION

There are very few studies on ECoG signals generated by
the visual system. As far as we know, we are the first team to
have such dataset. These experimental data are acquired by the
excellent biological team at Niigata University. Their efforts
have given us the opportunity to peek into the function of the
brain’s visual system. Although there is still a long way to
go to fully understand the full picture of the brain’s function,
this valuable dataset indeed opened the door for us. Based on
the previous work [1], we further analyzed this dataset and
proposed Bi-Band ECoGNet for the multi-classification task
of visual ECoG. The Bi-BCWT module in proposed model
covers both high-frequency and low-frequency features, can
effectively map ECoG signals to 3D feature space, greatly
improving the efficiency of data processing compared to the
MST method in [1]. In addition, the Spatial-Temporal Feature
Encoder uses two layers of 2D convolution kernels, which
is more conducive to extracting spatial domain features than

the 1-dimensional Spatial Filter in [1]. Overall, the proposed
model has better performance than MST-ECoGNet, accuracy
improved by 1.24%, and what‘s more important, our model
training speed is 6 times faster, no need additional resource
for dataset.
Furthermore, in the ablation experiment, we systematically
analyzed how the model’s hyper parameters affect the feature
space, and how the feature impact the accuracy of classifica-
tion task.
1) Frequency importance test: For ECoG multi-classification
tasks, distinguish information comes from the low-frequency
region, while there is almost no effective information in the
high-frequency domain (the accuracy of the high-frequency
domain is close to the level of random guessing). The convo-
lution kernel size of Bi-BCWT’s TCN determines the prefer-
ence for the frequency information. Larger convolution kernel
tends to low-frequency information, while smaller convolution
kernel focus on relatively high-frequency information. The
combination of different size of convolution kernel enable the
network to take into account both low-frequency and high-
frequency information, thereby improving performance.
2) The electrode array for collecting ECoG data is a regular
rectangle, which makes the ECoG channels also have unique
2D spatial information. 2D convolution kernel in Spatial-
Temporal Feature Encoder can more effectively extract spatial
information, so that make our model get a 0.5% performance
improvement.
3) The contribution of each ECoG channel to the task is
different. In the experiment, we found that only small part
of channels can provide effective information, showing a
relatively concentrated characteristic. Effective selection of
channels will be the next research topic, as mentioned in
[33][34]. 4) Analyzing the difference between subjects, com-
pare the channel heat map between 2 subject, we can find there
is a big difference in the heat map. Base on this finding, we
guess that there exist some special biology difference in each
subject. Even the same visual task, different individual process
that visual information in different pattern. This hypothesis is
worth to share with biological experts in Niigata University.
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