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Stacked Convolutional Denoising Autoencoders
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Abstract: Internet of Things (IoT) which connects various kinds of things via internet each other and gath-
ers logs has much attention. It is expected for utilizing IoT to make it possible to acquire information which
was conventionally difficult to sense in real-time. One example is electrocardiography. If we can analyze
electrocardiogram (ECQ) in real time, it becomes possible to detect arrhythmia in real time by using the IoT
device. In this paper, we propose high level feature extraction from ECG waveform using Stacked Convolu-
tional Denoising Autoencoders (SCDAE). ECG classifier is built by combining the architecture and weights
of SCDAE with fully connected layer. Evaluation results show that the proposed method (Accuracy: 95.3%)
outperforms the existing works (Accuracy: 92.7%) for unseen ECG beats.

Keywords: Stacked Denoising Autoencoders (SDA), Convolutional neural network (CNN), arrhythmia de-

tection, electrocardiogram (ECG)

1. EU®IC

VAR, SFEFLHE/ BIPaMEA U — 2y ICE
WA LT, usIUEB X UHERIM %475 Internet of

bOR&H NTT FaE

NTT DOCOMO, INC., Minato, Tokyo 107-0052, Japan
1 HFE, SAS Institute Japan #Ra&t:

Presently with SAS Institute Japan Ltd.
2)  ochiaike@nttdocomo.com

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

Things (JLF, ToT) IEHA4EE > T3 [1]. ToT O
ALY, 45Ty v IHPREETH - 721E R T
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BTFNAZB LIV ToT OFEHIZEY, VT NE A LILE

WAL T 52 LD 2 5.

AIf7ElE, LEK (ECG; Electrocardiogram) 75 DA
EIREFHRE*HE 35, ECG %) 7T VE A LIZ50HT
THIENTENL, IoT DIERIZE D) TVY L Lk A
FLAES, NERBLSTEEL %5 [3]. ECG 25D
AREPRMHNIZ AT O & 5 EEIEET 5.
EBIMRIC & B RFTEL

ECG WA B G L BRI Z X - TERIET 5.
ZD7-%, BRI LE N N AEROBE
79 2L IIHEETH 5.

DIRTENC & BT
ECG W IIBII RED A + L AIRFER BLE, &
o EDOERYE B X ORI ENIC L > TEILT 5. £
D78, FEREEICH L OISR b e AN EEIR O % 4T
)T LIIHEETH B.

A/ A X
ECG #EAIEEIH A A& EN T 5. 20720,
SIHTENCIZ Y 7% ) A ABREDPDLETH 5.

BRI R B L VAR & 2 IR BR824 X
xFLHENA N R ARSI RE & R duE, AR ENIRRE
BRI TN A LIRERBL AR L 2 5. KHFTE
TlE, Stacked Convolutional Denoising Autoencoders (L
T, SCDAE) %\ 7z ECG 25 O AR Tk % 7
FT5. B SB X CDIHEENIC X 2B ENH L
T, SCDAE D& AARIEDE L~V QR % 47\,
7= ¥ TR O E T 2 R 5 Z L SHITET
&%. ¥72, SCDAE % H7i%¥ (pre-training) % L 720D
4, SCDAE DL 2 — Il E&iEan a2 —F V4 v
N7 =27 % BIMLEE (fine-tuning) 34 2 & T, #illl
I A RNt L % 5 HE TV OREEENIAFFC X 5.

AIFFEOEBIILLTOEBY TH A,

e ECG » 5 OREIRFHEIZ BV TRIE L 7% 504021t
BLUBIH 4 XWEICKH L, SCDAE #H\w/i-@& L
AV ORI I DO W TIRE L 72,

o FHIFE SNz SCDAE IZ&#EE 2 BMT A2 &
T, RHEOZ—FI2D0TEREE 203 % F o0
iR L2

KFLTIE, REISTEEMTRISO W THRARIF & D
FEIZOWTHEMT S, RIZ, 3 BICTIREFEOEMZ
T L, 4 BTIRET— ¥ EHVIEZREEZTY, BET
BERFETFHEORBEICOVTHGEET 5. 212 5 B|IZTR
MAEDE LDOB L VEHDOFEIZOVTIHRRS.

2. FEEMZE

2.1 FERIEHO RN & BEMRE
ECG 75 ORI DOV TIE, £ OFEIRES
nTws, M1IZ2FEECC OMEL/RYT. ECGIELE

&
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Fig. 1 Example of ECG.

OBELZNRIGE 2 LFk L T b, 275E ECG Tld, —f#iic
MLIT 8 & O V1 O 2 T O LB &, KT A2
b2 BiZ 42 2 LT, REROBWOTREL 2 5. ECG
T, DHARRS (BLF, RRI) % 212505 S 1, window Z&
IIARENRTH B DEPVRESIND., FD7-80, ECC 434S
(3% window 2 S HR AL T 5 Z L ATRD LN,

ECG 2 5 OBl I IE Y = — 7Ly PEHRE D

LW IigE25® 5. Srivastava & [4] 3BT = — T L v
k254t (DWT; Discrete wavelet transform) % fvy, ECG
WO BEEL M L7205, fuzzy hybrid neural
network (2 & D I EGHT 2 FEeREL D, DWT
RV ARY MVIRTIC X0 E#E S W72 85 25, ECG
BGHICAENTHD I L E/RLTWA. Tang b 5] &
ECGWIEL V-2 (P, Q R, SBXUTH) &
WL, £¥—7 HEOH#EB X RS ICXL ) KICHIE L 72
T % v quantum neural networks (QNN) (2 X 1) J%TE
2T HFEIOVWTRELTWA., L2L, 2hHo
FHEET =7 Ly MEHIZI ) ST V5
728, BTG & 2 WIBELAFAET 5 &) ECG D
kb, RAOBINR,»SE5N 72 ECG 7— ¥ 250 H
T5HILIINETH L.

Osowski 5 [6] IZERMXTRIZ & - TEALT 5 ECG JIEH
5TV T THl L 72 2 i3 % 729, higher order
statistics (HOS) & V728 EIML IOV THET L T 5.
HOS Z H\w 5 2 & TR 735 7% 5 ECG JEIEIZDWT
b, TNV eIl LRSI TR T A B 2 L &R
LTwW3,

2.2 REFEIC & 3 TEMREH ORERZR
Kiranyaz 5 [7] 1&, NIRRT O RO EED ECG % k
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L — =2 77— Z I\ 7z patient-specific 7 ANEERIRHE
FIERELZ. ZOFEFILTIE, 1XITD Convolutional
Neural Networks (LT, CNN) % F/H L TAER % #
5. FHITIE, FEOTER (4.1 BiTHATLINVS B
LOV) OARENROBHVERE TRl 21T > T\WA. Zubair
5 [8] 1%, Kiranyaz & & [[FRIC CNN 2 W2 Z & T, KAl
OB BT 5 ECG 76 OAREIRMBHNZ D W TGS L
Twh, CNN 25 2 EC, i/l S h7z ECG %
A O W TERE IR ERR L ST RETH S Z L 2R LT
V5. Rahhal 5 [9]1&, F > F 4 > TORERMH % H 1
(CREBD = 12 & ) ANEEIRI I O F TV & DA %
%L, 2O T Stacked Denoising Autoencoders (LLF,
SDAE) Z W/ E T V&4 L7z, Rajpurkar & [10] I3,
iRhythm Technologies *! @ Zio Patch monitor % FIJ L#J
30,000 AOAREREE D 1 FHEECG 77— % £ v b &4

L7z, 2, REIRBHOBEFFZE CIL b T2 2

FEECG 77— 4 TdH b MIT-BIH 7— % X—Z (48 A\ 30

SO ECG F—%. Filid 4.1 Sz M) 2 X ) KT

5. ZOTF—YEMAL, 34D CNN E7 V& 5EH L

14 O AEEIROFEFZ 534 L 7. Pourbabaee 5 [11] 1,

FEVEVELEANE) (Paroxysmal Atrial Fibrillation, PAF) @

B % %512 ONN % FeBdmit ISR L, 155 N7

% KNN X SVM I & o TH#iT5 2 & TPAF 2ili5 5

FEARELZ. O TIE PAF OB LLTE

D, BEAEFH ORI IEH S LT,

KHF52 T3 SCDAE % H 272 ECG 5 O R

L UOARERGBIZOVTHE T 5. BEFAIZEICBWTY,

CNN % SDAE % i\272 ECG IO TR s

TW5A%, CNN IZ Denoising Autoencoder (LLF, DAE)

% HLAEHE72 SCDAE 12 & 2 RERGFEIFIR/E SN T

. SCDAE 2H WA Z T, RAIDZ—R ) £ X

L&) EM A it T 5. 7, FHIN-EAE

72 R 2 RS 2 2 L CAEIRGE E AT . BLERF

FEL R, RO T — 7103 B ARG L 25 ks

ETHDHILERT.

3. BEFZE

KHFZETlE, SCDAE % Fv:7- ECG 25 OYdhit 3 &

OAREIRGFIZO VTR T 5. ETEEIUTO 220

ATy IO END., B, KIFZEICBIT 5 RAT—

FiE, F—= VTS IEEN VI FDOI L LE

#£95.

i) SCDAE (C & 34 #mH (pre-training)
BWIEDS ) A4 X & Bdid B SCDAE O3 (pre-
training) #479. SCDAE 12XV, RAIDL—¥B X
O A RN OB 2 d it S it F ¢ & 5.

*I http://irhythmtech.com/
*2 https://physionet.org/physiobank/database/mitdb/
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ii) PEHDIEE (fine-tuning)
SCDAE OFFIZL W EoN/zET VLY, Tra—
T i LR ARE R B L 2 s A AT
%. SCDAE OFHFFBICLVIESN-EAZFAL
SIFERZED fine-tuning %179 2 & T, HHEEE & 0RO
HEEEDIFREC & 5.

3.1 SCDAE (Z & 34 #umH (pre-training)

Autoencoder (LLF, AE) d=2—F VA vy hT—27%
HHLRTTERT VT AL THD 12, ANTF—% L
WMAHT—=PRLLHIICRSLELIZa =TV ry b T —
I HRFEIELILET, O EN S AT — 5 O
HICER M SN EoML2HFETE 5. AN
r eRIIHL, Zra—=%y=folx) ET7T—=% go(y),
FERITREER O BLIOHEEMEEE L L L2 E, AE
F (1) DREfLEE L TERIN 5.

mina 3 3 L g () )

7oL, EHALEEE o, FHRICLVRKOONLEAY
W, NAT A% b, 0={W,b} & L7k &, fo(z) 135X (2),
gp(y) F (3) L LTwE#HSNL.

fo(x) = o(W, +b) (2)

90 (y) = a(W, +1) (3)

Vincent & [13] 1& AE DATINY h I/ 4 Z%MA S
Z&T, AE &I L L Wb SN -4 ot 2179

DAE IZOWTIRELTW5A, 2 12 DAE Ol % /R 7.
DAE TI3A] X = 2 122V TOMEE 7 0+ X (corruption

Encoder Decoder

N4

e
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T NKEZ
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Ny N

T NELTEA
TS

Input Layer Output Layer

Noise

B 2 DAE Ofl:z 2/ A X&MA/zd # AL z LT 5
Fig. 2 Example of DAE: Recovering x from & which is added

Hidden Layer

noise.
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process) C(X|X) 26 X 29> ) v 7452 ELT, A
N7 M RS A, BRIz 2 AL
AE LRBIC 2 2HLTH L) hma—F 0ty FT—7
EHFEIEDLI LT, AE L HBL X ) AR RERE O
Wzlasd, ANT—% X 20T 5504% P(X) &L
72t &, DAE 33X (4) OHifpEfE LRE & L TEk S
ns.

mm@ﬁ’EXNP(X),X~C()?|X)L(X» 9(f(X))) (4)

AR, WIEENE, SRR S F ST RGHICBNT
CNN 25\ RBRk S # 78 LT\ B [14], [15], [16]. CNN T
i, BAAARE (Convolutional layer) BL U7 —1) v 7@
(Pooling layer) 25l s b =2 —F )ty hT—2 T
HhH., BRAREEHNDZETANT—FICHET 58
Y= xBEL, TV TRBICEYANTFIIBITE
INE = MBI OWTEE R ET IV R ERT 5 2 L8
WHEE 72 % [17). Masci & [18] I AE DTy 2 —5TEE &
O ERE 12 CNN ZFl ] L 72 Convolutional Auto Encoder
(BLF, CAE) 22K L Tw5. CAE X )8 EN/-EH
WA EEEA CNN LI L L) L Wil CH 5
ZEERLTWES, Du b [19)1d CAE # %L L, AN
F—=FIZ ) A AL 7 SCDAE 28 % L CTw5. BfF
ORI T & LB L, SCDAE 25& ) iUk L 7245 %
T A2 ERLTNAD,

KFFETIE, DAEOZya—Ffgéra—yE\laH
IABREB LT =) T & SCDAE (2 & ) ECG 2
DEFBAMIL 2479 . ECG KIED b ORI IZ1E, #
Wt G B L OVMAZENC X B2 L S B A ARTEDS
HGHET D, BARAARBIZLYE L)V OIFHERFT TV,
T=) TR O EAL N R T 5 2 LAT
SHUL, BUA R B X OO Ui 7 R fli
WRETHLEEZONL., F72, ANNT—7I12 /74 X%
25T, B A X L CsEE 7z R 2SR T
ER

SCDAE 133K (4) OIIFHE R B LIE & 3l L 7218 & +F
O, TVA—F fe BLOTI—F gp BEHED= 2 —
TNy b= LR D. SCDAEICBIJA Ty a—%
% convfy, 7 A—F % convgy LT HE, ke HEFEHD
T4V E convfy(Z)F 133K (5), convgy (y) X3 (6) 1I2L D
TFEIND, 72770, « 1ZEAAANIE T4,

conv fo(2)F = o(x « WF 4+ bF) (5)
convgy (y) = o (Z conv fo(2)F « W'k 4 b’k> (6)
keH

SCDAE O L.> I — @I BT % & HAHMILDOFI I
E7—1) ¥ 7% AT 5. Pooling LY T — ¥ Tid
MaxPooling %17\, 7732 — ¥ & TlX, Upsampling % 1T
9. MaxPooling (3B HAAMRE TEH I N2 7 1 V¥ DI
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wARMELDAL % HI B L, Upsampling T3 AJJ Ol & kLD
fifl 2 AL B O M H R D 3R,

SCDAE D#JRI# Lscpap \C13 3% (MSE) & H
Wb, ANEIAREMAT 2, Wk oLz &, 18
KB Lscpap 3K (7) TEFREND.

n

1 ~ 2
%Z(sz‘—l’i)

i=1

(7)

Lscpae(f) =

3.2 PNIEROIBE (fine-tuning)

SCDAE [ Z75 8 e % Fr 72 v, REROMM %479 72
HIZ, 3.1 HiTHE L7/ SCDAE Oy a—FIZ&kED
Za—=F WAy b= 2BINY 5. B 3 IZ5EEERD
MaXERY. FHAjcFEE L7 SCDAE OEAB LT~
I—-FOMEZME L, BIICekEE (Fully connected
layer) Z3BINT 5. @&kiaREOLDEE S5 L 72 AR
DINNVERRDLZ ETHBEGREBEEL, Az I12dL,
WhE5zonh/zo0e LComE84 5.

SR BT A M JIE 0L EICIE, softmax FA%K
FHWA, softmax A HWAZ LT, £21=v FOH
N%&TRUNOFTEMERE LTk ZEDPTREE % 5.
ZZTC, WHBIIB A=y MR N, A%z, 2=
FMiOWDE g £ L2 E, 2=y b i O pli) 133K
(8) THEFESINS.

Ej’vﬂ e’

SO Lopr 1213 cross-entropy % JHW %,
YTV N, TEI T AR Em, YTV illBITS
77 A ] @%ﬁ%&&ﬁ% DPij <\_'_ Lf: (l_'_ g, ?E%Eg%l LCLF
330 (9) TEFZENS.

1 n m
Lorr(9) = —— DD yilog(ps)

i=1 j=1

(8)

p(i) =

(9)

SCDAE(pre-training) Classifier(fine-tuning)

decoder

Fully connected layer
(softmax)

3 HZROME
Fig. 3 Building classifier.
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&1 AERD 5 58

Table 1 Number of samples for each class.

Label | Description Count
Train Test
N Normal beat 8,963 | 80,774
S Supraventricular ectopic beat 336 4,457
A\ Ventricular ectopic beat 993 9,201
F Fusion beat 191 1,162
Q Unknown beat 7 15
4. FE

WRETFEOENMEZ MRS 5 7-0FEEREZT-72. 2
CCTITEROFEM & FFMiAG R IOV TS 5. FEfiE,
UTD220%47- 7.

PR 1 BEAAWETE & F SRS & B FE O MR L RG Al
SR 2 R — WIS A M BE O T

4.1 EBREH

FEBRT— 5 121E, AR TOA {fibhTnb 255E
ECG ¥—% T& 4 MIT-BIH % J\»7-. MIT-BIH |21 48
AD 30 5B 5 ECG F— 7 BMFEfET 4. KL a—F
WIERRIB IO T ARUPGFAEL, T N0IE AAMI SO
Wy b 5 MICHSETREE > Twh, R 112 AAMI
OHERT HAREIRD 5 53, T NVEERT. KUFFET
&, JEATHRgE & FRE O Stk THER S 4 729, MIT-BIH %
54 La—1F (102, 104, 107, 217) kAL, 4 L a2 —
FiZ& M5 100,389 @ window Z xR & T 5,

ECG %13 window Z & 12 RRI DERDSGFEAET S, £
7o, BUNGE Z L IRIBICER S S 5720, EBLE T
%. window CTEIZRRI DS —EN72T — % AT 572
O, 7)) IEBEEHCF - ZEEL— MU T
YU A, RIZ, window T & ZHE % HEIE A 0-1 BRI
FEHALT A, REETIX, % window % 160 ¥ > 7V D[
FEL—MIUVF )7 Liznb, EHLEIT- 7

A 1 T, Zubair & [8] ORFZE & [7]— D 5 TREAli %47
9. BARIICIE, MIT-BIH @9 &, {#)o 20 A (100-124)
DEXBMNSETINIVN, S, VETI ¥ A5 T,
FRVE, Q ety Vil L7ca5k 245 o vk,
42— (100-124 B £ 17200232 D 44 N) DM 5 53
MoET—%% -7 7—=% LTHETS. 24 A
(200-232) DHF¥2553DF =5 % FAMTF—5 L LTH
W3, Fl, TANT =D)L IT VAT T
L725,000 %) F—yarrF—2 ELTHHTA. &
B, N\ TF—=vary7T=F LT ETANT—
NN YA

B 2 T, R —WIIT A5 HEMRE R SIS 5 72

*3 http://www.aami.org
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%= 2 SCDAE Ok
Table 2 Architecture of SCDAE.

Layer Type Shape Activation
0 Noise (160, 2)
1 Conv2D (160, 16)  Relu
2 MaxPooling (80, 16)
Encoder 3 Conv2D (80, 8) Relu
4 MaxPooling (40, 8)
5 Conv2D (40, 4) Relu
6 MaxPooling (20, 4)
7 UpSampling (40, 4)
8 Conv2D (40, 8) Relu
9 UpSampling (80, 8)
Decoder
10 Conv2D (80, 16) Relu
11 UpSampling (160, 16)
12 Conv2D (160, 2) Relu

®, 100-124 B L 200232 D 44 A% 5 2D 7 )V — T2
7 ¥ & LIZ4531F, Leave-One-Group-Out Cross-Validation
XY ZAT 072, 7NV — T 055 D072 5 53EI5 M
GE (K7 N—T8ANFERIANDT— 5 2 EL) BiTo7:
Thbb, 4ADODT7NV—=TIZEENLT -5 TFEHL, 7%
DDO1DODTN—TTTAMEITH &) FHili % 5 [ml#E D
BLIZ, M= T IAVE IV =T DTF—5DH)H T
VLT 5000 RN F—2 g v F—5 & LTRI L.
B, N)T—varyr—YICHHLT—-5E L —=
VT = bW,

4.2 EERER

& 2 122 DD CTHIH L 72 SCDAE Ok % k¢
SCDAE TiZ, 3EBOEIAARBB LT —1) v 7kg % F
M L7z, F7z, iEMACBIEUC I Relu [20] 72 MV, s L7
b T) ALZIE nadam [21] 2RI L7z, F 72, B4 &
LT 0, BEHEEZE 0.001 DX 7 A5%0 % vz,
4.2.1 Ml 1 OFER

RIETIX, BEAAWIZE & W —5 012 & 2 hRg B o R Aififs
HAZOWTHERSL. X 4 12 SCDAE OFE g2 R~d. 7
AN TFT=FIZBIT AL (loss) BLUON) F—2 3 v 57—
FIZ0$ % loss (val-loss) 2S5 BMBT ECA{hoT
WA ZEDSDAE. BB IZT A NTF—% DO—#% SCDAE
WCEDEL LBl 2 RT. HiLEhT— 8 BSAEED
JARERYBENTWS & &I, BRIV T3S &6
EMFLTVAEZ LGN 5.

239 7- SCDAE L V) o a— ¥ ofis B L ovsss
SNcEAZIML, &6EEENT S 2L Thflist
WS 2. R 3 ICHESN oGO EZRYT. =
I—FREIZ32RILB L5 RILOEHEREZEBIML 7.
F 7z, BB cross-entropy, A LTV T X402
1 nadam ZFJH L 7-.

X 6 ([CoEam0FE M, B 7 I2FEERT LD Ac
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— 55

a1 — val loss
a0s
w
4 e
=
004
002
-
000
1] 5 10 15 vl 5 @ B 40
Epochs
4 SCDAE D=3 i
Fig. 4 Learning curve of SCDAE.
Input (%)
10
o8
o6
04
02
@
L
g— ] 2 Q @ a 100 20 10 160
2 Output {x)
Bur
06
s
04
a3
0z
01
oo
Sample a 2 40 [:+] @ 100 120 140 160

5 SCDAE O157tHl
Fig. 5 Examples of recovered ECG by SCDAE.

x 3 SHEOMEL
Table 3 Architecture of classifier.

Layer Type Shape Activation

0 Noise (160, 2)

1 Conv2D (160, 16)  Relu

2 MaxPooling (80, 16)
Encoder 3 Conv2D (80, 8) Relu

4 MaxPooling (40, 8)

5 Conv2D (40, 4) Relu

6 MaxPooling (20, 4)

7 Dense 80 Relu
Classifier

8 Dense 5 SoftMax

curacy #7/R9. T A NT—=FIZBIF 5L (loss) BLO
N) F—=2ary T =733 5 loss (val-loss) 29535 [m%%
TEIABRL o TS Z EDS A, Accuracy (12D W
THFHXERL LI, ML=V T TF—9BLUT R
FF=ZICTHIMLTWA 225, SHEEFSHETD
HEEDICTULREE 2o T B 2 0G0 Ah.
FHRUGHEGTT A N T =9 2 0 LB OS5 E
IR 4, PEHERER 5 IRNT. TORBINT— 8 AR
9% 7V N, VIZDW T precision/recall & b IZE W
FETHETETWDLI LGN E. IS, FIZOWT
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o7 — val loss
L
=
g s
=
@
@ 04
£
O 3
[
01
0 5 10 15 0 5 2
Epochs
6 RO M
Fig. 6 Learning curve of classifier.
0975
0950
0925
0900
g 0875
0850
0825
0800 —
— al acc
775 =
0 5 0 15 2 5 »

Epochs
7 HZED Accuracy

Fig. 7 Accuracy of classifier.

R4 TANT— 5 OSHERE

Table 4 Performance for test data.

Label  Precision Recall Fl-score Support
N 0.95 0.99 0.97 80,774
S 0.87 0.44 0.59 4,457
\ 0.94 0.84 0.89 9,201
F 0.90 0.52 0.66 1,162
Q 0.00 0.00 0.00 15

£5 TANT—5O5ERER

Table 5 Results of classifier for each class.

Classification result
N S A% F
N 80,437 118 175 44

Label

Q
0
S 2,292 | 2,033 128 41 0
Y 1,221 46 | 7,841 | 93| 0
F 280 2 66 | 814 | 0
Q 13 0 2 0ol o0

I¥, precision AE WV —F T, recall 29K\, T, £ 1
WKCRLZZEIIETINVS, FOML—= v 77— b7
WD ThHbEEzbNA. 720 Q (Unknown beat) (2
DWTIRPENTE TRV, ThiE, 9V QDF—%
B iisg |2 D e\n728, BERRS TR R ER TR B
WThHhHEEZLNDL. F72, Unknown beat (2T T
NV a2 FH Z EDBWER T Thb7z0, TNV ¥
7 ASEY) T WU REEDSH 5 .

RETIE L BAAFED Accuracy DILELZ TR 6 1Z/R”T.
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F 6 MW & ORI
Table 6 Comparison of accuracy between the proposed

method and existing methods.

Osowski | Srivastava | Tang | Zubair | Proposed | Proposed
’04 [6] ’13 [4] 14 [5] | 16 [8] (SC) (SCDAE)
Acc 86% 85% 9L.7% | 92.7% 95.1% 95.3%

T ORMAL VIS B HOREEILE

Table 7 Accuracy for unseen data.

Proposed (SC) | Proposed (SCDAE)
Accuracy 87.6% 91.7%

PERTHEIL CNN 2 fi (stack) LRI L7725 # (Stacked
CNN, LT SCE7)) & DAE 2ffio CHu#E L%
ENGINL. 0w, SCEFIVE, SCEFIVIZDAE
%3 L7- SCDAE &7 )V 2 fBH DR % BEEMTE & 1
#2172, SCEF IV H SCDAE EF NV &6 5 & 40Kk
(Accuracy) 7%, BEGEMFZE L LB LEW I &A% h 5. SC
EFINVE SCDAE EFVDEIF 02%THo7:. TDT &
Mo, BEAFIEE (8] L M — D4 Tld CNN 2 #EI123 5%
RO TS DAE ORR LY KREVWEEZLND.

4.2.2 Ml 2 OFER

RIFTIE, RALZ—HIT 55RO FHMiRE R 12D
WCHMT %, DAE ZIULHREDM LICHG$5 L& 2
bNs7z0 (18], KL -3 T 558 MREE SC ET
)L & SCDAE £ 7NV CHET 5.

5= 7 12 Leave-One-Group-Out Cross-Validation C 5 45
EIZZAEMRRE &2 AT o 72fE R &R 9. SCET )V L) SCDAE
ETNDRPRML—F 2 JREEOTEEZIT) T LD TE
2. NL—S VTS ICT AN T Do EEh
AEE 1 Tid SC E7 )V & SCDAE &7 )V TS E 12K
XREI LGP, RNT =5 DOAREGIET HEF 2 T
X DAE 2z 72T VDB ERHBEICTEEIT) 2 L8
T&., ZOBRIHLT, WHEDds t MEEIT-72&
Zh, BENKESHTHELEN D72, TOZLnb,
DAE Z#H$ % 2 L HRBU T — % 2> 5 OAEERF 12
HITHDHENZ D,

B, FEHICE LML, FEICHWY TV
S 80,551.2 0 2 ST 69711 B TH o7z, $ 72, i
BRI, T A MW Y SV O 15,137.8
B TIVT0.856 B TH o7z, FEATEREEIX, OS & Ubuntu
16.04, CPU ! Intel Xeon CPU 3.20GHz (16 2 7), *
£ 128GB, GPU |Z TITAN X (A% 12GB) ##fH
L7.

5. ¥&O

A7 TlE, SCDAE % i\v:7- ECG 7 6 O AR
FHERFE L. ECG 25 ORKIRMITRIE L 7 5
xR B X OUAZE)NIC X 2B D W T, CAE I
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LB LAV OB R A FE ORI IS AEE L, B
WA ZZOWTIEDAE LD /A4 ABHFEICEHTH S
& C, SCDAE I & 2458t 2558 CTh b Z L #7/R L7z,
F 72, FHHIFE L7z SCDAE OffiiER L O HAZFIH L7z
SRR AR LY ET A 2 LT, BEERFSE & B LR
DWW EAEETITR D EFR LTz
SHBOMEE LT 2FHEECG 221 Cld % <, RS
TIHHEN TV A 12 #E ECG 122w T SCDAE % 5
THILDPHITOoNS. 12FHEECG IE, 27 ECG &
BB L Lm0 22 2 LEERZ BT 5 2 L ATRET
HbH—, BRI ETH 5720 B TOBREIZIZRED
HbH. TOLDOREFELHEHT S LT, ®FEMIIRE
NROGHEDWREL 225 Z LD WFFCTE L. F72, KiLT
X DAE © / 4 X & LT 0, fEHEFZ 0.001 D7 A%
EFML72A, MoK/ ST A= 2FHT5Z L1
Lo TR ETE B RED D B 720, FNHD
Sl b AR DORETH B,
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AAFFEIL 2 FHELER D S AEIRE LT 2 720 OF ik
IZOWTHREL T A, LRFBOBII R OE:, L1
OB 2284, Bl A4 X, Lo 2 EH BT
BRI LT, 2N5 I0EBRSHMmE EZERL, S5
RINDUAAPETCAT DN TG 7 5 HRE ) % F o 7200 %%
FEHLTWS., ZOREOT Fa—Fidot v 55
WHTLBEIZL ) BEDENI LD, EHRLES S
LRENHEE T 5.
(BENANAL =T A YT ENR=NA VTV AT A
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