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(AT RFIZEHFL TRFR, L 200237)

WE: & E WAL (Major Depressive Disorder, MDD) & = & % v A K & B 694540 & 5%, L
M-# & T #F e 52 3] (Contrastive Learning, CL) #) & ¥ 12 5 (ElectroEncephaloGrams, EEG) #F
ARRAN A RAF R, 2B e T AR BATH CL 5k £ %R AT EEG 0 5 — 50k,
2w 7 EEG 69464 — &M, LA BB R THATHREBHERNE AN Z AR FLFERE, 4
fil ke ERRIAE, AP A T A-d63 — S0 A 5k 52 3 (Temporal-Topological Consistency
Graph Contrastive Learning, TTGCL) 93 ARiR FI LR . B0, & A& AN BRR, 0%
ATEREULESRABREELANHET I RBAATHSENY RGAMEE, LERZ A ZHAT
WALE, Rk, REBZF 25— BH L (Cross-Window Temporal Consistency Contrast,
CWTCC), B MAMB XXM T EEG 9 A —% M, 5, HERERR-2H B
(Regional-Global Graph Contrast, RGGC)4E%R, NAFMRE 3| A A K E @ F I B4 — %
M, ASAEFHANNIT MDD # 4% L5 R BT 96.53% F= 96.33% a2 3l o &, £ TARA K

SART

KGR mE B, AR ShFE T, BAZEME, dadh—sk

R E 4 S:TP391

T AR AE (Major Depressive Disorder, MDD)
JEH UL BRSO, AR R AR SR 2 S
Th, 2Bk 2.8 ¢ N A FHEEMABKEY, INAR & H
R FFLL VG 2 0T, . Dk L I 55, DL &
TC Bl JER RN 4 B R, 33 S R 34 2 o) R B g B 7 AR
i ZE R PR, FRAR T R AR OGO SY, A7 B TR
R HEATIRIT o A% e AR AR 122 A= 11y
Il PRIZ W, %07 202 32 3 B A 1 0 L 2Bz 5
S Z2 Pl R B BRI, ELAAE B AR i I W, DL S B4
ABAE PR . KA o T T AR B S n A
5%, Wik B 15 5 (ElectroEncephaloGrams, EEG), /£ 4
— PP TG A P AR R, SR B R AR Sk R A
B 3 K L T 31, BT iC SR AR 5 A 52 A IR
e, fif EEG #AR UM R — il B 5 | 01 i 07 LB,

AR, 9T R FHAIL 8% 27 > FIR B 2 2] IF e

%5 HH#A: 2026-01-22
EEE N

MERFRERD: A

T REET EEG MHARAE AN SE . P TAF 3 %2
K H A% G2 WL 45 2 2] 581 0 32 5 ) & L (Support
Vector Machine, SVM)¥| ifi L # # (Random Forest,
RF) 4l i T T4 B EEG B9 . A4 el A5 26 1
FRESEAT 4325 0 SR, BE 207 1™ S MK R AiF T2
A T i AL S B R, AR RE A R . FEIR B2
SRR R R, EAR 4 2% (Graph Neural Network,
GNN) H AR S5 A8 J7, 78 EEG {55 70 254
R P AR B Wang SE7 R TR A R R4
W 4 (Hybrid GNN, HybGNN), 1245 5 3% W43 32 P
Do £ 2% ] AR S PR S PR AR S, TEAR A R 4R |
U5 95.42% Fil 93.50% AUMERGK . Lu %™ F1 Wang
GFUTE R BB 5] A B = 4E & B (Graph 3D
Convolution, G3D), S HHH} 25 FEAF 1 16 A AR, fiff D
3B A 25 AR ) I 2 R AE R ), Cui 55010
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A =0 S EIAE AR (AR AR S AR B HURRAE,
FF A X3 3 LA X B BURRAE SR AT Rl G, ZE D
HRA T EH FHUAS 93.73% F1 90.73% HIUHERR % . Jia
SEU B R A A 1 T 2 A A L A R
TEBE ISz A AR, P O AR A = iy MR AR, 52
ERE W 2, BRIt T B 2=
(Supervised Learning, SL) AW 5T 1732, MK HK & AR 1
SEREY EEG FEAS HEAT LAY, 5 P8 B Ik PRAR 1 B
A i B Ho& IR B, SL 78 S bR HT o T I %
FEEPRICHR S . AH EE SL X B di b2 i i, A
Wi+ 3] (Self-Supervised Learning, SSL){N i#l i % 7
EEG H B W INTESS K . FEE A sAH L, SCERE AR
0 B B R, P T SL X R 28 Fic e 04 5 A 8t ) 2t
X b 2% 2] (Contrastive Learning, CL) & SSL [ —Fh &
B, 277 3 A X BRI iR A B TE AR AR A
AN )AL T AT 0T FL, 38 i G B2 2 0T B0 3l 0 B A 1k, DA
M%7 > B &4 HA S EHRRIE . $1XF EEG X K%
A IO, DA RIS h Ui R kgl |
80 5 I P 3 58 1k, S 22 A8 g ) [A) 8 AR A AN
()R P, 30 e 20 i 4 BB AR A1, 35 T S
TEUAT CL, 1 g 2% H A HE BT it P S 3 i g 77, LA
SCELAS e —EPE . B4R, Choi Z5NTER I X He 45
R R, 15 Bl s A 2 IR0 R Sk B[R], S A e XoF
L, 2P 8 T — Bt o X BB A5 e SR AR T
P — 2k, 28 T EEG Xt Ho2F > b 40 #h— 3%
PR AWF5EH EEG B Fh—Ste oh: (1) 738 E
ST, 4E+7 45 EEG 38 18 B9t TP As e v 538 18 )
& fh 22 A A SC B R PR 0 B8 1 . ELACSR UL, AR
Rz 2 R 2 R T S A R A0 X, HE EEG
5 5 ¥R E 7 MDD & # 5 filt BE XF B A #f (Health
Control, HC) HF1E i & 22 Fe 08201 R A v iz 2 %F
IVRTBENS I ER V@ = s N oS b A v R 7
H#EHI55 MDD 835 5 HC W55 22 5, #F 1M P I AR
RURAMARAE IR BIRG BE o (2) 7E3E M2 T, EEG J# 18
(i) A A7 7E P 28 A B2 SCHE A, 9, 55 SRS & ML
Tl AH G %) T RE 3% 2 10 X% 38 G (R A )2 S s
]38 0, AR A e )2 A ), A b D) RE S AH O
i DX AR (AR 5N ), 2RI SR A
5 ORI P2, A T R] DGR A B, BT
Y 2% S AR R RRAE . Wang 25230 45 H (1) &L JgR A
Xf e AT, M P i figg pk LATE CL WF5EH EEG #h
S—EE s g, 28 b, k= B b N T ALE],
Bz AL 1A%, BLAE FH RS 38 1 /X b2 >, Joik e
T2 >0 i X TRl D etk i 45 5 25 =

iR bR IR, AR 4 — R0 R A s -

Fh—EPEEIXT HE2 2 (Temporal-Topological consistency
Graph Contrastive Learning, TTGCL): 5| A H 1 v/ &[4
SR S DL TSR I 3 04 B M e, BT T RO
P 58 SO ) 85 1 F1 B Y — B0 B (Cross-Window
Temporal Consistency Contrast, CWTCC), 2% > EEG
B ) P — B0, [RS8 1 X 3k - 42 )=y KT B (Regional-
Global Graph Contrast, RGGC) HLl|, 7£ X 3 )2 i . #£
AJZTH T2 EEG £dis H agdh b — 2k

1 WARFZE

AR SCHE I X L 2 ) 1 ) S AR S5 R ] 1
Ji7, ¥ EEG B 0 A &, H b T8 o0 1 i, 3 3 1]
W ORI Ry 30 . FHoAZ O R 3 CWTCC A1 RGGC 52
M EEG MR 7 — B A Fh— S0tk g, dhfr e
i) MDD Uil . A 2R A R 3 A4 B Bok ki Bl
B | REAE RIS RO H 2R 2T o PR A SR IR T, PAT
BE TR /N B 2 A 1 4 Sl 34 5 A B 55 O 1] (Weak
View) 53 A1LI& (Strong View), Fifi J& 5 £ 4 43 # ly 2
ASBFRNET 1, FE4S B H P PAT B I 5 . 7EREAE S
5 By B, oK FH — 4k 45 B Rk 22 ) 4% (1D Convolution
Neural Network, 1D-CNN) $#2 & O PN K 7 E 18] i4 B
(A AP AR, I 48 22 i R) 2 1 18] i — 2P 3 3k
N 13 AW A AL K 500 J5 , A GNN i 28 17
FRIESF ) o FEXT H2F 2] B B, AR SCIETE T A %0
BLH: CWTCC 38 1k U ] 58 ST 27 2 ik ] J) A
SRR, SEIA P — S0ME E#EA RGGC A XX L i
1o 55 A0 T 114 ) X3 55 AN [) X SRR I DR X Bl 2 5 4
() DX IR AIE, 4 JRy oF b D) 38 Ao 4tk v P 35 400 1L 1 D e
TEAXT Lh 2 2 - W 1) 22 JR R ik, SEIRIX I, 42 R )
BIFH N — SO A
1.1 iR

CL XJ JC R i B4 47 45 FhE 8 38 o A il AS 7]
LI, 8 B I B 6] b2 ) B R R AR . AR TY 2
it R, ] — JE iR R 28 R [ 3 A5 3 A Z2 4 0
BRI, ZERRAE 23 8] P gl A BRI (QEREAS X ); AR
D0 Bt 22 38 A5 2 AL LR, 5 B AR A0 L RHAE
FERRAIE 23 [B) gl AH B (FOREARXT) . PRI, TE A Y
B st gy SO 2 o i H BT 2 Ak BE T Y
fEZECEZ, M35 Y EEG B sm Ll A8 3¢
FE 437 S B fiki DXE T AR MR, B 28 18 EEG R
TEAE PR 28 A B2 ) G, HAR R MDD 3
5 HC FENG X OCHRME 122 5, 41T F3E R 5 A3
5 5 3 B4 G S W, X} EEG 3 8 R AR K A ] () 56
IOC M E AT 1 5, (R IE B 1) 30 1 AR I B il X G 3R
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L1199 &383%  ARSCK BEG MWL 4, 51 A
AR, P B R X Y B AT FE N R R . ST
DA B 5 24250 v 8 8 B0 IR X Bsf e 5040 4 0l 3
SR AT R, AR SR B /DN U A7 4 29(Discrete
Wavelet Transform, DWT), i 2 5 i J€ I -5 1K1 8
BARHHAE S 0 AT R wir FIEMRE 0,
XN T EEG B B A1 {5 S S BAR G AR
AH B 1 RUBE () 401 3al 14 58, A I 9 4 1 3 7 MR
SR ALH], 71A EEG B IR 5 (15 M b 5 s
RE I A REAE, WA @ A8 18 3 A4 FC MR S A &R
B B 0,1, X w,; WHIIRIE R B& 1Y m ik
AT /INIE P BN, B KRR b PR R [ AR 15 5 i B
FRAE 5 A4 B AR LSS ML, IE5T w,, B INIEAE R
(L+B)E 17y I 75 A1 s AL T, W5 3 ke 4tk
T LA THRRAE Z 60k . ELACR UL, 151 LU BRAIG
A RO RE G B TE, B BN, 2R
B, 1033 W B HU DN AR B (inverse DWT, iDWT) Xt
00 T P 2R B8R a0t A g ] g el () R A 5 A
P o BRI B IE RS s R A= (1) ~ 3) PR

Wy, W,; = DWT(x;) (1)

Wy = Wy +Bi€, W, ;= w,;+(1 +B)é )

w,) ()
Hrh, DWT() F1 iDWT() 277 5 Ho/ N s B ok
BEHUNMAR e, (XX} FormR R A R T RO
A

TR I, X O L 55 R P A ST B
143k DA EEG IO 03 B 2 B ] 45 25 1127,
BRSBTS BEG VI4r 2B E O LA
FHE XeeRO {5, 4r 1 NAKE R d E 0,

S N =| 2| L) e R R, C e b

i, L #/8 EEG R BB K. 2EESE (X, ,
Horp e xR E R RIS, X E C/\Eﬁff&E’J
Ao, B Xo=(x ), Hoh xy, RORYS ¢ )R
SIS EENEY. ZE, AR & k3%
(Jitter) Xof 4™ B [B) 7 1 P 1) A FEL BB T R A7 B 35
i*?% 13 BIG R 5 A B ARG, i n, SR E T AR
HAXY,  Ho Xo=(x)¢, o e, FIA 1D-CNN 1§
ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ, A T 11 ) Y R DGR A5 B I 1 A
FLEIERFIER (VoL Ho ve=(e S, S59LEI R B
1.1.2 i 385% ﬂiﬂ%ﬁﬁf%u'ﬂfﬁ% [EORIREES
B, R TR 3 40 25 Ji A DX A e 48 A A O B

x} = iDWT (), @,,).x; = iDWT(w,,
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ELRWRE M. 15, UL EEG 838 Ry 17 A5, 8 B 1Y ¢
16 Ay 300 vy A [ ?Wﬁﬁﬁf[ﬁ*ﬁ?@ﬂ’]LﬁXﬂEﬂﬁ
TED Rt OCHRR, | _fuwjﬂﬁjﬂﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁ <[]
LA AR, PR SR AR A 0L o Ak 388 0[] 1% 5%
Wi, DL ALE 0], 5 AR e V= )<, L it
VIR 0 5 7N RRIE ST B R T OCIRE B, )Y
e;,=vi.v; ) o BEJE, R SoftMax pRCHS OCIK B FY
WA 291 AE [0,1), BHoE 25 T 20 0 3T
Z I % N ER R Z5 R Gi= (VS E’) ,
Hob, Ej={le; Y ), o BUEFEBEAIEE G .

J&, Z R g 0 BTGRP AR tP
R IR S AT AL 0 R, A O B L?@ﬁ
2 A BE 20 BT 45 48 1 iU R W 8 . Wang 25 2 1
T Top-s P4 B8 H W, LRAF I HP R s 5830 0 e HK, X H
AN PEATRENLAE S . (HAE BEG SR H B PE 5K
55 090 I AR 2 T0 R S, kL it -/ i TS 2
[) A7 7 1 58 55 3% 6 AR R T S AT SR A A X R A
B, X 2 55 3% B A0 5 L AR A e B R
fIE o A fiff e bR PR, AR SCHR Y 0 320 3 8 5 s
A% 0 2 1) A 28 TN 2% L 25 > L 3 o <08 42 R e
I3 2ok 20 785 1F D) 249 R 3Rk ik B F MBI B T R 48
AR PRI T — BN B Ol . B E; A LLZ R
H14% (MultiLayer Perceptron, MLP) A #% /0> i8] #1ft 25 %
2% AL SNSRI B, HaHE S I 4) ~ 6)
ivag

E’ = Reshape (MLP (flatten (E?))) 4)
I
a(l) = Qmin + l_ (amax - a’min) (5)

%ﬁamkﬁEDSZw’E (6)

Hrh, flatten(-) /ZJ&°F; Reshape(-) J& 5 % i SF4%
JiFE; MLP() JEZ 288 | R Saiilgie ik,
Bl (1, Ly e =405 @@ HZTRFREL, Y5 [ e » nax 1
Umin= 0.3, U= 0.7 5 () SIEBKLRRE . )5
W B S A R K R L, FFE 255 1
G'=(V:.E)) , 5K R B E] Gr= (V".EY) Fl LY. o
MR K N Lyse= Lig+Liss » GNN KB 35 (v, V")
T a8t s> o
1.2 XFEEESIHEZSR
12,1 5% o p—shat  SZH S Kt
JP X b > AR 5 e, FER g o, B R A B A
ﬁ“ﬂc%r R 5 Je AR SRR AR, RO D B 25
F 520 T A7 7 OCHK, A AL EEG B P3R4 1 2 RE
MFEE{F.,JM ARAEA . WA EEG B P —%

P, AR SCHR OB T 58 U L, 4200 02 LARR ] b
F Dy S PR S S [ SR, 00 5 — AL 1
Ak EIREAE, LA 38 {45 78 2 ) U 32 55040 15 585 i)
9 IR SR SRS ARAE . f, S5R IR 2 TR, DA G
B, BERERT K A P X N 38 A R — A A 2 3
Rt AL R ) 1, B H A Transformer™”, 15 2162 & i
K IFTAIET TPl R RS i e K e B
PETUI PREEE S (e fk b IS T K+ F) &

WPERHE, B 9, =A00) . V) =500 )% o Lighee 2
55 s 5 0 o 15 10 A

15 4% R, TEBUR RO P BN BT R AE VY, S IE
FEACRRAE wr AR5 85 AR DL, 5 SR AR AR A 4R B
v loed,) BRFEFITAIBLE, HAtF = (7) Bk,

s exp((7,)" V)
Lewree = ZZ XN N ™
Ch=k) TZ D exp(@)'v2)
ped,

Hop, ¢, FoRE i MEE TR AE DAY E D
MRS FHEAH Loy, SR Lowiee =
LewreetLewee o
122 X¥-4 A B3k AR ET RGGC ik,
ZEAL XL, 2R A, T # &% A
# . 4 JRFRE, B BEG b —tE . XX He i
U S 73 5555 AN ) A0 T[] DX ) DX SRR A T&
ii*ﬁ,ﬁxlﬁl?ﬂlzlxlﬁllxiﬂﬁﬂ’]l:hi#%??o H Akt
A X gr=tr)l, . gi=tng, o MR Eﬂc
g¥ I IE RRAE BY S BCPEAE A X R oA v, A AT
g LL%EEM‘G&EEM@X}‘H% PF)TXTf“ u/™H
AHAZHI R (AN, o SRJE, B (7S, . {r)S,
?t’f!:iﬂﬁﬁﬁ¥i’]fﬂﬂ%5f§ﬂl:ﬁﬁ FIE {2V}, . {z,i},“,:1 o
X LEHR R PR Ly fr%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ ®) F)T/To

L= EZC: exp im rl zn(l)) /T)
= ;g] exp (fom (1} 23) /7)
Hirp, n(i) FRiEiE i rE XIRge, Bl i e nG) ; Vi
S5 n() AR BRI A 55 00 XIRAFEE s fum(a,b)
FORAB, ¢ BEREEG R FEAS L, &
JERIE, Lye= Lyl +Lid” o
4 ekt Eb B A S5 KA A A0 FE] v o I A A [
FEARLEE , TR) BsF d5 7Nk 19 A 400 18] v A [ e A ) £ 4 A
. e B B EEG FEANAS 2 a5 55 00 K 3L 2B
ANEEAR, PSP Hf A8 X6 R AR AR IR IE R AR X, A
FEA BT B 5 AR e A B e A TR B 2B -2 4>
TREART . HT gh) FoRMRA LS p DI IRAEALE
553 400 T T A0 L 04 4 R A i R R X R 8 A R
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Window 1 Window k
/ —— Channel 1 in T and Ty %
Regression model fp
- 4 : 4
/ Concatenate «—» Transformer N
| blockxC 1
1 1
(1 O i 7 I re v e &
1 . I <
: | o
| O T EEEEEEI L5
: 3 I 5
1 1 Q
] [ITTTT3 !
: Learnable vector 1 Learnable vector C :
& Channel 1 Channel C /) /
~ 4
P AT IR )
Fig.2 Structure of regression model
oLy HEm= ) s F1 BRERE
o 1 i | exp (foim( gls)’ g}f) /7) o) Table 1 Information of datasets
Gc = T4 og
B £ Z ex ) twshy /o Number Age Samplin
p=1 — p(f;lm(gp, )/ ) Dataset e Channel
Ve MDD HC MDD HC rate/Hz
/H\FP, V, FRR RS p A4 #ZMFE’JFJT%#ZIK%
o MODMA 24 29 38.3+15.6 38.3+15.6 250 128
Ao [RVER T A5 55 00 1 R X Fe R Ly, B 2eAs E)
HUSM 34 30 32.44+£10.64 32.83+£9.38 256 19

LGC Lic+Lc o

+
’Iﬁ“ Lyse « Lewree ~ Lre + Lae én/n\,

Pkt £ mitEs, s (10) Fis.

L = AvseLuse + Adewree Lewree + AreLre + dceLae - (10)
Horb, Avse « Aewree + Are Ao HEBSHEL, FH &
T A

52| SSL

2 SEIN&IT

201 HIEELEMERESH

R FH 22 PN R 25 22 B ZSORG 1 B A 20 B 880 4R B TYA
Multi-modal  Open Dataset for Mental-disorder
Analysis, MODMA), £ >k 74 7 3 A} K 2% = Be %5 40 4
(the human ethics committee of the Hospital University
Sains Malaysia, HUSM)BZ] I iE B AR A sk, B
i Y 5 AE F A HR L2 (Eye Closed - Resting State,
ES-RS) T ) MDD #Ujl], TEAIECHE ik 1 s . %
EEG BE47 1~45 Hz K7 38 JE Ik, I 247 20 57 i 7
43 #1 B3)(Independent Component Analysis, ICA) 2
Dhids o

EEG [ Fil 4k BE 45 /238 13 MATLAB 2022a A i)
EEGlab i {452 3L, BT 47 52 96 37 5 B 176 45 2 NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 4060Ti fit. 5 Fll Intel i5 12400F 4b ¥4+ i)

MDD—Major depressive disorder; HC—Healthy control

B E5E, BRI TF PyTorch 2.4.0 fEZRIF & . 3
A Z BN T « batch size BE M 100, 1 1k 2% &
ADAM, 23] % 1x107° , YIZREE N 40, MBI %
Wiz, o E152i0F 0 10 X e, BEHLIEERE 8 4 X Bk
YERUNZREE, T4 X HH TR, HE 10 L5,
SPRBCE YA . A BB IS, W ORGSR AY
Y%k MLP 432545
2.2 EHrIERR

ARWFFEH MDD W HITE 55, R LA T F845E1 7 0F
fili: WEA R (Accuracy, Acc). HiHfi >R (Precision, Prec).

3 [F 3R (Recall) Fl Fl-score, JXEEFEHRE LU .
TP+ TN
Acc = %1009
CC S P T TN+ FP+ EN < 007
P
Prec = 1009
rec +FPX 00%
Recall = P x100%
TP LN °
2 x Prec x Recall
Fl- =2 T % 100%
score Prec + Recall X °

Hrf, TP, TN, FP il FN 43l 38 75 ELBH M |
BLBEE: | A BE A

HRAE
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3 ERSW

3.1 XfEE LG

S VEAL TTGCL MR BE, 7 SCHEXT Hh 28 S i L 4%
#2500k (SVM, RF), IT4ER AL 75 /9 SL LAY Hybrid
GNN(HybGNN), Fully Connected Spatial-Temporal
Graph Neural Network(FC-STGNN)", Sparse Dynamic
GCN(SDGCN)!' Multi-view Spatial-Temporal GNN
(MSTGNN)!'! D) 2 SSL #5i%1: Graph-Aware Contrasting
for spatial consistency across MTS (TS-GAC)™¥, Graph
Masked  Autoencoder  for  EEGP*(GMAEEG),
NeuroNet?”], Granger Causality-Inspired GNN(CI-
GNN)POl, - Ffr e Xof [ S0 1) BELR AR A (1) 88 2450 7™ 4%
AR JFe SO IR, SCIREE R IR 2, 3R 3,

%2 fEMODMA I TTGCL 5 HEZRAR (1 H 45 1
Table 2 Comparison results of TTGCL and baselines on

MODMA
Method Acc/% Prec/% Recall/% Fl-score/%
SVM 84.32 85.21 84.23 84.71
RF 80.24 79.63 82.13 80.86
HybGNN 92.42 95.30 91.31 92.80
SDGCN 93.73 91.20 97.23 93.80
MSTGNN 93.14 92.70 93.47 92.70
FC-STGNN 96.23 96.98 96.45 96.21
TS-GAC 93.15 94.12 92.46 93.28
GMAEEG 94.26 93.81 94.59 93.81
NeuroNet 90.41 89.00 89.73 89.99
CI-GNN 94.60 95.38 93.69 94.53
TTGCL 96.53 97.33 95.60 96.46

M 2% 2. 3% 3P BCHE T DLAS s AR SO IR AR
MODMA Fl HUSM %4l £ I ¥ He 45 1 75 1 6« 76
MODMA ##E4E F Acc 96.53%. Prec 97.33%. Recall
95.60%. Fl-score 96.46%; HUSM % 4 4 I Acc
96.33%. Prec 95.98%. Recall 95.80%. Fl-score
95.89%, {7 MODMA %% % I ) Recall 4§ Fr{I%
T SDGCN(97.23%), 7 HUSM %t 8 4E - f Recall 15
FRA% T HybGNN(96.80%). Xt b & Gebl#% 24 >, I
JEaE R AR B E M X T SL AR B,
HybGNN, SDGCN, MSTGNN 3 2% J5 ¥l i £ /3 %
SRR MARE X (H 208 T EEG b —EE, FC-
STGNN i 12 4> 3% H2 ] 25 e A $2 BEEG B 25 8 5

%3 {E HUSM L TTGCL 55 ARMI Y LA b
Table 3 Comparison results of TTGCL and baselines on HUSM

Method Acc/% Prec/% Recall/% Fl-score/%
SVM 79.83 80.14 80.78 80.46
RF 76.31 78.42 76.72 77.56
HybGNN 95.37 94.22 96.80 95.30
SDGCN 90.73 92.42 90.19 90.70
MSTGNN 90.90 90.91 89.63 90.00
FC-STGNN 95.23 95.20 95.48 95.34
TS-GAC 92.43 93.51 92.28 92.89
GMAEEG 94.08 95.07 93.38 94.21
NeuroNet 92.37 92.34 92.61 92.48
CI-GNN 93.56 94.33 92.66 93.50
TTGCL 96.33 95.98 95.80 95.89

FR1E, /£ MODMA Il HUSM | 3R T A5 5
1 Acc(96.23%, 95.23%), 1H 7775 71 TU 4% 1Y 1) 1
TTGCL At SSL JLZEA5 7Y, £ MODMA ¥4 4 L1
Acc # CI-GNN(94.60%). GMAEEG(94.26%). TS-GAC
(93.15%). NeuroNet(90.41%) 43 5] $& F+ 1.93. 2.27.
338, 6124 A 43 A . HUSM %4k £ | GMAEEG
(94.08%) AL T CI-GNN(93.56%), 5 7 MODMA
R IARE], 28] CI-GNN PR A% A 376 1% 3 3
HERREEA R . HA SRR 7E B B
H: GMAEEG 1) 7l Il i AR 61 B — %5 4 4R HL BT Mg 75 1
PLRE ST A R, TS-GAC 1353 Mg B = [ 3 1 4 % HL
XiF Ll 27 2] ANl 2 > 3] 55 4T & g R S ) 3 3 [ )
51 P22 G B, NeuroNet [R5 T8 PR 51 SR % S 806
T > B 5V % 9o A S [A] ) S

3.2 A

3.2.1 tSNE TAMS 4 RH t-SNE KHFR-EF 52 2
T HEss[a], % TTGCL B MBI Zeat . MIZh)s . s
YhJa REA R A, TTGCL 5 TS-GAC., GMAEEG |
ZkJ5 B9 MODMA %di4E MDD #E1Y EEG i@if (F3.
F4, F7. F8., T7. T8, Cz. CPz) %1k A LA M TTGCL
£ BB G s, 35 9LE T BEG i 18 FRAE it
ASEAT oM, S5 AN 3~ 6 i . A&l 3 FilAl 4
g, 2ot B B 2R, BEAR A B B
MRS, Lt 43258514k HC Fil MDD 835 (W R# 1k
FERFIEZS ) 4 25 40 s o LD DR vl 5@ a4 A 1] 5 (81 3
Jy EBR 10-20 A HL R G0k B A 74 7K - B 645 31, Xt
F TS-GAC I GMAEEG [ i i 45 1iF 43 4, Hoop
GMAEEG M FEAE 43 A IR &L, R BUAT R 2L, TS-
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Fig. 3  Feature distribution of MDD and HC at different stages on MODMA
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Fig. 4 Feature distribution of MDD and HC at different stages on HUSM
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Fig. 5 Channel feature distributions of MDD on MODMA
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BRI ROC #hZeanl&l 7 fr7n . TTGCL £ MODMA
1 HUSM $di4E 3 IS T it i /3 25 g, AUC
(Area Under Curve) 43 %l & 0.9901, 0.9904. 7¥

MODMA % ¥ 48 I, A J7 i #H 3 CI-GNN(AUC =
0.9739) #&F+ T 1.62 1~ H 43 1, #H3E FC-STGNN(AUC =
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Fig. 6 Channel feature distribution of strong view and weak view on MODMA and HUSM
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Fig. 7 ROC curves of TTGCL and baselines
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PHAE SR X85 (FPR < 0.1), J& 3 H B B R 3, X6 5K
B it PR R FH Ao A iR i2 B B X, M CI-
GNN 1E PN 4E Y AUC 2Z 53558 2.19 N 2
41, FC-STGNN [ 25 54 1.20 4~ H 43 45, TTGCL 7&
AN [R) SR 5 9 508 45 1 AUC {H 3% s (R 0.03 4>
A AL, RIS EA R A5 8 4 2 Ak e 71,
B 3 A A8 A B TR B
33 HRAIE

S WIH TTGCL 45 A% OB ) SR 5 A 2ohE, X

T 8 ZH 7 il 52 50 AR AR Y R A7 X6 HE 43 #7: (1) Variant
N4 I E Bry AR E N R R NN T 7 e b
(2) Variant b: # [k [ 1 I 3 3458, flf ] BEALIE 75 317
WAk . (3) Variant c: £ 5% 7 W 1 34 o, i A 5T 2
LR B FE R BT s 3, BEALEE Bh Har i nY ok
W% . (4) Variant d: %% EEG I F 2 %143, Bl CE 5
H X . (5) Variant e: B2 BR X 3sloxt 2 2] B
(6) Variant f: # Pk 4= Jm X b= 2 Bl . (7) Variant g:
[F] B A% B DX 4800) b 5 42 R e, BRRS BR RGGC Bik,
LA B CWTCC B, (8) Variant h: ¥ RGGC H
DX 3l % L A Ay JE i X 4] 43+ 11 InfoNCE $1 2% .

2% 4 PR g5 2, PIAS AN 2538 (8 A BEHLES 35
YL BG 9 SUE, B AEA Ace 43l T RE T 2.27
ANESr AR 2.23 AN S5, R BT AN T R R OR
W 1) B9 25 Z2 B0 38 0 A b P A £ 5 P s B, A IR
FEIF UG5 5 B P RRAE 5 A AR 1 [R) Bsf A2 R 2 R4k
FUAR A . Variant b, Variant ¢ 435K FH B AL 14 58 A0
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top-s HEWE, FH LA FX 19 A 35 N 30 04 98 5 2 E A
Bl LA Ace 3 FRET 2.72. 2.68 1~ EH 43 5
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W, top-s S Mk (4 BA iR 91 G 106 3kt G X 12 285 4 A 2 1k 1Y
IR, AR 07 VR 5 AR B s A2 28 T TF- Bl ikt s fA,
FERE 55 3000 K BERLAG 3 6 5, 20 T R -/N i L T
I 45 559 14 B AR B ki DX P R B . ARBIFIE I A
T W 0 i R G T A b R TG DX [ 7 e 2 A B A
FeBEME, Variant d S2EG ) Ace £ MODMA A1 HUSM
B ER R T T 3.87. 383 A /0 A, £ W

CWTCC iz 22 At 1] 747 11 A% XU 1 32 U X6 L,
PR 22 ) BT R FEAECRRIE . Variant e & Variant
hiX 4 4525 MO [A 4 FE 38 7R T RGGC #Fh— Stk
ALY TTRRHL, SE R BR RGGC 1Y Variant g 147
1 2% B K (MODMA FI HUSM 73 %] F F% 6.39. 6.36
ANE 4R ), Bt BB CWTCC B4 Variant d. 76
RGCC N #f, Variant e(F% B RC) #4 56 % 15 A K %

4.96., 4.92 4~ 43 5, Variant {(# % GC) F F& 3.04.
3.00 N 43 A, B X6 e 0 BTk B S8 A
IS FH K i DX Ty 8 32 2 S 114 DX S80S HE 2 RGGC 9%
iL>; Variant g PEBEAK T Variant e, #f — 2] RC 5
GC Z [HIAFAE P RO, B O B3 AT R — I ¥ o 58
He ST I F— BOME A S o A I X R 43 AL Oy T
Variant h(InfoNCE ##t RC) B[, T Variant e, HA/}%¢
SEREAAL T [ 2,48, 2.51 AN E 43 4, UE BN DX &) 43 &
RGGC SEHA R Fb— Bt A G B, (U4
JeXoF B G 56 4 S B X i 6 A B N A ) AR

34 ZUBEHNEEHEESH

hy it — 2 PEAf TTGCL 78 52 bR H 37 5 v 112
TErE S S, NTTIRsh &t sl BEURE T
FUNBEAR TR B M 3 A4 R IT S50 0 HT
341 LA EHEFEL NHERALEDBMN
RGGC HEHRITEME /5 48 3 T 1Y & #: 1%, 76 MODMA
EHE AR LA B T T e 7 I B0 1 DA AR A 1Y
Bt (D) W RS R P SRR i 3h, B
£ EEG 155 U I BE ML 75 (45 {5 M e (Signal-to-
Noise Ratio, SNR) 24 5. 10 dBFI 20 dB AY 7 e ).,
(2) B X L 0 AR 42250 W S I 38 &) iR B ML IR 75 (R
B FE 4351 4 0.05, 0.15, 0.30), XF kb5 3 B FC-
STGNN, TS-GAC H GMAEEG, % fh 411 F # &2 5¢
5 10 IUAME, 25 an3& 5. & 6 i,

%5 MODMA 75 S5

Table 5 Experimental results of node-level perturbation on

MODMA
SNR/dB
Method Clean/%
5 10 20

FC-STGNN 96.23 92.43 93.52 94.54
TS-GAC 93.15 90.29 90.53 91.35
GMAEEG 94.26 92.34 92.58 93.05
TTGCL 96.53 94.23 95.62 96.58

# 6 MODMA Filishscsh s

Table 6 Experimental results of edge-level perturbation on

MODMA
e B e A Disturbance amplitude
R4 HESLIRG Method Clean/%
Table 4 Ablation experiment results 0.05 0.15 0.30
MODMA HUSM FC-STGNN 93.15 93.13 92.10 90.32
Variant
Acc/% Prec/% Recall% Acc/% Prec/% Recall/% TS-GAC 94.26 93.78 93.01 91.23
a 9426 9512 9315 9410 94.05  93.08 GMAEEG 96.53 96.03 95.24 94.23
TTGCL 96.53 97.01 96.34 95.89
b 9381 9467 9270  93.65 9359  92.63
¢ 9459 9544 9347 9438 9432 9335 AT S, e T LIS, W St sh i, B
EINAE 5 dB Ak H I RE B A S Mg 75 o i
q 066 9351 o168 9250 9244 9152 ﬁ(ﬁ S Ak BRVE B B K o5, B i M 7 e
WD BB T FEHARMF T, TTGCL Mf K Ace T
9157 9242 9059 9141 9135  90.43 . .
¢ B4 2.30 A~ F 435, 1T FC-STGNN 1 TS-GAC.
f 9349 9434 9245 9333 9327 9229 XA T BN T E R T E MR B S R
g 90.14  90.87 89.42 89.97  90.63 89.28 B, AR I 25 B B 78 402 > R R IR B AR B 4%
. 0305 ous3  osla  ongr  oass 9206 S RARA . B sh T, £ 07 kYL 3h i
' ' ' ' ' ' BRI R R # . TTGCL 7E 0.05 BIHEZI T Acc
Complet = D Lt ot A
TP 9653 9733 95.60 9633 9598  95.80 INIE SR T2 97.01%, Al fif B8 R B2 30 AU 3l X 4R 42
model

2 B ML LE AR SSCR, 15 3 I 48 5i A )
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BL =B U . B S 3 K = 0.30, TTGCL X T %
0.64 1~ A 43 /5., 1 FC-STGNN, TS-GAC. GMAEEG
I3 R R 2.83. 3.03, 2.30 N E 3.

ZEA WAL, TTGCL 23 s A 3h
BIOR i UAR O M, i B RAPEREII AL 0.64 1
A3 0, WIE T AE N R 5 SR A bk
342 HHEELHAER BT MODMA 5 HUSM
WIE R E ROR, BT e T E X 5 . A
S5 ) MODMA 19 128 A8 8 25 HUSM 19 4~
FE A 7 B 58 A X I 4, DL 19 38 T8 BOHE AE
MODMA 44 I 5¢ i SSL il il 4, B J5 76 A B B s
RIZERTHE T, L IEAE HUSM MR8 I HE 8 (R
AR ), PEATBIRL R BRI RE J1 . [FIET, MR &R
i B bR SRS A B ASOR, B — DR DR AT
P4 37 5. RES IR 1D-CNN #l GNN (AL, {2 F]
FH HUSM I 254 BE AL 30 B 10% 52328025 25080 1
P MLP 432588 . X} FC-STGNN, TS-GAC., GMAEEG
PATAH EIFRE ASEAT X EE, 45 54 7 FfR

7 A, AEEREA TR 5T, TTGCL 1Y
Acc H 81.76%, B E HE K HL ) FC-STGNN(79.14%)
T T 2,624 H 4 M, B TS-GAC(75.38%) #2 T+ T
6.38 MM H I M. A T4 7 EEAE HUSM UG I 2535
56 M PERE, TTGCL 1Y & FF A i % M 58 B IR A
14.57 A~ 43 &5, T FC-STGNN, TS-GAC. GMAEEG

®TEEAREIT R LS

Table 7 Cross-dataset transfer experiment results

Zero-shot HUSM
Method ——  Acc"/% Fl-score"/%
Acc/% Fl-score/% original/%
FC-STGNN  79.14 78.83 83.32 83.57 95.23
TS-GAC 75.38 74.62 80.21 80.62 92.43
GMAEEG  77.85 77.21 81.38 82.02 94.08
TTGCL 81.76 81.23 86.78 86.35 96.33

1) 10% training sample

B IR R 16,09, 17.05, 16.23 A 43 4. TTGCL
)P R e el A R S AR T A X L Tk, R
R Iz LEE T o 7E 10% D FEA TR 37 5
T, TTGCL Al Ace $& T+ % 86.35%, #t— L5k T
TTGCL FiIl 2B B BT 2 >J B s e -4 b — 2k e AE
B R A s B R S v e B Pk

343 PHEABZHEER NI TTGCL 76 AR R
T R T 1Y PR REFSE P, A S50 7 MODMA Fil
HUSM W4~ 86 45 L, 8 U1 2 4R 52 308 AR Ik i
ER 10%. 30%. 50%. 70%. 90%, H:4x 32 ik H1E K
MRAE, B HI A PF T 3 Sy 34 5256 10 vk, BUSME
EhrifE2E . X R E SL A FC-STGNN, DL &
SSL #% % TS-GAC. GMAEEG, S5 45 F i 8, £ 9
FI7R, 2] i Zeanl&l 8 iR .

# 8 MODMA [ fi/MEAR SER 44 5
Table 8 Few-shot experiment results on MODMA

Acc/%
Method
10% training sample 30% training sample 50% training sample 70% training sample 90% training sample
FC-STGNN 71.32+3.84 85.14 £2.41 90.87 +1.73 93.74+1.32 95.63 +£0.87
TS-GAC 74.85+3.21 85.62+2.19 89.74 +1.82 91.85+ 1.44 92.74 £ 1.13
GMAEEG 76.13 £2.97 86.84 +£2.08 91.03+1.61 92.96 + 1.35 93.88 +1.02
TTGCL 81.64 +2.43 90.52 + 1.64 93.81 +1.27 95.27 £ 0.98 96.18 = 0.73
#*9 HUSM Lm/IEASIER S,
Table 9 Few-shot experiment results on HUSM
Acc/%
Method
10% training sample 30% training sample 50% training sample 70% training sample 90% training sample
FC-STGNN 70.18 +4.03 84.27 +2.56 89.54 +1.84 9236+ 141 94.71 +0.93
TS-GAC 73.42 +3.47 83.71 +2.24 88.53 + 1.69 90.82 +1.37 92.16 +1.04
GMAEEG 75.26 +£3.18 85.62£2.11 90.17 +1.58 92.43+1.24 93.71+0.91
TTGCL 80.37 +2.61 89.83 +1.72 93.14 + 1.31 94.87 + 1.05 95.96 + 0.68

% 8. % 9 MIE 8 nl gL 3. Il ghdE il &
e A 10% B, TTGCL #F MODMA il HUSM %k

P 43 A 81.64% F1 80.37% Ay MK, 4 SL
774 FC-STGNN(71.32%., 70.18%) 43 3H&T+ T 10.32 4>
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Fig. 8 Few-Shot experiment results on MODMA and HUSM
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Table 10 Computational efficiency evaluation

Training
Method GFLOPs Params Inference time/s Acc/%

time per epoch/s

FC-STGNN 12.67 3.25x10° 5.12 1.24 96.23
TS-GAC ~ 40.41  7.60x10° 60.87 6.23 93.15
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Table 11 Experimental results of different frequency bands

MODMA HUSM

Band

Acc/% Prec/% Recall/% Acc/% Prec/% Recall/%

6(1-4Hz)  88.67 89.45 87.20 87.33  86.78 86.40
0(4—8Hz) 9233 93.12 91.07 91.67 91.23 91.07
a(8—13Hz) 94.00 94.87 92.93 93.67 93.45 93.00
B(13-30Hz) 91.00  91.56 90.27 90.33  89.87 90.00
vy(30-45Hz) 87.33  88.21 85.87 86.00  85.56 85.20
Full bands  96.53  97.33 95.60 96.33
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Temporal-Topological Consistency Graph Contrastive Model for
EEG Depression Recognition

SONG Tao, LU Hougqi, ZHOU lJiale, WANG Huifeng
(School of Information Science and Engineering, East China University of Science and Technology,
Shanghai 200237, China)

Abstract: Major Depressive Disorder (MDD) is a mental illness that severely affects human health. Currently,
depression recognition based on Contrastive Learning (CL) for Electroencephalogram (EEG) signals has achieved
promising results, yet it still has certain limitations: Mainstream CL methods primarily focus on the temporal
consistency of EEG signals while neglecting the topological consistency of EEG data, namely the anti-interference
stability of individual channels and the inherent neurophysiological correlations between channels. To address the
above issues, this paper proposes a novel depression recognition model based on Temporal-Topological Consistency
Graph Contrastive Learning (TTGCL). First, an adaptive graph augmentation strategy is designed, which includes
dynamic node augmentation based on signal-to-noise ratio and frequency-domain energy distribution, as well as edge
augmentation based on dynamic regular constraints, to generate high-quality contrastive views. Second, Cross-Window
Temporal Consistency Contrast (CWTCC) is proposed to learn the temporal consistency of EEG signals through cross-
prediction between dual views. Finally, a Regional-Global Graph Contrast (RGGC) framework is constructed to learn
topological consistency from the level of local brain regions to global samples. This study achieves recognition
accuracies of 96.53% and 96.33% on two public MDD datasets, respectively, outperforming existing baselines.

Key words: EEG; depression recognition; contrastive learning; graph neural network; topological consistency
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