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Abstract— Emotion recognition based on electroencephalog-
raphy (EEG) signals is increasingly becoming a key research
hotspot in affective Brain-Computer Interfaces (aBCIs), and its
core goal is accurate decoding and feature alignment of EEG
signals. However, the current transfer learning model greatly de-
pends on the source domain and target domain data, and emotion
label noise hinder the practical application of emotion recogni-
tion. Therefore, we propose a Multi-domain Aggregation Transfer
Learning framework for EEG emotion recognition with Domain-
Class prototype under unseen targets (MATL-DC). We design the
feature decoupling module to decouple class-invariant domain
features from domain-invariant class features from shallow fea-
tures. In the model training stage, the multi-domain aggregation
mechanism based on the Maximum Mean Discrepancy (MMD)
aggregates the domain feature space to form a superdomain, and
extracts the domain prototype representation, which enhances the
characteristics of emotional EEG signals. In each superdomain,
we further extract the class prototype representation by class
features. In addition, we adopt the pairwise learning strategy to
transform the sample classification problem into the similarity
problem between sample pairs, which effectively alleviates the
influence of unavoidable label noise. It is worth noting that the
target domain is completely unseen during the training process.
In the inference stage, we use the trained domain prototypes
and class prototypes for inference, and then realize emotion
recognition. We rigorously validate it on the publicly available
databases (SEED, SEED-IV and SEED-V). The results show
that the accuracy of MATL-DC model is 84.70%, 68.11% and
61.08%, respectively. MATL-DC achieves comparable or even
better performance than methods that rely on both source and
target domains. Our work provides a promising solution for
emotion recognition in unseen target domains. The source code
is available at https://github.com/WuCB-BCI/MATL-DC.

Index Terms—EEG; Emotion Recognition; Prototype Repre-
sentation; Transfer Learning; Unseen Target.

I. INTRODUCTION

E MOTION is a mental state, which is a complex physio-
logical and psychological reaction of human beings to

external stimuli or internal activities [1]. It not only affects
people’s emotions, thinking, and behavior, but also impacts
their physical and mental health [2]. Therefore, how to accu-
rately describe and effectively recognize emotional states is an
urgent problem to be solved. Affective computing is a rapidly
developing interdisciplinary research field, and emotional state

recognition is the key content of affective computing. In
previous studies, emotion recognition has primarily relied
on external cues, such as voice [3], facial expressions [4],
and body movements [5], as well as internal physiological
signals, including electrocardiography (ECG) [6] and elec-
troencephalography (EEG) [7]. Compared with external cues,
emotion recognition based on physiological signals (EEG)
has the characteristics of being difficult to disguise, having
excellent real-time performance and strong objectivity. It has
received increasing attention from researchers in different
fields such as computer science, neuroscience, psychology [8]
[9].

Currently, deep transfer learning methods have achieved
great success in the field of emotion recognition [10]. As
shown in Fig.1, transfer learning strategy divide data into
source domain (labeled data with known distribution) and
target domain (unlabeled data with unknown distribution), and
transfer the knowledge and features learned in the source
domain to the learning process of the target domain. One
of the key challenges of EEG-based deep transfer learning
methods is to alleviate individual variability [11]–[15] and
improve feature-invariant representations [16]–[18]. For exam-
ple：Yang et al. [19] proposed spectral-spatial attention align-
ment multi-source domain adaptation (S2A2-MSD), which
constructs domain attention to represent affective cognition
attributes in spatial and spectral domains and utilizes do-
main consistent loss to align them between domains, and
further learning abundant domain-invariant features. Chen
et al. [20] propose the multi-source marginal distribution
adaptation (MS-MDA) for EEG emotion recognition, which
takes both domain-invariant and domain-specific features into
consideration. MS-MDA is used to solve the limitation that
multiple EEG data as a single source domain fails to satisfy
the assumption of domain adaptation that the source has a
certain marginal distribution. Zhao et al. [21] proposed a plug-
and-play domain adaptation (PPDA) method for dealing with
the inter-subject variability. PPDA method divide EEG repre-
sentations into private components specific to each subject and
shared emotional components that are universal to all subjects,
which reduces the model’s dependence on large amounts of
EEG data.
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However, (1) the transfer learning paradigm is based on the
assumption of model parameter transferability, which believes
that there is potential reuse value of network architecture
between different tasks, and cross-domain knowledge transfer
is realized through parameter transfer or structure sharing.
However, this needs to simultaneous rely on the data of
the source domain and the target domain at the same time,
which means that the model needs to be retrained when it
is applied to a new subject, which greatly increases the cost
of model training. In addition, the model is also prone to
being affected by the data preferences of the target domain,
resulting in inflated performance. (2) Previous studies have
highlighted that EEG signals are highly subject dependent,
with significant differences in Emotion perception and affec-
tive expression across individuals [22] [23]. These differences
are further reflected in the neural mechanisms involved in
emotion regulation, increasing the complexity of the emotion
recognition task. Furthermore, we highlighting the need to
develop innovative methods that adapt to diverse individual
EEG patterns while maintaining stable performance. (3) Cur-
rently, EEG emotion experiments are basically induced by
video. Individuals may have different subjective feelings for
the same emotional stimulus, and their physiological arousal
patterns often show low correlation with self-reports，which
brings inevitable label noise to emotion labeling. Traditional
pointwise learning strategies usually transform a single sample
into a multi-class classification problem in the classification
task. Compared with pointwise learning, the pairwise learning
strategy can model the correlation between samples, which is
less dependent on labels and has better robustness [24] [25].

Therefore, to address the aforementioned triple challenge
of data dependence, individual differences and label noise
interference, we proposed Multi-domain Aggregation Trans-
fer Learning framework for EEG emotion recognition with
Domain and Class prototype (MATL-DC). First, we designed
a feature decoupling module to separate domain features
(representing individual differences in subjects) and class fea-
tures (representing emotional commonalities across subjects).
Then, Maximum Mean Difference (MMD) was introduced to
quantify the discrepancy of feature distribution among subjects
to realize the multi-domain aggregation mechanism and form
superdomains, which fully exploits the potential distribution
commonality among the subject groups while preserving the
individual specificity, so that the MATL-DC model can en-
hance the generalization ability across subjects by using the
shared features in the superdomains. Furthermore, we pro-
posed a prototype representation adaptive update mechanism
to adaptively fuse the domain class prototype information of
historical training cycles. Finally, to reduce the effect of label
noise, classification is described as a pairwise learning task.
It is noteworthy that the target domain is completely unseen
in the training process, which breaks through the dependence
of traditional deep transfer learning on target domain data.
Overall, the main contributions of this paper are summarized
as follows:

• We proposed a Multi-domain Aggregation Transfer
Learning framework for EEG emotion recognition with
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Fig. 1: A simple framework for transfer learning strategies.
Transfer learning aims to extract knowledge from one or more
source domain and applies the knowledge to a target domain.

Domain-Class prototype (MATL-DC), which separates
domain and class features from shallow features, and the
individual variability of EEG signals is conceptualized
as a feature shift resulting from the interaction between
these features.

• We designed a Multi-Domain Aggregation mechanism to
aggregate the domain feature space, and further adopt
an adaptive prototype update method to compute do-
main prototype and class prototype representations, which
represent the basic properties of class-invariant domain
features and domain-invariant class features.

• We use three publicly available databases (SEED, SEED-
IV and SEED-V) for rigorous cross-subject validation.
The results show that even though the target domain is
unseen, MATL-DC still achieves comparable or even bet-
ter performance than deep transfer learning models that
rely on target domain data. In addition, we thoroughly
analyze the model’s parameters and feature visualizations
to deepen our understanding of the model and results.

The rest of this article is arranged as follows: We briefly de-
scribed the background to the model in Sec.II. Then in Sec.III,
we introduce the concrete implementation of our proposed
MATL-DC in detail. Our experimental results was described
in Sec.IV. Finally, We discuss our model performance and
conclusions in Sec.V.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Non-Deep-Learning-Based Emotion Recognition

In the early research on emotion recognition, researchers
mainly relied on non-deep learning methods to extract emo-
tional EEG features and recognize different emotions [26].
These studies have yielded valuable insights and paved the
way for the development of affective brain-computer interface
(aBCI) systems. For example:

Wang et al. [27] proposed the minimum redundancy max-
imum relevance (MRMR) method to extract common critical
features across subjects, and introduces an emotion recognition
system based on EEG signals. The results show that the
emotional state can be recognized by using frequency domain
features and support vector machine (SVM). Duan et al.
[28] proposed a new effective EEG feature named differential
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entropy (DE) to represent the characteristics associated with
emotional states, and further confirmed that DE is more
suitable for emotion recognition than the traditional feature. It
is also confirmed that EEG signals on frequency band Gamma
relates to emotional states more closely than other frequency
bands. Mohammadi et al. [29] proposed a method for clas-
sifying human emotions using machine learning models and
extracting discrete wavelet features from EEG signals, and
considered a significant band of EEG with a reduced frontal
electrode to get a better results. Liu et al. [30] proposed
a novel emotional EEG feature extraction method: kernel
Eigen-emotion pattern (KEEP), And an adaptive SVM is also
proposed to deal with the learning problem in imbalanced
emotional EEG datasets. Results show that KEEP gives much
better classification results than the widely-used EEG fre-
quency band power features.

B. Deep Transfer Learning Based Emotion Recognition

In recent years, with the progress of deep learning theory
and technology, a large number of transfer algorithms based
on deep learning have been introduced to enhance the perfor-
mance and generalization ability of the model, and have been
widely used in the field of EEG-based aBCI [31].

Zhou et al. [32] proposed an EEG-based Emotion Style
Transfer Network (E2STN) to obtain EEG representations that
contain the content information of source domain and the
style information of target domain, which is called stylized
emotional EEG representations, and this representations are
helpful for discriminative prediction. Li et al. [33] proposed
a novel neural network model, called bi-hemisphere domain
adversarial neural network (BiDANN) model, for EEG emo-
tion recognition. It contains a global and two local domain
discriminators that work adversarially with a classifier to
learn discriminative emotional features for each hemisphere.
He et al. [34] proposed a novel domain adaptation strat-
egy called adversarial discriminative-temporal convolutional
networks (AD-TCNs), which can ensure the invariance of
the representation of feature graphs in different domains
and fill in the differences between different domains. Li et
al. [35] proposed a joint domain adaptation network, which
are optimized by minimizing the classification error on the
source while making the source and the target similar in
their latent representations. Luo et al. [36] proposed a novel
Wasserstein generative adversarial network domain adaptation
(WGANDA) framework for building cross-subject EEG-based
emotion recognition models. The proposed framework consists
of GANs-like components and a two-step training procedure
with pre-training and adversarial training.

C. Prototype Learning

The core concept of prototype learning is that each class
is represented by a prototype representation (a feature vectors
with representative features), and the task recognition is per-
formed by evaluating the proximity or similarity between the
sample features and the prototype representation [37].

Wang et al. [38] incorporated an efficient prototype-based
data representation to learn a more discriminative embedded

feature space for EEG-based emotion recognition, in which
the Euclidean metric was adopted to assess the associations
between the data samples and all the selected prototypes. Zhou
et al. [39] proposed a novel transfer learning framework with
Prototypical Representation based Pairwise Learning (PR-PL).
The discriminative and generalized EEG features are learned
for emotion revealing across individuals and the emotion
recognition task is formulated as pairwise learning for improv-
ing the model tolerance to the noisy labels. Wang et al. [40]
proposed a prototype-based domain adaptation SPD matrix
network (daSPDnet) that can successfully capture an intrinsic
emotional representation shared between different subjects,
which jointly exploits feature adaptation with distribution
confusion and sample adaptation with centroid alignment. Guo
et al. [41] proposed and implement a novel neural network
algorithm based on modifying the emotional neural network
(EmNN) model to unify the prototype- and adaptive-learning
theories, as well as apply the proposed model to two real-life
challenging emotion tasks, static hand-gesture recognition and
face recognition.

However, the current most emotion recognition models
need to rely on both source domain and target domain data,
which greatly increases the practical application cost, and the
robustness and generalization ability are limited. Therefore, the
model framework based on unseen target domains emphasizes
the importance of its development.

TABLE I: Frequently used notations and descriptions.

Notation Description

S/T Source/Target Domain
xd/xc Domain/Class Feature
yd/yc Domain/Class Label
fg(·) Shallow Feature Extractor

fd(·)/fc(·) Domain/Class Feature Decoupler
Dd(·)/Dc(·) Domain / Class Discriminator
µd/µc Domain / Class Prototype Representation
R(·) Gradient Reversal Layer
HK Reproducing Kernel Hillbert Space
K Number of Superdomains
θ Bilinear Transformation Matrix
ψ Domain Distribution

III. METHODOLOGY

Inspired by previous research [42]–[44], we assume that
EEG features involve two types of deep features: domain-
invariant class features and class-invariant domain features.
Domain-invariant class features capture the semantic informa-
tion of the emotion category to which the sample belongs,
while domain-invariant class features express the specific
information generated by the individual differences of the
subjects. The distribution differences of EEG signals among
different subjects can be attributed to the variation of domain
features, which leads to the dispersion of class feature distribu-
tion. Based on the above assumptions, We regard the original
EEG features as the fusion of these two features. Therefore,
we extracts EEG features while considering both domain-
specific and class-specific components to enhance robustness
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Fig. 2: The training phase of the MATL-DC framework. MATL-DC consists of three main modules, which are feature
decoupling module, prototype computing module and pairwise learning module. The goal of model training is to obtain optimal
parameters for domain prototype and class prototype representations. Here, Dd and Dc represent Domain discriminator and
Class discriminator, respectively. GRL represent Gradient Reversal Layer. S1 ∼ Sn represent the domain space. S1 ∼ SK

represent the aggregated superdomain space. µd denotes the domain prototype representation of the superdomain. µc denotes
the class prototype representation within each superdomain space. dcos(·) represents the cosine similarity calculation, which
is used to evaluate the relationship between class features and class prototypes.

and generalization capabilities across subjects.
Suppose the source domain and the target domain are

represented as (S,T). In the source domain, we define the
sample distribution of each subject as an independent domain.
Each subject has a domain space, so the source domain is
composed of multiple domain Spaces. The source domain is
defined as S = {Sn}Nd

n=1, where Nd represents the number of
subjects in the source domain. EEG samples for each of the
subjects, defined as Sn = {xi

n, y
i
n}

Ns
i=1, where xi

n represents
the ith sample data of the nth subject, yin is the corresponding
emotion label, and Ns indicates the sample capacity of the nth

subject in the source domain. Target domain sample defined
as T = {xi

t, y
i
t}

Nt
i=1, where Nt represents the target domain of

EEG sample capacity. The target domain is completely unseen
during training. For ease of inquiry, common notations and
descriptions are displayed in TABLE I.

A. Feature Decoupling

As shown in Fig.2, assuming that the shallow feature
extractor fg(·) is used to extract the shallow features of
the sample, we introduce a domain feature decoupler fd(·)
and a class feature decoupler fc(·) to decouple the semantic
information in these shallow features, thereby obtaining the

class-invariant domain features xd = fd(fg(x)) and domain-
invariant class features xc = fc(fg(x)), respectively. To ensure
that the feature decoupler can accurately separate two types
of features, we utilize a domain discriminator Dd(·) and a
class discriminator Dc(·) to identify the domain or category to
which the features belong. Specifically, our goal is to enable
the domain discriminator to accurately identify the domain
to which the domain features belong, rather than using the
domain features to identify the category to which they belong.
On the contrary, the class discriminator can accurately identify
the category to which the class feature belongs, but cannot use
the class feature to identify the domain to which it belongs. By
employing a decoupler and discriminator through adversarial
training for successful decoupling of domain-specific and
class-specific characteristics.

To achieve this goal, we perform adversarial training of the
decoupler and discriminator. Before the class-specific features
are fed into the domain discriminator and the domain-specific
features are fed into the class discriminator, we pass through
a Gradient Reversal Layer (GRL) to facilitate adversarial
training. Specifically, the model maintains the input features
unchanged during forward propagation, where data flows
directly fed the network. During backpropagation, the GRL
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c to which the sample belongs. Here, h(·) represent the bilinear
transformation to capture the most relevant domain space (Eq.13). dcos(·) represents the cosine similarity calculation (Eq.15).

multiplies the gradients by a negative coefficient, reversing
their direction to enable adversarial training. We use the
Binary Cross-Entropy (BCE) loss function to optimize the
discriminator, converting the multi-class problem into several
independent binary classification tasks. Suppose the GRL layer
is represented by R(·), xd and xc represent domain features
and class features, respectively, then the class discriminator
loss function Lcls is defined as:

Lcls = ℓBCE [Dc(xc), yc] + ℓBCE [Dc(R(xd)), yc] (1)

here, ℓBCE(·) represents the BCE loss function, yc represents
the true label of the class feature. Similarly, the domain
discriminator loss function Ldom is defined as:

Ldom = ℓBCE [Dd(xd), yd] + ℓBCE [Dd(R(xc)), yd] (2)

Therefore, the objective function LFD of the feature decou-
pling module is defined as:

LFD = Lcls + Ldom (3)

B. Multi-Domain Aggregation

We defined the distribution of each subject sample as an
independent domain. In the feature decoupling module, the
domain discriminator identifies multiple domain (S1:n) based
on the number of subjects. However, we argue that EEG sam-
ples from different subjects may not be exclusively associated
with a single domain, but rather exhibit latent connections to
multiple domains. Furthermore, as the scale of the subjects
expands, too many domains will lead to a significant increase
in computational costs, thereby reducing the operational and
response efficiency of the model. Therefore, we need to
aggregate the domains with potential connections to form a
superdomain.

Specifically, we need to quantify the discrepancy between

the domain feature distributions of different domains for multi-
domain aggregation. To achieve this goal, we adopt the Max-
imum Mean Discrepancy (MMD) strategy as the discrepancy
measure. MMD is a non-parametric kernel method for mea-
suring the discrepancy between two probability distributions,
which can implicitly capture complex discrepancy in high-
dimensional feature Spaces. Suppose two independent sample
sets, X and Y , follow the P and Q distribution respectively
(X ∼ P, Y ∼ Q), the MMD is defined as:

MMD2
HK (P,Q) = ∥Ex [ϕ (X)]− Ey [ϕ (Y )]∥2HK (4)

here, Ex and Ey represent the Mathematical Expectation of
X and Y , respectively. HK denote the Reproducing Kernel
Hilbert Space (RKHS) mapped by the feature kernel κ, and
ϕ(·) represents this mapping operation. The feature kernel κ
can be interpreted as the distance function, which defines the
distance measure between X and Y in the RKHS. This dis-
tance measure can be obtained by computing the inner-product
of samples, assume domain samples are denoted as X =
{xi}ni=1 and Y = {yj}mj=1, denoted as κ(x, y) = ⟨ϕ(x), ϕ(y)⟩.
Due to the non-stationary characteristics and high-dimensional
spatio-temporal characteristics of EEG signals, we introduce
Gaussian-Kernel function (GKF) to replace the traditional
linear kernel function. GKF can map the data into an RKHS of
infinite-dimensions to obtain the inner-product result without
explicitly computing the mapping function ϕ(·). GKF is define
as:

κ(x, y) = exp

(
−∥x− y∥2

2σ2

)
(5)
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here, ∥·∥2 denotes the L2 norm. σ represent the bandwidth
parameter. Therefore, Eq.4 can be transformed using GKF as:

MMD2
HK(X,Y ) =

1

n(n− 1)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

κ(xi, xj)

+
1

m(m− 1)

m∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

κ(yi, yj)−
2

nm

n∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

κ(xi, yj)

(6)

The model is iteratively optimized, and obtained the MMD
distance between each domain and all other domains, and form
an MMD distance vector, which provides distance reference
for multi-domain aggregation. In summary, the distance vector
for the ith domain is defined as:

Vi = [MMD2
i,1,MMD2

i,2, · · · ,MMD2
i,N ] (7)

here, N represents the number of domains in the source
domain. The coordinate positions of Vi reflect the distribution
characteristics of this domain. Next, we perform multi-domain
aggregation based V to form a certain number of superdo-
mains.

K-means++ is a traditional clustering algorithm, which clus-
ters by calculating the Euclidean distance between samples,
and can avoid the extreme situation that the clustering centroid
is too concentrated. Considering the characteristics of EEG
signals and the aggregation performance of EEG data in the
feature space, we innovated to use MMD distance to replace
the traditional Euclidean distance in the K-means++, and
formed a new K-means++ algorithm based on MMD. As
shown in Fig.2, a superdomain is aggregated from multiple
domains. Assuming the superdomain defined as Sk, the clus-
tering algorithm is defined as:

J =

K∑
k=1

∑
(X/Y )∈Sk

MMD2 (X,Y ) (8)

here, K denotes the number of superdomains. Eventually, we
repartition the source domain into S = [S1,S2, · · · ,SK ].

C. Adaptive Prototype Updating

For each superdomain, we assume the existence of a domain
prototype representation, which embodies the essential charac-
teristics of the domain features belonging to that superdomain.
Samples within the same superdomain are distributed around
prototype representation. From the perspective of probability
distributions, the prototype representation can be regarded as
the centroid of all domain features in superdomain. Similarly,
within each superdomain, features corresponding to different
emotional states can derive class prototype representations.
The class prototype representation capture the fundamental
attributes of each EEG emotion state in the superdomain.
Therefore, extracting domain & class prototype representation
can improve the robustness and generalization performance of
the model. Assume that the domain feature and superdomain
label in the superdomain Sk are represented as {xi

d, k}
|Xk

d |
i=1 ,

|Xk
d | denotes the number of domain features in the super-

domain. Therefore, the domain prototype representation is
defined as:

µk
d =

1

|Xk
d |

∑
xi
d∈Xk

d

xi
d (9)

Similarly, in each superdomain space, the class features and
labels are denoted as {xi

c,m}|X
m
c |

i=1 , and |Xm
c | is denoted as the

number of class features belonging to category m. Thus, the
class prototype representation within each superdomain space
are defined as:

µm
c =

1

|Xm
c |

∑
xi
c∈Xm

c

xi
c (10)

During the training phase, As shown in the Prototype
Computing module of Fig.2, domain prototypes and class
prototype representations are continuously updated through
iterations to seek optimal parameter. However, in the process
of model iteration, the obtained prototype representation may
have large deviation even for two adjacent training moments.
To avoid the possible instability of prototype calculation at
different moments, we adopt an adaptive prototype update
mechanism, and the prototype representation calculation at
time t is affected by the time t − 1, so as to improve the
stability of model training. The update process is defined as：

µ
(t)
d = (1− α)µ

(t−1)
d + αµ

(t)
d

µ(t)
c = (1− α)µ(t−1)

c + αµ(t)
c

(11)

here, α is the weight update parameter. In the early stage of
training, the feature distribution changes drastically, and the
prototype representation needs to be updated quickly to adapt
to this dynamic adjustment. In the later stage of training, as the
model tends to converge and the feature distribution tends to
be stable, the update rate of the prototype should slow down.
Thus, α is defined as：

α = αl + (αh − αl)

(
1− t

maxEpoch

)p

(12)

here, αh and αl represent the upper and lower threshold of α,
respectively. p is the hyperparameter that controls the rate of
decay. When p > 1, α will decay rapidly at the beginning, and
as the model continues to train, the decay rate will gradually
slow down until we reach our desired goal.

D. Prototype Inference

In the training phase, MATL-DC model obtains the optimal
domain prototype and the class prototype in each superdomain
space by the adaptive update method. It is worth noting that
the MATL-DC is completely unseen to the target domain
samples during training. As shown in Eq.3, in the model
inference stage, we first extract the corresponding domain
features and class features in target domain. Next, we perform
domain prototype inference to determine the superdomain
space by trained domain prototype representation. Then, in
the selected superdomain space, class prototype inference is
performed through the trained class prototypes to determine
the emotional state labels. Specifically, we introduce a bilinear
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transformation to quantify the interaction between domain
features xd and the domain prototype µk

d . Assume that the
bilinear transformation expressed as h(·), which is defined as:

h(xd, µ
k
d) = (xd)

T · θ · µk
d (13)

here, (·)T denotes the transpose operation. θ is a trainable,
randomly initialized bilinear transformation matrix that is not
limited by positive definiteness or symmetry. θ is beneficial
to enhance the feature representation ability. Overall, the
interaction between xd and all superdomains µk

d(k = 1 : K)
are represented as a vector, and the coordinate with the highest
value corresponds to the superdomain to which it belongs,
which is defined as:

Vi = softmax
[
h(xi

d, µ
1
d), · · · , h(xi

d, µ
K
d )
]

(14)

here, softmax represent normalization function. Then, in the
selected superdomain, we adopt cosine similarity strategy to
calculate the similarity between class prototypes µm

c (m = 1 :
M) and class features xi

c of samples. The µm
c (m = 1 : M)

and xi
c form an interaction relationship to determine the class

to which the sample belongs, which is defined as:

Pi = softmax
[
dcos(x

i
c, µ

1
c), · · · , dcos(xi

c, µ
M
c )
]

(15)

here, dcos(·) represents the cosine similarity calculation, and
the coordinate with the highest similarity is the emotional state
category.

E. Pairwise Learning

We adopt a pairwise learning strategy instead of the tradi-
tional pointwise learning to solve the problem of label noise
and enhance the resistance of the model to label noise. Unlike
pointwise learning, pairwise learning focuses on the latent
relationship between samples and captures the relative associa-
tion between them. Specifically, we transform the classification
problem of samples into a similarity problem between samples.
The pairwise learning loss function is defined as follows.

Lpair =
1

(Nb)2
·∑

i,j∈Nb

[
rij log (G(xi

c, x
j
c))− (1− rij) log (1− G(xi

c, x
j
c))
]

(16)

here, Nb represents the number of samples in each batch
during model training. rij indicates whether the samples xi

and xj belong to the same emotion category, and the value
is 0 or 1. rij = 1 indicates that the sample pairs belongs to
the same emotion category, and rij = 0 indicates that they
do not belong to the same emotion category. G(·) represents
the similarity measure between samples pair, which is also the
probability that samples xi and xj belong to the same emotion
category. The value of G(·) ranges from 0 to 1. The closer the
value is to 1, the more likely the sample pair is to belong
to the same emotion category, and vice versa. Overall, G is
defined as:

G(xi, xj) =
Pi · Pj

∥Pi∥2 ||Pj ||2
(17)

here, Pi and Pj are obtained by Eq.15, and (·) denotes the
inner product operation. || · ||2 denotes the L2 constraint. In
addition, to avoid redundant feature extraction, we introduce
soft regularization R with a weight parameter of β. Finally,
the objective function of our proposed PL MDCP framework
is defined as:

LPL MDCP = LFD + Lpair + βR (18)

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Databases and Data Processing

We rigorously validated the proposed MATL-DC framework
using three established public databases: SEED [45], SEED-
IV [46] and SEED-V [47], which are extensively utilized in
affective computing research. The SEED dataset comprising
15 subjects, each subject completed 3 experimental sessions
on separate dates. Each session contained 15 trials and include
3 emotions: positive, neutral and negative, induced by video
clips and simultaneously recorded EEG signals. The SEED-
IV dataset consists of 15 subjects, each of whom participated
in 3 experimental sessions on different dates. Each session
consists of 24 trials and contains four emotions: neutral,
sad, fear and happy. In the SEED-V dataset, a total of 16
subjects participated, and each subject completed 3 sessions.
Each session consisted of 15 trials with five emotions: happy,
neutral, sad, disgust and fear.

The EEG signals in the database are preprocessed as
follows: First, the EEG signals are downsampled to a 200
Hz sampling rate, and noise is manually removed, such as
electromyography (EMG) and electrooculography (EOG). The
denoised data is then filtered using a bandpass filter with a
range of 0.3 Hz to 50 Hz. Second, for each experiment, the
signals are segmented using a 1-s window, and differential en-
tropy (DE [48]) features, representing the logarithmic energy
spectrum of specific frequency bands, are extracted based on
five frequency bands: Delta (1-3 Hz), Theta (4-7 Hz), Alpha
(8-12Hz), Beta (14-30Hz), and Gamma (31-50Hz), resulting
in 310 features for each EEG segment (5 frequency bands
× 62 channels). Finally, a Linear Dynamic System (LDS)
is applied to smooth all obtained features, leveraging the
temporal dependency of emotional changes to filter out EEG
components unrelated to emotions and those contaminated by
noise. [49] The EEG processing procedure adheres to the same
standards as previous studies to enable fair comparisons with
models presented in previous literature.

B. Implementation Results

In the proposed model, the architecture of the shallow
feature extractor fg(·) is designed as: input layer (310) -
hidden layer (64) - LeakyRelu activation (α = 0.01) - hidden
layer (64) -nLeakyRelu activation (α = 0.01) - output layer
(64). The architecture of the domain/class feature decoupler
fd(·)/fc(·) are designed as: input layer (64) - hidden layer
(64) - Relu activation - hidden layer (64) - Relu activation
- output layer (64). The architecture of the domain/class
discriminator Dd(·)/Dc(·) are designed as: input layer (64)
- hidden layer (64) - Dropout layer(p = 0.25) - hidden layer
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TABLE II: Cross-subject single-session leave-one-subject-out
cross-validation results on SEED dataset, expressed as (Mean-
Accuracy%±Standard-Deviation%). Here, ’*’ indicates the
results are obtained by our own implementation.

Methods Pacc(%) Methods Pacc(%)

Traditional machine learning methods

KNN* [50] 55.26 ± 12.43 KPCA* [51] 48.07 ± 09.97
SVM* [52] 70.62 ± 09.02 SA* [53] 59.73 ± 05.40
TCA* [54] 58.12 ± 09.52 CORAL* [55] 71.48 ± 11.57
GFK* [56] 56.71 ± 12.29 RF* [57] 62.78 ± 06.60

Deep learning methods

DAN* [58] 82.54 ± 09.25 DANN* [59] 81.57 ± 07.21
DDC* [60] 75.42 ± 10.15 DCORAL* [61] 82.90 ± 06.97
DGCNN [62] 79.95 ± 09.02 MMD [63] 80.88 ± 10.10
BiDANN [33] 83.28 ± 09.60 RGNN [64] 79.00 ± 14.80
EFDMs [65] 78.40 ± 06.76 MS-MDA* [20] 77.65 ± 11.32

MATL-DC 84.70 ± 04.63

TABLE III: Cross-subject single-session leave-one-subject-out
cross-validation results on SEED-IV dataset, expressed as
(Mean-Accuracy%±Standard-Deviation%). Here, ’*’ indicates
the results are obtained by our own implementation.

Methods Pacc(%) Methods Pacc(%)

Traditional machine learning methods

KNN* [50] 41.77 ± 09.53 KPCA* [51] 29.25 ± 09.73
SVM* [52] 50.50 ± 12.03 SA* [53] 34.74 ± 05.29
TCA* [54] 44.11 ± 10.76 CORAL* [55] 48.14 ± 10.38
GFK* [56] 43.10 ± 09.77 RF* [57] 52.67 ± 13.85

Deep learning methods

DAN* [58] 59.27 ± 14.45 DANN* [59] 57.16 ± 12.61
DCORAL* [61] 56.05 ± 15.60 DDC* [60] 58.02 ± 15.14
MS-MDA [20] 61.43 ± 15.71 MMD [63] 59.34 ± 05.48
DGCNN [62] 52.82 ± 09.23 BiDANN [33] 65.59 ± 10.39

MATL-DC 68.11 ± 11.02

(64) - Sigmoid activation - output layer (64). In the Multi-
Domain Aggregation module, we set the number of aggregated
superdomains to 4. In Eq.12, the upper/lower thresholdupper
(αh/αl) of the prototype update weight parameter are set to
0.8/0.2, and the hyperparameter p is set to 2. The β in Eq.18
is set to 0.01. All models are executed under the follow-
ing configuration: Python=3.8, CUDA=11.8, PyTorch=2.0.0,
Numpy=1.24.3, Scikit-learn=0.22.1, NVIDIA GeForce RTX
3090.

C. Experiment Protocols

To thoroughly evaluate the model’s performance and enable
a comprehensive comparison with existing methods, we adopt
two different cross-validation protocols. It is worth noting that
the target domain data is completely unseen during the train-
ing process of the model. (1) Cross-Subject Single-Session
Leave-One-Subject-Out Cross-Validation, which is a widely
used validation method in EEG-based emotion recognition
tasks. In this protocols, one subject’s signal sessions’ data as
the target domain, and the remaining subjects’ signal sessions
as the source domain. Keeping the same as the other research,

TABLE IV: Cross-subject single-session leave-one-subject-
out cross-validation results on SEED-V dataset, expressed as
(Mean-Accuracy%±Standard-Deviation%). Here, ’*’ indicates
the results are obtained by our own implementation.

Methods Pacc(%) Methods Pacc(%)

Traditional machine learning methods

KNN* [50] 35.73 ± 07.98 KPCA* [51] 35.47 ± 09.39
SVM* [52] 53.14 ± 10.10 SA* [53] 36.06 ± 11.55
TCA* [54] 37.57 ± 13.47 CORAL* [55] 55.18 ± 07.42
GFK* [56] 38.32 ± 10.11 RF* [57] 42.29 ± 16.02

Deep learning methods

DAN* [58] 59.36 ± 16.83 DANN* [59] 56.28 ± 16.25
DCORAL* [61] 56.26 ± 14.56 DDC* [60] 56.54 ± 18.35

MATL-DC 61.08 ± 11.02

TABLE V: Cross-subject cross-session leave-one-subject-out
cross-validation results on SEED dataset, expressed as (Mean-
Accuracy%±Standard-Deviation%). Here, ’*’ indicates the
results are obtained by our own implementation.

Methods Pacc(%) Methods Pacc(%)

Traditional machine learning methods

KNN* [50] 60.18 ± 08.10 KPCA* [51] 72.56 ± 06.41
SVM* [52] 68.01 ± 07.88 SA* [53] 57.47 ± 10.01
TCA* [54] 63.63 ± 06.40 CORAL* [55] 55.18 ± 07.42
GFK* [56] 60.75 ± 08.32 RF* [57] 72.78 ± 06.60

Deep learning methods

DAN* [58] 78.12 ± 05.47 DANN* [59] 78.42 ± 07.57
DCORAL* [61] 77.36 ± 06.27 DDC* [60] 73.22 ± 05.48
AdaMatch* [66] 78.14 ± 06.18 EmT-B [67] 78.80 ± 12.00
IAG* [68] 74.36 ± 11.11 AMDET* [69] 72.10 ± 16.80
EmT-S [67] 78.00 ± 11.70 GCB-Net* [70] 68.40 ± 17.20

MATL-DC 80.21 ± 06.32

only data from the first session were used. We repeat training
and validation until each subject is treated as the target domain,
and the experimental results are averaged. (2) Cross-Subject
Cross-Session Leave-One-Subject-Out Cross-Validation. To
more closely simulate practical application scenarios, we use
one subject’s all sessions’ data as the target and the remaining
subjects’ all sessions as the source. We repeat training and
validation until each subject is treated as the target domain,
and the experimental results are averaged. In the EEG-based
emotion recognition task, this evaluation Protocol poses the
greatest challenge to the validity of the model.

D. Cross-Subject Single-Session Leave-One-Subject-Out
Cross-Validation

We rigorously validate the proposed MATL-DC model and
compare it with other state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods. The
validation results for the SEED database are shown in TA-
BLE II. The MATL-DC model shows significant performance
advantages over traditional machine learning. The MATL-
DC model achieves 84.70% accuracy, compared with the
best machine learning model CORAL(71.48%), the perfor-
mance is improved by 13.22%. In addition, MATL-DC still
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(a) MATL-DC (b) DANN (c) DAN (d) DCORAL

(e) MATL-DC (f) DANN (g) DAN (h) DCORAL

Fig. 4: Confusion matrices of different model settings under cross-subject single-session leave-one-subject-out cross-validation.
The SEED database contains three emotion categories: negative, neutral and positive. Among them, (a) MATL-DC; (b) DANN;
(c) DAN; (d) DCORAL. the Seed-IV database contains four emotion categories: happy, sad, calm and fear. Among them, (e)
MATL-DC; (f) DANN; (g) DAN; (h) DCORAL. The horizontal axis represents the predicted labels, while the vertical axis
represents the true labels.

TABLE VI: Cross-subject cross-session leave-one-subject-out
cross-validation results on SEED-IV dataset, expressed as
(Mean-Accuracy%±Standard-Deviation%). Here, ’*’ indicates
the results are obtained by our own implementation.

Methods Pacc(%) Methods Pacc(%)

Traditional machine learning methods

KNN* [50] 40.06 ± 04.98 KPCA* [51] 47.79 ± 07.85
SVM* [52] 48.36 ± 07.51 SA* [53] 40.34 ± 05.85
TCA* [54] 43.01 ± 07.13 CORAL* [55] 50.01 ± 07.93
GFK* [56] 43.48 ± 06.27 RF* [57] 48.16 ± 09.43

Deep learning methods

DAN* [58] 60.95 ± 09.34 DANN* [59] 61.44 ± 11.66
DCORAL* [61] 59.96 ± 09.03 DDC* [60] 54.76 ± 09.02
GCPL [71] 62.65 ± 09.79 MS-MDA [20] 59.34 ± 05.48
A-LSTM [72] 55.03 ± 09.28 IAG [68] 62.64 ± 10.25
ADAST [73] 53.66 ± 13.63 MFA-LR [74] 61.66 ± 11.53

MATL-DC 64.51 ± 09.22

achieves the SOTA performance compared with other deep
learning models. Compared with the sub-optimal performance
model DiDANN (83.28%), MATL-DC improved by 1.42%.
The results on the SEED-IV dataset are shown in TABLE
III. MATL-DC achieves SOTA performance in both machine
learning and deep learning methods. RF and BiDANN model
achieve sub-optimal performance in machine learning and
deep learning methods, with the accuracy of 52.67% and
65.59%, respectively. MATL-DC achieves the accuracy of
68.11%, compared with the sub-optimal model, performance
is improved by 15.44% and 2.52%. The results on the SEED-
V database are shown in TABLE IV. The MATL-DC model
achieves an accuracy of 61.08%, which is better than other
model frameworks. Compared with the sub-optimal deep
learning model DAN(59.36%), the performance of MATL-DC
is improved by 1.72%.

TABLE VII: Cross-subject cross-session leave-one-subject-
out cross-validation results on SEED-V dataset, expressed as
(Mean-Accuracy%±Standard-Deviation%). Here, ’*’ indicates
the results are obtained by our own implementation.

Methods Pacc(%) Methods Pacc(%)

Traditional machine learning methods

KNN* [50] 35.28 ± 07.57 KPCA* [51] 39.68 ± 11.28
SVM* [52] 41.20 ± 10.76 SA* [53] 31.87 ± 09.87
TCA* [54] 37.68 ± 08.40 CORAL* [55] 54.68 ± 07.44
GFK* [56] 37.89 ± 09.84 RF* [57] 43.63 ± 11.38

Deep learning methods

A-LSTM [72] 40.34 ± 08.68 DANN* [59] 52.83 ± 13.90
DCORAL* [61] 52.23 ± 12.76 DDC* [60] 43.89 ± 11.84
ADAST [73] 50.69 ± 14.01 DAN* [58] 54.27 ± 10.42

MATL-DC 58.39 ± 08.63

It is worth noting that the target domain data is unseen
during training of our proposed model. Other methods use
the target domain data in the training process, but MATL-DC
still achieves comparable or even slightly better performance
than the methods that use the target domain data. These results
prove that MATL-DC has strong robustness and generalization
ability.

E. Cross-Subject Cross-Session Leave-One-Subject-Out
Cross-Validation

Compared with cross-subject single-session, cross-subject
cross-session not only considers the differences between sub-
jects, but also integrates the differences between sessions.

The validation results for the SEED database are shown
in TABLE V. The accuracy of MATL-DC model reaches
80.21%, which is is significantly better than traditional ma-
chine learning methods and deep learning methods. In the
machine learning method, compared with the sub-optimal
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(a) MATL-DC (b) DANN (c) DAN    (d) DCORAL

Fig. 5: Confusion matrices of different model settings under cross-subject single-session leave-one-subject-out cross-validation.
The Seed-V database contains five emotion categories: happiness, neutral, sadness, disgust and fear. Among them, (a) MATL-
DC; (b) DANN; (c) DAN; (d) DCORAL. The horizontal axis represents the predicted labels, while the vertical axis represents
the true labels.

model (RF: 72.78%), the performance of the MATL-DC model
is improved by 7.43%. Among the deep learning methods,
AdaMatch, DANN and Emt-B achieved similar performance
with 78.14% and 78.42% and 78.80% , respectively. Compared
with the suboptimal model Emt-B, our proposed MATL-DC
is improved by 1.41%. Even though the target domain is not
visible, MATL-DC still achieve slightly better performance
than the model that depends on both the source domain and
the target domain. The results on the SEED-IV dataset are
shown in TABLE VI. The MATL-DC model achieves the best
emotion recognition performance in the SEED-IV database,
with an accuracy of 64.51%, which is significantly improved
compared with traditional machine learning methods and deep
learning methods. Compared with the sub-optimal deep learn-
ing model (GCPL: 62.65%), the performance of MATL-DC is
improved by 1.72%. The results on the SEED-V dataset are
shown in TABLE VII. In the five EEG emotion categories of
SEED-V database, MATL-DC achieves 58.39%±08.63% clas-
sification performance. DAN and CORAL have similar per-
formance with 54.27% and 54.68%, respectively. Compared
with the sub-optimal model CORAL, MATL-DC improved the
accuracy by 3.71%.

All these results suggest that the proposed MATL-DC can
maintain robust performance independently of target domain
data, effectively handling the challenges posed by inter-subject
and inter-session variability in EEG-based emotion recognition
tasks, which demonstrate the MATL-DC has strong validity
and application ability.

F. Confusion Matrix
To qualitatively evaluate the recognition performance of

MATL-DC for different emotion categories, we visualize the
confusion matrices of MATL-DC on SEED, SEED-IV and
SEED-V datasets. Here, the Y-axis represents the True label
and the X-axis represents the predicted label.

As shown in Fig.4.(a)∼(d), on the SEED dataset, MATL-DC
is similar to the other models, which has the best accuracy in
recognizing positive emotions. In addition, MATL-DC has rel-
atively excellent recognition performance, and the recognition
accuracy of various emotions is all higher than 82%. In the
DCORAL model, the performance discrepancy in identifying
positive emotions and negative emotions is 10.4%, while the

performance discrepancy in identifying different emotions in
MATL-DC is only 4.03%. This indicates that the MATL-DC
model has high stability and its performance will not fluctuate
greatly, which further demonstrates that the MATL-DC has
greatly robustness.

The confusion matrix on the SEED-IV dataset is shown in
Fig.4.(e)∼(h). All the participating models performed poorly
in recognizing the emotion of happy, while they all per-
formed well in recognizing the other three emotions. When
identifying neutral and sad emotions, compared to the sub-
optimal models DANN (65.96%) and DCORAL (59.56%), the
performance of the MATL-DC model was improved by 4.36%
and 11.59%, respectively. When identifying fear and happy
emotions, the performance of MATL-DC was improved by
14.36% and 2.25% respectively compared with the suboptimal
model DAN.

As shown in Fig.5.(a)∼(d), on the SEED-V dataset, the
proposed MATL-DC model has weak performance in identi-
fying happy emotions, and is easy to confuse happy emotions
with neutral emotions. On the contrary, MATL-DC has the
best performance in recognizing fear, sadness and nausea with
60.86%, 67.72% and 75.00%, respectively. Compared with the
sub-optimal model, the performance of MATL-DC is improved
by 4.79%, 7.46% and 11.45%, respectively.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

A. Visualization of Domain and Class Features

To intuitively understand the influence of the domain and
class features extracted by the MATL-DC model and the multi-
domain aggregation module, we performed T-SNE visualiza-
tion of features based on the SEED database in order to clearly
understand the evolution of features and prototypes during
training.

As shown in Fig.6, we visualize the domain features and do-
main prototype representation of the MATL-DC model without
the multi-domain aggregation module (a)∼(c) and with the
multi-domain aggregation module (d)∼(f). Different colors
represent different domain features, ‘⋄’ represent the domain
prototypes for each domain, and the black ‘×’ represent the
target domain features. In (a)∼(c), When without the multi-
domain aggregation strategy, too many domain Spaces failed
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(b) After 50 Training Epoch (c) End of Training

(d) Begin of Training (e) After 50 Training Epoch (f) End of Training

Different Domain Features 

of the Source Domain

Domain Features of the 

Target Domain

Domain Prototype 

Representation

(a) Begin of Training

Fig. 6: T-SNE visualizations of domain features and domain prototype representations of the MATL-DC model without the
Multi-Domain Aggregation module (a)∼(c) and with the Multi-Domain Aggregation module (d)∼(f), showing the distribution
of domain features at the beginning of training, after 50 training epoch and end of training, respectively. As the model continues
to train, the domain features become more and more clustered.

to fully explore the potential correlations between samples
and subjects, as well as limited utilization of source domain
data. There are no clear boundaries between domain features,
and even a certain degree of overlap occurs. In addition,
this also leads to an increase in computational cost. Based
on the previous assumptions, we believe that EEG samples
from different subjects have certain potential connections
with multiple domains. Therefore, as shown in (d)∼(f), we
aggregate multiple domains into ascertainable superdomains.
End of training, the domain features of each superdomain are
more compact in the feature space and have clear boundaries
with each other, and the domain prototype representations
are located at the center of each cluster. At the same time,
we can observe that there is a certain imbalance in the
feature distribution between different superdomains, which
indicates that the commonality of feature distribution among
different subjects is different, which leads to different sizes of
superdomains.

Further, as shown in Fig.7, we visualize the class feature
distribution. With the continuous training of the model, we can
obviously observe that the intra-class features are gradually
closer, and inter-class features are gradually widened, forming
a very clear class feature cluster, which shows the class
separability of the model with different class features.

TABLE VIII: Results of ablation experiments with the
MATL-DC model, expressed as (Mean-Accuracy%±Standard-
Deviation%)

Ablation Strategy Pacc(%)

w/o Domain Prototype 78.95 ± 08.92
w/o Class Disc. Loss in Eq.1 81.62 ± 07.16
w/o Domain Disc. Loss in Eq.2 79.34 ± 08.74
w/o Class & Domain Disc. Loss 78.11 ± 09.24
w/o Multi-Domain Aggregation 80.23 ± 05.12
w/o Adaptive Parameters α in Eq.12 81.54 ± 05.86
w/o Pairwise Learning 76.73 ± 06.62
w/o The Bilinear Trans. Matrix θ in Eq.13 82.94 ± 06.31
w/o Soft Regularization R in Eq.18 83.65 ± 04.89

MATL-DC 84.70 ± 04.63

B. Ablation Experiment

In order to comprehensively evaluate the impact of each
module in MATL-DC on the overall performance of the model,
we conduct ablation experiments on MATL-DC based on the
SEED dataset under the Cross-Subject Single-Session Leave-
One-Subject-Out Cross-Validation strategy.

The results of Ablation experiments are shown in TABLE
VIII. We remove domain prototype representation, and the
model performance dropped by 5.75% when using only class
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(a) Begin of Training (b) After 50 Training Epoch (c) End of Training

Different Class Features of the Source Domain Class Features of the Target Domain

Fig. 7: T-SNE visualizations of source and target class features of the MATL-DC model, showing the distribution of domain
features at the (a) beginning of training, (b) after 50 training epoch and (c) end of training, respectively. As the model continues
to train, the class features become more and more clustered.

prototypes. This shows that the introduction of domain pro-
totype makes the model have stronger feature representation
ability, and then improves the performance of the model. After
removing the class discriminator loss, the model performance
dropped from 84.70% to 81.60%, a decrease of 3.08%. After
removing the domain discriminator loss, we observed that the
model performance dropped by 5.36%. These two experimen-
tal results indicate that both domain/class discriminator can
enhance the feature decoupling ability of the model. After
simultaneously removing the domain discriminator & class
discriminator loss, the model performance decreased signifi-
cantly by 6.59%, which indicates that the domain and class
discriminator together help to improve the feature extraction
ability and significantly improve the recognition performance.
After removing multi-domain aggregation mechanism, the
performance of the model decreases by 4.47%, which indicates
that the multi-domain aggregation mechanism fully utilized
the potential feature connections among multiple subjects
and improves the performance of the model. After removing
adaptive parameter α, the performance of the model decreases
by 3.16%, which indicates that indicates that the adoption of
dynamic adaptive update algorithms in prototype computing
can enable the model to iterate more stably and avoid possible
oscillations. We adopted the traditional pointwise learning
strategy instead of pairwise learning, and the performance
of the model decreased by 7.97%, which indicates that the
pairwise learning strategy effectively improves the model per-
formance by converting the classification problem of samples
into the similarity problem of sample pairs. After removing
the bilinear transformation matrix θ, the model performance
decreased by 1.76%, which further indicates that θ is beneficial
for enhancing the feature representation ability. The MATL-
DC performance decreases after removing the soft regulariza-
tion R, which indicates that the introduction of R is beneficial
to avoid redundant feature extraction.

Overall, All these results demonstrate the effectiveness of
the individual components in the MATL-DC model and their
combined impact on the overall performance.

TABLE IX: Results of the MATL-DC model adding different
proportions(η%) of label noise to the source domain, expressed
as (Mean-Accuracy%±Standard-Deviation%). ↓ % denotes
the difference between the performances.

Noisy Pointwise Pairwise Discrepancy
Ratio (η) Learning (%) Learning (%) (%)

0% 76.73 ± 06.62 84.70 ± 04.63 ↓ 07.97
5% 75.89 ± 06.75 83.61 ± 05.28 ↓ 07.72
10% 73.45 ± 05.94 83.02 ± 05.06 ↓ 09.57
20% 71.84 ± 07.96 82.31 ± 04.94 ↓ 10.47
30% 70.04 ± 07.63 81.38 ± 05.68 ↓ 11.34

(30%-0%) ↓ 06.69 ↓ 03.32

C. Effect of Noisy Labels

We effectively overcame the problem of label noise by
pairwise learning strategy. In order to verify the robustness of
the model under the pairwise learning and pointwise learning
strategies and its dependence on the sample labels, we train
the model using the source domain samples with manually
added noise. Specifically, We replaced η% of the true labels
in the source domain with random noise labels in a controlled
manner, and evaluate the model on target domain samples. We
set η to 5%, 10%, 20% and 30%. It is worth noting that the
sample data of the target domain are completely unseen during
training.

As shown in TABLE IX. In the pointwise learning strategy,
the model’s performance at different values η% is 76.73%,
75.89%, 73.45%, 71.84% and 70.04%, respectively. When
the label noise rate η is 30%, the performance of the model
decreases by 6.69%, with a significant decline in performance,
which indicates that the pointwise learning strategy has limited
robustness to label noise, and the model is susceptible to label
noise. In the paired learning strategy, when the label noise rate
η% gradually increases from 0% to 30%, the performance of
the model decreases from 84.70% to 81.38%, and the overall
performance decreases only by 3.32%. These results indicate
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Fig. 8: Performance of the MATL-DC model under different
number of aggregates K.

that the pairwise learning strategy has a high tolerance to noisy
labels. In addition, we observed that as η continues to increase,
the discrepancy in performance between the two strategies of
the model gradually widens.

All these results show that the impact of label noise on
model performance is limited, and our proposed MATL-DC
model has excellent robustness and reliability.

D. Number of Superdomains

To evaluate the relationship between the value of the super-
domain number K and the model performance in the multi-
domain aggregation mechanism, and to find the most appro-
priate K, we evaluated the changes in the model performance
of MATL-DC under different K.

As shown in Fig.8, the blue vertical axis on the left
represents the recognition accuracy of the model, and the red
vertical axis on the right represents the standard deviation
of the verification result. We gradually increased the value
of K from 2 to 7, and the model performance changed
significantly. When K = 4, the model performance reaches
its peak at 84.7%±4.63%. Therefore, considering all factors,
we set K to 4 to obtain the optimal model parameters. In
addition, we observed that when K is too small, domain
features with low similarity in feature distribution are forcibly
clustered into the same superdomain, resulting in a decrease
in model performance. When K is too large, although the
sample features may be slightly discrepancy from the actual
domain distribution, if clustering into a new superdomain, the
boundary between the superdomains will be unclear or even
overlapping, resulting model performance degradation, which
is also illustrated by the feature visualization in Fig.6.(c)(f).

E. Conclusion

This work proposes a Multi-domain Aggregation Trans-
fer Learning framework for EEG emotion recognition with
Domain-Class prototype (MATL-DC), which breaks through
the dependence of traditional transfer learning frameworks on
source and target domain. We designed a feature decoupling

module to separate domain-class features. And a multi-domain
aggregation mechanism was designed to adaptively obtain
domain prototype and class prototype representations. In ad-
dition, MATL-DC addresses the negative impact of emotional
label noise. MATL-DC has achieved advanced performance in
several public databases, and provides a potential solution for
emotion recognition under unseen target conditions.
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