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TABLE 1
S5EMAOSTHER. OERFR/FR. BEETEUSFENNE (UREES).

#  Age Sex Ethnicity Cardiac Disease / Procedure # of Sessions (dura-
tion)
1 62 Male Caucasian Aortic Valve Replacement 4 (03:56)
2 60 Male Caucasian Coronary Artery Bypass Graft 6 (05:26)
3 80 Female Caucasian Angioplasty and Stent Placement 2 (02:14)
4 52 Female South Asian Chemotherapy-induced Cardiotoxicity 1 (00:15)
5 72 Female  Caucasian Atrial Fibrillation 1 (01:08)
6 76 Male Caucasian Transient Ischemic Attack 5 (04:31)
7 74 Male Caucasian Stent Placement 5 (04:33)
8 7 Female  Caucasian Aortic Valve Replacement 3(03:02)
9 65 Male Caucasian Stent Placement 2 (02:22)
10 64 Female Caucasian Stress Induced Cardiomyopathy 4 (04:05)
11 47 Male Caucasian Percutaneous Coronary Intervention 3 (03:27)
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XTI AT RS E S SRR R, BRI
WAFFEERT RS2 1 5] 5 #b. XRIERZEIELT, 5
SEMEEATRREEE 1 3] 5 Bata kA2 k. Kkl
PEIFEELE 6 ] 10 £, HRKZHRIFFZE. & 1 (a)
A (b) B HLBE R AT AR S O JBRAS A AL PR . S5 AP X
AT PRSI BIAEA SR, W 2 () Bl 4,494, X2
FEAR I FR 2 I () 2 ARG il (DARBIT) © d/MiER 1,
ORMED 1,133, FI9(EHN 26.29, fRifEZEh 52.28, FAECH
9,

28.2 WEBAHTHRSHENE

AR R R A B LB 38 B B4 8, OPEN
JESCAR S A B R B ST Ao R A A8
. 4 2 JR TSR ARG TR, FesCak [64], [65] Pk
MRS RSB . R 7 R B oK A
RS AT ARSI 5 BT RO BIRRAE T A 00 WAR.

(I, 2 2, MRS T R, BT
S R AR S RS RIE RS 2 . M5 5% AT AT
DRASHS, AT # /5 B3 U B 30 7 /24 e o R S
| RS R . O, FEESIRETT, AEI i
147 2l 17 /24 A0 T AP A Tk U B P W . R R
fib AT T L RS AT RS I B, (L AR I
AR LR A B BT R BEEG . (R, TSR
SRR 1 JER S L 98 L3 I TE A R 2 2
BE B4 3 [64] .

4 T Al p AR K BB A SN, TR ST T PRV
S L KB OB R A . FERF R A BN K B 1
FOTEIE KRR A S, 1 | PSRRI Al , Saiye
RATHEL AN 2 535 BT ARSI . T T
TR SR B LA A T B AR ) B 5 R
SRR, S5 AN RN | IO B S e e aR
L EK AR, e R RE A IR 1 T AT
ARSI A B AR (M AR . 65— Pl R i 1 5
MR, IS S T R RAS T Bl REAS o (1 1T (T 20 2
I, TS LA BB AT IR S T AR B k. 24
T, DR AS 7594 PR 2 KO B e i

2.8.3 E3nw
K3 R TAEA A BCE N B FEATE T . RIS SRS
T AT AR AT A K AR AR DA S T 77 g

HISEmE 1 F 2 AR 5 #b. 10 FPA1 30 g [ 2 K R A,
TENARRE . 5 FPA 10 FRA s, BRI - A T4
B S ) TP . R, FERXSERE T, RIS SR
AW . AB, X1 30 i E, 1RSSR
ST 550 1AL, (RS 2 23R
TEAES LA, XHESECEZ RS 5WEURRFEA . B
FEAR) BB P A K B ol 4,494, FF 5 #b. 10 FbFT 30
PO E KR E A7k 22,430, 10,956 Fi1 3,787,

TERARFEALERS AT S 5o A S SFEE B
Jiii, OPEN ¥(EESIAHARS 5HHEE (4 DAISEE
[32] 1 EngageNet [26] ) BEG AU AL, A A2 4k . OPEN
Bl R R A B E RS R 2 FIER, T
DAISEE #il EngageNet W @7E 24358 N AR A hfiigR
1), A ERIR 20 3 30 4382 . 7E DAISEE , 2 5{Y
BEFRE R — R R A, 208 747 87518 - A%, EngageNet
TS bt [ TG AT RS 4

DAISEE 1§ 10 #PlFE 45 OPEN ¥£ 10 Fh K Hdits:
AL Z (R — A SR AR L2 AL TE T IS S AR AR T
1t DAISEE 1, 95.6 % HIREABARIC AR ES 5. [FFH,
1€ OPEN w1, 5 B2 BH A 1) 17 /W BIRAS (93.96 %
BHEREA) , X 52 5HKE [61], [63] o 75—
Z AP PANLEE E| EngageNet f1 OPEN 2 [a] ()8 k5 5 431f
EngageNet BT AT HLZREXT 10 B BARFE AT T 5
W, Hr KA R B A4, 30.5 % 183 551 69.5
% "% 5. x5 OPEN 7£ 10 BHR AR B ik S 5501
(424 % KB 5XH 57.6 % B25) 4, Eod RS G
TG RBAAT A, HEIE HELP #1378 OPEN [ fdiid
B, NESR 3 IR 30 BMEdEREARE, 2 5RE
{14311 5 DAISEE #l EngageNet ¥4 T A A .

Ry 2.7.0 PR, VEREE AR SR 2 5 1 2
BAT B A BT B A, REEREIRD . It %K
PR f— A 4G ok B =44 TR TR

AT RZ 5 ERFETH15 T Fleiss’ Kappa i 0.8254, Krip-
pendorff’s Alpha A 0.8434, DA X Cohen’s Kappa 4351
b 0.7376. 0.8492 A 0.8891, & H5HIFE=/IE: 15
Gy AESHHIRATIL,

HEHES S5ERES D, WEAMRES (R, F /%
. WE/EE, B/ AT L), Fleiss” Kappa {H
b 0.7124, Krippendorff’s Alpha {H°5 0.5746, DA K %Xt
Cohen’s Kappa {H -~ 0.6662, 0.7695 F1 0.7014.

BAZMRE (35, XSH5MATN) WS 5HRER
i) Fleiss’ Kappa >4 0.8108, Krippendorff’s Alpha 24 0.8107,
Wi Cohen’s Kappa 43524 0.7172, 0.8448 F1 0.8704 [66] .

HERZHEOT , HrFEPERS RS FEAE 0.61-0.80 (EEF—3)
A1 0.81-1.00 (JL-F5E3E—%) [67] Z[6], #@id T iy HELP
[61] FH4Emi 4L [26] il isKk-F-. 5 HELP [61] Hi#

www.xueshuxiangzi.com



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON LEARNING TECHNOLOGIES, VOL. 18, NO. 18, JULY 2025 6

TABLE 2

1 (REEFMEES) ER (X0, F5/mE. BR/BRIFHN/HE) KRS
MM R F— RS IR, I, RS FEES, Ti/HE

SEIZNES . B—FISIHAORERRARE, MRS+
® 1/ HERRE AEES, W OKES.

Off, Bored Off, Calm  Off, Confused Off, Motivated ‘ On, Bored On, Calm On, Confused On, Motivated

Off, Bored — 21 0 2 0 14 0 0

Off, Calm 35 — 14 87 1 1586 0 22

Off, Confused 1 16 - 0 1 6 0

Off, Motivated 2 101 0 — 0 20 0 76

On, Bored 18 0 0 0 - 17 0 3

On, Calm 13 1576 2 27 3 — 5 232

On, Confused 0 0 8 0 0 4 - 0

On, Motivated 1 24 0 92 1 208 0 -

TABLE 3
EAREMEF, HIEHAETA. BEMSEREPHNSHF.
Cl Variable- | 5 seconds- 10 seconds- 30 seconds- | 5 seconds- 10 seconds- 30 seconds-
ass length strategy 1 strategy 1 strategy 1 strategy 2 strategy 2 strategy 2
Off-Task 2144 9544 4621 1580 10787 5747 2543
On-Task 2350 12886 6335 2207 11643 5209 1244
Bored 113 511 248 80 - — —
Calm/Satisfied 3822 20952 10295 3601 - - -
Confused/Frustrated 38 74 38 11 — - -
Motivated/Excited 521 893 375 95 - - -
Engaged 2214 12828 6308 2201 11603 5194 1243
Not-Engaged 2280 9602 4648 1586 10827 5762 2544
Total 4494 ‘ 22430 10956 3787 ‘ - - -
BB, HERATRER ) E Wﬁﬁ?ﬁj\]?&/\&ﬁ‘o X4 PR, ARG SehRak S B B4 T M AN SR . R
TS AHREA ST ERFUPE [61] MRS E 28R NI h SR T DA FRRE .
ff [l OpenFace [68] , #ELT 668 MEHE, WHE: A

284 LETXARBEGH

Bl 3 s THE/NTT 2.7.2 Hfiiid i -E R IEBE A oA . AERY
KB, RZHONTE (64.69 % ) AT HIPIFHESRISAL, Bk
IREEAETEAE S A 2 58 S AR E MASR . 15 21.39 %
TN Y, RS 5 EAE SRR AR SCIR, 1R T i 13.92
To XS T B HABTESE 2, (AISHENE, B3 5%
(' 1 2] 11) FFEFERER AR AT R , AT AZ A (6] i
BB A NS S5 E R SRS 51K .

5‘|||I

ii i v v

N w
o o

N
o

o

Percenmge of Toral Duration Across All Sessions (%)

vi il

Context Type

Fig. 3. f/\¥5 2.7.2 Frik,
B4} 75 .

IEATHTEHREI R, A T PRI AL, UG E - AL
PLOR B (H0E, MBS T maR. FaBA B R AT

CEMARIER, £t ETXRBK RS

?ﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬁ?ﬂﬁrﬂrﬂiﬂﬁﬁﬁ£ﬁ WA F T B ) A BICEE
112 A~ T 2D BRESFRIC (18%) , 168 N T 3D BREHRIC
(zK), LIOERBERL S =A, 2D HHEbRic (18%) K 68
x 2, 3D @#FbRic (2Z2K) h68x3, PAK 34 T 45
1. 2,4,5,6, 7,9, 10, 12, 14, 15, 17, 20. 23, 25, 26.
45 [ 17 MEFEERITT (FAU) A9 HIFGRE .

BT 25 EmoFAN [69] , AN HAT T T 70 X I3
PEICT R0 e P ) L

AT A FNIAG SE R FES - 5 B 119 MediaPipe R 2>
HEZR [70] 4k FH > MR AT H B BT3B A0 BF A 1) ¢ B
T MediaPipe H1, Attention Mesh #%4 [71] BEGLHS A kS I 3
AN 468 A~ =L THITH & HE s S AN 10 ANBL R BT, B
R THFRFNRL AL T 478 x 3 D=4k KM 1 . MediaPipe iff
TR RO T 21 x 3 AN 4E e S B AR TR AL T
33 X 3T LYE BN

BPs g o — R A AR U — A CSV 3, Hrhig
— TR B RE AR B —A T, 51 3R A R SR BT IR R AE
B2 T RN RS 5 B R B SR BT s, PAK S
KRS 5 BHRE.

T OPEN #EATHELMEMNX A B AR IE, FFAR T — 25
TE SCHR b DATE SE a5 4 b U0 S 2 I ) 44 iR AL 2 > R
FE2E AL, %7 OPEN a2 Alng 2 FEfEidi A A K
JERAEAL, X SRR 2 N GRAITEAY, PARAPR 545 B S A%
PR R E R AE RS — 2L

AT 5 OPEN W& 5EIRTERFE—3, S5 EHERH
R R ZICH KA. S 5N, (23], [24], [25], [26]
W, HIRARGHBEG TR [FRB N 2 5 T SS : &5
FERTI, XR— TR SCk )z W AR S, SRR T
1 F R B 24100 B () B B R AT 24w B R B = 5 B A
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MZSEWW, X —WH s, W AET e rim R
BAERAG T AR R B S 5.

UEAh, FEAZEAR BRIk B, RGEHITEAS TR
PR RERAE SRR RV B SR BB T TERE , 5 IR B FE A
KR 5 . 10 #b. 30 FPFIWAR KB, /Ay 2.8.3 Tk,

BeAt, 1ES 5 R (23], [24], [25], [26] Y, EIRKIE
BTWMARMNS S EMTT S —fEFcAEEmE RS
FEVE R A B AR XA SO E A B R
F—F B vk, R S5 B IERAT b A8 5
PIREAY MK SR 41T DARE J5 B 2 5 2

W5 77 frik, BRERE P LA RS TR S
5, S8 3k [24], [25], [26] —3. AEA AR FEEFE
(SRR R ) B VERERS 20 M7 e 2 A i B 2
SIRIVRBE2E BB B A o X SERHAE A4S 6 NRBIAFAE . 6 4>
SLFRES (PLEMGERE) $HME. 17 4 FAU [26] 5%, PAK 2
AR R R AR [72] o BRT _LIRFRAESD, Ty
7 PR A AR S W TS 5. BT R AL
3% LSTM, ST-GCN [73] . Transformer Fl ROCKET [74] ,

LSTM %t — AW 2R LSTM B4R, HZEEE
64 MR TG, BEE—DNR/ANN 64 x 1 EEREZ, K
Hdg 4R 1 XY T 24T Transformer #8140 5
2 Transformer ZRi5#%, HAZ4ERE R 64, BAMUANHERET)
Sk, RS 128 A wi i I 45 BT (A 2 BE . B AR AE 1 S8
AR 2, R GG A GE L B 64, A5
f& 45 Transformer #ifggs. ST-GCN =2 ST-GCN E4H
B, BEE APk )2 . P Ak 2 B 2 i
—AGRUZAPE, R B R R 4R A TR TR
TR BB ] Adam (R AL#R AL, HE4T T 1000 ¥k %
£, WIR2E2] 5%k 0.0001, 4 250 RIEA2E T HEAL 10 f5.
ROCKET iU fi] 10,000 /4~ FlHLH] 45 b 1) 45 FUZ R SR BUR:
fEFIR. B ROCKET A: o748 # REAIE 25 (7] 6 5 (5 FH 43 25 14
# (CatBoost) fi% 47432, CatBoost 4+ #8347 T 1000
WINREA, FRBHREEHN 6.

R 43 25 1) R 78 1 2 5 R W D1 Ak 5 A 6 $5 HE A
ROREMR, AR, P15 BICE BAERRIE i 2 S
(AUC-ROC) Fs#f%-4 R & i (AUC-PR).

KT R EAR WS 5 Bz ey, BIAUEH
WA FIBEE R 11 138 WEAE (CV) (Hrp 11 FRsidhise
T2 H5ENEE) AIE—25%% (LOPO) CV #1TiI4H
WAL PR R IR AR TR S S 58 T0 K, Bl
PR P B R AE B TR 3, AR T IR AR A, 3 Se i
5 5EMRIERAR. SR, #ill LOPO CV MTERES K
T 1197 CV, WNEHE RFE—Z5FWETEE—1 CV &
RN R B UESE P R B B X2 S 5 A S
E—'ﬁ!ﬁ‘?ﬂ@‘%ﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂ‘éﬁé@%fﬂﬁ TS 5E R U MR
£ o

2.9 50

b 4 R THE OPEN i i 10 PRI BE A HE A7 (R R AIE
LR S SRR, WM 2.8.3 HTiA. ZEHEA
T Uk B LB FEACK B (16, [26], [32] o TEFEAK 4
W R B BT A AR AR A A A, 11 H7 38 IR IER &5 5 4R
AT LOPO A2 WIEM 45 R . A/ 22 e, X
FRPEREZEIEVR T AN W 2 5 5 IR I BFAAT IR A, A S
S5EMARZERER, SEEE T HELIZEE] LOPO 32 XK
RN R RIS 5% .

W 4 frR, SRR SLERESFIRA - e ERE
SERT, TLiRR A FAUs, Transformer S84 SEHL T 5 fE M
fig, Hk2 ROCKET A1 LSTM. #Rifi , 24{# A 3D Hafibrd it
Ty, L1 AN as BRI T ST-GCN £ LOPO CV

it F Transformer il ROCKET., {83, 75 11 37
CV i1, ROCKET #8#T ST-GCN, k3| T HEFEE 0.8112
F1 AUC-ROC 4 0.8934.

PRATI JE AR iR DA S A AL it Hh B2 B RRAIE 2 16 i
o RIM, 4 PRIV SERGR 8 WIH L T KIS,
EEWREGRE—MR . %5 R THES 16 i 8 i
HOLR, 10 FPEdEREA T 3D TH#REF ROCKET fy4h
W 5 fin, £ LOPO CV Wi f 16 Witg b2 Ak fE, 15
TE 1197 CV s . X2EAEmPNeREE 725
FE AT RS 24058415, £ 1147 CV i, [[—2
5B W B BRAE DN R A X SRR T B 5R T RIALE
fig. #A1M, #£ LOPO CV ., JKEEH S 5 EFEI 4T 2
AW, G2 IR S5 35 R i 4 X e A 4
MERA KA, HRREEE.

TS 5 P 10 BEdEFEALE OPEN L 3k55 s 45 1
WA AR L PEREIE— AL 5 Fb. 30 PRIV AR K AL
PFEAR) OPEN E#b4T T3FAl, 413 5 Bisn. 7 OPEN |
i 5 #F1 30 BPEERFEA LGS A B TAIS TR 10 #
BARFEARNEER . X EEE M Tl AN SR 5 #hEdE
) OPEN 4 & WAL E H A%, 1 30 A%dEr) OPEN
PIREA R R = 02—, LR 3 . Ak, FEf 30 B4k
PEEAK) OPEN W | K 81 AR 0 AT A5 AR 4 S At
o FEALPEN AR KB PSR T LSTM A8, S5HR3. k&
RS TR -M B AE — A AT AR B . W AR B 3 51 %
i 1 SR S AR I SR AR B AR A, B 4 I IR TR S
KSR, ER @ — A, Wy 77 thEriA.
BB ARKE, AR BEREAS B 45 28 W BN T B KBRS
SRV T SRR AR AR R TR R

g 77 45T, OPEN i 4 BE B e A 2 i o K
L/ T5F50 10 BPBORAIE . XEMCETE R,
—A> 10 B ER A BT DA AR X TR A 10 A A
AREET— BB W TS 5, 5B A B
K HF—2E T —MERNEANS 5 RS X
3, B S AR E A 0 B B T R SR i R B 2 S
. %6 /R T ROCKET HI Transformer {#i fIR B, LR
P RM-Me R FAUs £ OPEN | 10 BdEiE A S5
FEFEE R . #£ LOPO Al 11 722 XLk, Transformer F1
ROCKET 4 J Bl fd, Hb ROCKET 5% 7 0.7034 1)
e ERR

6 AR 11 Prd WEHE (CV) NARFEEREAEA K
B = 4E T AR FRAE HEATI ROCKET &5 B 45 58 . %1
30 oI FEA, OPEN W45 R8T 10 ®bryseA, 1 5 #
PIEAE AR RN 22 . X FRE, PR AL s 8] i = 4k T A
A W] DABRE S AR AR ORI ) B T 2 5 R R

R T VAL S 5 R ORI AT A 2 BGER A el B T R 2
5EE, RN, B AR &) ROCKET, 7
OPEN | 10 P ryEHE AT T4 fERRIEZ A5
MBS S5k, B5, ROCKET #illl 24 H >k M i A 2L
PP R BRI R R, TR DA i s o H bR o ik 284
FRAE B S A T R A7 1Y) CatBoost A2 PAEAT T i
RS — 4 RERS S, R 2 KT AS
S0, Wy 2.7.1 iR #Rk, KR RIS
SHMEH AR AN i 5%, T 2.7.1 A4
firid. LOPO 1 11 #7132 WEER &5 R RAER 7 . WIRiER
Fs, I BRI HE R S TAT RS2, IR
WS S 51T RS R R = 5

3 HRERRIME

RWILFIANT AP e, AT EMT IS 5%
LR 2 2D AR R 2 ST AR . B SR A 224 0 THT LA Ay
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TABLE 4

7£ OPEN E{E AARRSFHEEFREN S SERMER. (EG: IR3), HP: KEfEE, VA NE-REEE, FAU: EEEERT, CV: X

M B&F, 11-fold:

+—4f CV, LOPO: B—55&% XWiF)

CvV Features Model Accuracy Precision Recall F1Score AUC-ROC AUC-PR
LOPO EG, HP, VA LSTM 0.6437 0.6444 0.7486 0.6926 0.6633 0.6759
LOPO EG, HP, VA Transformer 0.6671 0.6888 0.6915 0.6902 0.7087 0.7178
LOPO EG, HP, VA ROCKET 0.6133 0.6221 0.7098 0.6631 0.6631 0.6908
11-fold EG, HP, VA LSTM 0.6466 0.6563 0.7155 0.6846 0.6902 0.7097
11-fold EG, HP, VA Transformer 0.7264 0.7731 0.6932 0.7310 0.7917 0.8120
11-fold EG, HP, VA ROCKET 0.7089 0.7260 0.7341 0.7301 0.7828 0.8011
LOPO EG, HP, VA, FAU Transformer 0.6086 0.6264 0.6685 0.6468 0.6199 0.6086
LOPO EG, HP, VA, FAU ROCKET 0.5925 0.5991 0.7250 0.6561 0.6313 0.6622
11-fold EG, HP, VA, FAU  Transformer 0.7707 0.7915 0.7771 0.7842 0.8240 0.8263
11-fold EG, HP, VA, FAU ROCKET 0.7384 0.7419 0.7853 0.7630 0.8070 0.8110
LOPO  Facial Landmarks  Transformer 0.6345 0.6932 0.5707 0.6260 0.6839 0.7125
LOPO  Facial Landmarks ST-GCN 0.6529 0.7050 0.5530 0.6198 0.6973 0.6815
LOPO  Facial Landmarks ROCKET 0.6362 0.6389 0.7391 0.6854 0.7019 0.7455
11-fold Facial Landmarks  Transformer 0.7018 0.7484 0.6685 0.7062 0.7460 0.7820
11-fold  Facial Landmarks = ST-GCN 0.7660 0.8054 0.7438 0.7734 0.8374 0.8503
11-fold  Facial Landmarks = ROCKET 0.8112 0.8313 0.8211 0.8261 0.8934 0.9125
TABLE 5

TTH?&?EﬁZIKkFWDﬁ};EiT £/ OPEN MARHHESFRRINS 5 B NILE

. (EG: BRZh, HP: LEREZ, VA ih-MeEE, FAU: EERZ

Vi ZXEHE, 11-fold: 11 473 XEIE, LOPO BASSEBHBIE, FPS: SHIME)

Length FPS CV Features Model Accuracy Precision Recall F1Score AUC-ROC AUC-PR
10 8 LOPO  Facial Landmarks ROCKET 0.6362 0.6389 0.7391 0.6854 0.7019 0.7455
10 16 LOPO  Facial Landmarks ROCKET 0.6178 0.6248 0.7190 0.6686 0.6863 0.7370
5 16 LOPO  Facial Landmarks ROCKET 0.6413 0.6604 0.8587 0.7466 0.6678 0.7768
30 16 LOPO  Facial Landmarks ROCKET 0.5945 0.5608 0.7737 0.6503 0.7114 0.7419
10 8 11-fold  Facial Landmarks ROCKET 0.8112 0.8313 0.8211 0.8261 0.8934 0.9125
10 16 11-fold  Facial Landmarks ROCKET 0.8161 0.8361 0.8252 0.8306 0.8922 0.9147
5 16 11-fold  Facial Landmarks ROCKET 0.8347 0.8384 0.8140 0.8260 0.9158 0.9131
30 16 11-fold  Facial Landmarks ROCKET 0.7556 0.7830 0.8791 0.8283 0.8201 0.9023

Variable 16 LOPO EG, HP, VA LSTM 0.5207 0.5166 0.4227 0.4650 0.5039 0.4940

Variable 16 11-fold EG, HP, VA LSTM 0.5656 0.5577 0.4842 0.5184 0.5854 0.5614

P BRRMEFERE TR, IR ARSI TS AT RS R, AT 200 E TR RS, BT

Z5HAR AR B Z A 2T S 5 HE. B T 23R
LTSS NS5 S GO . BUAh, R BRI
FrMREFE, MEERMNS 5T BUREAR BRI

T?Eﬁﬁﬁﬁ& AR R ST RS2 A il A,

FHEEWSUEA TS 5 FER AN o AR R B K A TT AT
WS 5 RERESE, e E AR AT R T AR A Bk
ST A B\ B 1 R 2 BT R AR (R

FABRIF . O T AR B BORSAE, TR A

ARG T Z R, A2 5 BRI FI 7 50 0 3RAS 17

15 81 % F1 70 % fMERGA. SRT, REESRATAE R LR

FIES GELEHNE D NOZHMAL, DL EZ S5

JEAR IR . BEAh, EARSCRBOREGIERR Y, TR 78 &R

TR 4 B A SRR
TEASKH TAEH, KR S FI_E T SO AL Rk

T B XS 5% B XS S ENMT . BT

WHEFE I HZ AW S 528, AN
WS 5, AT SRR S 5 R . Bk, FHRR

Fr ol RERG AL B n] 2SO Z P A I A, T2 5

AT o KFR eI ZAL S T MEAREZE TR, N

HA MR RAETT S SR [FIE, R SR AR 2 5 B
F@&%*ﬁ$%ﬁ$¥%%ﬁ@o%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ%
MRS ik, DAEAR LI 2538 BBl R g Ry e H

WRZBSRIEFTHA, AT ARG B s f

%Erdf?tﬁfh PN E R PERE R W] R PE . e, RERFSERT
RIS [ A8 H i ad e, 4 L2 R DA A 58 4
FHEREHFR., HENFA, MASCEAWEIRENEET
AR RE . XU BB AT ST R A J.P. Bickell Bi4x
LR B . YE# M Christopher Ho, Azra Ince, Aliana
Jamal Fl Ahmed Mokhtar £ PAWER R B AR FL, JEagH ]
RSP RE A D 0T

A 2GIAREA SO N 431 OPEN s £ W55 A 51 B 3k
REEMIEA G, WF45N shehroz. khan@uhn.ca., FEZZHi%
PSP PR E BRI Z UG, R T RIER AR (U5 I AL
PR o

4

VEZTikERE S.S.K. 1 T.J.F.C. B TXW#F5E. AA. &
SSK. fl TJF.C. (ZHF, MR THIREHZ RS
1 DAIRAF I ST v AN i 45 & Ao S.S. #E ALA.. S.SK. Ail
T.JF.C. R, 3R T S 5 E M ZEIIEE 750 . AA.
P T ERAREMY, T S.S. 7E AA.. SSK. f1 T.JF.C.
TEEN, EH T ERAREES AR AA TEFR R R4 R
FERHUCEE . IR THEIRE. AA T T Ira YR
SRR B 2 2] S5 DA TR SR R B I . ALAL R T F
T a5 . I G & A T 6.
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TABLE 6
ERRHBEEAKET . FRFHMIEIERAE OPEN LS 5EMNLER. (EG: Ffla, HP: LEBES, VA M-IRERE, FAU: EEaI(ERT,
CV: ZXBIE, 11-fold: 11 #ZXHIE, LOPO: B—85ELXHEIE, FPS: SFMIE)

Length CV Features Model Accuracy Precision Recall F1Score AUC-ROC AUC-PR
10 LOPO EG, HP, VA, FAU Transformer 0.5908 0.6128 0.6533 0.6324 0.5922 0.6241
10 LOPO EG, HP, VA, FAU Rocket 0.5686 0.5766 0.7346 0.6461 0.5891 0.6143
10 11-fold EG, HP, VA, FAU  Transformer 0.6854 0.7117 0.6943 0.7029 0.7347 0.7478
10 11-fold EG, HP, VA, FAU  Rocket 0.7034 0.7070 0.7629 0.7339 0.7646 0.7791
10 11-fold  Facial Landmarks  Rocket 0.6102 0.6157 0.7258 0.6662 0.6565 0.6693
5 11-fold  Facial Landmarks  Rocket 0.5924 0.5687 0.6409 0.6029 0.6478 0.6493
30 11-fold  Facial Landmarks  Rocket 0.6457 0.6891 0.8655 0.7673 0.5933 0.7557
TABLE 7 [10] Z. Liu, A. Brandon-Jones, and C. Vasilakis, “Unpacking patient
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