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[bookmark: _GoBack]Event
Train
Eval

No.
% (CDF)
No.
% (CDF)
SPSW
645
0.8% (  1%)
567
1.9% (  2%)
GPED
6184
7.4% (  8%)
1,998
6.8% (  9%)
PLED
11,254
13.4% ( 22%)
4,677
15.9% ( 25%)
EYEM
1,170
1.4% ( 23%)
329
1.1% ( 26%)
ARTF
11,053
13.2% ( 36%)
2,204
7.5% ( 33%)
BCKG
53,726
63.9% (100%)
19,646
66.8% (100%)
Total:
84,032
100.0% (100%)
29,421
100.0% (100%)
[bookmark: _Ref431896119]Table 2. An overview of the distribution of events in the subset of the TUH EEG Corpus used to develop our baseline technology for the six-event classification task.
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