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AT TR AURE R N (Surrogate GD) IR RIEFIZ [ 4% (SNNs) , 164 TCiE
RESJEILT, BB AAEHR JQUE B R T FEAL & kR 23] o FATE ekt T &S5,
PAGY B AR R — M 2 TC N () QU (] B AN S 1 2 T R 251, H HARFFVE LAY SR T4k 75—~
T e BT IR I E S R IS dESE (Spiking Heidelberg Digits (SHD) ﬂ] Spiking Speech
Commands (SSC)) Hr, FRAHE T & BRI HEUE B AR B i (A5 S A8 (4, R IAGE
FHR AR B T B2 SNN B 25 8 B REATL KPRy R I, ﬁﬁ%ﬂi%ﬂﬁ_?&ﬁ!mﬁ%ﬂﬂ:
BEBLKF o FATHE— BP0 T 2B W R R IR S i &t 48RRI B A 2200
TR R ARUE s T —BUERRE THsh iR . Iy [a] S AR RUEFP A, I 2%t
AR PR IPERE TR, XA EERIIZRAY SNN il PERETMRE R, R SEMKAEST
BB T AR R g 2B, AT T MUSR) SHD Fil SSC 4K
Ptk

1 &

k2 2% (SNNs) s@ifiad B, FRg s ko i e 2EShsas R v AR AR W s AL [Maass,
1997] o SXFRFFRBIHEZA SR T 3 & PR A (ke lal g (IST) . Bsph oo . |
Wk 73] [Bohte, 2004]), B ZFFTRERMALTESHE L [Painkras et al., 2013, Akopyan et al.,
2015, Davies et al., 2018, Orchard et al., 2021, Su et al., 2024],

RGBT, B DS PRAC: A RRERE I I kb i R4 B R 22 I R . &
BB TFE (Surrogate GD) 3@ FH P15 8 A pR EICRR S I T S oy ikt - AT PR/ B 1) 52 o)
4% [Neftei et al., 2019], JZery AR 338 BT [Perez-Nieves and Goodman, 2021]
AT A B 3 WY R AR [Wang et al., 2023] g 7 HACERAE M. B GD 120
W ZEAE 2N ATEASEME F SR TH R RNN @Eﬁ&ﬁﬁﬂ: b{l] [Shrestha and Orchard, 2018,
Dampfhoffer and Mesquida, 2024, Hammouamri et al., , Sun et al., 2025], {EAARTEREX
SERL TR IR H EAE K g gin EW*ﬁT*ﬂ*LﬁﬁﬁiEﬁzﬁﬁ
H T FRDOX AR, BRI T SRR RE A R R (Rl L [Peres-Nieves et al.,
2021, Habashy et al., 2024]; AJ2=3 B2 HEIR [Shrestha et al., 2022, Sun et al., 2022, Patifo-
Saucedo et al., 2023]; ZRMFEIR [Zhang et al., 2020, Yu et al., 2022, Sun et al., 2024, Hammouamri
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et al., 2024]; PABKIFRIEIRBR (D agostino et al., 2024, Zheng et al., 2024], SRMEIEER T
XA, B GD AR B AT REATD IR Gl = BRI ATL i 75 1) D

BFRHE RS T — ME D K32 GD K rhed SNN GEF 5 57 SR AR AL R s it ah S %
B 2 57 SR TGRSR, FRATE S 2 B BRI — IR g, FRAIAERE ke
TR RSO T A B HEAT S5, DA 2 IST Ak [ 2P B oaik, X T 5eminy TAE, & TR
SRIUE T SNN F) H BRI ZR S AT 2200 B8 11 [Bohte et al., 2002, Mirsadeghi et al., 2021], $RJ5,
A BAT B St A 1) 52 2 A48 (SHD 1 SSC) _EFAi#EAL [Cramer ot al., 2020],
H 5B B 2SR DAV R B RIRE 2 . e, O R LR T e
M Ak . B IoY H ET R s [Amarasingham et al., 2012, Agmon, 2012], ki i
% [Mainen and Sejnowski, 1995, Chen et al., 2022] DA J i8] ;2 5% .

MWL REW], Surrogate GD Y12k SNN ] ATRBORSAH A IFRI 4548, BIAE 304 kb
RGN, AR ATT ISUMPEM AT . HEIRS ) JE— P35 T RTRR X S (] AR AL )
AET7 . AER RIS T — Bk kb FIAE 40 22 00 B 3h LA SR ko i e —— AT B AR 1Y
BB, s TR () g A b B S5 AT B . EASE R, TR RO T,
Surrogate GD JIIZk) SNN A{UH AN IST AT £, SRAHTE ] 1 kst i 1] L Fry s ]
WA, FIAFAED R IITRIE R .

2 PrCBREL bR fSE 2 ARAR A QIR (] ity 27 ) B Ay vl i

FEATTH, FATT TP RN, X eI 1R 2 1R E B I )RR o M bk
Ik (IST) FOdhpcll L. wi ) i 7 66 1) Heaviside fkik BR%, 10 2 1] 1247 WU SR 1885
PREL

OH(x) _ 1
or  (a-|z|+1)%

a = 100, (1)

R [Neftel et al, 2019] SR I—BOER . BRAEAA UM, SRR TSR g SGD
B —2 .

2.1 ARBE GD k206 T IST itgint ] bty

ARSI TEAl B R OB LI SNNs J2 75 BE AORT AR i fikoh [0 (TST) S rpaf > o bR
WE N =10 Mg AMETC, B4 RAAE EFFEE 1S10 AR r kot Bkih 11
FET = 1000 ZAE O, HFETAEESME. FkepBoa ST 240 LR 5

T
1000

Number of spike pairs = {r J , ISI steps = max (1, [4]). (2)

R AR . B 100 N 28 TR SRR BRI LA 2 ) R ) F R 7 4. A
BURAREBIARY , 2»SSBET e R ) 254 b iy i 5 PR (7 (5 P S8 SO R A T



(a) Feature Space: Firing Rate vs ISI “33 Original Spike Train (ISl Pairs)
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(c) Accuracy vs Spike Timing Perturbation f
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1 2T IST IR . (a) JEPSRi e ISTER =S . KRR ORE) LBk
e (b) (EMIEE IST XA AR BRI ER (THAR) MILBEHLX RIS f = 0.5 (EHE). (c)
B SN QU R RIPEZ)) f (BEML B2 JQUE R TR L)), I CHERf 2R N e o HERR 2 1] SR
THREZGRIE N f — 1.

BEBLFT L. TRSE IR ML, TERE M TTR kit P B f € [0, 1] ikt , 97 7E [0, T)
RIS RAE B ke -

Si=(Si\R)Ul;, |Ri|=I|Us| = Lf-|Sil]. (3)

I fig. 1(c) Bimk, TEMAKIETEORIRT (f = 0), WEMKE T2 05% Mk, M
AT IST 4V264F 5 . BOTESE T (UBRRE TG SNIN i ko i) W e 5200 13 i 2
RIS AT L —,

BEE DB T f B3N, SRUEINA] {5 SASFHBORBAR L, SERMERE . X f > 0.5, K
20 ISTs WA —— DU BB A 75 2RI — Aol B TR R . RS, A
FIROIT RO, MERR PRI SRR LY T5% . X m TAEARIKE (50%) , (HRme T RT3 X 43
IR -

2.2 fRBHBEIE T WIS 20 T X545 I ity

ARSI Al T P AU BE T W I 511 SN 2485 ] DARRIRE (A 5 o1 14 1] P O g A B4 T 70
Ko BIHAUE N =60 AMAIT, 210 =, TR T a4 SRR & v
RN w =10 flka, FFERFFE—AS 5 A9 FL 18 1 AT LR G I a] 4230 [ I PR
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[

S Byt =AU RIS R TR, AR = AN SRR E S BN, A JERFIV T 1 ATAIES
2HZ MRS, 53 AT KRR . i T IHBRET R LER, 4% 14 ON/OFF 4
EENREALEIE, I ELE QIR AR 2 8] RA-F-4

AL, MTENED w, 8 To={t:+2,....t; + 6} JHRRIENEY . XTRA g MI]
C:

E9) Po(k; ponjot), — activate k:gg) neurons in group g at times t € 7. (4)

AT ERESS T, RATEALFEZESET A € [0,1] X ON/OFF k%7 E4 7 E :
fon = (1 = A) - ﬂg%) + A favg, Mot = (1= A) :“ggf) + A+ favg (5)

Hoep 1@ = 12,08 = 2R provy = 5. BEH A B9800, ON A1 OFF Bk 47518, Wb T Il
Ao g (I fig. 2(a)).

(a) Synchrony Distribution Shift with A (b) Class A| A=0.0 Class A| A=0.5
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(c) Coincidence Dataset: Accuracy vs Varying Synchrony Overlap A
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Synchrony Overlap A
Bl 20 T Bdlidl . (a) ON/OFF JE5IHE A = 0 71 A = 1 ALRY [ RIETT R . BEE A
s, ON Al OFF 7pAi#at—2k. (b) ARHIEM (A =0) AIP4E (A =0.5) FAETH
RIESCHIAER . ALAMCd . RIKEOFGTEK O 3ZR ON #1 OFF MZtd. (c)
Surrogate GD Ik SNN FEA [ [A 2P EEKF A H R IERR 1.

FATRA T — B2k, Ko ash— 60 A TR . —1 3 MG ITHARIE FRZ
(BAH—A) F—A 3 WEITTI RIS 2 o XI5/ N B 0UZ N POV B R R 245
AR B AARAE o 7SI T 0 1 )2 e MR P (S (8 2 SR 0 R A T

i fig. 2(c) B, BIBUE A = 0 Abik®| P52 LRMERG R, RIRIN=E ] TR R
2. BEFE A BHEIRIE TR, MERIRAR, Il TR TR Lk 33.3%.
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3 SHD/SSC #id LRGBS 2] 55k

ZRMEG BTSSR R, 4R ERAHE GD Y12 SNN 7] AR B E(E S, AT EE
B R AR ST T IEAE—SHD 1 SSC, X SeRdnE R Al B M lkoh it w2,
7+ MLPs GBS IR B4R JLRY RGP o 1 BB EE R IR g2~ DR AT TR T e
g — ARk (W fig. 3), SXEEASRLER TR SRR OR B TR R AR A IR ] S5 4

3.1 EltH—ft SHD 1 SSC Kl fsi kit

RIEHZ M4 (SNN) FAENHA AN SHD F1 SSC FHH & A=A 23 Bk =X [Cramer et al.,
20200 BRI, EATTHY SR A A7 W S 8 I 50w 2 - 7% A0 T ) P A3 iy T At
1, HEAESCHEAR RSN Z FI2E R 225, ik, RIEOCOCETa A kb i)
Zrr el 2 2 IR AR A E AR R SR HER M (0 fig. 5), RXESAER € SNNs 205 FIE
A TOREA R I T A5 2 (OO A TR TR LR

Spike Raster Comparison: SHD vs SSC (Whole — Part - Norm)
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&l 3: IRBIRIECHE (THECH SHD FeAs, JIRHCA SSC ARAS) BB — M Hl — JE80H
—ALBT B MR TTIR BRI AR TR — I8 K R R TR A5 R, [ PR B I TR 544

N T P, FATHE T SHD A SSC A dn St A IR R]H — L AR A, R PPAS(AER 2
TBORMZ BT AR AR . XA B A kb T RCTR TR 3 (R Is O Be S 31 P [R] 24
I — eI RO P B -

BrBE 1: MR RIREAST IRCASCB VB 1 (A — 3853 . h T IHBREE T SRR fE B
(]I DR B IS TR S5 BT B XA 2T E BT B AR P QU T B EA T I — Ak . AR, st
MATCAERE At S I B AR, RS B T — AR AT AT

4 X € {0, 1N FIR—AME M ASREAR . N M ICH T AR, Hop
Tyt = L FRINAES m AREAS T, W20 ¢ FEMHE] ¢ IMBL T — kot 3P 20, AT
TR A T e/ Mk b P12

T
Mt = min Z Lomit- (6)
R



HA ™ < 0 (FAVE 0 = 2) BIMEITTRYIGARCAHERR . &, EF2HIL T, —
ZTTHAR ™ R D ERIEERFEAR SRR . N TIREEZRETT, WA T — MR
AL uEB T AR ICI RGBS AR A DT R BUEEL BT, FA TR BRARLEREAR
AetzIt. Ball, XTPEMIEIC, FATE LZZ M AL :

T
Mi - {m me,i,t < 6} ) (7)
t=1
F B A M,
if ©—" < ¢, then exclude all samples in M. (8)

FAi1h SHD 1 SSC #FBE T € = 0.01, JBR 1TRchuHefe i B . SXAER L ICiR B FIREA
PRAFZ BT I T IR E 2 R REAGE AT AGR B S 2 2800, (HLId BEMM R 2 $1 i 2851 2
fiio AT EMX— 5, FATESRHL AR /N A SR AU 50% PATR . N, 7E
SHD w, BAIERYIE R 500 A, wifhs, RAH 2 Kygsibs) 273 A4, i
B 19 RARREBLT-BA R 0. BRI R Z N T2 ooiR B &, AR IR T
T RIBHIE IR

BN, BV D RUREA T 2D K% 0 Wit 2T, TRk (N < N). AT
HRPRAS T IEZ T 22 HUAE . FRATTRF AR BEHL T RAEAPC AL i/ N— 2R Ko X — 1 R
T T a5 5 P ER BE SR ARG W] AR

S5 BB DB (55 — W58 - O T Se AT R kb TRl S IR R B ks 1]
FATRFEEA Wkt PP 81 RAE AR OREEREAS TR R 2T & BREFIG T o)™ Ak, Horfr i
FEAES — o BOE SO R FEAS s D Bk T R RAORBE, AT R REAS R 4oy
kit RS RERLIE R o)™ ARkt ], B PR R 4 rh A 280 4 ki T A -

norm
m,i,t

XA R T ET ARG E, FIRFORE 1R REE R R4 karh AR kb SR 8
M, XA RES A RR IR, ikeb )Y (ISIs) sietsoz R A, HARmp T
WIRLE Bk B R B R OR . AR ST B SRR B T Part SRR, AR R T ORI E 2y~
(A

= Subsample({t |z, = 1}, ;™). 9)

3.2 AU FRREE SNN GRAEFI XTI 5 da b ity ik ik ]

TEXI TAEY, A SCEHAAE SLAYER HEZE [Shrestha and Orchard, 2018] ]N#EfT, H& T —
AMETHRBE NS (SGD) YIZAETH SNN L 5 Em 2 iz iR (SGD-AEiR )
ROBEERAS IR [Sun et al., 2023],
WRN A A fig. 4 BTz WMEZRLE SR 2 SNN, 432408 128 M2 e, Hli i Spikemax
BB [Shresthn ot al., 2022]. £ SGD-EERETHE , HICER AR, AVFEN
YNGRt A b B e i A -



E F Is."(t) . i
SGD E .Tsi" ®, d];Zy ISHOIR ‘ i
I | I Tl(t) . 1
[ Inputs H Layer 1 H Layer 2H Outputs]
[—\ i ps? (t). N
Axon| 4 df TS ® ’

delay

SGD-delay : ‘ IO

K 4: ] SGD I SGD FERYIZRE) SNN A FLEE . TH—17 B T — A SR 4 A
B, JRATIER Z A T T2 ] AR AE R

SHD Variants SSC Variants

Method / Dataset
—e— SGD-delay (whole)
== SGD (whole)
SGD-delay (part)
(part)

@
=}

= =}
S =}

Test Accuracy (%)

¥}
=}

o w

Spike Timing Perturbation f Spike Timing Perturbation f

P 5: RIERFRIFLE) f 78 SHD (Z42) M1 SSC (47) Hdmde LrolilEn . W ik ga:
WAy ZLfa: BE. XTTRNEASER, BT RIETTEEE, Bt MLP $EREX N TAL2
K (SHD K 5%, SSC 4 2.8%).

AT SGD i1 SGD-delay |25 ¥E7E SHD 1 SSC $iide FHFTIHE, AT B I RIE T
H PSR RS B RE ST PRI SEE N T AR AR R (R B4, IH—4k), H
OB RR T REARZ [ BRI E2E R, K RIS HLIE A ME— A R .

Wi fig. 5 fiR, SGD Al SGD-delay JIZ5fY SNN T MLP BRI (L@ L), XHH]
EANTRENS SO Kb IR A] Fp S LR B o X UESE 1 BT AUBR L (27 D AN AR T2 >0 A R
ik, SEBR bl DAAAS A Bkib i ) vz 2], RIVSE 80 FH R ISP )8 28 TS

HEERZ, SGD-delay 7EW M4 G4 b SGD A8 S g%, Hlhn, 7£ SHD-
norm ] f =0 4k, SGD 523 23.32%, 1fii SGD-delay i5%] 47.86%; AE SSC-norm Ht, 5434y
HR 14.69%F1 32.60% . X LEFELELEERAE N AT USRI ELLR , HR R THER AT L%
HCHE ST T 2 3] ) FE SR AR R 6% S 3 BT E AR 1Y) B [R1E A 43 BT 5 | T SR 1) S e s 7] g
D ESH: SGD B mn ANSHL, T SGD-delay {UA N T n MRS LE
BRI, Ho m Fln 2 AT B E

& SHD 1 SSC #ffle 4k b, FATUEH] SGD FERPERER— LR BEE f noign, e
R BRI X R X o PR kst IS 1) A AR SR A E . KETE f=0.8 4L, il 2




XA MLP B4k, 2GR T Fia. XA h2e, — B lkep it e gaiin s 76
VA, SGD FEIRFE S P8 B R RIER A LH], Ukl z MLP PRE (X T{EHCEE AR 2 BEAL
K.

4 R CEEEE FREVIZRT SNNs St IS5 R 7 oK

4.1 Ik HESh 5 S ks {H nl B AL

SRtV R AR B I R SN FR I IRIREURS M, FA T 1 F 0 4 v B F A B AT L ke
Brile (Woeq. (2)), RGBT =R L0082 A AT LR - BBk A 20 £430
PARZ Bt I o X SER B X BT Bk GBS A [ D7 T, - CERATTRERS VAl A I B g i)
[E e o 52 g P

(a) ARV . HCHEN 3 i 1) B JQUGE B TR] R A0 2 (B 22 1 v ST s SR ABE 41 28 fik e s
TR T J_UEER] 1] B (ISTs) MBS Tlm A0tk RN ERAr T ARUE T4

t;,j = Clip(ti)j + 5i,j7 0, T)’ (1())

ot 6,5 ~ N (0, 02) Fil clip(-) B RAIE BREAETE AL 1.

(b) TR IEIPRE . Tl 15— S 5 T T (RS B P T M 2878 L IO A e,
W LAY TST S5 IR BEDR 28 T IR B SR ) X 5 -

t,IiJ» = Cllp(tld + Ai, O, T), (11)

Horh Ay ~ N(0,0%) o X AN T AL AR 1 R rhOX s 4 22 70 ) 20 ) ARORSE 4
(c) A KMMINIER o B3N RUE AR pa JhS7AH R -

P[delete t; ;] = pa- (12)

Xl A L o D/ I [ 2 2R A BB AORS BE R R AR I A B TN 0, 4% ISTs. [l P
o BT (G R RO PG AR — s

SR = Ff SHD 250 (R, WSAMRALIE) EIPAE T BOSal F OB ELE (200
fig. 6). HIE, TATHE THERTUFS AT R SEAMIETEN ) (0 = oy = 25 ZB).
FUE M R BNFE, RIE22.5% SEORIRIS R 1 fig. 6(a) 41, 453 i)
BEROTH MLP SELRs L 10% T, T fig. 6(b) 1, 45 METE RS ERERE ) T
MLP K. SR Hoh g B T T 00H TR B BIE TRat - 494
B ST MK, SRR IHASERY, TR TP SO R BB A
Bt S T ESHTCHORIR K T, T AR T BT

JUSTEZTT e R L IRE T B0 2ETHY 1ST, IEPTABRICE R (Setk. T4 45
Mefl) SIS TIPS, BRI TST AR SR 4 S TR . HIZ
20 T8 DT RS BT 2



SHD-norm Shifted (oy=5) (c) SHD-norm Deleted (pg=0.5)
TR T T ———
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Per-Neuron Jitter Perturbation Per-Spike Deletion Perturbation

B et —— |

Test Accuracy (%)

Jitter Std Dev o (ms) Max Shift Amplitifie on (21;.15] “ Deletion Ratio ps
[ 6: SNN FERFEHEN FRITERE: (a) HARkebEigh, (b) dmEsesish, (o) &bk
Bro Wid: $5E SHD-norm AEATEZNAT (FRE) MBI (L06) BolkeoliE. wem:
MAAMAEIR 2] 1) SGD, FE=MEHRHEALAR (Whole, Part, Norm) AR,

HIZT, fig. 6(c) RIAZA IR R RUE IR MR . FEE MERERR A0, A
F o Kt BRI PR RE T e 2T MLP BE2k, SRWIAR I TUARMITT RO A Y O
FEERT . WTE&IE T T feriaBcidnte, MRS S REET LK.

ST S, AIRIZRR) SNN FERRIPEEN T 2RI — BB A& %, (EHNE 55 M i 2R T4
2. AL B3l ORI EE M 28OS A R T 2R R, T i 1 BB A% B SRR UE
e BRI -

4.2 Byt mnE A 8

NN IR A1) R R 5 ) i AU Flan, B TE S AR S O R [Silb(},l'i and Perrott,
1999] . T %% SNNs 75 B SR FFHURAE Tl I7E L% RIS 57 11 P 28 ke
EFT T o ] B T S

A x e {0, 13T JRATTHf AL B T A AR A e/ N X i -
[tstarts tena] = [min{t | 2, = 1}, max{t | z;, = 1}], (13)
FAEILIX ] N SR T RIS 51 -
Tit = Tistgamettona—ts 7t € [fstart, tend], (14)

PRAFIRIERR AN LT E Iy A, (ERSHR I T T

FATIPAG TN ZR 0 AR EERL A I 0] S 5% SHD AR (R ERPERE,  DATPASHO SRt i) 45 H4 Y
Utk OHREEIIG, IROPEE LY eq. (14) SRIMRZAEAZ A 2 i) 2] B i A K9 B
Jio BeAh, FATFIAANFAKFRBEILILS £, DA AR A5 R DA BRI S«

Figure 7 f&7n 7 AEBIZRA SNN o, ¢y USRS PE AN SO AN S A B AR I . X T 4 -
WHAESE, 1 f=0 AuERIREAL, T2 fig. T(b) M (c), KEWHHSHE 1 H)JRUE R R) 58 21 1
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e ® SGD Only (No Delay) © SGD with Delay Learning
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B 72 ke RSN T f B SR AT ] S SHD AR RIS o (a) BA—ARASLE IR H] S35 i
JER Bk EtE . (b) A SGD YIRS R . (c) i SGD-delay YIZRAIRIA LR
B 2Rt 200t BT IR A AR B U P A . I BGOSR 2 —

B JH S SGD-delay, ‘B2 HEFHN UM R FEH £ G IR I 1R] 22151
KAEBEYLIL, XA R PEEMGHS, H DMEF R . XL P s i A EROE
HEZR AT IR I ) e B 2 (O e T 48

MHZ T, T uagadnd, malhr SGD %k SNNs ey 7 MLP B2,
15 f =04k, XFKH] SGD AR AENS 2 >) Ml [ RFAE—— Bl bk ] (ISIs) s
ol BRI e A )W S, SRR IR B i A

A2, T SGD MEERYIGRABALIN =, SASAAN T MLP EHELR I —Fhut e %
MR- FHFLIET MLP /K-, #8ar-i frA5 el MLP, ifEgu8is s 1kt MLP pifERfs#e.
XAEATAE RN, AR S R R QU (B {5 5L, X815 BT I ] SO AR, AR R]
T ) B R A, A FRATAKEAS R B EI o3 PR VSRR, V225X SR G 55 1) W RV R A
Yo Rk .

XL BRI, AU T BRI SR SNNs B -5 N IESEARLR Xk s 1] PR 2R 5 A% 14 AUk
P ke AT B AR A IR T h B R, (BRSO O 0 2t B RS Sk 1 AR
JAAE g, BIm M E B ESER A (BIANTES ) AR AR VLR TOiR PR .

5 PHE

BABR RN JoAH < 3 [Neftei et al., 2019, Shrestha and Orchard, 2018] 22 UEZEIZAE
AT UEEA 22 N 28 DASE CRAT PR ROAE 55 0 T R B €. R, R0 ORAFAE TR R
VARBN i R7 SR AT T IRUE AR 22 M 2% 10 BT A RE I, B AT A5 I ) TR 1281
AR T 58 TERXPIRMELL T, Frk BRIy e WU T AP A M 28 2 T N AT
{(REESAIY 22 e S R L (RER VAT N FINTIE Sy N Ve 2 T E N RS - A iv

JEOU) b, BT A R A T DA G BT EOR ) g S 2 o RS AR IS R AS A 21 1 22 AP DAY HL
AN TR BRG], IEAAE—A k ZFRPRYI R N, JRUETHECT LAZR Y & + 1 AR RIRAE,
T8 FH SR U B (B FRATT PT DAGAD 2% AN, SEBr b, #h 2 Mms () A7 AE AL 58 A RS 1T R Y 4t ]
PR BT 17 PRI MRS BR X — a5 o QU [ 1) — SE TCBE RBAS R ARAD 1 J TR f 46 - QU b (PR
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AR [ ) . BSph e Tolal i, DA /D — U A =) 25 ) - IR (] SRR . AEFRATTIY)
i, N oRn 73T AR R BRI O YA AT AR X 2858 I b 1 BT A O TR UE B, To
WG BRI 2 5 TICSKIE S W ECHIRELA B S . Ah, TER PR Sl E]
T, ENMHERZEIE O A REILHEHIE L .

Healig, AP T Spiking Heidelberg Digits fil Spiking Speech Commands %§{#fi4E (SHD,
SSC) . ik SRt O 2 UM AU 2 W 28 Rl 28 TR ASTH RSy 2 6 i vl . FRAT T Aok
SO AR i S S R AT R TR A5 R, (AL A kavh 0l st 45 Fh S 2L g Jok v s T 42
AT RWARFEHER . P, QRA BARTEA R 0 BT ki i AR AL B8 22 AR E H R I i)
fHE, EEHRERT REA SRR . AT T —MT A Fdu4E (SHD-norm ) , #4344 38 7 I
TR B R R . (R EAR T ME—(5 B2 m E B Rt R e
BRI IRE R ) FRATATF RAT T 2B A DR IERT S0 1t 22 I 245 vy BT B[RS RFF 9T

i, WA VX RIR R RERFITE A EATA TR SR, Wl A
PR EINGRRS, SRl AR 5 AT SO AR E 2 R A4 BT ASAEXTUL S5
R, BT AT PA-S A ZERARAAY Iy 3 ) AR B L R BUAEE . AT AR A
S RIEAT IS 4 J i e 2 ) 24552 80 IR 1) B S 0, (AT TIE S P ) 4% 52 30 W ) R JBE SR A
%o XRWAAIERA AT REE LY BRI, TR RE RO T 2 W,
FEIX PG DL T FAMTRITE N P SR E

TERRM AR, BFFTEET IR TE I (4 2 B ) AR TR R ARATRRAY , BTN I bF (A 7E B
LRI ), B T DS > 1A s [ ) QU KA T S A By oA . BTt — 2 R 4R
TERX LR i () B LR TR 5 SRR, Ak,

B ARad

A RS A AE GitHub 2 HF 3845 :https: //github. com/neural-reckoning/temporal-shd.
BHEEC IR T Zenodo[Yu et al., 2025] (https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.16153275),

o

BRI H Wy i TS+ K WIHU . (ARIA) Bel.
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