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Abstract

Decoding visual representations from human brain ac-
tivity has emerged as a thriving research domain, partic-
ularly in the context of brain-computer interfaces. Our
study presents an innovative method that employs to clas-
sify and reconstruct images from the ImageNet dataset us-
ing electroencephalography (EEG) data from subjects that
had viewed the images themselves (i.e. ”brain decod-
ing”). We analyzed EEG recordings from 6 participants,
each exposed to 50 images spanning 40 unique seman-
tic categories. These EEG readings were converted into
spectrograms, which were then used to train a convolu-
tional neural network (CNN), integrated with a knowledge
distillation procedure based on a pre-trained Contrastive
Language-Image Pre-Training (CLIP)-based image classi-
fication teacher network. This strategy allowed our model
to attain a top-5 accuracy of 80%, significantly outper-
forming a standard CNN and various RNN-based bench-
marks. Additionally, we incorporated an image reconstruc-
tion mechanism based on pre-trained latent diffusion mod-
els, which allowed us to generate an estimate of the images
which had elicited EEG activity. Therefore, our architecture
not only decodes images from neural activity but also of-
fers a credible image reconstruction from EEG only, paving
the way for e.g. swift, individualized feedback experiments.
Our research represents a significant step forward in con-

necting neural signals with visual cognition.

1. Introduction
Electroencephalography (EEG) is increasingly recog-

nized as a valuable instrument for decoding visual repre-
sentations within the human brain. The primary advantage
of EEG lies in its non-invasive nature and its ability to pro-
vide real-time insights into human brain function via elec-
trical activity recordings from the scalp. Despite its spatial
resolution constraints, its unparalleled temporal resolution
renders it ideal for real-time applications.

Recent technological advancements have facilitated the
decoding of intricate visual stimuli from EEG signals, no-
tably from expansive datasets such as ImageNet [1, 13].
Both convolutional (CNN) and recurrent neural networks
(RNN) have demonstrated efficacy in classifying EEG sig-
nals into distinct image categories with appreciable accu-
racy. The successful decoding of complex visual stimuli
from EEG signals can pave the way for innovative neural
prosthetics and biofeedback systems. Translating brain ac-
tivity patterns into decoded image categories or reconstruc-
tions could potentially offer visually impaired individuals a
semblance of artificial vision. Additionally, EEG decod-
ing can revolutionize brain-centric image searches, com-
munication platforms, and augmented reality interfaces.
Real-time visualizations of decoded brain activity can also
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Figure 1. Our pipeline can be described as follows: First, we record EEG data while the subject is viewing natural images. This data is
then preprocessed and converted into spectrograms, which serve as the input for our neural network. Our EEG decoder is trained using
a knowledge distillation method based on the CLIP model. The outputs from the EEG decoder, which are predictions of the image that
elicited the EEG data, are then combined with an image generation pipeline. This end-to-end approach allows us to reconstruct images
from the neural activity data captured by the EEG.

usher in novel neurofeedback paradigms, facilitating self-
regulation of brain states through integrated EEG decoding
and external visual feedback mechanisms [3].

However, a predominant focus in current research is on
multisubject models, which involve averaging EEG signals
across multiple participants. This methodology may over-
look the nuances of individual-specific neural representa-
tions. Models tailored to individual subjects could offer
a more granular decoding and introduce an added dimen-
sion of data privacy, as each model is uniquely calibrated
for a specific individual, precluding its application to oth-
ers. Also, in spite of recent progress, the task of recon-
structing visual stimuli based on the EEG signals they elicit
remains a formidable challenge. The inherent low spatial
resolution of EEG poses difficulties in reconstructing de-
tailed visual nuances. Presently, image reconstructions pre-
dominantly capture broader features, such as shapes, col-
ors, and textures, thereby constraining the depth of visual
feature decoding and image reconstructions. To overcome
this obstacle, instead of attempting pixel-precise reproduc-
tions, a more pragmatic approach might be semantic image
reconstructions. In this context, techniques such as genera-
tive adversarial networks (GANs) Here’s the revised LaTeX
text with a more sober and scientific style:

The emergence of methods such as [7] offers semanti-
cally coherent reconstructions directly from EEG signals,
rather than estimating the EEG from an image and subse-
quently attempting to reconstruct the image from this es-
timated signal. Despite the challenges associated with the
fidelity of image reconstruction, the rapid advancements in
deep neural networks show potential. This research aims to
improve existing methodologies for translating perceptual
experiences from EEG patterns, with a focus on real-time
applications. We present a methodology that advances this
field, outlining a pipeline (as shown in Fig 1) that facili-
tates the training of a single-subject model within a limited
experimental timeframe, leading to near-real-time brain de-
coding.

2. Related Works
EEG are widely processed in the context of brain-

computer interfaces (BCI) to perform brain decoding for a
wide variety of tasks [22]. A number of prior works have
explored decoding visual representations from EEG signals
using deep learning models. Kavasidis et al. [6] were among
the first to propose generating images from EEG data. They
recorded EEG while subjects viewed ImageNet images, and
used an Long Short Term Memory (LSTM) model com-
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bined with variational autoencoders or GANs to reconstruct
images. The key difference is they aimed for class-level im-
age generation rather than detailed reconstruction and fo-
cuses on processing data in the time domain. Spampinato
et al. [19] also analyzed EEG responses to ImageNet stim-
uli. They trained an LSTM encoder to classify EEG signals
into image categories. For reconstruction, they trained a
separate CNN regressor to predict EEG features from im-
ages and replaced the EEG signal with this encoder model.
Palazzo et al. [12] extended [19] using contrastive learn-
ing to align EEG and visual image features. However, their
goal was improving image classification rather than recon-
struction, and various challenges emerged [9]. Singh et
al. [17] proposed an EEG-to-image GAN framework but
focused on smaller (i.e. with fewer images) datasets of
characters and shapes. In this work, we propose a mod-
ularized pipeline for reconstructing detailed photorealistic
visual stimuli (i.e. images) directly from EEG brain sig-
nals, using a novel CLIP based knowledge distillation of a
convolutional neural network trained on time-frequency de-
composition (TFD) and generative diffusion synthesis, gen-
erating semantically plausible and visually similar images
reconstruction to the original stimuli.

3. Material and Methods
This section delineates the methodology adopted and the

dataset utilized. The dataset, sourced from ImageNet EEG
[7], is publicly accessible. All computational experiments
and model training were conducted on a server outfitted
with four NVIDIA A100 GPU cards (each with 80GB RAM
connected via NVLINK) and 2 TB of system RAM. The
codebase was developed using Python 3.9, leveraging li-
braries such as Pytorch, Pytorch Lightning, and scikit-learn
for model implementation.

3.1. Data

The EEG recordings employed in this study were
sourced from [18]. These recordings were obtained from
six subjects who were exposed to images from 40 distinct
ImageNet [2] classes, with each class comprising 50 im-
ages. The sampling rate for these recordings was 1000
Hz. The image presentation protocol involved sequential
display in 25-second intervals, succeeded by a 10-second
intermission. In each display interval, images are shown
sequentially for 0.5 seconds each. This protocol yielded a
total of 2,000 images spanning 1,400 seconds (or 23 min-
utes and 20 seconds) of recording time. Each subject under-
went four recording sessions, each lasting 350 seconds. The
experiments utilized a 128-channel cap with active, low-
impedance electrodes (actiCAP 128Ch, Brainproducts) for
EEG data collection. Brainvision amplifiers and data ac-
quisition systems were used to record the EEG signals at
a sampling rate of 1000 Hz with 16-bit resolution. The

EEG data resulted in 11,466 sequences post the exclusion
of recordings of suboptimal quality. The comprehensive
nature of this experimental design facilitated the examina-
tion of EEG responses to a diverse array of visual stimuli
from ImageNet. The multi-channel EEG recordings, cap-
tured during the viewing of thousands of stimuli, furnish a
rich dataset conducive for training decoding models. For
further detail about acquisition protocol please see the orig-
inal article [18].

3.2. Preprocessing

Prior to utilizing the EEG signals for training our decod-
ing models, a series of preprocessing steps were executed.
Initially, a notch filter in the 49-51 Hz range was applied to
mitigate power line interference. Subsequently, a second-
order band-pass Butterworth filter, ranging between 14 and
70 Hz, was employed to focus on frequency bands perti-
nent to visual attention and object recognition. The signals
were then standardized across channels. For the purpose of
neural network input generation, the filtered EEG signals
were segmented into 40 ms windows moving each time 20
ms. Time-frequency decompositions (TFD) were computed
for these segments using the short-time Fourier transform
(STFT), converting each trial into a 128-channel image that
depicted the spectrum across both time and frequency di-
mensions. This process yielded 2,000 EEG spectrogram
images, each with 128 channels, for every subject. These
images were then used for training and evaluation of our
convolutional neural network tailored for EEG decoding.
This multi-channel spectral representation encapsulates the
spatial and temporal intricacies of the EEG, allowing our
model to extract features essential for visual stimuli classi-
fication. It is worth noting that the preprocessing described
herein is specific to the architecture proposed in this study.
Alternative baselines adopted slightly varied preprocessing
techniques, such as direct time domain data analysis, start-
ing from the same filtered data in the time domain. These
variant preprocessing methodologies are elaborated upon in
3.6.

3.3. Decoding pipeline

Our approach employs a CNN with integrated residual
connections to classify EEG TFDs. The architecture begins
with a series of convolutional layers, progressively increas-
ing the number of filters to effectively extract both spatial
and temporal features. Subsequent to this, global average
pooling and fully-connected layers are utilized for classi-
fication tasks. For the training of the CNN, we adopt a
knowledge distillation methodology [5]. Initially, an image
classifier is pretrained using CLIP (Contrastive Language-
Image Pre-Training) [14] features to anticipate the stimulus
classes, achieving a commendable accuracy of 99%. This
pretrained classifier furnishes ”soft targets” to guide our
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EEG model. During the training phase, EEG spectrograms
are fed into the CNN, while CLIP image features are di-
rected to the teacher classifier. The objective is to train the
CNN such that it aligns with the class probability distribu-
tions produced by the teacher. This distillation approach
not only stabilizes the training process but also enhances
the model’s performance in comparison to direct training
on class labels. For inference, only the EEG-based CNN is
deployed to predict classes from novel time-frequency de-
compositions. Through the distillation of knowledge from
the image model, our CNN is equipped to derive robust rep-
resentations, enabling the decoding of visual stimuli solely
from EEG signals.

Post the training of our EEG decoding model, it becomes
capable of predicting ImageNet classes from fresh EEG
TFDs. To validate these predictions and reconstruct images
that could potentially induce analogous neural responses,
we employ the Stable Diffusion generative model [15]. For
every EEG prediction, a text prompt such as ”an image of a
predicted class” is formulated. This prompt, in conjunction
with random noise vectors, is input into Stable Diffusion to
generate images congruent with the predicted class. This
methodology facilitates the reconstruction of visual stimuli
exclusively from neural activity patterns. The EEG decoder
identifies the class, while Stable Diffusion fabricates a se-
mantically coherent image. A comprehensive diagram of
the decoding pipeline is depicted in Fig 1, and the knowl-
edge distillation procedure is illustrated in Fig. 2.

3.4. Reconstruction Pipeline

Diffusion models are generative frameworks trained to
invert a noise diffusion process, facilitating image synthe-
sis. Stable Diffusion operates as a latent diffusion model,
proficient in generating lifelike images from random noise
vectors, conditioned by textual descriptions. The model’s
strategy involves the iterative addition of noise to genuine
images, followed by the learning of a parametric denois-
ing function to eradicate the noise over multiple timesteps.
By repetitively applying the denoising function, the model
can produce lifelike images, conditioned on textual descrip-
tions. This iterative denoising offers tight control over im-
age generation, guided by text at every iteration. In the sam-
pling phase, Stable Diffusion accepts a text prompt and pro-
gressively diffuses noise vectors until they converge into an
image that aligns semantically with the provided descrip-
tion. For the task of reconstructing images from EEG sig-
nals, Stable Diffusion’s text conditioning capability proves
invaluable. The EEG decoder outputs a label indicative of
the visual stimulus class. This discrete label is then em-
ployed to generate corresponding images via Stable Dif-
fusion, bypassing the need for direct pixel reconstruction.
This approach facilitates the synthesis of plausible image
reconstructions based on the decoded semantic category

Figure 2. Illustration of the training procedure. Knowledge dis-
tillation facilitates the training of a compact ”student” model to
emulate the outputs of a more extensive ”teacher” model. This
enables the student to achieve performance levels akin to larger
models, even when initiated from distinct yet related inputs.

from neural activity patterns. This model-centric strategy
also addresses the inherent resolution constraints of EEG
for high-fidelity decoding. The guided diffusion modeling
ensures the generation of visualizations that are both realis-
tic and interpretable to human observers.

3.5. Knowledge Distillation

Knowledge distillation facilitates the transfer of insights
from a comprehensive, pretrained teacher model to a more
compact student model [5]. This process empowers the stu-
dent model to attain performance metrics that are typically
associated with larger models.

Consider ft(x) as the output vector of class probabilities
produced by the teacher model for a given input x, repre-
senting the stimulus image. Similarly, let fs(e; θ) denote
the student model, characterized by parameters θ, where e
represents the EEG recordings obtained during the presen-
tation of stimulus x. The student model is trained through
knowledge distillation by minimizing:

L(θ) = αLCE(fs(e; θ), y)+(1−α)LKD(fs(x; θ), ft(x))
(1)

Here, LCE represents the cross-entropy loss between
the predictions of the student model and the actual ground
truth labels y. In contrast, LKD denotes the distillation
loss, capturing the difference between the outputs of the
student and teacher models. The temperature parameter T
is employed to modulate the probability distribution of the
teacher:

LKD(fs, ft) = −
∑
c

exp(ft,c/T )∑
c′ exp(ft,c′/T )

log
exp(fs,c/T )∑
c′ exp(fs,c′/T )

(2)
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Training the student model to replicate the comprehen-
sive probability distribution of the teacher facilitates the
transfer of insights regarding inter-class relationships, of-
fering a richer supervisory signal than mere ground truth
labels. In our implementation, we set α = 0.5 and T = 1.

For EEG decoding, a linear classifier was trained atop
the CLIP [14] CLS tokens. CLIP, an acronym for Con-
trastive Language-Image Pre-Training, is a neural architec-
ture trained to correlate images and text through contrastive
learning. Comprising an image encoder and a text encoder,
CLIP is trained to discern whether an image-text pairing
is congruent or not. The image encoder in CLIP, a vision
transformer (VIT), embeds images into latent representa-
tions. Throughout its training, CLIP cultivates an embed-
ding space where semantically congruent images and texts
are proximate. A pivotal element of the image encoder is the
CLS token, an auxiliary token introduced to the network’s
input, enabling the encoder to generate a holistic represen-
tation of the entire image. A linear classifier was trained
atop this CLS token for every image in the training dataset
to predict the appropriate class. This amalgamation of CLIP
and the classifier served as the teacher model, functioning
as a bridge between EEG spectrograms and image classes.
The student CNN, when exposed solely to EEG data, de-
rives insights from both the teacher’s distributions and the
true labels. This distillation process accentuates the stu-
dent’s focus on neural patterns pertinent to visual recogni-
tion, enhancing convergence, accuracy, and generalization.
By assimilating insights from a domain expert in image pro-
cessing, the streamlined student decoder becomes adept at
extracting visual representations from EEG signals.

3.6. Baselines

In order to underscore the efficacy of employing com-
puter vision techniques for EEG signal decoding, we as-
sessed a spectrum of baseline methodologies, spanning
from conventional machine learning paradigms to contem-
porary neural network architectures.

Initially, we employed a basic baseline wherein the raw
EEG signals were standardized, squared, and subsequently
averaged across channels. Following this, a Logistic Re-
gression classifier was trained on the resultant data. An ex-
tension of this approach involved applying the Logistic Re-
gression classifier to EEG signals that were averaged over
an 80-point sliding window. In another variant we executed
PCA on the windowed average EEG, preserving 29 compo-
nents that accounted for 95% of the variance, prior to clas-
sifier training. Notably, these methodologies overlook the
inherent spatial and temporal intricacies of the EEG signal.
The main advantage of using the PCA is providing orthogo-
nal features to the model that already integrate relevant spa-
tiotemporal relationships.

In this context, a recent proposition by CEBRA [16]

demonstrated a deep learning technique that employs
contrastive learning to project neural data onto lower-
dimensional manifolds conducive for decoding. In align-
ment with this, we projected our EEG data onto a 32-
dimensional manifold, utilizing CLIP features as a guiding
mechanism. The value was chosen to be close to the num-
ber of features used in the PCA, picking the closest power
of 2. This offers a robust nonlinear neural baseline that ef-
fectively harnesses both spatial and temporal patterns.

In terms of neural network architectures that directly
process EEG time series data, we examined both a LSTM
model and a 1D convolutional network (CNN) equipped
with temporal convolutions. Both architectures incorpo-
rated 4 layers and were regularized using dropout, ensuring
a consistent parameter count across models.

Further, we explored CNNs that operate on 2D repre-
sentations of the EEG, thereby leveraging computer vision
methodologies. One such model treated the raw EEG traces
as a 2D image. Another model employed a wavelet de-
composition utilizing the Daubechies db4 wavelet from Py-
Wavelets [2] [8], which has been recognized as an efficient
time-frequency representation for EEG [20]. Our final CNN
baseline ingested the short-time Fourier transform (STFT)
of the EEG, processed with a 40 ms window.

This ensemble of baselines, ranging from classical sig-
nal processing to avant-garde deep learning, offers a holis-
tic comparative framework and accentuates the significance
of spatiotemporal neural network modeling in the realm
of EEG decoding. The computer vision-oriented strategies
adeptly harness the structural nuances present in the multi-
channel EEG.

For consistency, all neural networks were evaluated with
a similar parameter count range (1.1-1.2 M). Each was
trained using the Adam optimizer at a learning rate of 3e−4.
Additional training specifications included an early stop-
ping callback with a 10-epoch patience based on validation
loss variations, a batch size of 64, gradient clipping at a
magnitude of 1.0, and a maximum epoch count set to 50.

4. Results

4.1. Performance Evaluation

The efficacy of our model is evaluated using a compre-
hensive set of metrics: top-5, top-3, top-1 accuracy, F1
score, and the normalized kappa score. Figure 5 demon-
strates that our knowledge distillation CNN consistently
outperforms both the standard CNN baseline and a random
classifier. Notably, the proposed approach—employing
a CNN on TFD with CLIP-based knowledge distilla-
tion—exhibits superior performance compared to the same
network without the distillation technique. This superior-
ity is further evident when juxtaposed with other baselines
detailed in Table ??.
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Figure 3. Reconstructed images. Left column: target classes; subsequent columns: results from individual subjects.

Method Metrics [Mean (Std)]
Accuracy Top3 Accuracy Top5 Accuracy F1 Kappa

LR on average square signal 0.3600 (0.1313) 0.6619 (0.1758) 0.8156 (0.1619) 0.3493 (0.1375) 0.3435 (0.1345)
LR on windowed signal 0.0205 (0.0058) 0.0636 (0.0083) 0.1092 (0.0110) 0.0156 (0.0054) 0.0009 (0.0061)
LR on PCA windowed signal 0.0175 (0.0040) 0.0536 (0.0084) 0.0961 (0.0063) 0.0097 (0.0047) 0.0020 (0.0039)
CEBRA + kNN 0.0240 (0.0050) 0.0831 (0.0116) 0.1402 (0.0136) 0.0223 (0.0061) -0.0012 (0.0056)
LSTM 0.3605 (0.0938) 0.7376 (0.1226) 0.8868 (0.1030) 0.3392 (0.0894) 0.3437 (0.0960)
Conv1d 0.2623 (0.0511) 0.6013 (0.0826) 0.7971 (0.0851) 0.2582 (0.0520) 0.2432 (0.0524)
Knowledge distillation on eeg (img) 0.2819 (0.0836) 0.5773 (0.1379) 0.7295 (0.1339) 0.2742 (0.0794) 0.2632 (0.0857)
Knowledge distillation on wavelet 0.4060 (0.1154) 0.7490 (0.1282) 0.8787 (0.1007) 0.3889 (0.1148) 0.3905 (0.1183)
plain CNN on spectrograms 0.2819 (0.0836) 0.5773 (0.1379) 0.7295 (0.1339) 0.2742 (0.0794) 0.2632 (0.0857)
Knowledge distillation on STFT 0.4120 (0.1131) 0.7530 (0.1068) 0.8782 (0.0806) 0.4027 (0.1133) 0.3966 (0.1160)

Table 1. Performance comparison of various methods applied to EEG signal data. The table presents the mean values accompanied by the
standard deviation (enclosed in parentheses) for each evaluation metric across all subjects. Notably, the knowledge distillation techniques,
when applied TFD generated using STFT and wavelet decompositions, yield the best results.
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Figure 4. On the left, the target classes are presented and each
column show result from a single subject.

Table ?? provides a summarized view of the decoding
performance across various methods applied to EEG data.
Clear trends in accuracy emerge across model types. Clas-
sical machine learning baselines, which utilize averaged or
PCA-reduced EEG, yield near chance-level accuracy, un-
derscoring the inadequacy of hand-engineered features for
decoding intricate visual stimuli. An exception is the Lo-
gistic Regression model trained on squared data averages.

Conversely, deep learning models that harness spa-
tiotemporal EEG TFDs patterns consistently achieve supe-
rior accuracy. Both convolutional and recurrent neural net-
works processing raw EEG time series deliver satisfactory
results. Yet, the best performance is reached by models us-
ing 2D representations of multi-channel EEG. Specifically,
CNNs fed with TFD computed using wavelet-transformed
or spectrogram images both surpass 85% in top-5 accuracy,
underscoring the benefits of computer vision techniques
that learn directly from 2D structures in signal processing.
Both wavelet and spectrogram decompositions seem to en-
capsulate pertinent time-frequency domain information for
decoding.

A closer examination of the top-3 and top-5 accuracy
metrics reveals a consistent trend: deep learning models
outclass classical baselines. The elite CNNs achieve over
75% in top-3 accuracy, implying that in approximately 3 out
of 4 trials, the true label ranks within the top three predic-
tions. The performance gap relative to the LSTM network is
also noteworthy. This accentuates the efficacy of 2D convo-
lutions in discerning the pertinent semantic categories from
EEG patterns. The consistency of the top-5 accuracy across
deep learning models suggests potential inherent challenges
in precisely mapping EEG to granular image labels. How-
ever, the models adeptly identify the overarching category
within their top predictions, underscoring the viability of

Figure 5. Resuls for EEG decoder. Ours is the CLIP-based ap-
proach, plain is a vanilla CNN with the same architecture trained
for classification and chance serves as comparison with chance
level. Bars are average across subjects and error bars are standard
deviations.

EEG-based visual concept decoding.
From a qualitative perspective, Figures 3 and 4 showcase

examples of predicted and reconstructed images. While the
model predominantly identifies the correct visual concept
from EEG patterns, minor category confusions do arise. For
instance, ”bolete” might be misinterpreted as ”pizza,” or
”banana” as ”Margherita”. Nevertheless, the model’s abil-
ity to accurately discern the overarching semantic category
and produce corresponding reconstructions is noteworthy.

In conclusion, our findings underscore the pivotal role of
neural networks and image-centric representations in har-
nessing the rich multidimensional EEG representation. Di-
rectly classifying TFD inputs using a computer vision ap-
proach emerges as the potent strategy for EEG-based de-
coding.

5. Discussion
The primary objective of this study was to decode and

reconstruct visual representations from EEG-recorded hu-
man brain activity. By employing deep convolutional neu-
ral networks trained on EEG TFD and guided by the CLIP-
based knowledge distillation technique, we managed to pre-
dict image classes from the ImageNet dataset with an ac-
curacy of 87% in the top-5 category. This knowledge dis-
tillation approach yielded a marked improvement in per-
formance when compared to a baseline model and other
data processing methodologies. While the model’s pre-
dictions were generally reliable for the majority of sub-
jects, it did exhibit some confusion between closely related
classes. The capability to extract the semantic content of
image stimuli from non-invasive EEG recordings presents
significant implications for the future of brain-computer in-
terfaces. The methodology we developed for image recon-
struction could potentially pave the way for a form of ar-
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tificial vision, where decoded contents from a user’s neu-
ral activity are visualized in real-time. Furthermore, our
model introduces the possibility of innovative neurofeed-
back experiments, wherein subjects could receive instanta-
neous visual feedback of decoded EEG patterns, facilitat-
ing the voluntary self-regulation of brain states [3]. How-
ever, the study is not without limitations. EEG serves as a
macroscopic lens into the brain’s visual processing mecha-
nisms. To address the limitations of EEG’s spatial resolu-
tion, integrating it with other imaging techniques, such as
fMRI, which boasts superior spatial resolution, is a promis-
ing avenue. Such multimodal strategies have shown poten-
tial in reconstructing images with a higher degree of de-
tail [4, 10, 11, 21]. Also, the model in its current configu-
ration has not been optimized for decoding images outside
the 40 categories used in the experiment, suggesting a need
for further refinement. The variability in EEG decoding
abilities across different subjects or sessions, influenced by
cognitive and neural factors, remains a topic that warrants
deeper exploration. One of the significant concerns in EEG
decoding revolves around the inadvertent extraction of per-
sonal perceptual data, which must be rigorously addressed.
Our methodology places a strong emphasis on the creation
of subject-specific models. This ensures that the decod-
ing process is both consensual and uniquely tailored to the
individual, mitigating potential ethical concerns. This ap-
proach not only necessitates voluntary participation but also
minimizes the risk of misinterpretations due to the model’s
specificity to individual neural patterns. The rapid train-
ing methodology we have introduced also holds promise for
real-time feedback paradigms using models tailored to indi-
vidual subjects, with a couple of seconds in inference time
needed to predict class and generate the image on an A100
GPU. As the field of deep learning and generative models
continues to evolve, we anticipate parallel advancements in
EEG decoding and reconstruction capabilities.

6. Conclusions
In this study, we demonstrated the potential of deep neu-

ral networks, coupled with generative diffusion models, to
reconstruct visual experiences directly from non-invasive
EEG recordings. The application of knowledge distilla-
tion from language-image pretraining enabled our convo-
lutional decoder to effectively extract semantic information
from brain activity patterns. This capability significantly
surpassed the performance of classical signal processing
baselines. By generating images based on the predicted la-
bels, we were able to produce visualizations that closely
align with the decoded neural activity. Our emphasis on
creating subject-specific models not only ensures a certain
degree of privacy but also underscores the unique capabili-
ties of EEG data in decoding individual mental representa-
tions. These techniques, which focus on translating neural

signals into their corresponding images, can kickstart sig-
nificant advancements in the domains of brain-computer in-
terfaces and neural prosthetics, as well as human-computer
interaction research. Overall, our findings highlight the po-
tential of non-invasive brain imaging as a tool to provide
insights into the human cognitive experience.
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