
HONG et al.: REAL-TIME BLOOD PRESSURE CHANGES DETECTION FROM THE PHOTOPLETHYSMOGRAM 1

Using Photoplethysmography to Detect
Real-time Blood Pressure Changes with a

Calibration-free Deep Learning Model
Jingyuan Hong, Manasi Nandi, Weiwei Jin, and Jordi Alastruey

Abstract— Blood pressure (BP) changes are linked to
individual health status in both clinical and non-clinical
settings. This study developed a deep learning model to
classify systolic (SBP), diastolic (DBP), and mean (MBP) BP
changes using photoplethysmography (PPG) waveforms.
Data from the Vital Signs Database (VitalDB) comprising
1,005 ICU patients with synchronized PPG and BP record-
ings was used. BP changes were categorized into three
labels: Spike (increase above a threshold), Stable (change
within a ± threshold), and Dip (decrease below a thresh-
old). Four time-series classification models were studied:
multi-layer perceptron, convolutional neural network, resid-
ual network, and Encoder. A subset of 500 patients was
randomly selected for training and validation, ensuring a
uniform distribution across BP change labels. Two test
datasets were compiled: Test-I (n=500) with a uniform
distribution selection process, and Test-II (n=5) without.
The study also explored the impact of including second-
deviation PPG (sdPPG) waveforms as additional input infor-
mation. The Encoder model with a Softmax weighting pro-
cess using both PPG and sdPPG waveforms achieved the
highest detection accuracy—exceeding 71.3% and 85.4% in
Test-I and Test-II, respectively, with thresholds of 30 mmHg
for SBP, 15 mmHg for DBP, and 20 mmHg for MBP. Cor-
responding F1-scores were over 71.8% and 88.5%. These
findings confirm that PPG waveforms are effective for real-
time monitoring of BP changes in ICU settings and suggest
potential for broader applications.

Index Terms— Photoplethysmography, Blood pressure
monitoring, Deep learning classification model

I. INTRODUCTION

CHANGES in blood pressure (BP) are critical for under-
standing physiological conditions in both clinical and
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non-clinical settings. Real-time changes provide direct insights
into the current health status of individuals. In a clinical
setting, acute and severe changes in resting BP need for prompt
alerts to facilitate timely medical intervention [1]. Further-
more, continuous BP monitoring allows for the evaluation of
surgical risks [2] and the tracking of postoperative compli-
cations [3]. In daily settings, monitoring BP changes during
various activities aids in cardiovascular disease prevention,
assessing sleep quality, and supervising exercise across diverse
populations [4]–[6].

Three primary methods are employed to measure BP
changes. Clinically, the most accurate involves invasive BP
monitoring using catheters inserted into arteries, which allows
for real-time BP waveform capture [7]. Despite the precision
of this method, it can cause considerable discomfort and pose
health risks to patients [8]–[10]. For less invasive alternatives,
clinicians use non-invasive continuous monitoring devices or
perform multiple measurements with a cuff-based BP monitor
[11], [12]. While these methods reduce patient discomfort,
their reliability and accuracy can be challenged [13]–[15]. In
nonclinical environments, digital BP monitors are commonly
used for home monitoring [16], [17]. These devices measure
BP at specific intervals to detect fluctuations. However, they
are unable to provide accurate or continuous beat-to-beat BP
readings, limiting their ability to capture sudden BP changes
[18], [19].

An emerging alternative is the use of Photoplethysmography
(PPG) signals. PPG, a technique that detects changes in
peripheral blood volume, offers a novel method for predicting
cardiovascular events [20]. Although the use of PPG signals to
estimate absolute BP values has been explored for many years,
developing models with high accuracy has been challenging,
and most models require a moderate amount of the sub-
ject’s baseline signal data for personalized calibration together
with demographic information such as the subject’s age [21],
[22]. However, rather than estimating absolute BP values, the
categorical prediction of BP changes provides a promising
pathway towards unobtrusive detection using continuous PPG
signals based on the relationship between PPG and change of
BP [23].

This study aims to detect BP changes from PPG signals
using time-series classification deep learning models. Four
models were trained and tested on 1,005 ICU patients from the
Vital Signs Database (VitalDB), which includes time-aligned
systolic (SBP) and diastolic (DBP) BP values together with
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continuous PPG signals for each patient. BP changes were
categorized into significant increases, normal range changes,
and significant decreases, with thresholds set from ±5 mmHg
to ±45 mmHg in ±5 mmHg increments. Additional analyses
were conducted using the Encoder model, which outperformed
the other three models studied.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Data

VitalDB contains continuous PPG and BP signals both with
a sampling rate of 125 Hz for 2,938 ICU patients [24]. In
this dataset, finger PPG and left radial BP waveforms were
measured by patient monitors (Tram-Rac 4A, GE healthcare)
over periods ranging from 10 seconds to 10 hours [25].
For convenience, PPG and BP for each patient are provided
split into non-overlap 10-second segments. In this study,
only patients with recording times longer than 30 minutes
were included, resulting in 2,131 patients, with characteristics
shown in Table I.

B. Calculation of BP changes

Changes in three types of BP were calculated. Single SBP
and DBP values were calculated as the mean SBP and DBP
from each 10-second BP recording. The MBP value was then
calculated from the SBP and DBP values using the formula
(SBP + 2DBP)/3 [26]. For each patient, changes in each of
the three BP types between two time points, ∆BP , were
calculated as:

∆BP = BPi+j −BPi

i = [1, 2, 3, ..., N − 1],

j = [1, 2, 3, ..., N − i]

(1)

where i is the index of an initial BP reading, j is the number of
subsequent readings after i at which the BP was measured, and
N is the total number of BP readings. This formula captures
BP changes over varying time intervals for each patient.

BP changes were categorized into three labels: "Spike",
"Stable", and "Dip". These labels were defined as a significant
increase, maintenance within a normal range, and a significant
decrease, respectively. Initial thresholds for these changes were
set at 30 mmHg for SBP, 15 mmHg for DBP, and 20 mmHg
for MBP based on the 75% confidence interval of calculated
changes in SBP, DBP, and MBP distributions. Increases greater
than 30 mmHg for SBP, 15 mmHg for DBP, or 20 mmHg for
MBP were classified as Spike. Changes within ±30 mmHg
for SBP, ±15 mmHg for DBP, or ±20 mmHg for MBP were
classified as Stable. Decreases greater than 30 mmHg for SBP,
15 mmHg for DBP, or 20 mmHg for MBP were classified as
Dip. These thresholds were adjusted for further analysis to a
range from 5 to 45 mmHg for SBP, 5 to 35 mmHg for DBP,
and 5 to 40 mmHg for MBP, in 5 mmHg increments each.
The maximum thresholds for the three BP types differ due
to insufficient data, with the frequency of changes exceeding
45 mmHg in DBP and MBP being lower than in SBP. An
example of PPG signals with different SBP labels is shown in
Fig. 1.

Fig. 1. Examples of 10-second PPG signals with corresponding systolic
blood pressure (SBP) values: (a) initial SBP reading, (b) Spike change
in SBP, (c) Stable SBP, and (d) Dip change in SBP.

C. Classification models

Detecting BP change categories from PPG waveforms is
a typical time-series classification task, for which four deep
learning models were used in this study [27].

Multi-layer perceptron (MLP) is a basic deep learning
architecture. In this study, the MLP model comprised four
fully connected layers (Fig. 2a). The first layer flattened all
input channels, while the following layers each consisted of
500 neurons with a parametric rectified linear unit (PReLU)
activation function and a dropout layer. The final layer classi-
fied the outputs into three categories.

Convolutional neural network (CNN) models are effective
for extracting deep features from time-series data. In this study,
the CNN model included three convolution blocks (Fig. 2b),
each followed by an instance normalization layer and a PReLU
activation function, a global average pooling layer, and a final
fully connected layer that classified into three categories.

Residual network (ResNet) modifies a traditional CNN
model by adding shortcut residual connections between con-
volutional layers, which helps avoid the vanishing gradient
problem and improves the ability of the network to learn from
deep architectures. In this study, the ResNet model consisted of
three sequential residual blocks (Fig. 2c), each containing three
CNN blocks (a conventional layer, an instance normalization
layer, and a PReLU activation function), followed by a global
average pooling layer and a final fully connected layer.

Encoder (from Transformer architecture) combines a CNN
model with an attention mechanism. In this study, the Encoder
model contained three CNN blocks (each with a conventional
layer, an instance normalization layer, a PReLU activation
function, and a dropout layer), an attention mechanism, and a
final fully connected layer (Fig. 2d). The attention mechanism
used a Softmax weighting process, starting by applying the
Softmax function to the output of the last CNN block to gen-
erate a set of normalized weights. These weights then scaled
the corresponding features, emphasizing informative parts and
diminishing less relevant ones. The weighted features were
summed to produce an attention-augmented output, helping
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TABLE I
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE VITALDB COHORTS USED IN THIS STUDY

Index VitalDB Training & Validation Test-I Test-II
Number of patients 2,131 500 500 5
10-second segments per patient 662±384 412±200 429±212 399±87
Recording duration, minutes 110.3±64.0 68.6±33.3 71.5±35.3 66.5±14.5
BP change segments before sampling 6.2×108 5.2×107 5.7×107 4.0×105

BP change segments after sampling N/A 2.7×106 1.4×105 N/A
Age, yr 58.9±14.9 58.6±14.8 58.5±15.2 64.2±14.0
Sex, Female, % 44.3 42.8 41.8 80.0
Height, m 1.62±0.09 1.63±0.09 1.63±0.09 1.58±0.06
Weight, kg 61.0±11.8 60.9±12.0 61.5±11.8 60.5±10.8
Values are Mean±SD or n. Test-I: data from 500 patients with an uniform distribution of the three classification labels, mirroring the
distribution in the training and validation datasets. Test-II: comprehensive BP change data from a smaller cohort of 5 patients. N/A: not
applicable.

Fig. 2. Architectures of the four classification models: (a) multi-layer
perceptron (MLP), (b) convolutional neural network (CNN), (c) residual
network (ResNet) with detailed residual block, and (d) Encoder with
detailed Softmax weighting process.

the model focus on specific and relevant parts of the time-
series inputs.

The architecture details and optimization hyperparameters
of these four models are summarized in Table II. All models in
this study were built using the Pytorch framework and trained
on an Intel Xeon W-2195 CPU (2.3 GHz) with an NVDIA
Tesla V100 GPU.

D. Input data types
Given the strong correlation between the second-derivative

PPG (sdPPG) waveform and BP [28], this study compared
three input combinations to evaluate the impact of incorporat-
ing the sdPPG waveform in model training. Each combination
was applied to detect changes in SBP, DBP, and MBP.

The first input type included only the PPG waveform (PPG-
waveform). This input type provided PPG waveforms at time
steps i and i+j (Fig. 3b) and served as the basic input for
evaluating the classification performance of the proposed four
models.

TABLE II
SUMMARY OF HYPERPARAMETERS FOR THE DEEP LEARNING MODELS

MLP CNN ResNet Encoder
Architecture

Layers 4 4 11 5
Convolutional 0 3 10 3
Normalization None Instance Instance Instance
Pooling None Average Average Max
Activate PReLU PReLU PReLU PReLU

Optimization
Algorithm Adam Adam Adam Adam
Loss function Cross Entropy Cross Entropy Cross Entropy Cross Entropy
Epochs 1024 1024 1024 1024
Batches 500 500 500 500
Learning rate 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.0001

The second input type integrated five features were derived
from the sdPPG waveform and added them to the PPG-
waveform input (Waveform-feature). This input type included
the PPG waveform and the extracted sdPPG features at time
steps i and i+j (Fig. 3b). The definition of these five features
is shown in Table III and their selection process is detailed in
Appendix I.

The third input type included the PPG waveform along with
the sdPPG waveform (PPG-sdPPG-waveform). Both the PPG
and sdPPG waveforms were provided at time steps i and i+j
(Fig. 3b). Min-max normalization was applied to the sdPPG
waveform to match its amplitude range with the primary PPG
input.

To standardize all PPG waveforms, the original 10-second
PPG recordings were truncated to 7 seconds to ensure each
signal began with a complete cardiac cycle. From this 7-second
baseline, the impact of input length on detection performance
was evaluated by testing the Encoder model with PPG-sdPPG-
waveform input at 3, 5, and 7-second lengths.

Besides the PPG input, the BP value at time step i was also
fed into the model as an extra input (Fig. 3c). An ablation study
was conducted for the Encoder model with the PPG-sdPPG-
waveform input type to assess the necessity of using initial
BP values as an extra input for training, and quantifying the
effects of removing the initial BP on classification outcomes.

E. Training, validation, and test

The training, validation and test pipeline for all models
and input types is illustrated in Fig. 3. To manage resource
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TABLE III
PPG FEATURES USED IN THE WAVEFORM-FEATURE INPUT TYPE

Index Formula
b/a b

a

slopeb−c
b−c

Tb−Tc

slopeb−d
b−d

Tb−Td

AGI b−c−d−e
a

AGImod
b−c−d

a

Variable definition: a, peak of early systolic positive wave of the second-
derivative PPG (sdPPG); b, valley of early systolic negative wave of the
sdPPG; c, peak of late systolic re-increasing wave of the sdPPG; d, valley
of late systolic re-decreasing wave of the sdPPG; e, peak of early diastolic
positive wave of the sdPPG; Tb, time at point b; Td, time at point c; Td,
time at point d.

constraints and avoid over-fitting, we randomly selected 500
patients from the total of 2,131 patients (Fig. 3a). A sampling
process was then implemented to ensure a uniform distribution
by selecting an equal number of segments across the three cat-
egories (Table I): Spike (900,000 segments), Stable (900,000
segments), and Dip (900,000 segments). This selection aimed
to train the model without bias towards any of the three output
categories.

Two test datasets were created as follows (Fig. 3a): Test
dataset I (Test-I) involved selecting 500 patients from the
total of 2,131 patients, excluding those in the training and
validation dataset. From all test segments, 144,500 segments
were selected to match the uniform distribution sampled in
the training and validation dataset (Table I). Test dataset II
(Test-II) involved selecting 5 patients from the total of 2,131
patients, excluding those from the training and validation
dataset and Test-I dataset, and using all their segments (Table
I). The characteristics of these datasets are shown in Table I.

For the training and validation dataset, 80% was allocated
for training and 20% for validation, with a five-fold cross
validation method applied to the training process of all models.
The model with the best performance was retained for further
analysis.

Each model was trained using the PPG-waveform input
type as described in Section II-D (Fig. 3b). Furthermore, the
Encoder model (best performer) was trained and tested for
the three input types described in Section II-D (Fig. 3b). For
each input type, the Encoder was trained with or without the
initial BP value at time step i. This value was incorporated
into the model as supplementary information, using a linear
layer to concatenate it with the feature map from the last layer
before inputting it into each layer of the model (Fig. 3c). The
model produced three output categories that were evaluated
for detection results using accuracy and F1-score metrics (Fig.
3d), as described next.

F. Evaluation metrics

Cross-entropy was employed as the loss function to trans-
form the true label probability predicted by the model into a

Fig. 3. Flow chart of the overall experimental design using the example
of detecting changes in SBP labels. (a) VitalDB was split into one
training and validation dataset (n=500), a Test-I dataset (n=500) with
a selected segments to achieve a similar distribution of changes in SBP
(∆SBP ), and a Test-II dataset (n=5) containing all segments. (b) Three
different input types were considered: (1) PPG-waveform input: time
step i and time step i+j PPG waveforms; (2) Waveform-feature input:
PPG-waveform input plus 5 features extracted from time step i and time
step i+j second derivative PPG (sdPPG) waveforms; (3) PPG-sdPPG-
waveform: time step i and time step i+j PPG waveforms and sdPPG
waveforms. (c) Model training process with extra initial BP input. (d)
Detection of BP changes categorized into three labels: Spike, Stable,
and Dip, followed by result evaluation using accuracy and F1-score
metrics.

loss value. This approach aimed to minimize the loss value,
ensuring that the predictive probability distribution of the
model closely approximates the true label distribution,

L = H(p, q) =

C∑
x=1

p(x) log q(x) (2)

where L is the value of the cross-entropy loss function, H
denotes the cross-entropy used to measure the discrepancy
between the two probability distributions, x is an index repre-
senting different categories, C represents the total number of
categories, p(x) is the true label probability for class x, and
q(x) is the predicted probability for class x.

Two metrics were used for evaluating the classification
results of the proposed models. Accuracy measured the pro-
portion of samples that were correctly predicted by the model
relative to the total number of samples. F1-score served as a
balanced indicator to assess both the accuracy and robustness
of the model, considering both precision and recall. The
mathematical definitions of these metrics are as follows:

Accuracy =
TP + TN

TP + TN + FP + FN
(3)
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TABLE IV
CLASSIFICATION PERFORMANCE OF THE PROPOSED DEEP LEARNING

MODELS WITH PPG-WAVEFORM INPUT

Model Accuracy (%) F1-score (%)
SBP DBP MBP SBP DBP MBP

Test-I
MLP 62.6 68.6 70.7 62.4 68.9 71.3
CNN 68.5 70.7 72.1 69.0 71.0 72.6
ResNet 69.2 74.3 73.9 69.7 74.6 74.5
Encoder 70.2 75.1 75.9 70.4 75.5 76.4

Test-II
MLP 77.5 82.8 87.2 83.1 86.4 89.6
CNN 81.3 82.3 88.0 85.8 86.2 90.3
ResNet 82.4 81.6 87.7 86.5 85.9 90.2
Encoder 82.8 86.3 90.9 86.7 89.0 92.2

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
(4)

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
(5)

F1-score = 2× Precision×Recall

Precision+Recall
(6)

F1-scoretotal =
1

C

C∑
F1-score (7)

where TP, TN, FP, and FN represent the counts of true
positives, true negatives, false positives, and false negatives,
respectively.

III. RESULTS

A. Model evaluation
The Encoder model achieved the highest accuracy and F1-

score values across the three BP types for the two test datasets
studied (Table IV). Changes in MBP were detected more
accurately compared to changes in SBP and DBP in both
Test-I and Test-II datasets. All models and pressure types
showed improved performance on the Test-II dataset compared
to the Test-I dataset. Overall, the Encoder model considerably
improved detection performance. Compared to the MLP model
on the Test-I dataset, BP changes detection accuracy increased
by ≥5.2% and the F1-score by ≥5.1% for all pressure types.
On the Test-II dataset, these increases were ≥3.7% in accuracy
and ≥2.6% in F1-score.

B. Input evaluation
The classification performance of the Encoder model for

both test datasets improved when the sdPPG waveform was
used as an additional input (PPG-sdPPG-waveform), compared
to using only the basic PPG waveform (PPG-waveform)
or the PPG waveform combined with five sdPPG features
(Waveform-feature). The PPG-sdPPG-waveform input type
yielded the highest accuracy and F1-score for detecting
changes in all BP types on Test-I and in SBP and DBP on
Test-II. Consequently, the PPG-sdPPG-waveform input was se-
lected for subsequent analysis due to its superior performance.

Using the initial thresholds for changes in SBP, DBP and
MBP based on the 75% confidence intervals, most variations
in the reference measured BP when setting the initial BP at

TABLE V
CLASSIFICATION PERFORMANCE OF ENCODER MODEL WITH

DIFFERENT INPUT TYPES

Input types Accuracy (%) F1-score (%)
SBP DBP MBP SBP DBP MBP

Test-I
PPG-waveform 70.2 75.1 75.9 70.4 75.5 76.4
Waveform-feature 70.3 74.2 75.3 70.6 74.6 75.9
PPG-sdPPG-waveform 71.3 76.4 76.2 71.8 76.9 76.7

Test-II
PPG-waveform 82.8 86.3 90.9 86.7 89.0 92.2
Waveform-feature 82.7 85.4 90.3 86.6 88.4 91.9
PPG-sdPPG-waveform 85.4 87.3 88.8 88.5 89.7 90.8

TABLE VI
CLASSIFICATION PERFORMANCE OF ENCODER MODEL WITH VARYING

SIGNAL LENGTH OF THE PPG-SDPPG-WAVEFORM INPUT

Length (seconds) Accuracy (%) F1-score (%)
SBP DBP MBP SBP DBP MBP

Test-I
3 70.6 73.3 76.1 71.0 73.7 76.7
5 70.7 76.1 75.0 71.3 76.6 75.6
7 71.3 76.4 76.2 71.8 76.9 76.7

Test-II
3 84.4 87.6 88.6 87.8 89.8 90.8
5 86.9 85.1 89.3 89.3 88.4 91.1
7 85.4 87.3 88.8 88.5 89.7 90.8

time step zero fell within the ‘Stable’ range (green area).
This was the most frequent classification label detected by
the Encoder model with the PPG-sdPPG-waveform input on
the Test-II dataset (Fig. 4). The model accurately detected
the Spike and Dip labels when some portion of the reference
BP sudden increased or decreased beyond the thresholds for
all BP types. However, it occasionally mislabeled changes,
especially when BP fluctuations were within the set thresholds.
Fig. 4 shows the results for one of the five patients in Test-
II dataset, and Supplementary Material Figs. S2 to S6 show
similar correspondences between reference values and detected
BP changes labels for the remaining four patients at the same
thresholds. All patients showed similar trajectories for the
three BP reference values.

A decrease in the length of the PPG input for the Encoder
model, with a PPG-sdPPG-waveform input type, reduced the
detection accuracy and F1-score across all BP types on Test-I
by less than 1.1% and 3.2%. However, these metrics increased
up to 1.5% and 0.8%, respectively, on Test-II (Table VI). The
ablation of the initial BP value for the Encoder model with the
PPG-sdPPG-waveform input type decreased the classification
accuracy and F1-score across all BP types by less than 0.9%
and 1.0%, respectively, for the Test-I dataset, and 1.5% and
1.3%, respectively, for the Test-II dataset (Table VII).

C. Threshold evaluation
The accuracy of detection labels for changes in SBP, DBP

and MBP produced by the Encoder model with PPG-sdPPG-
waveform input decreased with increasing thresholds on the
Test-I dataset, while it increased on the Test-II dataset (Fig.
5). On the Test-I dataset, accuracy peaked at about 75%
with a 5-mmHg threshold, but decreased to around 60% at
higher thresholds (45 mmHg for SBP, 35 mmHg for DBP,
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Fig. 4. Label detection results from a patient in the Test-II dataset
using the Encoder model with the PPG-sdPPG-waveform input type.
Reference (a) systolic (SBP), (b) diastolic (DBP), and (c) mean (MBP)
blood pressures (black lines), and corresponding detected Spike (red),
Stable (green), and Dip (yellow) labels with respect to initial pressures
calculated at time zero (dashed red lines). Note the different threshold
values and range of y-axis values for each BP type.

TABLE VII
CLASSIFICATION PERFORMANCE OF ENCODER MODEL WITH THE

PPG-SDPPG-WAVEFORM INPUT TYPE, WITH AND WITHOUT THE

INITIAL BP VALUES

Initial BP value Accuracy (%) F1-score (%)
SBP DBP MBP SBP DBP MBP
Test-I

Excluded 69.2 75.0 75.3 69.7 75.5 75.7
Included 71.3 76.4 76.2 71.8 76.9 76.7

Test-II
Excluded 83.9 81.5 82.1 87.2 85.5 86.5
Included 85.4 87.3 88.8 88.5 89.7 90.8

and 40 mmHg for MBP). Conversely, the model showed poor
classification results at a 5-mmHg threshold on Test-II, with an
average accuracy of 60% for all BP types, while the detection
accuracy increased and approached 100% at the maximum
thresholds. It is noteworthy that, since there was insufficient
data on changes in DBP and MBP greater than 35 mmHg and
40 mmHg, respectively, the maximum threshold for DBP was
tested at 35 mmHg and for MBP at 40 mmHg. The F1-score,
varied similarly to detection accuracy across thresholds for all
BP types (Supplementary Material Fig. S1).

Supplementary Material Figs. S2 to S6 compared classi-
fied BP changes for all five patients in the Test-II dataset
with reference values, under varying threshold settings. The
proportion of classified labels that fell within the ‘Stable’
range increased with the increasing threshold, for all BP
types. For all threshold values, the model accurately detected
the Spike and Dip labels when the reference BP suddenly
increased or decreased beyond the thresholds for all BP types,
detecting changes in blood pressure earlier the decreasing
threshold values. Mislabeled changes often occurred when BP
fluctuations were within the set thresholds, but the model could

Fig. 5. Accuracy of the Encoder model with the PPG-sdPPG-waveform
input across different blood pressure (BP) thresholds. Results are for the
detected changes in (a) systolic, (b) diastolic, and (c) mean blood pres-
sures evaluated on the Test-I (circles) and Test-II (triangles) datasets

recognize the direction of the fluctuation even if it did not
exceed the threshold value.

IV. DISCUSSION

Our study developed a calibration-free classification model
that uses only the PPG signal and an initial BP value to label
changes in SBP, DBP, and MBP over hours, thereby achieving
the goal of real-time BP monitoring. This project involved a
three-category classification task with time-series input data.
Initially employing a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) classifi-
cation accuracies and F1-scores were above 62% for all BP
types across two test datasets (Test-I and Test-II), suggesting
a correlation between PPG morphology and changes in BP.
More complex models, including convolutional neural network
(CNN), residual network (ResNet), and Encoder model based
on the Softmax weighting process, improved performance. The
Encoder model, in particular, showed significant improvements
due to its ability to focus on highly relevant parts of the time-
series data. As a result, only this model was further studied
to assess the effect of different input types, ablation of initial
BP values, and threshold values.

Incorporating second-derivative PPG (sdPPG) waveforms
further improved the classification results indicating that
sdPPG contains valuable information related to BP changes.
This aligns with previous findings that sdPPG is useful for ac-
curately estimating estimating absolute BP [29] and assessing
vascular aging and arterial stiffness [30]. Directly inputting
waveform data into the first CNN block of the Encoder model
proved more effective than manually extracting features and
feeding them into each layer of the model through linear
layers. The ablation study showed that incorporating initial
BP values helps improve detection accuracy, consistent with
previous research on absolute BP estimation [31], [32].

Contrasting trends in detection accuracy with increasing
threshold values between the Test-I and Test-II datasets were
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attributed to their different data sampling strategies. During
the sampling process for the training and validation dataset,
patient selection was adjusted based on changes in thresholds
to ensure the same volume of data for each classification
label. The Test-I dataset used uniform distribution sampling
to the training and validation dataset, resulting in a narrow
Stable region with small thresholds. Consequently, the narrow
Stable region exhibited more consistent or similar patterns of
BP changes, making it easier to differentiate from Spike or
Dip states, improving classification outcomes. In contrast, the
Test-II dataset did not involve selective sampling and utilized
the complete set of patient data, resulting in a distribution
of BP changes that approximated a normal curve, with most
data centred in the middle. When the threshold was increased,
enlarging the Stable range, most of the data fell within this
expanded Stable range. This shift allowed the same model to
achieve better classification performance, as most of the data
were classified as Stable.

Compared to the threshold settings of BP changes used in
this study, various real applications employed similar thresh-
olds to identify significant BP changes. In clinical settings,
ICU patients with acute severe hypertension (SBP/DBP >
180/110 mmHg) were recommended to have their SBP re-
duced by no more than 25% within the first hour, aiming for
160/100–110 mmHg over the next 2–6 hours [1]. Therefore,
significant BP changes are defined as at least 20 mmHg
for SBP and 10 mmHg for DBP for effective monitoring.
Similarly, for acute ischemic stroke patients, a decrease in SBP
of more than 26 mmHg within 4 hours after admission is an
important indicator for evaluating long-term outcomes [33].
Outside clinical settings, a 20-mmHg increase in nighttime
SBP has been linked to increased cardiovascular disease
(CVD) event risk [34], highlighting the broader implications
of detecting BP changes for preventing CVDs. Overall, the
thresholds for BP changes slightly vary across different con-
texts but generally fall within a 30-mmHg range for SBP, or are
dynamically adjusted based on baseline BP to fulfill detection
requirements.

The Encoder model could accurately detect BP changes for
all BP types, despite occasional lag errors and threshold mis-
judgements compared to the actual measured BP values. When
the BP suddenly dropped below the setting threshold and then
returned to the Stable range, the model outputted the Dip state
after the BP had returned to Stable. This could be due to the
hysteresis effect between PPG and BP [35] or measurement
errors in PPG [36]. Threshold misjudgement occurred because
the model effectively detected sudden changes in BP but was
less accurate in estimating the absolute BP values. As a result,
the model outputted Spike or Dip states even when BP values
had not actually reached the threshold.

The trained Encoder model detected BP changes across
patients without a calibration process involving demographic
data, such as age and sex, or PPG data from the test datasets
to fine-tune the trained model, departing from previous studies
[37], [38]. This suggests that PPG signals contain BP change
information unaffected by demographic factors and, therefore,
studies on estimating BP values using PPG can further explore
the potential of calibration-free BP estimation models.

This study has several limitations that need to be addressed
in future research. Due to computational limitations, only a
portion of patients from the entire VitalDB dataset was used
for training, validation, and testing. Although the sampling
process was randomized, more accurate results might have
been obtained if the entire dataset had been used for the model
training. In addition, VitalDB only recorded physiological
signals in ICU patients, meaning that most BP changes were
induced by medical interventions or the patients’ underlying
diseases. Therefore, the applicability of the model trained
on this dataset to the healthy population requires further
investigation.

All models proposed in this study were suitable for time-
series classification tasks and have relatively simple structures.
It is worth noting that the aim of this study was not to
develop a novel model specifically for real-time detection of
BP changes; instead, the goal was to use existing models
to achieve this purpose. The codes for training and testing
all models and generating all datasets are freely available on
GitHub [link will be added if the paper is accepted].

V. CONCLUSION

This study developed an Encoder-based model that uses
only PPG signals and an initial BP value to continuously and in
real-time classify BP changes in ICU patients, without individ-
ual calibration. It achieved high accuracy in detecting changes
in SBP, DBP, and MBP, demonstrating potential for real-
time clinical BP monitoring. The model’s simple architecture
allows for future investigations of more complex time-series
classification models. Testing on broader datasets, including
healthy cohorts, is needed to assess wider applicability.

APPENDIX I

The feature selection for the second-derivative PPG (sdPPG)
was conducted using an in-silico dataset comprising 4,374 vir-
tual subjects [39]. The PulseAnalyse algorithm was employed
to extract 40 features from the in-silico PPG, first-derivative
PPG (dPPG), and sdPPG signals [40]. These features were
analyzed for correlation with systolic blood pressure (SBP)
to rank their correlation coefficients. The top five correlated
features, all derived from sdPPG, were selected for the input
analysis. The details of these selected features are presented
in Table III.
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Fig. S1. F1-score of the Encoder model with the PPG-sdPPG-waveform input across different blood pressure (BP) thresholds. Results are for the
detected changes in (a) systolic, (b) diastolic, and (c) mean blood pressures evaluated on the Test-I (circles) and Test-II (triangles) datasets
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Fig. S2. Label detection results for Patient 1 in the Test-II dataset using the Encoder model with the PPG-sdPPG-waveform input type at various
thresholds. For each threshold, reference SBP, DBP and MBP (black lines) are shown together with corresponding detected Spike (red), Stable
(green), and Dip (yellow) labels when setting initial pressures at time zero (dashed red lines).
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Fig. S3. Label detection results for Patient 2 in the Test-II dataset using the Encoder model with the PPG-sdPPG-waveform input type at various
thresholds. For each threshold, reference SBP, DBP and MBP (black lines) are shown together with corresponding detected Spike (red), Stable
(green), and Dip (yellow) labels when setting initial pressures at time zero (dashed red lines).
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Fig. S4. Label detection results for Patient 3 in the Test-II dataset using the Encoder model with the PPG-sdPPG-waveform input type at various
thresholds. For each threshold, reference SBP, DBP and MBP (black lines) are shown together with corresponding detected Spike (red), Stable
(green), and Dip (yellow) labels when setting initial pressures at time zero (dashed red lines).
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Fig. S5. Label detection results for Patient 4 in the Test-II dataset using the Encoder model with the PPG-sdPPG-waveform input type at various
thresholds. For each threshold, reference SBP, DBP and MBP (black lines) are shown together with corresponding detected Spike (red), Stable
(green), and Dip (yellow) labels when setting initial pressures at time zero (dashed red lines).
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Fig. S6. Label detection results for Patient 5 in the Test-II dataset using the Encoder model with the PPG-sdPPG-waveform input type at various
thresholds. For each threshold, reference SBP, DBP and MBP (black lines) are shown together with corresponding detected Spike (red), Stable
(green), and Dip (yellow) labels when setting initial pressures at time zero (dashed red lines).
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