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Abstract. Electroencephalography (EEG) is an invaluable tool in neu-
roscience, offering insights into brain activity with high temporal resolu-
tion. Recent advancements in machine learning and generative modeling
have catalyzed the application of EEG in reconstructing perceptual ex-
periences, including images, videos, and audio. This paper systematically
reviews EEG-to-output research, focusing on state-of-the-art generative
methods, evaluation metrics, and data challenges. Using PRISMA guide-
lines, we analyze 1800 studies and identify key trends, challenges, and
opportunities in the field. The findings emphasize the potential of ad-
vanced models such as Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs), Vari-
ational Autoencoders (VAEs), and Transformers, while highlighting the
pressing need for standardized datasets and cross-subject generalization.
A roadmap for future research is proposed that aims to improve decoding
accuracy and broadening real-world applications.

Keywords: EEG, image reconstruction, video synthesis, audio decod-
ing, generative models, neural interfaces

1 Introduction

Electroencephalography (EEG) has long been a cornerstone in the field of neuro-
science, offering unparalleled temporal resolution to capture the rapid dynamics
of neural activity. Since its introduction in the early 20th century, EEG has
undergone substantial evolution [1], transforming from a diagnostic tool primar-
ily used for identifying neurological disorders such as epilepsy [2] to a versatile
technology enabling groundbreaking applications [3]. Its non-invasive nature,
portability, and relatively low cost have made EEG an indispensable tool in
clinical settings, cognitive neuroscience, and beyond [4,5].

Traditional EEG applications have largely focused on signal classification
tasks, such as detecting motor imagery, assessing mental states, or monitoring
sleep patterns [6,7,8]. These early approaches relied on manual feature extrac-
tion and classical machine learning methods to analyze neural signals [9,10].
However, the advent of artificial intelligence (AI), particularly deep learning
techniques, has catalyzed a paradigm shift in how EEG data is processed and
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utilized. Today, researchers are leveraging these advancements to decode neu-
ral activity into perceptual and cognitive outputs, such as reconstructing visual
imagery, audio signals, or even text from brain data. This new frontier of EEG
research bridges neuroscience, AI, and human-computer interaction, unlocking
transformative possibilities in assistive technology and brain-computer interfaces
(BCIs).

Generative models, a subset of AI that includes frameworks such as genera-
tive adversarial networks (GANs) and transformers, have played a central role in
this transition. By modeling complex, high-dimensional neural data, these tech-
niques enable researchers to translate raw EEG signals into meaningful outputs
with unprecedented accuracy [11]. For instance, EEG-based generative models
can synthesize images perceived by a subject or predict future neural states, of-
fering insights into sensory processing and cognitive representation [12,13]. Such
capabilities have profound implications for clinical and non-clinical applications
alike, from developing communication tools for individuals with severe motor im-
pairments to exploring how the human brain encodes and processes information
[14].

Despite these advances, significant challenges remain to realize the full po-
tential of EEG-to-output decoding. The inherent noise and variability in EEG
signals, combined with limitations in spatial resolution, pose obstacles to the
reliability and reproducibility of these systems [15]. Additionally, ethical consid-
erations, such as privacy concerns and the potential misuse of neural decoding
technologies, demand careful scrutiny as the field progresses.

This paper aims to systematically review the state of EEG-to-output decod-
ing research, focusing on generative modeling techniques, evaluation frameworks,
and the challenges associated with real-world implementation. By synthesizing
current advancements and identifying emerging trends, this review provides a
comprehensive roadmap for advancing this interdisciplinary domain, highlight-
ing opportunities for innovation in both fundamental neuroscience and applied
technologies.

1.1 Scope and Relevance

Electroencephalography (EEG) has evolved into one of the most accessible and
adaptable neuroimaging technologies available today, enabling researchers and
clinicians to study the intricate interplay between neural activity and behavior in
real-time [4,5]. As the demand for brain-computer interfaces (BCIs) and neural
decoding systems grows, the ability to reconstruct perceptual experiences such as
images, videos, or audio from raw EEG signals represents a transformative step
forward. Such breakthroughs could revolutionize communication for individuals
with severe disabilities, enhance neurofeedback applications, and redefine our
understanding of the neural mechanisms underlying perception.

This field’s significance is amplified by its potential to bridge the gap be-
tween neuroscience and artificial intelligence (AI). Decoding perceptual stimuli
from EEG data could facilitate a deeper understanding of how the brain pro-
cesses information, leading to applications in augmented reality, cognitive train-
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ing, and even immersive entertainment. However, numerous challenges impede
progress, including the inherent noise and low spatial resolution of EEG, the
scarcity of standardized datasets, and the variability of neural signals across in-
dividuals [16,17,18]. Ethical considerations further compound these challenges,
as the ability to decode private mental content raises profound questions about
consent, privacy, and misuse [19].

By systematically examining the current state of EEG-to-output research,
this paper seeks to highlight key advancements and address existing barriers.
It explores how state-of-the-art generative models are enabling more accurate
and interpretable reconstructions, evaluates the methodologies used to prepro-
cess and analyze EEG signals, and identifies areas where innovation is critically
needed. Ultimately, the paper offers a roadmap for leveraging this exciting field
to achieve practical, real-world impact while maintaining ethical integrity.

2 Methodology

2.1 Systematic Review Process

Conducting a robust and comprehensive review of EEG-to-output research ne-
cessitated adherence to the PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses) framework [20]. This meticulous process ensures
that the review is both exhaustive and transparent, providing a reliable foun-
dation for drawing insights into the field’s evolution and future trajectory. We
followed a similar methodology as Jain et al. [21].

1. Identification: Comprehensive searches were conducted across multiple
databases, including PubMed, IEEE Xplore, Scopus, JSTOR, and Google
Scholar. A well-defined Boolean query was used to capture relevant studies:

(EEG ∩ (image ∪ video ∪ audio) ∩ generative models)

This query targeted studies addressing the intersection of EEG and output
generation via generative modeling techniques. An additional filter, publica-
tion year (2015–2024), was applied to refine the search results, yielding an
initial pool of exactly 1800 studies.

2. Screening: The first level of screening involved a rapid review of titles and
abstracts to eliminate clearly irrelevant papers. For instance, studies focused
solely on traditional classification tasks [22] or non-generative EEG applica-
tions [23] were excluded at this stage. Duplicate entries across databases were
identified and removed using the reference management software Mendeley.
This process reduced the pool to approximately 295 papers.

3. Eligibility: A more detailed evaluation was performed on the remaining
studies to ensure alignment with predefined inclusion criteria:

- The study must explicitly employ generative models (e.g., GANs, VAEs,
or Transformers) for EEG-based tasks [24].
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- The study should utilize publicly available EEG datasets to ensure repro-
ducibility [25].
- Quantitative evaluation metrics (e.g., SSIM, PSNR, or MCD) must be re-
ported [26].

Papers that lacked sufficient methodological detail or focused on proprietary
datasets without justification were excluded. Studies were also categorized
based on their primary focus—image, video, or audio decoding—to ensure
balanced representation across modalities. At the end of this stage, 150 stud-
ies remained for further refinement.

4. Inclusion: To achieve a manageable set of studies for in-depth analysis, ad-
ditional prioritization was applied:

- Preference was given to papers published in high-impact journals or confer-
ences (e.g., Nature Neuroscience, NeurIPS, or IEEE Transactions on Biomed-
ical Engineering).
- Papers with substantial citation counts or marked as highly influential in
the field were prioritized.
- Studies addressing novel or underexplored challenges, such as cross-subject
generalization or multimodal integration, were retained.

This final selection yielded a refined pool of 95 studies, representing di-
verse methodologies, datasets, and generative approaches in EEG-to-output
decoding. These studies formed the foundation for identifying trends, chal-
lenges, and opportunities within the field.

Table 1: Summary of academic metrics from various sources.

Source Papers Citations Cites/Year Cites/Paper h-index g-index hI-index

Google Scholar 1765 39 201 3920.10 22.21 57 115.26 13.86

PubMed 0 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00

Scopus 13 110 18.33 8.46 7 10.00 7.00

JSTOR 1 249 41.50 249.00 1 1.00 0.50

IEEE Xplore 21 83 2.26 3.95 5 9.00 4.00

2.2 Rationale for Refinement

The systematic process described above ensures the inclusion of a representative
yet focused subset of studies. By employing multi-tiered screening and eligibility
criteria, the review balances breadth and depth, capturing the state-of-the-art
while remaining manageable for thorough analysis [27,28]. This structured ap-
proach also facilitates reproducibility, allowing future researchers to replicate or
build upon the findings with confidence.
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3 Findings

3.1 Case Study: EEG-to-Image Reconstruction Using GANs

The reconstruction of images from EEG signals has seen significant advance-
ments through the application of Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) [29].
A notable framework is EEG2Image, which employs a two-phase approach: EEG
feature extraction and image synthesis using a conditional GAN (cGAN) [24].

Feature Extraction and Triplet Loss EEG2Image utilizes a contrastive
learning approach with triplet loss to extract robust features from EEG signals
[30]. The triplet loss function aims to minimize the intra-class distance while
maximizing inter-class distances, ensuring that EEG signals corresponding to
similar visual stimuli cluster closely in the feature space [30]. Mathematically,
the triplet loss can be expressed as:

Ltriplet =

N
∑

i=1

[

‖fθ(xa
i )− fθ(x

p
i )‖22 − ‖fθ(xa

i )− fθ(x
n
i )‖22 + α

]

+
,

where xa
i , x

p
i , and xn

i represent the anchor, positive, and negative samples, re-
spectively, and α is a margin parameter ensuring a minimum separation between
positive and negative pairs [24].

Generative Modeling with Mode-Seeking Regularization For image gen-
eration, EEG2Image employs a cGANmodified with mode-seeking regularization
(MSR) to address mode collapse and improve diversity in generated outputs [31].
The MSR term is defined as:

Lms = −‖G(z1)−G(z2)‖1
‖z1 − z2‖1

,

where G(z) represents the generator’s output, and z1 and z2 are distinct la-
tent vectors. By promoting diversity in generated images, MSR enhances the
alignment of synthetic outputs with the original visual stimuli [24].

Results and Broader Implications EEG2Image achieves state-of-the-art
performance, producing high-quality 128 × 128 pixel reconstructions with su-
perior inception scores compared to other models [24]. The ability to visualize
neural activity has profound implications for neuroscience and assistive tech-
nology, offering a potential communication medium for individuals unable to
verbalize their thoughts [32]. However, challenges such as dataset scarcity and
inter-subject variability remain significant hurdles, underscoring the need for
cross-subject generalization techniques and larger annotated datasets [33].
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3.2 Case Study: EEG-to-Audio Decoding and Musicality Evaluation

EEG-based reconstruction of auditory stimuli introduces unique challenges due
to the temporal and spectral complexities of audio signals [34]. A notable work
proposes a framework for musicality evaluation of machine-composed music using
EEG data [35].

Musicality Scoring with Bilinear Models The framework employs a bi-
linear model to quantify musicality scores based on EEG responses to auditory
stimuli:

f(Xs
m) = w⊤

1 X
s
mw2 + b,

where Xs
m is the EEG feature matrix for subject s and stimulus m, and w1 and

w2 are projection vectors optimized to minimize inter-subject variance while pre-
serving the ranking of musicality scores. This formulation ensures that human-
composed music (HCM) scores highest, random noise sequences (RNS) score
lowest, and partially randomized music (PRM) occupies intermediate scores [35].

Analysis of EEG Frequency Bands The study identifies the Gamma band
(> 30 Hz) as the most influential in distinguishing musicality, consistent with
findings that link Gamma activity to emotional and auditory processing [36,37,38,39].
Additionally, the inclusion of DC components significantly enhances model per-
formance, suggesting that cortical activation patterns play a critical role in mu-
sical perception [40,41].

Implications for Neuroaesthetics and AI Evaluation This approach not
only advances EEG-based audio reconstruction but also provides a quantitative
framework for evaluating machine creativity. By aligning computational outputs
with human neural responses, it bridges the gap between artificial and human
creativity, opening avenues for the development of more intuitive AI systems in
multimedia applications.

3.3 Case Study: EEG-to-Video Synthesis

The EEG2Video framework represents a significant step in decoding dynamic vi-
sual perception directly from EEG signals. Unlike previous methods constrained
by static stimuli, this model reconstructs dynamic video sequences by leveraging
EEG’s high temporal resolution. The core of the framework includes a Seq2Seq
architecture for temporal alignment, a semantic predictor for extracting contex-
tual information, and a novel dynamic-aware noise-adding (DANA) mechanism
for video synthesis [42].
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Methodology: Temporal Dynamics and Latent Decoding The Seq2Seq
architecture in EEG2Video captures temporal dynamics by processing high-
resolution EEG embeddings extracted via an overlapping sliding window [42].
The model aligns these embeddings with corresponding latent variables (z0) of
video frames, minimizing reconstruction error through mean squared error loss
[42]:

LSeq2Seq = ‖z0 − ẑ0‖22.

Additionally, semantic alignment is achieved using a semantic predictor that
maps EEG features to text embeddings derived from the CLIP encoder [42].
This alignment is guided by:

Lsemantic = ‖e− ê‖22,

where e and ê denote ground truth and predicted embeddings, respectively.

Dynamic-Aware Noise-Adding Process (DANA) To model the diversity
in video dynamics, the DANA module introduces a combination of static (ǫs)
and diverse noise (ǫd) into the diffusion process [42]. The balance between these
components is governed by the decoded dynamic information [42,43,44,45,46]:

zT =
√
αT z0 +

√
1− αT

(

√

βǫs +
√

1− βǫd

)

,

where β is dynamically adjusted based on the video’s optical flow score, enhanc-
ing temporal coherence and motion realism [42].

Evaluation: Metrics and Results EEG2Video achieves a structural similar-
ity index (SSIM) of 0.256 and a semantic-level accuracy of 15.9% on a 40-class
video reconstruction task. These metrics, comparable to or exceeding fMRI-
based methods, highlight EEG’s potential in dynamic visual decoding [47]. An
ablation study further emphasizes the importance of the Seq2Seq and DANA
modules, showing significant performance drops when either component is re-
moved.

Implications for Brain-Computer Interfaces EEG2Video paves the way
for real-time applications in brain-computer interfaces (BCIs), offering tools for
immersive virtual reality and assistive communication. Its ability to decode dy-
namic, naturalistic visual stimuli could revolutionize fields such as neuroreha-
bilitation and cognitive neuroscience. Reconstructed examples demonstrate the
model’s ability to generate diverse scenes, including natural environments and
human activities [48]. Successful reconstructions align well with semantic and
dynamic attributes of the source videos.
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4 Discussion

4.1 Strengths and Limitations of Current Approaches

The field of EEG-to-output decoding has seen tremendous progress owing to ad-
vances in generative modeling. However, while models such as GANs, VAEs, and
Transformers have revolutionized the reconstruction of perceptual experiences,
they come with inherent strengths and limitations.

GANs excel at generating high-fidelity outputs, making them ideal for tasks
requiring visually or aurally realistic reconstructions [49]. Their adversarial train-
ing framework fosters creativity by encouraging the generator to outpace a con-
currently trained discriminator. However, GANs are notoriously difficult to train
due to issues like mode collapse, where the generator fails to capture the diversity
of the data distribution [50]. Techniques such as Wasserstein GANs and spectral
normalization have mitigated some of these challenges, but training instability
remains a significant barrier [51,52].

On the other hand, VAEs are highly interpretable and effective at captur-
ing the latent structure of input data [53]. This makes them particularly useful
for tasks that demand flexibility and robustness in generating diverse outputs.
Nonetheless, the quality of images or audio generated by standalone VAEs of-
ten lags behind GAN-based models [54]. Researchers have explored hybrid ap-
proaches, combining VAEs and GANs, to balance the strengths of both archi-
tectures, though these frameworks require intricate tuning and longer training
times [55].

Transformers, a relatively recent addition to this field, demonstrate excep-
tional performance in tasks involving temporal dynamics, such as video synthesis
and speech reconstruction [56]. Their self-attention mechanism allows them to
capture long-range dependencies in sequential EEG data, a critical feature for de-
coding complex stimuli. However, their computational overhead is a significant
drawback, especially when applied to high-dimensional EEG signals. Further-
more, transformers require large datasets for optimal performance, which can be
a limiting factor given the scarcity of publicly available annotated EEG datasets
[57].

Despite these advancements, a common limitation across all generative ap-
proaches is the inherent noise and variability in EEG signals. Signal artifacts
caused by muscle movements, environmental interference, or electrode displace-
ment can severely degrade model performance [58]. Sophisticated preprocessing
techniques like independent component analysis (ICA) and artifact subspace re-
construction (ASR) are often employed, but these methods are not foolproof
and may inadvertently remove useful signal components. Future innovations in
artifact rejection, such as deep-learning-based artifact detection systems, could
significantly enhance the reliability of EEG-to-output systems.

4.2 Challenges with Datasets and Cross-Subject Variability

One of the most pressing challenges in the domain is the lack of standardized,
large-scale EEG datasets. Existing resources like DECAF and OpenNeuro pro-
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vide invaluable data but are often limited in scope, featuring homogeneous sub-
ject groups or constrained experimental paradigms. This lack of diversity ham-
pers the generalizability of models across broader populations.

Cross-subject variability is another critical issue. EEG signals are highly
individualized due to differences in neural anatomy, cognitive strategies, and even
environmental factors [4]. Models trained on data from a specific individual often
fail to generalize when applied to data from others. Transfer learning and domain
adaptation techniques have shown promise in addressing this challenge by fine-
tuning models on target subjects using limited additional data [59]. However,
these approaches are computationally expensive and may not always converge
to optimal solutions.

Another consideration is the temporal variability of EEG signals. Even within
a single subject, neural responses to identical stimuli can vary due to factors
like fatigue, attention, and mood [60]. This variability complicates the training
process and often necessitates the collection of large datasets under controlled
conditions to achieve consistent model performance.

The lack of comprehensive benchmarks further exacerbates these issues. While
metrics like SSIM, PSNR, and MCD provide valuable insights, there is no uni-
versally accepted framework for evaluating the performance of EEG-to-output
models across modalities. Developing standardized benchmarks that incorporate
diverse datasets and robust evaluation criteria is a critical step toward advancing
the field.

4.3 Ethical and Practical Considerations

As EEG-to-output decoding technologies advance, ethical considerations become
increasingly salient. The ability to reconstruct private perceptual experiences
raises profound questions about consent and privacy. For instance, decoding vi-
sual imagery or internal speech from EEG signals could potentially infringe on an
individual’s cognitive autonomy. Ensuring that these technologies are developed
and deployed responsibly is paramount.

From a practical standpoint, the cost and complexity of EEG data acquisition
present additional barriers to widespread adoption. High-density EEG systems
capable of capturing fine-grained neural activity are expensive and require skilled
operators, limiting their accessibility in resource-constrained settings. The de-
velopment of low-cost, portable EEG systems with comparable performance is
an active area of research, with promising innovations such as dry electrodes and
wireless EEG systems.

Real-time applications of EEG-to-output systems, such as assistive commu-
nication devices, also pose unique challenges. Achieving low-latency decoding
while maintaining high accuracy requires substantial computational resources,
often necessitating the use of specialized hardware like GPUs or edge computing
devices. Balancing these requirements with cost-effectiveness will be crucial for
translating these technologies into real-world applications.
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4.4 Future Directions

Addressing the aforementioned challenges will require concerted efforts across
multiple domains. One promising avenue is the integration of multimodal data,
combining EEG with complementary modalities such as functional near-infrared
spectroscopy (fNIRS) or magnetoencephalography (MEG). Multimodal approaches
can provide richer representations of neural activity, potentially enhancing the
accuracy and robustness of generative models.

Advances in model architecture also hold significant promise. Techniques
such as attention-augmented convolutional networks and graph neural networks
(GNNs) are well-suited to capturing the spatiotemporal dynamics of EEG data
[61]. Additionally, the use of federated learning frameworks could facilitate the
training of models on distributed datasets while preserving data privacy, ad-
dressing both ethical and practical concerns.

Standardization efforts will be equally important. Establishing open-access
repositories with diverse, annotated EEG datasets and creating universally ac-
cepted evaluation benchmarks will provide a foundation for consistent and re-
producible research. Collaborative initiatives between academia, industry, and
regulatory bodies could accelerate progress in this direction.

Finally, a greater emphasis on interpretability is needed to ensure that EEG-
to-output systems are not only accurate but also understandable to end-users
and stakeholders. Techniques such as saliency mapping and explainable AI (XAI)
can provide insights into how models process EEG data, fostering trust and
facilitating adoption in sensitive applications.

5 Conclusion

The field of EEG-to-output decoding is poised at the intersection of neuroscience
and artificial intelligence, offering unprecedented insights into the human brain
and its perceptual processes. This paper has systematically reviewed state-of-
the-art generative approaches, highlighting their strengths, limitations, and ap-
plications in reconstructing images, videos, and audio from EEG signals. Despite
significant advancements, challenges such as dataset scarcity, cross-subject vari-
ability, and ethical considerations continue to impede progress.

Looking ahead, addressing these challenges will require innovative solutions,
interdisciplinary collaboration, and a commitment to ethical development. By
leveraging advances in generative modeling, multimodal integration, and stan-
dardized benchmarks, the field can move closer to realizing its potential for trans-
formative real-world applications. The roadmap proposed in this paper provides
a foundation for these efforts, aiming to catalyze further innovation and con-
tribute to the broader understanding of brain-computer interfaces and neural
decoding.
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38. Jaušovec, N., Habe, K.: The “mozart effect”: An electroencephalographic
analysis employing the methods of induced event-related desynchroniza-
tion/synchronization and event-related coherence. Brain Topography 16(2), 73–84
(Dec 2003), https://doi.org/10.1023/B:BRAT.0000006331.10425.4b

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5527267/
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1609406917733847
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13643-016-0249-x
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroinformatics/articles/10.3389/fninf.2020.00015
https://www.cv-foundation.org/openaccess/content_cvpr_2015/html/Schroff_FaceNet_A_Unified_2015_CVPR_paper.html
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_CVPR_2019/html/Mao_Mode_Seeking_Generative_Adversarial_Networks_for_Diverse_Image_Synthesis_CVPR_2019_paper.html
https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.1145/3240508.3240641
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7188358/
http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.19884
https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.1145/3123266.3123967
https://royalsocietypublishing.org/doi/10.1098/rspb.2001.1802
https://www.jneurosci.org/content/21/16/6329
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:BRAT.0000006331.10425.4b


14 Sabharwal et al.

39. Lin, Y.P., Wang, C.H., Jung, T.P., Wu, T.L., Jeng, S.K., Duann, J.R.,
Chen, J.H.: Eeg-based emotion recognition in music listening. IEEE
Transactions on Biomedical Engineering 57(7), 1798–1806 (Jul 2010),
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/abstract/document/5458075
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