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Abstract 
Cardiovascular diseases (CVDs) present significant challenges for early and accurate diagnosis. While 

cardiac magnetic resonance imaging (CMR) is the gold standard for assessing cardiac function and 

diagnosing CVDs, its high cost and technical complexity limit accessibility. In contrast, 

electrocardiography (ECG) offers promise for large-scale early screening. This study introduces 

CardiacNets, an innovative model that enhances ECG analysis by leveraging the diagnostic strengths of 

CMR through cross-modal contrastive learning and generative pretraining. CardiacNets serves two 

primary functions: (1) it evaluates detailed cardiac function indicators and screens for potential CVDs, 

including coronary artery disease, cardiomyopathy, pericarditis, heart failure and pulmonary 

hypertension, using ECG input; and (2) it enhances interpretability by generating high-quality CMR 

images from ECG data. We train and validate the proposed CardiacNets on two large-scale public 

datasets (the UK Biobank with 41,519 individuals and the MIMIC-IV-ECG comprising 501,172 samples) 

as well as three private datasets (FAHZU with 410 individuals, SAHZU with 464 individuals, and QPH 

with 338 individuals), and the findings demonstrate that CardiacNets consistently outperforms 

traditional ECG-only models, substantially improving screening accuracy. Furthermore, the generated 

CMR images provide valuable diagnostic support for physicians of all experience levels. This proof-of-

concept study highlights how ECG can facilitate cross-modal insights into cardiac function assessment, 

paving the way for enhanced CVD screening and diagnosis at a population level. 
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Main 
Cardiovascular diseases (CVDs) remain the leading cause of mortality worldwide, with their share of 

global deaths increasing significantly in recent years1-3. Notably, the mortality rate associated with 

cardiomyopathy has risen by 7.6% during this period, contributing to an escalating burden of disease4. 

The multifaceted nature of CVD presentations often results in missed or misdiagnosed cases in clinical 

practice, leading to delays in treatment and inadequate patient care5,6. To effectively assess 

cardiovascular health, clinicians utilize a variety of diagnostic modalities, including electrocardiography 

(ECG) 7 and cardiovascular magnetic resonance imaging (CMR)8. ECG measures the electrical potential 

differences within the heart and is widely employed to detect cardiac abnormalities such as myocardial 

infarction and arrhythmias. Its non-invasive and cost-effective nature has facilitated its adoption across 

healthcare institutions, making it accessible at all levels9. In contrast, CMR is a comprehensive imaging 

modality that excels in evaluating cardiac morphology, function, myocardial perfusion, and tissue 

characterization, providing a more detailed assessment of cardiac status10-13. As such, CMR is regarded 

a common and effective diagnostic tool for CVDs14, particularly structural heart conditions like 

cardiomyopathy15-17. However, the high costs and operational complexities associated with CMR limit 

its accessibility18, especially in developing countries and rural areas. Given this context, there is an 

urgent need to explore methodologies that can leverage ECG as a viable alternative to CMR for assessing 

cardiac health and conducting preliminary screenings for cardiovascular diseases. By harnessing the 

advantages of ECG, we can potentially enhance diagnostic capabilities and improve patient outcomes 

in settings where advanced imaging techniques are not readily available.  

In response to urgent clinical need, the recent emergence of large-scale multimodal datasets, such as the 

UK Biobank (UKB) and MIMIC19,20, combined with rapid advancements in deep learning technologies, 

presents a transformative opportunity to address existing challenges in healthcare. Cross-modal 

contrastive learning approaches, exemplified by CLIP (Contrastive Language-Image Pre-training)21, 

have demonstrated remarkable potential in aligning latent representations from diverse modalities 

through the creation of a shared embedding space. This innovative capability enables high-precision 

tasks, including zero-shot classification, which empowers models to make accurate predictions without 

the necessity for task-specific training. Moreover, generative models like Stable Diffusion model22 

leverage the text encoder from CLIP as a conditional guide, facilitating the generation of highly realistic 

images that closely correspond to textual descriptions. These advancements underscore the power of 

cross-modal relationships in enhancing the capabilities of individual modalities and advancing artificial 

intelligence systems in healthcare. By integrating these cutting-edge technologies, researchers can 

develop more effective disease screening and diagnostic tools, as well as novel treatment strategies, 

ultimately improving patient outcomes and transforming the landscape of clinical practice. 

Building on the foundation of cross-modal approaches and previous studies23-25, we propose a novel 

approach for cross-modal alignment and generative pretraining, named CardiacNets. Unlike traditional 

methods that focus on aligning text-image pairs with similar informational content21, our model 

emphasizes the relationship between a robust modality—one that conveys rich, comprehensive 

information—and a weaker modality, aiming to enhance the latter's capabilities through insights gained 

from the former.  While earlier approaches have jointly analyzed ECG and CMR data23, CardiacNets is 

specifically tailored for cardiac disease screening, demonstrating significant improvements in both 

diagnostic performance and the quality of CMR generation. The proposed solution consists of two 

primary components. First, we implement contrastive learning to align ECG data with their 
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corresponding CMR images, enabling a more nuanced understanding of cardiac conditions. By 

leveraging the strengths of each modality, CardiacNets aims to not only improve the accuracy of CVD 

screening, but also enhance the generation of clinically relevant images, ultimately contributing to more 

effective patient care. Second, the ECG encoder, trained through contrastive learning, is subsequently 

frozen and employed as a conditional encoder within a diffusion model. This aligned ECG representation 

effectively guides a latent video diffusion model26—a state-of-the-art approach in the realm of computer-

generated video—in producing high-quality CMR sequences that correspond to the ECG inputs. The 

generated CMR sequences significantly enhance the interpretability of ECG-based predictions, offering 

clinicians a more profound understanding of their patients' cardiovascular status.  

This study aims to develop and validate a deep learning solution that utilizes ECG as a surrogate for 

CMR in assessing cardiac status and downstream CVD screening. Our approach is structured into two 

phases, as illustrated in Fig.1: (1) cross-modal contrastive learning utilizing ECG and CMR data and 

ECG-based CMR Image Generation Model, (2) comprehensive evaluation of downstream tasks. In the 

first phase, cross-modal pre-training enables ECG to capture corresponding CMR information and 

generate CMR images. The second phase demonstrates the superiority of the cross-modal pretrained 

ECG model over traditional single-modality supervised learning models that rely solely on ECG data 

across all evaluated downstream tasks. Notably, we observed a remarkable 21.4% improvement in 

cardiac indicators assessment using the UK Biobank dataset and an 8.7% enhancement in pericarditis 

screening on the MIMIC dataset. In several downstream tasks, the performance of the pretrained model 

approached that of CMR-based supervised learning models. Moreover, high-fidelity CMR images 

generated by the diffusion model, highlight the capabilities of our proposed model in visualization and 

interpretability. Finally, a reader study revealed that our model significantly enhances clinicians' ability 

to screen for cardiomyopathy, showcasing its practical utility in real-world clinical settings. 
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Fig. 1: Overview of the study design. Stage I: Development of CardiacNets. Using the UKB dataset, we 

trained two core components of CardiacNets: (1) an ECG model trained with ECG-CMR contrastive learning 

to capture relevant information from CMR, and (2) a CMR generation model trained with a video diffusion 

model conditioned on ECG. Stage II: Downstream tasks. The datasets used are from UKB, MIMIC-IV-ECG, 

The First Affiliated Hospital of Zhejiang University School of Medicine (FAHZU), The Second Affiliated 

Hospital of Zhejiang University School of Medicine (SAHZU), Quzhou People's Hospital (QPH). All tasks 

used only ECG data to validate the model's performance, including: (A) Prediction of cardiac indices, (B) 

Screening for cardiovascular diseases, particularly cardiomyopathy, (C) Correlation analysis between 

generated and real CMR in predicting cardiac indices, and (D) Reader study for cardiomyopathy screening. 
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Results 
Screening for Cardiovascular diseases and cardiac phenotype prediction 

We utilized two public datasets (UKB and MIMIC) and three private datasets (FAHZU, SAHZU, and 

QPH) to evaluate the performance of the fine-tuned model in predicting cardiac structural phenotypes 

and various CVD conditions (Fig. 2). In the UKB dataset (Fig. 2a), which includes paired CMR images, 

we compared the performance of CardiacNets against standalone ECG-based supervised learning and 

standalone CMR-based supervised learning. Across all diseases, CardiacNets demonstrated significant 

improvement over the ECG-only models (p < 0.05), particularly in cardiomyopathy, achieving an AUC 

of 87.65% compared to 72.56% for the ECG-only model. Furthermore, when comparing CardiacNets 

with CMR-based supervised learning, no significant difference was observed for most diseases (p > 

0.05), except for CAD. This suggests that CardiacNets can nearly match the performance of CMR-based 

models in most cases. 

For cardiac phenotype prediction, we incorporated 82 cardiac phenotypes published by the UKB, 

including left and right atrial ejection fractions and end-diastolic/systolic volumes for both atria. These 

indicators provide valuable insights into the detailed structure and overall state of the heart. The average 

Pearson correlation coefficients for these 82 indicators were as follows: CardiacNets achieved an 

average of 0.426, while ECG-based and CMR-based models had averages of 0.351 and 0.612, 

respectively. Regression plots for each indicator can be found in Supplementary Fig. 1. Although 

CardiacNets demonstrated significant improvement over the ECG-only model, there remains a notable 

gap compared to the CMR-based model. In the MIMIC dataset (Fig. 2b), where paired CMR data was 

unavailable, we compared CardiacNets with the ECG-only supervised learning model. As in the UKB 

dataset, CardiacNets significantly outperformed the ECG-only model (p < 0.0001). 

We also validated the model’s performance on three private datasets for cardiomyopathy. Using models 

trained on the MIMIC dataset (including both ECG-CMR pre-trained models and those trained solely 

on ECG), we applied them directly to the three private datasets to assess generalization. The results 

consistently showed that the pre-trained models outperformed the ECG-only models, with significant 

differences observed in the FAHZU dataset (p < 0.0001), SAHZU dataset (p < 0.01), and QPH dataset 

(p < 0.05). Moreover, the results across all three private datasets were comparable to or exceeded those 

from the MIMIC dataset, further emphasizing the robustness and generalizability of the models. These 

findings highlight the efficiency and effectiveness of CardiacNets across a wide range of settings. 

Additional quantitative results can be found in Supplementary Tables 1-3. 

Label efficiency for disease screening 

Label efficiency refers to the amount of training data and labels required to achieve a target performance 

level for a specific downstream task, highlighting the annotation workload for medical experts. 

CardiacNets demonstrated remarkable label efficiency across various disease screening tasks in the 

MIMIC dataset (Fig. 2c). Notably, CardiacNets outperformed standalone ECG-based models while 

using only 10% of the training data, underscoring the potential to address data scarcity. This capability 

is crucial for real-world applications, as it alleviates the annotation burden on clinical experts, making 

the model more applicable across diverse healthcare settings. 
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Fig. 2: Overall assessment of cardiovascular status and label utilization efficiency. a. The classification AUC 

metrics for coronary artery disease (CAD), cardiomyopathy (CM), pericarditis (PC), and heart failure (HF), 

along with the average R values for cardiac structural indicators (detailed results can be found in 
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Supplementary Fig. 1), were assessed in the UKB dataset. We evaluated the performance of CardiacNets 

against models trained with unaligned ECG data and those using CMR for supervised learning. b. Screening 

of CVDs, including CAD, CM, PC, HF, and pulmonary hypertension (PH), in the MIMIC dataset, and 

external validation for cardiomyopathy screening. Due to the absence of corresponding CMR images in the 

MIMIC dataset, we compared CardiacNets with unaligned ECG models. In both panels a and b, statistical 

significance was assessed using two-sided z-tests (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001). c. 

Label efficiency was analyzed by measuring the model’s performance with varying fractions of training data, 

providing insight into the amount of data required to achieve target performance levels. 

 

Additionally, CardiacNets demonstrated consistently high adaptation efficiency (Extended Fig. 1), 

indicating that the model required less time to adjust to downstream tasks. For example, CardiacNets 

could reduce training time by approximately 80% to achieve convergence in predicting cardiomyopathy. 

This substantial reduction in training time significantly lowers computational costs, especially when 

utilizing effective techniques like early stopping. 

Screening for subtypes of cardiomyopathy 

To evaluate our model’s ability to enhance cardiomyopathy screening, we validated its performance on 

both the MIMIC and FAHZU datasets. In the MIMIC dataset, CardiacNets demonstrated significant 

improvements over the ECG-only model (Fig. 3a), with AUC scores increasing from 0.762 to 0.907 for 

restrictive cardiomyopathy, from 0.767 to 0.950 for dilated cardiomyopathy, and from 0.741 to 0.951 

for hypertrophic cardiomyopathy. The confusion matrix for the three-class classification indicated that 

using unaligned ECG data resulted in an accuracy of 67.0% and an average accuracy of 52.1%. In 

contrast, employing pre-trained aligned ECG data improved accuracy to 86.6% and average accuracy to 

73.5%. 

Similarly, CardiacNets performed exceptionally well on the FAHZU dataset (Fig. 3b), achieving an 

average improvement of 20% across all subtypes. The confusion matrix revealed that unaligned ECG 

data yielded an accuracy of 66.3% and an average accuracy of 49.7%, while pre-trained ECG data 

achieved an accuracy of 77.8% and an average accuracy of 76.3%, indicating a substantial enhancement. 

Analysis of the confusion matrices from both datasets showed that the most significant improvement 

was observed in restrictive cardiomyopathy, highlighting the model’s effectiveness in low-sample 

environments (Supplementary Tables 4-5). Collectively, these findings demonstrate that our AI model 

provides more nuanced subtype screening for cardiomyopathy, exhibiting strong generalizability across 

datasets from diverse sources. 

Evaluation of CMR generation and Interpretation studies 

In our CardiacNets model, ECG signals are transformed into CMR images using a video diffusion model, 

where the ECG serves as a conditioning input to guide the generation of these images. As illustrated in 

Fig. 4a, the ECG-to-CMR transformation effectively captures key phenotypes derived from CMR, such 

as left ventricular mass (LVM) and right ventricular end-diastolic volume (RVEDV). 

To visualize the corresponding ECG signals, we used gradient-weighted class activation mapping (Grad-

CAM) 23 to generate heatmaps. A comparison of cases reveals that pre-trained aligned ECGs highlight 
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more regions than unaligned ECGs, demonstrating that alignment enables the model to capture a broader 

range of ECG details, which enhances its performance in downstream tasks—something that standalone 

ECGs cannot achieve. Additionally, we generated CMR images to illustrate distinct presentations in 

cases with various cardiovascular conditions, accompanied by the corresponding ECG heatmaps 

(Supplementary Table. 8). 

To qualitatively assess CardiacNets’ ability to generate CMR images, we also conducted a quantitative 

analysis. Following the methodology of Adityanarayanan et al23, we performed a correlation analysis 

between the cardiac phenotypes predicted from the generated CMRs and those obtained from real CMRs. 

The results, illustrated in Fig. 4b-c, confirm that the LVM and RVEDV values predicted from the 

generated CMRs positively correlate with those from actual CMRs, demonstrating that our results 

surpass those reported by Adityanarayanan et al23. For additional correlation analysis plots of other 

indicators, please refer to Supplementary Fig. 2. Moreover, the generated CMR images exhibit 

significantly higher clarity. These findings indicate that CardiacNets can effectively generate CMR 

images conditioned on ECG signals, successfully capturing relevant CMR-derived phenotypes and 

disease-specific information. 

Reader Study 

To further assess the performance of our AI model in a real-world clinical setting, we conducted a reader 

study using a new independent testing set comprising 111 subjects (77 patients with cardiomyopathy 

and 34 without) who were consecutively admitted to The First Affiliated Hospital of Zhejiang University 

School of Medicine in 2024. This testing set was carefully designed to be unselected, ensuring that it 

accurately reflects the true clinical prevalence. 

The study was conducted in two stages. In the first stage, physicians with varying levels of experience 

in CMR interpretation independently assessed each patient for cardiomyopathy based solely on ECG 

signals. The reader cohort consisted of four junior physicians with 3–5 years of experience and two 

senior physicians with over 10 years of experience. After a washout period of at least one month, the 

second stage took place, during which the readers were provided with both real and AI-generated long- 

and short-axis CMR images and re-evaluated each patient. 

As illustrated in Fig. 5a-b, most physicians struggled to perform effectively when relying solely on ECG 

signals for cardiomyopathy screening. However, their performance markedly improved with the aid of 

AI-generated images, with some achieving accuracy levels comparable to those observed when 

analyzing actual CMR data. Notably, when assessing real CMRs, most physicians underperformed 

compared to the model (AUC 86.5%). Although one senior physician matched the model's performance 

when analyzing real CMRs, it is crucial to highlight that the model based all its predictions solely on 

ECG input. More comprehensive experimental results are available in Supplementary Table. 9. 

Additionally, we conducted a consistency analysis to assess the agreement between physicians’ 

evaluations based on real and AI-generated CMRs, defined as the percentage of identical assessments 

out of the total cases (Fig. 5c). The average consistency rate among junior physicians was 71%, while 

senior physicians exhibited a lower rate of 58.5%, likely due to their more nuanced evaluations. 

We also highlighted three cases (Fig. 5d) in which patients were initially missed during ECG reviews 
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but were correctly identified as having cardiomyopathy with the assistance of AI. Full ECG and CMR 

images are available in the supplementary materials. These findings suggest that the CMR images 

generated by CardiacNets can effectively capture critical information present in real CMRs, 

demonstrating the potential to aid physicians in screening for cardiomyopathy using only ECG data in 

real clinical scenarios. 

 

Fig. 3: Classification results of the three subtypes of cardiomyopathy. a. MIMIC dataset; b. FAHZU dataset.  
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Fig. 4: Quality assessment of generated CMR images and Interpretability heatmap of ECG. a. The 

ECG-conditioned CMR diffusion model enables the generation of long and short axis CMR images from 

ECGs while accurately capturing MRI-specific features such as left ventricular mass (LVM) and right 

ventricular end-diastolic volume (RVEDV) on test MRI–ECG pairs. Examples qualitatively demonstrate that 

MRIs imputed from test ECG samples reflect LVM and RVEDV for individuals in the highest and lowest 

deciles. b. The correlation between the phenotypes predicted by the generated CMRs. c. Comparison with 

the model proposed by Radhakrishnan et al., 23 for LVM and RVEDV estimation. 
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Fig. 5: Reader study. a. Performance of AI models and physicians in detecting cardiomyopathy across two 

stages: the first stage involved screening based solely on ECG interpretation, while the second stage provided 

physicians with either AI-generated or real CMR images. b. Improvement in physicians' accuracy when 

assisted by AI-generated data. c. Consistency analysis of physicians' diagnoses when observing real CMR 

images versus AI-generated CMR images for the same patients. d. Three cases where cardiomyopathy was 

initially missed when relying only on ECG, but correctly identified with the assistance of AI. 
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Discussion 

In this study, we propose CardiacNets, a cross-modal pretraining model that employs a pretraining-

finetuning paradigm to efficiently adapt to the screening of a broad spectrum of CVDs. Additionally, the 

visualizations generated by the model bolster the interpretability of the results. CardiacNets 

demonstrates substantial potential for utilizing ECG in the screening of cardiovascular diseases, 

particularly in economically underdeveloped regions where access to advanced diagnostic tools may be 

limited. 

Building on previous work24, we acknowledge that while focusing on a specific task and obtaining CMR 

model weights through supervised learning can enhance the ECG model's performance using contrastive 

loss training, this approach has a significant limitation: it does not leverage the inherent paired 

information between ECG and CMR. As a result, each time a new task arises, we must retrain both the 

CMR supervised model and the ECG alignment model specifically for that task. To address this 

limitation, we developed a model that introduces a critical shift from prior approaches: we utilize a self-

supervised27 method to comprehensively learn the structural information of CMR. This encapsulates a 

holistic representation of cardiac status that serves as a foundation for analyzing downstream tasks. In 

our self-supervised pretraining model, we freeze the parameters of the CMR model and update the ECG 

model by minimizing contrastive loss. This allows the ECG model to extract essential features that 

represent the overall cardiac state inherent to CMR, independent of specific tasks. These features exhibit 

strong discriminative capabilities across various downstream tasks. For CMR, we implement a masked 

self-supervised learning approach28 using the GreenMIM29 framework based on the Swin Transformer30. 

Unlike conventional Vision Transformers (ViTs)31, the unique shifted window mechanism of the Swin 

Transformer creates a receptive field akin to that of Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs)32, 

effectively addressing the limitations of ViTs in capturing local details in images33—an essential aspect 

of medical image analysis. For ECG, which is inherently a periodic time-series signal, we employ a 

modified ViT for encoding. This enables attention computation across independent blocks, allowing for 

a more comprehensive focus on information compared to traditional time-series models such as 

Recurrent Neural Networks (RNNs)34. 

The results of CardiacNets on the UKB and MIMIC datasets demonstrate that the model significantly 

enhances the performance of ECG, particularly in smaller datasets, approaching the upper limits 

achieved through supervised learning with CMR. In contrast, this improvement is less pronounced in 

larger datasets, which is understandable: deep learning methods rely on large sample sizes to accurately 

approximate true distributions; therefore, the more data available, the better the model's fitting capacity35. 

However, even within the MIMIC dataset, where the number of samples for CAD and HF exceeds two 

to three hundred thousand, models trained using ECG-CMR paired learning consistently outperform 

those based solely on supervised learning with ECG. This observation indicates that there is an upper 

limit to what can be achieved with ECG alone, primarily due to the lack of cross-modal structural 

information that CMR provides. This underscores the effectiveness of our cross-modal solution. 

Interpretability is essential in clinical settings36, and CardiacNets introduces an innovative video 

diffusion model conditioned on ECG to generate temporal CMR images. This approach allows for the 

creation of CMR images even in the absence of actual CMR data, serving as a valuable tool for both 

explainability and visualization. While existing video diffusion models, such as Sora37, have made 

significant advances in areas like artistic creation, their use in medical imaging is still limited. This 
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limitation arises from two main factors: first, the differing domain requirements: medicine prioritizes 

evidence-based practices38 over creativity, which contrasts with the objectives of mainstream video 

diffusion models. Second, medical datasets often consist of only hundreds or thousands of samples39, 

making it difficult to fully harness the potential of these models. Specifically, we leverage the diffusion 

model within CardiacNets as an interpretable tool that provides physicians with enhanced explainability 

and visualization. By utilizing the aligned ECG encoder as a precise guide and fine-tuning the video 

diffusion model with a large-scale cross-modal dataset of approximately 40,000 samples, we achieve 

the generation of high-resolution, high-fidelity CMR images. Moreover, these images can effectively 

capture specific cardiac structural information (Fig. 4 and Fig. 5). 

There is substantial evidence indicating that the most commonly used screening tests for cardiovascular 

disease—ECG and echocardiography—capture only a limited amount of the diagnostic information 

necessary for effective CVD anomaly detection40,41. In contrast, CMR is regarded a common and 

effective diagnostic tool for CVDs 42. However, CMR presents significant challenges in large-scale 

disease screening due to the complexities of cardiac motion, intricate operational procedures, and high 

examination costs18. This naturally raises the question of whether ECG, which is simpler and more 

accessible, could be used as a substitute for CMR in CVD screening. The introduction of CardiacNets 

demonstrates high performance across a range of downstream tasks, which shows that the model can 

extract and represent comprehensive cardiac information, including certain structural features, from 

CMR using only ECG data. It allows individuals to assess their cardiovascular health and disease risk 

through routine examinations in simplified community hospital settings, ultimately reducing the risks 

associated with delayed treatment. Of note, we observed high specificity scores of 83.5%, 99.5%, and 

99.1% across three private external validation datasets for cardiomyopathies. This underscores the 

model’s potential as a large-scale opportunistic screening tool, which could further alleviate the 

significant burden CVD places on healthcare systems and society. 

In the reader study, CardiacNets, utilizing only ECG input, performed comparably to senior physicians 

evaluating both ECG and CMR, while significantly outperforming those who relied solely on ECG data. 

With the assistance of CMR generated by the model, all physicians’ performance showed substantial 

improvement compared to when they used only ECG, underscoring the model’s potential for real-world 

screening and clinical decision support. Notably, physicians demonstrated higher sensitivity with actual 

CMR images compared to model-generated outputs, reflecting a clinical diagnostic logic that effectively 

mitigates Type II errors (Supplementary Table 9). While our model achieves a favourable balance 

between specificity and sensitivity, as indicated by a high AUC, it is necessary to integrate the diagnostic 

logic of physicians into the model learning for enhancing human-machine interaction and fusion, 

potentially boosting the model’s interpretability and clinical utility. 

Our study demonstrates that ECG can not only be used to screen for cardiomyopathy but also effectively 

identify its three subtypes. Cardiomyopathy is typically regarded as an irreversible heart disease43, and 

distinct subtypes exhibit significant differences in cardiac structure and morphology43. These differences 

necessitate distinct treatment and prognostic approaches tailored to each subtype44. Therefore, early 

screening of cardiomyopathy subtypes is essential to support precision medicine and slow disease 

progression. In clinical diagnosis, precise identification of cardiomyopathy subtypes typically requires 

a comprehensive diagnostic workflow: the initial step usually involves CMR screening to categorize 

subtypes45, followed by a second step involving myocardial biopsy or genetic test46 for biomarker 
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extraction to confirm the diagnosis. Given the complexity of cardiomyopathy, the diagnostic process for 

its subtypes resembles a branching structure rather than a linear pathway47, making CMR-based 

screening indispensable as a first step. The proposed solution can provide early probabilistic 

classification of cardiomyopathy subtypes using ECG alone (Fig. 3). This finding highlights the 

potential for our model to replace CMR in subtype diagnosis, thereby streamlining the diagnostic 

process and conserving medical resources. 

Several limitations must be considered when interpreting the results presented. Firstly, although we have 

validated the effectiveness of our solution using extensive datasets from the UK, USA, and China, it is 

important to acknowledge that our pretrained model is based entirely on approximately 40,000 ECG-

CMR paired samples from the UK Biobank. The UK Biobank is known to contain racial and 

socioeconomic biases, which can result in significant inequities in healthcare48. Therefore, it is essential 

to retrain or update our model using a more diverse population and to conduct a thorough analysis of 

how well our model generalizes to underrepresented cohorts before applying this method in clinical 

settings. Secondly, further research is needed to address the interpretability of deep learning models. 

While the Grad-CAM results in Fig. 4 demonstrate explainability for downstream tasks based on ECG 

predictions, the interpretability of how the ECG guides the diffusion model to generate CMR images 

requires further exploration. Finally, extensive evaluation through prospective studies and clinical trials 

is necessary before clinical implementation of our models. The algorithmic performance reported in this 

study may not directly translate to real-world clinical scenarios, underscoring the need for additional 

validation. 

In conclusion, this work validates a cross-modal learning approach for cardiac function assessment using 

only ECG, paving the way to enhance CVD screening and diagnosis at the population level. Furthermore, 

the successful application of our model in the ECG-CMR domain highlights its potential for analyzing 

other paired datasets with strong-weak modality relationships, opening new avenues for multimodal 

research across diverse medical contexts. 

Methods 

Dataset for Model Development and Evaluation 

We utilized the UK Biobank19, the largest publicly available dataset containing paired ECG and cine 

CMR imaging data, to advance our study. The UKB encompasses a diverse cohort of 500,000 volunteers 

aged 40 to 69, recruited across the UK since 2006, with ongoing data collection efforts. For our study, 

we focused on ECG-CMR pairs collected during participants' initial imaging visits, yielding a total of 

41,519 paired datasets. The ECG data comprises 12-lead recordings, each lasting 10 seconds and 

sampled at 500 Hz, while the cine CMR data includes both short-axis and four-chamber long-axis views, 

each capturing a single cardiac cycle with 50 frames. The dataset exhibits a gender distribution of 48.3% 

male and 51.7% female participants. In terms of ethnicity, the majority of participants are White (96.6%), 

with smaller representations of Mixed (0.5%), Asian or Asian British (1.1%), Black or Black British 

(0.7%), Chinese (0.3%), and other ethnic groups (0.5%). Additionally, 0.3% of participants preferred 

not to disclose their ethnicity or were uncertain. The ethnicity classifications adhere to the UKB Data-

Coding system (1001). Leveraging the UKB data, we developed our Contrastive ECG-CMR Pre-

training model and the ECG2CMR Diffusion Model. The dataset was divided into training, validation, 

and test sets using a 7:1:2 ratio, ensuring a robust solution for model evaluation and development. 
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Fig. 6: Model diagram. a. CMR self-supervised model, leveraging the GreenMIM framework for masked 

self-supervised learning, optimized to minimize reconstruction loss and contrastive loss between long axis 

and short axis CMR images. b. ECG-CMR contrastive learning, with the parameters of the CMR self-

supervised model in subgraph a frozen, optimized to minimize contrastive loss. c. ECG-guided CMR image 

generation, using the pre-trained ECG encoder in subgraph b as the conditional encoder for the diffusion 

model. The diffusion model's autoencoder and ECG encoder are frozen, and only the U-Net component is 

trained. d. Fine-tuning the aligned ECG encoder to adapt to various downstream tasks and use pretrained 

diffusion model in subgraph c generate the corresponding CMR images. 

For our downstream analyses, we utilized the UKB and the MIMIC-IV-ECG49 datasets, alongside 

private datasets from three hospitals: the First Affiliated Hospital of Zhejiang University School of 

Medicine (FAHZU), the Second Affiliated Hospital of Zhejiang University School of Medicine 

(SAHZU), and Quzhou People’s Hospital (QPH). We selected 305,419 CVD samples and 195,753 non-

CVD samples as controls from the MIMIC-IV-ECG dataset. In the UKB dataset, 3,822 CVD individuals 

and 3,822 non-CVD controls were chosen. Notably, the dataset splits used for downstream tasks in UKB 

were derived from pretraining splits to ensure no data leakage. The ECG data formats in both MIMIC 

and UKB datasets are consistent, recorded at 500 Hz for 10 seconds. In these public datasets, our focus 

was on classifying several cardiovascular conditions, including coronary artery disease (CAD, ICD-10 

codes I20-I25), pulmonary hypertension (I27), pericarditis (I30-I32), cardiomyopathy (I42-I43), and 

heart failure (I50). To maintain a balanced positive-to-negative ratio across the datasets, we employed a 

methodology that involved selecting an equal number of negative cases for comparison, as suggested 

by prior studies50. Additionally, we aimed to predict 82 cardiac structural indicators, as outlined in 

Supplementary Table 6. All conditions were classified according to the International Classification of 

Diseases, Tenth Revision (ICD-10). It is noteworthy that cases of pulmonary hypertension were 

infrequent in the UKB and were therefore excluded from our analysis. Note that the MIMIC-IV-ECG 

lacks corresponding CMR images, rendering the assessment of cardiac structural indicators impossible. 
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The FAHZU dataset is divided into three distinct subsets: the first subset includes only ECG data for a 

three-class classification of cardiomyopathy, encompassing 5,518 cases of dilated cardiomyopathy, 

2,546 cases of hypertrophic cardiomyopathy, and 824 cases of restrictive cardiomyopathy. The second 

subset, also based solely on ECG data, is intended for external validation of cardiomyopathy, comprising 

222 patients diagnosed with cardiomyopathy and 188 individuals without the condition. The third subset 

consists of ECG-CMR paired data for a reader study, including 77 patients with cardiomyopathy and 34 

individuals without the condition. The SAHZU dataset includes 264 patients diagnosed with 

cardiomyopathy and 200 individuals without the condition, while the QPH dataset contains 236 

cardiomyopathy patients and 102 non-cardiomyopathy individuals. Both of these private datasets are 

employed for external validation of cardiomyopathy. Importantly, all datasets utilized ECG formats 

consistent with that of the UKB dataset. Detailed data distributions for all datasets are provided in 

Supplementary Table 7. Except for the datasets designated for external validation, all remaining datasets 

were partitioned into training, validation, and testing sets in a 70:10:20 ratio. 

Data processing and augmentation 

We implemented a series of signal pre-processing techniques on all collected ECG data to enhance the 

quality and reliability of the signals for subsequent analysis. Initially, baseline drift was addressed using 

seasonal decomposition, allowing us to isolate and correct the trend component effectively. Following 

this, we applied wavelet transform denoising using the “db6” wavelet along with soft thresholding. This 

approach effectively reduced noise while preserving critical signal characteristics, ensuring that the 

integrity of the ECG waveform was maintained. Finally, we employed a Savitzky-Golay filter 51 to 

smooth the signal. This filter utilizes polynomial fitting within a sliding window to refine the ECG 

waveform further. Collectively, these pre-processing steps ensured the generation of clean and reliable 

data, facilitating robust analysis in our study. 

The original data for short-axis cardiac magnetic resonance (CMR) images is structured in four 

dimensions: length, width, slice, and time. Typically, the slice dimension comprises 3 to 10 slices. To 

streamline the model input, we selected the middle basoapical slice, reformulating the data into a three-

dimensional structure, where the time dimension consists of 50 frames. To focus the model on the 

cardiac region, we employed a pretrained segmentation model 52 to derive a heart region mask. The 

images were then cropped to 80×80 pixels, centering on the minimal bounding box encompassing the 

non-zero region of the mask. For long-axis four-chamber CMR images, the original data is three-

dimensional, consisting of length, width, and time dimensions, with the time dimension also comprising 

50 frames. Using the same segmentation methodology applied to the short-axis images, we cropped the 

long-axis images to 96×96 pixels. This adjustment was necessary due to the larger heart region captured 

in this view, ensuring that the entire heart was included within the cropped area. 

In the Contrastive ECG-CMR pre-training and downstream tasks, we employed several data 

augmentation techniques. For the ECG data, we implemented crop resizing, time reversal (TimeFlip), 

and sign inversion (SignFlip). These transformations were followed by Min-Max scaling within a range 

of -1 to 1 on a channel-wise basis. During validation and testing, only Min-Max scaling was applied. 

For the CMR data, we utilized random rotation (up to 30 degrees), random horizontal and vertical flips, 

and random resized cropping with a scale range of 0.8 to 1.0 and an aspect ratio of 0.9 to 1.1. This was 

succeeded by resizing the images to 256×256 pixels using bilinear interpolation. Normalization was 

applied across all 50 frames of both short-axis and long-axis images, using a mean of 0.5 and a standard 
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deviation of 0.5. During validation and testing, only normalization and resizing were performed to 

ensure consistency in the evaluation process. 

During the training phase of the diffusion model, we focused on preserving critical data features, 

including the waveform characteristics of the ECG and the orientation of the heart in the CMR images. 

As such, we applied only Min-Max scaling to the ECG data and resizing to the CMR images. 

Self-supervised method for CMR 

We initially employed self-supervised learning on the CMR images to obtain robust representations for 

subsequent Contrastive ECG-CMR pre-training, as shown in Fig. 6a. The Swin Transformer base served 

as the backbone, utilizing GreenMIM 29 for masked self-supervised training. The encoder patch size was 

set to 4×4, with a window size of 7. For both long-axis and short-axis CMR images, the temporal 

dimension (50 frames) was treated as the number of channels in the 2D images, with masking applied 

separately to each channel. In addition to the reconstruction loss aimed at restoring the original images, 

we introduced contrastive learning losses post-encoder for both long-axis and short-axis images to align 

and enhance the information between the two. Qualitative results can be found in Extended Fig. 2. The 

masking ratio was set to 0.75 during model training on an 80GB A800 GPU, utilizing a batch size of 32 

over 400 training epochs. The first 40 epochs focused on learning rate warm-up, gradually increasing 

the learning rate from 0 to 1×10⁻⁴. The final model weights were saved as checkpoints for downstream 

tasks. 

Contrastive ECG-CMR Pre-training 

We employed a ViT-Large31 model as the ECG encoder and utilized a frozen, self-supervised Swin 

Transformer as the CMR encoder, as shown in Fig. 6b. The ECG encoder processes data in the format 

[b, 12, 5000], where 12 corresponds to the 12 ECG leads, and 5000 represents 10 seconds of data at 500 

Hz. This data is treated as a 1-channel image with dimensions 12×5000, and we applied a ViT model 

with a patch size of (1,100), resulting in 600 patches. Standard ViT processing is subsequently applied 

to these patches. For the CMR model, we utilize the encoder from the aforementioned self-supervised 

model, while keeping its parameters frozen. During training, the features encoded from the ECG are 

compared with those from both long-axis and short-axis CMR images in a contrastive learning setup, 

with the total loss being the sum of these two comparisons. The model was trained on an 80G A800 

GPU with a batch size of 8, with the first 40 epochs dedicated to learning rate warm-up (from 0 to 

1×10⁻⁴). The model checkpoint with the lowest validation loss was saved for downstream tasks. 

ECG2CMR Diffusion Model 

We adapted the architecture of a text-to-video model 26 to develop our ECG2CMR model, , as shown in 

Fig. 6c. It’s a latent diffusion model comprising three main components. The first component is an 

autoencoder that transforms CMR data into a low-dimensional latent space and subsequently decodes it 

back to pixel space. For this purpose, we utilized a pretrained model on natural images, keeping its 

parameters frozen. The second component is a denoising U-Net, which exhibits slight variations from 

the standard U-Net used in text-to-image models. It comprises four key structures: the initial block, 

down-sampling blocks, spatiotemporal blocks, and up-sampling blocks. The initial block projects the 

input into the embedding space, while the down-sampling and up-sampling blocks adjust the spatial 

resolution of the feature maps. The spatiotemporal block is crucial for capturing complex spatial and 

temporal dependencies in the latent space, thereby enhancing the quality of the synthesized CMR images. 
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This U-Net was initialized using pre-trained weights from a text-to-video diffusion model. The third 

component, which distinguishes our approach from typical text-to-video models, is the conditional 

encoder. We employed the frozen ECG encoder from the previously pre-trained ECG model as the 

conditional encoder, utilizing cross-attention to guide the training of the diffusion model. Due to the 

significant differences between long-axis and short-axis CMR images, we trained two separate models 

to generate each type of CMR image. 

In the forward process of diffusion model training, when a CMR image 𝑥~𝑝ሺ𝑥ሻ is input, it first passes 

through the latent encoder ℰ, and gets the latent features 𝑧 ൌ  ℰሺ𝑥ሻ. Assuming 𝑧 ~ 𝑞ሺ𝑧ሻ, the diffusion 

process adds Gaussian noise incrementally over  𝑇  timesteps, yielding latent vectors 𝑧, 𝑧ଵ, … , 𝑧் , 

governed by the following distributions: 

𝑞ሺ𝑧௧|𝑧௧ିଵሻ ൌ 𝒩൫𝑧௧;ඥ1 െ 𝛽௧𝑧௧ିଵ,𝛽௧𝐈൯                                        (1) 

𝑞ሺ𝑧௧|𝑧ሻ ൌ 𝒩ሺ𝑧௧;ඥ𝛼ത௧𝑧, ሺ1 െ 𝛼ത௧ሻ𝐈ሻ                                         (2) 

where α௧ ൌ 1 െ β௧, α௧ ൌ ∏ α
௧
ୀଵ , and β௧ is the noise schedule, linearly increasing from 0.0001 to 0.02. 

As 𝑡 → ∞, 𝑧௧ approaches pure Gaussian noise. The reverse process aims to recover 𝑧 from 𝑧். Using 

Bayes' rule, the reverse distribution is: 

𝑞ሺ𝑧௧ିଵ|𝑧௧ , 𝑧ሻ ൌ 𝒩൫𝑧௧ିଵ; μሺ𝑧௧ , 𝑧ሻ, β௧෩ 𝐈൯                                    (3) 

where μሺ𝑧௧ , 𝑧ሻ is predicted by the neural network 𝑈ሺ𝑧௧ , 𝑡, 𝑐ሻ, and 𝑐 represents the conditional features 

from the ECG conditional encoder. Finally, the latent vector 𝑧  is decoded back to pixel space 𝑥෦ via the 

latent decoder. The training objective is: 

𝐿ெ ൌ 𝐸ℰሺ௫ሻ,௬,∼ℕሺ𝟘,𝟙ሻ,௧ൣ|ϵ െ ϵ൫𝑧௧ , 𝑡, τሺ𝑦ሻ൯|ଶ
ଶ൧                           (4) 

where 𝑥 is the CMR images, 𝑦 is the ECG signal, ℰ is the latent encoder, and 𝜖ఏ is the noise predicted 

by the Unet. The training was conducted on a single 80G A800 GPU, with a batch size of 4 and a learning 

rate maintained at 3e-6. After each epoch, the model was evaluated on the validation set, and the weights 

corresponding to the lowest loss were saved as model checkpoints for CMR generation. During 

inference, CMR images were generated by sampling from Gaussian noise and iteratively denoising 

under the guidance of the ECG, utilizing the DDIM sampling method53, which required around 100 steps 

to produce a single image. 

Downstream tasks 

In adapting to downstream tasks, we utilized only the ECG encoder from the Contrastive ECG-CMR 

Pre-training model, excluding the CMR encoder, as shown in Fig. 6d. The ECG encoder generates high-

level features from ECG signals that embed CMR information. Additionally, we incorporated 

demographic and lifestyle factors specific to each dataset through feature modulation for joint training. 

For the UKB dataset, these factors included age at assessment center visit, frequency of alcohol intake, 

body mass index (BMI), days per week engaging in moderate-intensity physical activity lasting at least 

10 minutes, sex, sleep duration, smoking status, standing height, stress levels/high stress, weight, intake 

of raw vegetables, days per week walking at least 10 minutes, pork intake, insomnia, and average heart 
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rate. For other datasets, the factors used were sex, age, and average heart rate. For binary classification 

tasks, we followed the methodology outlined in reference50, maintaining a balanced ratio of 

approximately 1:1 for positive and negative samples. For the CMR generation model, we employed the 

pre-trained diffusion model (Fig. 6c) to generate high-fidelity CMR images containing authentic cardiac 

information, offering clinicians valuable visual and interpretive insights. 

In our experiments, we fine-tuned the entire ECG encoder to accommodate the varying data distributions 

of each task, except for the external validation datasets where the trained model was directly used for 

inference. The training objective was to generate classification outputs that aligned with CVD labels or 

regression outputs that closely approximated the ground truth values of 82 cardiac structural indicators. 

We set the batch size to 10 and allowed for a maximum of 400 training epochs. To prevent unnecessary 

training, we employed early stopping, dedicating the first 10 epochs to a learning rate warm-up from 0 

to 1×10⁻⁴, followed by cosine annealing to 0. After each epoch, the model was evaluated on the 

validation set, and the weights corresponding to the highest AUROC on the validation set were saved as 

checkpoints for internal evaluation across datasets. 

Quantitative assessment and statistical analysis 

For classification tasks, we employed several evaluation metrics: area under the curve (AUC), accuracy, 

sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive value (PPV), and negative predictive value (NPV). In our 

three-class classification, we binarized the labels using a one-vs-rest approach prior to evaluation. For 

regression tasks related to cardiac indices, we used the Pearson correlation coefficient as the primary 

metric. To compute 95% confidence intervals, we applied the Wilson Score Interval 54 for classification 

metrics and the bootstrap method 55 for regression metrics. For method comparisons, we utilized the 

DeLong test for AUC, while other metrics were assessed using two-sided z-tests. 

Software for data process and model development 

We utilized several libraries for data processing and model development, including numpy (version 

1.25.2)56, sklearn (version 1.1.1)57, scipy (version 1.11.2)58, simpleITK (version 2.3.1)59 and pandas 

(version 2.2.1). For model development, we employed pytorch (version 1.11.0). 
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Extended Fig  

 

Fig. 1: Adaptation Efficiency. Time required to reach convergence epoch for fine-tuning a pretrained 

model versus training a supervised model directly in the MIMIC dataset 
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Fig. 2: CMR self-supervised. Result of CMR self-supervised learning using the GreenMIM framework. 

This approach enables learning of essential information from^ CMR images for use during ECG alignment. 

Sa CMR, short axis cine CMR images; La CMR, long axis cine CMR images.  
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