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Abstract— Cardiovascular diseases (CVDs) are disorders
impacting the heart and circulatory system. These disorders
are the foremost and continuously escalating cause of mortality
worldwide. One of the main tasks when working with
CVDs is analyzing and identifying pathologies on a 12-lead
electrocardiogram (ECG) with a standard 10-second duration.
Using machine learning (ML) in automatic ECG analysis
increases CVD diagnostics’ availability, speed, and accuracy.
However, the most significant difficulty in developing ML
models is obtaining a sufficient training dataset. Due to the
limitations of medical data usage, such as expensiveness, errors,
the ambiguity of labels, imbalance of classes, and privacy issues,
utilizing synthetic samples depending on specific pathologies
bypasses these restrictions and improves algorithm quality.
Existing solutions for the conditional generation of ECG
signals are mainly built on Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANs), and only a few papers consider the architectures based
on Variational Autoencoders (VAEs), showing comparable
results in recent works. This paper proposes the publicly
available conditional Nouveau VAE model for ECG signal
generation (cNVAE-ECG), which produces high-resolution
ECGs with multiple pathologies. We provide an extensive
comparison of the proposed model on various practical
downstream tasks, including transfer learning scenarios
showing an area under the receiver operating characteristic
(AUROC) increase up to 2% surpassing GAN-like competitors.
https://github.com/univanxx/NVAE_ECG

Index Terms — ECG, Variational Autoencoder, NVAE, Con-
ditional Generation, GAN.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cardiovascular diseases (CVDs) are a family of patholo-
gies that affect the heart and blood vessels. These dis-
eases are the leading and annually growing cause of death
worldwide [1]. Given their prevalence and impact, ongoing
research is required to identify causes and risk factors,
develop effective treatment and prevention strategies, and
create technologies to find and monitor heart diseases. Elec-
trocardiogram analysis is one of the leading areas of research
that can detect and prevent CVDs.

Electrocardiography (ECG) is a non-invasive diagnosis
and heart activity monitoring method. The main goal of this
method is to record the processes of electrical depolarization
and repolarization and generate a graphical representation of
this activity in the form of a signal. Each signal represents the
potential difference between electrodes attached to different
human body parts. This difference is called a lead. Acquired
information allows for analyzing the work of the heart,
identifying deviations, and determining the frequency and
rhythm of heart contractions.
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Deep learning is widely used to analyze and process
ECG signals, as it allows for the automatic detection of
abnormalities and pathologies [2]. This approach allows
for high-quality diagnosis of heart diseases and monitoring
of the patient’s condition. Also, deep learning algorithms
make it possible to automate the process of interpretation
and detection of pathologies. However, a large amount of
high-quality data is crucial for the correct work of deep
learning algorithms. But in medical machine learning tasks,
in particular, when working with ECG signals, some specific
problems arise when obtaining high-quality data, namely:

• Limited access to data: In medical research, access to
large volumes of data may be restricted due to issues
with patient confidentiality, ethical considerations, and
legislation [3]. These peculiarities can significantly limit
the amount of data available for training algorithms.

• Imbalanced data: Medical data often has a strong class
imbalance. For example, even in large ECG datasets [4],
some classes can be heavily underrepresented with only
a pair of instances, which makes it challenging to train
algorithms with high generalization ability.

• Poor quality of data: Data quality can be an is-
sue in medical applications. Errors in data collection,
noise, missing values, or inaccurate labels can affect
the performance of algorithms and lead to incorrect
conclusions and actions. When handling ECG signals,
the common causes of errors include body movements
during measurement procedure, poor electrode contact,
skin-electrode impedance, etc. [5].

• Complexity of data creation: All medical data results
come from the collaboration between the patient, the
medical specialist, and the medical device. It is nec-
essary to carry out a corresponding measurement of
a person with special equipment with the help of a
professional to obtain at least one data sample. This
problem makes creating a dataset a time-consuming and
investment-intensive process.

Generating synthetic data can solve the problems de-
scribed above. The output can be obtained in a required
amount of high-quality data for a specific task if an approach
to the training of the ECG signal synthesis algorithm is
used correctly. This process makes it possible to lower class
imbalance by generating data for all classes and reducing the
cost of obtaining new samples. In particular, to get a high-
quality result of ECG signal classification, it is necessary
to take into account several aspects, namely, 1) generate all
main 12 leads with a standard length of 10 seconds [6] and
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2) use conditional generation based on specific classes to
obtain results for different pathologies.

The most common approach for generating ECG signals is
to use the models based on Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANs), although modern architectures based on Variational
Autoencoders (VAEs) [7] such as Nouveau VAE (NVAE)
model [8] also show comparable results for image genera-
tion tasks. However, there is no work on conditional ECG
generation by VAE-based models and verification of the
quality of generated samples on practical downstream tasks.
To close this research gap, in this work, we propose the
novel model named conditional NVAE for ECG or cNVAE-
ECG based on NVAE for conditional ECG generation with
publicly available code and show that using generated data
by cNVAE-ECG demonstrates the best test metrics in the
two downstream tasks of identifying pathologies and transfer
learning on ECG signals. We also compare the developed
algorithm with state-of-the-art GAN-based methods. In par-
ticular, for a binary classification problem, adding cNVAE-
ECG generated signals to a train set gives an increase of up
to 2% in the area under the receiver operating characteristic
(AUROC) metric, outperforming GAN-like approaches, and
for a multi-label classification problem, using a pre-train
enriched with cNVAE-ECG generated signals in most cases
gives best result according to AUROC.

The structure of our paper is as follows: Section II
describes existing approaches for generating ECG signals
and their features. Section III introduces the cNVAE-ECG
model, based on NVAE for conditional generation of ECG
signals. Section IV describes an Experimental Setup that
tests the improvement in the metrics of two downstream
tasks when adding generated data and comparing it with
GAN-based methods. Section V demonstrates the results of
the described experiments, and conclusions about the results
obtained and further plans are described in Section VI.

II. RELATED WORK

A. ECG Generation

The most common methods for generating ECG signals
are models based on GANs. For example, [9] solved the task
of generating one lead and single heartbeat ECG signals and
proposed an architecture named Personalized Generative Ad-
versarial Network (PGAN). The discriminator of this model
contains two cross-entropies to maximize the log probability
of assigning the correct labels to both classes, and the
generator is additionally penalized by MSE loss according
to the ECG signal structure. Another work [10] proposed
the ProEGAN-MS architecture, a GAN model divided into
four stages, each of which is a more complex version of
the previous stage. Also, [11] used a system of Ordinary
Differential Equations (ODE) representing heart dynamics
and incorporated this ODE system into the optimization
process of a standard GAN network to create biologically
correct ECG training examples.

However, generating only one class can be a bottleneck
since, to improve classification quality, it is essential to
generally increase the training set size so that the model can

capture more patterns and dive deeper into the data. Also,
creating a separate model to generate each class may miss
dependencies between them and become a memory-intensive
process. Thus, [12] used GAN to conditionally generate one
lead for several signal types, adding a class label to the
generator and discriminator so that the model understood
class structure.

The next bottleneck in working with ECG signals is
the duration and number of leads. In previous articles, the
authors worked with just one heartbeat and one lead, which
allows the model to capture relationships in the data less
accurately than when working with multiple leads and a
more extended sequence. Therefore, [13] proposed the GAN-
like models named WaveGAN* and Pulse2Pulse models to
generate the main 12 leads with a length of 5000 (using
signals with the sampling frequency of 500 Hz and 10
seconds duration). This approach made it possible to study
the depth of interaction between generative models and
multi-channel sequences.

Despite the abovementioned approaches, only one paper
avoids all bottlenecks. It describes the conditional generation
of ECG signals to check that the test metrics on downstream
tasks increase when enriching the training set with generated
signals. Thus, [14] developed the MLCGAN model based on
WaveGAN enriched with convolutions, which showed that
creating such a GAN-like model for the mentioned task is
possible.

Although there is much work on using GAN-like models,
there are papers on generating ECGs for other architectures.
For example, in the work [15], the authors proposed the
architecture based on diffusion models [16]. They showed
that this architecture is capable of conditionally generating
ECG signals but without testing on the downstream task.
However, this model type requires significant training costs,
a substantial limitation for practical use [17].

There are also several works on ECG signal generation
using another type of architecture named VAE. For example,
[18] compared the quality of conditional generation of 12
leads ECG signals with 1-second duration in GAN-like
and VAE-like architectures and showed that the conditional
generative framework based on VAE can shorten the training
time and simplify the generation process without significant
performance loss and demonstrates similar potential to the
GAN-based models. Also, research on the field of compar-
ison VAEs and GANs in the generation of ECG signals
[19] showed that variational autoencoders are easy and fast
to train and infer compared to GAN-like models, but they
usually perform worse than them.

There are also works devoted to generating ECG sig-
nals using VAE-like models. Thus, [20] proposed a VAE-
convolutional model to generate 12 leads of 10-second ECGs
utilizing a set of features. In the work [21], authors also
conditionally generated signals of the same structure, using
VAE with convolutions, and showed that the generation
results are of high quality and can be used in further work.
[22] proposed a novel multimodal VAE capable of processing
combined physiology and anatomy information in the form



of one lead of one beat ECGs and 3D point clouds, which
showed the possibility of VAE to work with multiple data
dimensions and producing quality results.

Even though models based on VAEs show results similar
to models based on GANs, there is limited work on the
conditional generation of ECG signals by VAE-like archi-
tectures. Based on the assumption that improving the quality
of these models is possible, our work aims to develop a
model named cNVAE-ECG based on an existing VAE-like
architecture for conditional ECG generation, namely the
NVAE model, to solve problems of improving classifica-
tion quality. Also, we test and compare cNVAE-ECG with
existing GAN-based models on the downstream tasks of
pathologies identification and transfer learning.

B. NVAE Background

1) Variational Autoencoders: Variational Autoencoders
are stochastic architectures that use variational inference.
These types of models are capable of approximating a data
space x having a distribution pθ(x) parameterized by θ and
generating new samples from that space using hidden (latent)
representation pθ(z).

An autoencoder is a neural network consisting of two
blocks: an encoder and a decoder. At training, an encoder
reduces distribution pθ(x) to compressed (latent) represen-
tation pθ(z|x) using nonlinear transformations. After sam-
pling from this representation, the decoder tries to construct
the original representation pθ(x|z). At inference, only the
decoder reconstructs pθ(x|z) after sampling from pθ(z).

The disadvantage of lower-quality generation compared
to GANs mentioned earlier can be reduced using advanced
techniques in variational inference, which can generate
higher-quality sample data simultaneously, and the decision
is to use deep hierarchical VAE architecture. In hierarchical
VAE, latent variables are partitioned into disjoint groups
z = {z1, z2, ..., zL}, where L is the number of groups.
Hence, prior is represented by p(z) =

∏
l p(zl|zl−1) and the

approximate posterior q(z∥x) =
∏

l(zl|zl−1, x), where fac-
torial Normal distributions represent each conditional prior
and posterior.

The main problem of this approach is the instability of
architecture. In such approaches, many collapses are possi-
ble, such as the attenuation of higher layers of the hierarchy
or gradient explosions. To solve these problems, including
the problem of the quality of generation of variational
autoencoders, the NVAE model was designed.

2) NVAE Model: NVAE is a deep hierarchical VAE
initially built for image generation. This architecture looks
like a hierarchy, where the encoder is a bottom-up model,
which transforms data into spatial representation, and the
decoder (or generative block) is a top-down model, which
goes from high-dimensional features to original data. With
new hierarchy levels, the model goes from short-range to
long-range correlations. The authors of NVAE improved the
existing architecture with some techniques, making a stable
model with relatively fast training and inference. Some of
these techniques are described below.

Mixture of discretized Logistic distribution: In the
NVAE, authors used the approach described in the Pixel-
CNN++ by [23], which is that each pixel of the output image
from p(x|z) is predicted through a mixture of discretized
Logistic distributions. This technique speeds up learning and
inference and gives a smoother output image.

Channel Dependence: The authors also used the Pixel-
CNN++ approach to generate output so that the values of the
three RGB channels depend on each other. That is, the very
first channel, red, which is generated by a mixture of Logistic
distributions, has parameters cR independent of the others,
and the green channel is specified by a linear combination of
its mixture of distributions and parameters of the red channel
cG+α · cR . The blue channel is a linear combination of the
red and green channels with its mixture generation results:
cB + β · cG + γ · cR. This generation approach strengthens
the connections between channels and allows the generation
of higher-quality samples.

NVAE model contains these and other improvements in
hierarchical VAE, which they tested on multiple datasets,
such as MNIST [24], CIFAR-10 [25], CelebA 64 [26], and
CelebA HQ [27], obtaining state-of-the-art results among
non-autoregressive likelihood-based models. However, the
described datasets represent a collection of one- and three-
dimensional channels. This paper describes the cNVAE-
ECG, an NVAE-based architecture that can conditionally
generate ECG signals.

III. PROPOSED APPROACH

This section proposes a cNVAE-ECG - NVAE-based
model for working with ECG signals. To conditionally gen-
erate standard ECG, it was necessary to develop an NVAE-
based architecture capable of working with 12-channel 1D
signals and generating according to a given class.

A. ECG generation

As mentioned in Section I, standard ECG has 12 main
leads - namely six limb leads (I, II, III, aVR, aVL, aVF) and
six chest leads (V1, . . . ,V6). One of the main properties of
such a representation is that the leads of the limbs are, by
their nature, interconnected by the relationships [28] called
Einthoven’s law:

I + III = II (1)

and Goldberger’s equations:

aV L =
I − III

2

−aV R =
I + II
2

aV F =
III + III

2

(2)

Therefore, using laws 1 and 2, the generation of six
limb leads I, II, III, aVR, aVL, and aVF can be replaced
by the generation of only two leads, I and III. Thus, we
obtained 8 leads during the work of the model and then



transformed them into 12 main leads. To generate these leads,
we determined the procedure for working with mixtures and
generating channels, which was mentioned in Section II. Ini-
tially, each of the Logistic distributions PL(m1), .., PL(mK)
in a mixture returns outputs using inverse sampling:

PL(mi) = µmi
+ smi

log

(
u

1− u

)
, (3)

where µmi and smi are parameters of mth
i Logistic distri-

bution, u ∼ Uniform(0,1).
For this purpose, we proposed the algorithm for construct-

ing mixtures distribution to work with eight one-dimensional
ECG signals, or more precisely, we redefined the method for
selecting distribution parameters. The relationship between
channels or leads was determined as follows using Eq. 3:

1) The first limb lead I is generated as PL(Ii|CIi) =
PL(Ii|µIi(CIi), sIi(CIi)), where CIi is the context ten-
sor obtained by Logistic mixture for the lead I.

2) After this, limb lead III is generated with param-
eters µIIIi(CIIIi , Ii) = µIIIi(CIIIi) + βµIi(CIi) and
sIIIi(CIIIi , Ii) = sIIIi(CIIIi) + βsIi(CIi).

3) The chest lead V1 is then generated independently
of the previous limb leads with the parameters
µV1,i(CV1i) and sV1i(CV1i) since the chest leads pro-
vide information about vertical planes, and the limb
leads to focus on horizontal planes.

4) Then, Lead V2 is generated with parameters
µV2,i

(CV2,i
, V1,i) = µV2,i

(CV2,i
) + α(V2,i) ·

µV1,i
(CV1,i

), sV2,i
(CV2,i

, V1,i) = sV2,i
(CV2,i

) +
α(V2,i) · sV1,i(CV1,i).

5) The remaining leads are generated according to the
formula
µVk,i

(CVk,i
, Vk,i, Vk−1,i, · · · , V1,i) =

µVk,i
(CVk,i

) +
∑k−1

j=1 α(Vjk,i) · µVj,i
(CVj,i

),
sVk,i

(CVk,i
, Vk,i, Vk−1,i, · · · , V1,i) = sVk,i

(CVk,i
) +∑k−1

j=1 α(Vjk,i) · sVj,i(CVj,i).
Another property of ECG is that the representation of each

signal is one-dimensional. Therefore, we decided to imple-
ment one-dimensional convolutions to improve the quality
of the generated signals since this makes it possible to work
with signals directly without using transformations to a two-
dimensional form, as in some of the works from Section II.
However, since the model was initially designed to work
with two-dimensional tensors, we first converted the ECG
signals to a two-dimensional representation using a short-
time Fourier transform or STFT [29]. As a result, each signal
was a two-channel and two-dimensional spectrogram, the
first channel of which was the real part of the Fourier trans-
form, and the second was the imaginary part. In Section V,
we demonstrate that this approach called 2D-cNVAE-ECG
showed that the metric on the downstream task does not
improve when adding samples generated in this approach
but even decreases.

B. Conditional generation
The essence of the conditional generation problem is that

a single model is used to obtain a sample of a specific

class rather than building several independent architectures.
This approach allows the model to learn global dependencies
in the data and evaluate each class feature without losing
the dependency between them. One of the most common
approaches is to add a class representation in the form of
embedding to the architecture, for example, as in works [12],
[14], [15], [21] with a conditional generation of ECG signals.

Initially, in the NVAE model, to improve the quality of
generation and capture deep dependencies, a vector h was
implemented, which was fed to the input at the top of the
hierarchy during generation and was a trainable parameter. In
our work, for conditional generation in NVAE, we enriched
the vector h with the class embedding vector c, a trainable
parameter, and a vector representation of a specific sample
consisting of classes of this sample. In the case of a multi-
label problem statement, embedding vector c is the sum of
its classes, fed to the input of the encoder and decoder of the
cNVAE-ECG model. This representation allows the model,
whose layers have been trained to represent the ECG signal
space as a whole, to specify the pathology and learn to
describe its representation, as well as others. The resulting
architecture is shown in Fig. 1.

Fig. 1. Proposed cNVAE-ECG architecture.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The proposed experimental setup consists of several
stages. Specifically, we first determined two downstream
tasks. The first task is a binary classification of ECG signals
to identify pathologies. This approach allows the direct
evaluation of the quality of the generated ECG signals
by comparing the change in metrics on the test set when
adding such signals to the training set. The second task
is multi-label classification using transfer learning. Transfer
learning is a machine learning technique in which a model
previously trained on one dataset improves learning on
another dataset [30]. Such an approach, particularly in the
classifying ECG signals task, shows a noticeable quality
improvement [31]. It makes it possible to assess a generative
model’s ability to capture deep signal patterns using them as
a pre-train dataset.



TABLE I
CLASSES DISTRIBUTION IN THE PTB-XL TRAINING SET FOR THE MULTI-LABEL CLASSIFICATION TASK

Class name NSR LAD TAb LVH AF STach SB IAVB
Number of real samples 15,263 4,061 1,924 1,096 1,012 603 565 551

Fraction of dataset size,% 86.4 23.2 11.1 6.2 5.7 3.4 3.3 3.1
Number of generated samples added to pretrain 0 11,202 13,339 14,167 14,251 14,660 14,698 14,712

Then, we identified a list of approaches to enrich the
training set with generated signals for both tasks. After that,
we selected and preprocessed datasets for each of the tasks.
Next, we chose a classification model and conducted the
testing process, training the model according to the [32].
We describe each step of the pipeline in more detail below.

A. Estimating the quality of generated signals

We examined several approaches to determine whether
adding generated signals directly to the training process
would improve the model’s final metric on the test set. The
validation and test samples were fixed without the addition
of any generated data.

1) Enrichment of the training dataset for the binary classi-
fication task: For the first downstream task, we supposed that
adding generated data of both classes directly to the training
dataset with a similar distribution but with different propor-
tions n = 0.1, 0.2, · · · , 1.0, 1.5, 2.0 can improve metrics on
a test dataset. Also, we tested the addition of samples only
of the pathology class in such a way as to minimize class
imbalance with proportions n = 0.1, 0.2, · · · , 1.0. We tested
that these improvements can help to improve test metrics.

2) Enrichment of the pre-train dataset for the transfer
learning: For the second downstream task, we decided to
enrich the pretrain dataset so there would be no imbalance of
classes. Then, we trained the multi-label classifier on that en-
riched pretrain and used it for retraining on the other datasets.
We also divided these datasets into training, validation, and
test sets. In this series of tests, we took each retraining
dataset with proportions n = 0.1, 0.2, · · · , 1.0. Finally, we
calculated the AUROC metric on the test samples of these
datasets for each proportion, after which we averaged the
resulting values.

3) Comparison with existing ECG generation methods for
the same training time: While the main contribution is the
cNVAE-ECG model, we also decided to compare our model
with conditional versions of two existing generative mod-
els for ECG signals, namely WaveGAN* and Pulse2Pulse,
mentioned previously. These models belong to the family of
GAN-based architectures. This type of architecture is used
in the vast majority of ECG signal generation work, so we
decided to test the quality of this approach compared to ours.
Also, WaveGAN* and Pulse2Pulse are open-source models
that can be reproduced. We made these models conditional
by adding pathology embedding to the input noise of the
generator, similar to cNVAE-ECG.

The Pulse2Pulse model is based on the U-Net architecture
by [33], employing 1D-convolutional layers for ECG signal
generation. Operating on an 8×5000 noise vector, matching
the output ECG dimension, the Pulse2Pulse network uses

five down-sampling blocks with a Leaky ReLU activation
followed by five up-sampling blocks. Tab.II presents the
architecture and training hyperparameters we used with the
Pulse2Pulse implementation.

TABLE II
PULSE2PULSE TRAINING HYPERPARAMETERS.

Hyperparameter Value
Batch size 32

Discriminator size 50
Generator size 50

Gradient penalty regularization factor 10
Learning rate 0.0001

Optimizer Adam
Training epochs 1,200

WaveGAN* is a WaveGAN-based [34] model that takes a
1D 100×1 random noise vector as input from a uniform dis-
tribution with a mean of 0 and standard deviation of 1. This
vector undergoes five deconvolution blocks, each consisting
of an up-sampling layer, a constant padding layer, a 1D-
convolution layer, and a ReLU activation function. The goal
is to produce a desired output of 5000× 8 samples, making
this implementation deeper than the original architecture for
synthesizing audio samples. Tab.III presents the architecture
and training hyperparameters we utilized in the WaveGAN*
implementation.

Our goal was to compare the metrics on the test when
adding signals from each architecture separately. We trained
cNVAE-ECG for 500 epochs on an A100 GPU, which took
about 89 hours. Next, we set the same time for training
the WaveGAN* and Pulse2Pulse architectures so that by
this time, we could compare the quality of the generated
signals by all three models. We made this comparison be-
cause running deep learning on GPUs is an environmentally
destructive process that leaves a large carbon footprint, so
getting the best results as early as possible is essential [35].

4) Evaluating how the quantity of initial data impacts
the quality of generated data: As an additional goal, we
tested how the amount of data in the training set affects
the performance of both the cNVAE-ECG model and its
competitors. Limited data, especially for GAN-like architec-
tures, is a significant challenge in machine learning, and a
class imbalance in the dataset can compound this issue. We
wanted to investigate how the volume of data across different
classes influences the quality of these models, particularly in
comparison to VAE-like architectures like cNVAE-ECG.

B. Dataset

One of the main subtasks was collecting and preparing
data for work with subsequent training of the model. We



TABLE III
WAVEGAN* TRAINING HYPERPARAMETERS.

Hyperparameter Value
Batch size 32

Discriminator size 50
Generator size 50

Gradient penalty regularization factor 10
Learning rate 0.0001

Optimizer Adam
Training epochs 1,350

used multiple datasets from the PhysioNet/CinC Challenge
2021 [4]. The first source is the data from Physikalisch-
Technische Bundesanstalt (PTB-XL) [36], consisting of
21837 12 lead clinical ECG recordings with a duration of
10 seconds and a frequency of 500 Hz each.

The second dataset is the Georgia database [37] repre-
senting records from the Southeastern United States and
containing 10344 samples, with each record between 5 and
10 seconds long with a sampling frequency of 500 Hz. The
third and final source is the Ningbo First Hospital (Ningbo)
database [38] containing 34905 ECGs, with each recording
being 10 seconds long with a sampling frequency of 500 Hz.

We used classes from the PTB-XL dataset for training
and evaluating binary classification and as a pre-train for
multi-label classification tasks since it is actively used in
publications [39]–[42] of ECG signals generation. We used
the remaining datasets to evaluate the quality of generated
signals in the second downstream task.

We selected and preprocessed the described data so that
each recording had a sampling rate of 500 Hz and was 10
seconds long. We chose the Myocardial Infarction (MI) for
the binary classification task since it is one of the largest
classes in the PTB-XL dataset other than Normal Sinus
Rhythm (NSR). For the multi-label classification task, to
test the ability to work with unbalanced medium-sized and
unpopular classes, we chose Left Axis Deviation (LAD), Left
Ventricular Hypertrophy (LVH), Atrial Fibrillation (AF), Si-
nus Tachycardia (STach), First-degree Atrioventricular Block
(IAVB), Sinus Bradycardia (SB) and T-Wave Abnormal
(TAb). Table I provides statistics of these seven classes
compared to NSR in the training part of PTB-XL for the
multi-label classification task. Also, we selected available
classes from this list among other datasets.

C. Classification Method and Evaluation Metric

As model architecture, we used an XResNet1d101 model
[43], a one-dimensional adaptation of a ResNet architec-
ture [44]. This architecture demonstrated the best results
on an ECG classification task, which was shown in [32].
XResNet1d, or 1D-implementation of XResNet, stands as a
notable evolution of the conventional ResNet architecture,
incorporating distinct features or tweaks contributing to
enhanced model performance. These tweaks include mod-
ifying the downsampling block of ResNet, adding extra
average pooling layers to prevent ignoring input feature
maps, and reducing the computational cost of convolutions
by changing the size and order of kernels. Tab.IV displays the

architecture and training hyperparameters used to implement
XResNet1d101. The architecture consists of four blocks with
3, 4, 23, and 3 layers. The training utilized the weighted
AdamW optimizer with a learning rate and weight decay set
at 1 × 10−3 for 50 epochs, and a batch size of 128 was
employed.

TABLE IV
XRESNET1D101 TRAINING HYPERPARAMETERS

Hyperparameter Value
Batch size 128

Training epochs 50
Block of layers 4

Layers in each block 3, 4, 23, 3
Learning rate 0.001

Optimizer AdamW
Weight decay 0.0123

Also, we closely followed the training and evaluation
methodology outlined in [32], where AUROC was used to es-
timate the quality of the model on the test set. Tab.V presents
the architecture and training hyperparameters utilized in the
cNVAE-ECG implementation. The hierarchy has three levels
in total; the size from the highest to the lowest levels were
5, 10, and 20, respectively. The number of channels in the
decoder and encoder is 12, and the number of pre-and post-
processing cells, as well as the number of conditional blocks
of the encoder and decoder, was 4. The algorithm was trained
for 500 epochs with a batch size of 64, with the Adamax
optimizer and learning rate equal 1× 1−3.

TABLE V
CNVAE-ECG TRAINING HYPERPARAMETERS

Hyperparameter Value
Training epochs 500

Batch size 64
Normalizing flows 0

Latent variable scales 3
Groups in each scale 5, 10, 20

Number of channels in encoder and decoder 12
Number of preprocess and postprocess cells 4

Number of cells in conditional encoder and decoder 4
Learning rate 0.001

Optimizer Adamax
Weight decay 0.01

Warmup period in epochs 5

V. EXPERIMENT RESULTS

A. Quantitative Results

1) Binary classification metrics with proportionally in-
creased entire training dataset: Fig. 2 shows that adding
data generated by the one-dimensional version of cNVAE-
ECG improves the quality of the metric on the test set, in
contrast to the 2D-cNVAE-ECG, which degrades the quality
of the AUROC. Moreover, in all cases, the result by one-
dimensional cNVAE-ECG is better than using WaveGAN*
and Pulse2Pulse models. The best metrics are achieved by
adding generated data with a proportion of 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, and
0.9, with the most increase of 1.5% compared to the AUROC
value without any data addition. This result can be explained



TABLE VI
AUROC VALUES (%) ON GEORGIA DATASET DEPENDING ON PRETRAIN STRATEGY, AVERAGED BY PROPORTIONS.

Class name No pretrain Original data Proposed (cNVAE-ECG) WaveGAN* Pulse2Pulse
LAD 93.80 94.67 95.23 95.19 93.98
TAb 89.77 92.07 92.40 91.23 88.40
LVH 92.51 97.33 97.99 96.30 94.45
AF 91.26 93.15 93.67 91.44 90.71

STach 98.46 99.43 99.39 98.99 98.37
SB 86.70 88.19 87.99 86.42 83.97

IAVB 91.18 93.81 93.17 92.26 89.73

TABLE VII
AUROC VALUES (%) ON NINGBO DATASET DEPENDING ON PRETRAIN STRATEGY, AVERAGED BY PROPORTIONS.

Class name No pretrain Original data Proposed (cNVAE-ECG) WaveGAN* Pulse2Pulse
LAD 97.79 97.84 98.02 97.73 97.62
TAb 88.86 89.55 89.65 89.59 88.55
LVH 91.58 91.63 92.08 90.73 89.67

STach 98.49 99.02 99.50 99.07 99.05
SB 99.71 99.80 99.79 99.74 99.71

IAVB 96.74 97.56 97.38 97.24 96.38

by the fact that adding a small proportion of generated data
introduces regularization, making the model more robust
when working with ECG signals, and large proportions, due
to the more significant amount of data, generally improve
the model’s ability to capture patterns in the signals.

Fig. 2. Values of AUROC on the PTB-XL test set for each proportion using
four different enrichment methods of both classes in the training dataset.

2) Binary classification metrics with proportionally in-
creased Myocardial Infarction class: Only generated signals
of the Myocardial Infarction class with a given proportion to
lower imbalance were added to the training set. The results
are shown in the Fig. 3. Increasing only the Myocardial
infarction in the training set demonstrates the best AUROC
with small proportions, with the most significant increase
of 1.8% compared to the AUROC value without any data
addition. Then, the metric value gradually decreases but still
shows better results than without generated data addition.
Generally, augmenting a smaller class and reducing the

original imbalance with new objects improves the classi-
fication metric, except for the 2D-cNVAE-ECG. However,
as the proportions of the Myocardial infarction increase,
the AUROC decreases. This decrease may mean that the
models could only partially capture the distribution of the
Myocardial infarction due to class imbalance with the limited
number of unique signals of this pathology represented in the
dataset.

Fig. 3. Values of AUROC on the PTB-XL test set for each proportion
using four different enrichment methods of the Myocardial Infarction class
in the training dataset.

3) Multi-label classification metrics for each proportion
of Georgia training dataset: Table VI shows that using
a pretrain for the Georgia dataset generally improves the
model quality for all classes. Particularly, pretrain enriched
with cNVAE-ECG shows the best results among GAN-like
methods, surpassing basic pretrain for the four most popular
(according to Table I) classes in the cNVAE-ECG training



(a) (b)
Fig. 4. Real (a) and generated by cNVAE-ECG (b) ECG signal for Normal
class.

(a) (b)
Fig. 5. Real (a) and generated by cNVAE-ECG (b) ECG signal for
Myocardial infarction.

set. This observation suggests that cNVAE-ECG captured
the dependencies for rare classes less strongly than for the
more popular ones. Additionally, in some cases Pulse2Pulse
and WaveGAN* models produces worse results than without
using pre-training at all.

4) Multi-label classification metrics for each proportion
of Ningbo training dataset: Table VII shows that for most
classes, adding results generated by cNVAE-ECG and GAN-
like models gives an acceptable increase in quality on the
Ningbo test set compared to metrics without pretrain. The
cNVAE-ECG model again shows the best result on all
classes compared to the other generative methods. However,
it results worse in rare classes, such as SB and IAVB, than
with the original pretrain. Considering the previous results,
we can conclude that cNVAE-ECG does not have enough
data from these classes to generate ECG signals of these
types successfully.

B. Qualitative Results

Although the main goal was to improve classification
metrics on downstream tasks, obtaining data similar to ECG
signals and reflecting the training set distribution and diver-
sity was also essential. Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 show the example of
generated ECG signals for Normal and Myocardial infarction
classes, respectively, and the closest actual signal from the
training set. Although the generated signals by cNVAE-ECG
have some artifacts, they display the distribution of both
classes, thereby showing that the cNVAE-ECG model can
generate plausible ECG signals. Also, we provided a more
detailed comparison of one heartbeat for the lead I of Normal
ECG in Fig. 6. It suggests that the cNVAE-ECG successfully
reproduces the core structure and characteristics of the real
ECG signal, such as P, Q, R, S, and T peaks [45].

Fig. 6. Comparison between real and generated one heartbeat of Lead I
for the Normal class.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We developed a cNVAE-ECG model to generate ECG
signals with 12 leads and a standard 10-second duration
based on NVAE architecture. We also tested the quality of
generated signals on two downstream tasks: binary pathology
classification task and multi-label classification using transfer
learning. We compared the results with the existing methods
for generating ECG signals based on GANs, namely Wave-
GAN* and Pulse2Pulse, and a two-dimensional version of
cNVAE-ECG. For the binary classification task, we checked
the improvement of test metrics when adding generated data
to the training set: proportional enrichment of the entire
training dataset and enrichment of only classes with few
examples.

Adding both generated classes proportionally to the orig-
inal data distribution improved the test metric, showing
the best result compared to no data addition and among
GAN-like models, as did adding only positive examples
to eliminate class imbalance. These results show that it is
essential to enrich not only the classes with a small number
of examples but also the larger classes so that the model
can more accurately and deeply reflect the dependencies in
the data. It is also essential to consider the data proportions,
focusing on small proportions to add only positive classes
and considerable proportions to enrich both classes.



Also, we pretrained a classifier on the PTB-XL dataset
for seven medium-sized and unpopular classes for the multi-
label classification task. After that, we retrained the obtained
model in different variations: without pre-train, using original
pretrain, and with pretrain augmented with data generated by
used generative models. We selected the Georgia and Ningbo
datasets for retraining, calculated the quality, and compared
the mean results by the proportions of these datasets. Metrics
demonstrated that adding generated data by the cNVAE-
ECG model gives a better gain in metrics, especially among
GAN-like architectures, than without pretrain. However, the
metric values obtained when solving downstream tasks are
lower for rare classes in the training dataset than those
without adding the generated signals. These results suggest
the potential for developing VAE-based generative methods
for underrepresented classes.

Despite the noise and artifacts, the generated data is
similar to ECG signals, preserving their properties and
diversity. Considering the described results, we plan to have
these data validated by medical professionals to ensure its
accuracy and applicability. Following validation, we plan to
conduct pilot projects using the generated data to test the
algorithms in real-world scenarios, incorporating federated
learning techniques [46]. These projects aim to advance the
field in automatic ECG analysis, developing approaches that
show promising results on actual data and revile improved
generalization capabilities.
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