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Abstract. Remote photoplethysmography (rPPG) offers a novel ap-
proach to noninvasive monitoring of vital signs, such as respiratory rate,
utilizing a camera. Although several supervised and self-supervised meth-
ods have been proposed, they often fail to accurately reconstruct the
PPG signal, particularly in distinguishing between systolic and diastolic
components. Their primary focus tends to be solely on extracting heart
rate, which may not accurately represent the complete PPG signal. To
address this limitation, this paper proposes a novel deep learning ar-
chitecture using Generative Adversarial Networks by introducing multi-
discriminators to extract rPPG signals from facial videos. These discrim-
inators focus on the time domain, the frequency domain, and the second
derivative of the original time domain signal. The discriminator inte-
grates four loss functions: variance loss to mitigate local minima caused
by noise; dynamic time warping loss to address local minima induced by
alignment and sequences of variable lengths; Sparsity Loss for heart rate
adjustment, and Variance Loss to ensure a uniform distribution across
the desired frequency domain and time interval between systolic and
diastolic phases of the PPG signal.

Keywords: Remote Photoplethysmography, Face Recognition,GAN

1 Introduction

Continuously monitoring vital signs without interrupting patients is crucial in
healthcare. Traditional methods (e.g., contact PPG, ECG) limit comfort and
hygiene due to skin contact [21]. The combination of computer vision and deep
learning has paved the way for remote photoplethysmography (rPPG), a revo-
lutionary method to measure physiological data without physical contact [38].
Remote photoplethysmography (rPPG) leverages cameras to capture minute
changes in facial color [27]. These variations translate into an rPPG signal, which
acts like a contactless version of the traditional PPG signal. This allows for the
measurement of vital signs such as heart rate (HR) [29,30]. Early rPPG research
relied on manual methods for processing the signal and extracting key features.
However, with the rise of deep learning, researchers have developed supervised
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and unsupervised techniques. These techniques utilize various network architec-
tures and training methods to estimate rPPG signals directly from facial video
data[4,43,35,8].

Current deep learning methods for rPPG excel in estimating heart rate and
some aspects of heart rate variability, but struggle to capture the full details of
the PPG signal waveform. This includes important features such as systolic and
diastolic waves. Although these methods are promising, they need improvement
to accurately represent the complete picture of physiological information. To
address this limitation, we propose a new deep learning architecture called Swin-
AUnet. This approach uses a generative adversarial network (GAN) to create
rPPG signals that mimic the shape and features of real PPG signals. Our system
analyzes the signal in multiple ways, including its timing, frequency, and rate of
change. By considering these different aspects and incorporating physiological
knowledge, Swin-AUnet can capture the finer details of the PPG waveform,
including the peaks and valleys that correspond to systolic and diastolic blood
pressure.

It is important to note that our method is supervised, as it relies
on ground truth PPG signals during training to guide the learning
process and ensure accurate rPPG estimation.

Our main contributions in this paper are as follows: 1) Our system analyzes
the rPPG signal in multiple ways, including its timing (original signal and its
rate of change) and frequency content. This comprehensive analysis helps the
model create a more accurate representation of the PPG signal. Notably, we’re
the first to incorporate the second derivative of the PPG signal for rPPG esti-
mation from facial videos. 2) We employ a combination of loss functions in both
the time and frequency domains. These functions guide the model during train-
ing, ensuring that it prioritizes key aspects such as accurate timing, distribution
of information between frequencies, and sparsity (appropriate heart rate). Al-
though using multiple functions might seem complex, each one plays a specific
role in achieving a faithful reconstruction. 3) We incorporate Dynamic Time
Warping (DTW) as a loss function. This helps align the reconstructed rPPG
signal with the real PPG signal, even if there are slight shifts over time. This
makes the model more robust to variations in the PPG waveform. 4) We use
a wavelet transform to analyze the frequency content of the PPG signal. This
allows us to examine both high-frequency and low-frequency components simul-
taneously, providing a richer understanding of the signal’s behavior. The specific
wavelet function used (DB4 in our case) is chosen because it closely resembles
the patterns observed in PPG signals. This allows it to effectively capture the
key features that differentiate a real PPG signal from a remote one. 5) Previous
rPPG research often focused solely on heart rate, which does not provide a com-
plete picture of cardiovascular health. In contrast, our approach uses a second
derivative loss function to capture the shape and features of the PPG waveform.
This allows for the reconstruction of crucial details like the systolic and diastolic
phases, offering valuable insights into the condition of the blood vessel and other
hemodynamic parameters.
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Fig. 1. (A) The proposed architecture (GAN) includes one generator and three dis-
criminators: one for the time domain, one for the frequency domain, and one for the
second derivative of the time domain signal. (B) Dynamic Time Warping (DTW) il-
lustrates that time series are vertically shifted; however, the ranges of feature values
(y-axis values) remain consistent or aligned. (C) Sparsity Loss is used for heart rate
adjustment, and Variance Loss ensures a uniform distribution across the desired fre-
quency domain and the time interval between systolic and diastolic phases of the PPG
signal.

2 Related Work

2.1 Traditional

Verkruysse et al. [38] pioneered the use of remote photoplethysmography (rPPG)
for physiological measurement in 2008. Since then, various conventional hand-
crafted methodologies have been developed in the field. Unlike simple averaging
of color channels throughout the detected facial area, more effective techniques to
extract subtle rPPG signals involve selective integration of information from dif-
ferent color channels [27,28] and specific regions of interest (ROI). Furthermore,
adaptive temporal filtering techniques, as proposed by Li et al. [13], have also
contributed to signal recovery. To enhance the signal-to-noise ratio of recovered
rPPG signals, various signal decomposition methods have been introduced, in-
cluding Independent Component Analysis (ICA) [27] and matrix completion [37].
Moreover, color space projection methods like chrominance subspace[6] and skin-
orthogonal space [40] have been developed to address challenges related to skin
tone and head motion. While these approaches have made notable progress in
the early stages, they still have limitations. Specifically, they require empirical
knowledge to design components, such as hyperparameters in signal processing
filtering, and lack supervised learning models that can handle data variations,
particularly in demanding environments with significant interference.
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2.2 Supervised

In recent years, deep learning (DL) techniques for remote photoplethysmography
(rPPG) measurement have gained significant traction. Studies [4,33,15,26,11]
have utilized 2D convolutional neural networks (2DCNN) with two consecutive
video frames as input to accurately estimate rPPG. Other DL-based approaches
[24,18,23,19,7] have used spatial-temporal signal maps from various facial re-
gions as input for 2DCNN models. Furthermore, 3DCNN-based methods aim to
enhance performance, especially for compressed videos [43,8]. These supervised
methods require both facial videos and ground truth physiological signals for
training.

Recently, Wang et al. [39] proposed a self-supervised rPPG method that does
not require ground truth signals during training. However, these studies focus
on the estimation of heart rate rather than reconstructing the PPG signal.

2.3 Unsupervised

Gideon et al.[8] introduced the first unsupervised rPPG method, eliminating the
need for ground truth signals during training. Although groundbreaking, this
method shows lower accuracy compared to supervised approaches and is more
susceptible to external noise. Subsequent unsupervised techniques[35,36,32,42,45]
rely solely on facial videos for training, achieving performance comparable to su-
pervised methods without the need for ground truth signals. This reduces the
substantial costs associated with collecting ground truth data. However, unsu-
pervised learning in rPPG faces challenges with bias and distinguishing between
different PPG signals, often estimating the same heart rate for multiple users
despite variations in PPG signal shapes.

3 Approach

3.1 Generator: Swin-AttentionUnet (Swin-AUnet)

The proposed generator combines elements from U-Net, the Swin Transformer,
and an attention gate mechanism to reconstruct 2D rPPG signals from 3D facial
video inputs. This architecture is motivated by U-Net’s success in capturing spa-
tial and temporal dependencies, which is essential for accurately modeling rPPG
signals. However, adapting U-Net for this task required several modifications to
accommodate the input-output dimensional difference.

In our encoder, facial frames are divided into patches and processed through
Swin Transformer blocks and patch merging layers to construct hierarchical fea-
ture representations. The decoder utilizes a patch-expanding layer for upsam-
pling deep features and a Swin Transformer block to refine features and capture
spatial dependencies. The attention gate mechanism replaces traditional skip
connections, focusing on relevant facial regions and capturing temporal depen-
dencies to aid rPPG signal extraction.



rPPG-SysDiaGAN 5

Fig. 2. Network structure: a) Generator: Unet with incorporating Attention Gate and
Swin-transformer-V2. b) Attention Gate: capturing temporal dependencies and focus-
ing on relevant facial regions to capture rPPG signal, c) Swin transformer(V2

with additional MLP layer.

To enhance feature learning, we incorporate Swin Transformer V2, which
employs scaled cosine attention to compute attention logits between pixel pairs,
along with additional modifications like an extra MLP layer.

While the current architecture shows promise, we recognize the need for
exploring alternative models tailored specifically for rPPG signal reconstruction
from facial videos. Future iterations may involve investigating specialized CNN
architectures or transformer-based models to better suit the requirements of this
task. The choice of architecture will be carefully evaluated based on its ability to
model the input-output relationship effectively and capture relevant spatial and
temporal information. (See Figures 2 and Figure 1 for visual representations of
the architecture.)

The scaled cosine attention mechanism in Swin Transformer V2 is defined by
the equation:

Sim(qi, kj) =
cos(qi, kj)

τ
+Bij

Here, Bij represents the positional relationship bias between pixels i and j,
and τ is a trainable scalar unique for each head and layer, not shared between
them [16].

By integrating the Swin Transformer, the attention gate, and the architec-
tural modifications, our Swin-AUnet generator aims to effectively reconstruct the
rPPG signal from facial videos, capturing the intricate morphological features
of the ground-truth PPG waveform [9,17,16].

Regarding the motivation behind using a U-Net architecture, we
clarify that while the input is a 3D signal (H × W × T) and the
output is a 2D signal (Amplitude × T), we apply spatial global average



6 B. Adami, N. Karimian

pooling after the final layer of the U-Net to extract the 2D rPPG
signal. This adaptation allows the network to effectively process the
3D input signal and generate the desired 2D output, leveraging U-
Net’s strengths in capturing both spatial and temporal dependencies.

3.2 Multi-Discriminators

To preserve the time and frequency information on the generated rPPG signal,
we use PatchGAN discriminators. Also, to generate more realistic rPPG signal
we have a discriminator to distinguish between the second derivative of PPG
signal (SDPPG) and generated rPPG signal (Figure 1). The purpose of SDPPG
is to capture the onset, systolic and diastolic peaks of PPG signals (See Figure 3-
left). The frequency discriminator will evaluate frequency spectra of PPG signal
and reconstruct (rPPG) such as heart rate and respiratory rate and frequency
spectra of systolic, notch, and diastolic peaks.

The motivation behind using multiple discriminators comes from the need to
capture different aspects of the rPPG signal, ensuring that the generated wave-
form successfully mimics the ground-truth morphology PPG signal. By using
discriminators in the time domain, frequency domain, and second derivative of
the time domain, we can effectively evaluate the quality of the reconstructed
signal from various perspectives. This multidiscriminator approach helps to en-
force consistency and fidelity across different signal representations, leading to
a more accurate and robust estimation of the rPPG.

Time Domain The PatchGAN discriminator is designed to work on sequential
data (time series signals) and is trained to distinguish between real PPG and
generated rPPG patches (Dt in Figure 1). The time domain discriminator is
capable of handling the temporal nature of PPG signals.We use recurrent layers
or 1D convolution layers to capture the temporal dependencies within the signal.

Frequency Domain The wavelet transform decomposes the PPG signal into
various scales using a single mathematical operation. This allows us to examine
both high-frequency and low-frequency components simultaneously, providing
a richer understanding of the signal’s behavior. The optimal mother wavelet
function selection depends on the morphology of PPG signal. In this study, the
DB4 wavelet transform demonstrated superior performance because it closely
resembles the patterns observed in PPG signals. This can be attributed to its
ability to decompose the signal into various frequency scales (as illustrated in
Fig. 3), which effectively captures the key features that differentiate a true PPG
signal from a remote one.

Second Derivative of Time Domain Signal Previous research on remote
photoplethysmography (rPPG) has primarily focused on heart rate extraction,
which may not accurately reflect the morphology of the ground truth PPG sig-
nal. Heart rate alone offers limited information about the cardiovascular system
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and does not provide insight into blood vessel conditions, heart rhythm irregular-
ities, or other detailed hemodynamic parameters. In contrast, PPG morphology
provides detailed information about the cardiovascular system, including pulse
wave velocity, arterial stiffness, and peripheral vascular disease. By analyzing
the shape and features of the PPG waveform, it is possible to detect arrhyth-
mias, heart rate variability, and other cardiac events that are not discernible
by heart rate alone. This study is the first to attempt to extract not only the
heart rate but also the morphology of the PPG signal using a second derivative
loss function, which can effectively mimic the systolic and diastolic phases of
the PPG waveform. Derivatives play a crucial role in enhancing the examination
of PPG signals, particularly in peak identification. The first derivative of the
PPG signal indicates important events, such as systolic and diastolic peaks [14]
(Figure 3-right). Although the second derivative of the PPG (SDPPG) may ex-
hibit different values and peak positions compared to the original PPG signal,
understanding and interpreting these changes are essential for gaining insights
into distinctive PPG features [22]. Additionally, the PPG waveform comprises
one systolic wave and one diastolic wave, whereas the second derivative wave-
form includes four systolic waves (a, b, c, and d waves) and one diastolic wave
(e wave) [22] (See Figure 3-left).

Fig. 3. Right:Wavelet analysis of PPG signal reveals frequency components (0.5-5 Hz)
through decomposition and reconstruction. Left: Second Derivative of PPG (SDPPG)
displays distinct systolic (a, b, c, d) and diastolic (e) waves compared to the original
PPG waveform.

The PatchGAN architecture, used for all discriminators, is a modification of
the standard discriminator architecture, providing fine-grained feedback at the
patch level [3](Figure 1). Operating at a local patch level, the PatchGAN dis-
criminator uses segmented PPG windows as input in the time domain, frequency
domain, and second derivative of the time domain signal instead of making a
single decision for the entire signal [3].
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3.3 Loss Function

The discriminator improves performance by integrating four loss functions: vari-
ance loss for noise reduction, dynamic time warping (DTW) loss for alignment,
sparsity loss for heart rate adjustment, and variance loss for maintaining a con-
sistent distribution and time interval in the PPG signal frequency domain.

Sparsity Loss Sparsity Loss improves heart rate precision by considering time,
frequency, and the second derivative of the signal in the time domain [32]. It
quantifies the sum of absolute amplitudes of discrete time signals (x[n]) within
specified intervals:

Lstime
=

N∑
n=a

|x[n]| (1)

Lssd =

N∑
n=a

|x′′[n]| (2)

In the frequency domain, Sparsity Loss (Lsfreq
) is a weighted sum around the

spectral peak frequency:

Lsfreq
=

∑argmax(F )−∆F
i=a Fi +

∑b
argmax(F )+∆F Fi∑b

i=a Fi

(3)

These losses minimize non-significant amplitudes, highlight specific frequency
components, and emphasize sharp changes in the second derivative, guiding the
model to prioritize crucial periodic components associated with the pulse.

Variance Loss Variance loss distinguishes between generated rPPG and actual
PPG signals in the time domain (original signal and second derivative) and in
the frequency domain (wavelet db4) [32]. The loss function is:

Ldomain =
1

d

d∑
i=1

(CDFi(Qdomain)− CDFi(Pdomain))
2 (4)

where d is the number of frequencies, and CDFi(Qdomain) and CDFi(Pdomain)
are the Cumulative Distribution Functions of the predicted rPPG and ground
truth PPG, respectively. This loss captures distributional differences and main-
tains uniformity across the desired frequency domain and time intervals.

Soft Dynamic Time Warping Loss (Soft-DTW) Soft Dynamic TimeWarp-
ing (SoftDTW) [5] is a differentiable loss for comparing time-series data. It mea-
sures the similarity between PPG (x1, ..., xn) ∈ Rp×n and rPPG (y1, ..., ym) ∈
Rp×m:

DTW (x, y) := min
A∈An,m

⟨A,∆(x, y)⟩ (5)
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where ∆(x, y) = [δ(xi, yi)]i,j ∈ Rn×m is the cost matrix. The soft-minimum
operator is defined as:

min
γ

(a1, ..., an) =

{
mini ai if γ = 0

−γ log
∑

i e
−ai/γ if γ > 0

(6)

leading to:

dtwγ(x, y) =

(
∂∆(x, y)

∂x

)T

A∗ (7)

and for γ > 0:

▽xdtwγ(x, y) =

(
∂∆(x, y)

∂x

)T

Eγ [A] (8)

The final loss function is Loss(x, y) = dtwγ(x, y).

Final Loss The combined loss function Ltotal is a weighted sum of individual
losses:

Ltotal = α(Ltime) + β(Lfreq) + γ(Lsd)

= α(LDTW (t) + Lsparsity(t) + Lvariance(t))

+ β(Lsparsity(freq) + Lvariance(freq))

+ γ(LDTW (sd) + Lsparsity(sd) + Lvariance(sd))

where α, β, and γ are loss coefficients for Dtime, Dfreq, and Dsd. Weighting
these losses improves performance by guiding the model to explore frequencies
and spatial time within video data, aiming for better representation features
resembling real PPG signals. Incorporating these complementary loss functions
significantly enhances the model’s ability to reproduce intricate PPG signal fea-
tures, including systolic and diastolic components.

During training, we adjusted the weights of the loss functions to enhance the
performance of the model. We prioritized accurate PPG waveform reconstruction
by increasing the time-domain loss weight (α = 1.5) and slightly reducing the
frequency-domain weight (β = 0.8). Additionally, we raised the second derivative
loss weight (γ = 1.2) to improve the detection of systolic and diastolic peaks.
These adjustments were guided by validation results and qualitative waveform
analysis.

4 Experiments

4.1 Dataset

In our project, we conducted an assessment using five well-established remote
photoplethysmography (rPPG) datasets, encompassing both RGB and near-
infrared (NIR) videos captured in diverse scenarios. The datasets selected for
analysis are PURE [34], UBFC-rPPG [2], OBF [12], MR-NIRP [20], and MMSE-
HR [46].
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– PURE: It comprises video recordings of 10 subjects, each captured in 6
sessions lasting approximately 1 minute. The raw video data was collected
at 30 frames per second (fps).

– UBFC-rPPG: This data set consists of 1-minute video recordings from 42
subjects captured at 30 frames per second (fps). To ensure data quality,
head movement was minimized while subjects participated in a time-sensitive
math game designed to elevate their heart rates

– OBF: This dataset consists of videos from 100 healthy subjects recorded
both before and after exercises.

– MR-NIRP: This dataset encompasses NIR videos from eight subjects in sta-
tionary or motion tasks [25,20].

– MMSE-HR: This data set, comprising 102 videos from 40 subjects recorded
during emotion elicitation experiments was used. This data set presents chal-
lenges due to the participation of spontaneous facial expressions and head
motions [46].

4.2 Preprocessing

The process starts by pre-processing original videos to extract the facial region.
Facial landmarks are generated using OpenFace [1], and a boundary box is de-
fined based on these landmarks. This bounding box, which encompasses facial
features, is applied to crop the face from the video. The resulting face crops are
resized to 128× 128 pixels as inputs from the Swin-AUnet generator.

4.3 Evaluation Metrics

Similar to previous studies [43,24,31,18], we evaluated our model’s performance
by comparing its estimated heart rate (HR) with ground truth data from various
datasets. The HR evaluation metrics included mean absolute error (MAE), root
mean squared error (RMSE) and Pearson’s correlation coefficient (R), following
the approaches in [31,8].

In addition to these metrics for HR, we assessed the quality of the recon-
structed rPPG signals by comparing them to the ground-truth PPG signal us-
ing several quantitative metrics. This comprehensive approach provides a fuller
picture of the reconstructed rPPG signal’s accuracy, beyond methods focusing
solely on HRV. Pearson’s correlation coefficient (ρ) measures how closely PPG
signals and their reconstructed versions (rPPG) correlate, ranging from 0 (weak
correlation) to 1 (strong correlation).

ρ =
(yPPG − ȳPPG)

T
(yrPPG − ȳrPPG)

|yPPG − ȳPPG|2 |yrPPG − ȳrPPG|2
(9)

where yPPG and yrPPG represent the original PPG signal and its recon-
structed version, respectively. The function ||∗||2 denotes the Euclidean distance.

The Fréchet distance (FD) assesses the similarity between two curves, con-
sidering both the location and the order of points. It compares the original PPG
waveform (ground truth) with its rPPG signal.
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FD = min (max i ∈ Q (d (yPPGi
, yrPPGi

))) , Q = [1,m] (10)

FD relies on Euclidean distance (d(∗)) to measure the similarity between
ground truth PPG and rPPG waveforms. Additionally, RMSE measures the av-
erage magnitude of the differences between the ground truth PPG signal and its
reconstructed rPPG signal. Our work distinguishes itself from previous research
by directly evaluating the similarity between the reconstructed rPPG signal and
the ground truth PPG signal. Previous approaches primarily focused on heart
rate extraction, not the fidelity of the reconstructed signal itself.

Fig. 4. Comparison of different loss functions (Sparsity Loss, Variance Loss, Dynamic
Time Warping, and Combined) across various time derivatives (0.5 and 5.0 seconds).
The table shows the performance of each loss function in capturing temporal patterns
and handling time series data.

4.4 Implementation Details

We evaluated our model using within-dataset and cross-dataset testing. For
within-dataset, we split each dataset into training (first 40 seconds of video) and
testing (remaining video). For cross-dataset, we trained on one entire dataset
and tested on a different dataset. The Swin-AUnet model was trained on 2x
NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPUs, using the Adam optimizer with a 0.001 learning rate
over 400 epochs.

4.5 Results

We have trained our Swin-AUnet architecture with a multidiscriminator on five
different datasets and evaluated the performance. According to Table 1, our
model has a significant improvement in measuring HR across different datasets.
Swin-AUnet imporve HR measurement in UBFC by 18% than Dual-GAN [18],
71. 95% in the PURE dataset than Dual-GAN [18], 3. 92% in the OBF dataset
than Contrast-phys [35] and Contrast-phys+, 61.96% in MR-NIRP than Pulse-
GAN [31], and 27.04% in MMSE-HR than the PhysNet model [43]. For the
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cross-dataset testing scenario, we train on UBFC-rPPG and test on the MMSE-
HR dataset(Table 2). Also, for intra-cross validation, we train and test on the
MMSE-HR dataset (Table 2). Our results show that the Swin-AUnet successfully
improves performance on both cross-dataset and intra-dataset. The MAE im-
proved by 44.31% than Contrast-phys+ [36] in cross-dataset validation for UBFC
and MMSE-HR datasets, and 79.27% than Contrast-phys+ [36] in intra-dataset
validation for MMSE-HR dataset. In Figure 4, we compare the ground truth
PPG signal against the rPPG signal generated using Swin-AUnet. Notably, our

Methood
UBFC-rPPG PURE OBF MR-NIRP (NIR) MMSE-HR

MAE
(bpm)

RMSE
(bpm)

R
MAE
(bpm)

RMSE
(bpm)

R
MAE
(bpm)

RMSE
(bpm)

R
MAE
(bpm)

RMSE
(bpm)

R
MAE
(bpm)

RMSE
(bpm)

R

GREEN [38] 7.5 14.41 0.62 - - - - 2.162 0.99 - - - - - -2

ICA [27] 5.17 11.76 0.65 - - - - 2.73 0.98 - - - - - -

CHROM [6] 2.37 4.91 0.89 2.07 9.92 0.99 - 2.733 0.98 - - - - 13.97 0.55

2SR [41] - - - 2.44 3.06 0.98 - - - - - - - - -

POS [40] 4.05 8.75 0.78 - - - - 1.906 0.991 - - - - - -

Meta-rPPG [10] 5.97 7.42 0.53 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Dual-GAN [18] 0.44 0.67 0.99 0.82 1.31 0.99 - - - - - - - - -

PhysNet [43] - - - 2.1 2.6 0.99 - 1.812 0.992 3.07 7.55 0.655 1.22 4.49 0.94

rPPGNet [43] - - - - - - - 1.8 0.992 - - - - - -

Contrast-Phys [35] 0.64 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.4 0.99 0.51 1.39 0.994 2.68 4.77 0.85 - - -

PulseGAN [31] 1.19 2.10 0.98 - - - - - - - - - 7.5 14.41 0.62

Nowara2021 [26] - - - - - - - - - 2.34 4.46 0.85 - - -

Gideon2021 [8] 1.85 4.28 0.93 2.3 2.9 0.99 2.83 7.88 0.825 4.75 9.14 0.61 3.98 9.65 0.85

Contrast-phys+ [36] 0.64 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.40 0.99 0.51 1.39 0.994 2.68 4.77 0.85 3.83 0.96 3.72

PhysFormer [44] - - - - - - - 0.804 0.998 - - - 1.48 4.22 0.95

Swin-AUnet(Ours) 0.36↓ 0.51↓ 0.99↑ 0.23↓ 0.36↓ 0.99↑ 0.49↓ 0.51↓ 0.99↑ 0.89↓ 0.74↓ 0.99↑ 0.89↓ 0.75↓ 0.99↑
Table 1. HR results. The best results are in bold.

model adeptly produces an rPPG signal that precisely reconstructs the morphol-
ogy features of the PPG signal, encompassing both systolic and diastolic phases.
As can be seen in Table 3, our proposed Swin-AUnet outperformed compared to

Method
Cross-dataset(UBFC → MMSE-HR) Intra-dataset(MMSE-HR→ MMSE-HR)
MAE(bpm) RMSE(bpm) R MAE(bpm) RMSE(bpm) R

CHROM [6] - 13.97 0.55 - 13.97 0.55

PhysNet [43] 2.04 6.85 0.86 1.22 4.49 0.94

PhysFormer [44] 2.68 7.01 0.86 1.48 4.22 0.95

Contrast-Phys [36]
(supervised)

1.76 5.34 0.92 1.11 3.83 0.96

Contrast-Phys [36]
(semi-spervised)

2.30 6.32 0.89 1.20 3.89 0.96

Contrast-Phys [35]
(unsupervised)

2.43 7.34 0.86 1.82 6.69 0.87

Gideon2021 [8] 4.10 11.55 0.70 3.98 9.65 0.85

Swin-AUnet(ours) 0.98↓ 1.16↓ 0.96↑ 0.23↓ 0.95↓ 0.99↑
Table 2. Cross-dataset and intra-dataset HR. The best results are in bold.
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Contrast-phys [35] and Dual-GAN [18]. Our proposed model achieved a ρ value
of 0.915 indicating a strong correlation between the reconstructed rPPG signal
and the PPG signal. Moreover, low values of RMSE (0.167) and FD (0.248)
demonstrate the strong similarity between ground truth PPG and rPPG. More-
over, the low RSME and FD support the diversity of the rPPG signal extracted
from facial video. Compared to Contrast-phys [35] and Dual-GAN [18], our pro-
posed model has improved the mean and standard division by more than 40%.

Models
RMSE FD ρ
µ σ µ σ µ σ

Swin-AUnet 0.167 0.059 0.248 0.185 0.915 0.057
Contrast-phys [35] 0.469 0.279 0.538 0.225 0.621 0.251
Dual-GAN [18] 0.356 0.346 0.471 0.118 0.703 0.117

Table 3. Comparison of rPPG signal estimation with previous work - µ and σ are mean
and standard deviation, respectively. The evaluation is based on how our proposed
model resembles ground truth PPG based on Swin-AUnet compared to other methods.
The results are demonstrated based on average across five different datasets.

4.6 Ablation Study

To analyze the contribution of each component in our proposed framework, we
perform an ablation study evaluating the performance of the model with different
combinations of loss functions and architectural modifications. Table 4 presents
the results of this study on the MMSE-HR data set. The results in Table 4
demonstrate the effectiveness of each loss component in improving the model
performance. The variance loss helps distinguish between real and generated sig-
nals, leading to a significant reduction in MAE and RMSE. The loss of dynamic
time warping (DTW) further enhances the temporal alignment of the predicted
rPPG signal, resulting in improved correlation with ground truth. The sparsity
loss helps to adjust the heart rate by promoting sparse representations, while
the variance loss ensures a consistent distribution across the desired frequency
domain and time intervals between the systolic and diastolic phases. Figure 4
presents qualitative visualizations of the predicted rPPG signals with different
loss combinations. The baseline model struggles with accurately capturing the
waveform shape, but as we add variance, DTW, sparsity, and variance losses,
the predicted signal increasingly resembles the ground truth, faithfully repro-
ducing systolic and diastolic peaks. The ablation study shows the benefits of the
architectural modifications of our model. Incorporating the Swin Transformer
module helps capture long-range dependencies in the input video, enhancing
performance. The attention gate further improves the model’s focus on relevant
facial regions for rPPG estimation, resulting in additional gains. While a simple
convolutional network could suffice, we found the U-Net architecture, with its
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skip connections and multi-scale feature fusion, more effective in mapping facial
videos to rPPG signals. The U-Net’s encoder-decoder structure extracts rele-
vant features at various scales, combining them to produce the rPPG output.
The ablation study also examines the impact of including the second derivative
of the time domain signal in the loss functions. Figure 4 compares the pre-
dicted rPPG signal with and without second derivative losses (LvSD, LsSD, and
LDTWSD

). The inclusion of these losses results in a smoother and more defined
rPPG waveform, especially in the diastolic phase, capturing subtle signal changes
and yielding a more accurate representation of systolic and diastolic peaks. This
improvement is reflected in lower MAE and RMSE values with the complete loss
function combination, including the second derivative terms (marked with ⋆ in
Table 4).

Loss functions (T,F) MAE ↓ RMSE ↓ FD ↑

LvT + LvF 20.32 30.5 0.547
LsT + LsF 40.03 48.63 0.569
LDTW 38.2 47.32 0.426
LvT + LvF + LsT + LsF + LDTW 35.32 45.2 0.462

Loss functions (T,F,SD) MAE ↓ RMSE ↓ FD ↑

LvT + LvF + LvSD 12.54 29.4 0.641
LsT + LsF + LsSD 38.96 45.78 0.531
LDTW + LDTWSD 36.43 44.95 0.567
LvT + LvF + LvSD + LsT + LsF + LsSD + LDTW + LDTWSD⋆ 0.89 0.75 0.248

Comparison of different architectures with final loss: MAE ↓ RMSE ↓ FD ↑

U-Net 2.54 3.03 0.302
U-Net + ST 3.61 3.02 0.298
U-Net + AG 3.25 2.94 0.296
U-Net + ST + AG 0.89 0.75 0.248

Table 4. Ablation study on the MMSE-HR dataset. ↓ and ↑ denote if lower or higher
values are preferred. T and F represent the time and frequency domains. LvT , LvF are
variance losses; LsT , LsF are sparsity losses. LDTW is Dynamic Time Warping loss.
’Second derivative’ refers to the time domain’s second derivative signal. LvSD, LsSD

are variance and sparsity losses for this derivative. LDTWSD is the DTW loss for this
derivative. ⋆ marks the final loss combination in Swin-AUnet.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose the Swin-AUnet model to reconstruct the remote pho-
toplethysmography (rPPG) based on facial video recorded from five datasets.
The proposed Swin-AUnet model comprises Unet architecture with a Swin trans-
former module replaced by CNN and an attention gate which was replaced by
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a skip connection. To train the mode, we used patch GAN with multiple dis-
criminators to preserve the time and frequency information on the generated
rPPG signal. The discriminators will evaluate the quality of rPPG signal by
comparing the time domain (original signal and second derivative), frequency
domain (wavelet db4) to resemble the morphology of the ground truth PPG
signal. The discriminator enhances performance through the integration of four
loss functions. variance loss addresses noise challenges, dynamic time warping
loss manages alignment issues, sparsity loss adjusts heart rate, and variance loss
maintains a consistent distribution and time interval in the PPG signal’s fre-
quency domain. We have finally evaluated the proposed model under different
scenarios such as within-dataset testing and cross-dataset testing. Our experi-
mental results demonstrated support for the effectiveness of the proposed model
and showed improvement in HR estimations and also waveform reconstruction.
Our work distinguishes itself from prior research by directly evaluating the simi-
larity between the reconstructed rPPG signal and the ground truth PPG signal.
Previous approaches primarily focused on heart rate extraction, not the fidelity
of the reconstructed PPG signal.
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