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Abstract

Understanding neural activity and information representation is crucial for ad-
vancing knowledge of brain function and cognition. Neural activity, measured
through techniques like electrophysiology and neuroimaging, reflects various as-
pects of information processing. Recent advances in deep neural networks offer
new approaches to analyzing these signals using pre-trained models. However,
challenges arise due to discrepancies between different neural signal modalities
and the limited scale of high-quality neural data. To address these challenges, we
present NeuroBind, a general representation that unifies multiple brain signal types,
including EEG, fMRI, calcium imaging, and spiking data. To achieve this, we align
neural signals in these image-paired neural datasets to pre-trained vision-language
embeddings. Neurobind is the first model that studies different neural modalities
interconnectedly and is able to leverage high-resource modality models for var-
ious neuroscience tasks. We also showed that by combining information from
different neural signal modalities, NeuroBind enhances downstream performance,
demonstrating the effectiveness of the complementary strengths of different neural
modalities. As a result, we can leverage multiple types of neural signals mapped to
the same space to improve downstream tasks, and demonstrate the complementary
strengths of different neural modalities. This approach holds significant poten-
tial for advancing neuroscience research, improving AI systems, and developing
neuroprosthetics and brain-computer interfaces.

1 Introduction

Understanding neural activity and information representation within biological neural systems is
crucial for advancing knowledge of brain function and cognitive processes. Neural activity, character-
ized by electrical impulses, chemical signals, and oscillatory patterns, underpins behavior, perception,
and cognition. Different neural signal modalities captured through recording techniques, such as
electrophysiology and neuroimaging, reflect various aspects of information representation at different
spatial and temporal scales [77]. By studying these dynamic signals, researchers can decipher how
information is encoded, processed, and transmitted across neural circuits. This research enhances our
comprehension of neural mechanisms and has significant implications for treating neurological disor-
ders, improving artificial intelligence, and advancing neuroprosthetics and brain-computer interfaces.
Recent advances in deep neural networks, particularly for visual and auditory recognition, offer new
approaches for analyzing information representation in neural signals using pre-trained deep neural
networks [88, 89]. These models, used in neural encoding and decoding, predict neural activity from
external stimuli [52, 40] and decode sensory stimuli from neural activity [74], effectively connecting
and aligning neural features with external sensory stimuli.
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One major obstacle in developing pretrained deep neural network models for neural encoding
and decoding analysis is the discrepancy between different signal modalities [71]. While images,
videos, speech, and text can be used to train models on vast amounts of internet-scale data, brain
signals are considered an "expensive" modality because they can only be acquired from real-world
subjects using complex devices. Consequently, the scale of high-quality paired neural data is
relatively small. Additionally, different neural modalities cover distinct aspects of brain activity.
For example, microelectrode arrays can record high-resolution spiking activity but only in a very
small brain area with a limited number of neurons [14, 4]. Calcium imaging can capture whole-brain
dynamics at the cellular scale, but it is challenging to apply to larger animals like primates [6, 64].
Electroencephalography (EEG) and functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) are relatively
easier to acquire but have a lower signal-to-noise ratio and limited spatiotemporal resolution.

In practice, brain signals recorded from different types of devices are commonly treated as different
modalities, thus being studied independently in the current neuroscience literature[49]. To scale
up the model for brain signals, we argue that these brain signals, although recorded using different
methods, should be studied interconnectedly as they reflect different aspects of the same neural
activity [83, 58], where one embedding should be able to represent different modalities of signals.
For example, in a typical controlled experiment setting, when the only varying stimuli is the visual
input, then we can assume that the corresponding change in the state of neurons are caused by the
change in image stimuli – meaning the variance of the neural signals can be mostly explained away by
the variance in the visual stimuli [16, 33, 50]. This means that an effectively learned representation
based on visual data should also be a sufficient representation for neural signals that correspond to
visual stimuli, in arbitrary recording modality. Therefore large scale pretrained embedding spaces
(e.g. CLIP [61]) have the potential to be used as a feature space shared by different neural modalities.

In this work, we present NeuroBind, which learns a general representation based on pretrained image
embedding space that unifies multiple types of brain signals including EEG, fMRI, calcium imaging,
and spiking data. We leverage the above typical controlled experimental setting by aligning different
types of brain signals with pretrained vision-language embeddings [35, 18, 87] from image-paired
brain datasets. Thus, we are able to take advantage of the complementary strength across different
brain modalities for better downstream applications. In addition, by binding various neural signal
representations with high-resource modalities like vision and language, we are able to leverage
powerful off-the-shelf models trained on these modalities (e.g. LLM, text-based diffusion) in
neuroscience research. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first model for neural data that works
across multiple modalities of neural recording signals.

Our model is capable of conducting a variety of tasks related to various neural signal modalities,
some of which have been rarely analyzed via deep learning (e.g. calcium imaging), as illustrated in
Figure 1: (i) We are the first to conduct cross-modal retrieval between different neural signals. (ii) We
apply our model to the zero-shot neural signal classification task and find that we can achieve better
performance by combining features from other neural modalities via retrieval. (iii) We apply it to
zero-shot image reconstruction tasks with off-the-shelf text-to-image diffusion models, where we are
the first to reconstruct images from multiple neural signals. (iv) We combine our model with large
language models (LLM), allowing us to achieve a more comprehensive understanding of various
neural signals via language.

2 Related Work

DNN-based visual neural encoding models. Understanding how the brain processes and represents
information from the sensory system has always been a central task in neural science. With the
recent advancements of neural networks (NN), researchers have explored its power in the realm of
neuroscience, many utilizing the ANN for predicting how neurons or neural populations encode
sensory stimuli [89]. Yamins et al. [88] were one of the first researchers to introduce CNN to the
task of predicting visual cortex neuronal responses from image stimuli. Kell et al. [29] compared
the features of a learned neural network and mapped it to recorded brain signals, showing that a
task-optimized NN model can be similar to the human cortical organization. Khosla et al. [30]
showed that cortical response to naturalistic videos can be predicted using features extracted from
convolution and recurrent networks. Zheng et al. [103] showed that retinal neuronal activity can be
modeled and predicted by convolution and recurrent neural networks.
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Visual neural signal decoding. Apart from predicting the neural activity through learning the
encoding process of neurons, another important direction is to learn models that decode information
about the stimuli given the neural responses [49]. Many earlier works have focused on decoding
simple patterns [28], where simpler techniques such as linear mapping can be sufficient for both
classification and or reconstruction. For natural images that contain complex features and shapes,
decoding is usually considered a harder task. Although results have shown that a simple probabilistic
model can decode and reconstruct natural images from neural activity [54, 94], researchers have
opted to use artificial neural networks for natural image decoding. The pioneering work of [24]
introduced CNN networks as a feature extractor, and trained linear mapping models from neural
signals to pre-trained CNN features, which allows them to retrieve the class of the image stimuli by
matching the category-average features with the predicted features. [82] also used linear mapping to
decode fMRI signals to estimate low-level visual features extracted by the first CNN layer, and used
a deconvolutional network to reconstruct the image stimuli from those features.

Visual decoding with generative methods. Inspired by the success of generative models in
computer vision, researchers have explored DNN-based generative models as neural decoders. These
models leverage large-scale image data, providing a strong prior on naturalistic images. GAN models
have been used for direct reconstruction from neural signals [69, 26, 53, 27]. Seeliger et al. [69]
trained a GAN on image stimuli paired with neural recordings, linearly mapping neural signals to
the GAN’s latent space for image reconstruction. Huang et al. [26] directly trained a GAN model
conditioned on neural signal features. Lin et al. [44] used a StyleGAN conditioned on fMRI signals
mapped to CLIP space. Mishra et al. [53] proposed an attention-based NeuroGAN, extending GAN
usage to EEG signals by conditioning the network on neural signals and employing a pre-trained
classifier to generate class-specific images. Recently, the success of diffusion models [93, 13, 63, 22,
70, 23, 5, 59] in computer vision has led researchers to explore their use for image reconstruction from
neural recordings, significantly improving image quality [72, 56, 10, 48, 68, 46]. Takagi et al. [73]
used a latent diffusion model to reconstruct perceived images from fMRI signals recorded in visual
and semantic areas. Ozcel et al. [56] employed a two-stage generation pipeline, combining coarse
reconstruction from a VDVAE with CLIP-aligned neural signal features to condition a diffusion model
for fine-detailed reconstructions. Chen et al. [10] aligned neural features to CLIP embeddings via
contrastive pre-training and applied the diffusion model to fMRI data frames for video reconstruction.
While these approaches generate high-resolution images with correct semantic classes, they often
lack structural detail compared to the ground truth images. To address this, Lu et al. [48] added an
image structural refinement step aligning generated images to the ground truth’s structural layout.
Scotti et al. [68] used a two-stage training process where fMRI signals were first matched to stable
diffusion encoder embeddings for low-level reconstruction, then upscaled with a separate diffusion
model conditioned on neural signals matched with CLIP features. Aligning neural data to pre-trained
embedding spaces like CLIP [61] is common in reconstruction pipelines. However, current research
has not explored concurrently aligning different neural modalities onto the same feature space. Our
model addresses this gap, enabling reconstruction from arbitrarily aligned neural signal sources
without needing to train the generative model for each modality specifically.

Representation learning for neural signals. Recent advances in data-driven machine learning
and the increasing availability of large-scale data have encouraged researchers to explore neural
feature representations better linked to sensory stimuli and behavior [78]. Classic techniques such as
principal component analysis (PCA), t-SNE, and UMAP can effectively reduce the dimensionality
of neural data while retaining information [79, 51]. However, these simple unsupervised methods
cannot effectively utilize information from external data [67]. Deep learning-based methods for
representation learning [20, 61] have driven lots of applications across various data modalities
[106, 98, 8, 97, 95, 34, 13, 92, 93, 84, 101, 91, 38, 37, 39, 86, 42, 43], and their applications in
neural data have also been deeply explored, such as goal-driven classification networks [32] and
variational autoencoders [66, 104]. Recently, contrastive learning frameworks, inspired by SimCLR
[9], have been adapted for neural data [67, 36, 19, 49]. CEBRA [67] applied contrastive learning using
behavior labels and time as supervision, while VIT-Lens2 [36] and one-LLM [19] used contrastive
learning on fMRI and EEG signals paired with images to align with other modalities, such as
audio and 3d point clouds. CLIP-MUSED [105] learned a joint embedding space across different
subjects for decoding via classification. Our work utilizes a similar contrastive learning objective
[67, 36, 20, 90, 60, 92, 15, 91] to align cross-modality neural recordings to a single feature space
based on the CLIP image encoder. We demonstrate that without fine-tuning the embedding space
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Figure 1: Method Overview. (left) We align embeddings from neural signals with a pre-trained visual embedding
trained on large-scale vision language datasets. (right) Our Neurobind embeddings can be applied in pre-trained
LLM and text-based diffusion models for neuroscience tasks without re-training.

(keeping the image encoder frozen), our model performs well on many downstream tasks with
zero-shot ability, proving that using vision stimuli as external supervision can effectively learn neural
representations, comparable to behavioral or time labels used in CEBRA [67].

3 Method

Our goal is to develop unified neural representations for various brain signal modalities, including
EEG, fMRI, calcium imaging, and spiking data. We achieve it by mapping these brain signals into
latent space where their embedding is aligned with those of the corresponding visual stimuli from
pre-trained vision-language models [20, 61]. In this section, we first introduce our visual-neural
pre-training inspired by [20, 61], which enables the emergence of interconnections between brain
signals and other modalities like language (Figure 1 (left)). We then introduce several downstream
application tasks empowered by our proposed pre-training alignment model.

3.1 Binding brain signals with vision and language

We focus on learning a neural representation that captures correspondences between different brain
signals and external modalities (e.g. vision, text), which is useful for downstream tasks. While
most of the datasets only involve brain signals and their corresponding visual stimuli, we align the
brain embedding to a pre-trained image embedding, which is in a latent space connected with other
modalities trained from large-scale image-paired datasets [18].

Specifically, we denote (V , N ) as the pair of modalities where N as the neural modality and V as
the corresponding visual stimuli. Thus, given a mini-batch containing B paired neural and visual
signal {(ni,vi)}Bi=1, we first encode them into L2-normalized embeddings FN (ni) ∈ RD and
FV (vi) ∈ RD, where FN is the trainable neural encoder for the corresponding neural modality
and FV is a frozen pre-trained visual encoder. Then, we maximize the probability of finding the
corresponding neural-visual pair in the batch of B samples using InfoNCE loss [55]. To maximize
the agreement between a neural signal and its corresponding visual stimuli, the loss can be written as
the following:

LN,V = − 1

B

B∑
i=1

log
exp(FV (vi) · FN (ni)/τ)∑B
j=1 exp(FV (vi) · FN (nj)/τ)

, (1)

where τ is a temperature hyperparameter [85] that controls the smoothness of the softmax distribution.
Analogously, we define the loss LV,N that matches the visual stimuli to the neural example. Thus we
minimize the overall loss function:

L = LV,N + LN,V (2)
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Applying InfoNCE loss [55] will pull the corresponding neural-visual pair close together and push it
away from the other pairs. Since the pre-trained visual embeddings have already been aligned with
the text embeddings, we thus obtain a multimodal representation of brain signals.

3.2 Applications

After aligning neural embeddings with pretrained visual embedding, we implicitly build connections
between neural signals to other modalities like language. Since visual and language embeddings are
pre-trained from large-scale datasets [18], we are able to leverage their emergent ability to conduct
zero-shot and cross-modal applications below.

Cross-modal retrieval across neural modalities. Leveraging vision as an intermediate modality,
we are able to build connections among different neural signals. Thus, the goal of the cross-modal
retrieval task is to find the two neural signals from different modalities that share the same or similar
visual stimuli. This is done by comparing the cosine similarities between the neural embedding from
one modality and those of the candidate embeddings from another neural modality.

Zero-shot brain signal classification. Vision-language pre-trained models like CLIP [61] have
demonstrated a strong emergent ability to conduct zero-shot classifications via prompting. Since
our neural representations are implicitly aligned with CLIP language embeddings, NeuroBind is
capable of conducting brain signal classification for the corresponding visual stimuli. Specifically, we
first encode brain signals and manually designed textual prompts containing the names of different
categories. Then, we compute the cosine similarity between neural and textual embeddings and select
the category with the highest score.

Zero-shot image reconstruction from neural signals. Reconstructing visual stimuli from mea-
sured neural signals has been a meaningful and challenging task. However, prior works mostly focus
on neural signals that are easy to acquire, like fMRI or EEG. This task is mostly done by training
costly generative models conditional on these neural signals. As we have already aligned neural
signals to text, we open up the possibility of leveraging the pretrained text-to-image diffusion [62]
by replacing the condition of the text embedding with our neural embeddings to conduct zero-shot
image reconstruction from various neural signals (Figure 1 (right top)).

Neuro-LLM. Binding neural signals with language in the latent space actually allows us to interpret
and describe neural signals explicitly. We are able to create our own Neuro-LLM via an existing
vision-language LLM [96, 17] with the vision embedding aligned with neural embedding (Figure 1
(right bottom). By switching the image encoder to the neural encoder from various neural signals, we
can describe the visual stimuli paired with the corresponding neural signals via question-answering.

4 Experiments

4.1 Implementation Details

We base the frozen image encoder of our neurobind model on [18]. We adopt Vision Transformer
(ViT) [12] as the backbone for all neural encoders, which contains 24 multi-head attention blocks
with 8 heads on each with an output dimension of 512. We use the AdamW optimizer [31, 47] as
the optimizers for all modalities. All the models are trained on 4 Nvidia A6000 GPUS. For fMRI
signals and EEG signals, we train our model with the batch size of 64 on each GPU for 200 epochs.
We set the base learning rate of 2× 10−4 and the cosine decay learning rate scheduler of 0.2. For
Calcium Imaging signals, we train the encoder with the same batch size and learning rate as above
but with 100 epochs. For microelectrode arrays, we set the batch size to be 32 and base learning rate
as 5× 10−4 for 400 epochs.

4.2 Datasets

Natural Scenes Dataset. For the fMRI data, we used the Natural Scenes Dataset (NSD) [1], which
is a comprehensive high-resolution (1.8-mm) whole-brain 7T fMRI dataset. It consists of data
collected from eight human participants, each viewing 9,000–10,000 unique color natural scenes
during 30–40 scan sessions. The total dataset includes responses to 70,566 distinct images from
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Method CLIP Score

fMRI ↔ EEG EEG ↔ CI CI ↔ Spiking Data Spiking Data ↔ fMRI

Fully
supervised

CCA 0.15 0.17 0.23 0.15
PLSCA 0.23 0.21 0.25 0.31
DSCMR 0.37 0.32 0.37 0.28
DAR 0.35 0.37 0.41 0.31

Zero-shot Ours 0.50 0.48 0.55 0.44

Table 1: Cross-modal retrieval across neural signals. We evaluate the performance via computing the cosine
similarity of the CLIP visual features corresponding to the retrieved neural features.

COCO [45], which contains complex natural scenes with rich semantic information. Specifically, we
used the data from subject 1, which includes 8859 image stimuli for the training set and 982 image
stimuli for the test set. We averaged the fMRI responses that had multiple trials over one image. We
also utilized the captions that correspond to the images from COCO, which is used for our CLIP
score evaluation.

EEG ImageNet Dataset. Regarding EEG data, we used the EEG ImageNet dataset from [57]. The
dataset includes EEG recordings from six human subjects, each viewing 2,000 images from 40 object
categories, sourced from the semantic-rich ImageNet dataset, with a (1600,200,200) split for training,
validation, and testing. Each category contains 50 distinct images, resulting in a total of 12,000 EEG
sequences. We specifically used data from subject 1. These recordings were captured at a 1 kHz
sampling rate across 128 channels using a Brainvision EEG system. Class labels from ImageNet
corresponding to these images were also for classification tasks.

V4 Widefield Calcium Imaging Dataset. For Calcium imaging data, we used the V4 data from
[81]. This dataset comprises widefield calcium imaging recordings from the dorsal V4 region of three
awake macaque monkeys, captured in response to over 20,000 color natural images. The calcium
indicator GCaMP5G was expressed in V4 cortical area in the visual cortex, and a 10mm-diameter
optical window was used for imaging.The dataset includes both a training set of cortical responses to
17,000-20,000 natural images. Our training and experiments used data from monkey subject 1, with a
total of 20,000 training images. Additionally, there is a validation set with responses to an additional
500 natural images, where the stimuli were repeated ten times in a randomly interleaved manner to
ensure robustness. The responses to the 10 trials were then averaged during inference.

V1 Spiking Dataset. As for spiking data, we used the primary visual cortex (V1) data from [7],
which comprises electrophysiological recordings from the V1 of two awake, fixating rhesus macaques.
The neural activity was captured using a 32-channel linear silicon probe across 17 recording sessions,
resulting in data from 166 isolated neurons. The stimuli set included 1,450 grayscale natural images
sourced and cropped from ImageNet, alongside four texturized versions of each image generated
using a parametric model for texture synthesis. This resulted in a total of 7,250 images, each displayed
for 60 ms without blanks in between. The images were masked to cover 2 degrees of the visual field
and randomized to ensure diverse exposure. We also used a coloring model from [99, 100] to retrieve
the colorized stimuli from the dataset.

4.3 Results

Cross-modal retrieval with neural signals. We test how well different neural representations are
aligned in our model via the cross-modal retrieval task. Given one neural signal, our goal is to identify
the corresponding neural signals from other neural modalities that describe the same visual stimuli.
We evaluate our method on all four neural datasets. However, as the visual stimuli from these datasets
are not fully identical, we measure the similarity of the corresponding visual stimuli of the retrieved
neural signals. The similarity between two visual stimuli is measured via the cosine distance of their
CLIP score. We compare our method with four supervised cross-modal retrieval baselines including
Canonical Correlation Analysis (CCA) [25], Partial Least Squares (PLSCA) [11], Deep Aligned
Representations (DAR) [2], and Deep Supervised Cross-Modal Retrieval (DSCMR) [102]. Since
our model is directly not trained on paired neural modalities, we see our model as unsupervised in
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Figure 2: fMRI to image reconstruction. We present some generated images from pretrained frozen text-to-
image stable diffusion models [62] conditioned on our fMRI embedding. To compare, We also present the
generated images that correspond to the same fMRI signal from MindDiffuser [48].

this task. The results are shown in Table 1. NeuroBind significantly outperforms existing supervised
methods, which demonstrates strong emergent alignment across different neural modalities.

Zero-shot Brain Signal Classification. Given a brain signal, our goal is to infer the semantic
category of its corresponding visual stimuli without retraining, which is measured via accuracy.

Pre-training Eval

EEG ImageNet

Chance – 2.5

Linear
Probing

None 14.8
DreamDiffusion [3] 19.2
Ours 32.7

Zero-shot Ours 20.3

Table 2: Brain signal classification. We compare our
feature with other methods on EEG ImageNet [57] for
zero-shot classification. The evaluation metric is accu-
racy (%).

We conduct zero-shot brain signal classification
on EEG ImageNet [57] by prompting the model
with “This is a brain signal of [CLS]”, where
[CLS] is the name of the class label. We com-
pare our method with supervised linear probing
from scratch and the pertaining method from [3],
where we use its released EEG encoder and train
a linear layer upon it. We show our zero-shot
classification performance in Table 2. We can
see clearly our zero-shot performance is even
slightly better than the supervised linear probing
method. We also report linear probing perfor-
mance using our pre-trained encoder. Our super-
vised performance significantly surpassed other
pretrained methods, which further demonstrates
the effectiveness of our neural embeddings.

Method Modality
Augmentation

Eval

EEG ImageNet

Linear
Probing

None 32.7
fMRI 35.3
CI 33.9
Spiking Data 33.5
All 36.5

Table 3: Retrieval Augmentation for Brain
Signal Classification.

Retrieval Augmentation for Neural Signals. As dif-
ferent types of brain signals cover distinct aspects of the
brain activity, we evaluate whether their complementary
information is able to help downstream applications.
We test our hypothesis on the brain signal classification
task for EEG signal. We select our baseline as the linear
probing performance on EEG ImageNet dataset. Then,
we retrieve the closest embedding from other neural
modalities and train a linear layer on top of the concate-
nated features. We show our results in Table 3. The
performance is improved by 1.6% when retrived fMRI
embedding and 1.6%, 1.6% for calcium imaging and
spiking data embeddings. It achieves an overall 3.8% when all four embeddings are added.
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Figure 3: EEG to image reconstruction. We show some sampled images from pretrained frozen text-to-image
stable diffusion models [62] conditioned on our EEG embedding. For comparison, we also present the generated
images corresponding to the same EEG signal from DreamDiffusion [3]
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Figure 4: Calcium Imaging (CI) to image reconstruction. We present representative images from pretrained
frozen text-to-image stable diffusion [62] conditioned on our CI embedding, which we are the first to conduct.

Method Eval

FID (↓) CLIP (↑) Inception (↑)

MindDiffuser (fMRI) [48] 115.9 20.0 4.2
Ours (fMRI) 64.7 26.1 5.7

DreamDiffusion (EEG) [3] 211.7 20.5 3.8
Ours (EEG) 166.9 25.3 4.5

Ours (CI) 201.1 N/A 5.6

Table 4: Image reconstruction comparison. We evaluate our visual
stimuli reconstruction results for neural signals of fMRI, EEG, and CI
in terms of FID [21], CLIP score [62], and Inception score [65]. It
should be noted that our method is zero-shot. The FID score of CI is
high because our reconstruction model wasn’t fine-tuned for this specific
dataset with masked peripherals.

Image Reconstructions from
Neural Signals. In this part, we
demonstrate that we can com-
bine our neural embeddings with
an off-the-shelf image synthesis
model easily to perform the im-
age synthesis tasks conditioning
various neural signals in a zero-
shot manner. Concretely, we use
pretrained frozen text-to-image
stable diffusion models [62] con-
ditioned on fMRI, EEG, and cal-
cium imaging (CI) to perform im-
age reconstruction. As shown
in Table 4, our method can out-
perform baselines by a relatively
large margin in terms of FID [21], CLIP Score [62], and Inception Score [65]. Moreover, we present
some qualitative results in Figure 2, 3, 4. It indicates that our method could generate semantically
consistent images in a zero-shot manner.

Neuro-LLM. Interpreting neural signals, crucial for understanding brain functions, is nat-
urally challenging due to human perceptual limitations. To address this, we integrate our
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It presents a close-up view of a 
piece of cake on a plate, with a 
fork resting on top of it. The 
cake appears to be a chocolate 
cake with white icing, and it is 
placed on a table.

Can you describe what is 
presented?

ReferencefMRI

It presents a group of people playing 
a game of frisbee in a park. They are 
actively engaged in the game, with 
one man attempting to catch the 
frisbee while the other players watch 
and wait for their turn. The scene 
captures the fun and excitement of 
outdoor recreational activities.

Can you describe what is 
presented?

ReferencefMRI

It presents a close-up view of a 
grand piano, which is a large 
and elegant musical instrument. 
The piano is positioned on a 
stand, and it appears to be a 
Steinway piano.

Can you describe what is 
presented?

ReferenceEEG

It presents a group of people 
playing a game of hockey on 
an ice rink. They are wearing 
hockey skates and are 
actively engaged in the 
game.

Can you describe what is 
presented?

ReferenceEEG

It presents a scene of a 
white and red bus driving 
down a street. The bus is 
passing by a bus stop.

Can you describe what is 
presented?

ReferenceCI

The image presents a close-
up of a butterfly with its 
wings spread wide, 
showcasing its vibrant colors 
and patterns.

Can you describe what is 
presented?

ReferenceCI

Figure 5: Neuro-LLM. Our Neuro-LLM can understand various kinds of neural signals and describe the scene
of visual stimuli. We also show reference RGB images for better demonstration.

neuro embeddings into a large language model (LLM), leveraging its robust understand-
ing and reasoning capabilities for neural signals interpretation, and name it Neuro-LLM.

Method LLM Eval

CIDEr (↑) ROUGE-L (↑)

ImageBind-LLM [20] LLaMA-7B [75] 1.2 16.3
One-LLM [19] LLaMA2-7B [76] 31.7 25.1

Neuro-LLM (ours) LLaMA-7B [75] 57.8 25.4

Table 5: Neural signals caption evaluation. We test our Neuro-LLM and two
baselines on test split of NSD [1].

Neuro-LLM is capable
of describing and under-
standing the scene of vi-
sual stimuli, which is non-
trivial to humans, demon-
strating the usefulness of
combining neural signals
with LLMs. We show some
example tasks in Figure 5.
Quantitatively, we compare
our model with two open-
source vision-language models (VLMs): ImageBind-LLM [20] and One-LLM [19] in the fMRI
signal captioning task by feeding them the same fMRI signals and text prompts. We evaluate all meth-
ods on the test split of NSD [1]. Following prior work [19], we use CIDEr [80] and ROUGE-L [41]
as evaluation metrics. As shown in Table 5, our Neuro-LLM outperforms other VLMs by a large
margin, indicating that our Neuro-LLM has much better understanding capabilities for fMRI signals.
5 Discussion
In this work, we present NeuroBind, a multimodal neural foundation model that unifies multiple brain
signal modalities, including EEG, fMRI, calcium imaging, and spiking data, and connects them with
external modalities like image and text. We achieve this by aligning each modality with pre-trained
vision-language embeddings of their corresponding visual stimuli. NeuroBind enables multiple
brain-related tasks in zero-shot and bridges connections between different brain signal modalities that
were previously studied independently, significantly advancing neuroscience research. We view our
work as a substantial step toward a more comprehensive understanding of human brain activities.
Broad impact. Our work enables cross modality study of brain function and cognitive process.
Barring malicious users, we do not foresee any negative societal impact.
Limitations. While our work covers multiple brain signals, there exists many other modalities that
we have not explored due to limited computing resources.
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