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Abstract—Photoplethysmography (PPG) is a cost-effective and
non-invasive technique that utilizes optical methods to measure
cardiac physiology. PPG has become increasingly popular in
health monitoring and is used in various commercial and clinical
wearable devices. Compared to electrocardiography (ECG), PPG
does not provide substantial clinical diagnostic value, despite the
strong correlation between the two. Here, we propose a subject-
independent attention-based deep state-space model (ADSSM) to
translate PPG signals to corresponding ECG waveforms. The
model is not only robust to noise but also data-efficient by
incorporating probabilistic prior knowledge. To evaluate our
approach, 55 subjects’ data from the MIMIC-III database were
used in their original form, and then modified with noise, mimick-
ing real-world scenarios. Our approach was proven effective as
evidenced by the PR-AUC of 0.986 achieved when inputting the
translated ECG signals into an existing atrial fibrillation (AFib)
detector. ADSSM enables the integration of ECG’s extensive
knowledge base and PPG’s continuous measurement for early
diagnosis of cardiovascular disease.

Index Terms—ECG, PPG, AFib, Variational Bayes, State-
Space Models

I. INTRODUCTION

The measurement of the electrical activity generated by
an individual’s heart, known as an electrocardiogram (ECG),
typically requires the placement of several electrodes on the
body. ECG is considered the preferred method for monitoring
vital signs and for the diagnosis, management, and prevention
of cardiovascular diseases (CVDs), which are a leading cause
of death globally, accounting for approximately 32% of all
deaths in 2017 according to Global Burden of Disease reports
[1]. It has also been demonstrated that sudden cardiac arrests
are becoming more prevalent in young individuals, including
athletes [2]. Regular ECG monitoring has been found to be
beneficial for the early identification of CVDs [3]. Among
heart diseases, atrial fibrillation (AFib) is adults’ most common
rhythm disorder. Identifying AFib at an early stage is crucial
for the primary and secondary prevention of cardioembolic
stroke, as it is the leading risk factor for this type of stroke
[4]. Advancements in electronics, wearable technologies, and
machine learning have made it possible to record ECGs
more easily and accurately, and to analyze large amounts
of data more efficiently. Despite these developments, there
are still challenges associated with continuously collecting
high-quality ECG data over an extended period, particularly
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in everyday life situations. The 12-lead ECG, considered
the clinical gold standard, and simpler versions, such as the
Holter ECG, can be inconvenient and bulky due to the need
to place multiple electrodes on the body, which can cause
discomfort. Additionally, the signals may degrade over time
as the impedance between the skin and electrodes changes.
Consumer-grade products such as smartwatches have devel-
oped solutions to address these issues. However, these products
require users to place their fingers on the watch to form a
closed circuit, making continuous monitoring impossible.

One potential solution to these issues is to use a math-
ematical method to derive ECG data from an alternative,
highly correlated, non-invasive signal, such as the photo-
plethysmogram (PPG), which can be easily acquired using
various wearable devices, including smartwatches. PPG is
more convenient, cost-effective, and user-friendly. PPG has
been increasingly adopted in consumer-grade devices. This
technique involves the use of a light source, usually an LED,
and a photodetector to measure the changes in light absorption
or reflection as blood flows through the tissue. ECG and PPG
signals are inherently correlated as both are influenced by the
same underlying cardiac activity, namely the depolarization
and repolarization of the heart. These contractions lead to
changes in peripheral blood volume, which are measured
by PPG. Figure 1 shows the relationship between ECG and
PPG waveforms. Although there are established standards for
interpreting ECG for clinical diagnosis, the use of PPG is still
mostly limited to measuring heart rate and oxygen saturation
[5]. By translating PPG to ECG signals, clinical diagnoses of
cardiac diseases and anomalies could be made in real-time.

Few research works attempted to synthesize ECG from
PPG signals. In [6], a machine learning-based approach was
proposed to estimate the ECG parameters, including the RR,
PR, QRS, and QT intervals, using features from the time
and frequency domain extracted from a fingertip PPG signal.
Additionally, [7], [8] proposed models to reconstruct the entire
ECG signal from PPG in the frequency domain. However,
the performance of these approaches relied on cumbersome
algorithms for feature crafting. With recent advances in deep
learning, [9], [10], [11] leveraged the expressiveness and
structural flexibility of neural networks to build end-to-end
PPG-to-ECG algorithms. However, the models suffer from
data-hungry problems as they do not explicitly model the
underlying sequential structures of the data. In addition, com-
plex deep learning models cannot run efficiently on resource-

ar
X

iv
:2

30
9.

15
37

5v
4 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 1

2 
Ju

n 
20

24



Fig. 1: A PPG-ECG waveform pair. PPG signals can often become contaminated by noise.

constrained devices (e.g., wearables) due to their high compu-
tational intensity, which poses a critical challenge for real-
world deployment [12]. Furthermore, deterministic models
face difficulties in effectively generalizing to noisy data.

To address these challenges, we propose a deep probabilistic
model to accurately estimate ECG waveforms from raw PPG.
The contributions of this work are three-fold:

• We present a deep generative model incorporating prior
knowledge about the data structures that enable learning
on small datasets. Specifically, we develop a deep latent
state-space model augmented by an attention mechanism.

• The probabilistic nature of the model enhances its ro-
bustness to noise. We demonstrate this by evaluating
the model on data corrupted with Gaussian and baseline
wandering noise, replicating real-life situations.

• Our method is effective not only in healthy subjects
but also in subjects with AFib. It is orthogonal and
complementary to existing AFib detection methods [13]
by simply providing the translated ECG to any pre-trained
models. This would enhance the performance of existing
models by enabling uninterrupted monitoring, thereby
facilitating the early detection of cardiovascular disease.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. State-Space Modeling of ECG from PPG Signals

1) ECG Generative (Decoding) Process from PPG: We
consider nonlinear dynamical systems with observations yt ∈
Rnrr , i.e., RR intervals or the time elapsed between two
successive R peaks on the ECG, depending on control inputs
xt ∈ Rnpp , i.e., PP intervals or the time elapsed between two
successive systolic peaks on the PPG. We choose the peaks to
segment the signals as they are the most robust features. Cor-
responding discrete-time sequences of length T are denoted
as y1:T = (y1,y2, . . . ,yT ) and x1:T = (x1,x2, . . . ,xT ).

Given an input PPG x1:T , we are interested in a probabilistic
model p (y1:T | x1:T ). Formally, we consider

p (y1:T | x1:T ) =

∫
p (y1:T | z1:T ,x1:T ) p (z1:T | x1:T ) dz1:T

(1)

where z1:T represents the latent sequence associated with
the given model. This implies that we are considering a
generative model that incorporates a latent dynamical system
with an emission model p (y1:T | z1:T ,x1:T ) and transition
model p (z1:T | x1:T ).

To derive state-space models, we make certain assumptions
regarding the state transition and emission models, as shown
in Figure 2:

p (z1:T | x1:T ) =

T−1∏
t=0

p (zt+1 | zt,x1:T ) (2)

p (y1:T | z1:T ,x1:T ) =

T∏
t=1

p (yt | zt) (3)

Equations 2 and 3 make the assumption that the current state
zt includes all the relevant information about both the current
observation yt and the next state zt+1, given the current
control input xt.

In contrast to the DKF model of [14], [15], our model takes
into account the entire input signal x1:T for each output yt

via an attention mechanism [16]. Note that there are usually
misalignments between the PPG and ECG cycles. Therefore,
it is difficult to construct optimal and exact sample pairs. This
attention mechanism not only helps to add more context to
generate ECG segments, but also helps to address the problem
of misalignment.

Let us define ct a sum of features of the input sequence
(PP intervals), weighted by the alignment scores:

ct =

T∑
i=1

αt,ixi (4)

αt,i =
exp (s (zt−1,xi))∑n

i′=1 exp (s (zt−1,xi′))
(5)

The alignment function s assigns a score αt,i to the pair of
input at position i and output at position t, (xi,yt), based on
how well they match. The set of αt,i are weights defining how
much of each source segment should be considered for each
output interval.



Fig. 2: The graphical model for ECG translation from PPG.
Shaded nodes represent observed variables. Clear nodes rep-
resent latent variables. Diamond nodes denote deterministic
variables. Variables xt,yt, and ct represent PP intervals, RR
intervals, and context vectors, respectively. αt,i are attention
weights defines how well two intervals xi and yt are aligned.
The attention mechanism is shown only at time step 2.

Both state transition (prior) and emission models are non-
linear Gaussian transformations parametrized by neural net-
works θz and θy :

pθz (zt+1 | zt,x1:T ) = N (zt+1 | µθz (zt, ct+1),σ
2
θz (zt, ct+1));

(6)
pθy (yt | zt) = N (yt | µθy (zt), I) (7)

where µ and σ2 are the means and diagonal covariance
matrices of the normal distributions N , I is the identity
covariance matrix.

Fig. 3: The graphical model at latent state inference time.
Variables yt,ht,gt, and zt represent respectively RR intervals,
backward, forward recurrent states, and latent states.

2) Latent State Inference (Posterior Encoding) Process:
Unlike a deterministic translation model, the process needs to
find meaningful probabilistic embeddings of ECG segments
in the latent space. We want to identify the structure of the
parametetrized posterior distribution qϕ (z1:T | y1:T ). Notice

that we made a design choice to perform inference using only
y1:T . We chose this with the conditional independence as-
sumption that PPG segments do not provide more information
than ECG segments alone. The graphical model in Figure 2
shows that the zt node blocks all information coming from
the past and flowing to zt+1 (i.e., z1:t−1 and y1:t), leading to
the following structure as in Figure 3:

qϕ (z1:T | y1:T ) = qϕ (z1 | y1:T )

T−1∏
t=1

qϕ (zt+1 | zt,yt+1:T )

(8)
where

qϕ(zt+1 | zt,yt+1:T ) = N (zt+1 | µϕ(zt,yt+1:T ),σ
2
ϕ(zt,yt+1:T ))

(9)

3) Training Process: The objective function becomes a
timestep-wise conditional variational lower bound [17], [18],
[15]:

log pθ(y | x) ≥ L(x,y; θy, θz, ϕ) ≜
T∑

t=1

E
qϕ(zt|yt:T )

[

reconstruction︷ ︸︸ ︷
log pθy (yt | zt)︸ ︷︷ ︸

emission model

]

− β

regularization︷ ︸︸ ︷
KL (qϕ (z1 | y1:T ) ∥pθz (z1 | x1:T ))

− β

T−1∑
t=1

E
qϕ(zt|yt:T )

[

regularization︷ ︸︸ ︷
KL(qϕ (zt+1 | zt,yt:T )︸ ︷︷ ︸

posterior inference model

|| pθz (zt+1 | zt,x1:T )︸ ︷︷ ︸
prior transition model

)]

(10)
where β controls the regularization strength. During train-
ing, the Kullback–Leibler (KL) losses in the regularization
terms "pull" the posterior distributions (which encode EEG
segments) and the prior distributions (which embed PPG
segments) towards each other. We learn the generative and
inference models jointly by maximizing the conditional vari-
ational lower bound with respect to their parameters.

B. Neural Network Architectures

Let us denote W, v, and b the weight matrices.
Score Model: The alignment score α in Equation 5 is

parametrized by a feedforward network with a single hidden
layer, and this network is jointly trained with other parts of
the model. The score function s is in the following form:

s (zt−1,xi) = v⊤
s tanh (Ws [zt−1;Wxxi] + bs) (11)

Prior Transition Model: We parametrize the transition func-
tion in Equation 6 from zt to zt+1 using a Gated Transition
Function as in [15]. The model is flexible in choosing a



non-linear transition for some dimensions while having linear
transitions for others. The function is parametrized as follows:

gt = sigmoid(

Wg3 ReLU (Wg2 ReLU (Wg1 [zt; ct+1] + bg1) + bg2) + bg3)

dt =

Wd3 ReLU (Wd2 ReLU (Wd1 [zt; ct+1] + bd1) + bd2) + bd3

µθz (zt, ct+1) = (1− gt)⊙ (Wµz [zt; ct+1] + bµz ) + gt ⊙ dt

σ2
θz (zt, ct+1) = softplus

(
Wσ2

z
ReLU (dt) + bσ2

z

)
(12)

where I denotes the identity function, and ⊙ denotes element-
wise multiplication.

Emission Model: We parameterize the emission function in
Equation 7 using a two-hidden layer network as:

µθy (zt) =

We3 ReLU (We2 ReLU (We1zt + be1) + be2) + be3

(13)

Posterior Inference Model: We use a Bi-directional Gated
Recurrent Unit network [19] (GRU) to process the se-
quential order of RR intervals backward from yT to yt+1

and forward from yt+1 to yT . The GRUs are denoted
here as ht = GRU

(
WyyT , . . . ,Wyyt+1

)
and gt =

GRU
(
Wyyt+1, . . . ,WyyT

)
, respectively. The hidden states

of the GRUs parametrize the variational distribution, which
are combined with the previous latent states for the inference
in Equation 9 as follows:

h̃t =
1

3
(tanh (Whzt + bh) + ht + gt)

µϕ(zt,yt+1:T ) = Wµh̃t + bµ

σ2
ϕ(zt,yt+1:T ) = softplus

(
Wσ2 h̃t + bσ2

) (14)

All the hidden layer sizes are 256, and the latent space sizes
are 128. Input and output segments at each timestep are of size
90. We use Adam [20] for optimization, with a learning rate
of 0.0008, exponential decay rates β1 = 0.9, and β2 = 0.999.
We train the models for 5000 epochs, with a minibatch size
128. We set the regularization hyperparameter β = 0 at the
beginning of training and gradually increase it until β = 1 is
reached at epoch 1250.

III. EXPERIMENTS

A. Dataset

The MIMIC-III Waveform Database Matched Subset [21],
[22] was used for the experiments. The database contains
recordings collected from patients at various hospitals. Each
session has multiple physiological signals, including PPG and
ECG signals, sampled at a frequency of 125 Hz. We used
the records of 43 healthy subjects and 12 subjects having
AFib, including 30 males and 25 females, 23-84 years old. The
dataset is made publicly available 1. Each record duration is 5
minutes. The first 48 s of each record were used as the training
set, the next 12 s as the validation set, and the remaining 228
s as the test set. The preprocessing steps, including filtering,

1https://github.com/khuongav/dvae_ppg_ecg

alignment, and normalization, were performed as described
in [23]. We applied HeartPy [24], [25] to identify peaks in
PPG signals. Each long signal is split into 4-s chunks. Each
peak-to-peak interval was linearly interpolated to a length of
90 during training, which is the mean length of the intervals
in the training set. The original interval length information
can be preserved by making it an additional feature along
with each normalized interval. Alternatively, we can apply
padding instead of interpolation. However, we found that these
did not contribute to improving the performance under the
experimental setting. Original PP interval lengths were used
as RR interval lengths in translated ECG signals during testing.
This can be justified, as PPG recordings are used to analyze
heart rate variability as an alternative to ECG [26], [27].
Noise was added to the signals for robustness evaluation.
The amplitudes of the baseline noise signals are 0.3, 0.4, and
0.1, and the frequencies are 0.3, 0.2 and 0.9 Hz, respectively.
Gaussian noise of standard deviation 0.3.

B. Evaluation Metrics

1) ECG Translation from PPG: Pearson’s correlation
coefficient (ρ) measures how much an original ECG signal
y1:T and its reconstruction ŷ1:T co-vary:

ρ =
(y1:T − ȳ1:T )

⊤
(ŷ1:T − ¯̂y1:T )

∥y1:T − ȳ1:T ∥2 ∥ŷ1:T − ¯̂y1:T ∥2
(15)

Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE) measures the differences
between the values of the original signal and its reconstruction:

RMSE =
∥y1:T − ŷ1:T ∥2√

ny
(16)

Signal-to-Noise Ratio (SNR) compares the level of the
desired signal to the level of undesired noise:

SNR = 20 log
∥y1:T ∥22

∥y1:T − ŷ1:T ∥22
(17)

2) AFib Detection: Performance was measured by the Area
under the Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC-AUC), the
Area under the Precision-Recall Curve (PR-AUC), and the
F1 score. The PR-AUC is considered a better measure for
imbalanced data.

C. Implementation and Results

1) ECG Translation from PPG: Table I shows the perfor-
mance of our model and compares it with other models in
terms of means and standard deviations of ρ, RMSE and SNR.
The correlation between the signals generated by our model
and the reference signals is statistically strong, with a value
ρ of 0.858. Also, low values of RMSE (0.07) and high SNR
(15.365) show strong similarities between them and reference
ECG signals. When the attention mechanism is not applied
on the input PPG, there is a notable decline in performance,
with ρ falling to 0.823, RMSE increasing to 0.08, and SNR
decreasing to 13.013. This underscores the importance of the
mechanism in providing relevant contexts for translation. The
third row shows our model’s performance on the noisy dataset.



TABLE I: ECG translation performance of different models.
The top three rows show models’ performance on healthy
subjects, while the fourth row shows the performance on both
healthy and AFib subjects. If not specified, healthy subjects
and clean signals is the default setting. The LSTM model [23]
is subject-dependent, while the P2E-WGAN [9] and our model
are subject-independent.

Correlation RMSE (mV) SNR (dB)

ADSSM 0.858 ± 0.174 0.07 ± 0.047 15.365 ± 11.053

ADSSM
w/o attention 0.823 ± 0.194 0.08 ± 0.047 13.013 ± 10.537

ADSSM
(healthy sub.,
noisy sig.) 0.847 ± 0.174 0.076 ± 0.049 13.887 ± 10.58

ADSSM
(healthy &
AFib sub.) 0.804 ± 0.22 0.078 ± 0.05 12.261 ± 11.328

P2E-WGAN 0.773 ± 0.242 0.091 ± 0.052 9.616 ± 9.252

LSTM
(sub. dependent) 0.766 ± 0.234 0.093 ± 0.053 8.189 ± 9.560

The negligible drop in metrics from 0.858 to 0.847 (ρ), 0.07 to
0.76 (RMSE), and 15.365 to 13.887 (SNR) demonstrates the
robustness of our model. We attribute this to the probabilistic
nature of the model, which better handles the measurement
noise. As expected, the model performed worse on subjects
with AFib due to the erratic patterns of the AFib signals (no
visible P waves and an irregularly irregular QRS complex). In
the next section, we show that the synthetic AFib signals are
beneficial to the downstream detection task.

The P2E-WGAN model [9], a 1D deep convolutional gener-
ative adversarial network (4,064,769 parameters) for signal-to-
signal translation, was recently proposed to translate PPG into
ECG signals from a large number of subjects. P2E-WGAN
achieved significantly lower performance than our model
(645,466), requiring almost six times the parameters. Our
model is less affected when data is scarce, which is common
in healthcare. On the other hand, the LSTM model [23] is a
deep recurrent neural network that was also recently proposed
and built separately for each subject. The performance of our
model, trained in a cross-subject setting, surpassed that of
the LSTM model trained separately for each subject. These
results prove the effectiveness and efficiency of our proposed
sequential data structure. Further work with a larger number
of subjects having AFib is needed to demonstrate that we can
extend the model to new individuals. In addition, exploring
strategies to manage the class imbalance problem [28], which
arises from the fewer AFib records compared to the healthy
ones, would be beneficial.

In Figure 4, translated ECG waveforms are plotted with
respect to the reference ECG waveforms of different heart
rates. We can see that the model closely reconstructed the
waveforms and maintained their essential properties, such
as the missing P waves of the AFib ECG. In addition, we
can be informed of the translation uncertainty by using a

TABLE II: AFib detection performance. The performance on
the translated ECG is evaluated when the MINA model [29] is
trained on real ECG but tested on synthetic ECG. The fusion
performance is when the MINA model is extended to receive
both real ECG and synthetic ECG inputs. x% random time
samples are omitted, simulating intermittent ECG recording,
while synthetic ECG is always available.

Real ECG Translated ECG

ROC-AUC 0.995 ± 0.006 0.99 ± 0.004
PR-AUC 0.987 ± 0.013 0.986 ± 0.007

F1 0.985 ± 0.009 0.944 ± 0.014

Fusion 30% missing 50% missing 70% missing

ROC-AUC 0.992 ± 0.006 0.99 ± 0.006 0.99 ± 0.009
PR-AUC 0.986 ± 0.011 0.982 ± 0.012 0.981 ± 0.016

F1 0.971 ± 0.01 0.969 ± 0.012 0.956 ± 0.046

posterior on the latent embedding to propagate uncertainty
from the embedding to the data. More specifically, with a
distribution p(z) on the latent feature our predictions will
be pθ (y | x) =

∫
pθy (y | z) pθz (z | x) dz. This would make

the model more trustworthy and give patients and clinicians
greater confidence in using it for medical diagnosis [30].
Future studies are expected to investigate methods to develop
a fully Bayesian model and introduce a more flexible latent
space [31], [32]. Such advancements are advantageous in the
medical field, particularly when data availability is limited
or when uncertainty quantification and learning interpretable
representations are essential.

2) AFib Detection: We evaluated the performance of our
model on the benefits of the translated ECG for the AFib
detection task. To do so, we used a state-of-the-art AFib detec-
tion model, Multilevel Knowledge-Guided Attention (MINA)
[29], trained on real ECG signals, each of 10 s, and tested
against synthetic. It should be noted that any pre-trained
AFib detection model can be used in our pipeline. Table II
reveals the mean detection performance of the model in the
translated ECG that is close to that of the real ECG, ROC-
AUC of 0.99 vs. 0.995, PR-AUC of 0.986 vs. 0.987, and F1
of 0.944 vs. 0.985. This implies that our model allows for
the combined advantages of ECG’s rich knowledge base and
PPG’s continuous measurement.

Furthermore, we extended the ability of the MINA model to
receive real and translated ECG signals by incorporating the
translated frequency channels into the model. In this scenario,
both ECG and PPG signals can be measured simultaneously.
This setting requires retraining of the MINA model on the
fused real and synthetic ECG signal data set. To simulate
the real-life setting where ECG measurement is intermittent
while PPG input is continuous, we randomly zeroed out time
samples with different probabilities: 30%, 50%, and 70%.
As shown in the bottom results of Table II, the performance
remains almost unchanged in the fusion mode across the omis-
sion thresholds. Additionally, the model learns to utilize the
sparse real ECG to marginally improve performance against
only the translated ECG.



(a) Clean input PPG (b) Clean input PPG

(c) Noisy input PPG (d) Noisy input PPG

(e) AFib input PPG (f) AFib input PPG

Fig. 4: Examples of the translated ECG signals. In each subfigure: the top panel shows the input PPG waveform and the
bottom panel shows the reconstructed ECG waveform compared with the reference waveform. The average ECG waveform
(dark blue) of all possible pulses overlaid on each individual pulse (light blue).



IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we present a novel attention-based deep state-
space model to generate ECG waveforms with PPG signals as
input. The results demonstrate that our model has the potential
to provide a paradigm shift in telemedicine by bringing about
ECG-based clinical diagnoses of heart disease via simple PPG
assessment through wearable devices. Our model, trained on a
small and noisy dataset, achieves an average Pearson’s corre-
lation of 0.847, RMSE of 0.076 mV, and SNR of 13.887 dB,
demonstrating the efficacy of our approach. Significantly, our
model enables the AFib monitoring capability in a continuous
setting, assisting a state-of-the-art AFib detection model to
achieve a PR-AUC of 0.986. Being a lightweight method also
facilitates its deployment on resource-constrained devices. In
our future work, we aim to validate the generalizability of the
model with other pairs of physiological signals. Our method
allows for the screening and early detection of cardiovascular
diseases in the home environment, saving money and labor,
while supporting society in unusual pandemic situations.
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