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have constrained the development of EEG-based deep models. Obtaining EEG annotations is difficult that requires domain experts
to guide collection and labeling, and the variability of EEG signals among different subjects causes significant label shifts. To solve
the above challenges, self-supervised learning (SSL) has been proposed to extract representations from unlabeled samples through
well-designed pretext tasks. This paper concentrates on integrating SSL frameworks with temporal EEG signals to achieve efficient
representation and proposes a systematic review of the SSL for EEG signals. In this paper, 1) we introduce the concept and theory
of self-supervised learning and typical SSL frameworks. 2) We provide a comprehensive review of SSL for EEG analysis, including
taxonomy, methodology, and technique details of the existing EEG-based SSL frameworks, and discuss the difference between these
methods. 3) We investigate the adaptation of the SSL approach to various downstream tasks, including the task description and related
benchmark datasets. 4) Finally, we discuss the potential directions for future SSL-EEG research.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Electroencephalography (EEG) is a neurophysiological technique that records and measures the brain’s electrical
activity. The EEG signals are collected in a non-invasive way that involves placing electrodes on the scalp to measure
and record the electrical impulses generated by the brain [130]. Due to the characteristic that the EEG signals are
the external representation of the inner brain neural activity, which contains abundant neural information related
to various brain stimuli, EEG signals have been widely studied to deal with different real-world tasks: for example,
epilepsy recognition [50], emotion recognition [18], sleep research [114], and the brain-computer interface application
[3]. Therefore, the EEG signal is an incredible tool in neuroscience and possesses an exceptionally high clinical utility,
which generally became the research focus of physiological signals.

Recently, with the fast development of deep learning and artificial intelligence, machine learning and deep learning
models are integrated with labeled samples to complete different classification [124], regression [115], and generation
[41] tasks. The combination of intelligent algorithms and labeled EEG datasets with supervised learning modes has
emerged as a powerful tool to enhance the analysis and interpretation of EEG data. Traditional machine learning
methods such as Support Vector Machine (SVM), RandomForeast, and Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP) demonstrated
their efficiency in detecting significant patterns from different hand-crafted EEG features [64]. Some simple EEG-based
tasks, such as EEG-based event classification, emotion recognition, epilepsy detection, and motor imagery classification,
can be automatically performed by machine learning models [37, 103, 155]. The end-to-end deep learning frameworks
composed of the Convolutional Neural Network (CNN), Long-Short Term Memory Network (LSTM), Transformer[133],
and other networks are implemented to model the spatial correlation between electrodes and the temporal variation
of the EEG signals. Deep learning methods contain more parameters and complex network structures, with stronger
learning and expression abilities to extract physiological information and recognize complex patterns. Adequate labeled
EEG data and powerful deep learning models are critical elements for intelligent EEG analysis. Moreover, relying on the
large amount of high-quality labeled EEG data, deep models trained with supervised modes can accomplish complex
EEG tasks.

Themost critical challenge intelligent EEG analysis faces is the scarcity of labeled samples.While training deepmodels
demands extensive labeled data. However, obtaining a large-scale labeled EEG signal for model training is impractical.
The annotation of the EEG signal necessitates manual intervention from experts well-versed in neurophysiology,
possessing a profound familiarity with the distinctive features of interest embedded within the EEG data. The high costs
and the need for expert knowledge in the annotation process make constructing EEG datasets extremely challenging.
In addition, the scarcity of specific brain states significantly affects the acquisition of EEG signals [112]. For example,
abnormal emotion states and seizure states are relatively rare among the subjects, making it more difficult for sample
collection. Therefore, building annotated EEG datasets for training deep models is constrained by various factors. It
necessitates the involvement of domain experts [44], demanding substantial time and cost [25], which poses a significant
challenge for the application of supervised learning in EEG analysis.

Besides, supervised EEG analysis faces the inconsistency problem, which severely impacts the effectiveness of
supervised learning. Interpreting EEG signals often involves subjectivity and variability among the subjects and
evaluators [29]. First, some tasks generally collected signals annotated by the participants, which have a vital subjective
component and do not necessarily represent the actual states generated by their brains, leading to inconsistencies in
the labels. Besides, owing to the distinctive differences in each individual’s brain, substantial variations exist in brain
signals among different subjects. This diversity may result in evaluative discrepancies in labels annotated by domain
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Fig. 1. The general process of SSL-integrated EEG analysis. The black arrows represent forward propagation, the green and blue
arrows denote backpropagation based on pretext task loss and downstream task loss, respectively.

experts, as different experts might assign different labels to the same EEG segment [90]. Such variations introduce
an inconsistency in the labeled samples. Therefore, mitigating the significant influence of inconsistency issues in the
training process and improving generalization ability became critical problems faced by the EEG analysis.

Self-supervised learning (SSL) has shown its superior performance in solving the challenges mentioned above, which
leverages the intrinsic structure and information within data to train models without labels. Self-supervised learning
designed a series of pretext tasks different from the final modeling target that generate the pseudo-label directly from
the unlabeled samples to train the model [40]. In the Computer Vision (CV) and Natural Language Process (NLP),
self-supervised learning has achieved tremendous success. In CV, SSL structure helps the model to learn the effect
image representation through the pretext tasks such as image rotation [46], jigsaw [98], and reconstruction [57], which
significantly improved the downstream task performance, sample efficiency and mitigate the overfitting problem
[67]. In NLP, the mask-reconstruction (MAE) and the prompt answering pretext tasks help the language model to
comprehensively understand textual context, enabling a series of functions of machine translation and conversation
system [35]. Therefore, the strong representation ability and low-labeled sample requirements of the self-supervised
learning paradigm demonstrate its potential as an effective training method, which offers new insights and tools for
addressing various complex problems in different domains.

Implementing the SSL frameworks in the EEG field is gaining more and more attraction among various researchers
[112]. Figure 1 illustrates a typical SSL-integrated EEG analysis method. There have been certain studies investigating
the combination of SSL with EEG analysis, which conduct the preliminary exploration of SSL to deal with temporal
physiological signal-based tasks. Accordingly, this paper comprehensively reviews the utilization of self-supervised
learning for EEG analysis, which provides an in-depth exploration of the taxonomy, the pros and cons, and the
development potential of the EEG-based SSL frameworks. The main contributions of this paper are listed as follows:

(1) Comprehensive review. This paper provides a comprehensive up-to-date review of the self-supervised learning
integrated EEG analysis methods. We analyze the technique details of different SSL approaches for EEG signals, including
the type of pretext tasks, the mathematical description, the performance of the SSL, and some simple summaries. By
comparing different methods, we outline the general process and characteristics of the EEG-based SSL methods.

(2) Systematic and reasonable taxonomy. Following the classical taxonomy of the traditional self-supervised
learning methods, we rigorously categorize existing studies on self-supervised learning in EEG into four major classes:
the prediction-based method, the generation-based method, the contrastive-based method, and the graph-based method.
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(3) Future potential directions. We also analyze the pros and cons of various methods, identify the limitations of
current works, and take into account the inherent characteristics of EEG data to indicate the potential directions for
developing SSL-based EEG analysis.

2 PRELIMINARY

This section provides a concise overview of traditional supervised EEG-analysis methods. In addition, we outline the
form definition and mathematical description of the self-supervised learning frameworks proposed in other fields (CV,
NLP), which serves as a preliminary of the EEG-based self-supervised method.

2.1 Supervised EEG Analysis

EEG signals have been widely studied to decode brain activity for addressing various real-world tasks. For instance,
EEG have been used to recognize specific emotion [161], detect seizure [4], classify sleep stage [17], recognize motor
imagery [5], decode visual or auditory information [71], etc. Machine learning and deep learning supervised methods
have been widely adopted to analyze EEG signals, extract features, and complete specific tasks. Existing studies can
be classified into two categories [138]: the feature-driven and the model-driven methods, where the feature-driven
methods combine the handcrafted features with traditional machine learning classifiers to interpret EEG signals, and
the model-driven methods construct end-to-end deep learning models to automated extract task-related EEG features.

Feature-driven methods. The feature-driven methods use specific features extracted from EEG signals to guide the
analysis process. In general, the feature-driven methods select handcrafted features that have been proven effective
for the task according to the previous research by neuroscientists [122]. By leveraging the selected features through
traditional machine learning classifiers, the models can uncover patterns, relationships, and insights in understanding
EEG signals and brain activity. Various handcrafted features fed into different models are extensively applied to multiple
tasks. For example, time domain features like the Hjorth parameter [99], the high order crossing [107], the statistical
analysis features [132], etc; the frequency domain features like different independent frequency bands [29] generated
through Fast Fourier Transfer and differential entropy [38], etc; the temporal frequency domain features which combined
the frequency features with the time window to introduce the variation of frequency features overtime [132]. Utilizing
these manually engineered features as input, machine learning have demonstrated a dependable performance in tasks
such as emotion recognition, sleep stage classification, and motor imagery classification [64].

Model-driven methods. Model-driven methods refer to approaches that incorporate deep end-to-end models
to interpret and analyze temporal EEG raw data or the high dimensional EEG features. Deep models can capture
specific spatial-temporal information to infer underlying brain dynamics, quantify brain activity, and complete complex
EEG-based classification or regression tasks [30]. The existing model-driven methods are typical examples of supervised
deep learning approaches that rely extensively on a substantial volume of training samples. Owing to the powerful
learning capabilities of deep learning and the assistance of extensively labeled samples, the efficacy of models has been
further heightened across diverse complex EEG tasks.

2.2 Overview of Self-supervised Learning

Self-supervised learning can extract effective representation from unlabeled samples instead of directly training end-
to-end models through labeled samples, which has shown its superior performance in learning spatial images and
sequential context representation in the fields of CV and NLP. In this part, we outline the mathematical definition of the
Manuscript submitted to ACM
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Fig. 2. The taxonomy of the typical self-supervised learning methods and self-supervised EEG analysis methods

SSL, explain the terms of essential concepts, and briefly divide the existing SSL frameworks into four distinct categories
based on the variation in pretext tasks.

Term explanation. We provide important definitions of terms to help further understand self-supervised learning.

• Pretext task. The pretext tasks 𝑇 = {𝑡1, 𝑡2, ..., 𝑡𝑛} refers to the learning objective or task designed to leverage
the content or structure within unlabeled data to help the model learn knowledge and effective representations.
The learned representations can then be transferred to downstream tasks with limited labeled data.

• Pseudo-label. The pseudo-label 𝑌𝑝 is the artificial label created based on the pretext tasks to train the model.
The pseudo-labels serve as a form of supervision that guides the self-supervised learning process to extract
specific features from unlabeled samples.

• Downstream task. The definition of downstream task 𝑑𝑡 is the target or final task to be performed using the
features or representations learned from the previous phase of training (by pretext tasks). The downstream
task typically requires labeled samples to fine-tune the previous model to transfer the representation model to
become more specific and task-focused toward the downstream task.

• Human-label. The human-label refers to the labels for the downstream samples annotated by human experts.

Mathematical definition. The objective of self-supervised learning is to learn a function F (𝑥) → R𝑑 that maps the
input instances 𝑋 to a 𝑑-dimensional representation space R𝑑 capturing essential features from unlabeled samples.
The frameworks of self-supervised learning are generally regarded as the encoder-decoder structure encompassing
an encoder 𝑓𝜃 to generate representation and several decoders 𝑔 to decode the representation to complete different
tasks: pretext task decoder 𝑔𝑝

𝛿
cascade with the encoder to accomplish pretext task and pre-train the model without

external labels, and downstream task decoder 𝑔𝑑
𝜉
can recognize specific patterns in the representation to fine-tune the

model adopted to complete downstream tasks. In general, the training paradigms of SSL can be summarized into three
categories: 1. pre-train mode; 2. joint-train mode; 3. unsupervised-train mode. The first mode is the pre-train mode,
which uses pretext tasks to pre-train the representation model and downstream tasks to fine-tune the encoder and
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downstream task decoder to transfer the model for addressing specific tasks. The process can be expressed as follows:

𝜃, 𝛿 = argmin
𝜃,𝛿

L𝑝𝑡 (𝑔𝑝𝛿 (𝑓
𝑝

𝜃
(𝑋 )), 𝑌𝑝 )

𝜃, 𝜉 = argmin
𝜃,𝜉

L𝑓 𝑡 (𝑔𝑑𝜉 (𝑓
𝑝

𝜃
(𝑋 )), 𝑌 )

(1)

where L𝑝𝑡 and L𝑓 𝑡 represent the loss of pretext task and downstream task, respectively. The encoder is trained by
the pretext task and fine-tuned by the downstream task to first generate effective representation and then transfer the
learned knowledge into the specific task. The downstream task decoder is trained by the downstream task loss to fully
leverage the representation for target task completion.

The second mode is the co-train mode, where a joint loss function is constructed to leverage pretext and downstream
tasks to jointly train the model. The pretext task collaboratively explores the relevant knowledge for the downstream task
and also serves as the regularization term to constrain the gradient during training, thereby mitigating the overfitting
problem. This mode can be expressed as follows:

𝜃, 𝜉 = argmin
𝜃,𝛿,𝜉

𝛼L(𝑔𝑝
𝛿
(𝑓 𝑝
𝜃
(𝑋 )), 𝑌𝑝 ) + 𝛽L(𝑔𝑑

𝜉
(𝑓 𝑝
𝜃
(𝑋 )), 𝑌 ) (2)

where 𝛼 and 𝛽 are the hyper-parameter to balance different losses.
The third mode is the unsupervised-train mode, which is similar to the pre-train mode, but the parameters of the

encoder are frozen during the fine-tuning stage. This mode only fine-tunes the downstream task decoder to verify the
generated representations’ effectiveness. The process can be formulated as follows:

𝜃, 𝛿 = argmin
𝜃,𝛿

L𝑝𝑡 (𝑔𝑝𝛿 (𝑓
𝑝

𝜃
(𝑋 )), 𝑌𝑝 )

𝜃, 𝜉 = argmin
𝜉

L𝑓 𝑡 (𝑔𝑑𝜉 (𝑓
𝑝

𝜃
(𝑋 )), 𝑌 )

(3)

Within the pretext task based taxonomy of SSL, we can categorize the SSL method into four types: predictive-based,
generative-based, contrastive-based, and hybrid SSL method. Figure 2 demonstrates the general taxonomy of SSL, and
the detailed explanations are as follows:

Predictive-based SSL method. The predictive-based SSL method creates classification pretext tasks to predict
discrete pseudo labels generated from unlabeled data to learn effective features. For instance, pretext tasks like predicting
image rotation angles [46] and pixel colors [154] can force the model to extract spatial features and object boundaries in
the images beneficial for the downstream tasks such as object detection; pretext tasks like predicting next sentence [35]
can help language model understand contextual correlation. Due to their simpler execution nature, predictive-based
SSL methods are mostly easy to combine with traditional deep models, and the proficient performance in prediction
tasks signifies that the model has mastered specific knowledge for downstream tasks.

Generative-based SSL method. The generative-based SSL method designs generation or reconstruction pretext
tasks to capture contextual features and correlations to generate effective representations. The most widely used
generative-based pretext task is the reconstruction task. This task begins by encoding the input sample into a distinctive
representation, followed by a decoding process to reconstruct the original input. By making the input and output
as similar as possible, the encoder can learn significant features to reconstruct the input, which are highly effective
for target downstream tasks. For example, typical methods like autoencoder [151] have been investigated to extract
representations from image and textual data. Recently, the mask-reconstruction pretext task has supplanted traditional
reconstruction tasks to extract the contextual information from unlabeled samples. This task masks part of the input
Manuscript submitted to ACM
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Fig. 3. Categories of Self-supervised learning for EEG analysis

samples and reconstructs the masked data through the contextual data, where the encoder is responsible for extracting
features and generating representations, and the decoder is responsible for reconstructing the masked data. In vision
tasks, the masked autoencoder [57] can extract spatial contextual features from unlabeled samples for downstream
classification and segmentation. In language tasks, the BERT model captures token-level context correlation information,
which greatly improves the performance of subsequent tasks such as machine translation and text generation.

Contrastive-based SSL method. The contrastive-based SSL method adopts the ’comparison’ technique, which
encourages similar data points to be closer in the representation space while pushing dissimilar data points apart.
Augmentation methods are important in the constrastive-based SSL: input samples are augmented to create negative
and positive sample pairs, where the positive pairs represent the similar samples, and negative pairs refer to the vastly
dissimilar samples [136]. By optimizing the designed contrastive loss, the model minimizes the distance between positive
pairs and maximizes the distance between negative pairs to extract identical features and transferable representations.
Based on the theory of information bottleneck [131] and mutual information [81], InfoNCE loss [61] is proposed to
efficiently learn representations where positive pairs are closer together in the feature space compared to negative
pairs. Besides, SimCLR [24], MoCo [58], and other contrastive learning methods have become important frameworks
driving the development of computer vision.

Hybrid SSL method. The hybrid SSL method combines multiple SSL techniques or tasks to create a powerful
framework for learning representations. The main idea is to leverage the strengths of different pretext tasks to capture
diverse and informative features from unlabeled samples. The weighted fusion of losses from multiple pretext tasks
enables the model to grasp multi-dimensional knowledge. It is particularly valuable when data is heterogeneous or a
single pretext task may not capture all the relevant information in the unlabeled samples [92].

Following the taxonomy of typical SSL frameworks in vision and language fields, this paper categorizes self-supervised
EEG analysis methods into predictive, generative, contrastive, and hybrid frameworks. Comprehensive summary for
different methods are provided from Section 3 to Section 6. The structure of this survey can be visualized in Figure 3.
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(a) The framework of the spatial predictive method to predict
channel augmentation techniques applied to EEG.

(b) The framework of the temporal predictive method to predict
different temporal augmentation techniques applied to EEG.

Fig. 4. The comparison of spatial predictive and temporal predictive SSL EEG analysis methods

3 PREDICTIVE-BASED SSL EEG ANALYSIS METHOD

The predictive-based SSL EEG analysis method aims to design and execute classification to acquire domain-specific
knowledge beneficial for various downstream tasks. Multi-channel EEG signals present distinctive characteristics,
including high temporal density, pronounced temporal dependencies, and intricate inter-channel correlations, indicating
the presence of critical features within the temporal, frequency, and spatial domains of EEG data. Sequentially, pretext
tasks are implemented to distinguish EEG samples that are augmented through temporal, frequency, and spatial
processing to acquire features from different domains. Therefore, we can categorize the existing studies into three
sub-categories: (1) spatial predictive methods, (2) temporal predictive methods, and (3) transformation predictive methods.
The typical frameworks of three kinds of methods are demonstrated in Figure 4 and Figure 5, and the summary of
existing works is listed in Table 1.

3.1 Spatial Predictive Method

The spatial predictive method draws inspiration from SSL in the image domain, establishing local or global spatial-
structure-related pretext tasks to help the model comprehend spatial contextual information. Figure 4a shows the
typical spatial predictive framework for EEG analysis, and different methods have been investigated to extract channel
correlation and brain structure, which are listed as follows:

EEG jigsaw task[88] is analogous to the image jigsaw pretext task in CV. EEG jigsaw task involves the random
shuffling of EEG channels, followed by an expectation that the model can reconstruct the original sequence of the
scrambled channels or predict the order in which the channels were shuffled. For example, assuming the raw EEG data
𝑋𝑠𝑝 ∈ R𝑐×𝑡 , where 𝑐 is channel numbers and 𝑡 is the number of sampling points. The random shuffling operation then
produces a permuted EEG matrix 𝑋 ∗

𝑠𝑝 ∈ R, where the temporal information remains unchanged, but the channel order
has been shuffled. The loss function of the jigsaw task can be described as follows:

L(𝑋 ∗
𝑠𝑝 , 𝑌

∗) = −
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑌 ∗
𝑖 log(𝑔𝑝

𝛿
(𝑓𝜃 (𝑋 ∗

𝑠𝑝 ))) (4)

where 𝑌 ∗ represents the one-hot pseudo-label (channel order), and 𝑁 represents the batch size. The loss function
calculates the cross-entropy between the predicted order of the shuffled EEG sample and its corresponding label. By
minimizing this pretext loss, researchers believed the model can capture spatial features related to the distribution of
Manuscript submitted to ACM
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multi-channel EEG signals across the cortical regions of the brain, which are closely related to downstream tasks such
as emotion recognition and seizure detection.

Channel correlation prediction[20] is designed to realize the spatial correlation between different channels.
Researchers proposed that the time delay exists in the propagation of EEG signals between channels in distinct brain
regions. EEG signals will experience delays when propagating from one region to a distant one, and exploring these
features enables the model to understand the activation modes and information exchange patterns of brain activity. In
this task, pseudo labels are generated from signal correlation between channels, which can be calculated as follows:

𝑌 (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑡1, 𝑡2) =
{
1, 𝑐𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑋𝑖 (𝑡1), 𝑋 𝑗 (𝑡2)) ≥ 𝜅

0, 𝑐𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑋𝑖 (𝑡1), 𝑋 𝑗 (𝑡2)) < 𝜅
(5)

This function calculates the cosine similarity between the 𝑖-th channel and the 𝑗-th channel at time slices 𝑡1 and 𝑡2. The
𝑐𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑚 represents the cosine similarity, and the 𝜅 is the predefined threshold to determine whether the two slices are
correlated and assign the pseudo label. The binary cross-entropy loss can be used as loss prediction loss to pre-train the
model, where the predictions are generated by the encoder-pretext task decoder structure:𝑔𝑝

𝛿
(𝑓𝜃 (𝑋1, 𝑋2)).

Replace discriminative task[20] is the binary classification task to extract channel-specific differential features by
identifying distinct components from different channels. In this task, a random replacement is performed to replace a
certain percentage 𝑝𝑟% of original EEG signal 𝑋𝑖 with signal 𝑋𝑖 sampled at any channels and time slices. The pseudo
labels are constructed to indicate whether the current samples have been replaced, which can be described as follows:

𝑌 (𝑋𝑖 ) =
{
1, 𝑓𝐼 (𝑋𝑖 , 𝑖) = 0

0, 𝑓𝐼 (𝑋𝑖 , 𝑖) ≠ 0
(6)

where 𝑓𝐼 (𝑋𝑖 , 𝑖) is the function to judge whether the signal 𝑋𝑖 has been replaced or not. Subsequently, by minimizing
the binary cross-entropy pretext task loss, the model learns the distinctive spatial features of different channels and
retains essential information beneficial for various downstream tasks.

3.2 Temporal Predictive Method

The temporal predictive methods aim to capture the temporal correlation and sequential dependencies in EEG signals.
As the temporal physiological signal, temporal characteristics play an important role in various EEG-based tasks.
Figure 4b shows a typical framework of temporal predictive SSL for EEG analysis, and different temporal predictive
pretext tasks have been proposed to investigate potential temporal information, which are summarized as follows:

Relative positioning task is the temporal predictive method to distinguish whether two different EEG segments are
close or distinct in time dimension [13]. This task firstly constructs an EEG pair 𝑋𝑡𝑖 , 𝑋𝑡

′
𝑖
∈ R𝑐×𝑡 represent two sampled

EEG segments. Representation of EEG signals should change slowly over time, which means EEG segments proximate
in the time dimension convey similar information, and those further apart exhibit significant dissimilarities [13]. The
duration parameter 𝜏𝑝𝑜𝑠 controls the duration of positive context. For two EEG segments𝑋𝑡𝑖 and 𝑋

𝑡
′
𝑖
, the temporal

interval |𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡
′
𝑖
| ≤ 𝜏𝑝𝑜𝑠 indicates that these segments are within positive duration, sharing common underlying labels.

Therefore, the pseudo labels of the relative positioning task can be constructed as follows:

𝑌 (𝑋𝑡𝑖 , 𝑋𝑡
′
𝑖
) =


1, |𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡

′
𝑖 | ≤ 𝜏𝑝𝑜𝑠

−1, |𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡
′
𝑖 | > 𝜏𝑝𝑜𝑠

(7)
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where −1 and 1 represent samples of negative and positive duration. The training sample 𝑆𝑁 = {(𝑋𝑡𝑖 , 𝑋𝑡
′
𝑖
), 𝑌 ((𝑋𝑡𝑖 , 𝑋𝑡

′
𝑖
)}

can be used to train the model with binary classification loss to capture temporal information. This method has been
widely used for continuous EEG classification tasks such as the sleep stage classification [13].

Temporal Shuffling is considered as the variation of the relative positioning task [13]. The temporal shuffling task
first samples two different EEG segments 𝑋𝑡𝑖 , 𝑋𝑡

′
𝑖
from positive duration, and then samples another EEG segment 𝑋

𝑡
′′
𝑖

between the first two segments or in the negative duration. Three different segments form the triplet (𝑋𝑡𝑖 , 𝑋𝑡
′
𝑖
, 𝑋

𝑡
′′
𝑖
).

The shuffling operation is performed to permute the order of the segments in the triplet randomly. The pseudo labels
indicating whether the triplet has been shuffled can be constructed: 0 for the shuffled triplet and 1 for the normal
triplet. Then, the model learns to distinguish whether the triplet has been shuffled through the concatenated differential
features between segments, which can be calculated as follows:

𝐷 (𝑋𝑡𝑖 , 𝑋𝑡
′
𝑖
, 𝑋

𝑡
′′
𝑖
) = 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑐𝑎𝑡 ( |𝑓𝜃 (𝑋𝑡𝑖 ) − 𝑓𝜃 (𝑋𝑡

′
𝑖
) |, |𝑓𝜃 (𝑋𝑡

′
𝑖
) − 𝑓𝜃 (𝑋𝑡

′′
𝑖
) |) (8)

where 𝑐𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑎𝑡 is the vector concatenation operation. The model conducts shuffling classification by utilizing differential
encoded information from different segments as features, which can help to comprehend temporal dependencies within
EEG signals. Besides, another temporal shuffling method proposed by [102] divides the EEG slice into three equidistant
sequences, then randomly shuffles the order of sequences to form the shuffled sample. The model is asked to predict
the order of input shuffled samples to capture temporal correlation. Therefore, for shuffled EEG signals, both binary
classification (predict whether they have been shuffled ) and multi-class classification (predict the order of shuffled
signals) can serve as the pretext task to extract temporal features of physiological signals at different granularities.

Temporal trend prediction[78] is a task to identify the potential trends of EEG to capture short-term and long-term
dynamic patterns. This task divides the EEG signal into three categories according to its temporal characteristics:
stationary, trendstationary, and cyclostationary. By learning how to identify temporal trends, the model can comprehend
the temporal relationships within signals and capture both global and local essential waveform information to generate
the temporally enriched representations, which can benefit a variety of downstream tasks, like sleep stage classification.

Time shift prediction[1] is a task to predict the time shift performed to the EEG signals by contrasting the differences
in features between the raw EEG signal and shifted signals. In this task, the raw EEG signal 𝑋𝑡𝑖 and augmented EEG
signal 𝑋𝑡𝑖+𝜌 resulting from 𝜌-step time shifts applied to the raw EEG signal. The raw signal and shifted signal are
encoded into representations, and the pretext task uses a classification method to analyze the difference between the
two representations and classify how much the raw signal was shifted. By minimizing the classification loss, the encoder
can learn the temporal-aligned features and dependencies within EEG signals, generating the representation containing
rich time information significantly beneficial for long-term EEG tasks like clinical monitoring.

3.3 Transformation Predictive Method

Figure 5 shows the general process of the transformation predictive method. This task aims to predict specific trans-
formations applied to the EEG signals to learn signal-related features in the time-frequency domain. Different EEG
transformation techniques employed to augment EEG samples to be recognized in this task can be listed as follows:

Stopped band prediction randomly removes specific frequency bands in EEG signals and forces the model to
predict the index of the removed channel to learn frequency-related features [70]. EEG signals comprise information
from multiple frequency bands, with essential information concentrated within the frequency range of 1 to 50 Hz,
encompassing five independent frequency bands: 𝛿 (0.5-4Hz), 𝜃 (4-8Hz), 𝛼 (8-12Hz), 𝛽 (12-30Hz) and 𝛾 (30-50Hz). This
task transforms the EEG signal from time to the frequency domain and remaps the signal to the time domain after the
Manuscript submitted to ACM
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Fig. 5. The general process of transformation predictive method for EEG analysis. Different signal transformation techniques are
applied to EEG signals to generate augmented samples and pseudo labels. The model can capture critical signal-level features for
downstream tasks by correctly predicting the transformation method.

random removal of a specific frequency band, and the pseudo labels 𝑌 (𝑥𝑖 ) ∈ [0, 1, 2, 3, 4] are set representing the index
of the removed band. By forcing the model to predict the stopped band through encoded representation 𝑓𝜃 (𝑋𝑖 ), the
encoder 𝑓𝜃 can learn efficient frequency correlation and features to form the temporal-frequency representation.

Multi-transformation recognition aims to predict the transformation technique used to augment EEG signals to
extract fine-grained signal features and form effective representations [135]. In this task, EEG signals are augmented
through one transformation technique, and the model is asked to recognize the transformation methods. The common
encoder 𝑓𝜃 extracts features from augmented EEG signals and encodes them into representation, with multiple binary
classifiers to recognize different transformation methods. Each classifier corresponds to a specific transformation
method to determine its occurrence. Six transformation methods are proposed to be recognized:

(1)Noise Adding. Adding random noise generated by Gaussian distribution 𝑁 (𝜇, 𝜎2). The noise 𝑁𝑆𝑖 directly added to
the original signal to 𝑋𝑖 , resulting in a noise-augmented signal 𝑋𝑛𝑠

𝑖
.

(2)Scale transformation alters the waveform of the EEG signals. The amplitude of EEG signal is stretched or telescoped
through a scale factor 𝛼 , where the scale-augmented signal can be expressed as 𝑋𝑠𝑡

𝑖
= 𝛼 ∗ 𝑋𝑖 .

(3)Horizontal flipping. This transformation method directly flips EEG signal horizontally. The horizontal-augmented
signal can be expressed as 𝑋ℎ

𝑖
= −𝑋𝑖 .

(4)Vertical flipping flips EEG signal (each sample) vertically. The vertical-augmented signal can be described as
𝑋 𝑣
𝑖
= 𝑓 𝑙𝑖𝑝 (𝑋𝑖 ), where the 𝑓 𝑙𝑖𝑝 represents the segment’s vertical symmetric flip.
(5)Temporal dislocation is consistent with the temporal shuffling in predictive methods. This method divides EEG

segments into sub-segments and randomly shuffles these sub-segments to form the dislocation-augmented signal 𝑋 𝑡𝑑
𝑖
.

(6)Time warping method randomly stretches and compresses sub-segments to form the augmented samples. This
method randomly selects sub-segments to stretch and compress, with the recombination method to reassemble all the
sub-segments and construct the warping-augmented signal 𝑋 𝑡𝑤

𝑖
with the same dimension as the origin EEG signal.

By recognizing different transformation techniques, the model can generate the representation that captures temporal
dependencies, frequency correlation, and time-frequency correspondences within EEG signals from unlabeled samples.

3.4 Section Discussion

This section extensively reviews the predictive-based EEG analysis methods. In this section, we categorize the predictive
methods into three sub-categories: spatial predictive, temporal predictive, and transformation predictive method. The
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Table 1. The summarization of predictive-based EEG analysis self-supervised learning method. In the "training mode" column, "PT"
represents pre-training and fine-tune mode, "UT" represents unsupervised training mode, and "CT" represents joint-training mode.

Approach
Type of

pretext method
Detailed
method Backbone

Downstream
Tasks

Training
Mode

EEG scaling SSL [145] transformation predictive scaling prediction SVM epileptic classification PT
Transformation SSL [135] transformation predictive multi-transformation CNN emotion recognition UT
Task-agnostic SSL [104] transformation predictive multi-transformation CNN seizure & motor imagery UT
Temporal EEG SSL [51] temporal predictive relative position - sleep & pathology prediction PT
SSL-EED AD [162] transformation predictive noise classification CNN,SVM pathology prediction UT
Speech-EEG SSL [1] temporal predictive temporal-shift CNN speech decoding UT
SSL MI-EEG [102] temporal predictive temporal shuffling CNN motor imagery PT

MtCLSS [89] transformation predictive multi-transformation CNN pediatric sleep classification CT
MM Emotion [97] transformation predictive multi-transformation CNN Emotion recognition PT

SSTSC [142] transformation predictive Relative position CNN Seizure detection PT

Clinical EEG SSL [13] temporal predictive relative position
temporal shuffling CNN sleep classification

pathology classification PT

SSL for sleep EEG [12] temporal predictive relative position
temporal shuffling CNN sleep classification PT

EEG-oriented SSL [78] transformation predictive
temporal predictive

band-stop prediction
temporal-trend CNN sleep & Pathology

motor imagery PT

Robust EEG SSL [70] transformation predictive
temporal predictive

band-stop prediction
temporal-trend CNN sleep & Pathology PT

MBrain [20] Spatial predictive channel correlation
replace discriminative CNN,LSTM Seizure detection PT

spatial predictive tasks focus on exploring the channel-correlation features. In contrast, the temporal predictive tasks
involve incorporating rich temporal dependency features, time-correlation features, and consistent temporal information
into the representation. The transformation predictive task can help the model to extract temporal-frequency aligned
features by recognizing typical signal transformation techniques. Those pretext tasks are simple to accomplish, where
the encoder 𝑔𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑡𝑎 can be CNN or LSTM, and the pretext task decoder 𝑔𝑝

𝛿
can be simple forward neural networks or

the traditional machine learning classifiers. The predictive tasks only require a few parameters and complex network
architectures but may need help to learn general representations for downstream tasks.

4 GENERATIVE-BASED SSL EEG ANALYSIS METHOD

Different from predictive methods, generative-based SSL EEG analysis methods are more complex and challenging.
The critical terms of this method are "Reconstruction" and "Generation," where the fine-grained correlation and features
can be captured through this pretext task. "Reconstruction" means reconstructing the masked or transformed samples
to learn effective representation, and "Generation" means generating specific context to train the model to learn
specific knowledge. In the EEG analysis, the generative-based SSL method adopts signal reconstruction and generative-
adversarial task as the pretext tasks, which can be categorize into three independent sub-categories according to the
task target: (1) Temporal reconstruction task, (2)Multi-domain reconstruction task, and (3) Generative adversarial task. The
typical frameworks of three kinds of methods are demonstrated in Figure 6 and Figure 7, and the summary of existing
works is listed in Table 2.

4.1 Temporal Reconstruction Task

The framework of the temporal reconstruction task is shown in Figure 6a, which is inspired by the autoencoder method
[151] to reconstruct the input data to capture contextual features without the need for human-labeled sample. The
reconstruction task enables the encoder to learn fine-grained input correlation, which can generate representations
containing rich contextual information. The EEG signal is the serialized temporal physiological data, which is applicable
for conducting the temporal reconstruction pretext task [35] to learn signal contextual correlation, enhance the
Manuscript submitted to ACM
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(a) The typical framework of temporal reconstruction
method, where EEG signals are randomly masked and the
model is required to reconstruct raw EEG signals to extract
signal contextual features

(b) The typical framework of multi-domain reconstruction method,
where the frequency-temporal features of EEG signals are randomly
masked and the model is required to reconstruct the features to
capture multi-domain correlation in EEG signals

Fig. 6. The frameworks of temporal reconstruction and multi-domain reconstruction SSL EEG analysis methods

understanding of temporal dependencies, and provide effective representation for various EEG-based downstream tasks.
Different temporal reconstruction tasks are listed as follows:

EEG-based autoencoder [65] is the adaptation of autoencoder for EEG analysis [60]. In this method, EEG signals
are encoded into low-dimensional representation by the encoder 𝑓𝜃 , and the low-dimensional representation is then
used to reconstruct the original signal through the pretext task decoder 𝑔𝑝

𝛿
symmetrical to the encoder. The encoder is

responsible for preserving critical EEG signal information, while the decoder is responsible for reconstructing the EEG
signal from the generated representation. The reconstruction loss can be calculated as follows:

L(𝑋,𝑋 ∗) = 1
𝑙𝑒𝑛(𝑋 ) ∥𝑋 − 𝑋 ∗∥1 (9)

where 𝑙𝑒𝑛(𝑋 ) represents the length of input signal and ∥∥1 represents the L1-norm. 𝑋 is the EEG signal and 𝑋 ∗ is
the reconstructed signal. By minimizing the difference between the original and reconstructed signals, the encoder
preserves critical information necessary for signal recovery, which can be considered signal compression.

Signal-level mask-reconstruction (signal MAE) is the typical mask-reconstruction method to capture temporal
signal correlation for reconstructing the masked segments [27]. In this framework, multi-channel EEG signals are
first encoded into temporal embeddings through the 1D convolution block similar to the famous wave2vec [9, 117]
algorithm. The high-dimensional EEG signals 𝑋 are downsampled and compressed into low-dimensional feature
embeddings 𝑍 = {𝑧1, 𝑧2, 𝑧3, ..., 𝑧𝑘 } arranged in temporal order, and the stride of convolution block determines the
number of input time-step to the encoder. The mask 𝑀𝑖 is generated to randomly replace parts of the information
in embedding 𝑍 , creating the masked embedding 𝑍𝑚 with local information dropout. The transformer encoders are
then applied to extract bidirectional temporal correlation between input slices and output the signal representation
𝑅𝑒 = {𝑟𝑒1, 𝑟𝑒2, ..., 𝑟𝑒𝑘 }. The convolution block and Transformer encoder are cascade as the encoder 𝑓𝜃 to generate signal
representation, and followed by the linear and convolution layer as the pretext task decoder 𝑔𝑝

𝛿
to reconstruct the

raw signal 𝑋 through masked signal representation 𝑅𝑒 , the training process can be described by minimizing cosine
similarity loss shown as follows:

L(𝑋𝑚, 𝑋 ) = 1 − 𝑋𝑚 · 𝑋
|𝑋𝑚 | |𝑋 | (10)
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where 𝑋𝑚 is the reconstructed EEG signal. This method reconstruct raw signal through the masked signal represen-
tation, where the original EEG signals serve as the pseudo-labels. In this architecture, encoder 𝑓𝜃 is responsible for
mining temporal correlation and preserving critical signal information while the pretext decoder 𝑔𝑝

𝛿
is responsible

for reconstructing original EEG signals. Therefore, this framework forces the encoder to generate representations
containing fine-grained correlation and signal critical information, which exhibits strong expressiveness, generalization,
and applicability across various EEG-based tasks.

Embedding-level mask-reconstruction (embedding MAE) is another mask-reconstruction method that is
inspired by the BERT model[35] in the language domain to fuse the contextual relationship into the representation [80].
Similar to the MAE framework mentioned above, EEG signals are first transformed into temporal embeddings through
the convolution block and then encoded by the transformer encoder to generate signal representations, followed by
the pretext task decoder to accomplish the reconstruction task. However, different from the signal MAE, this task is
based on the embedding-level reconstruction: the transformed EEG embedding 𝑍 is randomly masked by the generated
mask vector, where 𝑧∗ represents the randomly selected embeddings to be masked. The pretext task decoder is required
to reconstruct the masked embedding rather than EEG raw signals. The contrastive loss function is designed
to make the reconstructed embedding 𝑧∗𝑝𝑟𝑒 to be as similar as possible to the original unmasked embedding 𝑧∗ while
keeping it as dissimilar as possible to the remaining embeddings, which can be calculated as follows:

L(𝑧∗, 𝑧∗𝑝𝑟𝑒 ) = − log
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑧∗𝑝𝑟𝑒 , 𝑧∗)/𝜂)∑

𝑧𝑟𝑖 ∈𝑍 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑧∗𝑝𝑟𝑒 , 𝑧𝑟𝑖 )/𝜂)
(11)

where 𝑧𝑟𝑖 is the negative sample obtained by random sampling from the contextual embeddings, 𝑠𝑖𝑚 represents cosine
similarity to measure the distance between the reconstructed and original embeddings, and 𝜂 is the temperature
parameter to control the contrastive loss. Compared with the MAE to reconstruct the original signals, the embedding-
level reconstruction is simpler, with fewer parameters to capture critical contextual information precisely and understand
EEG embedding temporal relationships. However, it may also lead to losing some original signal information. The
combination of the transformation encoder can generate representations for various downstream tasks.

4.2 Multi-domain Reconstruction Method

The multi-domain reconstruction method extends the EEG-based MAE to multiple domains (signal, spatial, and
frequency), which can be shown in Figure 6b. Different from the temporal reconstruction methods, this method achieves
collaborative and mutual reconstruction across different domains to extract spatial-temporal-frequency aligned and
complementary features in the EEG signal, generating more powerful and general representations adapted to different
tasks. Detailed explanations of multi-domain reconstruction methods are as follows:

Spatial-temporal-frequency reconstruction (STF MAE) conducts the synergistic reconstruction task in the
temporal-frequency-spatial domain to extract integrated EEG features [22]. The idea of synergistic reconstruction task
is inspired by the time-frequency analysis method [113]: temporal analysis method [11, 123] investigates the patterns
of EEG amplitude changes over time, while frequency analysis [56] method studies the frequency energy distribution
within EEG signals. The time-frequency analysis method utilizes the sliding time window to investigate temporal
changes in frequency spectral features [153]. Based on the time-frequency analysis method, this task constructs a
3D matrix as the feature of the EEG signal. Through the continuous wavelet transform (CWT) [2], EEG signals are
transformed into 3D frequency-spatial-temporal matrix 𝑋 ∈ R𝑐×𝑡𝑛×𝑓𝑟 , where 𝑐 is the channel number, 𝑡𝑛 is the number
of temporal slices, and 𝑓𝑟 represents frequency feature resolution. This 3D matrix can be considered time-frequency
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features (2D image) with multiple channels. Inspired by the image MAE, the EEG feature matrix is divided into different
patches and randomly masked with the mask patch𝑚𝑝 to generate the masked matrix𝑋 ∗, the encoder-decoder structure
utilizing vision-transformer (ViT) [36] as the backbone is designed to reconstruct the EEG feature matrix. The mean
squared error (MSE) can be used to train the model, which is defined as follows:

L(𝑋𝑚, 𝑋𝑝𝑟𝑒 ) = 𝐸 (𝑋𝑝𝑟𝑒 − 𝑋𝑚)2 = 1
𝑛𝑚

𝑛𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

(𝑋𝑝𝑟𝑒

𝑖
− 𝑋𝑚

𝑖 )2 (12)

where 𝑛𝑚 is the dimension of the masked features 𝑋𝑚 , and 𝑋𝑝𝑟𝑒 represents the reconstructed features generated by the
encoder and pretext task decoder: 𝑋𝑝𝑟𝑒 = 𝑔

𝑝

𝛿
(𝑓𝜃 (𝑋 ∗)). By minimizing the MSE loss, encoder 𝑓𝜃 fuses spatial-temporal-

frequency contextual correlation into representation, and decoder 𝑔𝑝
𝛿
is learned to reconstruct the original EEG feature

matrix based on the representation. The generated representations contain multi-domain correlation and features,
which exhibit greater expressive ability and a wider range of applications for downstream tasks.

Frequency mask-reconstruction (frequency MAE) conducts mask-reconstruction task in different frequency
bands to capture frequency features, long-term dependencies, and critical time-frequency correlated information [106].
Initially, the EEG signal undergoes two distinct transformations: 1. The EEG signal is directly embedded into the patch
sequence through division, linear projection, and flattening operation, representing the EEG temporal patch sequence. 2.
The EEG signal is transformed into six independent frequency bands (0-4Hz, 4-8Hz, 8-18Hz, 16-32Hz, 32-64Hz, and other
frequencies), representing the EEG frequency patch sequences. 10% of the frequency patch sequences are randomly
masked, followed by six independent ViT-based encoders to generate representations for all frequency bands (one
encoder corresponds to one frequency band). Six independent ViT-based decoders are sequentially used to reconstruct
the frequency patch sequences. Differently, the target of the pretext task is to minimize the difference between the
summation of all reconstructed frequency sequences and the temporal patch sequence, which can be calculated similarly
to equation (12). This task can reconstruct the temporal information by the masked frequency patch sequences, which
can help the model to align temporal-frequency information in the EEG signal and understand its correlation, generating
high-dimensional representations with rich time-frequency coherent features of the signals, and providing valuable
EEG features for various EEG-based tasks.

Frequency-temporal reconstruction (FT MAE) is the framework to reconstruct the masked EEG representations
in the frequency and time domain [140]. This framework transforms EEG signals into discrete patches through the
non-overlapping 1D-CNN, with some patches randomly masked with ratio 𝑟 . The ViT-based encoder is subsequently
employed to generate representations, followed by a symmetric decoder to reconstruct the masked patches. Two
reconstruction methods are proposed in the framework: the first is the spatiotemporal domain reconstruction,
where the decoder reconstructs the masked patches directly, with the MSE loss function to train the model and capture
the temporal correlations in EEG signal. The second is the Fourier domain reconstruction to reconstruct masked
patches in the frequency domain. Through the Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) [10], EEG signals can be transformed
from the time domain to the frequency domain:

𝑥
𝑓

𝑘
=

𝑛∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑥 𝑗 ∗ cos(
2𝜋
𝑛

𝑗𝑘) − i ∗ sin( 2𝜋
𝑛

𝑗𝑘) (13)

where 𝑘 ∈ (0, 𝑛), 𝑛 is the number of sampling points for the EEG segments, 𝑥 𝑗 is the temporal amplitude at sampling
point 𝑗 , and i represents the imaginary unity. 𝑥 𝑓

𝑘
represents the generated spectrum features at sampling point 𝑘 . The

first term in this equation represents the Real part of the result, and the second term represents the imagery part. Then,
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the magnitude and phase of the frequency signal can be calculated as follows:
𝑚𝑎𝑔𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑢𝑑𝑒𝑘 =

1
𝑛

√︃
𝑅𝑒 (𝑥 𝑓

𝑘
)2 + 𝐼𝑚(𝑥 𝑓

𝑘
)2

𝑝ℎ𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑘 = 𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑛2(𝑅𝑒 (𝑥 𝑓
𝑘
)2, 𝐼𝑚(𝑥 𝑓

𝑘
)2)

(14)

where 𝑅𝑒 and 𝐼𝑚 represent the real and imagery part of the spectrum feature, and 𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑛2 represents the arctangent
function with two arguments. Researchers believe that the study of both magnitude and phase is important: For EMG
signals, the magnitude and phase are highly correlated with muscle movement. Muscles move both longitudinally
and transversely according to the direction of the fibers. As a result, the biological impedance of the motion units
changes, leading to variations in amplitude and phase responses. Therefore, analyzing magnitude and phase can help
the model capture muscle contraction patterns as part of the representation learning process [140]. In the EEG signal,
the magnitude and phase are highly related to the phase synchronization information between neurons, which can help
reveal the synchrony and information transmission between different brain regions. The Fourier domain reconstruction
task predicts the magnitude and phase sequence of masked EEG patches, which are then reconstructed through the
inverse Fourier transform. The mean squared error can measure the difference between the original patches and those
reconstructed by magnitude and phase. Encoder 𝑓𝜃 can understand the correlation between spectrum features and
temporal signal and capture critical neuron activity knowledge through this task.

Spatial reconstruction (Spatial MAE) aims to learn the spatial correlation between different channels in EEG
signal [62]. In this framework, the correlation between EEG channels can be defined using a graph structure G = (A,X),
where X ∈ R𝑐×𝑛 represents the node feature matrix in the graph (each channel corresponds to a node on the graph)
and A ∈ R𝑐×𝑐 is the adjacency matrix representing the connectivity between nodes. The graph structure can be
calculated through channel spatial distance and correlation. In the framework, the sub-graph G𝑠 is sampled containing
𝑛𝑠 nodes and their connectivity graph structure. For the sampled sub-graph, the feature of a random node is masked
and then reconstructed by the model through adjacent node features and graph structure, which can train the model to
capture the spatial correlations. The graph neural network (GNN) [141] is used as the backbone for the encoder and
decoder to deal with topological graph data, and the MSE is the loss to measure the node reconstruction performance.
By reconstructing the graph node, the generated representation enables a deeper exploration of spatial features and
channel correlation, which is valuable for tasks that require high spatial resolution in EEG (such as visual decoding).

Transformation reconstruction aims to reconstruct EEG signals after different signal transformations to preserve
critical signal-related information [32]. The model reconstructs the EEG signal after the following signal transformations:
1. signal jitter, where EEG samples are added with random noise:𝑥𝑠 = 𝑥 + 𝑠 . 2. Random sample, where some points in the
temporal EEG signal are replaced by the average value of neighbor points. This transformation can be considered as the
smoothing operation. 3. Channel removal, where a specific channel in the EEG signal is removed to be reconstructed. 4.
Window replace, where EEG signals in randomly selected time windows are replaced by dummy value zero. 5. Jitter
in time windows, where the signal in the randomly selected time window is corrupted by noise. The model can fuse
temporal correlation, spatial correlation, and transformation features into representation for downstream tasks by
reconstructing raw signals from various transformations in the pre-training process.

4.3 Generative Adversarial Method

The generative adversarial method encompasses two pretext tasks: the generation task to generate fake EEG samples
continually, and the adversarial task strives to distinguish real and fake samples (shown in Figure 7) [31, 49]. Through

Manuscript submitted to ACM



Self-supervised Learning for Electroencephalogram: A Systematic Survey 17

‘

Fig. 7. The general framework of generative adversarial network (GAN) for EEG analysis

self-supervised the adversarial training of the generator and discriminator in the framework, the model can generate
enhanced EEG samples. In the field of EEG, two kinds of generative adversarial networks (GANs) have been investigated,
which are listed as follows:

Sample generation method aims to produce new EEG samples through the generation and adversarial pretext
tasks [14]. This framework uses the generator 𝐺 and discriminator 𝐷 to accomplish the generation adversarial task.
The input of 𝐺 are augmented EEG signals (e.g. masked signal) or random noise, and the output of𝐺 are the generated
fake EEG samples. The input of 𝐷 are the sample pairs (𝑥𝑛, 𝑥), where 𝑥𝑛 is the generated fake sample and 𝑥 is the true
EEG signal. The generator aims to produce pseudo-samples highly similar to real EEG samples, while the discriminator
attempts to distinguish between real and fake samples accurately. Through adversarial training, the generator can
produce highly believed EEG samples for training, which can help alleviate EEG collection and labeling issues.

Discriminator-based GAN is another generative adversarial method to extract discriminative representations from
EEG signal [42]. Discriminator-based GAN focuses on the discriminator to extract efficient features. By distinguishing
real samples from fake ones, the discriminator can learn critical invariant and discriminative features of EEG signals.
Through adversarial training, the discriminator can be considered as the encoder that can extract pre-trained EEG
features and generate representations for downstream tasks.

4.4 Section Discussion

This section reviews the generative-based SSL EEG analysis methods, which conduct complex generative pretext tasks
to train the encoder to capture effective signal features for downstream tasks. The existing methods are categorized
into three sub-categories: 1) The temporal reconstruction task that masks part of the temporal signal and requires the
model to reconstruct. 2) The multi-domain reconstruction task that masks temporal-frequency features and requires
the model to reconstruct. 3) The adversarial generative task that generates pseudo sample by generator and requires
the discriminator to distinguish real and fake samples. Compared with the predictive tasks, generation tasks are more
challenging and need more trainable parameters and complex structures to accomplish, they can learn more efficient
features in representation. Emulating the MAE, BERT, and other generative SSL methods in the vision and language
field, generative SSL methods for EEG signals have achieved significant success in various downstream tasks.

5 CONTRASTIVE-BASED SSL EEG ANALYSIS METHOD

Contrastive learning is the most widely used SSL technique in EEG analysis. Contrastive learning framework combined
with EEG augmentation methods have been investigated to generate representation that integrates invariant features
between positive pairs while eliminating irrelevant features between negative pairs. The target of contrastive learning
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Table 2. The summarization of generative-based EEG analysis self-supervised learning method. "PT" represents pre-training and
fine-tune mode, "UT" represents unsupervised training mode, "CT" represents joint-training mode, and "SA" represents the sample
augmentation.

Approach Sub-category Detailed
method Backbone

Downstream
Tasks

Training
Mode

BENDR[80] Temporal reconstruction Embedding MAE CNN&Transformer Multiple tasks PT&UT
GANSER[[159] Generative adversarial Sample generation CNN(U-NET) Emotion recognition SA
EEG-CGS[62] Multi-domain reconstruction Spatial MAE GNN Seizure analysis PT
Eeg2vec[163] Temporal reconstruction Embedding MAE CNN&Transformer Speech decoding UT
MAEEG[27] Temporal reconstruction Signal MAE Transformer Sleep classification PT&UT

Cognitive MAE[109] Temporal reconstruction Embedding reconstruction CNN&Transformer Cognitive-load classification PT&UT
SSLAPP[83] Generative adversarial Sample augmentation Transformer Sleep classification SA

MV-SSTMA[86] Multi-domain reconstruction STF MAE CNN&Transformer Emotion recognition PT
EpilepsyNet[65] Temporal reconstruction EEG-based autoencoder CNN Epileptic classification JT
EEGMAE[22] Multi-domain reconstruction STF MAE ViT ASD classification UT&PT
brain2vec[85] Temporal reconstruction Embedding MAE CNN&Transformer Speech decoding PT&UT

Wavelet2vec [106] Multi-domain reconstruction FT MAE ViT Seizure detection PT
CRT [156] Multi-domain reconstruction STF MAE Transformer Sleep classification UT

Neuro2vec [140] Multi-domain reconstruction FT MAE Transformer Seizure & sleep PT&UT
SDCAN[42] Generative adversarial Discriminator-based CNN Stress classification JT

WGAN-GP[14] Generative adversarial Sample generation CNN Emotion recognition SA
CWGAN[69] Generative adversarial Sample generation LSTM Sleep classification SA
SAE-EEG[91] Temporal reconstruction EEG-based autoencoder CNN Emotion recognition PT
AE-CDNN[137] Temporal reconstruction EEG-based autoencoder CNN Seizure detection UT

MI-AE[95] Temporal reconstruction EEG-based autoencoder CNN Motor imagery UT

is to encourage the model to pull positive pairs (similar samples) closer together and push negative samples apart in the
representation space, which is defined as follows:

L𝑐𝑜𝑛
def
= 𝑚𝑎𝑥 (𝑑 (𝑥+, 𝑥) − 𝑑 (𝑥−, 𝑥) + 𝛼, 0) (15)

This loss function is the triplet loss [118] that trains the model to achieve 𝑑 (𝑥+, 𝑥) > 𝑑 (𝑥−, 𝑥) + 𝛼 , and 𝛼 is a small
positive number to avoid clustering overfitting. Different augmentation methods are applied to EEG signals to form
positive and negative pairs. According to the type of augmentation methods for generating positive and negative
sample pairs, we can categorize the contrastive-based SSL EEG analysis method into five sub-categories: (1) Contrastive
predictive coding, (2) transformation contrastive learning, (3) spatial contrastive learning, (4) composite contrastive learning,
and (5) task-oriented contrastive learning. The typical frameworks of different kinds of methods are demonstrated in
Figure 8 to Figure 12, and the summary of existing works is listed in Table 3.

5.1 Contrastive Predictive Coding

Contrastive Predictive Coding (CPC) is a self-supervised learning technique used in NLP and CV for learning high-level
representations [59, 100]. In CPC, data are divided into overlapping context windows, which are used to generate
positive and negative pairs. The main idea of CPC is to generate the representation of the context window that can
accurately predict the representation of future windows to extract shared invariant features. In the EEG field, two
different CPC methods have been investigated:

EEG-based CPC extends the CPC for EEG analysis [13], which can be shown in Figure 8. This method divides
EEG signals into time slices through the sliding windows. The context window 𝑋𝑐 contains 𝑁𝑐 samples is defined as
𝑋𝑐 = {𝑥𝑡𝑖−𝑁𝑐+1, ..., 𝑥𝑡𝑖 }, where 𝑡𝑖 is the temporal index. Similarly, the following predictive window 𝑋𝑝 is defined as
𝑋𝑝 = {𝑥𝑡𝑖+1, ..., 𝑥𝑡𝑖+𝑁𝑝

}, where 𝑁𝑝 is the length of the prediction window. The encoder 𝑔𝑒𝑛 calculates representation
𝑧𝑡 = 𝑔𝑒𝑛 (𝑥𝑡 ) for context window and prediction window, generating context and prediction representation sequence
𝑍𝑐 = {𝑧𝑡𝑖−𝑁𝑐+1, ..., 𝑧𝑡𝑖 } and 𝑍𝑝 = {𝑧𝑡𝑖+1, ..., 𝑧𝑡𝑖+𝑁𝑝

}, separately. The integrated feature 𝑐𝑡𝑖 is calculated by a GRU-based
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Fig. 8. The framework of contrastive predictive coding (CPC) for EEG analysis.

regression encoder 𝑔𝑎𝑟 that summarizes the information of representations within the context window. 𝑐𝑡𝑖 is used to
predict future representations in the prediction window through weight𝑊𝑘 , 𝑘 ∈ [1, 𝑁𝑝 ], where𝑊𝑘𝑐𝑡 is the prediction
for 𝑧𝑡𝑖+𝑘 through the contextual feature 𝑐𝑡 . Positive and negative pairs are then constructed: the predicted representation
𝑊𝑘𝑐𝑡𝑖 forms positive pairs with the corresponding original representation 𝑧𝑡𝑖+𝑘 , while forming negative pairs with the
remaining representations. The loss function is described as follows:

L𝐶𝑃𝐶 = − 1
|B|

∑︁
𝑡𝑖 ∈B

𝑁𝑝∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑙𝑜𝑔
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠 (𝑥𝑡𝑖+𝑘 ,𝑊𝑘𝑐𝑡𝑖 ))

𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠 (𝑥𝑡𝑖+𝑘 ,𝑊𝑘𝑐𝑡𝑖 )) +
∑

𝑗∈𝑁𝑒
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠 (𝑥 𝑗 ,𝑊𝑘𝑐𝑡𝑖 ))

(16)

where B is the sample batch and |B| is the batch size. The 𝑁𝑒 indexes the negative samples of𝑊𝑘𝑐𝑡𝑖 , where 𝑗 ≠ 𝑘 + 𝑡𝑖 .
By minimizing the contrastive loss, the model can extract invariant temporal features from EEG signals and integrate
long-term temporal dependencies within EEG signals to form representations, which can maximize the correlation
between representation and EEG raw signal to preserve critical signal information for EEG-based downstream tasks.

EEG-based bidirectional contrastive predictive coding (BCPC) is the extension of CPC to extract bidirectional
temporal correlation in EEG signals [23]. Unlike CPC, the BCPC method adds an additional backward prediction window
in the framework, representing the EEG signal prior to the context window in the time dimension. The contextual
feature 𝑐𝑡𝑖 is used to predict the representation in the prediction window and the backward prediction window to
construct the positive and negative pairs. By adding the backward prediction window to introduce the reverse negative
and positive sample pairs for contrastive learning, the bidirectional model can capture the contextual features with
temporal semantic information from both directions in the EEG signal.

5.2 Transformation Contrastive Learning

The transformation contrastive learning method is inspired by the typical contrastive learning framework such as
SimCLR [24]and MoCo [58] in CV. EEG signals are augmented into negative and positive sample pairs through the signal
transformation methods designed according to the characteristics of temporal physiological signals. The framework
is shown in Figure 9. Multiple transformation contrastive learning methods have been studied to solve different
downstream tasks, the typical frameworks are listed as follows:

Signal-transformation contrastive emulates the typical framework SimCLR to conduct EEG contrastive learning
[96]. For the random selected EEG sample 𝑥𝑡 , different transformation methods are employed to generate augmentations
𝑇1 (𝑥𝑡 ) and 𝑇2 (𝑥𝑡 ). This method leverages the concept that augmentations applied to the same sample yield similar
information, forming positive pairs, while augmentations from distinct samples exhibit significant dissimilarity, consti-
tuting negative pairs. The encoder 𝑓𝜃 generates representations and pretext task decoder 𝑔𝛿 maps the representation
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Fig. 9. The framework of transformation contrastive method to capture invariant signal temporal features from unlabeled signals.

into loss space to calculate the contrastive loss. For batch with size |𝐵 |, the loss function is defined as follows:

L = − 1
|B|

| B |∑︁
𝑡=0

𝑙𝑜𝑔
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑧𝑡1 , 𝑧𝑡2 )/𝜏)∑2𝑘

𝑖=1 1[𝑖≠𝑡 ]𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑧𝑡1 , 𝑧𝑖 )/𝜏)
(17)

where 𝑧𝑡1 and 𝑧𝑡2 is generated by 𝑔
𝑝

𝛿
(𝑓𝜃 (𝑇1 (𝑥𝑡 ))) and 𝑔

𝑝

𝛿
(𝑓𝜃 (𝑇2 (𝑥𝑡 ))) respectively, indicating the representations of

augmentations from the same sample. 1[𝑖≠𝑡 ] ∈ {0, 1} is the indicator function, and 𝜏 is the temperature parameter. By
minimizing this loss function, the model can optimize the representation space to capture discriminative representations.
In the EEG analysis domain, EEG augmentation methods can be applied using signal transformation methods mentioned
in Section 3.3, and other EEG signal augmentation methods are listed as follows:

(1) Cutout & resize divides EEG signals into different segments, and one segment is randomly discarded, representing
the "cut out" operation. The remaining segments are then concatenated and resized to the length of the original sample.
(2) Crop & resize divides EEG signals into different segments, and one segment is randomly chosen and resized to
the length of the original sample. (3) Average filter, regarded as the smoothing operation, replaces some points in the
signal with the value of several neighbor points. (4) Amplitude scaling. This method scales the temporal amplitude of
the original EEG signal. The scale value should be between 0.5 and 2, suggested by prior research [96]. (5) Time shift

method shifts the EEG segments along the time dimension, representing the horizontal offset in temporal sampling. (6)
Direct-current shift method shifts the EEG segments along the voltage dimension, representing the magnitude offset in
temporal sampling. The model can learn invariant EEG features and understand its latent knowledge by conducting
contrastive learning on those transformation-augmented EEG signals.

Non-negative EEG contrastive is the contrastive framework without negative samples [146]. In traditional
contrastive learning, the quantity and quality of negative samples play a crucial role in determining the effectiveness
and quality of contrastive learning. In this framework, 𝑧𝑖 and 𝑧 𝑗 represent the anchor and its positive samples through
augmentation. To reduce the impact of negative pairs, this method proposes the world representation 𝑧𝑤 representing
the average information of EEG signal, where 𝑧𝑤 = 𝐸𝑘∼𝑝 (.) [𝑧𝑘 ] is generated by random representation 𝑧𝑘 and the
distribution 𝑝 (·). Based on the idea that the similarity between positive pairs should be greater than the similarity
between anchor sample and global representation, the loss function is designed as follows:

𝑙 (𝑖, 𝑗) = 𝑠 (𝑧𝑖 , 𝑧𝑤) + 𝜖 − 𝑠 (𝑧𝑖 , 𝑧 𝑗 ) (18)

where 𝜖 is the empirical margin, and 𝑠 (·, ·) is the Gaussian kernel to measure the similarity between input representations.
By minimizing the loss, the model makes the similarity between the anchor sample and positive sample greater than
the world representation to learn consistent EEG information between samples without human labels. Besides, some
EEG analysis methods integrated with non-negative contrastive frameworks in CV like Barlow Twins [150] and BYOL
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Fig. 10. The framework of spatial contrastive method. In this framework, various channel-level spatial augmentation methods (e.g.,
channel shuffle, channel meiosis) are used to construct positive and negative sample pairs for contrastive learning, where the model
can capture invariant spatial features and channel correlations from unlabeled EEG samples.

[52] to conduct EEG-based non-negative contrastive learning, where all the augmented samples form the positive pairs
with anchor sample and the well-designed loss function can extract invariant features from only positive pairs. Those
methods are also non-negative contrastive frameworks without global representation.

5.3 Spatial Contrastive Learning

The spatial contrastive learning method shown in Figure 10 focuses on spatial information and utilizes channel-level
spatial augmentation techniques (e.g., jigsaw, meiosis) on EEG signals to construct positive and negative sample pairs,
from which the model can integrate efficient spatial features and channel correlation into representation. Typical
methods are listed as follows:

Spatial shuffle contrastive method conducts the channel-shuffling technique to construct positive and negative
pairs [88]. In this method, EEG signal 𝑥 ∈ R𝑐×𝑡 is augmented through spatial shuffle: different EEG channels are
categorized into different brain regions based on their spatial positions, generating 𝑋𝐵 = {𝑋 1, 𝑋 2, ..., 𝑋𝑀 }, where𝑀 is
the number of brain regions and each region in 𝑋𝐵 contains features from multiple channels. 𝑋𝐵 is randomly shuffled
and reassembled into the augmented EEG sample 𝑋 ∗ ∈ R𝑐×𝑡 . Each sample generates two shuffling augmentations to
form positive sample pairs, and shuffling augmentations from different samples form negative pairs. InfoNCE loss
described in equation (16) serves as the loss function for model training. The model can understand relationships
between spatial channel location and signal features by contrasting the shuffling augmented EEG samples.

Graph contrastive method mines the relationship between channels using the graph structure [62, 148]. In this
framework, EEG signals are embedded into node features in the graph, and the edges between nodes are calculated by
the channel correlation or the spatial distance. Assuming G is the generated graph, V is the node-set, and E is the
edge set, two augmentation methods are employed for contrastive learning: (1) Node dropping method. For a sample
G𝑡 , two augmented samples G1

𝑡 and G2
𝑡 are generated by randomly dropping nodes and their edges according to the

dropping rate 𝑟%. The augmentations from the same sample form the positive pairs, and from different samples form the
negative pairs. (2) Sub-graph augmentation. For each node 𝑣𝑖 in the sample G𝑡 , two positive and one negative samples
are constructed: The random walk with restart algorithm is used to generate positive sub-graph G+

𝑖,1 and G+
𝑖,2 centered

at the selected node 𝑣𝑖 with the radius parameter 𝑟𝑎 to control the size, and generates negative sub-graph G−
𝑖

centered
at the farthest node from the selected node. In the positive sub-graph, the features of target nodes are masked with
zero to avoid interference from target node information. For different sub-graphs, the representations are encoded
by the trainable weight𝑊𝑒 through the GNN, where 𝑟𝑒+

𝑖,1 and 𝑟𝑒
+
𝑖,2 are the representations for positive samples, and

𝑟𝑒−
𝑖,1 is the representation of negative sample. The embedding of the selected node is also calculated by𝑊𝑒 , where

𝑒𝑖 = 𝑅𝑒𝐿𝑈 (𝑣𝑖𝑊𝑒 ). A trainable score matrix𝑊𝑠 is then designed to quantify the similarity between the selected node
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and its sub-graphs, which is described as follows:

𝑆+𝑖, 𝑗 = 𝜎 (𝑒𝑖𝑊𝑠𝑟𝑒
+
𝑖, 𝑗 ) (19)

where 𝜎 represents the logistic function. The contrastive loss is designed to maximize the correlation between the
embedding of nodes and positive samples, which makes the representation of channels in latent space closer to similar
channels. The loss function is defined as:

L = − 1
2𝑐 |B|

2∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑐∑︁
𝑖=1

(𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑆+𝑖, 𝑗 + 𝑙𝑜𝑔(1 − 𝑆−𝑖,1))) (20)

where 𝑐 is the number of channels and |B| is the batch size. By minimizing this loss, the model focuses on channel-level
spatial features, which confers the model with the robust ability to comprehend high spatial resolution in EEG, leading
to superior performance in downstream tasks involving multiple channels and complex channel configurations.

EEG meiosis contrastive method conducts meiosis augmentation technique and contrastive learning framework
to integrate invariant channel features into representation [53]. The meiosis data augmentation technique is used
to generate contrastive pairs: two EEG samples are randomly sampled into the group 𝑋

𝑔

𝑖
= {𝐴𝑖 , 𝐵𝑖 }, where the

format of samples 𝐴𝑖 and 𝐵𝑖 are R𝑐×𝑡 , 𝑐 is the channel number and 𝑡 is the number of sampling points. For the
group, 𝐴𝑖 = {𝑎1, 𝑎2, 𝑎3, ..., 𝑎𝑡 } and 𝐵𝑖 = {𝑏1, 𝑏2, 𝑏3, ..., 𝑏𝑡 } are engaged into meiosis with each other, which signifies
data exchange between 𝐴𝑝 and 𝐵𝑝 , generating the augmented sample 𝑉 1

𝑖
= {𝑎1, 𝑎2, 𝑎3, ..., 𝑎𝑖 , 𝑏𝑖+1, 𝑏𝑖+2, ..., 𝑏𝑐 } and

𝑉 2
𝑖
= {𝑏1, 𝑏2, 𝑏3, ..., 𝑏𝑖 , 𝑎𝑖+1, 𝑎𝑖+2, ..., 𝑎𝑐 }. EEG samples𝐴𝑖 and 𝐵𝑖 are under the same stimulus/event to increase contrasting

complexity. All training samples are augmented and transformed into 𝑉 1
𝑖
and 𝑉 2

𝑖
for contrast, and the sample feature

representation can be generated through encoder 𝑓𝜃 and projector (pretext task decoder) 𝑔𝑝
𝛿
by 𝑧1

𝑖
= 𝑔

𝑝

𝛿
(𝑓𝜃 (𝑉 1

𝑖
)). In the

framework, 𝑧1
𝑖
and 𝑧2

𝑖
form the positive pair, indicating samples exchanged EEG signal with each other, while 𝑧1

𝑖
and 𝑧2

𝑗

form the negative pair (𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ). The loss function is then defined as follows:

𝐿 = −1
2
( 1
|B|

| B |∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑙𝑜𝑔
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠 (𝑧1

𝑖
, 𝑧2
𝑖
)/𝜏)∑ | B |

𝑗=0 1[ 𝑗≠𝑖 ] (𝑠 (𝑧1𝑖 , 𝑧
1
𝑗
)/𝜏) +∑ |𝐵 |

𝑗=0 (𝑠 (𝑧
1
𝑖
, 𝑧2

𝑗
)/𝜏)

+ 1
|B|

| B |∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑙𝑜𝑔
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠 (𝑧1

𝑖
, 𝑧2
𝑖
)/𝜏)∑ | B |

𝑗=0 1[ 𝑗≠𝑖 ] (𝑠 (𝑧2𝑖 , 𝑧
2
𝑗
)/𝜏) +∑ | B |

𝑗=0 (𝑠 (𝑧
1
𝑗
, 𝑧2
𝑖
)/𝜏)

)

(21)

where 𝑠 (·, ·) is the function to measure the similarity between representations, and 1[ 𝑗≠𝑖 ] ∈ {0, 1} is the indicator
function that equals 0 when 𝑖 = 𝑗 . The proposed contrastive loss aims to minimize the distance between mutually
coupled sample pairs (𝑉 1

𝑖
,𝑉 2

𝑖
), and maximize the distance between other sample pairs without mutual coupling:(𝑉 1

𝑖
,𝑉 1

𝑗
),

(𝑉 2
𝑖
,𝑉 2

𝑗
), and (𝑉 1

𝑖
,𝑉 2

𝑗
), where 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 . By minimizing the loss function, the model is trained to comprehend specific and

coherent channel features and can discriminate homologous EEG channel data, which can be regarded as the model
capturing the EEG channel distribution knowledge, proving highly beneficial for EEG-based tasks.

5.4 Composite Contrastive Learning

Composite contrastive learning is the complex framework that augments EEG signals in multiple views or domains and
conducts cross-view and cross-domain and contrastive learning to extract more expressive and complex representations
integrating specific signal knowledge. Figure 11 shows an example of the typical framework, and existing composite
EEG contrastive learning frameworks are listed as follows:
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Fig. 11. An example of the composite contrastive learning framework (temporal-frequency contrastive method).

Frequency-temporal contrastive method conducts contrastive learning on temporal and frequency domain. Two
different frequency-temporal contrastive strategies have been investigated:

(1) Complementary strategy conducts cross-view contrastive learning to avoid the ignorance of complementary
information in different views [82]. EEG signal 𝑥𝑖 is augmented into 𝑥𝑖,1 and 𝑥𝑖,2 through signal transformations, which
are then mapped into the temporal and spectral domain independently, generating temporal components 𝑥𝑡

𝑖,1, 𝑥
𝑡
𝑖,1 and

spectrum components 𝑥𝑠
𝑖,1, 𝑥

𝑠
𝑖,2. Different augmentations are subsequently processed through the temporal encoder

𝑓 𝑡
𝜃
and spectrum encoder 𝑓 𝑠

𝜃
to construct the representations 𝑧𝑠

𝑖,1 and 𝑧𝑡
𝑖,1 from augmentation 𝑥𝑖,1, and 𝑧𝑠

𝑖,2 and 𝑧𝑡
𝑖,2

from augmentation 𝑥𝑖,2. Four losses are combined to train the model: 1. temporal contrastive loss, denoted as L𝑡𝑡 .
The temporal representations generated from same augmentation form positive pairs {𝑧𝑡

𝑖,1, 𝑧
𝑡
𝑖,2}, and from different

augmentation form negative pairs {𝑧𝑡
𝑖,1, 𝑧

𝑡
𝑖,2}, 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 , with the infoNCE serves as the loss function. 2. Spectrum contrastive

loss, denoted as L𝑠𝑠 calculated by spectral augmented representations similar to temporal contrastive loss. 3. Mixing
contrastive loss, denoted as L𝑔𝑔 . The spectrum and temporal augmented representations are concatenated to form the
mixing augmented representation, where 𝑧𝑔

𝑖,1 = 𝑐𝑎𝑡 (𝑧𝑡
𝑖,1, 𝑧

𝑠
𝑖,1), 𝑐𝑎𝑡 represents the concatenation operation. This loss can

be calculated similarly to the first two losses. 4. Complementary loss, denoted as L𝑑 . The above losses may narrow the
distance between representations, losing complementary features in each view. Therefore, the complementary loss is
designed to pull corresponding augmented samples in the same view closer while pushing away the corresponding
augmented samples in different views. Assuming 𝑧𝑖 = {𝑧𝑡

𝑖,1, 𝑧
𝑡
𝑖,2, 𝑧

𝑠
𝑖,1, 𝑧

𝑡
𝑖,2}, complementary loss is defined as:

𝑙𝑑 (𝑧𝑖 , 𝑗, 𝑘) = −𝑙𝑜𝑔 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠 (𝑧𝑖 [ 𝑗], 𝑧𝑖 [𝑘])/𝜏)∑4
𝑞=1 1[𝑞≠𝑗 ]𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠 (𝑧𝑖 [ 𝑗], 𝑧𝑖 [𝑞])/𝜏)

L𝐷 =
1

4|B|

| B |∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑙𝑑 (𝑧𝑖 , 1, 2) + 𝑙𝑑 (𝑧𝑖 , 2, 1) + 𝑙𝑑 (𝑧𝑖 , 3, 4) + 𝑙𝑑 (𝑧𝑖 , 4, 3)
(22)

where 𝑠 () is the similarity function. Multiple loss functions are combined to train the model to extract multi-domain
features and preserve the domain-specific and complementary features, which can be described as follows:

L𝑐𝑜𝑛 = 𝜆1 (L𝑡𝑡 + L𝑠𝑠 + L𝑔𝑔) + 𝜆2L𝐷 (23)

where 𝜆1 and 𝜆2 are the hyperparameters to balance different contrastive losses.
(2) Consistent strategy focuses on extracting consistent information between temporal and frequency representations

through contrastive learning [157]. Different from the complementary strategy, this strategy aims to maximize the
mutual information between temporal and frequency representation to align different representations in a latent feature
space to extract multi-domain coherent features. The consistent loss function is described as follows:

L𝑐 =
1
|B|

| B |∑︁
𝑖=1

∑︁
𝑆𝑖𝑚∗

(𝑆𝑖𝑚𝑡1,𝑓1 − 𝑆𝑖𝑚∗ + 𝛿), 𝑆𝑖𝑚∗ ∈ {𝑆𝑖𝑚𝑡1,𝑓2 , 𝑆𝑖𝑚𝑡2,𝑓1 , 𝑆𝑖𝑚𝑡2,𝑓2 } (24)
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where 𝛿 is the hyperparameter. In this loss function, the 𝑆𝑖𝑚𝑡1,𝑓1
𝑖

= 𝑑 (𝑧𝑡
𝑖,1, 𝑧

𝑓

𝑖,1) is defined to measure the representation

similarity, where 𝑧𝑡
𝑖,1 and 𝑧

𝑓

𝑖,1 are the temporal and frequency representations generated by sample 𝑥𝑖 , and 𝑧𝑡𝑖,2 and 𝑧
𝑓

𝑖,2
are generated by augmented sample 𝑥∗

𝑖
. By minimizing this loss, the frequency and temporal representations can be

pulled closer for a sample in the latent space to mine for multi-domain consistent features.
Multi-view CPC extends CPC from the single view to multiple views for exploring complex EEG features [39]. In

this method, the weak and strong augmentation methods are designed to construct two views: jitter-and-scale strategy
is used to construct weak augmentations 𝑥1

𝑖
, while permutation-and-jitter generates complex strong augmentation 𝑥2

𝑖
.

According to the definition of CPC, the integrated features 𝑐1
𝑖
and 𝑐2

𝑖
of context windows from two views are generated.

Cross-view prediction strategy is implemented, where 𝑐1
𝑖
is used to predict future windows 𝑧2

𝑖+1 and 𝑐
2
𝑖
is used to predict

future windows 𝑧1
𝑖+1, generating CPC losses L1,2 and L2,1. Besides, the cross-view contextual contrastive strategy is

designed to extract discriminative features: 𝑐1
𝑖
and 𝑐2

𝑖
generated from the same sample but in different views form

the positive pairs, while other representations form negative pairs. For the samples in batch B, one given sample can
construct 1 positive pair and 2|B| − 2 negative pairs. The loss function is defined as follows:

L𝐶𝐶 = −
| B |∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠 (𝑐1
𝑖
, 𝑐2
𝑖
)/𝜏)∑ | B |

𝑗=1
∑2
𝑞=1 1[ 𝑗≠𝑖 ]𝑒𝑥𝑝 (𝑠 (𝑐1𝑖 , 𝑐

𝑞

𝑗
)/𝜏)

(25)

Different loss functions are combined as L = 𝜆1 (L1,2 +L2,1) +𝜆2L𝐶𝐶 through the weight 𝜆1 and 𝜆2 to balance different
losses. The multi-view CPC method can mine complex temporal features and understand the aligned representation.

Multi-level contrastive method conducts contrastive learning at multiple levels to capture complex signal features
[152]. In this framework, EEG sample is divided into 𝑛𝑙 segments: 𝑋𝑖 = {𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3, ..., 𝑥 (𝑛𝑙 ) }, with CNN encoder 𝑓 1

𝜃
to

generate local representation 𝑍𝑖 = {𝑧1, 𝑧2, 𝑧3, ..., 𝑧𝑛𝑙 } and transformer encoder 𝑓 2
𝜃
to generate contextual representation

𝑅𝑖 = {𝑟1, 𝑟1+𝑘 , 𝑟1+2𝑘 ...}, where contextual representation 𝑟 𝑗 is generated by the integration of 𝑘 neighbor local represen-
tations. The positive and negative sample pairs are constructed according to the filter with EEG rhythm rules. InfoNCE
loss is used at local and contextual levels to extract multi-granular features. The fusion of multi-level contrastive
learning can integrate different aspects of temporal features of EEG signals into representation, making representation
more efficient and expressive.

Scalp-dipole neural contrastive is a knowledge-based cross-view contrastive method to generate general neural
representation [139]. In this framework, two views are constructed according to the neural source [66] of EEG signal 𝑥𝑖 :
the scalp view 𝑠𝑐𝑖 is constructed by spatial matrix, indicating the distribution of EEG voltage across the scalp; the dipole
view 𝑑𝑝𝑖 is constructed by undirected graph, indicating the inner correlation of dipoles (activated pyramidal cells)
that produce the EEG signals. EEG signals are augmented through mask and jigsaw also transformed into two views.
The CNN encoder 𝑓 𝑐

𝜃
and graph convolutional encoder 𝑓 𝑔

𝜃
are designed to generate scalp and dipole representation

from different views, and two contrastive strategies are proposed: (1) Inner-view contrastive aims to extract invariant
features in each view. Augmented samples in a specific view are considered as positive pairs and the Barlow twins
loss is implemented to minimize their distance in the representation space and capture invariant information between
augmented samples; (2) Cross-view contrastive is based on the theory that EEG representations for different views are
homogenous and contain similar neural information. Therefore, augmentations in two views generated by the same
sample construct positive pairs and augmentations in two views construct negative pairs, with InfoNCE loss to train
the model. Combining the inner-view and cross-view losses can extract both view-specific features and latent neural
information, generating general representations effective for different EEG-based tasks.
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Fig. 12. An example of task-oriented EEG contrastive learning: where the contrastive sample pairs are constructed from EEG signal
and image data to align the features of EEG signal with image feature.

5.5 Task-oriented EEG Contrastive Learning

Task-oriented contrastive learning is an idiosyncratic framework set up to solve specific tasks. Some specific contrastive
frameworks are designed for particular tasks: (1) Image-EEG contrastive[127], where the image and the corresponding
EEG signals elicited by viewing this image can form positive pairs, and the image with other EEG signals can form
negative pairs. The process of image-EEG contrastive learning can be shown in Figure 12. The mutual information
between the image and its corresponding EEG signal is maximized by image-EEG contrastive, which can solve the
task of EEG image decoding. (2) Speech-EEG contrastive learning is inspired by the contrastive language-image
pre-training (CLIP)[111] method that forms the EEG-speech sample pairs to extract correlation and solve the EEG
speech decoding task [33]. (3) Cross-subject contrastive learning aims to address the individual variability issue in
EEG signals. For example, age contrastive learning selects anchor samples at different age groups, and samples with a
slight difference in age from the anchor sample are used as positive samples to construct positive pairs, while those
with a large difference in age from them are used to form positive pairs. By contrasting negative and positive pairs, the
model can capture the age-related brain features to improve the generalizability of generated representations [134].

5.6 Section Discussion

In this section, various contrastive-based EEG analysis methods are comprehensively reviewed. The contrastive-
based frameworks are categorized into five sub-categories: 1. contrastive predictive coding method that integrates the
prediction and contrastive tasks to capture temporal information. 2. Transformation contrastive learning to extract
signal-related invariant features. 3. Spatial contrastive method to capture spatial channel correlation. 4. Composite
contrastive method that conducts multi-view contrastive learning to extract spatial-temporal-spectral features. 5.
Task-oriented contrastive method that constructs specialized framework towards specific tasks. Compared to other SSL
for EEG analysis, contrastive-based tasks are the most effective, with fewer parameters and simpler tasks to generate
representations with higher generation and information density. Contrastive methods rely on the augmentation
techniques, where the well-designed sample pairs can help the model integrate critical neural knowledge and arbitrarily
chosen sample pairs may yield counterproductive results.

6 HYBRID SSL EEG ANALYSIS METHOD

The hybrid SSL EEG analysis method combines various pretext tasks to jointly train the model to learn complex
knowledge or information. The idea of multi-task learning[75, 158] has been applied in hybrid SSL methods: the
common encoder 𝑓𝜃 is used to extract features and generate representation from EEG signal, with different pretext
task decoders {𝑔𝑝1

𝛿
, 𝑔

𝑝2
𝛿
, ...} are used to solve multiple pretext tasks. The losses from different tasks are fused to train
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Table 3. The summarization of contrastive-based EEG analysis SSL method. "CPC" represents contrastive predictive coding, "CL"
represents contrastive learning, "Tfm" represents the transformer model, "PT" represents pre-training and fine-tune mode, "UT"
represents unsupervised training mode, and "CT" represents joint-training mode.

Approach Sub-category Detailed
method Backbone

Downstream
Tasks

Training
Mode

Clinical EEG SSL [13] Contrastive predictive coding EEG-based CPC CNN Sleep & pathology classification PT
SSL for EEG [12] Contrastive predictive coding EEG-based CPC CNN Sleep classification PT
ContrastWR[146] Transformation-based contrastive Non-negative CL CNN Sleep & pathology classification UT
SSCL for EEG[68] Transformation-based contrastive Signal transformation CL CNN Sleep classification PT&UT
EEG-CGS[62] Spatial contrastive Spatial shuffle CL GNN Seizure analysis PT
GMSS [88] Spatial contrastive Graph-based CL GNN Emotion recognition PT&UT&JT

SleepDPC [143] Contrastive predictive coding EEG-based CPC CNN&LSTM Sleep classification UT
Seq-SimCLR [96] Transformation-based contrastive Signal transformation CL CNN&GRU Multiple tasks PT&UT

Domain-guide CL[134] Task-oriented contrastive Cross-subject CL CNN Multiple tasks PT
Multivariate CL[19] Spatial contrastive Graph-based CL GNN Sleep classification PT

DS-AGC[148] Spatial contrastive Graph-based CL GNN Emotion recognition PT
ME-MHAC[53] Spatial contrastive Meiosis-based CL CNN Emotion recognition PT
MBrain[20] Contrastive predictive coding EEG-based CPC CNN&LSTM Seizure detection PT
BrainNet[23] Contrastive predictive coding Bidirectional CPC GNN Seizure detection JT
SleepECL[152] Composite contrastive Multi-level CL Transformer Sleep classification UT
TS-TCC[39] Composite contrastive Multi-view CPC Transformer Sleep & seizure detection PT&UT
CoSleep[147] Contrastive predictive coding EEG-based CPC CNN Sleep classification UT

SLAM-EEG[144] Transformation-based contrastive Transformation-based CL ViT Seizure detection PT
SPP-EEGNET[87] Transformation-based contrastive Transformation-based CL CNN Multiple tasks PT

DSSNet[21] Contrastive predictive coding EEG-based CPC CNN&RNN Sleep classification UT
TF-C[157] Composite contrastive Frequency-temporal CL CNN&Tfm Sleep classification UT

TS-MoCo[54] Transformation-based contrastive Transformation-based CL Transformer Emotion recognition PT&UT
MV-EEG[63] Composite contrastive Frequency-temporal CL Transformer Pathology detection UT

PSN-Sleep[149] Transformation-based contrastive Non-negative CL CNN Sleep classification UT
MulEEG[82] Composite contrastive Frequency-temporal CL CNN Sleep classification UT

MI-SSLEEG[55] Transformation-based contrastive Transformation-based CL CNN Motor imagery JT
SA-EEG[26] Transformation-based contrastive Transformation-based CL CNN Motor imagery UT
MtCLSS[135] Transformation-based contrastive Transformation-based CL CNN Sleep classification UT

Multi-channel CL[43] Transformation-based contrastive Transformation-based CL CNN Sleep & pathology classification UT
SGMC [72] Spatial contrastive Meiosis-based CL CNN Emotion recognition PT
CLISA [120] Task-oriented contrastive Cross-subject CL CNN Emotion recognition UT
KDC[139] Composite contrastive Scalp-dipole neural CL CNN&GNN Multiple tasks PT&UT

NICE-EEG[127] Task-oriented contrastive Image-signal CL ViT&GNN Image-decoding UT
AAD[33] Task-oriented contrastive Speech-signal CL CNN&LSTM Speech-decoding UT

the model, where the shared encoder can fully leverage the advantages of different tasks to obtain representation that
encompasses more knowledge and exhibits stronger expressive capabilities. The combination of multi-task losses with
weight 𝜆 can be described as follows:

L𝑚𝑡 =

𝑡𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜆𝑖L𝑖 (26)

Tabel 4 shows the existing hybrid EEG SSL methods. In the existing studies, different combinations of pretext tasks
are used to generate representations: many methods combine the predictive and contrastive tasks [12, 13], where the
decoders predict the transformations and conduct negative and positive pairs for contrastive learning to capture critical
discriminative information and invariant features; Another method combines the generative and contrastive tasks[62] to
explore the local correlations and global coherent features of EEG signal. Although the hybrid SSL method can capture
complex features through multiple tasks, the gradient interference caused by training various tasks may influence the
effectiveness of the generated representation. Therefore, this method requires careful selection of correlated pretext
tasks to avoid interference between tasks.
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Table 4. The summarization of hybrid-based EEG analysis self-supervised learning method.

Approach Pretext-category Backbone
Downstream

Tasks
Training
Mode

Clinical EEG SSL[13] Predictive task/contrastive task CNN Sleep and pathology classification PT
SSL for sleep EEG [12] Predictive task/contrastive task CNN Sleep and pathology classification PT

EEG-CGS [62] Generative task/contrastive task CNN Seizure analysis PT
GMSS[88] Predictive task/contrastive task GNN Emotion recognition PT&UT
MBrain[20] Predictive task/contrastive task CNN&LSTM Seizure detection PT
MtCLSS[89] Predictive task/contrastive task CNN Sleep classification UT

7 PRACTICAL DOWNSTREAM TASKS

SSL EEG analysis methods have been applied to various EEG-based tasks. Table 5 demonstrates the EEG-based
downstream tasks and related datasets, the practical downstream tasks are listed as follows:

Emotion recognition is the task aims to decode emotional states from EEG signals collected by non-invasive
electrodes. The traditional emotion recognition method combines machine learning with hand-crafted features to
predict discrete emotions from EEG, while the recent emotion recognition method conducts end-to-end deep models to
capture continuous emotion scores [138]. The labels of the training samples are derived from the subjective rating scales
or the type of stimuli that elicited the signals, which may introduce significant bias into the model training process.
By combining SSL with emotion recognition task, the issue of label shift can be mitigated and the representation can
improve task performance in the low-label scenarios.

Motor imagery is the task to decode the mental simulation without physically performing the movement[128].
This task involves mentally rehearsing or imaging a specific motor action, such as imaging moving the left limb, right
limb or executing a complex physical activity. The decoded imagined patterns can be applied as the control signal in
the brain-computer interface (BCI). For example, controlling the exoskeleton for the disabled [28]. EEG-based motor
imagery recognition methods have been widely investigated. The challenges in motor imagery lie in difficult labeling
and significant subject variability, which can be effectively addressed by combining different pretext tasks in SSL.

Pathology detection is the most crucial clinical tasks for EEG-based applications. This task aims to recognize the
mental or neural diseases that occur in the brain from EEG signals. Deep models are used to detect seizure, autism
spectrum disorder, and other disorders from EEG signals [22]. However, the clinical applications of EEG signals demand
high-density training data and expert knowledge to label the samples, which introduces substantial challenges in data
collection. The SSL framework can reduce the number of labeled EEG samples and combine medical knowledge pretext
tasks, which holds significance for the development and improvement of EEG-based clinical detection.

Sleep stage classification is the task of classifying sleep EEG signals into different stages. The criteria for sleep
stage classification are proposed by the American Academy of Sleep Medicine (AASM), dividing sleep EEG signals into
five stages [34]:W stage is the weak stage, N1 and N2 stages (Non-REM stage) are the light sleep, N3 stage is deep sleep,
and REM stage is the Rapid Eye Movement sleep [7]. Temporal models are used to capture the temporal correlation and
difference between sleep stages to accurately identify the sleep stage to which the EEG sample belongs.

Speech/Image decoding is the complex task of decoding image or speech information from the EEG signals. This
task involves translating brain activity patterns recorded by EEG into meaningful visual and speech information, which
can help to understand the neural mechanisms of vision and audition in the brain [127]. Inspired by the visual question
answering [111] that aligned the text and image patches through SSL to extract the semantic information, SSL can align
the EEG signal and image, speech patches to capture the inner correlation and improve the task performance.
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Table 5. The summarization of datasets that have been used in SSL EEG analysis, where the symbol ’-’ represents the missing
information for the dataset

Dataset Subject number Sampling rates EEG channels Task Label Auxiliary data

Physionet Challenge 2018 [45, 48] 1983 200 Hz 6 Sleep classification Weak,N1,N2,N3,RAM EMG,EOG etc.
TUH abnormal [93] 2329 250,256,512 Hz 27 to 36 Abnormal detection Normal,Abnormal -
Sleep EDFx [74, 108] 83 100 Hz 2 Sleep classification Weak,N1,N2,N3,RAM Breathe,ERP

MASS [101] 62 256Hz 20 Sleep classification Weak,N1,N2,N3,RAM EOG,EMG,ECG
MMI [116] 105 160Hz 64 Motor imagery Rest, MI(left), MI(right) -
BCIC [128] 9 250Hz 22 Motor imagery MI(l),MI(r),MI(f),MI(t) EOG

Mayo-UPenn Seizure Dataset [129] 4 400Hz 16 Seizure detection Normal,Abnormal Dog signal
SHHS dataset[110] - 125Hz 14 Sleep classification Weak,N1,N2,N3,RAM EOG,Heart
MGH Sleep [15] - 200Hz 6 Sleep classification Weak,N1,N2,N3,RAM -

Sleep EDF[74, 108] 20 100Hz 2 Sleep classification Weak,N1,N2,N3,RAM EOG,EMG,ERP
Dreem Open Dataset[48] 80 250Hz 8,12 Sleep classification Weak,N1,N2,N3,RAM -

DEAP [79] 32 512Hz 32 Emotion recognition Arousal,Valance,Dominant Video,EOG,EMG
TUSZ [119] over 300 - 19 Seizure detection Different seizure types -

SEED [38, 161] 15 200Hz 62 Emotion recognition Negative,Neutral,Positive -
SEED-IV [160] 15 200Hz 62 Emotion recognition Happy,Neutral,Sad,Fear -
MPED [126] 23 1000Hz 62 Emotion recognition Different discrete emotions ECG,ESR,RSP
KU-MI [84] 52 1000Hz 62 Motor imagery MI(left),MI(right) EMG
ISRUC [76] 100,8,10 200Hz 6 Sleep classification Weak,N1,N2,N3,RAM Multiple signals

parrKULee [16] 85 8192Hz 64 Speech decoding speech signal -
CHB-MIT [121] 24 256Hz 24-26 Seizure detection Seizure,Non-seizure -
MPI-LEMON [8] 216 2500Hz 62 Non Resting states MRI,ECG etc.
Visual object [47] 10 1000Hz 64 Image decoding Object label -

MAHNOB-HCI [125] 27 256Hz 32 Emotion recognition Arousal,Valance,Dominant Multiple signals
SEEG [23] - 1000 or 2000Hz 52 to 124 Seizure detection Seizure, Non seizure Ecog

Epilepsy Dataset [6] 500 173Hz 19 Seizure detection Five seizure labels -
AMIGOS [94] 40 128Hz 14 Emotion recognition Arousal,Valance,Dominant ECG,GRS
DREAMER [73] 23 128Hz 14 Emotion recognition Arousal,Valance,Dominant ECG
ASD dataset [22] 4899 250Hz 20 to 129 AS-Disorder ASD lables -

NMT sculp dataset [77] - 250Hz 19 Pathology detection Normal,Abnormal -
CUHZ [105] 25 500,698,1000Hz 22 Seizure datection Different seizure types -

As the practical downstream tasks mentioned above, corresponding datasets have been proposed to train the model.
For emotion recognition and motor imagery tasks, the existing datasets such as SEED [161] and MMI [116] contain
EEG signal with more than 30 channels, where the fine-grained spatial correlation can be extracted; On the contrary,
the datasets for sleep stage classification task contain fewer channels but longer time windows, where the temporal
information is critical for sleep classifications. Besides, the pathology datasets contain more subjects to ensure that the
general EEG features can be extracted for clinical application.

8 FUTURE DIRECTIONS

In the EEG analysis field, combining deep model and SSL frameworks can help improve the model performance on
various EEG-based tasks through extra parameter training on unlabeled EEG samples with well-designed pretext tasks.
In addition to the advantages of EEG-based SSL frameworks, we analyze the challenges in the existing EEG-based SSL
studies and propose potential future directions for EEG-based SSL to address the challenges and problems.

Signal-oriented pretext task. Most existing pretext tasks are the straightforward extension of pretext tasks in CV
and NLP, which treat EEG signals as 2D matrix and temporal vector like image or text patches to capture spatial and
contextual correlations but ignore the intrinsic characteristics of EEG signal. Therefore, designing the EEG-oriented
pretext task to extract the spatial-temporal-frequency EEG features is a feasible approach worth further exploration.

Knowledge-driven SSL framework. Although SSL frameworks have achieved significant success in various
EEG-based tasks, the lack of theoretical foundation and neural knowledge for EEG signals leads to the generated
representations lacking generalization and interpretability. Therefore, how to integrate the EEG-based neural knowledge
with the SSL framework to construct the knowledge-driven interpretable EEG model is another important direction,
which needs to design specific pretext tasks and augmentation techniques that can fuse explainable neural knowledge
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into representation. We believe that by integrating knowledge of EEG into the self-supervised framework, the models
are expected to bring generalization and interpretability to representations.

Graph-based SSL. Deep learning models like CNN and RNN have been widely used to extract spatial-temporal
features from EEG signals for different tasks. However, most existing methods ignore the inherent topological connec-
tions among electrodes. EEG signals are generated from the activity of neurons that are topologically connected inner
the brain. Graph neural networks can explore the inherent connectivity patterns among neurons, and we believe that
researching GNN-based EEG SSL methods can integrate richer latent brain information into representations, offering a
new perspective for information expression.

SSL for Heterogeneous EEG. The ultimate goal of SSL for EEG analysis is to generate general representations for
various downstream tasks. However, EEG signals are collected from multiple scenarios which encompass variations in
channel, device, sampling rate, task, subject, and distribution. The significant differences between EEG signals from
different sources make it challenging for self-supervised training collaboratively. Therefore, constructing SSL framework
tailored for heterogeneous EEG data is an important direction for future development. Exploration in this direction
can utilize heterogeneous EEG samples from multiple sources to jointly pre-train the model to fully utilize existing
differentiated EEG datasets to mine universal representations for different downstream tasks.

Multimodal SSL. SSL for EEG signals is the unimodal approach aiming to extract neural information from unlabeled
EEG samples. However, the features mined from EEG signals are difficult to adapt to some complex downstream tasks,
which require other brain or physiological signals to provide more abundant information. Therefore, the EEG-based
multimodal self-supervised learning method needs to be further studied to extract integrated and aligned features from
unlabeled multimodal signals (ECG, EMG, EOG, etc) for challenging downstream tasks.

9 CONCLUSION

This paper is a comprehensive review of self-supervised learning for EEG analysis, including the reasonable taxonomy,
different kinds of existing EEG-based SSL methods, downstream EEG tasks, and the available training datasets, offering
detailed guidelines for researchers interested in deep learning combined with EEG analysis. We first review typical
SSL frameworks and pretext tasks in the CV and NLP and introduce traditional supervised EEG analysis methods as
the preliminary, to illustrate the drawbacks of supervised EEG analysis and underscore the necessity of introducing
SSL for EEG analysis. We then provide a detailed exposition on four categories of SSL frameworks for EEG analysis,
elucidating the technical details of representative methods to extract spatial-temporal-frequency features from EEG
signals. Subsequently, we enumerate EEG-based downstream tasks effective for SSL frameworks and present relevant
EEG datasets suitable for pre-training or downstream task fine-tuning. Finally, we discuss the challenges in the existing
studies and propose new insights and potential future directions that warrant exploration, which can help generate a
more general explainable representation to solve various complex downstream tasks.
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