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Abstract

Deciphering the human visual experience through brain activities captured by
functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging (fMRI) represents a compelling and
cutting-edge challenge in the field of neuroscience research. Compared to merely
predicting the viewed image itself, decoding brain activity into meaningful captions
provides a higher-level interpretation and summarization of visual information,
which naturally enhances the application flexibility in real-world situations. In
this work, we introduce MindSemantix, a novel multi-modal framework that en-
ables Large Language Models (LLMs) to comprehend visually-evoked semantic
content in brain activity. Our MindSemantix explores a more ideal brain caption-
ing paradigm by weaving LLMs into brain activity analysis, crafting a seamless,
end-to-end Brain-Language Model. To effectively capture semantic information
from brain responses, we propose Brain-Text Transformer, utilizing a Brain Q-
Former as its core architecture. It integrates a pre-trained brain encoder with a
frozen LLM to achieve multi-modal alignment of brain-vision-language and es-
tablish a robust brain-language correspondence. To enhance the generalizability
of neural representations, we pre-train our brain encoder on a large-scale, cross-
subject fMRI dataset using self-supervised learning techniques. MindSemantix
provides more feasibility to downstream brain decoding tasks such as stimulus
reconstruction. Conditioned by MindSemantix captioning, our framework facil-
itates this process by integrating with advanced generative models like Stable
Diffusion and excels in understanding brain visual perception. MindSemantix
generates high-quality captions that are deeply rooted in the visual and semantic
information derived from brain activity. This approach has demonstrated substan-
tial quantitative improvements over prior art. Our code will be publicly released at
https://github.com/ziqiren/MindSemantix.

1 Introduction

Human brains persistently perceive, process and interpret various external stimuli, not only receiving
the information of stimulus itself, but naturally constructing semantic understanding through the more
complex brain regions such as temporal and frontal lobes[33]. Benefit from such brain mechanism,
when perceiving visual stimuli, the neural signals measured with functional Magnetic Resonance
Imaging (fMRI) have also demonstrated a potential to be decoded into text modality besides the
image modality in previous [5; 14; 17; 31; 37; 43; 44; 25; 48; 36; 38], which derives an emerging
task, “brain captioning”, and draws great attention[15; 49; 30; 8]. Brain captioning refers to transform
the semantic understanding captured in brain signals into natural languages via decoding model
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Figure 1: MindSemantix overall schematic.

to describe the observed images. As the abstract summarization of visual content, captioning
could facilitate visual decoding by approximatively simulating the reverse process of perceiving
stimuli, low-level visual processing and high-level semantic processing in human brain[6]. It comes
more conforming to how the brain processes and represents complex visual information than the
direct mapping from fMRI to vision. The integration of language and vision may revolutionize our
understanding of the neural code underlying visual perception, and will be more flexible in possible
applications in brain-computer interfaces[16; 53; 55] and clinical diagnostics[28; 46] than using
single image modality.

Although the preliminary developing of decoding models for brain captioning has occurred, these
works mapped fMRI patterns to the embeddings of text generation models via relatively simple
mappings, usually ridge regression[49; 15; 30]. Recent neuroscience research has shown the evidence
of possible mechanism correlation between Large Language Models (LLMs) and human brains[18;
29; 42; 19], and attempts in other data modalities, like video and audio, have proved the feasibility of
enabling LLMs to understand multi-modal content[60; 10; 58]. Here we propose MindSemantix, a
novel framework that empowers LLM with the capability of understanding visually-relevant semantic
content in the brain activity and establishes an end-to-end Brain-Language Model (BLM) to achieve
state-of-the-art brain captioning via fMRI. MindSemantix innovatively allows LLM to participate
into the brain activity comprehension, unlike merely serving for text generation stage as in previous
works[49; 15].

BLM in our MindSemantix consists of three modules (see Figure1), Brain Encoder, Brain-Text Trans-
former, and Text Decoder within the frozen Open Pretrained Transformer (OPT)[61] as backbone.
We pre-train Brain Encoder using large-scale cross-subject fMRI data via self-supervised learning.
MindSemantix then bootstraps cross-modal training from the pre-trained Brain Encoder and the
frozen OPT. Different from other maturer data modalities (e.g., image, text, video, etc.), fMRI data
suffer from the limitation of sample scarcity and low signal-noise-ratio (SNR), the challenge of
multi-modal alignment greatly increasing. To solve this problem, we devise Brain-Text Transformer
adopting a Brain Q-Former and design a training strategy inspired by the idea of BLIP-2[23] to
guarantee the training efficiency. MindSemantix captions can easily provide a semantic guidance to
support realistic stimulus recovering through Stable Diffusion[39].

Our contributions are as follows: (1) to the best of our knowledge, this is the first work that constructs
an end-to-end decoding model specialized for brain captioning via fMRI. (2) Engaging LLMs into the
brain activity comprehension, not just limited to the text generation in previous, fills in the blank of
empowering LLMs with the capability of understanding brain visual perception. (3) State-of-the-art
brain captioning performance can be obtained, quantitatively demonstrated on both low-level and
high-level text metrics. (4) A convenient platform for potential downstream tasks like stimulus
reconstruction is presented by flexibly assembling with advanced generation models.

2 MindSemantix

MindSemantix learns a seamless Brain-Language Model using an end-to-end trainable approach
to decode fMRI patterns of specific subject into text modality (see Figure2). By weaving a frozen
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Figure 2: Learning procedure of MindSemantix. Top: pre-training phase of self-supervised Brain-
Encoder-Decoder. Bottom: training phase of end-to-end Brain-Language Model.

Large Language Model (LLM) into brain activity comprehension, we map fMRI patterns into a well
pre-trained visual-language embedding space. It delicately achieves a multi-modal alignment of
brain-vision-language and is the core innovation of our method. To capture generalizable neural
representations, we model an extra encoder-decoder architecture to pre-train the brain encoder by
self-supervised learning technique using large-scale fMRI data collected from diverse subjects[2].
With the decoded captions as condition, MindSemantix can serve for visual stimulus reconstruction
by integrated with Stable Diffusion. Further details will be provided in the subsequent subsections.

2.1 Pre-training: Self-supervised Brain-Encoder-Decoder (BED)

fMRI measures blood-oxygen-level-dependent (BOLD) changes as 3D voxels to record neuronal
activities in human brain. The measured neuronal activities can be analyzed hierarchically with
voxel-comprised functional networks which have implicit correlations with each other in response
to external stimuli[11; 56; 52; 62]. In addition, the hemodynamic response and spatial smoothing
functions in fMRI BOLD signal jointly cause spatial blurring, creating spatial redundancy in fMRI
data and similar amplitudes between neighboring voxels[13; 45; 51]. Considering these analyses
altogether, we introduce a masked auto-encoder (MAE)[9] approach termed as “Self-supervised
Brain-Encoder-Decoder" to capture valuable information of neuronal activities from fMRI voxels.

The vectorized input voxels are divided into patches which are then randomly masked with an
extremely high mask ratio (75%) following [9] to save computations without losing the learning power
of masked modeling. The masked fMRI patterns are subsequently tokenized into embeddings using a
1D convolutional layer with a stride equal to the patch size. Based on the sparse coding mechanism in
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human brain[22], we employ a large embedding-to-patch-size ratio to increase information capacity
with a large fMRI latent space. BED adopts ViT-Large[12] structure, in which the encoder serves for
learning effective fMRI representations, while the decoder used to predict the masked patches will be
discarded as long as the pre-training converges.

To efficiently endows BE with the capability of representation generalizability across subjects, we
train BED using large-scale, dimensional-aligned fMRI data of diverse subjects with L2 loss:

LBED =

Nall∑
i=1

L2(x
′
i,xi) =

N∑
i=1

∥xi − x′
i∥2 (1)

where xi and x′
i represent i-th fMRI sample and its recovered fMRI pattern respectively. Nall is the

total data size of fMRI samples involving all subjects.

2.2 Training: End-to-end Brain-Language Model (BLM)

We propose a general and efficient Brain-Language Model for brain captioning from human fMRI
activity. As illustrated in Figure2, BLM consists of Brain Encoder (BE), Brain-Text Transformer
(BT-Former) and Text Decoder (TD), serving for brain representation learning, multi-modal alignment
of brain and language, and text generation, respectively.

Compared with the data modality of image or text, fMRI data always suffer from the limitation of
sample scarcity and complex measuring noise, causing an inherent obstacle for bridging the gap
between fMRI and perception stimuli. To overcome this problem, we design BT-Former containing a
fMRI Projector (PfMRI ) and a Brain Q-Former. The structure of Brain Q-Former is a transformer
similar to the Q-Former module in BLIP-2[23], a multi-modal Transformer model for visual-language
pre-training (VLP). We initialize Brain Q-Former with the BLIP-2 model pre-trained on large-scale
data for image captioning task, which offers a free prior of visual-language alignment embedding
space, and keep it frozen during training process. To bind brain patterns to the visual-language prior
space, we use PfMRI composed of a fully-connected (FC) layer and a 1D convolutional layer to
project the output of BE into the same dimension as the input embedding of Brain Q-Former. Thus,
BT-Former transforms fMRI features into a series of trainable queries corresponding to relevant
visual and semantic information.

TD is established on the basis of a frozen LLM, here we experiment on OPT-2.7B[61]. To harvest the
LLM’s generative language capability, a Text Projector (Ptext) is designed to connect BT-Former and
the LLM, which linearly projects the output fMRI-text query embeddings into the same dimension as
the text embedding of LLM. The projected query embeddings are then prepended to the input text
embeddings. Since the initialized BT-Former could extract language-informative brain representation,
it effectively functions as an information bottleneck that feeds the most useful information to the
LLM while removing irrelevant brain information. The frozen LLM then is capable of generating text
conditioned on the brain representation learned from visual-evoked fMRI. In addition, we structure
Ptext basically like the Fully-Connected module in BLIP-2 to share its pre-trained weights, and keep
frozen during training.

Therefore, we learn the whole BLM with the language modeling loss of OPT (LOPT ) between
the generated brain captions and the ground-truth COCO captions, while only BE and PfMRI are
actually trained:

LBLM =

N∑
i=1

LOPT (c
′
i, ci) =

N∑
i=1

 M∑
j=1

LOPT (BLM(xi), cij)

 (2)

where ci and c′i represent true stimulus captions and the predicted caption of i-th fMRI sample,
respectively. M denotes the number of COCO captions corresponding to each stimulus image, and
M = 5. We use all the presented COCO captions to train our BLM to enhance the semantic richness
and structural flexibility of text description. N is the data size of training fMRI samples for specific
subject.

2.3 MindSemantix for Visual Reconstruction

For complex visual stimuli, the contained abundant information cause it quite difficult to accurately
characterize the stimulus images from brain activity, so we make MindSemantix captions as a prior
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to guide visual reconstruction. As depicted in Figure1, realistic, high-resolution reconstructions can
be synthesized through Stable Diffusion[39] (SD) by embedding our brain captions.

SD first learns visual representation (denoted as Zvis) from the stimulus image Y using an auto-
encoder trained on a very large-scale image dataset. We train a ridge regressor to linearly map the
fMRI pattern X to Zvis and decode to sketch (denoted as Y′

vis) representing the layout of low-level
visual information in image such as structure and color. Y′

vis is generated via the decoder module in
SD and can be regarded as a basic guess for the final reconstruction. Then Y′

vis is compressed into the
latent space via the encoder module in SD and gradually incorporated with Gaussian noise through
the forward diffusion process to destroy the structure of data. The noisy variant of the compressed
latent input z at each time point is defined as zt =

√
αtz+

√
1− αtϵt, where t ∈ {1, . . . , T}, α is a

hyperparameter, and ϵ is the Gaussian. In the reverse diffusion process, MindSemantix captioning
(C′) is compressed into semantic embedding through the pre-trained text encoder in CLIP[34] and
inserted into the denoising U-Net[40] via cross-attention. The final latent representation z0 derived
after all diffusion steps is given as input to SD Decoder to produce high-resolution reconstruction.

3 Experimental Results

3.1 Dataset and Setting

Natural Scenes Dataset (NSD) We conducted experiments on the publicly accessible NSD[2] dataset,
containing high-resolution 7-Tesla fMRI scans captured from 8 subjects viewing images from the
COCO[26] dataset. We focus on 4 subjects (Sub-1, Sub-2, Sub-3, and Sub-7) who finished all viewing
trials. Each subject’s training set includes 8859 image stimuli and 24980 fMRI trials, while the test
set comprises 982 image stimuli and 2770 fMRI trials, with stimuli differing across subjects in the
training set but shared in the test set. The average of the three trials associated with each image was
used for the test set, but the training set employed the separate trials without averaging. Utilizing the
NSDGeneral region-of-interest (ROI) mask at 1.8 mm resolution, we derived ROI data encompassing
the following voxel counts for the 4 subjects: [15724, 14278, 13039, 12682]. Corresponding captions
can be extracted from the COCO dataset.

Implementation Details Our MindSemantix is implemented on NVIDIA RTX 3090 Ti GPU. In the
pre-training phase, BDE is build as an asymmetric auto-encoder architecture following [9], in which
the decoder is considerably smaller with 8 layers than the encoder with 24 layers. Voxel patch size
is set as 16 and the dimension of token embedding is 1024. We make an alignment dimension of
cross-subject fMRI data as 15728 according to the patch size. We pre-train BDE for 500 epochs with
40-epoch warming up, an initial learning rate of 2.5e-4, and a batch size of 16. In the training phase,
BLM is trained for 10 epochs with 1000-step warming up, the initial learning rate of 1e-5, and the
batch size of 2. We employ AdamW[27] for optimization with a weight decay of 0.05 during both
pre-training and training phase. For visual reconstruction, we use 50 diffusion steps with a diffusion
strength of 0.8 in the diffusion process. More details will be found in our code.

3.2 Evaluation Metric

We introduce various text evaluation metrics in both low-level and high-level aspects as follows to
make comprehensive quantitative comparisons with current models.

Low-level Metric Low-level text features provide basic information about the structure and composi-
tion of the text, measured by: i) Meteor: Meteor[4] provides a robust evaluation by considering word
overlap, word order, synonymy, and other linguistic aspects. ii) Rouge: Rouge-L[24], a variant of
the Rouge (Recall-Oriented Understudy for Gisting Evaluation) metric that focus on capturing the
similarity between the generated and reference summaries. iii) CIDEr: An image captioning metric,
based on the concept of consensus and taking into account both the language and content[54].

High-level Metric High-level text features are more complex and meaningful representations of text
data that capture the context, relationships, and semantics of words and sentences, measured by: i)
SPICE: A semantic evaluation metric measuring how effectively generated captions recover objects,
attributes and the relations between them[3]. ii) CLIP: CLIP similarity score, assessing how well the
generated text aligns semantically with a reference text through the output layer of the CLIP-Text[34]
model. iii) Sentence: SentenceTransformer similarity score[35].
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Figure 3: Sample brain captioning results across visual stimulus categories of MindSemantix and
SOTA method. The same test set was used.
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Figure 4: MindSemantix captioning performance
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nal values) by coefficients from 0.1 to 1.

In this section, we present a comparative
analysis of MindSemantix captioning results
with preceding state-of-the-art methods in-
cluding SDReconT[49], UniBrain[30] and
BrainCap[15], in which SDReconT serves as
baseline. Table1 provides the quantitative evalu-
ation results on Subject1 (Sub-1) and has demon-
strated that MindSemantix outperforms all state-
of-the-arts by a significant margin on all metrics.
SDReconT[49] first constructs a brain caption-
ing pipeline composed of a linear feature re-
gression model and a captioning model, while
its performance pretty suffers from its limited
vocabulary and a lot of repetitive words which
are redundant or meaningless often appear in
its captioning. UniBrain[30] builds two linear
regression models to derive both low-level and
high-level text latent representations, which ob-
viously improves the fluency of generated sentences. BrainCap[15] follows a similar pipeline to
baseline but replaces the captioning model, which acts better in captioning accuracy. However, these
above methods are actually lack of direct links between brain signals and their corresponding captions.
In contrast, MindSemantix decodes more accurate semantics and captures more sufficient information
from brain signals by leveraging all the presented COCO captions to provide a direct guidance, which
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Table 1: Compare quantitative results of MindSemantix against SOTA methods on Subject1. The
best scores are BOLD.

Method
Low-Level High-Level

Meteor ↑ Rouge ↑ CIDEr ↑ SPICE ↑ CLIP ↑ Sentence ↑
BLIP-2/ImgCap[23] 0.330 0.591 1.264 0.265 0.911 0.827

SDReconT[49] 0.100 0.251 0.138 0.050 0.624 0.280
UniBrain[30] 0.169 0.222 – – – –
BrainCap[15] 0.167 0.407 0.413 0.091 0.705 0.447
MindSemantix 0.190 0.415 0.476 0.125 0.755 0.454

is a free and effective strategy. Moreover, the sufficient participation of LLM in MindSemantix makes
it not only excel in perceiving and understanding neural representations, but also generate sentences
that are fluent, complete, and rich in vocabulary. As an approximate upper bound, we also report
‘BLIP-2/ImgCap’ which utilizes BLIP-2[23] for captioning from the ground truth images (visual
stimuli). Moreover, we verified that MindSemantix performs a strong robustness when decoding the
test fMRI signals added with different degrees of Gaussian noise. As shown in Figure4, the reduction
of captioning performance on most metrics is quite slight with noise increasing.

Since UniBrain[30] and BrainCap[15] have not been open-sourced, here we make qualitative analysis
on MindSemantix and SDReconT[49]. As shown in Figure3, we presented the captioning results
of MindSemantix and SDReconT for different categories of visual stimuli, involving animal, sport,
vehicle, and furniture. From a comprehensive perspective, our model performs a remarkable su-
periority over the baseline in both semantic accuracy and information completeness. Especially,
MindSemantix captioning results preserve a more fine-grained consistency with the ground-truth. For
example, MindSemantix precisely describes the objective in the second animal sample as ‘a large
black bear’ while SDReconT just provides a rough description of ‘an animal’, and ‘a yellow and blue
train’ of MindSemantix for the forth vehicle sample provides detailed information of color while
SDReconT misses. Moreover, MindSemantix vividly depicts the details of human behaviour in the
viewed sport stimuli besides the objective and place, such as ’a woman swinging a tennis racket on a
tennis court’ for the third sample. Those rich caption details will provide a solid basis for the accurate
reconstruction in downstream.

3.4 MindSemantix for Reconstruction

Test Stimuli Sub-1 Sub-2 Sub-5 Sub-7

A large 
passenger jet 
is taking off 

from the 
runway. 

A white and 
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passenger 
plane on a 
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the water.
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holding a 
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A man riding 
a surfboard 
on top of a 

body of water.

Test Stimuli Sub-1 Sub-2 Sub-5 Sub-7

fMRI-Sketch(Sub-1) fMRI-Sketch(Sub-1)

+ +

Figure 5: Sample visual reconstruction and captioning results of MindSemantix on each subject.

With predicted captions, we reconstruct visual stimuli based on the brain-decoded sketches utilizing
Stable Diffusion[39]. Figure5 presents some samples of generated images from fMRI and their
corresponding MindSemantix captions. The reconstructed images of different subjects evidently
preserve most of the layout and semantics presented in visual stimuli, which demonstrates a superior
generalization performance of our model. Semantics in the reconstructions are highly-consistent with
their corresponding brain captions, while sometimes slightly vary across subjects, such as ‘a man’ of
Sub-1 and ‘a little girl’ of Sub-2 for the first sample, as reflected in their reconstructed images.

We contrast the qualitative results of MindSemantix with current state-of-the-art methods[48; 32; 30;
41; 59] in Figure6. We chose distinct images for each model to facilitate comparison, considering the
variations in test images presented across their respective papers. SDRecon[48] serves as baseline in
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Figure 6: Sample visual reconstruction results from MindSemantix and SOTA methods on NSD[2].
The same test set was used across methods.

Table 2: Quantitative reconstruction comparison of SOTA methods average across the 4 subjects,
except MindReader which only analyzed Subject1. The results were measured by image metrics
including PixCorr: pixel-level correlation; SSIM: structural similarity index[57]; AlexNet: AlexNet-
2 and AlexNet-5, two-way identifications of the second and fifth layers of AlexNet[21], respectively;
Inception: two-way identification of the last pooling layer of InceptionV3[47]; CLIP: two-way
identification of the output layer of the CLIP-Image[34] model; EffNet: a distance metric gathered
from EfficientNet-B1[50]; SwAV: a distance metric gathered from SwAV-ResNet50[7]. The best,
second and third scores are highlighted.

Method
Low-Level High-Level

PixCorr ↑ SSIM ↑ AlexNet-2 ↑ AlexNet-5 ↑ Inception ↑ CLIP ↑ EffNet-B ↓ SwAV ↓
MindReader[39] – – – – 78.2% – – –

SDRecon[48] – – 81.4% 81.5% 76.0% 77.0% – –
BrainDiffuser[32] 0.254 0.354 94.2% 96.2% 87.2% 91.5% 0.775 0.423

UniBrain[30] 0.249 0.330 92.9% 95.6% 87.8% 92.3% 0.766 0.407
MindEye[41] 0.309 0.323 94.7% 97.8% 93.8% 94.1% 0.645 0.367
DREAM[59] 0.274 0.328 93.9% 96.7% 93.4% 94.1% 0.645 0.418

MindSemantix 0.299 0.333 93.1% 96.8% 93.8% 94.3% 0.686 0.392

this task, which can produce identifiable silhouettes but falls short in terms of many qualitative aspects
(i.e., low-level details, high-level semantics, and naturality). The subsequent methods[32; 30; 41; 59]
have effectively improved these aspects, and our model exhibits an obvious superiority in semantics
and naturality, such as the generated teddy bear, flowers, and food of MindSemantix performing more
realistic than other models. Since without more specific designs tailored for this task, our resulting
images are not particularly rigorous in spatial details. Table 2 shows that our method quantitatively
achieves comparably or better than state-of-the-art methods especially on high-level metrics.

3.5 Ablation Study

To verify the effectiveness of MindSemantix, we conducted ablation experiments on Subject1. We
set ablation models based on the complete version of BLM’s settings to investigate the effect of
each component, from the aspects of training strategy, model architecture, loss function, and scale
of utilized COCO captions. Training Strategy: we removed the self-supervised pre-training of
BED (SS-BED) to evaluate the impact of initialization on brain encoder. Model Architecture: we
replaced our BE and BT-Former modules with a linear regression model similar to baseline[49] to
extract fMRI features. Loss Function: we replaced the language modeling loss (LOPT ) between
brain captions and COCO captions with the feature-level loss between the learned fMRI-text queries
and the true image queries derived from BLIP-2 to train the model. COCO-Caption Scale: we
trained the model using one or three randomly selected COCO captions of each training stimulus as
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Table 3: Ablation results of MindSemantix components on Subject1. In the complete BLM, M = 5.

Model
Low-Level High-Level

Meteor ↑ Rouge ↑ CIDEr ↑ SPICE ↑ CLIP ↑ Sentence ↑
BLM 0.190 0.415 0.476 0.125 0.755 0.454

w/o SS-BED 0.157 0.353 0.291 0.079 0.717 0.360
w/o BE+BT-Former 0.126 0.331 0.237 0.074 0.625 0.319

w/o LOPT 0.156 0.355 0.322 0.095 0.754 0.431
M = 1 0.173 0.375 0.376 0.096 0.739 0.408
M = 3 0.184 0.384 0.408 0.112 0.749 0.437

Table 4: Impact evaluation of MindSemantix on visual reconstruction using Subject1 data.

Model
Low-Level High-Level

PixCorr ↑ SSIM ↑ AlexNet-2 ↑ AlexNet-5 ↑ Inception ↑ CLIP ↑ EffNet-B ↓ SwAV ↓
Y′

vis 0.354 0.286 74.7% 71.9% 54.0% 54.6% 0.993 0.720
Y′

vis+SD 0.318 0.295 74.7% 73.1% 57.1% 57.2% 0.974 0.628
Y′

vis+SD+C′ 0.345 0.331 94.4% 98.5% 94.7% 95.8% 0.678 0.384

ground-truth (denoted as M = 1 and M = 3). Quantitative measures for the ablation models have
demonstrated the significance of each component and the complete BLM performs best (see Table3).

We further examine the impact of MindSemantix captioning on visual reconstruction by evaluating
the fMRI-derived sketches (Y′

vis) and the images resulted through Stable Diffusion with Y′
vis fed in

but no caption conditioned. Sufficient semantic information is injected into the final reconstructions
via our predicted captions (C′) and brings performance zooming especially on high-level metrics
(see Table4). Such phenomenon verified a strong influence of meaningful captions on reconstruction
quality, which was scarcely concerned in most existing methods[48; 32; 41; 59] and provides a
promising inspiration for future optimization.

4 Discussion

The experimental findings indicate that, MindSemantix can produce captions to effectively character-
ize brain visual experiences, substantially outperforming previous methodologies. Nonetheless, our
analysis also uncovers some limitations within this work. Although we have used all the available
COCO captions to train our BLM, there is a possible prospect to augment the ground-truth caption
data by easily producing with advanced LLMs like GTP[20; 1] to elevate the training performance in
future work. Additionally, besides the attempt of simple integration with Stable Diffusion has made
in this work, the exploration of assembling MindSemantix with depth estimation, more powerful
diffusion models, or the existing reconstruction-specialized methods may have a great potential to
further improve stimulus reconstruction. The paradigm in MindSemantix could be expanded to other
types of perception stimuli besides images and the exploration of multi-modal brain decoding system
with language as a media will hold significant academic value and interest.

5 Conclusion

We present MindSemantix, a novel multi-modal framework that achieves state-of-the-art brain cap-
tioning of natural scene stimuli from fMRI activity. MindSemantix first introduces an end-to-end
Brain-Language Model for decoding human visual experience, which revolutionizes the previous
paradigm. In this Brain-Language Model, by integrating a frozen Large Language Model[61] with a
pre-trained brain encoder, a Brain-Text Transformer performs effective multi-modal alignment of
brain-vision-language and learns a robust brain-language correspondence. Conditioned by MindSe-
mantix captioning, we recovered realistic visual stimuli with high semantic fidelity through Stable
Diffusion[39]. Extensive ablation studies verify the effectiveness of each proposed component.

9



References
[1] Josh Achiam, Steven Adler, Sandhini Agarwal, Lama Ahmad, Ilge Akkaya, Florencia Leoni

Aleman, Diogo Almeida, Janko Altenschmidt, Sam Altman, Shyamal Anadkat, et al. Gpt-4
technical report. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.08774, 2023.

[2] Emily J Allen, Ghislain St-Yves, Yihan Wu, Jesse L Breedlove, Jacob S Prince, Logan T
Dowdle, Matthias Nau, Brad Caron, Franco Pestilli, Ian Charest, et al. A massive 7t fmri dataset
to bridge cognitive neuroscience and artificial intelligence. Nature neuroscience, 25(1):116–126,
2022.

[3] Peter Anderson, Basura Fernando, Mark Johnson, and Stephen Gould. Spice: Semantic
propositional image caption evaluation. In Computer Vision–ECCV 2016: 14th European
Conference, Amsterdam, The Netherlands, October 11-14, 2016, Proceedings, Part V 14, pages
382–398. Springer, 2016.

[4] Satanjeev Banerjee and Alon Lavie. Meteor: An automatic metric for mt evaluation with
improved correlation with human judgments. In Proceedings of the acl workshop on intrinsic
and extrinsic evaluation measures for machine translation and/or summarization, pages 65–72,
2005.

[5] Roman Beliy, Guy Gaziv, Assaf Hoogi, Francesca Strappini, Tal Golan, and Michal Irani. From
voxels to pixels and back: Self-supervision in natural-image reconstruction from fmri. Advances
in Neural Information Processing Systems, 32, 2019.

[6] Jeffrey R Binder, Rutvik H Desai, William W Graves, and Lisa L Conant. Where is the semantic
system? a critical review and meta-analysis of 120 functional neuroimaging studies. Cerebral
cortex, 19(12):2767–2796, 2009.

[7] Mathilde Caron, Ishan Misra, Julien Mairal, Priya Goyal, Piotr Bojanowski, and Armand Joulin.
Unsupervised learning of visual features by contrasting cluster assignments. Advances in neural
information processing systems, 33:9912–9924, 2020.

[8] Subhrasankar Chatterjee and Debasis Samanta. Dreamcatcher: Revealing the language of the
brain with fmri using gpt embedding. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.10082, 2023.

[9] Zijiao Chen, Jiaxin Qing, Tiange Xiang, Wan Lin Yue, and Juan Helen Zhou. Seeing beyond
the brain: Conditional diffusion model with sparse masked modeling for vision decoding. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages
22710–22720, 2023.

[10] Yunfei Chu, Jin Xu, Xiaohuan Zhou, Qian Yang, Shiliang Zhang, Zhijie Yan, Chang Zhou, and
Jingren Zhou. Qwen-audio: Advancing universal audio understanding via unified large-scale
audio-language models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.07919, 2023.

[11] Dietmar Cordes, Vic Haughton, John D Carew, Konstantinos Arfanakis, and Ken Maravilla.
Hierarchical clustering to measure connectivity in fmri resting-state data. Magnetic resonance
imaging, 20(4):305–317, 2002.

[12] Alexey Dosovitskiy, Lucas Beyer, Alexander Kolesnikov, Dirk Weissenborn, Xiaohua Zhai,
Thomas Unterthiner, Mostafa Dehghani, Matthias Minderer, Georg Heigold, Sylvain Gelly, et al.
An image is worth 16x16 words: Transformers for image recognition at scale. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2010.11929, 2020.

[13] Stephen A Engel, Gary H Glover, and Brian A Wandell. Retinotopic organization in human
visual cortex and the spatial precision of functional mri. Cerebral cortex (New York, NY: 1991),
7(2):181–192, 1997.

[14] Tao Fang, Yu Qi, and Gang Pan. Reconstructing perceptive images from brain activity by
shape-semantic gan. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 33:13038–13048,
2020.

10



[15] Matteo Ferrante, Tommaso Boccato, Furkan Ozcelik, Rufin VanRullen, and Nicola Toschi.
Multimodal decoding of human brain activity into images and text. In UniReps: the First
Workshop on Unifying Representations in Neural Models, 2023.

[16] Xiaorong Gao, Yijun Wang, Xiaogang Chen, and Shangkai Gao. Interface, interaction, and
intelligence in generalized brain–computer interfaces. Trends in cognitive sciences, 25(8):671–
684, 2021.

[17] Guy Gaziv, Roman Beliy, Niv Granot, Assaf Hoogi, Francesca Strappini, Tal Golan, and Michal
Irani. Self-supervised natural image reconstruction and large-scale semantic classification from
brain activity. NeuroImage, 254:119121, 2022.

[18] Mathew Hardy, Ilia Sucholutsky, Bill Thompson, and Tom Griffiths. Large language models
meet cognitive science: Llms as tools, models, and participants. In Proceedings of the annual
meeting of the cognitive science society, volume 45, 2023.

[19] Mohsen Jamali, Ziv M Williams, and Jing Cai. Unveiling theory of mind in large language
models: A parallel to single neurons in the human brain. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.01660,
2023.

[20] Katikapalli Subramanyam Kalyan. A survey of gpt-3 family large language models including
chatgpt and gpt-4. Natural Language Processing Journal, page 100048, 2023.

[21] Alex Krizhevsky, Ilya Sutskever, and Geoffrey E Hinton. Imagenet classification with deep
convolutional neural networks. Advances in neural information processing systems, 25, 2012.

[22] Svetlana Lazebnik, Cordelia Schmid, and Jean Ponce. Beyond bags of features: Spatial pyramid
matching for recognizing natural scene categories. In 2006 IEEE computer society conference
on computer vision and pattern recognition (CVPR’06), volume 2, pages 2169–2178. IEEE,
2006.

[23] Junnan Li, Dongxu Li, Silvio Savarese, and Steven Hoi. Blip-2: Bootstrapping language-image
pre-training with frozen image encoders and large language models. In International conference
on machine learning, pages 19730–19742. PMLR, 2023.

[24] Chin-Yew Lin. Rouge: A package for automatic evaluation of summaries. In Text summarization
branches out, pages 74–81, 2004.

[25] Sikun Lin, Thomas Sprague, and Ambuj K Singh. Mind reader: Reconstructing complex images
from brain activities. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 35:29624–29636,
2022.

[26] Tsung-Yi Lin, Michael Maire, Serge Belongie, James Hays, Pietro Perona, Deva Ramanan, Piotr
Dollár, and C Lawrence Zitnick. Microsoft coco: Common objects in context. In Computer
Vision–ECCV 2014: 13th European Conference, Zurich, Switzerland, September 6-12, 2014,
Proceedings, Part V 13, pages 740–755. Springer, 2014.

[27] Ilya Loshchilov and Frank Hutter. Decoupled weight decay regularization. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1711.05101, 2017.

[28] Zitong Lu. Visualizing the mind’s eye: a future perspective on applications of image reconstruc-
tion from brain signals to psychiatry. Psychoradiology, 3:kkad022, 2023.

[29] Kyle Mahowald, Anna A Ivanova, Idan A Blank, Nancy Kanwisher, Joshua B Tenenbaum, and
Evelina Fedorenko. Dissociating language and thought in large language models. Trends in
Cognitive Sciences, 2024.

[30] Weijian Mai and Zhijun Zhang. Unibrain: Unify image reconstruction and captioning all in one
diffusion model from human brain activity. arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.07428, 2023.

[31] Milad Mozafari, Leila Reddy, and Rufin VanRullen. Reconstructing natural scenes from fmri
patterns using bigbigan. In 2020 International joint conference on neural networks (IJCNN),
pages 1–8. IEEE, 2020.

11



[32] Furkan Ozcelik and Rufin VanRullen. Natural scene reconstruction from fmri signals using
generative latent diffusion. Scientific Reports, 13(1):15666, 2023.

[33] Sara F Popham, Alexander G Huth, Natalia Y Bilenko, Fatma Deniz, James S Gao, Anwar O
Nunez-Elizalde, and Jack L Gallant. Visual and linguistic semantic representations are aligned
at the border of human visual cortex. Nature neuroscience, 24(11):1628–1636, 2021.

[34] Alec Radford, Jong Wook Kim, Chris Hallacy, Aditya Ramesh, Gabriel Goh, Sandhini Agarwal,
Girish Sastry, Amanda Askell, Pamela Mishkin, Jack Clark, et al. Learning transferable visual
models from natural language supervision. In International conference on machine learning,
pages 8748–8763. PMLR, 2021.

[35] Nils Reimers and Iryna Gurevych. Sentence-bert: Sentence embeddings using siamese bert-
networks. arXiv preprint arXiv:1908.10084, 2019.

[36] Ziqi Ren, Jie Li, Lukun Wu, Xuetong Xue, Xin Li, Fan Yang, Zhicheng Jiao, and Xinbo
Gao. Brain-driven facial image reconstruction via stylegan inversion with improved identity
consistency. Pattern Recognition, page 110331, 2024.

[37] Ziqi Ren, Jie Li, Xuetong Xue, Xin Li, Fan Yang, Zhicheng Jiao, and Xinbo Gao. Reconstructing
seen image from brain activity by visually-guided cognitive representation and adversarial
learning. NeuroImage, 228:117602, 2021.

[38] Ziqi Ren, Jie Li, Xuetong Xue, Xin Li, Fan Yang, Zhicheng Jiao, and Xinbo Gao. Reconstructing
controllable faces from brain activity with hierarchical multiview representations. Neural
Networks, 166:487–500, 2023.

[39] Robin Rombach, Andreas Blattmann, Dominik Lorenz, Patrick Esser, and Björn Ommer. High-
resolution image synthesis with latent diffusion models. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, pages 10684–10695, 2022.

[40] Olaf Ronneberger, Philipp Fischer, and Thomas Brox. U-net: Convolutional networks
for biomedical image segmentation. In Medical image computing and computer-assisted
intervention–MICCAI 2015: 18th international conference, Munich, Germany, October 5-9,
2015, proceedings, part III 18, pages 234–241. Springer, 2015.

[41] Paul Scotti, Atmadeep Banerjee, Jimmie Goode, Stepan Shabalin, Alex Nguyen, Aidan Demp-
ster, Nathalie Verlinde, Elad Yundler, David Weisberg, Kenneth Norman, et al. Reconstructing
the mind’s eye: fmri-to-image with contrastive learning and diffusion priors. Advances in
Neural Information Processing Systems, 36, 2024.

[42] Terrence J Sejnowski. Large language models and the reverse turing test. Neural computation,
35(3):309–342, 2023.

[43] Guohua Shen, Kshitij Dwivedi, Kei Majima, Tomoyasu Horikawa, and Yukiyasu Kamitani.
End-to-end deep image reconstruction from human brain activity. Frontiers in Computational
Neuroscience, page 21, 2019.

[44] Guohua Shen, Tomoyasu Horikawa, Kei Majima, and Yukiyasu Kamitani. Deep image recon-
struction from human brain activity. PLoS computational biology, 15(1):e1006633, 2019.

[45] Amir Shmuel, Essa Yacoub, Denis Chaimow, Nikos K Logothetis, and Kamil Ugurbil. Spatio-
temporal point-spread function of fmri signal in human gray matter at 7 tesla. Neuroimage,
35(2):539–552, 2007.

[46] Sascha Y Struijs, Peter J de Jong, Bertus F Jeronimus, Willem van der Does, Harriëtte Riese,
and Philip Spinhoven. Psychological risk factors and the course of depression and anxiety
disorders: A review of 15 years nesda research. Journal of Affective Disorders, 295:1347–1359,
2021.

[47] Christian Szegedy, Vincent Vanhoucke, Sergey Ioffe, Jon Shlens, and Zbigniew Wojna. Re-
thinking the inception architecture for computer vision. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference
on computer vision and pattern recognition, pages 2818–2826, 2016.

12



[48] Yu Takagi and Shinji Nishimoto. High-resolution image reconstruction with latent diffusion
models from human brain activity. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 14453–14463, 2023.

[49] Yu Takagi and Shinji Nishimoto. Improving visual image reconstruction from human brain activ-
ity using latent diffusion models via multiple decoded inputs. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.11536,
2023.

[50] Mingxing Tan and Quoc Le. Efficientnet: Rethinking model scaling for convolutional neural
networks. In International conference on machine learning, pages 6105–6114. PMLR, 2019.

[51] Kamil Uğurbil, Junqian Xu, Edward J Auerbach, Steen Moeller, An T Vu, Julio M Duarte-
Carvajalino, Christophe Lenglet, Xiaoping Wu, Sebastian Schmitter, Pierre Francois Van de
Moortele, et al. Pushing spatial and temporal resolution for functional and diffusion mri in the
human connectome project. Neuroimage, 80:80–104, 2013.

[52] Martijn P Van Den Heuvel and Hilleke E Hulshoff Pol. Exploring the brain network: a review on
resting-state fmri functional connectivity. European neuropsychopharmacology, 20(8):519–534,
2010.

[53] Mariska J Vansteensel and Beata Jarosiewicz. Brain-computer interfaces for communication.
Handbook of clinical neurology, 168:67–85, 2020.

[54] Ramakrishna Vedantam, C Lawrence Zitnick, and Devi Parikh. Cider: Consensus-based image
description evaluation. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, pages 4566–4575, 2015.

[55] Ceci Verbaarschot, Daniëlle Tump, Andreea Lutu, Marzieh Borhanazad, Jordy Thielen, Philip
van den Broek, Jason Farquhar, Janneke Weikamp, Joost Raaphorst, Jan T Groothuis, et al. A
visual brain-computer interface as communication aid for patients with amyotrophic lateral
sclerosis. Clinical Neurophysiology, 132(10):2404–2415, 2021.

[56] Yanlu Wang and Tie-Qiang Li. Analysis of whole-brain resting-state fmri data using hierarchical
clustering approach. PloS one, 8(10):e76315, 2013.

[57] Zhou Wang, Alan C Bovik, Hamid R Sheikh, and Eero P Simoncelli. Image quality assessment:
from error visibility to structural similarity. IEEE transactions on image processing, 13(4):600–
612, 2004.

[58] Jiayang Wu, Wensheng Gan, Zefeng Chen, Shicheng Wan, and S Yu Philip. Multimodal large
language models: A survey. In 2023 IEEE International Conference on Big Data (BigData),
pages 2247–2256. IEEE, 2023.

[59] Weihao Xia, Raoul de Charette, Cengiz Oztireli, and Jing-Hao Xue. Dream: Visual decoding
from reversing human visual system. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on
Applications of Computer Vision, pages 8226–8235, 2024.

[60] Hang Zhang, Xin Li, and Lidong Bing. Video-llama: An instruction-tuned audio-visual language
model for video understanding. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.02858, 2023.

[61] Susan Zhang, Stephen Roller, Naman Goyal, Mikel Artetxe, Moya Chen, Shuohui Chen,
Christopher Dewan, Mona Diab, Xian Li, Xi Victoria Lin, et al. Opt: Open pre-trained
transformer language models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.01068, 2022.

[62] Juan Zhou, Michael D Greicius, Efstathios D Gennatas, Matthew E Growdon, Jung Y Jang,
Gil D Rabinovici, Joel H Kramer, Michael Weiner, Bruce L Miller, and William W Seeley.
Divergent network connectivity changes in behavioural variant frontotemporal dementia and
alzheimer’s disease. Brain, 133(5):1352–1367, 2010.

13


	Introduction
	MindSemantix
	Pre-training: Self-supervised Brain-Encoder-Decoder (BED)
	Training: End-to-end Brain-Language Model (BLM)
	MindSemantix for Visual Reconstruction

	Experimental Results
	Dataset and Setting
	Evaluation Metric
	Captioning Results
	MindSemantix for Reconstruction
	Ablation Study

	Discussion
	Conclusion

