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Remote heart rate measurement is an increasingly
concerned research field, usually using remote photo-
plethysmography (rPPG) to collect heart rate informa-
tion through video data collection. However, in cer-
tain specific scenarios (such as low light conditions, in-
tense lighting, and non-line-of-sight situations), tradi-
tional imaging methods fail to capture image informa-
tion effectively, that may lead to difficulty or inabil-
ity in measuring heart rate. To address these limita-
tions, this study proposes using ghost imaging as a sub-
stitute for traditional imaging in the aforementioned
scenarios. The mean absolute error between experi-
mental measurements and reference true values is 4.24
bpm.Additionally, the bucket signals obtained by the
ghost imaging system can be directly processed using
digital signal processing techniques, thereby enhancing
personal privacy protection.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/ao.XX.XXXXXX

1. INTRODUCTION

Remote photoplethysmography (rPPG) is a technique that uti-
lizes sensors, such as cameras, to capture the periodic changes
in skin color induced by the cardiac cycle[1, 2]. rPPG technology
is commonly utilized for extracting blood volume pulses (BVP)
and measuring physiological parameters related to cardiac circu-
lation, encompassing heart rate, respiratory rate, and heartbeat
variability[3, 4]. Physiological indicators like heart rate data can
also serve specific purposes such as crime detection. In recent
years, significant advancements have been achieved in the eval-
uation and measurement of physiological indicators based on
rPPG, leading to a proliferation of diverse algorithms aimed at
enhancing the robustness of rPPG[5–8].

However, the majority of existing research in this field heavily
rely on video image inputs acquired using conventional cameras,
which introduces a high susceptibility to environmental factors
during the signal extraction process. Specifically, in challenging
scenarios where traditional imaging methods fail to effectively
capture information, such as in low-light conditions[9], intense
illumination, and non-line-of-sight situations, the applicabil-
ity of rPPG technology encounters significant limitations and
challenges[10–12].

The imaging effect of ghost imaging(GI) surpasses that of
traditional imaging in the aforementioned scenarios. GI em-
ploys an active lighting method, which differs from the passive
lighting method utilized in traditional imaging[13, 14]. Addi-
tionally, numerous studies have been conducted on imaging
within these scenarios in the field of GI. Therefore, this paper
proposes the utilization of GI as a substitute for conventional
imaging and rPPG technology in order to extract heart rate,
thereby addressing the limitations of existing rPPG technology
in special environments[15–18]. Furthermore, this study also
investigates the direct extraction of heart rate from the bucket
signal utilized in GI. The direct extraction of heart rate from the
bucket signal obviates the need for imaging, thereby enhancing
privacy protection.

2. METHOD

The periodic pulsation of the human heart induces dynamic
changes in the volume of blood vessels beneath the skin, re-
sulting in changes in skin surface color. Following the dichro-
matic model[11], the reflection of skin pixels captured within
the recorded image sequence can be defined as a time-varying
function:

C(t) = I(t) · (vs(t) + vd(t)) + vn(t). (1)

Where I(t) represents the temporal variation in illumination
intensity, vs(t) denotes specular reflection, vd(t) refers to dif-
fuse reflection, and vn(t) accounts for noise in the measurement
process. The rPPG signal is embedded within the diffuse reflec-
tion.Therefore, it may be feasible to replace traditional imaging
systems with ghost imaging systems.

The proposed method, illustrated in Fig.1, involves utilizing
a ghost imaging system to acquire information about the target
area of the subject. Heart rate can be obtained either by restoring
the image or, alternatively, without undergoing the image recon-
struction process, directly through digital signal processing on
the bucket signals.

The algorithm for reconstructing GI images, using differen-
tial ghost imaging (DGI)[19] as an illustrative example, can be
formulated as follows:

G =< I · B > (1 − < B >

< B′ >
). (2)

Where I represents speckle, B denotes the bucket detection
signal of the object irradiated by speckle, and B′ refers to the
bucket detection signals of speckles. In the GI system, the bucket
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Fig. 1. Replacement of traditional imaging methods by GI.The left is the schematic diagram, and the right is the experimental set.

detection signals of the measured object corresponds to a time-
varying function C(t) as described in equation (1), albeit with
speckle modulation affecting the light intensity term. The bucket
signal can be expressed as the following equation.

B(t) = C(t) = I(t) · (vs(t) + vd(t) + vn(t)). (3)

As the bucket detector directly detects light intensity, the
noise from the bucket detector and signal acquisition equip-
ment is also modulated by the light intensity term.Consequently,
the diffuse reflection information vd(t), which encompasses the
rPPG signals, is solely modulated in terms of intensity while
preserving the integrity of vibration information, it remains fea-
sible to directly extract the heart rate from the bucket detection
signals of the measured object. After obtaining the rPPG signals,
heart rate estimation can be achieved through time-frequency
domain analysis. The most commonly utilized approach for
heart rate calculation involves performing a Fourier transform
on the filtered rPPG signals, finding its peak value in the fre-
quency domain, and subsequently computing it:

Hr = 60 · fmax. (4)

Where Hr represents the heart rate value, and fmax represents
the maximum peak value in the frequency domain.

The Mean Absolute Error (MAE) has been used for perfor-
mance evaluation of GI-based heart rate detection methods. It
represents the average of the absolute error between the true
value and the observed value. The calculation formula is as
follows:

MAE =
1
N

n

∑
i=1

|Yi − Xi|. (5)

Where Yi and Xi represent the reference measured value and
true value, respectively, for the ith value, and N is the total
number of values.

In processing the bucket detection signals obtained from ac-
tual experiments, we employed Variational Mode Decomposi-
tion (VMD)[20], and its constrained variational model can be
represented as:

min
{uk},{ωk}

{
∑
k

∥∥∥∥∂t

[(
δ(t) +

j
πt

)
∗ uk(t)

]
e−jωkt

∥∥∥∥2

2

}
s.t. ∑

k
uk = f .

(6)

Where {uk} and {ωk} are shorthand notations for the set of
all modes and their center frequencies, respectively.

3. SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENT

Firstly, we conducted simulation validation based on GI-
reconstructed images. The images were reconstructed using
DGI, followed by inputting the image information into a trained
neural network to achieve results comparable to those obtained
through conventional imaging techniques. The images utilized
in the simulation are sourced from the VIPL-HR[21] dataset,
while the used neural network model is PhysFormer[22]. The
result is illustrated in Fig. 2.

Fig. 2. (a) Original video frames (224*224, 24fps) and video
frames of DGI simulation. (b) rPPG signals after filtering. (c)
Fourier transform result of rPPG signals.

The rPPG signals, in Fig. 2 (b), were generated by the Phys-
Former model based on the original video and DGI video respec-
tively, and they had been filtered through a hamming window
bandpass filter from 0.7 Hz to 4 Hz. What is shown in Fig. 2(c) is
the spectrum obtained by the fourier transform of the two rPPG
signals in Fig. 2(b), where the peak value of the rPPG signal
obtained from the DGI video is 1.348Hz, and the peak value
of the rPPG signal obtained from the original video is 1.339Hz.
After calculation, the heart rate values can be obtained, 80.9 bpm
and 80.3 bpm respectively, and the ground truth is 83.6 bpm.

In this work, simulation tests were conducted to extract heart
rate solely from raw bucket signals using the UBFC-Phys[23]
dataset. A subset of videos from the UBFC-Phys dataset was
chosen and divided into 6-second segments to simulate the ex-
traction of instantaneous heart rate through rPPG signals. Dur-
ing the simulation, the green channel of the images was utilized
as a proxy for the rPPG signal, simulating random speckle il-
lumination of the skin, mimicking the use of green light (500-
560nm) to illuminate the skin. According to the principles of
rPPG technology, any area on the skin surface can be selected
for illumination[24, 25]. For this particular simulation, we chose
the forehead region, and an example result is presented in Fig.
3(a). The rPPG signal extracted from the bucket signal exhibited
a frequency domain peak of 0.989Hz, while the original BVP
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data provided in the UBFC-Phys dataset showed a frequency
domain peak of 0.977Hz. The calculated instantaneous heart
rates were 59.3bpm and 58.6bpm, respectively. The heart rate
values measured across the 30 video segments in the simulation
demonstrated high consistency with those derived from the BVP
data provided by the UBFC-Phys dataset.

Furthermore, this research also carried out simple simula-
tions under dim and bright light conditions, as depicted in
Fig. 3(b) and Fig. 3(c), respectively. Under these simulated
special environments, the rPPG waveform exhibited noticeable
changes, yet the frequency domain peaks remained relatively
stable. Specifically, the frequency domain peaks were 1.022 Hz
and 1.029 Hz in the dim and bright light conditions, respectively,
corresponding to calculated heart rates of 61.3 bpm and 61.7
bpm.

Fig. 3. Measurement results simulated in different lighting
environments (a) Normal illumination. (b) Low light environ-
ment. (c) Intense light environment.

In addition, a key aspect of this work involves directly ex-
tracting heart rate information from bucket signals within the GI
system without reconstructing an image, a part which has been
both simulated and experimentally validated, albeit under more
complex circumstances in the experimental setting. In practi-
cal experiments, there exists a background noise issue, and the
heart rate signal is a very weak periodic signal (which can be ap-
proximated as a sine wave), often submerged beneath the noise
level. Therefore, in response to the problem of system noise
floor, a method has been proposed for extracting the period of
weak signals under low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) conditions,
as illustrated in Fig. 4. The experimental setup for extracting
heart rate directly from the bucket signal is shown on the right
side of Fig. 1.

Fig. 4. Algorithm flow chart.

This method requires prior knowledge of the frequency range
of the periodic signal, which for heart rate signals typically falls

within the range of 0.7 Hz to 4 Hz. After testing, it was discov-
ered that under conditions allowing for ±0.02 deviations in peak
frequency domain values, this method can effectively extract
signal periods in an additive white Gaussian noise environment
with an SNR of -20 dB, achieving a success rate of 97.1%. How-
ever, when the additive white Gaussian noise decreases to -25
dB, the success rate drops to 49.4%, with specific details shown
in Fig. 5. Due to the presence of system noise that prevents
one hundred percent successful determination of the heart rate
signal’s period, data that are closer to the actual values are se-
lected as valid data. Despite the effectiveness of the method at
certain noise levels, its performance diminishes at lower noise
intensities, highlighting the ongoing challenge of accurate signal
extraction in noisy environments.

Fig. 5. The performance of the algorithm under different
noises.

The data with a calculated heart rate cycle that differs from
the actual value by no more than 10 were considered valid data,
resulting in a total of 50 sets of data were saved. The mean
absolute error(MAE) for these data was found to be 4.24bpm.
The proposed method for extracting heart rate from the acquired
bucket signals is illustrated in Fig. 6.

The autocorrelation function’s length being twice that of the
original signal, so Fig. 6(b) presents the first half of the autocor-
relation of the barrel signals. Fig. 6(c) displays the three intrinsic
mode functions (imfs) obtained through VMD, from which the
one with the lowest frequency is selected and filtered to yield
Fig. 6(d). Finally, by performing cross-correlation on the filtered
signal with the raw barrel signals and determining the peak in
the frequency domain, the heart rate value can be calculated as
76.9bpm using equation (4), the difference from the actual value
is 1.1bpm..

4. CONCLUSION

In summary, using the GI architecture has effectively realized
remote heart rate measurement and proposed a method for ex-
tracting the periodicity of weak signals from systems with low
SNR, demonstrating promising performance under challenging
environmental conditions. Moreover, obtaining heart rate di-
rectly from the bucket signal enhances privacy protection. How-
ever, due to the system’s SNR limitations, it cannot guarantee
that every measurement yields usable data. Substantial improve-
ments to the practicality of this system can be achieved through
refinements in the experimental setup and further research into
methods for extracting faint signals.
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Fig. 6. Data processing example (a)Original bucket signal.(b)Bucket signal autocorrelation(first half part).(c)VMD result.(d)The
selected imf before and after filtering.(e)The cross-correlation function between filtered imf and the original signal(first half
part).(f)Frequency domain of the cross-correlation function.
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