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ABSTRACT

Present Brain-Computer Interfacing (BCI) technology allows infer-
ence and detection of cognitive and affective states, but fairly lit-
tle has been done to study scenarios in which such information
can facilitate new applications that rely on modeling human cog-
nition. One state that can be quantified from various physiological
signals is attention. Estimates of human attention can be used to
reveal preferences and novel dimensions of user experience. Previ-
ous approaches have tackled these incredibly challenging tasks us-
ing a variety of behavioral signals, from dwell-time to clickthrough
data, and computational models of visual correspondence to these
behavioral signals. However, behavioral signals are only rough es-
timations of the real underlying attention and affective preferences
of the users. Indeed, users may attend to some content simply be-
cause it is salient, but not because it is really interesting, or sim-
ply because it is outrageous. With this paper, we put forward a
research agenda and example work using BCI to infer users’ prefer-
ences, their attentional correlates towards visual content, and their
associations with affective experience. Subsequently, we link these
to relevant applications, such as information retrieval, personal-
ized steering of generative models, and crowdsourcing population
estimates of affective experiences.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Estimating which parts of some digital content are likely to draw
the users’ interest, and whether the parts are experienced with
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high or low intensity, positively, or negatively by the user. How-
ever, classification of cognitive and affective states provide only
simple estimates of how neural responses map to discrete states of
human cognition. Conversely, recent research has recognized that
estimating cognitive and affective states, such as attention, valence,
and arousal can be effectively used for many downstream tasks
even when the accuracy of the upstream classification model is
modest [3, 4, 6, 18]. These approaches build upon developing mod-
els of personal cognitive profiles or crowd models that can be effec-
tive even when single-trial classification cannot reach robust per-
formance. We demonstrate the use of such models in various down-
stream applications, including information retrieval, affective sim-
ilarity estimation, steering generative models, and crowdsourced
approaches.

Further benefits of attention and affective estimation have been
demonstrated in crowd settings, in which reactions of many indi-
viduals can be combined for more consistent and reliable estimates
of what in content drags users’ attention and how they experience
that content. Here, we put forward a research agenda to study in-
ference of human attention and preferences from BCI as captured
in response to naturalistic perception of digital information. Fur-
thermore, we present how sigals from crowds of users can be used
via brainsourcing, i.e. crowdsourced BCI signal acquisition [4]. This
can allow an accurate estimation of user preferences, attention
allocation, and—critically—the affective component of attention,
directly measured from the natural and implicit brain potentials
evoked in users’ responses. We demonstrate how to gather and uti-
lize the resulting data in single-user and crowdsourcing settings to
reveal how users react to different stimuli and how their attention
and affective responses can be predicted. These responses produce
consistent measures of user experiences that go beyond of what is
possible with behavioral data.

2 RESEARCH CHALLENGES

In the following we summarize current research challenges and ex-
ample works in BCI instrumentation, preference estimation, pre-
dicting affective states, crowdsourcing affective annotation, and
the importance of open data.

2.1 Instrumentation

Both electroencephalography (EEG) or functional Near-Infrared
Spectroscopy (fNIRS) stand out as the predominant non-invasive
methods for acquiring brain data [7]. EEG directly captures the
brain’s bio-electrical activity by recording electrical fluctuations
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via electrodes placed on the scalp [7]. In contrast, {NIRS relies on
optical techniques to detect changes in hemodynamics [21], typ-
ically induced by cortical responses during motor, cognitive, and
perceptual functions of the brain. Each method has its own set of
advantages and disadvantages, often leading to their integration
for a more comprehensive examination [13].

EEG signals, for example, have usually a low signal-to-noise ra-
tio and low spatial resolution [2]. This makes it difficult to iden-
tify what brain areas are activated by a particular response [20]. In
NIRS, scattering, occurring about 100 times more frequently than
absorption, leads to light attenuation. The longer the path of the
photon due to scattering, the greater the likelihood of absorption.
However, the light emitted by a source can be captured by multi-
ple detectors, eliminating thus the necessity for additional compo-
nents [21].

2.2 Estimating Preferences

One of the lasting challenges for user modelling has been to rec-
ognize and predict individual preferences. Recently, neurophysio-
logical data has been employed for learning user prefences. The
advantage of such data is that it can be obtained implicitly with-
out requiring any intentional interaction. As such, preferences can
be inferred from brain data captured in response to natural stimuli
users are experiencing. However, the reliability of such informa-
tion and its utility in downstream applications has not been stud-
ied. Our previous work has proved useful for quantifying the relia-
bility of preferences inferred from brain responses and their utility
as feedback to generative models to produce new, unseen informa-
tion that matches the inferred preference information [5, 18].
Recently, it has become possible to predict preference information
from brain signals measured via EEG and {NIRS. We studied whether
individuals’ preferences contradict with group preferences [5]. That
is, whether we can detect preferences of individuals toward group
preferences even when the individual does not explicitly disclose
such preference. Experimental evidence shows that brain activity
collected from participants produced in response to viewing im-
ages is associated with their self-reported preferences. Our results
show that brain responses present a graded response to prefer-
ences, and that brain responses alone can be used to train classi-
fiers that reliably estimate preferences. Furthermore, we show that
brain responses reveal additional preference information that cor-
relates with group preference, even when participants self-reported
having no such preference. Our analysis of brain responses carries
significant implications for using brain responses for preference
inference, as it suggests an individual’s explicitly reported prefer-
ences are not always aligned with the preferences inferred from
their brain responses. These findings call into question the relia-
bility of explicit and behavioral signals. They also imply that ad-
ditional, multimodal sources of information may be necessary to
infer reliable preference information.

Preference information can also be used in downstream applica-
tions to adapt content and user interfaces according to the esti-
mated preferences. We have studied such cognitive integration with
generative image models to model personal attraction [18]. We
demonstrate models that use generative adversarial neural networks
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(GANs) to model subjective preferences unconstrained by prede-

fined model parameterization. GANSs are coupled with brain-computer

interfaces to capture personalized attractiveness reactions toward
images generated from a model. These reactions are then used
to control a GAN model, finding a representation that matches
the features constituting an attractive image for an individual. We
show that our approach yielded highly accurate generative out-
puts and replicate findings from social neuroscience, suggesting
that the individually responsive, generative nature of GANs and
BCI provide a powerful, new toolin mapping individual differences
and visualizing cognitive-affective processing.

2.3 Relevance and Affective States

Information retrieval (IR) relies on a general notion of relevance,
which is used as the principal foundation for ranking and evalu-
ating methods. However, IR does not account for more a nuanced
affective experiences of users. We consider the emotional response
decoded directly from the human brain as an alternative dimension
of relevance [16]. We report an experiment covering seven differ-
ent scenarios in which we measure and predict how users emotion-
ally respond to visual image contents by using fNIRS neuroimag-
ing on two commonly used affective dimensions: valence (nega-
tivity and positivity) and arousal (boredness and excitedness). Our
results show that affective states can be successfully decoded using
fNIRS, and utilized to complement the present notion of relevance
in IR studies. Our work opens new avenues for incorporating emo-
tional states in IR evaluation, affective feedback, and information
filtering.

Affective information extends the notion of relevance toward un-
derstanding experiences of visual similarity. The present notion of
visual similarity is based on features derived from image contents.
This ignores the users’ emotional or affective experiences toward
the content, and how users feel when they search for images. We
consider valence, a positive or negative quantification of affective
appraisal, as a novel dimension of image similarity. We report the
largest neuroimaging experiment that quantifies and predicts the
valence of visual content by using functional near-infrared spec-
troscopy from brain-computer interfacing [17]. We show that af-
fective similarity can be (1) decoded directly from brain signals in
response to visual stimuli, (2) utilized for predicting affective image
similarity with an average accuracy of 0.58 and an accuracy of 0.65
for high-arousal stimuli, and (3) effectively used to complement af-
fective similarity estimates of content-based models; for example
when fused fNIRS and image rankings the retrieval F-measure@20
is 0.70. This work encourages new research on affective multime-
dia analysis, retrieval, and user modeling.

2.4 Crowdsourcing Affective Annotations

Automatic annotation of multimedia contents in terms of their af-
fective contents can be useful for a range of interactive tasks. A
convenient alternative to content-based analysis is to rely on brain
signals from several participants who are exposed to those con-
tents. In this line of research, a brainsourcing experiment was con-
ducted [15] relying on the fNIRS signals from 31 participants who
just passively watched a set of images. It was shown that the pre-
diction of the valence and arousal of the images improves with the
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crowdsize. For example, the mean accuracy of individual predic-
tions for valence is lower than 60%, and increases up to 65% with
a crowdsize of just 5 participants.

More recently, the concept has been explored also in the context of
EEG signals and video stimuli, with similarly positive results [11].
In this case, however, it was observed that the crowdsourcing was
not effective for all videos. Therefore, an open issue is to either im-
prove the prediction to be more generally effective, or to identify
under which conditions the brainsourcing-based prediction is not
reliable. The source of the difficulty may be in either the source
stimuli (whose corresponding emotions might be more ambigu-
ous), or in the quality of the brain signals, or in the limitations
of the predictive machine learning model or the robustness of the
agreement procedure.

2.5 Importance of Open Data

A critical aspect to boost the research in the scope of affective BCI
is high-quality public datasets, well-documented and with accom-
panying code, processed data, and optionally pre-trained models,
following the FAIR principles'. In this regard, the NEMO dataset [19]
has been recently released, featuring fNIRS recordings from thirty-
one participants who engaged in an emotional perception task and
in affective imagery task.

An equally important ingredient is sticking to good practices in
terms of data usage and reporting. An obvious but important ex-
ample is avoiding data leakage. For example, in the context of brain
signals it is relatively common to split the EEG signal into tempo-
ral segments which are treated as independent instances. Although
this increases the number of training/testing instances, segments
temporally close in the signal or coming from the same participant
and/or the same eliciting stimulus can be highly correlated [1, 9].
Furthermore, in supervised learning, these segments usually in-
herit the sequence-level label, which might not always be a good
choice since different temporal parts of the brain signal may carry
different information, mostly for long stimulus such as video snip-
pets. Thus, generally speaking, depending on how data is parti-
tioned into training and test sets, the performance can vary no-
tably [12], which may hinder the advances in the field in various
ways. In the deep learning area, with complex models which can
easily overfit the training set, it can be hard to find out whether the
reported high performances are actually attributable to the merits
of the proposed algorithms and models or they implicitly hide data-
related artifacts.

Two main challenges remain for BCI-related datasets. On the one
hand, large-scale datasets are required to properly train the data-
hungry deep learning models. This is currently difficult in the con-
text of brain signals, due to the cost of the equipment and the
huge effort involved in long recording sessions with multiple par-
ticipants. In the future, one may envision foundation models in
the context of BCI, with BENDR being one example [8]. On the
other hand, multimodality (e.g. including several types of brain
signals, eye tracking data, diverse multimedia stimuli beyond im-
ages/sound/video) would facilitate research on a wider and richer
set of topics and more powerful models, which can more heavily
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rely on self-supervised learning, and explore joint and multi-task
learning.

2.6 Ethical Implications

Portable sensor technology has already made possible real-time
monitoring of physiological signals. This opens new avenues for
individuals and data-based service providers. However, it also in-
troduces risks for privacy and user autonomy [10]. As user mon-
itoring technology evolves to identify emotional characteristics,
reaching a level of prevalence similar to behavioral tracking on
personal computers and smartphones, service providers may gain
access to affective information. Consequently, the potential for un-
ethical applications of physiological monitoring and other wear-
able hardware to expose cognitive and emotional user attributes
may arise. Recent studies suggest that growing awareness of data
usage is causing users to exhibit increased caution when engaging
with technology capable of divulging detailed information about
their affective and cognitive states [14].

The capacity to model human attention, affect, preferences and be-
haviors with unprecedented details has already transformed the
Internet and service economy, but physiological data can provide
an additional layer of rich, personal, and sensitive data that can en-
hance user experiences and provide improved benefits to users. On
the other hand, neurophysiological data are multifaceted and can
be utilized for unintended use. This makes it comparable to the pri-
vacy risks of those data presently used to model users in their dig-
ital environments. However, neurophysiological data, while noisy,
has much higher fidelity in terms of which dimensions of users’
experiences it allows to be inferred. As we start to live with sen-
sors capable of measuring neurophysiological signals extensively
and provide it as input for various applications, as also discussed
in this paper, it can lead to systems that are much more accurate
than what the sensor accuracies reported today would suggest.
Research and regulatory measures must guarantee that data is uti-
lized solely for purposes explicitly agreed upon by users. It is im-
perative to establish privacy methods and practices empowering
users to maintain control over the utilization and sharing of the
data gathered from them. Although it might seem straightforward
at first, neurophysiological data enabling affective inference is con-
siderably more sensitive than the current behavioral data collected
by computing services. Therefore, the data must be used ethically
and regulated with adequate policies that can prevent lasting threats
to the public. To this end, there are already regulative actions cir-
cumventing unethical use. For instance, the EU Al act® prevents
Al systems for the purpose of identifying or inferring emotions or
intentions of natural persons on the basis of their biometric data
in the workplace and educational institutions.
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