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Abstract: Nowadays people are mostly focused on their work while ignoring their health which in
turn is creating a drastic effect on their health in the long run. Remote health monitoring through
telemedicine can help people discover potential health threats in time. In the COVID-19 pandemic,
remote health monitoring can help obtain and analyze biomedical signals including human body
temperature without direct body contact. This technique is of great significance to achieve safe and
efficient health monitoring in the COVID-19 pandemic. Existing remote biomedical signal monitoring
methods cannot effectively analyze the time series data. This paper designs a remote biomedical
signal monitoring framework combining the Internet of Things (IoT), 5G communication and artificial
intelligence techniques. In the constructed framework, IoT devices are used to collect biomedical
signals at the perception layer. Subsequently, the biomedical signals are transmitted through the 5G
network to the cloud server where the GRU-AE deep learning model is deployed. It is noteworthy
that the proposed GRU-AE model can analyze multi-dimensional biomedical signals in time series.
Finally, this paper conducts a 24-week monitoring experiment for 2000 subjects of different ages to
obtain real data. Compared with the traditional biomedical signal monitoring method based on the
AutoEncoder model, the GRU-AE model has better performance. The research has an important role
in promoting the development of biomedical signal monitoring techniques, which can be effectively
applied to some kinds of remote health monitoring scenario.

Keywords: telemedicine; biomedical signal monitoring framework; GRU-AE; COVID-19 pandemic;
healthy monitoring

1. Introduction

Telemedicine is the use of electronic information and telecommunication technology
to provide the health care that people need while practicing social distancing [1]. The
fields of application of telemedicine are various and constantly evolving, from cardiology
(transmission of electrocardiographic traces) to radiology (transmission of radiographic
images), dermatology (transmission of digital images of skin lesions), pathological anatomy,
and many others. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic that has swept the world, health
monitoring services in telemedicine have developed explosively [2]. The remote health
monitoring services mainly diagnose and evaluate health issues by monitoring various
biomedical signals. A health issue occurs when the normal metabolism of the body fails
or is altered due to pollutants, pathogens or other means that cause health problems that
are considered as diseases. Common biomedical signal parameters include: pulse, body
temperature, blood oxygen saturation concentration, blood glucose concentration and
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blood pressure [3]. With the popularization of health monitoring equipment, many non-
medical professional equipment such as smart bracelets are widely favored by people. The
equipment can provide users with the display of various biomedical signals through real-
time monitoring while lacking an analytical function [4,5]. Even professional telemedicine
monitoring equipment cannot perform the comprehensive analysis of multi-dimensional
biomedical signal data in time series, and quickly find potential health issues. As we all
know, the COVID-19 pandemic has been growing rapidly because of a new variant, which
is also a serious problem in many countries. Therefore, the demand for a remote health
monitoring service is more urgent for measuring the body temperature aspect. In the
meantime, this requires higher requirements for the intelligence gathering and accuracy of
remote health monitoring. For example, the occasional rise in body temperature may be
caused by exercise or stress, rather than a precursor to infection with COVID-19.

Nowadays, remote health monitoring relies on artificial intelligence, the Internet
of Things (IoT), cloud computing and other Internet technologies [6]. There are many
research works focused on how to obtain all kinds of biomedical signals through integrated
technologies. For example, in the aspect of biomedical signal monitoring, biomedical signal
data can be obtained through wearable IoT sensor devices. These data are transmitted to
the cloud server through a high-speed network for subsequent processing and analysis.
Finally, the potential health issues can be sent to users or medical staff [7]. These methods
provide important support for the realization of intelligence, real-time and accuracy of
remote health monitoring, but still have some shortcomings. A few methods can provide
intelligent single biomedical signal analysis while they lose efficacy when facing multiple
biomedical signals. Some others fuse multi-dimensional physiological signals, but ignore
the time influence.

In order to solve the problems of existing remote biomedical signal monitoring meth-
ods, this paper introduces the IoT, 5G communication, artificial intelligence and other
technologies and constructs a biomedical signal monitoring framework based on GRU-AE
deep learning model, which realizes the automatic collection and intelligent analysis of
multi-dimensional biomedical signals. The framework collects biomedical signals through
IoT sensing devices, and then uses high-speed mobile communication networks to trans-
mit them to the cloud server in real time. The GRU-AE model deals with the correlated
biomedical signals based on time series to achieve more accurate and efficient intelligent
health monitoring. The proposed framework has the strengths of fast response and high
accuracy. It is especially suitable for the intelligent monitoring of biomedical signals such
as body temperature under the COVID-19 pandemic.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, related work is intro-
duced. In Section 3, The biomedical signal monitoring framework based on deep learning
is elaborated, including its application scenarios and workflow. Section 4 introduces the
basic structure of the GRU-AE model and the principle that it is used to process and mon-
itor multi-dimensional biomedical signals in time series. Section 5 reveals experimental
and analytical process on two biomedical signals and indicates the performance of our
proposed model. Finally, we draw conclusions in Section 6.

2. Related Works

In recent years, many remote health monitoring methods based on multi-techniques
have emerged. Most monitoring frameworks are implemented using technologies such as
the IoT and wireless sensor networks. Yang [8] designed a multi-sensor bracelet to collect
physical information and uploaded it to a cloud server through the IoT. After extracting the
features of the experimental data, an evaluation model of these biological characteristics
and human health emotions was established, and the mapping relationship between multi-
sensor data and mental conditions was mined. Xing [9] designed a set of wearable devices
that could collect the ECG signals of patients with cardiovascular diseases. The data were
transmitted to the self-built cloud server through the IoT, which could store the complete
ECG signal data and display it on the web in real time. It implemented a system for
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monitoring electrical signals through the IoT. Zubair et al. [10] designed an economical,
efficient, and low-power wearable smart band based on IoT. This band detected mental
stress based on skin conductance and was mainly used for medical care. It could also
continuously monitor the user’s mental stress, and wirelessly transmitted stress-related
data to the user’s smartphone. Isabel et al. [11] designed a pressure monitoring system
using wearable devices based on IoT. This system included a smart bracelet module and
a chest strap module, which could be worn on the wrist and chest respectively. The
parameters of system monitoring such as electrical skin activity and heart rate in real time
were sent to a cloud-based server. And The server was used as an online IoT platform,
using applications to perform data calculations and displayed stress reports. Sravanthi
and Ganesan [12] proposed an IoT-based health monitoring device that tracked the heart
rate and body heat and also sent an email/SMS warning when these readings went above
the main values. Thingspeak and Google sheets logged heart rate and body temperature
measurements so that patient wellbeing could be tracked on the internet everywhere in the
world. There would also be a rush so that patients could quickly send messages to their
families. Imberti et al. [13] found that device-based remote monitoring (RM) was useful in
the early detection of cardiac implantable electronic devices (CIEDs) technical issues and
cardiac arrhythmias. Moreover, RM allowed the continuous monitoring of several patients’
clinical parameters associated with impending heart failure (HF) decompensation, but there
was still uncertainty regarding its effectiveness in reducing mortality and hospitalizations.
Charrad et al. [14] designed a monitoring system for heart patients. This system was called
ECG Patch Monitor, which could collect and analyze heart data in an actual environment
(for example, at work or at home). Once an abnormality was detected, the device would
alert the medical center. Subsequently, the medical center remotely controlled the ECG
patch monitor through the platform.

Furthermore, artificial intelligence technology has also been widely used in the fields
of medical health and biomedical signal processing [15]. Guo [16] autonomously learned
the spatial and temporal characteristics of ECG by constructing a CNN-LSTM hybrid
model. He utilized multi-task learning to classify diseases. Finally, an ECG monitoring
system was realized based on a deep learning model, which included the functions of ECG
signal data acquisition and analysis. Liu et al. [17] analyzed different types of ECG and
used the support vector machine method to identify arrhythmia. The proposed method
could effectively identify four types of arrhythmia biometric signals. Zhang et al. [18]
trained an LSTM deep learning model through a large number of biometric signals in the
physical examination records of pregnant women. Finally, the prediction of fetal weight
was realized, and experiments proved that the model achieved good prediction effect
on abnormal weight. Sun et al. [19] proposed a CNN-based method for doctors to iden-
tify potential risks through biometric identification analysis. This method automatically
learned features from the original biometric signal and identified abnormal monitoring
of physiological signals through unsupervised learning and multivariate Gaussian dis-
tribution. The experimental results proved that the method could be applied to identify
early signs of illness. Paraschiakos et al. [20] proposed an architecture consisting of an
RNN with 3 GRU layers and a feedforward network combining both accelerometer and
participant-level data. It could measure physical activity energy expenditure for older
people. Xiao [21] designed a deep ensemble network of CNN and GRU for time-series
classification. It could be applied to ICU time series data and combined with static data
to achieve high-performance intubation prediction. Sharma et al. [22] proposed a model
based on IoT for early detection of COVID-19 based on ontology method using sensory 1D
biomedical signals such as ECG, PPG, temperature, and accelerometer. This model extracts
the characteristics of the four biological signals and uses the MDCA method for fusion,
and finally uses SVM and KNN for classification, which realizes the classification and
monitoring of abnormal biological signals. Most of the applications of artificial intelligence
in the medical field are image processing based on deep learning [23,24]. It is applied to
medical physiological images, such as gesture recognition, electrocardiogram, ultrasound
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image classification and prediction [25]. There are few studies on the use of deep learning
anomaly monitoring methods in biomedical signal monitoring.

In summary, artificial intelligence, IoT and other techniques have been applied in the
field of biomedical signal monitoring and medical health. However, the current related re-
search works have some limitations. Remote healthy monitoring through the IoT and cloud
computing is simple collection. Biomedical signals are simply recorded or reminded that
they exceed the normal range. Most biomedical signal processing methods lack analysis of
biomedical signal data in time series. They cannot process multi-dimensional biomedical
signal data in parallel [26]. At present, there are few research works on realizing remote
intelligent health monitoring by combining technologies such as the IoT, cloud computing,
and artificial intelligence to automatically collect, process and analyze biomedical signals.
In particular, the research results of remote health monitoring for the prevention and
control of the COVID-19 pandemic are relatively insufficient [27].

3. Biomedical Signal Monitoring Framework Based on Deep Learning

The proposed biomedical signal monitoring framework consists of four layers includ-
ing: (1) Biomedical signal perception layer, (2) Network layer, (3) Intelligent monitoring
layer and (4) Application layer, shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Intelligent biomedical signal monitoring framework.

(1) The biomedical signal perception layer is the sensing device layer. In this layer,
IoT devices (i.e., body temperature monitoring device, heart rate monitoring device,
accelerometers, finger imaging) are widely used to collect different biomedical signals
from users.

(2) The network layer is responsible for transmitting the data collected by perception layer.
The network connection between this layer and the perception layer usually relies
on a wireless sensor network, such as Wi-Fi, Bluetooth, etc. The data transmission
is based on various communication networks such as LAN, wired broadband and
mobile communication networks.

(3) The intelligent monitoring layer is the most critical part of this framework. The
deep learning model is deployed here. It generally has three main steps: (1) data
processing, (2) deep learning model training, (3) real-time monitoring. This layer is
generally deployed in the cloud. It can even be deployed in the edge cloud [28]. In
the experiment of this paper, 5G communication network [29] is used at the network
layer simultaneously, this is the perfect solution for the entire framework.

(4) The application layer is used to deploy applications suitable for this framework. At
present, the main application proposed in this paper is health monitoring. It can also
provide some other health data statistical analysis applications for biomedical signal
data, such as health state assessment and prediction.
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The workflow of the entire framework is shown in Figure 2. Firstly, the biomedical
signal perception layer collects biomedical signals at any time through IoT devices. The data
are transmitted to the intelligent monitoring layer through the network layer. Secondly, the
intelligent monitoring layer preprocesses the collected data. When the collected data reach
the threshold for the training set, the intelligent monitoring layer starts model training.
When the model training is completed, the biomedical signals collected from the perception
layer will be input into the model for health monitoring. If the output result is abnormal, it
means that health issues may occur. An alarm will be sent to the user.
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The actual application scenario of the biomedical signal monitoring framework is
shown in Figure 3. The wearable IoT sensor device collects users’ biomedical signal data
and transmits them through the fast communication networks (i.e., 5G communication
network). Deep learning models are deployed in cloud servers (such as edge computing
servers). These models are capable of connecting multiple users and establish the remote
transmission of biomedical signal data. Finally, the monitoring results will continue to
be sent to users or telemedicine health centers. In the COVID-19 pandemic scenario, the
entire framework can remotely collect the body temperature data of a large number of
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quarantined persons, and establish models for intelligent monitoring. The monitoring
results can be sent to users and the pandemic prevention and control center in real time.
The prevention and control center can grasp the temperature changes or other health issues
in real time without direct contact, so as to make accurate prevention and control decisions.
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4. Intelligent Biomedical Signal Monitoring Model

The intelligent biomedical signal monitoring model is deployed in the intelligent
monitoring layer [30]. Biomedical signal health monitoring is related to time. Therefore,
deep learning models which can deal with the time series data are generally used. For
example, recurrent neural network (RNN) is a type of artificial neural network which uses
sequential data or time series data. However, the problem of gradient disappearance and
gradient explosion during long sequence training may occur in RNN. LSTM is a variant
model of RNN to solve the above problems. Furthermore, a simplified version of LSTM
named GRU proposed by Cho, et al. [31] is widely used to address the ‘short-term memory’
issue plaguing vanilla RNNs. GRU is able to effectively retain long-term dependencies in
sequential data. This paper proposes a model combining GRU and AutoEncoder to realize
biomedical signal real-time monitoring.

4.1. Introduction of Monitoring Model
4.1.1. AutoEncoder

AutoEncoder is an unsupervised artificial neural network that is used to efficiently
compress and encode data to achieve the goal of dimensionality reduction. The schematic
diagram of AutoEncoder model is shown in Figure 4.

AutoEncoder consists of three layers including an input layer, a hidden layer, and
the output layer. Input and output layers have an equal number of nodes in AutoEncoder.
This is because the purpose of the AutoEncoder is to initialize the hidden layer parameters
that will reconstruct the multidimensional input data. Encoding is the process between the
input layer and the hidden layer. The encoder is usually used to reduce multidimensional
data to low-dimensional data (compressed representation), whereas it may allow different
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representations of equal dimension and higher dimensional data (sparse representation) to
be obtained. The decoding constructs the process of the output using hidden layer output
weights between the hidden layer and the output layer. Decoding aims to reconstruct the
input data by using the sparse or compressed representations into preferred dimensionality.
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In monitoring applications, the output data need to be as close to the original data
as possible. The monitoring function is realized by evaluating the difference between the
output data and the original data. The encoding and decoding process are shown in the
following formulas.

y = f (Ax + b) (1)

x′ = g(Cy + d) (2)

The objective function is when the difference between input and output is the smallest.
It means the loss is the smallest l. It is shown in the following formula.

l = argminy,x′Loss (3)

Loss
(
x, x′

)
= ‖x− x′‖2 (4)

Loss
(
x, x′

)
= ‖x− g(C f (Ax + b) + d)‖2 (5)

After the model has been trained, if the Loss exceed the threshold, it indicates that the
data is abnormal.

4.1.2. LSTM

LSTM has a complex structure, and the model is shown in Figure 5. The selective
power of LSTM is archived by the gate state which helps remember information that needs
long-term memory and opt out unimportant information by controlling the information
transmission [32].

In addition to the sample feature x and the hidden layer output ht−1 of the previous
time, the LSTM input also adds memory cell ct−1. These inputs need to pass through
the input gate it, the forget gate ft, the output gate ot and the candidate memory cell c̃t
inside the structure. ct denotes the cell state for time t. It is yielded from the previous
cell state ct−1 plus some values. It is mainly used to save the data passed by the previous
unit. The information passed each time will be ‘forgotten’ in certain dimensions, and the
information contained in the current node will be added. Therefore the value of ct changes
are relatively small. ht is mainly for combining with the current input to obtain the gate
signal. For different current inputs, the ht passed to the next state will differ greatly. The
related calculation formula is as follows.
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it = σ(W[ht−1, xt] + bi)

ft = σ
(

W[ht−1, xt] + b f

)
ot = σ(W[ht−1, xt] + bo)

c̃t = tan h(W[ht−1, xt] + bo)

(6)

The update formula of the memory cell is as follows.

ct = ft ∗ ct−1 + it ∗ c̃t (7)

The update formula of the hidden cell is as follows.

ht = ot∗ tan h(ct) (8)

The final output y is calculated by the deformation of the h.

ŷt = σ
(
Wyhy + by

)
(9)

Among them, the excitation function σ is the sigmoid function.
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4.1.3. GRU

GRU is mainly proposed to solve the problem of gradient disappearance in standard
recurrent neural networks. Since GRU and LSTM are very similar, GRU can also be
regarded as a variant of LSTM. The GRU only has an update gate and a reset gate. These
two gate vectors determine which information should be passed to the output. Therefore,
there are fewer parameters and calculations in GRU. It is easier to converge and has higher
efficiency. However, when the data set is large, LSTM expression performance is better.

In order to describe the GRU message transfer process in detail, the specific GRU unit
structure is shown in Figure 6. σ represents the sigmoid function. ut represents the update
function, xt represents the input, ht represents the output, rt represents the reset function,
and h̃t represents the current memory content. The role of the update gate is to help the
model to convey the amount of past information. In this way, the model can solve the
problem of gradient messages.

The GRU model can use the reset gate to store past information. Firstly, the product of
the input xt and the weight W, the product of ht−1 and the weight U should be obtained.
Then the product of reset gate rt and ht−1 will be obtained element by element. Finally,
using the tanh function to find the memory content h̃t. In the last step of the GRU unit,
ht needs to be calculated, which saves the information of the current unit and transmits
it to the network. GRU uses the update gate to determine the information read from the
memory content and the previous unit. The calculation process is shown in formula (10) to
formula (13).

ut = σ(Wuxt + Uuht−1) (10)

rt = σ(Wrxt + Urht−1) (11)
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h̃t = tan h(Wxt + rt ∗Uht−1) (12)

ht = ut ∗ ht−1 + (1− ut) ∗ h̃t (13)
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4.2. GRU-AE Monitoring Model

Both GRU and LSTM are models related to time series. The state of the previous
moment is used as the input of the current moment. The memory is selected according to
the gate. The state of the model in time is shown in Figure 7. We let set {X1, X2, · · · , XM}
indicate m types of biomedical signal data. Each unit represents a single LSTM unit or GRU
unit in Figures 4 and 5. The model has an output result at each moment and inputs it to the
next moment.
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Biomedical signal data monitoring must meet the requirements of both monitoring
function and time series. This paper combines the AutoEncoder model and the GRU
model, using the GRU unit as the node of the AutoEncoder. It constructs a three-layer
GRU-AutoEncoder (GRU-AE) model. A fully connected layer is added to the output layer.
This can make the dimensionality of the output data consistent with the input data. The
entire model is shown in Figure 8.

The input data of the model is biomedical signal data. The feature dimension of the
input data is determined by the classes of the biomedical signals. The first layer of the
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model is the same as the ordinary GRU model. The number of GRU units is reduced in
the second layer. The output of the previous layer is used as the input of this layer. The
third layer has the same number of units as the first layer to achieve decoding. At the same
time, each layer takes ht−1 as input, which from the previous moment. The output ht of the
model at the current moment will also be used as the input at the next moment. Finally, to
calculate the loss, the output of the entire model is kept consistent with the dimensions
of the input. A fully connected layer is added to the fourth layer. The input dimension is
consistent with the dimension of the last layer. The output dimension is consistent with
the input dimension.
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The input of the first layer is that the collected biomedical signal data are xt. This
represents the data at time t, which are composed of n kinds of biomedical signal, as shown
in the formula (14).

xt = {Xi|i = 1 . . . n} (14)

Each GRU unit has two inputs and one output, which is a function of binary inde-
pendent variables. The k-th layer is represented by the superscript on the right. Then, the
relationship between the input and output of the first layer at time t is:

h1
t = g1

(
xt, h1

t−1

)
(15)

The function g represents a series of function combinations of the GRU model intro-
duced earlier.

The input of the second layer becomes the output of the previous layer. The input and
output relationships of the second and third layers are respectively:

h2
t = g2

(
h1

t , h2
t−1

)
(16)
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h3
t = g3

(
h2

t , h3
t−1

)
(17)

After going through the fully connected layer:

yt = σ
(

Wyh3
t + by

)
(18)

In general, supervised learning is to find the minimum value of the objective function
MSE, as shown in formula (19). Its role is to make the output of the model approximate the
label value.

Loss =
1
n ∑n

i=1(yi − ŷi)
2 (19)

The Autoencoder is to find the minimum loss between output and input. Its goal is to
make the output as close to the input as possible. The loss function at a certain time t is:

Losst =
1
2
(yt − xt)

2 (20)

The loss at all moments is:

Loss = ∑T
t=1

1
2
(yt − xt)

2 (21)

Loss = ∑T
t=1

1
2

(
σ
(

Wy

(
g3
(

g2
(

g1
(

xt, h1
t−1

)
, h2

t−1

)
, h3

t−1

))
+ by

)
− xt

)2
(22)

Therefore, the ultimate goal is to make loss tend to 0. Each parameter is obtained by
the back propagation principle of a neural network. According to the gradient descent
iterative update principle of back propagation, combining the input-related functions in
back propagation, the update of some parameters in the coding layer is shown in the
following formula:

∂Loss
∂W

= h2T

t
∂Loss

∂h̃t
(23)

∂Loss
∂Wr = h2T

t
∂Loss

∂r̃t
(24)

∂Loss
∂Wu = h2T

t
∂Loss

∂ũt
(25)

Through the GRU-AE model, multiple biomedical signals can be correlated in time
series. The model uses a variety of biomedical signals and historical states as the basis
for monitoring health. Such standards are more scientific and accurate than other moni-
toring models, and even human judgments. In addition, the GRU-AE model only needs
biomedical signals of the health state for training.

After the GRU-AE model has been trained, it can start to monitor health. The flowchart
of the monitoring process is shown in Figure 9. The biomedical signal data are processed
to satisfy the input format of the model. After inputting the biomedical signal data into
GRU-AE model, output data will be obtained. Loss value is derived from the difference
between the output data and the original biomedical signal data. If the loss value does not
exceed the threshold, the biomedical signal is normal and there are no health issues. The
model continues to monitor the next moment of the input biomedical data. If the loss value
exceeds the threshold, it indicates that the output has a large deviation from the original
data which in turn indicates the biomedical signal is abnormal, and a health issue may
occur. At this time, the health warning is sent to the client or the monitoring center.
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4.3. Experimental Data

The experimental platform built in this paper collected a variety of biomedical signals
from the subjects, and analyzed them with heart rate and body temperature as examples.
In the COVID-19 pandemic prevention and control scenario, body temperature is the main
monitored parameter. When there is an issue with human health, body temperature and
heart rate are usually abnormal, rising or falling. Doctors often judge whether there are
health issues according to the abnormal body temperature and heart rate [33]. However,
there are also some special cases, such as bed rest and sedentary, where heart rate will
decrease. During sports, such as running, heart rate and body temperature rise.

In answering to the feasibility and credibility of the experiment, this study selected
subjects of different age and gender who could be easily tracked. This paper selects
2000 subjects between the ages of 18–50 and the duration is 24 weeks. Specifically, there
were 978 male and 1022 female who are evenly distributed in the range of 18–50. The
males accounted for 48.9% of the total subjects. In addition, all 2000 subjects had no special
diseases and were healthy in the month before the tracking test.

In this experiment, a variety of biomedical signals were collected by wearable IoT sen-
sor devices. Biomedical signal data were collected every hour, and a total of 8,064,000 sets
of biomedical signal data were obtained. Among them, 613 subjects had health issues (i.e.,
based on the diagnosis given by the doctor) during the experiment period.

In order to verify the performance of the model, this paper divided the acquired data
into a train set and a test set. More specifically, based on the time series characteristics
of biomedical signals, we selected the data from week 1 to week 20 as the training set,
including 2000 subjects containing 6,720,000 data. The data from week 21 to week 24 were
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the test set, including 2000 subjects containing 1,344,000 data. For each subject, there were
a total of 672 sets of biomedical signal data in the 4 weeks of the test set.

In this paper, a 20-year-old male subject and a 50-year-old female subject are taken
as examples to analyze and elaborate the experimental results. The data of the former are
defined as test set 1, and the data of the latter are defined as test set 2, shown in Table 1.

Table 1. The unhealthy biomedical signal in test set.

Test Set 1 Test Set 2

Time Sequence Temperature Heart Rate Time Sequence Temperature Heart Rate

667 37.6 80 131 37.5 66
668 37.4 68 132 37.7 70
669 37.3 162 133 38 110
670 37.7 168 134 37.9 100
671 38 165 135 37.6 99
672 37.7 169 601 37.7 89

602 37.5 101
603 37.3 65
604 37.1 1140
605 37 125
606 37.8 110

4.4. Evaluation Metrics

The mean absolute error (MAE) measures the average magnitude of the errors in a
set of forecasts, without considering their direction. It measures accuracy for continuous
variables. The root mean squared error (RMSE) is a quadratic scoring rule which measures
the average magnitude of the error. The MAE and the RMSE can be used together to
diagnose the variation in the errors in a set of forecasts. The formulas of MAE and RMSE
can be expressed as follows.

MAE =
1
m

m

∑
i=1
|yi − ŷi| (26)

RMSE =

√
1
m

m

∑
i=1

(yi − ŷi)
2 (27)

The RMSE will always be larger or equal to the MAE; the greater difference between
them, the greater the variance in the individual errors in the sample. If the RMSE = MAE,
then all the errors are of the same magnitude [34,35].

When the test set data are input to the trained model, if the output result is very close
to the input, it means that the data are a healthy biomedical signal. When the model output
differs greatly from the input, it means that biomedical signal is unhealthy. Therefore, the
difference can be used to determine whether there is an unhealthy state. The size of the
threshold determines the performance of the model. Similar to most classification models,
this paper evaluates the accuracy of model by constructing a confusion matrix. TP, TN, FP,
FN respectively represent the number monitored to be healthy and actually healthy, the
number monitored to be unhealthy and actually unhealthy, the number monitored to be
healthy and actually unhealthy, and the number monitored to be unhealthy and actually
healthy. Then the true positive rate (TPR) is shown in the following formula:

TPR =
TP

TP + FN
(28)

The false positive rate (FPR) is shown in the following formula:

FPR =
FP

FP + TN
(29)

The accuracy is defined by the following formula:
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accuracy =
TP + TN

TP + FN + FP + TN
(30)

The threshold is different, the value of TPR, FPR and accuracy will change. These
evaluation methods are widely used in information retrieval, recommender systems and
other fields [36–40].

In the case of changing the threshold, the ROC curve of the relationship between
TPR and FPR is constructed to evaluate the effect of the model. A positive sample and a
negative sample are randomly selected. The probability that the model predicts that the
probability of the positive sample is positive is greater than the value of the probability
that the model predicts the negative sample to be positive is the value of AUC. The AUC
calculation formula is as follows:

AUC =
∑iεpositiveclass ranki −

M×(M+1)
2

M× N
(31)

Therefore, AUC is the area under the ROC curve. The larger its value, the better the
model performance.

5. Experiment

The experimental platform of this paper was composed of IoT sensing equipment, a
wireless router supporting 5G communication, and a high-performance cloud server. The
IoT sensing device was connected to the router through Wi-Fi, and the router transmitted
data to the server through the 5G network. The GRU-AE monitoring model of this paper
was deployed in the server. The free version of PyCharm community was used as the
development environment on the Ubuntu 16.04 operating system. All methods were
implemented in Python.

5.1. Parameters Determination

This paper compares GRU-AE model with the AutoEncoder model with an identical
parameter setting. They are three-layer neural networks. The first layer has 128 neural units,
the second layer has 32 neural units, and the third layer also has 128 neural units. The fully
connected output layer is a transformation of 128-dimensional data into two-dimensional
data consistent with the input. The learning rate of the model is 0.01, and the epochs of
model training are 4000.

5.2. Experimental Results

Under the above conditions of determining the parameters and train set firstly, these
two models were trained. Figures 10 and 11 display the loss function varies with the epochs
of iterations of AutoEncoder model and GRU-AE model, respectively. It can be found from
the figures that the convergence effect of the two loss functions is good. The parameters and
calculation amount of AutoEncoder are relatively small, and the convergence speed is faster.

The two test sets were then applied to the two trained models. Figure 12 shows the
comparison between the original data and the model output of the AutoEncoder model
in test set 1. Figure 13 shows the comparison between the original data and the model
output of the AutoEncoder model in test set 2. Figure 14 shows the comparison between
the original data and the model output of the GRU-AE model in test set 1. Figure 15 shows
the comparison between the original data and the model output of the GRU-AE model in
test set 2. The abscissa indicates the time sequence of the test set. The ordinate on the left
represents heart rate, and the ordinate on the right represents body temperature. From
the figures, it is found that the original data of the AutoEncoder model is almost the same
as the model output data. It may not be able to monitor unhealthy biomedical signals;
while the GRU-AE model has some obvious differences in some data. However, it may
also be that healthy data are monitored as unhealthy. In addition, the two models have
better auto-encoding effects on most healthy data.
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Figure 12. Comparison of input and output of AutoEncoder model in test set 1.
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Figure 13. Comparison of input and output of AutoEncoder model in test set 2.
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Figure 14. Comparison of input and output of GRU-AE model in test set 1.

Whether the monitoring result is healthy or not can be determined by comprehensive
consideration of the two biomedical signals. Therefore, the aforementioned original data
and output data are processed by loss operation. The final loss values are as shown in the
figures. The abscissa indicates the time sequence of the test set. The ordinate represents
the loss value between the output data and the original data. Figure 16 is the loss value
change of AutoEncoder model and the GRU-AE model in test set 1. Figure 17 is the loss
value change of AutoEncoder model and the GRU-AE model in test set 2. The figures show
that GRU-AE generates more significant losses than the AutoEncoder model on both of
the two test sets. The loss differences are even more significant on test set 2. The result is
more intuitive. Therefore, the AutoEncoder model is likely to fail to monitor unhealthy
conditions successfully. GRU-AE may mistakenly monitor healthy biomedical signal data
as unhealthy but is more sensitive to data.
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Figure 15. Comparison of input and output of GRU-AE model in test set 2.
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Figure 16. Comparison of the loss value changes of the two models in test set 1.

To evaluate the model monitoring effect more accurately, we constructed a confusion
matrix. The ROC curve describing the relationship between TPR and FRP is shown in the
figures. The area under the ROC curve, AUC, can accurately describe the performance of
the model.

Figure 18 is the ROC of the AutoEncoder model in test set 1. Figure 19 is the ROC of
the GRU-AE model in test set 1. Figure 20 is the ROC of the AutoEncoder model in test set
2. Figure 21 is the ROC of the GRU-AE model in test set 2. The abscissa of the figure is FPR,
and the ordinate is TPR.

As shown in the figures, the area under the ROC curve of the GRU-AE model is
relatively large in both test sets. The classification accuracy is excellent. In the test set
1, the performance is better due to fewer unhealthy biomedical signal data. However,
obviously it is better than the AutoEncoder model. In test set 2, the performance of the
GRU-AE model is still excellent. According to the calculation, on Test set 1, the AUC of the
AutoEncoder model is 0.91, and the AUC of GRU-AE is 0.978. On Test set 2, the AUC of the
AutoEncoder model is 0.82, while the AUC of GRU-AE is 0.95.
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Figure 17. Comparison of the loss value changes of the two models in test set 2.
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Figure 19. ROC of GRU-AE in test set 1.
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Figure 20. ROC of AutoEncoder in test set 2.
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Figure 21. ROC of GRU-AE in test set 2.

5.3. Statistical Analysis

MAE and RMSE were calculated with the data collected from 2000 subjects. The result
of RMSE/MAE was 1.03. The errors of data in this paper are of the same magnitude.

The monitoring accuracy of health issues is an important indicator. The accuracies of
health issues and the overall accuracies are shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Comparison of monitoring accuracy.

GRE-AE AutoEncoder

accuracy of health issues 94.8% 80.1%
overall accuracy 96.2% 86.7%

The results in Table 2 show that in 2000 subjects, the total number of subjects with
healthy and unhealthy status accurately monitored by us was 1924. Among 613 unhealthy
subjects, the number we accurately monitored is 581. The two monitoring results were
much better than the comparison method. For remote health monitoring based on biomed-
ical signal data obtained by portable wearable devices, the method proposed in this paper
displayed high performance. Furthermore, AUCs for the 2000 subjects were calculated
for the two models, respectively, according to the above evaluation process. Then the
AUCs were averaged out. According to the AUCs, the corresponding threshold value was
obtained. Figure 22 shows the results of AUC. It is found that the AUC of the GRU-AE
model in this paper is 0.95, while that for the traditional AutoEncoder model is only 0.82.
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Figure 22. Comparison of AUC.

Some existing methods based on deep learning have been widely used in the field
of telemedicine [41,42]. In reference [42], they used the medical Korea National Health
and Nutrition Examination Survey context data to verify the performance of the CNN-
based regular pattern mining model. Although our experimental data did not come from
hospitals and other medical institutions, we recorded the biomedical signals of 2000 subjects
in 24 weeks of normal life. This is consistent with the telemedical monitoring services
provided by various medical institutions. Through the health monitoring experiment, we
can infer that the proposed method can be effectively applied to remote health monitoring
in telemedicine. If relying on more professional medical monitoring equipment, our
monitoring framework and core methods will achieve higher monitoring accuracy under
telemedicine scenarios.

5.4. Discussion

Summing up, the results show that our proposed GRU-AE deep learning model
is able to deal with the issues raised in former studies which are a lack of time series
data processing capability and the inability of the fusion analysis of multi-dimensional
signal data. As we all know, health monitoring is a complex task. To further improve the
accuracy of monitoring results, in addition to improving the existing monitoring model,
it is also necessary to incorporate the characteristics of the data and comprehensively
analyze the multi-dimensional data from both the horizontal and vertical perspectives.
In fact, biomedical data have different time series features and characteristics in healthy
and unhealthy states. The time series data are also interconnected within certain context,
which needs to be effectively processed, that is, from a vertical perspective. In addition,
there is also a certain internal relationship between different biomedical signals (based on
a biological perspective), and multi-dimensional biomedical signal data need to be fused
and analyzed from a horizontal perspective.

In our remote biomedical signal monitoring framework, we deployed IoT devices, 5G
communications and a novel GRU-AE deep learning model to enable the process of time
series data and the fusion analysis of the multi-dimensional data. In order to benchmark the
performance (the ability to solve the above issues) of our proposed model, we introduced
health issues’ overall accuracy and AUC metrics. Meanwhile we introduced the ratio of
RMSE to MAE to diagnose the variation in the errors in a set of forecasts. Compared with
the traditional AutoEncoder model, shown in Table 2, the monitoring accuracy of health
issues was increased by 18.4% and the overall accuracy was increased by 11%. In analyzing
the performance on AUC metric, the results in Figure 22 indicate that the GRU-AE was
superior to the traditional AutoEncoder model (i.e., AUC increased by 15.9%). These results
reveal that our proposed model significantly improves the accuracy of health monitoring.
The increment in accuracy also indicates a better precision in health issue judgement. It
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can be seen that the improvement of monitoring accuracy can benefit from combining the
effective analysis of time series data and multi-dimensional data fusion analysis.

Compared to existing studies, such as the studies of [12,19,22], reference [12] used
an IoT-based health monitoring platform to track heart rate and body temperature, and
sent email/SMS warnings when these readings were higher than the main value, and
no biomedical fusion analysis was implemented. In reference [19], they extracted the
time series data of various biological signals separately, and then used CNN to perform
abnormality detections separately. No fusion analysis of multi-dimensional signals was
considered. In reference [22], they used the MDCA method to fuse a variety of biological
signals. However, they did not perform pre/post-correlation analysis based on time series
in achieving health monitoring. Our proposed model not only evaluates health from multi-
dimensional biomedical signals, but also combines time-series features to realize intelligent
monitoring As a consequence, our model achieves more accurate and efficient intelligent
health monitoring. The proposed framework uses IoT devices to collect data, while trans-
mitting data based on the 5G network causes latency in data transmission which is not
accepted in real-time monitoring applications. In addition, the GRU-AE model proposed
in this paper uses GRU units to increase the model’s time series sensitivity, using the AE
model to process multi-dimensional biomedical signals and achieve abnormal monitoring.
On this basis, the time-related parameters in the model and the fully connected output
layer are further optimized, thereby improving the accuracy of the monitoring results. It is
especially suitable for the intelligent monitoring of biomedical signals such as body temper-
ature in the COVID-19 pandemic. However, for realizing the application of the framework
in different scenarios (e.g., cardiovascular diseases monitoring using ultrasound images),
our framework is not suitable for health monitoring of biomedical images. Therefore,
a fully fledged remote biomedical signal monitoring framework can process biomedical
signal data with different structures, especially with the ability to process unstructured data
such as image data. Common image data include ECG, ultrasound images, and so on. We
can introduce deep learning models such as AlexNet, VGG19, GoogleNet, and ResNet [43]
to process this type of data, and perform fusion analysis with structured biomedical signal
data. We believe that after improvements, the health monitoring function will be more
systematic and perfect, and applied to more fields.

6. Conclusions

This paper proposes a biomedical signal monitoring framework based on deep learn-
ing in combination with the IoT, 5G communication, and artificial intelligence technique.
The main contributions are summarized as follows:

1. A biomedical signal monitoring framework based on deep learning is proposed. It
can collect, transmit and intelligently analyze multi-dimensional biomedical signals
in real time to realize remote health intelligent monitoring.

2. A GRU-AE biomedical signal monitoring model is proposed, which addresses the
time series biomedical signals data to realize personalized intelligent analysis.

3. The experimental platform of biomedical signal monitoring framework based on deep
learning is built. The experiment collected the biomedical signal data of 2000 subjects,
and successfully realized remote health monitoring. The experimental results show
that GRU-AE outperforms the traditional AutoEncoder model.

Considering the COVID-19 pandemic scenario, remote health monitoring can obtain
and analyze human body temperature or other biomedical signals while avoiding direct
body contact. Furthermore, it can reduce the risk of transmission and labor costs, and
improve monitoring efficiency and accuracy. In future work, this framework will be applied
to remote health monitoring of the COVID-19 pandemic, such as quarantining people. In
addition, the framework can also carry out intelligent remote health monitoring for the
elderly and those in a recovery period.



Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 9037 22 of 23

Author Contributions: Z.T. and H.H. described the proposed framework and wrote the whole
manuscript; Z.T. implemented the simulation experiments; C.X. and Z.T. collected data; C.X. and K.Z.
revised the manuscript. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research is supported by the Project of China (Hangzhou) Cross-border E-commerce
College (No.2021KXYJ06), the Philosophy and Social Science Foundation of Zhejiang Province
(21NDJC083YB), National Natural Science Foundation of China (61802095, 71702164), Natural Science
Foundation of Zhejiang Province (LY20G010001), Scientific Research Projects of Zhejiang Educa-
tion Department (Y201737967). Contemporary Business and Trade Research Center and Center
for Collaborative Innovation Studies of Modern Business of Zhejiang Gongshang University of
China (2021SMYJ05LL).

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki. Ethical review and approval were waived for this study, due to practical and
time constraints.

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study.

Data Availability Statement: The data used to support the findings of this study are available from
the corresponding author upon request.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

References
1. Portnoy, J.; Pandya, A.; Waller, M.; Elliott, T. Telemedicine and emerging technologies for health care in allergy/immunology. J.

Allergy Clin. Immunol. 2020, 145, 445–454. [CrossRef]
2. Marin, A. Telemedicine takes center stage in the era of COVID-19. Science 2020, 370, 731–733. [CrossRef]
3. Artiga, M.; Birch, J.; Martínez, M. The meaning of biological signals. Stud. Hist. Philos. Biol. Biomed. Sci. 2020, 84, 101348.

[CrossRef]
4. Hossain, M.S.; Moniruzzaman, M.; Muhammad, G.; Ghoneim, A.; Alamri, A. Big data-driven service composition using parallel

clustered particle swarm optimization in mobile environment. IEEE Trans. Serv. Comput. 2016, 9, 806–817. [CrossRef]
5. Hossain, M.S. Cloud-supported cyber–physical localization framework for patients monitoring. IEEE Syst. J. 2015, 11, 118–127.

[CrossRef]
6. Jones, V.; Gay, V.; Leijdekkers, P. Body Sensor Networks for Mobile Health Monitoring: Experience in Europe and Australia.

In Proceedings of the Fourth International Conference on Digital Society: ICDS 2010, St. Maarten, Netherlands Antilles, 10–16
February 2010.

7. King, C.E.; Sarrafzadeh, M. A Survey of Smartwatches in Remote Health Monitoring. J. Healthc. Inform. Res. 2018, 2, 1–24.
[CrossRef]

8. Yang, S. Research on Mental and Physical Health Evaluation Method Based on Wearable Bracelet Multi-Feature Perception.
Master’s Thesis, University of Electronic Science and Technology of China, Chengdu, China, 2020.

9. Pu, X. EGG Monitoring System Based on Wearable Devices and Cloud Platform; Zhejiang University: Hangzhou, China, 2018.
10. Zubair, M.; Yoon, C.; Kim, H.; Kim, J.; Kim, J. Smart Wearable Band for Stress Detection. In Proceedings of the International

Conference on It Convergence & Security(ICITCS), Kuala Lumper, Malaysia, 24–27 August 2015; pp. 1–4.
11. Isabel, D.; Alonso, S.G.; Hamrioui, S.; Cruz, E.M.; Nozaleda, L.M.; Franco, M.A. Iot-based services and applications for mental

health in the literature. J. Med. Syst. 2019, 43, 11.
12. Sravanthi, S.; Ganesan, G. Internet of Things (IoT) based predictive analytics for Medical services and telemedicine applications.

Mater. Today Proc. 2021, in press. [CrossRef]
13. Imberti, J.; Tosetti, A.; Mei, D.; Maisano, A.; Boriani, G. Remote monitoring and telemedicine in heart failure: Implementation and

benefits. Curr. Cardiol. Rep. 2021, 23, 55. [CrossRef]
14. Charrad, T.; Nouira, K.; Ferchichi, A. ECG patch monitor: A telemedicine system for remote monitoring and assisting patients

during a heart attack. Int. J. Ad Hoc Ubiquitous Comput. 2020, 34, 25–34. [CrossRef]
15. Lu, X.; Zhang, W.; Huang, J. Exploiting embedding manifold of autoencoders for hyperspectral anomaly detection. IEEE Trans.

Geosci. Remote Sens. 2020, 58, 1527–1537. [CrossRef]
16. Guo, S. Research on Auxiliary Diagnosis of Cardiovascular Disease Based on LSTM. Master’s Thesis, Zhengzhou University,

Zhengzhou, China, 2019.
17. Liu, X.; Yan, C.; Zhikun, H.U. Arrhythmia classification based on mathematical morphology and support vector machine. J.

Comput. Appl. 2013, 4, 1173–1175. [CrossRef]
18. Zhang, S.; Wu, Y.; Yuan, Z. Fetal Abnormal Weight Prediction Based on Variable Time Interval LSTM. Comput. Syst. Appl. 2020,

29, 39–46.
19. Wang, K.; Zhao, Y.; Xiong, Q.; Fan, M.; Sun, G.; Ma, L.; Liu, T. Research on healthy anomaly detection model based on deep

learning from multiple time-series physiological signals. Sci. Program. 2016, 2016, 5642856. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.2019.12.903
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.370.6517.731
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.shpsc.2020.101348
http://doi.org/10.1109/TSC.2016.2598335
http://doi.org/10.1109/JSYST.2015.2470644
http://doi.org/10.1007/s41666-017-0012-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2021.01.738
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11886-021-01487-2
http://doi.org/10.1504/IJAHUC.2020.107503
http://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2944419
http://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1087.2013.01173
http://doi.org/10.1155/2016/5642856


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 9037 23 of 23

20. Paraschiakos, S.; De Sá, C.R.; Okai, J.; Slagboom, E.P.; Beekman, M.; Knobbe, A. RNNs on Monitoring Physical Activity Energy
Expenditure in Older People. arXiv 2020, arXiv:2006.01169v1.

21. Xiao, W. Research on Sequential Medical Health Data Mining; University of Electronic Science and Technology of China: Chengdu,
China, 2018.

22. Sharma, N.; Mangla, M.; Mohanty, S.; Gupta, D.; Tiwari, P.; Shorfuzzaman, M.; Rawashdeh, M. A smart ontology-based IoT
framework for remote patient monitoring. Biomed. Signal Process. Control 2021, 5, 102717. [CrossRef]

23. Currie, G.; Rohren, E. Intelligent imaging in nuclear medicine: The principles of artificial intelligence, machine learning and deep
learning. Semin. Nucl. Med. 2021, 51, 102–111. [CrossRef]

24. Fasge, V.; PA-C, S.; Fasge, S. History of artificial intelligence in medicine. Gastrointest Endosc. 2020, 92, 807–812.
25. Yao, C.; Qu, Y.; Jin, B.; Guo, L.; Li, C.; Cui, W. A convolutional neural network model for online medical guidance. IEEE Access

2017, 4, 4094–4103. [CrossRef]
26. Michael, K.; Garcia-Souto, M.D.P.; Dabnichki, P. An investigation of the suitability of artificial neural networks for the prediction

of core and local skin temperatures when trained with a large and gender-balanced database. Appl. Soft Comput. 2017, 50, 327–343.
[CrossRef]

27. Jiang, C.; Li, R.; Chen, T.; Xu, C.; Li, L.; Li, S. A two-lane mixed traffic flow model with drivers’ intention to change lane based on
cellular automata. Int. J. Bio-Inspired Comput. 2020, 6, 229–240. [CrossRef]

28. Greco, L.; Percannella, G.; Ritrovato, P.; Tortorella, F.; Vento, M. Trends in IoT based solutions for health care: Moving ai to the
edge. Pattern Recognit. Lett. 2020, 135, 346–353. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Hu, Y.; Patel, M.; Sabella, D.; Sprecher, N.; Young, V. Mobile Edge Computing—A Key Technology towards 5G; European Telecommu-
nications Standards Institute: Riviera, France, 2015; white paper 11.

30. Cabrera, D.; Sancho, F.; Cerrada, M. Echo state network and variational autoencoder for efficient one-class learning on dynamical
systems. J. Intell. Fuzzy Syst. 2018, 34, 3799–3809. [CrossRef]

31. Cho, K.; Merrienboer, B.V.; Gulcehre, C.; Ba Hdanau, D.; Bougares, F.; Schwenk, H. Learning phrase representations using rnn
encoder-decoder for statistical machine translation. In Proceedings of the 2014 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural
Language Processing (EMNLP), Doha, Qatar, 25–29 October 2014; Association for Computational Linguistics: Stroudsburg, PA,
USA, 2014; pp. 1724–1734.

32. Hochreiter, S.; Schmidhuber, J. Long short-term memory. Neural Comput. 1997, 9, 1735–1780. [CrossRef]
33. Wan, X.; Lu, X. Diagnostics, 8th ed.; People’s Medical Publishing House: Beijing, China, 2013; pp. 7–12.
34. Willmott, C.; Matsuura, K. Advantages of the mean absolute error (MAE) over the root mean square error (RMSE) in assessing

average model performance. Clim. Res. 2005, 12, 79–82. [CrossRef]
35. Zhang, F.; Gong, T.; Lee, V.; Zhao, G.; Rong, C.; Qu, G. Fast algorithms to evaluate collaborative filtering recommender systems.

Knowl.-Based Syst. 2016, 96, 96–103. [CrossRef]
36. Xiang, K.; Xu, C.; Wang, J. Understanding the Relationship Between Tourists’ Consumption Behavior and Their Consumption

Substitution Willingness Under Unusual Environment. Psychol. Res. Behav. Manag. 2021, 14, 483–500. [CrossRef]
37. Wang, J.; Xu, C.; Liu, W. Understanding the adoption of mobile social payment? From the cognitive behavioral perspective. Int. J.

Mob. Commun. 2022, in press. [CrossRef]
38. Xu, C. A novel recommendation method based on social network using matrix factorization technique. Inf. Process. Manag. 2018,

54, 463–474. [CrossRef]
39. Xu, C.; Ding, A.S.; Zhao, K. A novel POI recommendation method based on trust relationship and spatial-temporal factors.

Electron. Commer. Res. Appl. 2021, 48, 101060. [CrossRef]
40. Xu, C. A big-data oriented recommendation method based on multi-objective optimization. Knowl.-Based Syst. 2019, 177, 11–21.

[CrossRef]
41. Albahri, O.S.; Zaidan, A.A.; Zaidan, B.B.; Hashim, M.; Albahri, A.S.; Alsalem, M.A. Real-Time Remote Health-Monitoring

Systems in a Medical Centre: A Review of the Provision of Healthcare Services-Based Body Sensor Information, Open Challenges
and Methodological Aspects. J. Med. Syst. 2018, 42, 164. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Ismail, W.N.; Hassan, M.M.; Alsalamah, H.A.; Fortino, G. CNN-Based Health Model for Regular Health Factors Analysis in
Internet-of-Medical Things Environment. IEEE Access 2020, 8, 52541–52549. [CrossRef]

43. Canayaz, M. MH-COVIDNet: Diagnosis of COVID-19 using deep neural networks and meta-heuristic-based feature selection on
X-ray images. Biomed. Signal Process. Control 2021, 2, 102257. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bspc.2021.102717
http://doi.org/10.1053/j.semnuclmed.2020.08.002
http://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2016.2594839
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2016.11.006
http://doi.org/10.1504/IJBIC.2020.112328
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2020.05.016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32406416
http://doi.org/10.3233/JIFS-169552
http://doi.org/10.1162/neco.1997.9.8.1735
http://doi.org/10.3354/cr030079
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2015.12.025
http://doi.org/10.2147/PRBM.S303239
http://doi.org/10.1504/IJMC.2022.10036150
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ipm.2018.02.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.elerap.2021.101060
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2019.03.032
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10916-018-1006-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30043085
http://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2020.2980938
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bspc.2020.102257

	Introduction 
	Related Works 
	Biomedical Signal Monitoring Framework Based on Deep Learning 
	Intelligent Biomedical Signal Monitoring Model 
	Introduction of Monitoring Model 
	AutoEncoder 
	LSTM 
	GRU 

	GRU-AE Monitoring Model 
	Experimental Data 
	Evaluation Metrics 

	Experiment 
	Parameters Determination 
	Experimental Results 
	Statistical Analysis 
	Discussion 

	Conclusions 
	References

