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Abstract

This paper introduces a probabilistic graphical model fentinuous action recognition with two novel components-su
structure transition model and discriminative boundarydab The first component encodes the sparse and global teinpor
transition prior between action primitives in state-spanedel to handle the large spatial-temporal variations withn
action class. The second component enforces the actionidni@nstraint in a discriminative way to locate the tratican
boundaries between actions more accurately. The two coemisrare integrated into a unified graphical structure to en-
able effective training and inference. Our comprehensikmeamental results on both public and in-house datasetsvsh
that, with the capability to incorporate additional infoation that had not been explicitly or efficiently modeled vpus
methods, our proposed algorithm achieved significantlyrawgd performance for continuous action recognition.

1. Introduction

Understanding continuous human activities from vidé@s,simultaneous segmentation and classification of actiens,
a fundamental yet challenging problem in computer visioranMexisting works approach the problem using bottom-up
methods $7], where segmentation is performed as preprocessing t@tiparvideos into coherent constituent parts, and
action recognition is then applied as an isolated classidicatep. Although a rich literature exists for segmentatf time
series, such as change point detectiod,[periodicity of cyclic events modeling] and frame clustering/[(], the methods
tend to detect local boundaries and lack the ability to ipooaite global dynamics of temporal events, which leads teun
or over segmentation that severely affects the recogni@formance, especially for complex actions with diveesifiocal
motion statistics 3.

The limitation of the bottom-up approaches has been adelldsg performing concurrent top-down recognition using
variants of Dynamic Bayesian Network (DBN), where the dyitanof temporal events are modeled as transitions in a
latent 25, 18] or partially observed state spacel] 28]. The technique has been successfully used in speech rigoogn
and natural language processing, while the performanceistiry DBN based approaches for action recognitio® [0,

33, 34, 17, 27] tends to be relatively lower1[3], mostly due to the difficulty in interpreting the physicakaning of latent
states. Thus, it becomes difficult to impose additionalgamwledge with clear physical meaning into an existingpgieal
structure to further improve its performance.

To tackle the problem, in this paper, we show how two addéisources of information with clear physical interpreias
can be considered in a general graphical structure for-sgaiee model (SSM) in Figufie Compared to a standard Switching
Linear Dynamic System (SLDS} ] model in Figurel.(a), whereX, Y andS are respectively the hidden state, observation
and label, the proposed model in Figuréb) is augmented with two additional nodesand D, to describe the substructure
transition and duration statistics of actions:

Substructure transition Rather than a uniform motion type, a real-world human adgsarsually characterized by a set of
inhomogeneous units with some instinct structure, whictcalesubstructure Action substructure arises from two factors:
(1) the hierarchical nature of human activity, where onéoactan be temporally decomposed into a series of primitives
with spatial-temporal constraints; (2) the large variantaction dynamics due to differences in kinematical propef
subjects, feedback from environment, or interaction witfeots. For the first factor, Hoat al. [13] used multi-class
Support Vector Machine (SVM) with Dynamic Programming taagnize coherent motion constituent parts in an action;
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Figure 1. (a) Tradition SLDS model for continuous actiorogrution, where each action is represented by an LDS; (3ttleture of our
proposed model, in which each action is represented by arSStifh substructure transition, and the inter action tri@osis by controlled
by discriminative boundary model.

Logistic duration
model

Liu et al. [23] applied latent-SVM for temporal evolving of “attributest actions; Sungt al. [34] introduced a two-layer
Maximum Entropy Markov Models to recognize the correspameebetween sub-activities and human skeletal features.
For the second factor, considerations have been paid tathstracture variance caused by subject-object interacising
Connected Hierarchic Conditional Random Field (CRIF] [and the substructure variance caused by pose using LRdsst
CRF [27].

In more general cases, Moreney al. presented the Latent Dynamic CRF (LDCRF) algorithm by agdi “latent-
dynamic” layer into CRF for hidden substructure transifiagf]. The limitation of CRF as a discriminative method is that,
one single pseudo-likelihood score is estimated for ameeaéquence which is incapable to interpret the probaofigach
individual frame. To solve the problem, we instead desigremegative model as in Figude(b), with extra hidden node
Z gating the transition amongst a set of dynamic systems, lem@dsterior for every action can be inferred strictly under
Bayesian framework for each frame. The dimension of stadeesmcreases geometrically with an extra hidden node, so we
introduce effective transition prior constraints in Seot? to avoid over-fitting on a limited amount of training data.

Duration model The duration statistics of actions is important in deteingrthe boundary where one action transits
to another in continuous recognition tasks. Duration mdde been widely adopted in Hidden Markov Model (HMM)
based methods, such as the explicit duration HMAdr more generally the Hidden Semi Markov Model (HSMM.
Incorporating duration model into SSM is more challengimgnt HMM because SSM has continuous state space, and exact
inference in SSM is usually intractabl&(]. Some works reported in this line include Cenwgill. [5] for music transcription
and Chib and Duekef] for economics. Olet al. [29] imposed the duration constraint at the top level of SLDS actdeved
improved performance for honeybee behavior analyxik [In general, naive integration of duration model into SSvhot
effective, because duration patterns vary significanthpss visual data and limited training samples may bias thdeino
with incorrect duration patterns.

To address this problem, in Figufie(b) we correlate duration node with the continuous hidden state node and
the substructure transition node via logistic regression as explained in Secti@in In this way, the proposed duration
model becomes more discriminative than conventional ggivermodels, and the data-driven boundary locating psocas
accommodate more variation in duration length.

In summary, the major contribution of the paper is to incogpe two additional models into a general SSM, namely the
Substructure Transition Model (STM) and the DiscriminatBoundary Model (DBM). We also design a Rao-Blackwellised
particle filter for efficient inference of proposed model iacBon4. Experiments in SectioB demonstrate the superior
performance of our proposed system over several existatg-sif-the-arts in continuous action recognition. Cosicn is
drawn in Sectior®.

2. Substructure Transition Model

Linear Dynamic Systems (LDS) is the most commonly used SSteseribe visual features of human motions. LDS is
modeled by linear Gaussian distributions:

p(Yt ZYt|Xt :Xt) ZN(Yt;BXtaR) 1)

P( X1 = x| Xt = %) = N (X415 A%, Q) (2
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Figure 2. STM trained for action “move-arm” in stacking datwusing left-to-right (a), sparse (b), and block-wiserspdc) constraints,
with Nz = 5 andNg = 3. STM in (c) captures global ordering and local details lvétian the other two.

whereY; is the observation at time X, is a latent state)'(x; u, 3) is multivariate normal distribution ot with meanu
and covarianc&. To consider multiple actions, SLDS{] is formulated as a mixture of LDS'’s with the switching among
them controlled by action class;,. However, each LDS can only model an action with homogenaatsom, ignoring the
complex substructure within the action. We introduce arétgchidden variabl&; € {1, ..., Nz} to explicitly represent such
information, and theubstructuredSSM can be stated as:

p(Yt = Yt|Xt = Xt, S;&iv Z?) = N(Yt; Bijxta Rij) 3
(X1 = X1 | Xe = x¢, Sp4 1, Z;gj+1) = N(x¢11; A%, Q7) (4)

where A/, B, Q¥, andR"¥ are the LDS parameters for th€" action primitive in the substructure ¢f* action class.
{Z:} is modeled as a Markov chain and the transition probabsispiecified by multinomial distribution:

p(Zij-rllZza Stk-f-l) = Oij (5)

In the following, the term STM may refer to either the traiwgitmatrix in Eq. 6) or the overall substructured SSM depending
on its context. Some examples of STM are given in Ejgvhich are to be explained in detail in the remainder of thigtisn.

2.1. Sparsity Constrained STM

We use simplified notatio® = {6,;} for the STM within a single action. In gener& can be any matrix as long
as each row of it is a probability vector, which allows the stalicture of action primitives to be organized arbitrarior
most real-world human actions, however, there is a stromgpéeal ordering associated with the primitive units. Suateo
relationship can be vital to accurate action recognitiomgesa different temporal ordering can define a totally défe action
even if the composing primitive units are the same. Moredfrior information of substructure is incorporated in ded
estimation, the learning process can become more robusige and outliers.

There have been some attempts to characterize the ordgomstap of primitive units by restricting the structure of
transition matrix®. For example, left-to-right HMMJ] is proposed to model sequential or cyclic ordering of pfivei
units, and the correspondit® has non-zero values only on or directly above diagonal]astihted in Fig2 (a). Sequential
ordering is a very strong assumption; to describe actiorls miore flexible temporal patterns, people have resorted to
switching HMM [14] or factorial HMM [11], which model action variations with multiple sequentiatierings. All the
works above assume the order relationship between actiibvs ane givena priori; i.e. , the number of non-zero entries
in ® is small and their locations are all known. In many cases,dvew it is difficult to specify such information exactly,
and making a wrong assumption can bias the estimation afrantiodel. A more practical approach is to impose a sparse
transition constraint while leaving the discovery of exater relationship to training phase. Along this directioegative
Dirichlet distribution has been proposed ifj fs a prior for each row; in ©:

p(0:) o< [] 0 (6)
J

whereq is a pseudo count penalty. The MAP estimation of parameter is

i — max(&;; — a,0)
* > max(& — o, 0)

(7)



where¢;; is the sufficient statistics dfZ;, Zf+1). When the number of transitions fropi to 27 in training data is less than
«, the probabilityd;; is set to zero. The sparsity enforced in this way often leadsdal transition patterns which might be
actually caused by noise or incomplete data, as shown ir2kip. Also, the penalty terrma introduces bias to the proportion

of non-zero transition probabilitiese. ZJ + £i' This bias can be severe especially wiggris small.
ik >

2.2. Block-wise Sparse STM

As we have seen, the sequential order assumption abouttietion between action units is too strong, while the spars
prior on transition probability is biased and cannot gltpedgularize the STM. Here we propose a block-wise spardd ST
which can achieve tradeoff between model sparsity and fléyibrhe idea is to divide an action into several stages @ach
stage comprises of a subset of action primitives. The tianddetween stages is encouraged to be sequential buespach
that the global action structure can be modeled. At the sangs the action primitives within each stage can propagatdy
from one to another so that variation in action styles andmpaters is also preserved. Our stage-wise transition nedksio
favorable in regard of continuous action segmentatiortesthe starting and terminating stages can be explicitlyetestto
enhance discrimination on action boundaries.

Formally, define discrete variabfg; € {1, ..., Ng} as the current stage index of action, and assume a surjetipping
¢(+) is given which assigns each action primitigeto its corresponding stagg;:

{ p(Q},Z)) >0, ifg(i)=gq -
p(Q1,Z)) =0. otherwise

The choice of;(-) depends on the nature of action. Intuitively, we can assigreraction primitives to a stage with diver-
sified motion patterns and less action primitives to a statfenestricted pattern. The joint dynamic transition disition of
Q: andZ; is defined as:

P(Qey1, Ze411Qt, Zi) = p(Q141|Qe)P(Zi41| Q415 Zt) 9

The second term of Eq9) specifies the transition between action primitives, whighwant to keep as flexible as possible
to model diversified local action patterns. The first termtoegs the global structure between different action staged
therefore we impose asrderednegative Dirichlet distribution as its hyper-prior:

p@) o [ ¢° (10)

qFr,q+1#r

where® = {¢,,} is the stage transition probability matrix,. = p(Q},.|Q7), anda is a constant for pseudo count
penalty. The ordered negative Dirichlet prior encodes Betiuential order information and sparsity constraintrénpotes
statistically a global transition pat! — Q? — ... — Q"< which can be learned from training data rather than heaaitbyi
defined as in left-to-right HMMZ]. An example of the resulting STM is shown in Fig(c). Note that no in-coming/out-
going transition is encouraged fa3'/Q™V<, which stands for starting/terminating stage. The idematifon of these two
special stages is helpful for segmenting continuous astiamwill be discussed in Seg.2

2.3. Learning STM

The MAP model estimation requires maximizing the productilelihood (9) and prior (L0) under the constraint of
(8). There are two interdependent nod€sand Z, involved in the optimization, which make the problem coitgied.
Fortunately, as shown in Appendix, Eq. ©) can be replaced with the transition distribution of singégiableZ and a
constraint exists for the relationship betwe®nand ®. Therefore, the nod€ (and the associated paramef®y serves
only for conceptual purpose and can be eliminated in our tmm@estruction. The MAP estimation can be converted to the
following constrained optimization problem:

max L(O) = Z{ij log6;; — Z alog ¢gr, (11)
i,J aF#r
q+1#r

st Qg = Xjegmbij, i €G(q), Vg, 7
Ejt?ij = 1, Vi 91'3' > O, \V/Z,j



whereg;; is the sufficient statistics afZ;, Zf+1), G(q) = {ilg(i) = q}, and{¢,.} are just auxiliary variables. The KKT
(Karush-Kuhn-Tucker) conditions for optimal solutiéhare:

&ij o
é_J —Nig) Tvi —mig = 0, Vi,jg
ij
_qu”‘ + Z /\ir = 07 Vq’/rr
ar - iegG(aq)
pij = 0, Mz‘jéij = 0, Vi,j

where;,., v;, andy;; are constant multipliersy,,. is equal tox if ¢ #  org + 1 # r, and0 otherwise. Solving the equation
set as in AppendiB gives the MAP parameter estimation:
N n Eij
Oij = P97
2 jrea(qiy) Sid’
max(zieg(qmeg(” glj — Qyr, O)
r maX(Zieg@),jeg(w) §ij — g, 0)

(12)

Par

As we can see, the resultant transition ma®iis a block-wise sparse matrix, which can characterize lhetiglobal structure
and local detail of action dynamics. Also, within each bl¢stage), there is no bias ;.

3. Discriminative Boundary Model
3.1. Logistic Duration Model

It is straightforward to use a Markov chain to model the titors of action S, wherep(S-tj+1|S§) = a;;. The duration
information of thei*" action is naively incorporated into its self-transitiompability a;;, which leads to an action duration
model with exponential distribution:

pldur; = 1) = al, *(1 — ay), 7=1,2,3...
Unfortunately, only a limited number of real-life eventsvhaan exponentially diminishing duration. Inaccurate tiora
modeling can severely affect our ability to segment contdezactions and identify their boundaries.

Non-exponential duration distribution can be implementéd duration-dependent transition matrix, such as theuseel
in HSMM [39). Fitting a transition matrix for each epoch within the maxim length of duration is often impossible given a
limited number of training sequences, even when paramgprhrior such as hierarchical Dirichlet distributicit] is used
to restrict model freedom. Parametric duration distritmsi such as gamma]] and Gaussianid] provide a more compact
way to represent duration and show good performance inlssgnthesis. However, they are less useful in inferenceumca
the corresponding transition probability is not easy tdusfz.

Here a new logistic duration model is proposed to addresalibge limitations. We introduce a varialllg to represent
the length of time current action has been lastifi@; } is a counting process starting fromand the beginning of a new
action is triggered whenever it is resetlto

; i 0(j—1), ifd>1
p(5g+1|5t7Dg+1):{ Y )

whereaq;; is the probability of transiting from previous actioo new actionj. Notice that the same type of action can be
repeated if we have;; > 0.
Instead of modeling action duration distribution directiye model the transition distribution @¥, as a logistic function
of its previous value:
e’ld=Bi5(c —1) + 0(c —d — 1)
1 + evi(d—8:)

p(DY) = d(c—1) (15)

p(D§+1|S§,Df) =

(14)
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Figure 3. (a) Resetting probability D:+1 = 1| Dy, St) and (b) duration distribution for logistic duration modé&lotted with different
color/line style for differenv/j.

wherev; and; are positive logistic regression weights. Eq4)immediately leads to the duration distribution for action
classi:
z 1
) — vi(T—Bi)

p(dur; = 1) dl:Il T o @A X e (16)
Fig. 3 (a) shows how the resetting probability %, changes as a function @, with different parameter sets, and the
corresponding duration distributions are plotted in (bheTincreasing probability of transiting to a new action ke&al a
peaked duration distribution, with center and width colhibby 5; andv;, respectively. Our logistic duration model can be
easily extended to represent multiple-mode durationsubdmlogistic function 7] is used.

3.2. Discriminative Boundary Model

The logistic duration model can be integrated with STM bylkitag the two layers of node$)X-S andZ-X-Y') together.
The resultant generative model, however, is unable taatdbntextual information for accurate action boundaryrsaga-
tion. Discriminative graphic models, such as MEM¥5] and CRF [Lg], are generally more powerful in such classification
problem except that they ignore data likelihood or suffenfiabel bias problem.

To integrate discriminating power into our action boundaigdel and at the same time keep the generative nature of the
action model itself, we construct DBM by further augmenting duration distribution (which triggers action boundamth
the contextual information from latent stat&sandZ:

T
eVi(d—Bi)+wi;x

p(D} 1 |Si, DY, XX, Z]) = (17)

1 4 erild=Botwhx
wherev;, ; have the same meaning as in Edl4) andw;; are the additional logistic regression coefficients. When
wizj = 0, no information can be learned froXy, andZ;, and the DBM reduces to a generative one as E4). (A similar
logistic function has been employed in augmented SLE)S{here the main motivation is to distinguish between titiorss
to different states based on latent variable. Our DBM is iigally designed for locating the boundary between cordiggi
actions. It relies on both real valued and categorical isput

As constrained by the STM in Subsectidi2, each action is only likely to terminate in stadyg . Therefore D, can be

reset tol only when the current action in this terminating stage, aeccan modify Eq. 17) as:

i I Eq. 17), i) = N,
P(Dypa| St DY X3 2) = { Oq 0 %(tﬂ)erwisg (18)

In this way, the number of parameters is greatly reduced hadatbel unbalance problem is also ameliorated. Now, the
construction of our action model for continuous recogmitias been completed, with the overall structure shown iargig

(b).
3.3. Learning DBM

To learn the parameters 5 andw, we use coordinate descent method to iterate betfeefi} andw. Forv andg,
given a set of\V training sequences with class Iabéﬁ(m}n:l,,w, we can easily obtain the values for all duration nodes



{D™},_;  n according to Eq.13)-(15). Then fitting the parametersand is equivalent to performing logistic regression
with input-output pairs{Dt("),(S(St(i)1 — S§{™)). The action transition probabilitfa;;} can be obtained trivially.

To estimatew;;, let {7 },_;  be our training set, where each data sanipl@) is a realization of all the nodes
involved in Eq. (L7) at a particular time instanoé") and S, = i. SinceX,. andZ,., are hidden variables, their
posteriorp(Z7,|-) = ) andp(XX,)|Z).,,") = N(x;u™, %) are first inferred from single action STM, where
the posterior ofX, ., is approximated by a Gaussian. The estimatiowgfis obtained by maximizing the expected log
likelihood:

o Z EP(XZ‘(n) Ziy 1) [log ARE) (19)

- . () ()
IE?;XZ]? /logl )(x, wij )N (x5 p™, ) dx

n

where
e(c(")+wa)b(")

W)= (20)

(n)
l (X 1+ ec(n)+wa

andb™ = p(Dy 1 = 1), ¢™ = 1;(D,my — B;). The integral in Eq. 19) cannot be solved analytically. Instead, we use
unscented transform f] to approximate the integral with the average over a setgrhaipoints of\V (x; (™), £(™):

lj,(n)’ k=0
X](Cn) =< p 4 (VMEM),, k=1,...M
p™ — (VMM k=M41,...,2M

whereM is the dimension ok, (v/X)y, is thek*” column of the matrix square root &f. Therefore, Eq.19) converts to a
weighted logistic regression problem with featu{sé")}, labels{p(™)} and welghts{pz )/(2M +1)}.

4. Inference with Rao-Blackwellised Particle Filter

In testing, given an observation sequegge-, we want to find the MAP action labeky.+ and the boundaries defined
by D1.7; we are also interested in the style of actions which can beated fromZ,.1-. To obtain these MAP estimates,
we are required to find the posterip(S:., D1.7, Z1.7|y1.7), which is a non-trivial job given the complicated hierarchy
and nonlinearity of our model. We propose to use particlerfilg [1] for online inference due to its capability in non-linear
scenario. Moreover, the latent variabtge can be marginalized by Rao-Blackwellisatidi}.[In this way, the computation
of particle filtering is significantly reduced since Monter@asampling is only conducted in the joint space 6f, D;, Z;),
which has a much lower dimension and a highly compact sugpote the sparse transition probability between these
variables).

Formally, we decompose the posterior distribution of &l tidden nodes at timeas

p(St, Dy, Zy, Xt|y1:) = p(St, Dy Zi|y1:4)p(Xe|St, Dty Zt, y1:4) (21)

where the second term can be evaluated analytically beciusiepends on other variables through linear and Gaussian
relations. In Rao-Blackwellised particle filtet(], a set of Np samples{(st") d(") "))} ”, and the associated weights

{wt(”)} are used to approximate the intractable first term, whiles#o®nd term is represented {J)[t”)}n 1» which are
analytical distributions of; conditioned on corresponding samples:
(X0 £ p(Xlsy™ a5, i) (22)

In our model,xgn)( X)) = N(Xy; fcﬁ"), P,E")) is a Gaussian distribution. Thus, the posterior can be septed as
p(St. Do, Zo, Xilyrie) Z wi™ s, (s{")dp, ()62, (2" ™ (X2) (23)

where the approximation error approaches to zery asncreases to infinite.



Given the samplegst”)l, dt”)l, zE 1 Xt 1} and we|ghts{wt 1} attimet — 1, the posterior of S, D, Z,) at timet is:

p(St, Di, Zi|y1) ngn)ﬂ) (Si|D1, 5™ % p(Zil Sty D, 24™)) L (S, Dy, Z2)

where
EE")(St,Dt,Zt) = /p(Yt|Xt—1,Stvzt)XEi)l(thl) X p(Dt|5§n)1vd§n)1vZ§n)17Xt 1)dx;—1 (24)

The detailed derivation is shown in AppendiX It is hard to draw sample from Eq24). Instead, we draw new samples
(™. d™ 2" from a proposal density defined as:

a(St, D, Zi|-) = p(Se| Do, 5,1 )p(Ze] St Di 24™1) % p(Dalsy™y, di™y, 2,7 %) (25)
The new sample weights are then updated as follows:

() (5 g,
wy” o< i) <f> <r(z> <rfl> <n> 2<n> (26)
p(d;"[s;"7,d X;9)

t—1>t—1> —1

EE”)(-) is essentially the integral of a Gaussian function with adtig function. Although not solvable analytically, it can
be well approximated by a re-parameterized logistic funmcticcording to44]. Details on how to evaluatéﬁ")(-) can be
found in AppendiD.

Once we getsgn) andz,", x§"> is simply updated by Kalman filter. Re-sampling and nornadion procedures are
applied after all the samples are updated a§in [

5. Experimental Results

Our model is tested on four datasets for continuous actioogmition. In all the experiments, we have used parameters
Ng = 3, Nz =5, Np = 200. First STM is trained independently for each action using segmented sequences in
training set; then DBM is learned from the inferred termistalge of each sequence. The overall learning proceduosvill
EM paradigm where the beginning and terminating stagesnitielly set as the first and lagt% of each sequence, and
the initial action primitives are obtained from K-meansstéring. In testing, after the online inference using péftiilter,
we further adjust each action boundary using an off-liner@fice within a local neighborhood of lengdt centered at the
initial boundary; in this way, the locally “full” posterian Sec.4 is considered. We evaluate the recognition performance by
per-frame accuracy. Contribution from each model compbf&hV and DBM) is analyzed separately.

5.1. Public Dataset

The first public dataset used is the IXMAS datasef[ The dataset contains 11 actions, each performed 3 timéd$ by
actors. The videos are acquired using 5 synchronized canfiena different angles, and the actors freely changed their
orientation in acquisition. We calculate dense optical fiovthe silhouette area of each subject, from which Locality-
constrained Linear Coding features (LL)G}5] are extracted as the observation in each frame. We have32seadewords
and4 x 4, 2 x 2 and1 x 1 spatial pyramid 19]. Table1 reports the continuous action recognition results, in carspn
with SLDS’ [2€], CRF* [18] and LDCRE [26]. Our proposed model (and each of its components) achievesognition
accuracy higher than all the other methods by more ilt&h

Table 1. Continuous action recognition for IXMAS dataset
SLDS | CRF | LDCRF || STM | DBM | STM+DBM
53.6% | 60.6% | 57.8% || 70.2% | 74.5% 76.%%

The second public dataset used is the CMU MoCap datasebr comparison purpose, we report the results from the
complete subset of subject 86. The subset has 14 sequerhd2®iactions in 8 category. Quaternion feature is derixeau f
the raw MoCap data as our observation for inference. Taliks the continuous action recognition results, in corigoar

limplementation from author’s website
2implementation based on BNT from http:/code.google. somt/
Shttp://mocap.cs.cmu.edu/
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Figure 4. Example frames from the “stacking” datasep-row: RGB images, bottom-row: aligned depth images.

Figure 5. Example frames from the “assembling” data®gt-row: RGB images, bottom-row: aligned depth images.

Table 2. Continuous action recognition for CMU MoCap datase
SLDS | CRF | LDCRF [ [30] [31] STM | DBM | STM+DBM
80.0% | 77.2% | 82.5% | 72.3% | 90.9% || 81.0% | 93.3% 92.1%

with the same set of benchmark techniques as in the first iempet, as well asJ0, 31]. Similarly, results from this
experiment demonstrated the superior performance of othliade It is interesting to note that, in Takitethe frame-level
accuracy by using DBM alone is a little higher than its conalion with STM. This is because there’s only one subject in
this experiment and no significant variation in substruetsrpresented in each action type, so temporal duratiors @ay
more important role in recognition. Nevertheless, theltegtained by STM+DBM is superior than all benchmark method

5.2. In-house dataset

In addition to the above two public datasets, two in-hougastds were also captured. The actions in these two sets
feature stronger hierarchical substructure. The firstsdtzontains videos of stacking/unstacking three colooxes which
involves actions of “move-arm”, “pick-up” and “put-downl3 sequences with 567 actions were recorded in both RGB and
depth videos with one Microsoft Kinect sengofFig. 4). Then object tracking and 3-D reconstruction were pertaino
obtain the 3D trajectories of two hands and three boxes. itnwthy an observation sequenceR"° is generated. In the
experiments, leave-one-out cross-validation was peddram the 13 sequences. The continuous recognition reselistad
in Table3. It is noticed that, among the four benchmark techniques ptrformance of SLDS and CRF are comparable,
while LDCRF achieved the best performance. This is readenadcause during the stacking process, each box can be
moved/stacked at any place on the desk, which leads to lpag@bkvariations that cannot be well modeled by a Bayesian
Network of only two layers. LDCRF applied a third layer to tae such “latent dynamics”, and hence achieved best
accuracy. For our proposed models, the STM alone brings loScbmparable accuracy to LDCRF because it also models
the substructure transition pattern. By further incorpiagaduration information, our model outperforms all otlesisting
approaches.

The second in-house dataset is more complicated than thefies It involves five actions, “move-arm”, “pick-up”,

“put-down”, “plug-in” and “plug-out”, in a printer part asmbling task (Fig5). The 3D trajectories of two hands and two
printer parts were extracted using the same Kinect senstersy 8 sequences were recorded and tested with leaveubne-o
cross-validation. As can be seen from Tafyleur proposed model with both STM and DBM outperforms otlardhmark
approaches by a large margin.

”oou

Table 3. Continuous action recognition for Set I: Stacking
SLDS | CRF | LDCRF STM DBM | STM+DBM
64.4% | 79.6% | 90.3% | 88.5% | 81.3% 94.%%

4http://www.xbox.com/kinect
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Figure 6. Continuous recognition for in-house datasets

Table 4. Continuous action recognition for Set Il: Assemgpli
SLDS | CRF | LDCRF STM DBM | STM+DBM
68.2% | 77.7% | 88.5% || 88.7% | 69.0% 92.%

5.3. Discussion

To provide more insightful comparison between the prop@dgdrithm and other benchmark algorithms, we show two
examples of continuous action recognition results fromithleouse datasets in Fi§. The result given by SLDS contains
short and frequent switchings between incorrect actiorgyd his is caused by the false matching of motion patteras to
incorrect action model. dSLDS{] and LDCRF eliminate the short transitions by considerigdiional context information;
however, their performances degrade severely around noaybiguous action periods.@ the beginning of the sequence
in Fig. 6.(b)) due to false duration prior or overdependence on idiscative classifier. Our proposed STM+DBM approach
does not suffer from any of these problems, because STM helipentify all action classes disregarding their variaip
and DBM further helps to improve the precision of boundawéh both generative and discriminative duration knowledg
Another interesting finding shown in the last rows of (a) amdg that the substructure nodecan be interpreted by concrete
physical meanings. For all the actions in these experimergdind different object involved in an action corresporast
different value ofZ, which dominates the infer valugg.+ in that action. Therefore, in addition to estimating actitass,
we can also find the object associated with the action by rityajesting based orZ;.7. In our experiments, all the inferred
object associations agree with ground truth.

6. Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper, we introduce an improved SSM with two addee@iaynodeling the substructure transition dynamics and
duration distribution for human action. The first layer ethes the sparse and global temporal transition structuretafra
primitives and also maintains action variations. The sddager injects discriminative information into a logisticration
model and discovers action boundaries more adaptively.&8yd a Rao-Blackwellised particle filter for efficient irdace.

Our comprehensive experimental results validate the tffatess of both two layers of our model in continuous action
recognition. As future work we plan to apply our model to acti in less constrained scenarios and use more advanced
low-level descriptors to deal with unreliable observasion



A. Derivation of Eq.(11)
With the constraint of Eq]), we have

(2] 2)
:Zp Qre1r 21 1Q1, 2D)p(Q1120)

—p(Qt+1 ) Zg+1 |Qg(l )
=p(QI 101 w2101, 2)) (27)
p(thJrl, QgJ(rjl) |Z;)

P(Q¢12))

p(Qf1 |21, 7], (2] 12))
Zj/p(injl)'ZZ? t+1) ( i+1|Z§)

p(Zt-i-l'ZZ)

Zj’eg(g(j))p(zg;J'Zg)

=p(Q111Q7")

=p(QI9)1Q¢")

=p(Q{10!")

Equivalently,
p@INQIYY = > w(zlaz)), Vi (28)

3'€G(9(5))

Eq.@27) shows that we can eliminat@ from the substructure transition model, which results ia $implified objective
functionin Eq.(1). Eq.@28) leads to the equality constraint in E4j.

B. Derivation of Eq.(12)

From the KKT conditions, we have:

§ij — ()‘ g(j) — Vi +Nu)é
= &ij — NigG) — 7i)bi; =0
= éijocfij, Vi, r,j € G(r)

fz‘j
,9(7) ZJ oo 5”

= éij - (5(] (2)

—CQqr + Ezeg(Q) /\zrd)qT =
—agr + Yieg(q),jeg(r) Airbi
—agr + Xieg(q),jeG(r) (&j + Vi ij) =0

Yieg(q),jeg(r)&ij — Agr + Bieg(q)Vi®qr =0

$

Pqr X Xieg(q),jeg(r)&ij — Qqr

Note thatg?)qr >0, éqr = 1, and we obtain the second equation in Eg)(



C. Derivation of Eq.(24) and (24)
DenoteX; = (S;, Dy, Z:, Xt), and we have:
P(X¢|y1:e)

. p(y:&|Xt)p(Xt|Xt71)p(Xt71|y1:t71)
= dX;_1
P(Yt |Y1-t—1)

“/ Zwﬁ’iwst,l (580D, (@62, (2))

X Xg )1(thl)p(}’t|Xt)p(Xt|Xt71)dXt71
S Z wtflp yt|St7 Ztv Xt)p(St|Dt, 51(51,1)1)

(Zt|St7Dthtn)1)/ (D |dt 1751&”)17215”)17)(15 1)

x p(X¢|xi—1,St, Zt)XEi)l (x¢—1)dxs—1
Taking integral with respect t&;, we get:

p(St, Di, Zi|yi:t)
mzwt p(Se| Dy, s\ )p(Z4|St, Dy, 27))

X//p(Yt|StaZtaxt)p(xtb(tflastaZt)dxt

x p(Dy|d™y, st 2 - ) (ko) dx—a

Eq.(24) and @4) can be obtained by replacing the inner integral wifh; |x: 1, St, Z+).

D. Evaluation of Eq.(24)
From Eq.() and Eq.R), we have:
p(yil St 2], %) = N(yi; BVx,, RY)
pxelxio1, S8 Z1) = N(xi; A%, 1, Q)
which leads to:

p(yilxi1,Si, Z])
=N(y:; Biinjxt,l, BijQijBijT + Rij)
=N(ye: py,Sy) = N(yi; Axi_1, Sy)

wherepy 2 BUAVx, |, 5y 2 BUQUBY + R¥, andA 2 BYAY. We also definepy 2 xﬁ")l, Ty 2 PE |, and
have:
X (xem1) = N(xe-15 px, Bx)
The above two Gaussian distribution®,. the first two terms in the integral of EG4), can be combined as a single
Gaussian ok; ;. Omit all the subscriptions, and the product of exponeigianhs is:
(x = px) "B (x = px) + (y — Ax) Sy (y - Ax)
=x"E¢'x+xTATE  Ax - 2xTE ux
— ZXTATZ;/ly +c1
=(x—p)'E N (x—p)+e



where
Tl =2+ ATEIA
p=3(Epux +ATS}y)
_ T s—1 Ts—1
a=pxAypx+y By
=—p'Sp+e

Therefore, the product of two Gaussian is:

N(xpx,Ex) x N(y; py, Zy)
1 det(X) ox {—lc}
(2m)dr det(Zy) || det(Ex) P12
1

1 -
x mexp{—§(?{— p) = (x N)}
=C3 'N(X;/L, E)

where

| emee/? det(X)
“T Jan® | det(Ex) det(Sy)

The third term in the integral of EQ4{), defined in Eq17), can be re-written as:

p(Dg+1|Dgfla Sffla Zéfla chfl)

1
_1 + evi(d=PBr)+wlx
B 1
1 e [Bte’x]
1
=F (QTX + i; —)
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wheref = —vi(d — Bi), w = —wy = ||w|| - &, andF(x; ) =
p(D}|) can be obtained accordingly.
To convert the integral in ER@) into a single variable integral, we further introduce &#ntransformation:

m%m/a is logistic (or Fermi) function. The probability for
v=WTx
whereWTW = I is orthonormal, andV (:, 1) = &. For Gaussian variable, we have:

(x—p)"'E  (x—p)
:(WV - N)TE_I(WV — N)
=(v-WIn)TWIS 'W(v - WTp)

Therefore,
NG p,2) = N(v;WHip, WIEW)



Now we are ready to evaluate E24j as:

e / N 1, B)F (x4 B/ llwll; 1/ llw]]) dx

_ €3 w7T T
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where the approximation follows fromi{)].
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