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ABSTRACT

Gesture recognition on wearable devices is extensively applied in human-computer interaction.
Electromyography (EMG) has been used in many gesture recognition systems for its rapid
perception of muscle signals. However, analyzing EMG signals on devices, like smart wristbands,
usually needs inference models to have high performances, such as low inference latency, low
power consumption, and low memory occupation. Therefore, this paper proposes an improved
spiking neural network (SNN) to achieve these goals. We propose an adaptive multi-delta coding
as a spiking coding method to improve recognition accuracy. We propose two additive solvers for
SNN, which can reduce inference energy consumption and amount of parameters significantly,
and improve the robustness of temporal differences. In addition, we propose a linear action
detection method TAD-LIF, which is suitable for SNNs. TAD-LIF is an improved LIF neuron that can
detect transient-state gestures quickly and accurately. We collected two datasets from 20
subjects including 6 micro gestures. The collection devices are two designed lightweight
consumer-level sSEMG wristbands (3 and 8 electrode channels respectively). Compared to CNN,
FCN, and normal SNN-based methods, the proposed SNN has higher recognition accuracy. The
accuracy of the proposed SNN is 83.85% and 93.52% on the two datasets respectively. In addition,
the inference latency of the proposed SNN is about 1% of CNN, the power consumption is about
0.1% of CNN, and the memory occupation is about 20% of CNN. The proposed methods can be
used for precise, high-speed, and low-power micro-gesture recognition tasks, and are suitable for
consumer-level intelligent wearable devices, which is a general way to achieve ubiquitous
computing.

Additional Key Words and Phrase: Electromyography, spiking neural network, gesture recognition,
action detection, wearable device

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, wrist-worn devices (e.g., smartwatches, smart bands) are becoming mainstream
in the field of consumer electronics gradually. The rapid development of worn sensing technology
on wearable devices has led to the emergence of many gesture recognition systems [1]. Gesture
recognition is an important way to achieve human-computer interaction. It is easy to map human
intentions to machine behavior with biosensing technologies and Al technologies. Physical
interfaces, like touch screens and keyboards, can be replaced with the conscious control of
biological signals by the users. In other words, users can control or interact with devices by
non-contact simple gestures, making devices understand our intentions easily and naturally.



Gesture recognition can be applied in many fields, such as extend reality [2], prosthesis [3, 4],
sign languages [5], etc. Recently, many studies have focused on gesture recognition tasks by
different sensors. IMU-based methods [6,7, 8, 9, 10, 11] can estimate moving joint angles using
an accelerometer and gyroscope to capture the dynamic hand gestures. Pressure-based methods
[12, 13] using barometric pressure capture the contact pressure profile to enable accurate hand
gesture classification. PPG-based methods [14, 15] detect blood volume changes via a pulse
oximeter for hand and finger motion detection. Besides, other sensors like acoustic-based
methods [16, 17, 18], FMG-based methods [19, 20], and multi-sensors methods [21, 22, 23] have
their advantages in different application scenarios respectively.

One more natural way to recognize hand gestures is through electromyography (EMG) [24].
Electromyography is a technique to record electrical activity associated with muscle contraction,
which is widely applied in Biotechnology, Biomechanics, and Neuroscience. When muscle
generates actions, the brain cortex will propagate an electrical potential(action potential) along
the muscle fibers, called motor fiber activation potential (MFAP). The superposition of all MFAP
within a motor unit generates a signal called the motor unit action potential (MUAP). EMG can be
viewed as the summation of the MUAP [25]. Compared with other sensing technologies,
EMG-based technologies can reflect human intent physiologically and realize more natural and
fluent interaction with faster response speed.

With the development of deep learning, many works use complex networks, such as MLP and
CNN, to analyze EMG signals and build gesture-recognition systems [26, 27, 28]. When deploying
complex networks in embedded devices, it usually has issues like high computational complexity,
slow inference speed, high energy consumption, and precision loss. In consumer electronics
applications, it is necessary to have high accuracy of gesture recognition while having good
physical performances, such as low energy consumption (long endurance time), low latency (fast
response), and comfortable wearing (lightweight and aesthetically pleasing). However, most
EMG-based gesture recognition schemes on wearable devices cannot meet the above
requirements simultaneously. Although the generalization and learning principles of artificial
neural networks (ANNs) are generated from biological neural networks, their implementation on
hardware still cannot achieve the performance of brains in terms of balancing power

consumption, efficiency, and accuracy [29].
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Fig. 1. Comparison of ANN neuron and SNN neuron. They are different in input, output, and Soma
function. (a) ANN neuron. Input and output of neuron are continuous activation value. ANN



neuron use non-linear function process real value (b) SNN neuron. Input and output of neuron
are Spikes. SNN neuron use LIF function process spikes.

Spiking neural network(SNN) is a third-generation neural network, which is based on the laws of
neuromorphic computing [30]. The most important difference between the second-generation
network (like MLP) and the third-generation network is the nature of information processing.
MLP uses real value, such as signal amplitude, while SNN uses spikes (0 or 1) to process
information. Figure 1 compare the neuron in ANN and SNN. SNNs are event-driven methods and
are only active when the neuron receives or emits spikes [31]. This characteristic enables SNN to
save energy consumption effectively. With the development of neuromorphic hardware, SNNs
are easier to develop advantages than ANNs in many fields [32, 33, 34].

This paper proposed a high-speed low-consumption sEMG-based transient-state micro-gesture
recognition method by spiking neural network. This method can get high accuracy on
transient-state micro-gesture recognition with extremely low power consumption, high inference
speed, and low memory occupation. Firstly, the EMG signals have a lower response delay
naturally compared with other sensors like IMUs. EMG signals even occur approximately 50-100
ms earlier than the actual action happens [35]. Secondly, SNN-based methods have lower power
consumption and faster inference speed compared to traditional ANNs. The proposed method
optimizes the network structure to improve the inference speed and recognition accuracy. We
also designed an event detection method TAD-LIF for transient-state actions, which can reduce a
large amount of computation and locate the target actions quickly. Besides, we developed
wristbands with 3 or 8 channels to collect sSEMG signhals. Compared with Myo [36] and Oymotion
[37], our wristbands are lighter, more comfortable, and suitable for daily-wear. The experimental
results show that the recognition performance of the proposed method is better than other
SNN-based methods, and even better than CNN-based methods on most micro-gestures. The
latency of detecting transient-state action is about 50% of baseline methods. The inference
latency of the proposed SNN is about 1% of CNN, the power consumption is about 0.1% of CNN,
and the memory occupation is about 20% of CNN. The contributions of this paper can be
summarized as follows:

® We propose an adaptive multi-delta coding as a spiking coding method, which can improve
performance by balancing the average spike rate of input neurons. In the pre-processing stage,
we adopt an adaptive normalization to reduce individual differences and adapt different
gestures.

® We propose a high-speed transient-state action detection algorithm TAD-LIF, which is
suitable for SNN-base methods. TAD-LIF is a modified LIF neuron that can linearly detect target
transient-state action from spike trains. TAD-LIF is only active when enough spikes input, which
can save energy effectively. We use a Counter to check the detected sequence, excluding the
interference from continuous and steady-state actions.

® We propose an SNN-based method for micro-gesture recognition, which has faster inference
speed, lower power consumption, and lower memory occupation. We introduce the multi-trains
additive solver and multi-steps additive solver into the SNN structure, which can accelerate the
inference speed of fully-connected LIF neurons and improve the robustness. In the
decision-making part, we adopt population coding to improve the recognition accuracy.

® We collected surface EMG signals of 6 micro-gestures by our designed wristbands. 20



subjects participated in data collection. The experiment results show that the recognition
accuracy of the proposed SNN is higher than CNN, FCN, and other SNN-based methods.
Compared with CNN, inference latency is about 100 times lower, energy consumption is about
1000 times lower, and the amount of parameters is about 5 times lower.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the related works of
gestures recognition, action event detection, and SNN. Section 3 introduces our wristbands and
the description of datasets. Section 4 introduces the proposed method for transient-state
micro-gesture recognition, including spike encoding, action detection, and SNN structure. We
verify the performance of our method on numerous experiments in Section 5, and discuss the
limitations and the future works in Section 6. Finally, we conclude the paper in Section 7.

2. RELATED WORK

In this section, we show related works on the EMG-based gesture recognition methods, action
event detection methods, and spiking neural network.

2.1 EMG-based methods on micro-gestures recognition

Gestures usually have specific symbolic meanings in the HCI (Human Computer Interaction) field.
The subtle movements of the fingers are called micro-gestures. Different from steady-state
gestures, transient-state micro-gestures have smaller amplitude, faster speed, and lower muscle
fatigue impact. If wristbands can recognize mico-gestures of users and transform them into
operation instructions, users can interact more naturally with smart devices such as smartphones
and computers. Therefore, the accuracy, latency, and consumption of gesture recognition largely
determine the practicality and user feeling.

Camera-based gesture recognition systems are sensitive to light and obstacles, IMU-based
systems tend to perform well only for overt gestures. In contrast, EMG-based system can solve
these issues naturally. EMG signals are transmitted from muscles directly, which contain more
subtle movements and force information. According to different collecting methods, EMG signals
can be classified into intramuscular EMG signals (iEMG) and surface EMG signals (SEMG). IEMG
signals are recorded using needle electrodes planted inside the human muscle, which are
unsuitable for smart wristbands. In contrast, SEMG signals are recorded directly on the surface of
human skin. Therefore, sSEMG is widely used for gesture recognition since it is safe, non-invasive,
and easy to implement. According to different electrode numbers, sEMG can be classified into
HD-sEMG and LD-sEMG. HD-sEMG is collected by High-density array electrodes, which can
capture the distribution of muscle activity with high resolution. However, HD-sEMG usually has a
higher cost and cannot be integrated into the smart wristband. LD-sEMG is collected by
low-density separate electrodes, which have lower cost, lower consumption on data transmission,
and are easy to integrate on wristbands.

At present, most studies use machine learning (ML) and deep learning (DL) techniques for
EMG-based gesture recognition. ML-based methods usually calculate the handcrafted features of
each electrode signal and input these features into the ML models. Handcrafted features have
multi-dimensional information from sEMG signals, like signal amplitude and power (SAP),
nonlinear complexity (NLC), frequency information (Fl), and time-series features [38]. Then, ML
models, such as LDA, SVM, and KNN, are used to analyze these handcrafted features. Chu et al.
used LDA on an 8-gesture recognition task, which achieved 97.4% recognition accuracy [39]. Xing
et al. used WPT for feature extraction and SVM on a 7-gestures recognition task, which used



4-channels sSEMG and achieved 98.4% accuracy [40]. Atlin et al. used KNN on thumb gestures of
joystick control and the accuracy was 92% [41].

With the development of DL technology, neural networks can extract implicit information from
raw data or handcrafted features. Using a Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) can achieve great
gesture recognition performance in user-specific tasks. Triwiyanto et I. classify 10 hand motions
from two-channel sEMG by CNN, and the result shows that CNN is better than machine learning
algorithms [26]. Ulysses et al. combined CNN and transfer learning to recognize 7-gestures by
8-channels sEMG, which achieved good performance on cross-user applications [27]. Lin et al.
proposed DSDAN to achieve unsupervised domain adaptive [28]. They tested DSDAN on
HD-sEMG and LD-sEMG, and both got great performance on cross-user gesture recognition. The
above works have demonstrated the feasibility of gesture recognition based on SEMG signals.

2.2 Action event detection

Action event detection (AED) is used to check whether users perform target gestures. Similar to
void activity detection (VAD), micro-gestures can also serve as activation signals for instructions.
When users are in a neutral-state or performing non-target actions, AED methods can exclude
these irrelative signals and avoid energy waste caused by continuous model inference. The
occurrence of gestures always accompanies muscle activity of contraction or extension.
Therefore, AED algorithms can utilize the changes in SEMG signals generated by muscle activity to
detect the target gestures.

The state-of-the-art AED algorithms can be categorized as visual inspection, statistical methods,
machine learning methods, and threshold-based methods [42]. Visual inspection [43] by experts
is accurate but complex, and difficult to implement on wristbands. Statistical methods mainly
include AGLR [44] and CUSUM [45], which are complex and low-speed. Machine learning
methods usually train a discriminator to detect the action [46]. These methods have high
detection accuracy, but the latency and power consumption will be significantly increased.
Compared to the previous methods, threshold-based methods are found to be the most
commonly used on AED for sEMG signals. Threshold-based methods include single threshold,
double threshold, and adaptive threshold. Single threshold methods [47] usually compare the
difference in adjacent sSEMG amplitude. If the difference is over the threshold, this point will be
seen as the onset of the action, and then get the whole action segment by a sliding window.
Double threshold methods [48] add a second threshold to avoid false positive actions and
improve detection accuracy. Adaptive threshold methods [49] segment the signal through SNR or
signal energy and adapt different actions with adjustable thresholds.

Threshold-based methods are the simplest and most effective way for AED. However, these
methods still have some limitations. 1. The threshold affects the detection performance greatly. 2.
These methods are easy to be disturbed by non-target actions. 3. These methods make it difficult
to solve the differences in transient-state actions on different subjects with different action
durations.

2.3 Spiking Neural Networks

SNN is an event-driven method in neuromorphic computing [50]. SNN processes information by a
more biologically plausible representation, i.e. spike trains, which have an edge in terms of
consumption and latency. Nowadays, SNN is widely applied to object recognition [32], biological



signal analysis [33], computer vision [34], etc. Recently, some works have used SNN to implement
gesture recognition based on sEMG signals. Sun et al. used SNN on HD-sEMG and LD-sEMG for
9-gesture recognition tasks, which verified the great performance of SNN [51]. SNN not only has
faster inference speed, but also relieves the problems of electrode displacement and cross-user
difference in SEMG. Xu et al. used SCNN on HD-sEMG for a 6-gesture recognition task, which get a
recognition accuracy of 98.78%, even higher than CNN with similar structures [52]. Peng et al.
used the NeuCube spiking model on a six-gesture recognition task, which achieved a recognition
accuracy of 95.3% [53]. Ma et al. proposed SRNN with STDP and WTA strategies on LD-sEMG for a
5-gesture recognition task [54]. These works demonstrate the feasibility of SNN-based methods
on sEMG gesture recognition tasks.

SNN mainly includes four parts: spike encodings, network architectures, training strategies, and
hardware realizations. Spike codings are used to convert analog and digital data into spikes [55].
There are a variety of encoding schemes used for SNNs. Two main encoding methods are rate
coding and temporal coding [56]. The most commonly used spike encoding method for sEMG
signals is delta coding, which is a type of temporal coding.

¥

Fig. 2. Change of membrane voltage. Iin is input spikes, Umem is membrane voltage, Sout is out put
spikes. When Umem reaches the threshold U, output spike to next LIF layer.

The basic unit of SNN is the LIF(Leaky Integrate-and-Fire) neuron. LIF simulates the changes in cell
membrane voltage, making SNN more biologically plausible. The simplified formula for LIF is
shown in Egs. 1 The three parts in Egs. 1 correspond to Leaky (voltage decay), Integrate
(accumulation of current inputs), and Fire (Fire the spike) respectively.

O= (-D+ ()— ( —1Uyn (1)
Figure 2 shows the change of membrane voltage in LIF. Spike trains are non-differentiable, which
makes the training strategies of SNNs different from ANNs. STDP strategy is based on synaptic
plasticity, which can be used for unsupervised training [57]. Surrogate gradient descent (SGD)
methods are smoothing Dirac functions to make data differentiable by a surrogate function.
Besides, other training strategies like STBP [58] and S-TP [59] get good performance in many
scenarios.
Finally, SNN is more suitable for realizations on hardware. Traditional ANNs have some limitations
on deployment, which heavily rely on computational resources such as GPU or NPU. Most of the
ANN-based models choose to deploy in the cloud. In contrast, SNN can be implemented on
neuromorphic chips easily with extremely low consumption and high speed. With SNN
technologies, it is easier to achieve ubiquitous computing.



3. MATERIALS & DATASET
In this section, we introduce our sEMG acquisition system and the datasets used for experiments.

r

Fig. 3. GBS-I Wristband (top) and GBS-Il Wristband (bottom).
3.1 sEMG acquisition system
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Fig. 4. Schematic diagram of sSEMG acquisition system.

We designed and developed two non-invasive devices for recording sEMG at the wrist, named
GBS Wristband (Goertek Bio-Sensing), as shown in Figure 3. GBS-I consist an analog front end, an
analog-to-digital converter, a buttery, a Bluetooth, an IMU, and electrodes. GBS-I and GBS-II
include 8/3 electrodes to record sEMG signals respectively. The sampling rate of two wristbands
is 2000 sps, bandwidth is 20-1000 Hz, and BLE 5.1 for data transmission. GBS-I have electrodes
made of polymer flexible materials, with 20 mm? contact dimension and weight of 65 g, and
which band is made of silica gel . GBS-1l has electrodes made of nanoscale silver paste, with a 7
mm? contact dimension and a weight of 15 g, and which band is made of flexible material.

Figure 4 shows the schematic diagram of sEMG acquisition system. We use self-developed SiP
analog front end for sEMG amplification and filtering. BLE SOC reads the results of ADC, obtains
SEMG information in real-time according to 2000Hz per channel, and sends the information to PC
in real-time. The specific parameter comparisons with other sSEMG acquisition systems are shown
in Table 1. Compared with other sEMG acquisition systems, our wristbands are designed to be
lighter, more aesthetically pleasing, and more comfortable to wear while ensuring sampling rate
and signal quality.



Table 1. Comparison of sSEMG acquisition systems.

Biometrics Oymotion Thalmic Lab 3DC Armband GBS-1 GBS-lI
DataLITE sEMG gForce-Pro Myo Armband
SEMG channels 16 8 8 10 8 3
sEMG ADC 13 bits 8 bits 8 bits 10 bits 16 bits 16 bits
SEMG sampling 2000 sps 1000 sps 200 sps 1000 sps 2000 sps 2000 sps
rate
Bandwidth 10-490 Hz 20-500 Hz 5-100 Hz 20-500 Hz 20-1000 Hz 20-1000 Hz
Contact 78 mm? ~66 mm? 100 mm? 50 mm? 20 mm? 7 mm?
dimension
Contact Stainless Steel Stainless Steel Stainless Steel Electroless nickel Polymer materials Silver
material with silver coated immersion gold
Input <spv N.A. NA. 22UV <7uv <25V
referred-noise
IMU sensors / 9-Axis 9-Axis 9-Axis 6-Axis 9-Axis
Acc, Gyro, Mag Acc, Gyro, Mag  Acc, Gyro, Mag Acc, Gyro Acc, Gyro, Mag
IMU sampling / 50 Hz 50 Hz 50 Hz 200 Hz 200 Hz
rate
Transmitter Wifi BLE 4.1 BLE 4.0 Similar BLE BLE 5.1 BLE 5.1
Weight 17g (per channel) 80g 93g 62g 65g 15g
Price ~2$17,000 $1250 $200 ~$150 ~$500 ~$300

3.2 Description of micro-gestures

Neutral
A

Action

Neutral

A

Channel 3

Fig. 5. An example of sEMG signals of transient-state action. A transient-state action include three

stages: neutral, action, and neutral.

At present, most studies focus on gesture classification on steady-state gestures, like hand

open/close, and finger extension/flexion. For those actions, collected sEMG signals are more

stable and can be detected by a window easily. In this paper, we mainly focus on transient-state

gestures with faster movement speeds. Compared with normal gestures, micro-gestures have

more subtle movement on the fingers. As shown in Figure 4, a complete transient-state

micro-gesture includes a process of neutral-action-neutral. When performing a command

micro-gesture, the hand will be in a neutral-state first, then make a quick action, and back to a

neutral-state in the end.



As shown in Figure 5, we mainly focus on 6 micro-gestures: thumb up, thumb down, thumb left,

thumb right, thumb tap, and pinch.

thumb left

pinch

Fig. 6. Sketch map of all micro-gestures. Thumb up/down/left/right means swiping the thumb on
the index finger in different orientations. Thumb tap means tapping the thumb on the index

finger. Pinch means contacting and releasing the thumb and index finger quickly.

3.3 Datasets

Fig. 7. Overview of SEMG data collection and computer interaction. Collection devices include a
PC for guiding and recording the data, a dongle for transmitting data, and three cameras for
shooting gesture videos from different angles.

We used two datasets to verify the performance of the proposed method. The dataset | was
collected by 8-channels GBS-I, which consists of 7 able-bodied subjects (including 6 males and 1
female, aged 30-50). Dataset | records 5 thumb gestures: thumb up, thumb down, thumb left,
thumb right, and thumb tap. Dataset Il was collected by 3-channels GBS-Il, which consists of 20
able-bodied subjects (including 17 males and 3 females, aged 20-50). Dataset Il records pinch and
other random gestures.

The data collection process is shown in Figure 7. The collection devices include a PC, a dongle,
and three cameras. Each subject sits in front of the collection devices, wearing the GBS wristband

and doing gestures under three cameras. The PC will play a guide video first, and then the subject



will do corresponding gestures. The sSEMG signals collected from the wristband will be
transmitted to the PC through Bluetooth, and the PC will process and display the sEMG signal of
each channel in real-time. Three cameras will shoot videos from different angles to record the
data collection process by the subjects. When problems arise during the subsequent data
analysis process, video can be used for tracing.

This study is approved by the Ethics Review Board of the Goertek HCI Research Center (Beijing,
China). Informed consent was obtained from all participants.

4. METHOD

This section shows our proposed method for transient-state micro-gesture recognition. First, we
introduce the spike encoding method on sEMG signal, which transforms the raw data into spike
trains. Then, we introduce the TAD-LIF algorithm for transient-state action detection. Finally, we
introduce the proposed SNN structure for gesture recognition.

4.1 Spike Encoding for sEMG

Before training SNN, it is necessary to convert the raw sEMG signals into spike trains(i.e. binary
sequence). Some studies [29, 51, 52] have verified the effectiveness of delta coding methods on
SsEMG signals. So, we adopt a modified delta coding method as a spike encoding method on
SEMG signals. The work of spike encoding and preprocessing includes band-pass filter and
rectification, Adaptive normalization, and Adaptive multi-delta coding. To realize better
adaptation for users, we collect a piece of neutral-state data and action-state data of each
subject at the first use.

4.1.1 Band-pass filter and rectification

Raw sEMG Data usually contains a large amount of noise, so filtering is a necessary step for
preprocessing. We use the band-pass Butterworth filter with a bandwidth of 20-500Hz to remove
the low-frequency noise and high-frequency interference. Then, calculate absolute values for
data to get rectified signals.

4.1.2 Adaptive normalization

After band-pass filter and rectification, the signals are regularized by normalization algorithms.
Common normalization algorithms such as the min-max method and z-score method can convert
raw data into a fixed range. However, we can not get Maximum, minimum, mean, variance, and
other statistics timely while inferencing the input signals online. Besides, due to the existence of
individual differences, it is difficult to set suitable statistics in advance to adapt for all users.
Therefore, we proposed an adaptive normalization method to solve the above issues.

We first get a segment of neutral-state data as standard data when users first collect SEMG
signals. Calculate the median of rectified standard data as M. Then, normalize the data using the
following formula.

= @ O0—) (2)

In this formula, Drec represents rectified data, DAN represents data after adaptive normalization,
and is an adjustable hyperparameter. The median of neutral-state data can reflect the state of
SsEMG signals of non-action. When collecting data, some slight actions may cause fluctuations in
sEMG signals, or other external disturbances may cause abnormally high amplitude that interfere
with the results. Therefore, we use the median of the data instead of the mean to reduce the
impact of outliers.



4.1.3 Adaptive multi-delta coding

Delta coding is a temporal coding method, which can track the temporal changes of the signal
amplitude. As shown in Egs. 3 and Egs. 4, we can get the spike by the difference of amplitude at
adjacent time points. d(t) means signal amplitude at time t, 8 is a threshold to determine if the
spike occurs. s(t) means whether occurs spike at time t, which takes the value of 0 or 1.

diff(t) = d(t) — d(t — 1) 3)
(0, |diff(t) | < ©
s() = {1, |diff(D)] = © @

However, there usually have differences in action strength and signal amplitude when performing
the same gesture in different subjects. It is difficult to use a fixed threshold O to adapt all gestures
by normal delta coding methods. We proposed an adaptive multi-delta coding method to encode
the sEMG signal into a set of spike trains. The pseudo-code of adaptive multi-delta coding is
shown in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Adaptive multi-delta coding

Inputs: SEMG signals
Initialization: minimum threshold , maximum spike rate , threshold increment 9,
number of spike trains N;
If is the First time:
Calculate spike trains S by delta coding with , raw sEMG signals — spike trains S
While spike rate of S >
+= 0;
Update S by delta coding with ;

Foriinrange(1, N):
Calculate Si by delta coding with ;
+=0;
Outputs: {S1, S2, ..., SN}

In this algorithm, we set a maximum spike rate to ensure the frequency of the spikes occurring in
a small range. We collect a piece of action-state data as a standard to determine the minimum
threshold of delta coding. After that, we adopt N increasing thresholds to generate N spike

trains.

4.2 TAD-LIF: LIF for transient-state action detection
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Fig. 8. Overall of TAD-LIF.

Transient-state actions can be seen as instructions that trigger different machine commands to
operate smart devices. Different from steady-state action, transient-state action has a shorter
duration and usually presents a pattern of neutral-action-neutral. Therefore, the goal of TAD-LIF
is to detect the occurrence of transient-state actions and extract their signal segments for
subsequent model inference.
For digital signals and spike trains, most methods detect action segments by a sliding window
with overlap or just input all segments to recognition models directly. These methods may lead to
the following issues: 1. the onset of actions is unclear, 2. a large number of invalid calculations, 3.
weak ability of anti-interference.
We proposed TAD-LIF to detect transient-state action linearly without windows, as shown in
Figure 8. TAD-LIF consists of a modified LIF neuron, an action sequence buffer, and a Counter.
TAD-LIF is used to linearly judge whether the spikes are in the action-state, the action sequence
buffer is used to store spike trains, and the Counter is used to record the length of the action
sequence in the buffer. TAD-LIF neuron uses the following equation to update membrane
potential:

O= (-D+ 2(-1), ) (5)
In Egs. 5, Umem(t) represents the membrane potential at time t, is the decay rate of membrane
potential, X(t) represents the sum of spikes on each channel at time t, is the preset weight of
each channel. Compared with normal LIF, TAD-LIF does not emit spikes when the Umem reaches
the threshold, and the Umem is not reset. Instead, TAD-LIF will send a signal of action-state and
add the current spikes into the buffer. Umax is an upper limit of the Umem, Which prevents the
potential from endlessly rising and keeps the potential in a reasonable range.
As shown in Figure 8, when the sum of spikes in all channels over threshold Ts, TAD-LIF is
activated and updates the Umem. As long as the Umem is higher than the threshold U, the signals
are considered in the action-state. Then update the Counter and input spikes into the buffer. It is
considered as the end of the action when the Umem is lower than the Uw. We use Lmin and Lmax to
limit the length of the target action sequence. If the length of the action sequence in the buffer
satisfies the requirement of transient-state action, output the action sequence in the buffer to
the subsequent SNN model. Otherwise, clear the Counter and the buffer directly.
The advantages of TAD-LIF are summarized as:
1. TAD-LIF can avoid most interference caused by irrelevant movements through controlling the



membrane potential.

2. TAD-LIF can filter out continuous and steady-state actions by Counter.

3. TAD-LIF is a linear algorithm to detect action sequences. TAD-LIF is not activated if no action
occurs, so it has higher detection speed and lower computational consumption.

4. Without sliding windows, TAD-LIF does not have a fixed end position. So TAD-LIF can adapt to
the action duration of different users to some extent.

4.3 Structure of SNN

Action Multi-trains Multi-steps Population

Spike Trains Additive Solver Addiiteesolverl (R R LIF | coding [ 7] Outeut
Input shape data shape data shape data shape data shape output shape
[BXCxNXT] [BXCx1xT] [BXCX1XT/L] [BxH] [Bxcls*p] [Bxcls]

Fig. 9. Structure of proposed SNN.
The structure of the proposed SNN is shown in Figure 9. First, input a set of action spike trains
into the network. The input shape is BXCxNxT, B is the batch size (B=1 on test phase), C is the
number of channels, N is the number of spike trains, and T is the action length. The input data
will be processed by two additive solvers. Multi-trains additive solver will add up data on the
dimension of N. The data shape is transformed from BxCxNxT to BxCx1xT. We can obtain the total
spike intensity on each time step by this solver. A multi-step additive solver will segment and add
up data by a window L. The data shape is transformed from BxCx1xT to BxCx1xT/L. This additive
solver splits the action sequence into many smaller action segments, which can not only reduce
data size, but also improve the robustness to time-difference of actions.
After two additive solvers, flatten the data to the shape of BxH (H=C*T/L). Then, input the data to
a Fully Connect layer and a normal LIF layer. Egs. 6 shows the change of membrane potential in
normal LIF. Umem(t) represents the membrane potential at time t, is the decay rate of
membrane potential, X(t) represents the spikes emitted from pre-layers, is the weight of each
neuron, S(t) represents the occurrence of spikes (0 or 1) at time t, U is the threshold to control
spike emission. In the output layer, we use population coding to improve the recognition
performance. The population coding method assigns p output neurons to each class instead of
one neuron per class. The final output gesture class is determined by the summation of p
neurons of each class, which is shown in Egs. 7.
)= (-D+ (O- (—DUy (6)
Output = argmax( Sgs) (7)
Spiking function S(t) and its derivative function are shown in Egs. 8 and Egs. 9. O(x) is the
Heaviside function, when x>0, the result is 1, otherwise the result is 0. §(x) is the Dirac function,
when x # 0, the result is 0, otherwise the result is infinite.

S(t) = O(U(t) — Uyyy); O(x) = {2: i i 8: @
—= ( —Uu);, ()= {So'7 i%, “

The weight of LIF can not be updated by the gradient descent method directly, because spike
signals are Heaviside functions, whose derivative §(x) is non-differentiable. We use the surrogate
gradient descent method to solve this issue. Fast sigmoid can be used as a smooth function of the
Dirac function, which is differentiable. Fast sigmoid and its derivative are shown in Egs. 10 and



Egs. 11. In the formulas, k is a hyperparameter to adjust the smoothness extent. When k— <=,

—= ( _Uthr)-
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5. EXPERIMENTS

We conducted experiments on two datasets, verifying the performance of proposed TAD-LIF and
SNN methods.

5.1 Performance of TAD-LIF

5.1.1 Experiment setting

TAD-LIF has lots of hyper-parameters. The hyperparameter settings in this experiment are as
follows: Threshold Ts is 5, weight a is 1, decay rate B is 0.95, and maximum membrane potential
Umax is 5.

We compared TAD-LIF with the non-spike threshold-based method and the spike threshold-based
method. Non-spike threshold-based method uses a 300ms window with 50% overlap, and
compares the difference of maximum and median of rectified signals in this window. If the
difference is over than a fixed threshold, signals in the windows are recognized as the target
segment. The spike threshold-based method sets an onset when the sum of spikes at time t is
over the threshold Ts. If the sum of spike trains in a 300ms window is over a fixed threshold,
these spike trains are recognized as the target segment.

We verify the performance of the algorithms by metrics of Recall, Precision, and Latency. Recall
represents the ratio of correctly detected target segments, Precision represents the ratio of the
target segments in all detected actions. Therefore, high Recall means more target segments can
be found, while high Precision means less inference burden of subsequent models.

5.1.2 Recall & Precision
Table 2. Recall and Precision of different methods. For each Dataset, the optimal results are bold,
and the sub-optimal results are underlined. TAD-LIF achieves the best Precision and the second

best Recall on two datasets.

Method Dataset | Dataset Il
Recall/% Precision/% Recall/% Precision/%
Non-spike Threshold 99.33 10.24 99.84 7.89
Spike Threshold 91.85 3.09 97.60 4.95
TAD-LIF 97.67 27.76 99.68 56.12

The performance of three algorithms on Dataset | and Dataset Il are shown in Table 2. Non-spike
threshold-based method have the best Recall, but Precision is much lower than TAD-LIF. Low
precision will cause more irrelevant action sequences to be input into the subsequent model,
resulting in a large inference burden. The spike threshold-based method and TAD-LIF use spike
trains to detect target sequences. Compared with the spike threshold-based method with sliding
window, TAD-LIF has higher Recall and Precision and is more suitable for spike trains.



5.1.3 Latency

Spikes are emitted only when actions occur, i.e. most of the neutral-state have no spikes.
Therefore, there is no need for action detection in most neutral-state. To compare the delay of
three algorithms, we experiment with different action rates. We set the 100% action rate as 100
gestures occur within 100 seconds. The results are shown in Table 3 and Figure 10. In Table 3, the
latency of TAD-LIF is about 50% of threshold-based methods. In Figure 10, the latency of the
non-spike method shows an irregular change pattern, while spike-based methods show that the
delay rises with the increase of action rate. Therefore, TAD-LIF has a superior advantage with a

low action rate.

Table 3. Latency of different methods. For each action rate, the lowest latency is bold. TAD-LIF
has the lowest latency in all action rates.

Action Rate Non-spike Threshold/s Spike Threshold/s TAD-LIF/s
2% 3.11 2.68 1.16
10% 2.88 2.78 1.35
25% 3.22 2.87 1.48
50% 3.19 2.99 1.59
75% 3.14 3.29 1.77

100% 2.73 3.79 2.31
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Fig. 10. Latency on different action rates of different methods.

5. 2 Performance of proposed SNN

5.2.1 Experiment setting

The hyperparameter settings in this experiment are as follows: number of spike trains N in
Adaptive multi-delta coding is 10, window length L in Multi-steps additive solver is 20, decay rate
B is 0.9, number of output neurons p in population coding is 100.

We compare our method with 4 baseline models. CNN(Convolutional Neural Network), using two
1*5 kernel Convolutional layers with maxpool and Batch Normalization, following a Fully-Connect
Layer(FC). FCN(Fully-Connect Network), using two FC layers directly. CNN and FCN use the
min-max standardization method as pre-processing. SCNN(Spiking Convolutional Neural Network),
uses the same structure as CNN and replaces the activation function with LIF. Normal SNN, using
the same structure as FCN replaces the activation function to LIF. SCNN uses rate coding while
normal SNN uses delta coding as pre-processing. The proposed SNN has same LIF layers as
normal SNN.

In this part, we use accuracy, latency, power consumption, and memory occupation as evaluating



indicators.

5.2.2 Accuracy

We compared the accuracy of the proposed SNN with CNN, FCN, SCNN, and normal SNN on
Dataset | and Dataset Il. Each experiment was repeated 10 times with different random seeds,
and the mean and the standard deviation were recorded. The results are shown in Table 4 and
Figure 11. Dataset | includes 5 thumb-related gestures, while Dataset Il includes pinch and other
gestures. In Table 4, the proposed SNN gets the best accuracy of 83.85% on Dataset | and 93.85%
on Dataset Il. Which accuracy is extremely higher than other SNN-based methods, even higher
than CNN. A one-way repeated-measure ANOVA was applied to the accuracy of the proposed
SNN versus the other contrast methods. The ANOVA result shows proposed SNN had significantly
better performance than other SNN-based methods. Figure 11 shows the accuracy of each
gesture on 5 methods. FCN, SCNN, and normal SNN have large variances in each gesture and
between gestures. The proposed SNN shows better stability.

Table 4. Accuracy of different methods for all subjects. For each Dataset, the optimal results are
bold, and the sub-optimal results are underlined. Left of * is the mean and right of * is the
standard deviation. The value in () means significant level p. Our proposed SNN gets the best
accuracy on two datasets.

Method Dataset I/% Dataset 11/%
CNN 81.99+0.65 (0.205) 92.83+0.52 (0.811)
FCN 64.10%1.30 (<0.001**) 92.34+0.42 (0.389)
SCNN 60.18+3.04 (<0.001**) 84.18+2.93 (<0.001**)
Normal SNN 55.76+2.51 (<0.001**) 87.51+1.19 (<0.001**)
Proposed SNN 83.85+0.63 93.52+0.43
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Fig. 11. The box-plot of recognition accuracy on 6 gestures for all subjects. The results of
thumb-related gestures are tested on dataset |, and the result of pinch gesture is tested on

dataset Il

The sEMG signals show significant differences in different subjects, so we complement the



experiment on one-subject data. The results are shown in Table 5 and Figure 12. In table 5, the
proposed SNN can get an accuracy of 95.17% on Dataset |, which is slightly lower than CNN but
much higher than normal SNN-based methods. The proposed SNN gets the best accuracy of
98.23% on Dataset 1l. The ANOVA result shows proposed SNN had significantly better
performance than other methods except CNN.

Table 5. Accuracy of different methods for one subject. For each Dataset, the optimal results are
bold, and the sub-optimal results are underlined. Left of * is the mean and right of * is the
standard deviation. The value in () means significant level p. Our proposed SNN gets the best
accuracy on Dataset Il and the second best accuracy on Dataset I.

Method Dataset I/% Dataset 11/%
CNN 97.73%0.39 (<0.01%*) 96.95+0.91 (0.196)
FCN 92.43+0.73 (<0.001**) 96.36+1.20 (0.019)
SCNN 87.54+1.40 (<0.001**) 96.92+1.40 (0.177)
Normal SNN 80.36+2.45 (<0.001**) 96.35+1.50 (0.018)
Proposed SNN 95.17+0.82 98.23+1.39
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Fig. 12. The box-plot of recognition accuracy on 6 gestures for one subject. The results of

thumb-related gestures are tested on dataset I, and the result of pinch gesture is tested on
dataset Il

As shown in Figure 12, the prediction of each gesture is very unstable by using normal SNN or
SCNN directly. With the same LIF layers as normal SNN, the proposed SNN can effectively
improve stability and accuracy.

5.2.3 Model physical performance

In this part, we compared the Inference latency, power consumption, and memory occupation of
different methods. Inference latency is the time required to infer one sample. Power
consumption is calculated by the number of accumulation (AC) and multiply-accumulation (MAC).
Horowitz et al. showed that 32-bit integer AC consumes about 0.1pJ while MAC consumes about



3.2pJ on 45nm CMOS25 [60]. According to the results of Horowitz, we estimate the power
consumption of inferring one sample on different models. CNN mainly calculates the
consumption of convolutional layers and fully-connect layers. FCN mainly calculates the
consumption of fully-connect layers. SNN-based methods calculate the consumption of
convolutional/fully-connect layers, LIF layers, and spike encoding. Amount of parameters is the
number of trainable parameters required for model inference, which represents the memory
occupation.

Table 6. Physical performance of different methods. The optimal performances are bold, and the
sub-optimal performances are underlined. SNNs are better than other methods. Our proposed
SNN gets the best performances.

Method Inference latency/s power consumption/pJ Amount of parameters
CNN 4.89*103 =2.96*107 208066
FCN 3.58*10% =3.60*105 126274
SCNN 3.70*10* =1.09*106 207874
Normal SNN 6.31*10° =1.21*105 115586
Proposed SNN 3.12*10° =2.83*104 44588

The results in Table 6 are calculated from Dataset Il. Models are implemented on CPU (Intel Core
i7-6700HQ@2.60GHz). The results show that the proposed method has the best performance on
inference latency, power consumption, and memory occupation. The power consumption of the
proposed SNN is extremely lower than CNN. This is because the ANNs require a large amount of
multiplication operations, while SNN-based methods can convert many multiplication into
addition operations. SNN-based methods only have multiplication in updating membrane
potentials. Besides, the proposed SNN adds two additive solvers before LIF layers, which further
compress the data scale, resulting in lower energy consumption and fewer amount of parameters

than normal SNN.

5.3 Ablation experiment

This part verified the effectiveness of each component of the proposed SNN by an ablation
experiment. The results are shown in Table 7 and Figure 13. In Table 7, the first two lines are the
results of substituting adaptive multi-delta coding with normal delta coding and rate coding
respectively. From the results, changing the spike coding method may significantly decrease the
prediction accuracy, especially using normal delta coding directly. Without population coding or
additive solvers, the prediction accuracy of most gestures also decreases significantly, especially
thumb-related gestures. From the ANOVA result, change or remove the component of proposed
method will decrease the performance significantly. Therefore, adaptive multi-delta coding,
population coding, and additive solvers are indispensable components of the proposed SNN.

Table 7. Accuracy of ablation experiments. For each Dataset, the optimal results are bold, and the
sub-optimal results are underlined. Left of + is the mean and right of % is the standard deviation.
The value in () means significant level p. Change or remove the component of proposed method
will decrease the accuracy on two datasets.
Method Dataset I/% Dataset I1/%
normal delta coding  59.75+1.87 (<0.001**) 91.76%0.53 (<0.001**)




rate coding 78.00%1.23 (<0.001**) 92.68+0.35 (<0.001**)
w.0. population coding  69.77£1.44 (<0.001**) 92.14+0.47 (<0.001**)

w.0. additive solvers  64.96%1.92 (<0.001**) 86.23%0.67 (<0.001**)
proposed 83.85+0.63 93.52+0.43
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Fig. 13. The box-plot of recognition accuracy on 6 gestures in ablation experiment. The results of
thumb-related gestures are tested on dataset I, and the result of pinch gesture is tested on
dataset Il

6. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have proposed a method for micro-gestures recognition with high accuracy, high
speed, and low consumption. In the following, we discuss the limitations and the future work of
our study.

6.1 Limitation

There are still some limitations in our works. Firstly, our method is still difficult to distinguish
some similar micro-gestures. On the one hand, LD-sEMG has a lower resolution than HD-SEMG,
so it is difficult to extract accurate features to distinguish some similar gestures. On the other
hand, the structure of the proposed SNN is simple for getting better physical performance, so it is
hard to extract deeper implicit features. Secondly, we did not consider the cross-user scenarios.
The significant difference in different users is the biggest issue of SEMG. Many works adopt
transfer learning methods to address the issue of cross-users [61, 62]. Some works verified that
SNN itself can relieve the influence of electrode shift and cross-user difference to some extent
[51, 52], but the performances are not as good as transfer learning methods. Finally, our
experiments are implemented on the CPU now. We have not tested our method on SNN-based
hardware, like neuromorphic chips, so we are not sure if it can reach the same performance on
embedded devices.

6.2 Future work

We will implement more future works on the aforementioned limitations. We will do more
experiments to find a balance in deepening network structure for high recognition accuracy and
keeping physical performances. We will collect more data on other micro-gestures from more
subjects to verify the generalization capability. We will further investigate how to combine the



proposed SNN with transfer learning tricks to address the issue of cross-users. Besides, we will try
to implement our SNN method in neuromorphic hardware and verify its performance in wearable
devices.

7. CONCLUSION

To realize gesture recognition on wearable devices better, this paper proposed a novel SNN
method with extremely low power consumption, low inference latency, and high recognition
accuracy. The proposed method is suitable for transient-state micro-gesture recognition on
LD-sEMG. The main contribution of the proposed method is as follows: 1. We use adaptive
normalization to reduce the influence of individual differences. 2. We propose an adaptive
multi-delta coding, which has better performance than other normal spiking coding methods. 3.
We propose TAD-LIF to detect transient-state actions, which have higher speed and precision
than other methods. 4. We propose an SNN network with two additive solvers to reduce the
scale of the model and improve the robustness to the time-difference of different actions.
Besides, we use population coding to improve the prediction accuracy.

We use our designed lighter and more comfortable wristbands to collect SEMG signals and
implement experiments. From the experimental results, the proposed SNN has better recognition
performance than CNN on most micro-gestures. The inference latency of the proposed SNN is
about 1% of CNN, the power consumption is about 0.1% of CNN, and the memory occupation is
about 20% of CNN. In conclusion, the proposed method has both better prediction accuracy and
better physical performance. Our work indicates that SNN methods are suitable for fast inference
and low-consumption scenarios, like applications on embedded devices. This can be a general
way to realize the goal of "ubiquitous computing".
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