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Abstract

Automatic Sign Language (SL) recognition is an impor-
tant task in the computer vision community. To build a ro-
bust SL recognition system, we need a considerable amount
of data which is lacking particularly in Indian sign lan-
guage (ISL). In this paper, we propose a large-scale iso-
lated ISL dataset and a novel SL recognition model based
on skeleton graph structure. The dataset covers 2,002
daily used common words in the deaf community recorded
by 20 (10 male and 10 female) deaf adult signers (con-
tains 40033 videos). We propose a SL recognition model
namely Hierarchical Windowed Graph Attention Network
(HWGAT) by utilizing the human upper body skeleton graph
structure. The HWGAT tries to capture distinctive motions
by giving attention to different body parts induced by the
human skeleton graph structure. The utility of the pro-
posed dataset and the usefulness of our model are eval-
uated through extensive experiments. We pre-trained the
proposed model on the proposed dataset and fine-tuned
it across different sign language datasets further boosting
the performance of 1.10, 0.46, 0.78, and 6.84 percentage
points on INCLUDE [46], LSA64 [41], AUTSL [45] and
WLASL [25] respectively compared to the existing state-
of-the-art skeleton-based models. The proposed dataset
and the model implementation code will be available at
https://cs.rkmvu.ac.in/˜isl.

1. Introduction

Sign Language (SL) is a natural language with unique
grammatical and linguistic characteristics. The deaf and
mute community developed this to communicate with each
other and socialize. As a visual language, SL conveys in-
formation by adopting the articulation of human body parts
with manual characteristics such as hand shapes, body pose,
and the interaction of hands with different body parts, to-
gether with non-manual characteristics such as facial ex-
pression and head movement [1, 42].

According to the World Health Organization (WHO),
around 5% (430 million) people around the world suffer
from hearing loss [11]. To bridge the communication gap
between signers (people with sign language as their primary
communication medium) and non-signers (people with spo-
ken language proficiency rather than sign language) the au-
tomatic SL recognition field has emerged and gained pop-
ularity among computer vision and machine learning re-
searchers [26, 48, 54]. This task contains 2 subtasks, 1)
isolated SL recognition - which maps every sign video to
the corresponding gloss, and 2) continuous SL recognition -
which maps every sign video to a sequence of glosses. Here
our focus is on isolated sign language recognition. Sim-
ilar to any recognition task, to build a good SL recogni-
tion model, we need a sufficient amount of data to get a
considerable inference. Researchers have proposed differ-
ent datasets for different SL recognition tasks, for example,
MS-ASL [20], WLASL [25], ASLLVD [4] for the isolated
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American SL recognition task. For the British SL recog-
nition task, there are datasets like BOB-SL [3], and BSL-
Dict [31]. Also, there are other datasets [41, 45, 54] for dif-
ferent sign languages.

The Indo-Pakistani sign language is the most used sign
language in the world and about 15 million deaf signers
use this in their daily communications1. In comparison to
other sign languages Indian Sign Language (ISL) contains
a higher number of composite signs (signs made up of two
or more glosses). For example, the word Wife sign consists
of the Female and Marriage signs [46]. These factors make
ISL recognition task both important and unique. For au-
tomatic ISL recognition task, there are not many resource-
rich publicly available datasets in the literature. Some lim-
ited attempts have been made with INCLUDE [46] and
CISLR [19] containing a limited number of sign videos per
word. This provides the impetus for creating a resource-rich
isolated ISL dataset. We propose a resource-rich isolated
ISL dataset containing 40033 sign video with 20 videos per
sign word (contains 2002 words).

In general, the sign language recognition task is a sub-
domain of human action recognition from video data and
it inherits all the challenges such as blurred boundaries be-
tween classes, occlusion of body parts, human appearance,
recording environments and recording settings [34]. Also,
sign language glosses contain very subtle spatial and tem-
poral differentiable features, which introduces another level
of complexity. This makes the sign language (particularly
ISL) recognition task more challenging than action recogni-
tion and state-of-the-art action recognition models fall short
in SL recognition tasks.

To model the SL recognition task we consider the
signer’s skeleton joint points from sign videos and represent
that as a spatio-temporal skeleton graph structure. We learn
the graph structure in natural language processing settings.
Usually, spoken language is represented by a 1-dimensional
sequence of words with well-defined syntax and seman-
tics, and its structure is successfully modeled by the at-
tention mechanism [49]. However, the skeleton graph ex-
tracted from sign videos is a 3-dimensional data with com-
plex spatio-temporal context, and it is non-trivial to ana-
logically define visual word or unit with clarified seman-
tics. Existing graph based approaches and normal baseline
approaches face difficulty in recognition from this spatio-
temporal skeleton data. To tackle these issues, we pro-
pose a novel Hierarchical Windowed Graph Attention Net-
work (HWGAT). The proposed model conserves the skele-
ton graph structure and attention mechanism along with in-
put partitioning so that specific sign expressions such as
expressive hand movements can be processed without un-
wanted influence from the other body parts. Through ex-
tensive experiments, we justify different design decisions in

1https://www.ethnologue.com/

the HWGAT model. We evaluate the HWGAT model on
the proposed dataset and other state-of-the-art datasets and
report comparative results. In this paper, our main contribu-
tions are as follows:

1. We propose a large-scale isolated ISL dataset consist-
ing of over 40, 000 videos containing a rich and large
vocabulary of 2, 002 daily used words in ISL conversa-
tions. It contains unique characteristics like 20 signers,
gender-balanced and signer-independent sets (no inter-
section of signers in training, validation, and testing
sets). It also contains sign word analysis and their cat-
egorizations into different groups based on the number
of glosses (e.g. atomic, composite).

2. We propose a novel windowed graph attention-based
model specifically developed for sign language recog-
nition on skeleton graphs.

3. We publish our automated recording and annotations
pipeline to ease such data collection process in any
sign language.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2
provides an overview of the existing sign language datasets
and recognition techniques. The characteristics of the pro-
posed dataset are described in Section 3. Section 4 presents
the working mechanism of our proposed framework. The
experiment, results and analysis are given in Section 5 fol-
lowed by conclusion in Section 6.

2. Related Works
In the literature, there are limited numbers of datasets on

Indian sign language (ISL) recognition tasks. In this sec-
tion, first, we review the existing ISL datasets followed by
some state-of-the-art other sign language datasets for dif-
ferent languages. Then review some state-of-the-art sign
language recognition models.

For ISL recognition, the initial datasets were primarily
consisting of a few image samples or a very limited number
of sign videos. To the best of our knowledge, the first ISL
dataset proposed by Rekha et al., consists of 290 images for
26 alphabets [39]. One early dataset containing 600 videos
corresponding to 22 sign word classes [32] and another
dataset with 800 sign videos for 80 signs [22] suffer from
either a limited vocabulary size or a low number of sam-
ples per class. These datasets are not sufficient for robust
real-world applications. The largest available ISL dataset
namely CISLR, containing 7050 videos with over 4765 sign
words [19], suffers from less number of per-class samples,
making it inconsistent for real-world sign language recog-
nition tasks and is viable only for one-shot learning tasks.
In literature, the largest standard isolated ISL dataset IN-
CLUDE [46] has a collection of 263 signs, recorded with 7
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Table 1. Comparison of FDMSE-ISL dataset with the state-of-the-art isolated sign language datasets.

Dataset Language # Signs # Sign video # Signers Source # Hours
(avg. per sign)

ASLLVD [4] American (ASL) 2,742 9K (3) 6 lab 4
ASL-LEX 2.0 [43] American (ASL) 2,723 2723(1) - lexicons, lab, web -
MSASL [20] American (ASL) 1,000 25K(25) 222 lexicons, web 25
WLASL [25] American (ASL) 2,000 21K (11) 119 lexicons, web 14
LSA64 [41] Argentinian 64 3K (47) 10 - 1.9
BSLDict [31] British (BSL) 9,283 14K (1) 148 lexicons 9
DEVISIGN-L [50] Chinese (CSL) 2,000 24K (12) 8 lab 13-33
SLR500 [54] Chinese (CSL) 500 125K (250) 50 lab 69-139
GSL [1] Greek (GSL) 310 40K() 7 - 6.4
SMILE [12] Swiss German (DSGS) 100 9K (90) 30 lab -
BosphorusSion22k [33] Turkish (TSL) 744 23K (30) 6 lab 19
AUTSL [45] Turkish (TSL) 226 38K (170) 43 lab 21
INCLUDE [46] Indian (ISL) 263 4K (16) 7 lab 3
CISLR [19] Indian (ISL) 4765 7K (1) 71 web 3
FDMSE-ISL Indian (ISL) 2,002 40K (20) 20 lab 36

signers (students) in a classroom setting with a static back-
ground, and contains a total of 4, 287 videos. Even this
dataset contains very limited vocabulary compared to the
vocabulary size used by ISL signers in their daily commu-
nications.

For other sign languages, there exists a number of large-
scale sign language datasets shown in Table 1. Athitsos et
al. [4] proposed an isolated American Sign Language (ASL)
dataset called ASLLVD, consisting of 9, 800 video samples
of 3, 300 sign words, recorded with 1-6 native signers. An-
other isolated ASL dataset called MS-ASL [20] proposed
by Jose and Koller covering 25, 000 videos of 1, 000 sign
words with 222 signers. To make the dataset challenging
they recorded the videos in unconstrained real-life condi-
tions. In the recent past, Li et al. [25] proposed a word-
level ASL dataset (WLASL) with a total of 21, 083 video
samples of 2, 000 signs with 119 signers. The videos are
collected from different web sources. Momeni et al. [31]
proposed a British Sign Language (BSL) dataset known as
BSLDict which contains a large vocabulary of size 9, 283
and is created with 148 signers. There is a sign language
dataset for Turkish Sign Language (TSL) proposed by Sin-
can and Keles [45] called AUTSL, which contains 38, 336
video samples of 226 signs performed by 43 different sign-
ers. The videos are recorded in both indoor and outdoor
environments. This dataset has color, depth, and skeleton
modalities. Some other isolated SL datasets include Chi-
nese Sign Language (CSL) SLR500 [54] contains 125, 000
videos spanning over 500 signs. The SMILE [12] dataset is
the isolated Swiss German Sign Language (DSGS) dataset
containing 100 signs with 9, 000 videos.

To the best of our knowledge, in terms of video count,
the proposed dataset contains the maximum number of
videos compared to the other isolated sign language datasets

shown in Table 1, except the SLR500 dataset. However,
the SLR500 dataset only contains a vocabulary of 500
signs, and each sign is repeated five times by each signer.
Regarding vocabulary size, the sign language dictionaries
ASLLVD [4], ASL-LEX 2.0 [43], WLASL [25], and BSL-
Dict [31] have demonstrated comparable or greater cover-
age of signs. However, they have fewer videos per sign as
shown in Table 1.

In general, researchers try to tackle the SL recogni-
tion task as a pattern recognition task. It contains two
subtasks namely 1) feature extraction: where each sign
video is represented as a fixed dimensional feature vec-
tor and 2) recognition: where the represented videos are
classified using a standard classifier. For feature extrac-
tion, initially researchers [18,26,33,48,54] have tried some
hand-crafted features like Histogram of Oriented Gradient
(HOG) [9], Scale Invariant Feature Transform (SIFT) [28],
Optical Flow [14]. They classify each sign using standard
classifiers like HMM [24,35], SVM [37], and Random For-
est [2].

After the prevalence of deep learning methods due to
their performance overhead over traditional methods, re-
searchers are leveraging advanced feature extraction and
classification techniques using deep learning methods. Par-
ticularly in the domain of SL recognition, deep learning-
based methods are broadly classified into two types. The
first approach involves extracting features from each raw
RGB video using various methods such as two-dimensional
(2D) CNN [23, 38], 3D CNN [15, 25], and CNN models
with Bi-LSTM decoder [10]. These features are classified
into glosses using one or more fully connected layers. In
addition to RGB videos Jiang el al. [17] utilized depth,
skeleton, and motion information to enhance the recogni-
tion of Turkish sign language. Further advancements by
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

Figure 1. Sample frame of the sign ”Hello” in all the five modalities ((a) left (60fps), (b) front (60fps), (c) right (60fps), (d) Azure Kinect
DK depth (30fps) and (e) Azure Kinect DK RGB (30fps)) available in the dataset.

Zuo et al. [56] have integrated natural language glosses dur-
ing the training process, resulting in state-of-the-art perfor-
mance across multiple SL datasets. Despite these advance-
ments, RGB-based methods are computationally expensive,
and their slow classification time poses limitations for real-
time sign language recognition.

In the second type of approach, researchers detect the
skeleton keypoints of the signer using the state-of-the-art
human pose estimation methods like MediaPipe [29], Open-
Pose [7], MMPose [8], Yolo-pose [30] etc. The extracted
sequential pose data is processed using various sequential
data models including GRU [25], LSTM [21, 26], and dif-
ferent varients of Transformers [5, 6, 44] for SL recognition
task. Subsequently, researchers have represented sequen-
tial pose data as skeleton graphs and employed Graph Con-
volutional Networks (GCNs) due to their ability to capture
contextual information from graphical data effectively. Yan
et al. [52] first introduced a GCN on the sequential human
keypoints data as a spatio-temporal graph using natural hu-
man joint connectivity and called it ST-GCN. Jiang et al.
adopted this model for Turkish sign language recognition,
by cascading spatial, temporal and channel importance to
the GCN block and called it SL-GCN [17]. The ST-GCN
and SL-GCN models were applied to the Indian sign lan-
guage recognition task on the INCLUDE [44] dataset. Dur-
ing inference, these models perform convolution operations
and give static weights to the connected neighbours of a
node irrespective of their feature representations.

Here, we propose a graph attention-based network
named Hierarchical Windowed Graph Attention Network
(HWGAT), where we use an attention mechanism which
takes the node features into consideration to generate dy-
namic attention weights instead of using static kernel
weights. This resulted in better performance compared to
skeleton-based models across multiple SL datasets.

3. Proposed Dataset
This paper presents a large-scale isolated sign language

dataset for SL recognition tasks in general and in particu-
lar for Indian sign language recognition tasks. In the cre-
ation of this dataset, we followed the FDMSE’s [16] dic-
tionary which was published in consultations with sign ex-
perts throughout India. We carefully considered 2,002 com-
mon words used in daily communications among the deaf
community from that dictionary. The words are categorised
into 57 groups i.e. ’family relations’, ’behaviour norms’,
’body parts’, ’household articles’ etc. We further studied
all the signs and grouped them into two categories, namely,
atomic signs or glosses (that cannot be decomposed into
other meaningful signs (eg. marriage)) and composite signs
(can be decomposed into atomic signs or glosses (eg. wife
→ female + marriage)).

We collected the dataset with the help of 20 native ISL
signers (deaf) from the southern part of India. To ensure
that the dataset is gender unbiased, we have considered 10
male and 10 female subjects. For data collection setup, we
used a static background with a green screen to facilitate the
segmentation process.

We have recorded the videos from four different view-
ing positions: two frontal, approximately 30◦ left, and 30◦

right with respect to the frontal view of the subject. Three
Logitech BRIO 60 fps cameras were used for recording the
videos in landscape mode with a frame size of 1920×1080.
Furthermore, to capture the depth information one Azure
Kinect DK camera is used at the front position. By keep-
ing single-view real-world SL recognition applications in
mind, this work is focused on the frontal RGB camera data
only. But all the 5 modalities (four-RGB and one-depth
modalities) recorded will be publicly available (https:
//cs.rkmvu.ac.in/˜isl) and can be used for re-
search purposes only. Furthermore, apart from the frontal
RGB modality, the other multiview modalities can also be
used for tasks such as keypoints correction, pose estimation,
3D-model generation, and general gesture recognition. The
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Figure 2. Sample frames from the signs ”Hello” and ”World”.

videos were recorded in the lab settings with required ethi-
cal clearance and a standard dress code (matt black) under
the supervision of certified ISL experts.

We built a custom tool named Word Viewer and Time-
line Manager (WVTM) to manage and automatically an-
notate the large corpus of videos. During recording, the
operator uses the WVTM tool first to show a sign word to
the subject with a prompt and then register the event (ses-
sion start, start recording for a word, stop recording for a
word, session end etc.) timestamps in a log file. After
recording all the sessions, a Python script is used to au-
tomatically split the videos and annotate them using the
log files generated during the recording. The complete an-
notation and recording pipeline will be publicly available
(https://cs.rkmvu.ac.in/˜isl) to simplify the
dataset collection process for any sign language.

In total, the dataset from the frontal RGB camera con-
tains 40, 033 videos across 2, 002 words. The total duration
of the dataset is around 36.2 hours with 7.8 Million frames.
The average duration of the sign videos is around 3.25 sec-
onds. We crop the original videos to 1200× 950 resolution
keeping the signer at the centre. Table 2 summarizes the
statistics of the dataset. For each sign word, there are five
different modalities (frontal both 60 fps and 30 fps, two side
views at ≈±30 degrees 60 fps and depth information) from
four viewing positions. For the experiments in this paper
we used 40, 033 videos from the frontal 60 fps RGB cam-
era. Figure 1 shows the sample frames from each camera
view and Figure 2 shows some frames of two signs ’Hello’

and ’World’.
The proposed dataset excels in several aspects from the

existing ISL dataset INCLUDE [46]. For example, the pro-
posed dataset contains around a 7.6 times higher number
of signs and a 9.3 times higher number of videos. Further-
more, our dataset has more qualitative diversity in terms of
age, height, and skin tone. For instance, the INCLUDE [46]
dataset was recorded with young students of similar age,
whereas our signers’ approximate age ranged between 28
and 55, and height between 4.5 and 6 feet. While our dataset
is multimodal and multicamera, the INCLUDE dataset was
recorded with a single camera.

To evaluate the proposed model on the proposed dataset,
we divide the dataset in train, validation, and test partitions
into 5 : 1 : 4 ratios on randomly chosen subjects (sign-
ers) so that the training set, validation set and test set have
no intersection of signers. In total, there are 10 subjects in
training (5 male, 5 female), 2 for validation (1 male, 1 fe-
male) and 8 for testing (4 male, 4 female). Finally, we used
20,016, 4,003, and 16,014 videos for training, validation,
and testing respectively.

4. Proposed Approach
The objective of this work is to create a sign language

recognition system that works on extracted keypoints from
any sign video. According to ISL experts, the influence
of different body parts on any particular sign is essential,
especially hands. The body keypoints and the edges con-
necting these keypoints form a graph structure. Classifi-

5
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Figure 3. The proposed Hierarchical Windowed Graph Attention Network (HWGAT) takes the spatio-temporal graph structure as input
and divides this graph into multiple spatial windows based on distinct body parts as represented in Figure 4. Next, multiple part attention
layers are applied on this windowed graph structure to extract features and a fully connected layer is used to get the sign word.

Table 2. Summary of the FDMSE-ISL dataset.

Parameters Values
Words 2002
Videos 40033
Groups 57
Avg Videos per Class ≈ 20
Avg Video Length 3.25s
Min Video Length 1.5s
Max Video Length 9.5s
Frame Rate 60 fps, 30 fps
Resolution 1200× 950, 512× 512
Modalities 4 RGB, 1 depth

cation of these graph structures are generally modeled by
Graph Convolutional Networks (GCN) [17, 52]. In general,
GCN models are homogenous to CNNs where the kernel in
CNN is similar to the learned adjacency matrix in GCN.
But, even after the training process, the elements of the
adjacency matrix are static. We propose the Hierarchical
Windowed Graph Attention Network (HWGAT) where we
use the attention mechanism which takes the node features
into consideration to generate dynamic attention weight in-
stead of fixed kernel weight. Therefore giving importance

to the neighbourhood nodes based on their similarity dur-
ing information sharing. Also to incorporate the impor-
tance of body parts for any sign word recognition our at-
tention mechanism is designed to be restricted according to
the spatio-temporal skeleton graph. An overview of the pro-
posed HWGAT is presented in Figure 3. This model con-
sists of two major parts namely spatio-temporal input rep-
resentation and part attention layer. We represent the input
graph structure as follows:

4.1. Spatio-temporal Input Representation:

The spatio-temporal input representation consists of 2
parts: skeleton graph representation and spatial window
substructures. We select 27 keypoints from each frame of a
sign video, encompassing 3 facial keypoints (nose, 2 eyes),
2 shoulders, 2 elbows, and 10 keypoints from each hand to
represent the spatial skeleton graph input for our model as
shown in Figure 5. These keypoints are selected based on
recommendations from SL experts and inspired by [18,44].
The keypoint graph generated from an entire video consists
of F frames and each frame contains K keypoints. Each
keypoint is represented as a 2D vector with x and y co-
ordinates, forming nodes in this generated spatio-temporal
keypoint graph. The edge set E(G) for the entire graph is
constructed as follows:

6



Figure 4. Grouping of spatial keypoints into the 5 body parts. The part marked as 1 contains the selected right-hand keypoints, the part
marked as 2 has the right arm keypoints, the part marked as 3 has the selected face keypoints, the part marked as 4 is the left-arm and 5
marks the left-hand keypoints respectively. These part combinations are used to create the 4 spatial windows.

Figure 5. Visual representation of 27 keypoints used as input (10
per hands and 7 pose points with connections).

E(G) =


eti,j = 1, if vi, vj are connected spatially
et,t+1
i = 1, temporal connection
eti = 0, otherwise

(1)
where, t ∈ {1, 2, ..., (F −1)} denotes the frame index, v

is a node with indices i, j ∈ {1, 2, ...,K} and e represents
a particular edge in the graph. Figure 6 illustrates the visual
representation of the whole spatio-temporal skeleton struc-
ture of a sign video. This spatio-temporal skeleton struc-
ture is split into multiple subsets named spatial window sub-
structures Figure 4.

A distinctive feature of our model, in contrast to GCNs,
is the partitioning of the keypoint graph into spatial win-
dows rather than utilizing the entire graph as input. In

Figure 6. The spatio-temporal skeleton graph obtained from a sign
language video.

the single-view pose estimation methods, inconsistencies in
keypoint generation are omnipresent, especially for hand
keypoints. These discrepancies often arise from factors
such as motion blur, occlusion by body parts, and low video
resolution, leading to misplacement of hand keypoints. To
mitigate these issues we divide the whole graph into mul-
tiple spatial windows by stacking the part keypoints com-
binations. This spatial division restricts the flow of infor-
mation from one window to another. With this approach,
for one-handed signs, a window only contains the signing
hand, thereby eliminating the potential influence of the non-
signing hand’s motion. The creation of these spatial win-
dows is formalized as follows:

For each frame, the input keypoints K = 27 are divided
into 5 spatial subsets corresponding to body parts: face, left

7



Figure 7. The temporal frames are divided into temporal blocks where each temporal block contains multiple frames. Each spatial window
with its respective temporal block creates a spatio-temporal block.

arm, left hand, right arm, and right hand, as illustrated in
the Figure 4. For a spatial window j in frame f , the stack
of face (3 keypoints), any one arm (3 keypoints) and any
one hand (10 keypoints) are taken to obtain W f

j keypoints
subset with wk = 16 keypoints. If there are S spatial win-
dows per frame then they are stacked to generate the output
frame with K ′ = S × wk keypoints. For a skeleton input
sign video I ∈ RF×K×d with F frames and K keypoints
per frame in d(= 2) dimensions, output I ′ ∈ RF×K′×d is
our spatial window representation.

It was demonstrated that the Fourier feature mapping al-
lows a model to learn high-frequency functions more ef-
fectively [47]. This process involves embedding the low-
dimensional input coordinates into a higher-dimensional
space. Specifically, our low d dimensional node input rep-
resentation is embedded into a higher dimension d′ using
the Fourier feature mapping. Finally, we get our spatio-
temporal input representation Istir ∈ RF×K′×d′

.

We incorporated the frame position as a sequential
marker into the input embeddings using a fixed positional
encoding scheme similar to the one proposed by Vaswani et
al. [49].

4.2. Part Attention Layer

The individual signs depend on the motion of different
parts and we want to capture that using spatio-temporal part
attention layer. To learn different part attention, we design a
part attention layer consisting of two key components: part
attention block, and temporal merge shown in Figure 3.

4.2.1 Part Attention Block

The part attention block is the fundamental component of
each part attention layer. The different contextual features
are accumulated through information propagation between
nodes by utilizing multiple part attention blocks within each
part attention layer. The part attention block has three key
components, temporal blocks, temporal shift, and graph at-
tention block shown in Figure 3.

Temporal Blocks: Temporally consecutive frames tend
to have very subtle changes in spatial graphs, and these
changes can be effectively captured by grouping frames
within a block. This grouping approach is inspired by the
hierarchical divide-and-conquer paradigm. The attention
mechanism is applied within these blocks to capture
local context and focus on granular movement changes.
Subsequently, these blocks are merged to capture the
entire temporal context. To implement this, the embedded
spatio-temporal input representation Istir (input sequence)
is divided into multiple temporal blocks, each consisting
of consecutive frames. Let each temporal block contain
T consecutive frames which divide F temporal frames
into F ′ consecutive blocks such that F = F ′ × T . Let
Bij ∈ RT×K′×d′

be the spatio-temporal block consists
of ith spatial window and jth temporal block shown in
Figure 7.

Temporal Shift: In our proposed network, the re-
striction of attention within each spatio-temporal block
limits the sharing of information between consecutive
temporal blocks. To address this issue, we have used
a shifting mechanism inspired by [27] that shifts the

8



Figure 8. The Graph Attention Block consists of the multi-head graph attention module along with normalization and feed-forward layers.
The multi-head graph attention module with scaled dot product graph attention is the basic attention block which uses the graph adjacency
matrix.

temporal window through the input sequence resulting
in the propagation of information between consecutive
temporal blocks. In this mechanism, frames that fall
outside the first window are rolled and appended at the end
of the temporal sequence. These rolled frames are masked
during attention operation to ensure they do not influence
the graph attention values in the last temporal block. Let
fi ∈ RK′×d′

be the ith frame of our spatio-temporal
input representation Istir = {f1, f2, ..., fF }. Then af-
ter s shift we get Isstir = {fs+1, fs+2, ..., fF , f1, f2, ..., fs}.

Graph Attention Block:
The graph attention block, illustrated in Figure 8, is de-

signed to operate on spatio-temporal block Bij . This mod-
ule accumulates information from the neighboring nodes
using the attention mechanism that utilizes node feature
similarity, rather than using a convolution kernel. To pre-
serve our skeleton structure the attention mechanism is re-
stricted to the neighboring nodes connected by edges and
belong to the same spatio-temporal block. We used an atten-
tion mask called edge bias following the human joint-bone
connectivity as an inductive bias to restrict the attention
mechanism. We followed the spatio-temporal edge connec-
tivity described in the input representation Section 4.1. In
every spatio-temporal block Bij for ith spatial window and
jth temporal block, the connectivity is further restricted ac-
cording to the corresponding edge set epq ∈ E(G). The
edge set epq is used to create a Graph Adjacency Matrix

Apq for the spatio-temporal block Bij .
Let n be the total number of keypoints within the (i, j)th

spatio-temporal block, then Bij ∈ Rn×d′
such that n =

T ×K ′. We define our graph attention (GAttn) and other
modules shown in Figure 8 as:

GAttn = Softmax(
QKT

√
h

⊙Apq)

Q = Norm(Bij)×W q

K = Norm(Bij)×W k

V = Norm(Bij)×W v

B′
ij = Bij +GAttn× V

Oij = B′
ij + FF (Norm(B′

ij))

(2)

where W q,W k,W v are the model parameters similar
to the multi head attention in [49] and ⊙,× represent the
element-wise multiplication and matrix multiplication re-
spectively. Here we use layer normalization as Norm to
normalize the input, FF is a feed-forward layer, and the
output Oij represents the embedding of Bij which exhibits
the local spatio-temporal contextual information.

Through our observations, we found that the attention
weights given to similar adjacent nodes are high due to their
feature similarity (eg. nose keypoint along temporal con-
nections in edge connectivity defined in (1)). The high at-
tention values among similar nodes can sometimes reduce
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the attention weights of other nodes, leading to a loss of im-
portant information. To overcome this issue, we propose an
attention dropout mechanism inspired by [53]. But, instead
of randomly nullifying attention weights, our proposed reg-
ularization technique is more likely to drop attention be-
tween two nodes with higher attention value. First a random
variable γ is uniformly sampled from (0, 1). Then the atten-
tion matrix GAttn is masked with value 0 where GAttn is
greater than γ.

4.2.2 Temporal Merge

The attention mechanism in the first Part Attention Layer
captures the local spatio-temporal features. To obtain global
context, we use a hierarchical temporal merging technique.
In each Part Attention Layer, following the M graph atten-
tion operations, the number of temporal frames is reduced
by merging frames within each temporal block, resulting
in upper-level contextual attention in deeper Part Attention
Layers. For a spatio-temporal input Istir ∈ RF×K′×d′

and
temporal block size T , after first merging we get a spatio-
temporal contextual embedding in R(F/T )×K′×(d′×T ).

After N Part Attention Layer we use an average pooling
over all the spatial windows to represent the final spatio-
temporal contextual embedding. Finally, a fully connected
layer utilizes this embedded feature to classify each sign.

5. Experimental Evaluation

In this section, first, we evaluate our proposed dataset
compared to other existing isolated Indian sign language
datasets. Then we evaluated our proposed model in iso-
lated ISL datasets as well as in other isolated SL datasets.
We conducted extensive ablation studies to evaluate the ef-
fectiveness of various design choices of our model devel-
opment. Here we start with a brief description of all the
datasets used in our experiment, then experimental settings,
and data pre-processing followed by discussions of all the
results.

5.1. Datasets

To evaluate our proposed FDMSE-ISL dataset, we con-
sidered a state-of-the-art ISL dataset called INCLUDE [46].
It contains a vocabulary size of 262 words with 4285 video
samples in 1920 × 1080 resolution. This dataset is created
in lab settings and has imbalanced samples in classes. A
detailed description of the FDMSE-ISL dataset is presented
in Section 3.

In addition to our dataset and INCLUDE, we evalu-
ated our proposed model on 3 other isolated SL datasets
namely AUTSL [45], LSA64 [41] and WLASL [25]. The
WLASL [25] is an isolated American sign language dataset
with 2000 glosses and 21083 samples. The videos were

collected from web sources and were recorded in uncon-
strained real-life settings. AUTSL [45] is a Turkish sign
language dataset comprising 38336 samples throughout 226
glosses. The videos are recorded in real-life conditions
with multiple backgrounds. LSA64 [41] is an Argentinian
sign language dataset having 3200 videos over 64 signs.
The videos were recorded in lab settings with static back-
grounds.

For all the datasets we follow the author-given data par-
titions for all the evaluations. Since there was no validation
set available in the INCLUDE dataset we made a validation
set which contains 10% data from the train set.

For our extensive ablation study, we considered a 20%
subset of our proposed dataset due to our experimental re-
source limitations. We call this subset as FDMSE-ISL400.
It contains 400 classes with 8000 video samples and these
400 classes were chosen from 2002 classes with Simple
Random Sampling without replacement (SRSWOR) sam-
pling procedure and tried to preserve the frame statistics. A
comparison (with respect to the number of signs, number of
videos, number of unique signers, video source, and total
duration) of all these datasets summary is shown in Table 1
and frame statistics are in Table 3.

5.2. Experimental Settings

In the keypoint based approaches, first, we have to detect
the body keypoints effectively. There are many keypoints
detection or pose estimation methods available in the liter-
ature, some notables are OpenPose [7], MediaPipe holis-
tic [29], HR-net [51], and others [36, 40, 55]. Here we have
considered MediaPipe holistic [29] for our pose estimations
due to its balance in both accuracy and processing speed
compared to others. The MediaPipe holistic gives a total
of 543, 3D keypoints (468 for face, 33 for pose, and 21
per hand) per video frame. Out of these, we considered 27
keypoints (3 facial keypoints (nose, 2 eyes), 2 shoulders,
2 elbows, and 10 keypoints from each hand) with x and y
coordinates for our skeleton representation.

We implemented all the models in Python 2 using the Py-
Torch toolbox 3 and trained on a system running on Ubuntu
22.04 OS, 192 GB RAM, Xeon gold 32-core CPU and
NVIDIA A100 80G GPU. To train the models AdamW
Optimizer was used with an initial learning rate of 1e−4

with the Cosine Anealing scheduler having a patience of
20 epochs. The max training epochs were set to 4000 with
early stopping on validation loss, set to the patience of 400
epochs. The objective function used for training is label
smoothed cross entropy loss [13]. For all our experiments,
we report top-1 and top-5 per instance accuracy as the per-
formance measure.

2https://www.python.org/
3https://pytorch.org/
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Table 3. Comaprison of dataset frame statistics.

Frame Statistics FDMSE-ISL FDMSE-ISL400 WLASL AUTSL LSA64 INCLUDE
# Videos 40033 8000 21095 36302 3200 4284
Mean 195.40 195.07 60.55 60.97 82.75 64.27
Standard Deviation 40.04 39.98 23.56 10.96 27.58 14.96
Minimum 30.00 90.00 9.00 7.00 14.00 33.00
1st Quartile 180.00 180.00 43.00 54.00 65.00 54.00
Median 180.00 180.00 58.00 60.00 78.00 62.00
3rd Quartile 210.00 210.00 74.00 67.00 100.00 71.25
Maximum 570.00 570.00 282.00 156.00 201.00 154.00

5.3. Data Pre-processing and Augmentations

Various data pre-processing techniques are used to nor-
malize the data and data augmentation techniques are em-
ployed during training to increase the model robustness.

Instead of the normalized coordinates of the keypoints
generated by the Mediapipe holistic ([0, 1]), we used the
keypoint coordinates with respect to the image size by mul-
tiplying the height and width (frame size) of the sign video.

In real-life video recording scenarios, subjects can ap-
pear anywhere within the image plane and with different
scales. We normalise the keypoint coordinates to achieve
location and scale invariance for keypoints using dynamic
bounding boxes. Additionally, we apply shear and rotation
transformations during training to the keypoints to intro-
duce subtle random variations, inspired by [44].

After using mediapipe holistic we observed occasional
failures in detecting hand keypoints. Instead of seeing this
as a limitation, we integrated this occurrence into our frame-
work by intentionally masking hand keypoints in certain
frames. We sample some frames with hyperparameter sam-
pling probability β following the SRSWOR sampling pro-
cedure and mask all the hand keypoints. Next, these frames
are filled with approximated hand keypoints using spheri-
cal linear interpolation technique. This missing data-filling
technique ensures a stable learning process for our graph
networks.

According to the ISL experts, signing speed differs from
signer to signer. To incorporate this speed variability we in-
troduce the temporal augmentation technique by randomly
reducing or increasing the number of frames through SR-
SWOR or Simple Random Sampling with replacement (SR-
SWR) sampling procedure.

The video clips can have any number of frames while the
models require a fixed number of frames. To combat this
inconsistent number of frames, temporal sampling is intro-
duced. If a video clip contains fewer frames than needed,
we pad it with a random offset at the beginning and accord-
ingly adjust at the end. Conversely, if the video contains
more frames than required, we uniformly sample the neces-
sary number of frames from the clip.

5.4. Results

5.4.1 Ablation Study

We have conducted an ablation study for different hyper-
parameters (number of spatial windows, temporal blocks,
temporal shift, edge bias, regularizer) of our proposed HW-
GAT model. For this study, we have used a subset called
FDMSE-ISL400 of our proposed dataset and report top-1
and top-5 per instance accuracy as performance measure-
ments.

Number of spatial windows: The division of each
skeleton frame into spatial windows is a distinctive feature
of our proposed model’s input representation. We have ex-
perimented with three different numbers of spatial windows
(1, 2, 4) defined as follows:

• In the case of 1 spatial window, there is no division of
the skeleton spatial structure.

• For 2 spatial window, we divide the skeleton spatial
structure into 2 substructures: substructure-1 (contains
head, left arm, and left hand) and substructure-2 (con-
tains head, right arm, and right hand).

• In the case of 4 spatial window, we divide the skeleton
spatial structure into 4 substructures: substructure-1
(contains head, left arm, and left hand), substructure-2
(contains head, left arm, and right hand), substructure-
3 (contains head, right arm, and left hand) and
substructure-4 (contains head, right arm, and right
hand).

The results of these three spatial windows divisions are
shown in Table 4 and the 4 spatial windows give the highest
performance of top-1 95.94% and top-5 99.44% accuracy.
Also, these results indicate that the proposed substructure-
based model performs relatively better than the whole graph
input representation (1 spatial window).

Temporal block length: The accuracy reaches the top
when the temporal block length is set to 2 as demonstrated
in Table 5. The temporal block length being 2 enforces
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Figure 9. Inter class similarity in signs ”Low” vs. ”Short/Young” and ”Seat” vs. ”Bench”.

Table 4. Impact of number of spatial windows on FDMSE-ISL400
dataset.

# Spatial Windows Test Accuracy
Top-1 Top-5

1 95.37 99.22
2 94.59 99.22
4 95.94 99.44

Table 5. Impact of length of temporal blocks on FDMSE-ISL400
dataset.

Temporal Block Length Test Accuracy
Top-1 Top-5

2 95.94 99.44
4 94.97 99.31

Table 6. Impact of temporal shift on FDMSE-ISL400 dataset.

Shifting Window Test Accuracy
Top-1 Top-5

Without Shift 94.97 99.31
With Shift 95.94 99.44

Table 7. Impact of edge bias on FDMSE-ISL400 dataset.

Edge Bias Type Test Accuracy
Top-1 Top-5

Learnable Edge Bias 95.53 99.41
Without Edge Bias 95.16 99.00
With Edge Bias 95.94 99.44

Table 8. Impact of regularizer on FDMSE-ISL400 dataset.

Presence of Regularizer Test Accuracy
Top-1 Top-5

No Regularizer 95.94 99.44
Regularizer 96.63 99.47

the model to capture the temporal dynamics in consecutive
frames.

Effect of temporal shift: Table 6 shows the results of

the temporal shift mechanism as described in Section 4.2.1.
The temporal window shifting allows the information prop-
agation between consecutive temporal blocks resulting in
better top-1 and top-5 accuracy compared to without shift-
ing.

Effect of edge bias: The proposed edge bias described
in Section 4.2.1 has a relatively better impact on the final
classification task as shown in Table 7. Our proposed edge
bias gives 0.78 percentage points top-1 accuracy compared
to the without edge bias mainly due to the attention mecha-
nism being restricted to each spatio-temporal block accord-
ing to the skeleton structure.

Impact of regularizer: The proposed attention dropout
regularization technique described in Section 4.2.1 gives
better performance (0.69 percentage point in top-1 and 0.03
percentage point in top-5) compared to without regularizer.

5.4.2 Evaluation of proposed dataset

To evaluate our proposed dataset, we consider our pro-
posed model, a baseline transformer-based model, and two
state-of-the-art skeleton-based models ST-GCN [18] and
SL-GCN [18]. We compared the results with an isolated
ISL dataset INCLUDE [46]. Table 9 shows the top-1 and
top-5 performance of all the methods on the proposed and
INCLUDE datasets. From Table 9 we see that on the
proposed dataset all the models perform less compared to
the INCLUDE datasets. This surmise that the proposed
dataset is more challenging, may be due to higher number
of classes and atomic signs being the subsets of composite
signs classes. Also, there is a lot of inter-class similarity
between two different signs like ’Low’ Vs. ’Short/Young’,
’Seat’ Vs. ’Bench’ etc. shown in Figure 9. To see the effect
of knowledge transfer, we pre-trained our proposed model
on the proposed dataset and fine-tuned (200 epochs) it on
the INCLUDE dataset. We achieved top-1 with 97.79%
and top-5 with 99.26% as shown in the last row of Table 9.
This result shows the utility of the proposed dataset for the
ISL recognition task as a pre-training dataset on relatively
smaller isolated ISL datasets similar to INCLUDE.
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Table 9. Comparing of results for Indian sign language dataset.

Method INCLUDE FDMSE-ISL
Top-1 Top-5 Top-1 Top-5

Transformer 94.85 99.14 89.71 97.95
ST-GCN [44] 96.69 99.14 93.57 99.01
SL-GCN [44] 96.57 99.26 93.39 98.98
HWGAT 97.67 99.26 93.86 99.19
HWGAT (Finetuned) 97.79 99.26 - -

Table 10. Comparison of results for other sign language datasets.

Methods LSA64 AUTSL WLASL
Top-1 Top-5 Top-1 Top-5 Top-1 Top-5

Pose-GRU [25] - - - - 22.54 49.81
Pose-TGCN [25] - - - - 23.65 51.75
Transformer 90.00 98.12 90.19 98.61 23.20 -
ST-GCN [44] 92.81 98.43 90.67 98.66 34.40 66.57
SL-GCN [18] 98.13 100.00 95.02 - 41.65 74.68
HWGAT 97.81 99.84 95.43 99.17 43.28 74.92
HWGAT (Finetuned) 98.59 99.84 95.80 99.49 48.49 80.86

5.4.3 Evaluation of proposed model

To evaluate the proposed model, we used our proposed
dataset as well as four other SL datasets: INCLUDE (In-
dian sign language), LSA64 (Argentinian sign language),
AUTSL (Turkish sign language), and WLASL (American
sign language) as described in Section 5.1. Table 9 summa-
rizes a comparative analysis with state-of-the-art skeleton-
based models on ISL datasets, highlighting that our pro-
posed model either performs better or exhibits similar re-
sults compared to other models. Table 10 demonstrates the
ability of the proposed model across different other sign
language datasets. The proposed model achieves the high-
est performance in both top-1 (95.43%, 43.28%) and top-5
(99.17%, 74.92%) for AUTSL and WLASL respectively.
For the LSA64 dataset, the proposed model gives compa-
rable results in both top-1 and top-5 performance measure.
When we fine-tune (pre-trained on the proposed dataset) our
model, we achieve the highest top-1 performance for all the
datasets as shown in the last row of Table 10.

6. Conclusion
In conclusion, we presented a new large-scale iso-

lated Indian sign language dataset and a novel sign lan-
guage recognition model based on the skeleton graph struc-
ture. The proposed dataset is not only large-scale but
also contains characteristics such as gender-balanced, class-
balanced, multi-modal and multi-view. The proposed
model tries to capture the distinctive characteristics of dif-
ferent signs by restricting the attention between interact-
ing body parts in the skeleton graph structure. Compar-

ative analysis of the proposed dataset with the state-of-
the-art isolated ISL dataset using different state-of-the-art
skeleton-based models shows the importance of our pro-
posed dataset. The proposed model has been evaluated on
different sign language (Indian, American, Argentinian, and
Turkish) datasets giving better or comparable results against
the state-of-the-art skeleton-based models. Also, the utility
of the proposed dataset is shown by the knowledge trans-
fer (or fine-tuning) experiment using the proposed model
throughout different sign language datasets. We believe that
the proposed dataset (with different modalities) will accel-
erate the ISL recognition task and be useful for other SL
recognition tasks. In addition, other multiview modalities
would be useful for keypoints correction, pose estimation,
3D-model generation, general gesture recognition and other
related tasks. Furthermore, our word grouping based on the
number of glosses can be used in classrooms for regular ISL
teaching and learning purposes.
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