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Robustness-enhanced Myoelectric Control with
GAN-based Open-set Recognition
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Abstract—Electromyography (EMG) signals are widely used
in human motion recognition and medical rehabilitation, yet
their variability and susceptibility to noise significantly limit the
reliability of myoelectric control systems. Existing recognition
algorithms often fail to handle unfamiliar actions effectively,
leading to system instability and errors. This paper proposes
a novel framework based on Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANs) to enhance the robustness and usability of myoelectric
control systems by enabling open-set recognition. The method
incorporates a GAN-based discriminator to identify and reject
unknown actions, maintaining system stability by preventing
misclassifications. Experimental evaluations on publicly available
and self-collected datasets demonstrate a recognition accuracy of
97.6% for known actions and a 23.6% improvement in Active
Error Rate (AER) after rejecting unknown actions. The proposed
approach is computationally efficient and suitable for deployment
on edge devices, making it practical for real-world applications.

Index Terms—Generative Adversarial Network (GAN), Sur-
face Electromyography (sEMG), Open-Set Recognition, Gesture
Recognition, Myoelectric Control.

I. INTRODUCTION

MODERN myoelectric control systems are designed to
interpret movement intentions from electromyography

(EMG) signals [1], requiring reliable methods for EMG signal
pattern recognition. These systems process EMG signals to
extract information about muscle activity. Compared to manual
or semi-automated prosthetics and exoskeletons, using EMG
to decode neural signals enables users to control these devices
more intuitively and naturally [2], [3]. Nonetheless, even the
most advanced commercial myoelectric control devices require
a period of adaptation and training to achieve effective pros-
thetic control [3], [4]. Moreover, their recognition algorithms
must be tailored to each user to ensure optimal performance.
The diversity of real-world scenarios and environments poses
significant challenges to the stability and accuracy of myo-
electric control systems [2], [5].

This instability arises due to two main factors: the variability
in signal characteristics collected from different individuals,
and environmental errors during the signal acquisition process.
The variability in signal characteristics is influenced by factors
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such as muscle fatigue and individual muscle properties,
leading to variations in EMG signal outputs for the same
movement. Environmental errors include challenges such as
electrode displacement and changes in skin impedance. For
a specific individual, the impact of environmental errors is
generally less significant than that of signal variability over
short time periods. According to Atzori et al. [6], an average
accuracy of only 66% is achieved when testing involves mul-
tiple repetitions of signals from the same subject performing
successive repetitive actions. This phenomenon, referred to as
“inter-subject/session” variability, is further discussed in [7],
highlighting the differences in EMG signals across individuals
and over time. Such low recognition accuracy significantly
contributes to the instability of the system.

Improving the methods for EMG signal collection or en-
hancing the performance of pattern recognition algorithms
can help reduce the effects of this instability. Research on
improving collection methods [8] is limited and predominantly
focuses on non-surface EMG (sEMG) signals, such as intra-
muscular EMG (iEMG) [9], [10]. Currently, most research
efforts are directed toward developing more robust pattern
recognition algorithms, with a variety of machine learning and
deep learning techniques being explored in the field of EMG
signal pattern recognition.

In addition to refining algorithms, further research has fo-
cused on signal pre-processing techniques within deep learning
methods. Some studies employ specialized approaches, such
as transfer learning, for EMG signal recognition, showing
promising results in scenarios with limited inter-session [11]
and inter-subject recognition [1], [10], [12]–[14]. In these
cases, each individual and time session is treated as a distinct
domain, framing the problem as a multi-domain learning
challenge [12]. These machine learning and deep learning
strategies have significantly improved the robustness of EMG
signal pattern recognition.

This paper introduces an enhanced deep learning approach
leveraging Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) to im-
prove the stability of myoelectric control systems. The pro-
posed method involves performing experiments with non-
target patterns, treating the corresponding EMG signals as
open sets to distinguish between correct and false classifica-
tions. Initially, a simple Convolutional Neural Network (CNN)
model is utilized to classify K-patterns derived from known
EMG gestures. Based on the K-dimensional prediction output
of the CNN model, an open-set discriminator is employed to
identify known classifications while rejecting unknown ones.
When the output is applied to an actuator, such as a prosthetic
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or exoskeleton, only recognized classifications are executed,
while unknown actions are disregarded to prevent operational
errors. This open-set discriminator model is particularly ef-
ficient due to its simplicity, minimizing the computational
burden on hardware devices.

This article is structured as follows. Sec. II details the
related classification methods applicable to gesture recognition
using EMG signals. Sec. III describes the principles of GAN-
based Open-Set Recognition. Sec. IV introduces our enhanced
EMG gesture recognition approach utilizing the GAN-based
Open-Set Recognition technique. Sec. V explains the exper-
iments conducted to evaluate our method, including three
sub-experiments that progressively extend the applicability
of this approach. Sec. VI analyzes the experimental results
in detail. Sec. VII further explores the relationship between
the proposed method, confidence-based rejection, and transfer
learning. Finally, Sec. VIII concludes this article.

II. BACKGROUND

Multiple deep learning-based approaches have been ex-
plored to enhance pattern recognition accuracy. In [12], Côté-
Allard et al. demonstrate that applying Complex Wavelet
Transform (CWT) to CNN training data for gesture classifica-
tion significantly improves recognition accuracy compared to
using raw data directly. Subsequently, the authors propose new
methods to further enhance accuracy by employing transfer
learning. In transfer learning, the domain is defined as samples
collected from different individuals and time sessions, framing
the task as a multi-domain problem [1]. Transfer learning has
been shown to improve EMG signal recognition performance,
particularly in “inter-subject/session” scenarios [1], [12]–[14].

Beyond accuracy, the active error rate (AER) of EMG
signals is one of the primary factors limiting the adoption
of myoelectric control systems in clinical practice [15]. AER
refers to the rate at which the device misinterprets muscle
movement patterns, leading to erroneous actions. Hargrove
et al. argue that halting an incorrect action costs less than
executing it, as correcting an error is often more time-
consuming [15]. If incorrectly identified results can be detected
and subsequently rejected by the actuator—i.e., maintaining
immobility or a default state—unnecessary overhead can be
significantly reduced. This would decrease operational costs
and improve the clinical ”usability” of these systems.

Many studies in this area focus on a key approach: increas-
ing confidence in the algorithm’s output. Confidence refers to
the reliability of the model’s classification results. Only high-
confidence gesture classifications are executed, while low-
confidence outputs are blocked, resulting in an idle state.
Scheme et al. [16] proposed a novel “1 vs. all” method to com-
pare the Active Error Rate (AER) and Total Error Rate (TER,
which includes both active and idle states) across several
machine learning methods. Subsequently, Scheme et al. [17]
introduced a rejection strategy following linear discriminant
analysis (LDA) and defined multiple performance measures to
evaluate the effectiveness of EMG control systems. Robertson
et al. [18] applied these measures to study the impact of
rejection thresholds on different error metrics.

Fig. 1. Three phases of EMG-based signal control flow for human motion
detection: signal acquisition, pattern recognition and pre-execution. The
techniques/approaches focus on known classes only are categorized as Close
scenario, while the ones focusing on both known and unknown classes are
categorized as Open scenario. The pre-execution phase involves explorations
like confidence-based rejection. In Open scenario, the focus shifts to unknown
class detection and rejection.

At early stage, the selection of confidence levels in EMG
signal recognition primarily relied on machine learning, with
manually preset parameters such as rejection thresholds [16].
With the advancement of deep learning in recent years, adap-
tive algorithms [5] and transfer learning methods [13], [14]
have been introduced to improve model accuracy, although less
attention has been given to the stability of myoelectric control
systems. For example, Bao et al. [19] proposed a method that
multiplies the CNN prediction output by a matrix and maps the
results to a step function to compute the confidence score. This
approach outperformed methods based on maximum posterior
probability and inverse entropy.

The work on confidence estimation for myoelectric control
predominantly focuses on known data. Real-world scenarios,
where prosthetic users are unlikely to restrict their movements
to predefined classes, remain largely underexplored. The lit-
erature offers limited discussion on strategies to improve the
”usability” of myoelectric control systems when faced with
unknown movement categories.

Another issue is that the most EMG pattern recognition
studies primarily focused on existing sample classes within
the training set, yielding positive effects on enhancing clas-
sifier confidence, accuracy, and robustness. However, the
identification of unrecognized categories resulting from inter-
subject/session variability remains largely unexplored. In this
paper, we propose an approach that extracts a subset of
samples from a specific class within the collected data and
designates them as an “unknown class.” The model is then
exclusively trained on the remaining “known classes.”

We employ a GAN discriminator as the core model. During
the GAN training process, the discriminator learns to differ-
entiate between known and unknown classes, enabling the
detection of unknown classes in scenarios involving previously
unseen samples. By integrating this discriminator with a CNN
classifier, the model effectively classifies known classes while
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rejecting instances of unknown classes. This approach has
been demonstrated to significantly enhance the confidence and
robustness of the EMG signal classifier in scenarios involving
unknown signals. The outcome of proposed approach is ap-
plied at the pre-execution phase of the EMG-based human
motion detection system as shown in Fig. 1.

The contribution of this paper is in three folders:
• We proposed a novel EMG signal recognition approach

using a GAN-based Open-Set technique, significantly en-
hancing the robustness of Myoelectric Control Systems.

• We evaluated the performance of the proposed method
using the Ninapro DB1 dataset. The results demonstrated
the effectiveness of the proposed approach compared to
both closed-set methods and open-set methods without
GAN, across various aspects.

• We conducted experiments with real hardware and col-
lected real EMG signal samples, utilizing the trained
discriminator to reject unknown classes. The results
showed a 23.6% improvement with the discriminator and
a recognition accuracy of 97.6%.

III. GAN-BASED OPEN-SET RECOGNITION

Most recognition models are trained on a fixed number of
predefined classes within a dataset. When data of an unknown
type is input into the model, it is often misclassified as one
of the known classes, which can lead to malfunctions, such as
unintended prosthetic limb movements. To address this chal-
lenge, open-set recognition models have been developed [20].
These models introduce specially prepared outlier data as
unknown classes [21] and utilize a GAN discriminator to iden-
tify and reject such unknown data [22]. Furthermore, a GAN
generator can be employed to produce synthetic outlier data,
which is subsequently used to train the discriminator [23].

The Generative Adversarial Network (GAN) was originally
introduced for generating realistic images [24]. A GAN is
composed of two networks: the generator G and the dis-
criminator D. The discriminator is trained to distinguish
real samples from fake ones, while the generator is trained
to create synthetic samples that can fool the discriminator,
thereby increasing its error rate. In this study, the generator is
implemented as a convolutional neural network, whereas the
discriminator is a fully connected neural network.

GANs evaluate the performance of the discriminator using
cross-entropy loss, defined as LD = −

∑m
i=1 Pi log(Qi),

where Pi represents the true probability distribution and Qi

denotes the predicted probability distribution. Since there are
only two mutually exclusive states, known and unknown, Pi

takes a value of either 1 or 0.
The loss for real samples and synthesized samples, gen-

erated by the generator, can be represented as LR
D =

− log(D(xi)) and LG
D = − log(1−D(G(zi))), respectively. xi

represents a real sample, and G(zi) denotes a synthetic sample
generated from random noise. To ensure a consistent gradient
direction, the loss for synthesized samples is expressed as
− log(1 − D(G(zi))) instead of − log(D(G(zi))), as the
discriminator aims to accept real samples while rejecting
synthetic ones. The final loss function, VD, for updating the
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Fig. 2. The Framework for GAN-based EMG Signal Pattern Recognition.

discriminator is calculated as the average of the losses for both
real and synthesized samples, as illustrated in Eq. 1.

VD =
1

m

m∑
i=1

[logD(xi) + log(1−D(G(zi)))] (1)

Since the gradient update for the generator also depends
on the discriminator’s output, the two networks are cascaded
during the generator’s update process. As a result, the update
formula VG for the generator only includes the portion of VD

that involves G(z), as shown in Eq. 2.

VG =
1

m

m∑
i=1

[log(1−D(G(zi)))] (2)

In practice, VG represents a subset of VD, and the complete
equation is expressed as V (D,G). The optimization objective
for the discriminator is to maximize its ability to correctly dis-
tinguish real data, which corresponds to maximizing V (D,G),
as shown in Eq. 3.

D∗
G = argmaxDV (D,G) (3)

Meanwhile, the objective for the generator, as shown in
Eq. 4, is to minimize the second part while keeping D∗

G

constant.

G∗ = argminGV (G,D∗
G) (4)

By unifying the optimization objectives of the discrimi-
nator and the generator, and substituting the mean with the
mathematical expectation, the classic formula for the GAN
optimization objective is derived, as shown in Eq. 5.

minGmaxDV (D,G) = Ex−Pdata(x)
[logD(x)]+

Ex−P (z)[log(1−D(G(z)))] (5)

IV. ENHANCED-MYOELECTRONIC CONTROL WITH
GAN-BASED OPEN-SET RECOGNITION

The proposed framework using GAN-based Open-Set
recognition to enhance Myoelectronic control is illustrated
in Fig. 2. It contains three steps: data pre-processing, CNN
feature extraction and classification in accepted actions, which
are detailed in the section below respectively.
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Fig. 3. known and unknown class, test and train set, GAN and CNN
training and testing.

A. Step 1: Data Pre-Processing

During the data pre-processing phase, surface EMG signals
are sampled simultaneously using 10 electrodes at a sampling
rate of 1000 Hz. The collected samples are grouped into
segments of 200 ms. Each segment is then fed into the CNN
classifier for further processing.

10 different gestures are performed during the sampling
process, resulting in 10 distinct classes of samples. A subset of
these classes is arbitrarily selected and labeled as unknown,
while the remaining classes are labeled as known. The sam-
ples from the known classes are used for training the CNN
and GAN models.

To validate the trained unknown class discriminator, a
certain portion of samples from both known and unknown
classes is reserved for testing. How all EMG samples are spited
into known and unknown dataset, later being distributed for
training, validating or testing by CNN-classifier and discrimi-
nator are illustrated in Fig. 3.

B. Step 2: Calculate Model Feature Vector with CNN

A CNN classifier is developed to classify known class sam-
ples. The architecture consists of two convolutional layers and
two fully connected layers, as illustrated in Fig. 4. The input to
the CNN is an NChannel×NSample points matrix representing
the EMG signals. NChannel is set to 10, corresponding to
the number of electrodes, and NSample points represents the
number of samples within a 200 ms time window.

The input data is processed through two convolutional
layers, Conv1 and Conv2, each utilizing 32 3×3 convolutional
kernels. Padding is set to 1 to ensure consistent input and
output dimensions across each convolutional layer. The output
of Conv2 is flattened and passed to the fully connected layer,
FC1.

The number of neurons in the output layer is set to match
the number of known classes, Nknown. Given that the total
number of gesture classes does not exceed 50, the number

Input sample

10 electrodes EMG

Conv1 

padding=1

Conv2 

padding=1

1 × 128 

FC1
Input

1×𝑁𝐾𝑛𝑜𝑤𝑛
Output

3 × 3 × 32 3 × 3 × 32 1 × 128 1 × 𝑁𝐾𝑛𝑜𝑤𝑛

Fig. 4. The architecture of CNN-based classifier. The input to the CNN is
an NChannel ×NSample points matrix representing the EMG signals. The
input is processed through two convolutional layers, Conv1 and Conv2, each
comprising 32 3 × 3 convolutional kernels. Padding is set to 1 to maintain
consistent input and output dimensions for each convolutional layer. The
output of Conv2 is flattened and passed to the fully connected layer, FC1. The
number of neurons in the final layer is set to match the number of known
classes, Nknown.

1 × 128 

FC2

1 × 𝑁𝐻𝑖𝑑𝑑𝑒𝑛
Input

1 × 𝑁𝐾𝑛𝑜𝑤𝑛
Output

1 × 64

FC1

1 × 64

FC2

1 × 𝑁𝐾𝑛𝑜𝑤𝑛
Input

1 × 1

Output

1 × 128

FC1

Generator Discriminator

Fig. 5. The GAN consists of two competing networks during the training
process: the generator and the discriminator. The generator takes random
Gaussian noise of size 1×NHidden as input and produces an output vector of
length NKnown. The input to the discriminator has a size of (1×NKnown),
and its output is a single numerical value between 0 and 1, representing
the classification judgment. The fully connected layers FC1 and FC2 in the
discriminator consist of 128 and 64 neurons, respectively.

of neurons in FC1 is chosen to be larger than the output
layer, following an exponent scale of 2. As a result, 27 = 128
neurons are selected for FC1.

C. Step 3: Classification with Trained Discriminator

The goal of this step is to train the discriminator to
identify unknown class samples and reject them, thereby
preventing false actions. This process requires both known
and unknown samples for training the discriminator. Since
the unknown EMG signal samples collected in the first step
are preserved for the final evaluation of the discriminator, the
generator in the GAN is used to produce synthetic unknown
samples for training. The known EMG signal samples are
directly utilized for discriminator training.

As shown in Fig. 5, the GAN consists of two competing
networks during the training process: the generator and the dis-
criminator. The generator takes random Gaussian noise of size
1×NHidden as input and outputs a vector of length NKnown.
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Fig. 6. The ROC curve and its optimal cutoff are determined using the test
set derived from self-collected data. The ROC curve depicts the performance
of the binary classification model across a range of threshold settings. The
True Positive Rate (TPR) represents the proportion of actual positive cases
correctly identified by the model. The False Positive Rate (FPR) represents
the proportion of actual negative cases incorrectly classified as positive by the
model. The point closest to the top-left corner of the ROC curve corresponds
to the optimal threshold value. This threshold minimizes the FPR while
maximizing the TPR, ensuring an optimal trade-off between sensitivity and
specificity.

For effective generator training, the dimension of NHidden is
typically set smaller than NKnown. The discriminator’s goal
is to determine whether its input originates from real EMG
samples or synthetic data generated by the generator. The
discriminator’s input is of size (1×NKnown), and it outputs a
single numerical value between 0 and 1 as its judgment. The
fully connected layers, FC1 and FC2, in the discriminator have
128 and 64 neurons, respectively.

The discriminator’s output represents the predicted probabil-
ity of the input sample being real. A threshold value is required
to determine whether the input sample is real or synthesized.
This threshold is determined using a metric called the Area
Under the Curve (AUC).

The AUC quantifies the entire two-dimensional area beneath
the Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve, as shown
in Fig. 6. The ROC curve illustrates the trade-off between
sensitivity (True Positive Rate, TPR) and specificity (False
Positive Rate, FPR) as the classification threshold varies. The
AUC provides a single scalar value between 0 and 1, repre-
senting the model’s ability to discriminate between positive
and negative classes. A higher AUC value indicates better
performance by the discriminator. During the training process,
the discriminator with the highest AUC value is selected as the
unknown class discriminator.

The most upper-left corner point on the ROC curve of the
selected discriminator is chosen as the threshold value. If the
predicted probability produced by the discriminator is equal to
or greater than this threshold, the input sample is classified as
a known class and accepted. In this case, the final action or
gesture corresponding to the class of the sample is executed.
If the probability is lower than the threshold, the sample is
rejected, and the system maintains its default or previous state

(a) (b)

a pair of differential 

electrodes

Fig. 7. The gesture capture process begins with configuring the device
to operate in differential mode, which enhances the signal-to-noise ratio.
Differential electrodes are carefully positioned in close proximity, as indicated
by the yellow box in Fig. 7(a). The Shimmer device collects EMG signals
and transmits them to a computer in real-time via Bluetooth communication.
During the recording session, the subject is guided to alternate between rest
and movement states, as illustrated in Fig. 7(b).

until the next accepted sample is identified.

V. EXPERIMENTS

This section details the data collection process for training
the model, utilizing both practical experiments and publicly
available datasets. The collected data is subsequently used to
determine the thresholds that enable the model to distinguish
between known and unknown classes.

A. Data Collection

1) Self-Collected Data: A commercial EMG signal acqui-
sition device 1 was utilized for data collection. The device
includes five probes: four for signal acquisition and one for
calibration. In differential mode, the four acquisition probes
are arranged into two pairs, with each pair positioned closely
together, as shown in Fig. 7, to form a single channel and
reduce common-mode error. Each Shimmer3 device provides
two channels for sampling EMG signals, allowing the simul-
taneous use of three devices to capture six channels. The
calibration probe is attached to the prominent part of the
arm joint to mitigate DC bias. EMG signals are transmitted
to a computer in real time via Bluetooth communication.
The signal sampling rate is set to 1000 Hz to ensure high-
fidelity signal acquisition while maintaining the quality of
Bluetooth communication. All participants involved in the data
collection process provided written informed consent prior to
their participation in the study. All data were anonymized to
protect participant privacy.

2) Public Dataset: The Ninapro public dataset [25] is the
largest publicly available EMG dataset and serves as a widely
used resource in EMG signal-related research. The dataset is
organized into ten categories, labeled from DB1 to DB10. For
this study, we exclusively utilized data from the DB1 category.
The DB1 dataset contains over 50 distinct gesture categories
of EMG signal samples. During data recording, each gesture

1https://shimmersensing.com/product/shimmer3-gsr-unit/
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is performed for 10 seconds and repeated 10 times, with a 10-
second rest period between repetitions. Participants are seated
with their arms resting on a table to reduce the influence of arm
and body movements. EMG signals are sampled at intervals of
50 ms. Samples from each 200 ms time window are grouped
together to create a format compatible with neural network
processing. This methodology produces 50 groups of samples
for each 10-second recording period per gesture. The 2nd, 5th,
and 7th groups of samples from each gesture are used as the
validation set to evaluate the final trained model.

B. Model Training

The model training process adheres to the methodology
outlined in Sec. IV. All deep learning code is implemented
using PyTorch and is publicly available online 2. The training
process is conducted on RTX 2080 GPUs. To optimize the
performance of the discriminator, a threshold is determined
based on the AUC value produced by the discriminator. As
shown in Fig. 6, the ROC curve of the discriminator is
analyzed, and the point nearest to the top-left corner is selected
as the threshold. Discriminator outputs with AUC values equal
to or exceeding this threshold are classified as belonging to the
known class, while outputs below the threshold are classified
as the unknown class.

VI. EVALUATION

We evaluated the performance of the unknown class dis-
criminator across three key dimensions:

• the impact of varying the ratio between known and
unknown classes,

• the performance when encountering new unknown ges-
ture classes, and

• the performance in cross-domain scenarios.
Three metrics are employed to assess the model’s perfor-

mance: Activation Action Error Rate (AER), Classification
Accuracy (ACC), and Accuracy Recovery Rate (ARR). AER
represents the proportion of incorrect execution actions relative
to all output actions, with actions determined based on gestures
classified by the trained model. ACC denotes the proportion
of correct execution actions after rejecting unknown classes,
calculated as ACC = 1−AER. ARR evaluates the ratio of the
model’s accuracy to the accuracy obtained on the training set
containing only known classes. Theoretically, after rejecting
unknown classes, the model’s accuracy should converge to
the accuracy of a dataset comprising only known classes.
However, this accuracy may vary depending on the ratio of
known to unknown classes and the introduction of new
unknown gesture classes.

A. Impact of Known-to-Unknown Ratio

The objective of the trained unknown class discriminator is
to identify the unknown class and reject the execution of the
corresponding action. The performance of the discriminator,
however, is influenced by the ratio of known to unknown

2github.com/cwdao/paper code robustness enhanced myoelectric control/

1 1:1 1:1.5 1:2 1:3 1:4.2

known-to-unknown ratio
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Fig. 8. The average AER comparison of the discriminators using 10 known
classes and 5, 10, 15, 20, 30, and 42 unknown classes for training.

classes used during training. To evaluate the impact of varying
ratios, two evaluation setups are employed.

In the first setup, 10 gesture samples from the DB1 dataset
are selected as known classes. From the remaining dataset,
5, 10, 15, 20, 30, and 42 gesture samples are selected as
unknown classes. This configuration creates six discrimi-
nators trained with different ratios of known to unknown
classes, ranging from 1 : 0.5 to 1 : 4.2. Fig. 8 presents the
AER values obtained using the proposed OpenGAN approach,
compared to the performance of a method relying solely on
the classifier trained with the same dataset, referred to as Open
in the figure. To establish a baseline, we also compare with
a classifier trained on the entire DB1 dataset, assuming all
samples are known. This baseline approach, termed Close, is
not practical in real-world scenarios since unknown samples
that the classifier has not been trained on will inevitably exist.

As illustrated in Fig. 8, the AER increases as the number
of unknown classes grows for both the OpenGAN and Open
approaches. However, the AER of the OpenGAN approach
consistently remains lower than that of the Open approach.
This improvement arises from the OpenGAN method’s ability
to utilize the discriminator to prevent unknown classes from
being misclassified as known classes.

In the second setup, we select 4 and 20 gesture samples from
the DB1 dataset as unknown classes. From the remaining
dataset, we select 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 16, and 20 gesture samples
as known classes. This setup results in 14 different ratios,
with 7 ratios for each case of 4 and 20 unknown classes.
Fig. 9 presents the accuracies corresponding to each ratio.
As the number of known classes increases, the proportion
of the dataset available for training also increases, leading to
improved model accuracy, as shown in the figure. For the same
reason, the accuracies in the case with 20 unknown classes
are lower compared to the case with only 4 unknown classes.
The proposed OpenGAN approach with 4 unknown classes
demonstrates the performance closest to the baseline Close
case, particularly when the number of known classes is large.
Compared to the Open approach, the OpenGAN accuracy with
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TABLE I
THE UNKNOWN DISCRIMINATOR’S AUC ON TEST DATASET

Kn/Un Sub 1 Sub 2 Sub 3 Sub 4 Sub 5
1:0.5 0.8567 0.7330 0.7529 0.8291 0.7804

1:1 0.8100 0.7350 0.7658 0.8367 0.7215

1:1.5 0.7904 0.7310 0.7360 0.8709 0.7328

1:2 0.7801 0.7369 0.7291 0.8355 0.7570

1:3 0.7908 0.7839 0.7107 0.8561 0.7788

1:4 0.8189 0.7850 0.7719 0.8799 0.7614

4 unknown classes is improved by 50% to 70%, maintaining
an accuracy range of approximately 80% to 90%.

Overall, the proposed OpenGAN approach, incorporating
an unknown class discriminator, demonstrates significant im-
provement compared to the Open approach. This improvement
is consistent across various ratio settings between the numbers
of known and unknown classes. A higher ratio of known to
unknown classes leads to better performance for OpenGAN.
Notably, when the ratio exceeds 1 : 1, the performance of
OpenGAN approaches the baseline, represented by the Close
approach.

For the experiment evaluating the impact of the known-
to-unknown ratio, data from 5 subjects in the dataset are
utilized. Each subject is used to train a known class classifier.
These classifiers predict all known and unknown class data
to extract feature values, which are subsequently used to
create a new dataset for training the GAN and selecting
the discriminator. Tab. VI-A presents the AUC values of
the unknown class discriminators across different known-to-
unknown ratios for each subject. The results indicate that the
AUC values remain relatively stable regardless of the number
of unknown classes. Tab. VI-A displays the F1-scores of the
discriminators, showing a downward trend as the number of
unknown classes increases. This metric is computed only
after determining the optimal threshold from the ROC curve
and, therefore, cannot serve as an indicator during the training
process.

TABLE II
THE UNKNOWN DISCRIMINATOR’S F1-SCORE ON TEST DATASET

Kn/Un Sub 1 Sub 2 Sub 3 Sub 4 Sub 5
1:0.5 0.85542 0.78866 0.79887 0.78412 0.77844

1:1 0.76571 0.69091 0.73864 0.78070 0.70968

1:1.5 0.7040 0.62115 0.64322 0.76667 0.68132

1:2 0.62353 0.60045 0.62557 0.67574 0.62151

1:3 0.55106 0.57971 0.48328 0.66801 0.56954

1:4 0.54108 0.48130 0.68578 0.62028 0.53526

5 10 15 20 30 42
number unknown classes
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Fig. 10. Cross Comparison of the average AER of 6 different discriminators
over 6 different different known to unknown ratio of validating sets. The
number of known classes is fixed to 10.

B. Performance on Different Numbers of Unknown Classes

The known classes are typically predefined, either through
laboratory experiments or real-world applications. In contrast,
the number of unknown classes is unpredictable. When a
myoelectric control system is deployed, additional unknown
classes often emerge beyond initial expectations. These un-
foreseen classes are not included in the validation set used to
evaluate the discriminator. This section examines the perfor-
mance of the OpenGAN approach under varying numbers of
unknown classes in the validation set.

Sec. VI-A presents discriminators trained with six different
ratios of known to unknown classes in the validation set.
Fig. 10 illustrates the performance of these trained discrimi-
nators across various compositions of known and unknown
classes in the validation set. The number of known classes is
fixed at 10. The performance of the Open and Close methods
is also evaluated, serving as the upper and lower bounds for
comparison.

All six ratio discriminators demonstrate improved perfor-
mance compared to the Open method. This suggests that the
proposed discriminator method exhibits strong generalization
capabilities. Additionally, the AER values of the discriminators
increase as the number of unknown classes in the valida-
tion set grows. The discriminator trained with a 1:2 ratio
out-performs over others, achieving the lowest AER in the
validation set composition with 10, 15, 20 and 30 unknown
classes. In contrast, the discriminator trained with a 1:0.5 ratio
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Fig. 11. The AER of discriminators within the original training domain and
with other test domains. close (original domain) and open (original domain)
refer to the closed set and open set test outcomes within the original domain.
Close (other domain) and open (other domain) indicate the closed set and
open set results in 4 other different domains. The standard deviations are
shown above the relevant cells.

shows the worst performance when the validation set contains
more than 10 unknown classes.

Optimal performance is not necessarily achieved by train-
ing the model using the corresponding ratio of known to
unknown classes. As the percentage of unknown classes
increases significantly, the outcomes become less meaningful,
with no AER values dropping below 50% when the ratio
surpasses 1:2. Consequently, it is practical to choose a number
of unknown actions that closely matches the number of
known classes for forming a test set to obtain the best
outcomes.

C. Experiment of Cross Domain Scenario

The deployment of a classifier, which has been trained on
EMG signal samples obtained from a single individual, on
samples from different individuals constitutes a cross-domain
scenario. In order to evaluate the cross-domain effectiveness
of our methodology, discriminators were trained on samples
from one subject and subsequently tested on different subjects.
These discriminators were trained utilizing six distinct known
to unknown ratios, with a consistent incorporation of 10
fixed known classes as described in Sec. VI-A. Our approach
does not integrate transfer learning or confidence estimation
mechanisms to enhance cross-domain performance.

As shown in Fig. 11, the cross-domain test results exhibit
significantly higher AER values compared to those obtained
from the original subject sample set. Regardless of whether
the Close or Open methods are used, the AER values in the
cross-domain context consistently exceed 80%.

To evaluate cross-domain performance between the Open-
GAN and Close approaches, we utilized the Accuracy Re-
covery Rate (ARR) metric. ARR quantifies the accuracy ratio
between OpenGAN and Close, with a higher ARR indicating
better cross-domain performance of the OpenGAN approach.
We analyzed the ARR performance of six ratio discriminators
across various unknown class validation sets, with the results
presented in Fig. 12.
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Fig. 12. The accuracy recovery rate (ARR) between OpenGAN and Close,
represented as ”opg/cls”. The heatmap shows the mean ARR values of the
cross-domain evaluation over 4 different subjects. The standard deviations are
shown above the relevant cells.

For the validation set with 5 unknown classes, referred to
as the opg/cls,5 category, all ARR values exceed 90%. For
the validation set with 30 unknown classes, referred to as
the opg/cls,30 category, the ARR values for all models are
below 50%, except for the model trained with a 1:3 ratio
of known to unknown classes. The performance is even
worse in the opg/cls,42 category. These results indicate that
the performance of the trained models decreases as the number
of unknown classes in the validation set increases, which is
an expected trend.

Fig. 13 compared cross-domain (i.e. Fig. 12) and original
domain performance. To the heatmap plot on the left side, the
models trained with different ratios of known to unknown
dataset have similar ARR values, regardless the number of
unknown class data in the validation set. However, the
ARRs of cross-domain cases, i.e. marked as other domain,
exhibit a better performance comparing to origin domain,
meaning tested using the same subject. The error plot on
the right side indicated this conclusion as well. It calculated
the average ARR values over different number of unknown
classes dataset. The ARR of cross-domain cases are always
above the original domain. Since the ARR represents the
accuracy recovery rate, which focuses on the improvement,
this result the improvement of OpenGAN based model over
Close set based mode under cross-domain, is higher than
original domain testing.

D. Verification of Self-Collected EMG signal

In addition to training on the Ninapro DB1 dataset, we used
an acquisition device to collect EMG signals from 10 different
gestures, as shown in Fig. 14. Six of the gestures were selected
as known classes for training the classification model, while
the remaining four were designated as unknown classes to
form the validation set. The model achieved 97.6% accuracy
on the known class dataset. The unknown class discriminator
was trained using a GAN-based approach.

The trained CNN achieved 57.6% open set accuracy, which
improved to 81.2% after rejecting unknown classes with the
discriminator. We compared the performance of the discrim-
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Fig. 13. The right heatmap plot shows the mean ARR values of models trained using 6 different ratios of known to unknown and tested under cross-domain,
i.e. (other domain), and original domain. The testing/validating set with different numbers of unknown classes are applied during the test. The right error
plot indicates the improvement of OpenGAN over Close set based models (ARR) under cross-domain case, is higher than orginal domain.

Fig. 14. 10 self-collected gestures for testing.

inator with the results in Sec. VI-A, where it was trained
with 4 unknown classes and 6 known classes. By rejecting
unknown classes, our approach significantly reduces the error
rate of the actual output actions, thereby enhancing the overall
usability of the system.

VII. DISCUSSION

We have demonstrated that the proposed GAN-based open-
set recognition method effectively addresses the challenges of
identifying unknown gestures in myoelectric control systems.
The discussion in this section explores how integrating this
method with existing techniques, such as confidence-based
rejection and transfer learning, could further enhance system
stability and adaptability, addressing gaps observed in the
experimental results.

A. Confidence-Based Rejection Integration

Confidence-based rejection has proven effective in reducing
the Active Error Rate (AER) by ensuring that only high-
confidence classifications are executed. Our results demon-
strate that the GAN-based discriminator significantly reduces
AER by rejecting unknown gestures, particularly when the

known-to-unknown ratio is favorable (less than 1:2). How-
ever, our method does not explicitly evaluate the confi-
dence level of predictions for known gestures. Combining
our approach with confidence-based rejection could further
improve performance by addressing both unknown gesture
rejection and low-confidence errors within known gestures.
For example, the discriminator’s high AUC and F1-scores
in known-to-unknown ratio experiments suggest that it could
complement confidence-based rejection strategies to improve
decision reliability across diverse scenarios.

B. Enhancing Cross-Domain Generalization with Transfer
Learning

Our experiments revealed limitations in cross-domain per-
formance, with significantly higher AER values when ap-
plying the model to new subjects. While our method ex-
cels in distinguishing between known and unknown actions
within the training domain, transfer learning could enhance
its generalization to new users and sessions. By adapting the
classifier to multiple domains, transfer learning would increase
the accuracy of known gesture classification, particularly for
datasets with diverse subjects, as seen in the cross-domain
experiments. Incorporating this technique could also raise the
upper limit of the accuracy recovery rate (ARR) observed in
our evaluations, making the system more robust in real-world
applications.

C. Comprehensive System Improvement for Real-World De-
ployment

The simplicity and low computational requirements of the
proposed GAN-based method make it highly suitable for
deployment on resource-constrained edge devices such as
prosthetics. The model achieved significant improvements in
rejecting unknown gestures (e.g., a 23.6% reduction in active
errors) while maintaining high accuracy (97.6%) on known
classes. These findings confirm the method’s potential as an
effective pre-execution safeguard in open-set environments.
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Combining it with confidence-based rejection and transfer
learning would enable a comprehensive framework, improving
classification accuracy, adaptability to new users, and error
mitigation in unknown scenarios. This could address gaps
identified in our cross-domain tests and enhance system us-
ability in practical settings.

VIII. CONCLUSION

This paper presents a novel GAN-based open-set recog-
nition approach to enhance the robustness and usability
of myoelectric control systems. The method effectively re-
jects unknown gestures while maintaining accurate execution
of known actions, achieving a significant improvement in
both system stability and Active Error Rate (AER). Exper-
imental results demonstrated a high accuracy of 97.6% for
known classes and a 23.6% reduction in AER after rejecting
unknown gestures, underscoring the method’s effectiveness.

The proposed approach is lightweight and computationally
efficient, making it suitable for deployment on edge devices
such as prosthetics. Its ability to operate without prior exposure
to unknown gestures highlights its adaptability and general-
ization capabilities, especially under inter-subject and inter-
session variability. However, challenges in cross-domain per-
formance and robustness improvements for known gestures
remain, presenting opportunities for further refinement.

Future work will explore integrating this method with
confidence-based rejection to improve decision-making re-
liability for known gestures. Additionally, the application
of transfer learning could enhance cross-domain adaptability,
addressing the limitations observed in current cross-subject
evaluations. Expanding the method to include applications like
angle and moment estimation could further broaden its impact
in bioelectric signal processing.

In conclusion, the GAN-based open-set recognition frame-
work represents a practical and scalable solution for improving
the stability, accuracy, and usability of myoelectric control
systems. Its integration with complementary techniques offers
the potential to set a new standard for robustness in open-
environment bioelectric control systems.
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[5] I. Ketykó, F. Kovács, and K. Z. Varga, “Domain adaptation for semg-
based gesture recognition with recurrent neural networks,” 2019 Inter-
national Joint Conference on Neural Networks (IJCNN), pp. 1–7, 2019.

[6] M. Atzori, M. Cognolato, and H. Müller, “Deep learning with convo-
lutional neural networks applied to electromyography data: A resource
for the classification of movements for prosthetic hands,” Frontiers in
Neurorobotics, vol. 10, 2016.

[7] D. Xiong, D. Zhang, X. Zhao, and Y. Zhao, “Deep learning for emg-
based human-machine interaction: A review,” IEEE/CAA Journal of
Automatica Sinica, vol. 8, pp. 512–533, 2021.

[8] Y. Wang, L. Jiang, L. Ren, P. Huang, M. Yu, L. Tian, X. Li, J. Xie,
P. Fang, and G. Li, “Towards improving the quality of electrophysio-
logical signal recordings by using microneedle electrode arrays,” IEEE
Transactions on Biomedical Engineering, vol. 68, pp. 3327–3335, 2021.

[9] M. Atzori, A. Gijsberts, H. Müller, and B. Caputo, “Classification of
hand movements in amputated subjects by semg and accelerometers,”
2014 36th Annual International Conference of the IEEE Engineering in
Medicine and Biology Society, pp. 3545–3549, 2014.

[10] X. Zhang, Z. Yang, T. Chen, D. Chen, and M.-C. Huang, “Cooperative
sensing and wearable computing for sequential hand gesture recogni-
tion,” IEEE Sensors Journal, vol. 19, pp. 5775–5783, 2019.

[11] Y. Du, W. Jin, W. Wei, Y. Hu, and W. dong Geng, “Surface emg-based
inter-session gesture recognition enhanced by deep domain adaptation,”
Sensors (Basel, Switzerland), vol. 17, 2017.
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