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Abstract—This study introduces an improved VMD based
signal decomposition methodology for non-contact heartbeat
estimation using millimeterwave (mmWave) radar. Specifically,
we first analyze the signal model of the mmWave radar system.
The Variational Mode Decomposition (VMD) integrated with the
Newton-Raphson-based optimizer (NRBO) algorithm are sequen-
tially utilized for cardiac mechanic signal (CMS) reconstruction.
The estimation accuracy is enhanced by adaptively optimizing
the VMD parameters including intrinsic mode functions (IMFs)
and penalty factor (α). Eventually, the experimental results of
18 subjects validate the effectiveness of the proposed method by
comparing with three commonly used baselines.

Index Terms—mmWave radar, heartbeat estimation, noncon-
tact monitoring, variable mode decomposition (VMD), Newton-
Raphson optimization

I. INTRODUCTION

Heartbeat estimation is a critical component in medical
diagnostics and health management. Conventional methods for
heartbeat estimation primarily rely on contact-based electro-
cardiogram (ECG) signals, which can be inconvenient and
impractical in certain scenarios, especially long-term sleep
monitoring [1]. In recent years, radar-based technology Mil-
limeterwave (mmWave) radar has emerged as a promising
noncontact technology for vital signal detection, owing to its
high sensitivity, robust penetration, and adaptability to diverse
environments [2]. These characteristics make mmWave radar
well-suited for applications requiring continuous and non-
invasive monitoring, providing an alternative to traditional
ECG-based methods.

Xu et al. [3] introduced an application of Variational Mode
Decomposition (VMD) for cardiac cycle signal monitoring

in complex environment. Nevertheless, it is difficult to solve
the challenges posed by noise and signal overlap. Du et al.
[4] proposed an optimized GA-VMD approach, which inte-
grates genetic algorithms to improve parameter selection. This
method has achieved higher accuracy in separating heartbeat
compared to standard VMD methods. However, due to the
iterative nature of genetic algorithms, it is susceptible to local
optima during parameter optimization [5].

To further advance the accuracy of noncontact heartbeat
estimation, we introduce a novel method that integrates a
Newton-Raphson-based optimizer (NRBO) with VMD, focus-
ing on optimizing the penalty factor and identifying the most
relevant intrinsic mode functions (IMFs) and penalty factor
α to further improve the precision of heart rate estimation.
NRBO dynamically adjust VMD parameters to enhance signal
decomposition, effectively isolating cardiac components. The
effectiveness of the proposed model is evaluated through ex-
perimental results involving cardiac mechanical signals (CMS)
from 18 participants, captured using a 60 GHz millimeter-wave
radar system.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Signal Model of mmWave Radar

FMCW radar, featuring as linearly modified frequency
region within each chirp, is capable of acquiring the signals
with weak amplitude by extracting the phase signal. Therefore,
FMCW radar is an important modality applied to non-contact
physiological signal measurement. The process of experimen-
tal signal acquisition is illustrated in Fig. 1.

ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

11
04

2v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.S

P]
  1

6 
Fe

b 
20

25



Fig. 1. Process of experimental signal acquisition.

Plotting the transmitted and received signals in the fre-
quency domain for two chirps, the s(t) and r(t) signals can
be expressed in plural form.

Based on Fig. 1, the transmitter signal of radar can be
expressed as:

s(t) = ej(2πfct+πB
T T 2) (1)

r (t) = ej(2πfc(t−td)+πB
T (t−td)

2) (2)

where fc is the carrier frequency of the transmitter signal; B is
the bandwidth of FMCW; T is the sweep time of one chirp and
td is the time delay of echo signal. After passing through the
mixer, the signal y(t) can be derived from the multiplication
of signal s(t) and r(t):

y (t) = s (t) r (t) = ej(4π
BR
cT + 4π

λ R) (3)

where R is the target distance. Based on Formula (3), the target
distance can be detected from the phase of the IF signal:

δϕy = 4π
δR

λ
(4)

Through [5], the tiny displacement caused by the human
heartbeat is between 0.2 to 0.5 mm, and by human respira-
tion is between 1 to 12 mm, which is below the minimum
frequency resolution. Therefore, the distance dimension must
be estimated by the phase difference in the heartbeat measure-
ment. For fc = 60 GHz , the wavelength λ = 5 mm. It can be
derived from Formula (4) that if a displacement δR = 1mm is
detected, the phase change will be δϕ = 2.51radians , which
is detectable.

B. Radar Signal Processing Based on Improved VMD
1) VMD Parameters: VMD is an adaptive signal decom-

position method which decomposes the given signal into a
set of IMFs by solving an optimization problem illustrated in
Equation (5).

min
{uk},{ωk}

K∑
k=1

∥∥∥∥∂t [(δ(t) + j
1

πt

)
∗ uk(t)

]
e−jωkt

∥∥∥∥2
2

(5)

where K is the number of the IMFs, ωk is the center frequency
of the kth IMFs. The bandwidth of each IMFs is related to
the penalty factor α.

In the signal processing of the cardiac mechanical signal
(CMS), we select and reconstruct the IMFs within frequencies
between 0.5Hz to 2Hz, indicating the heart rate of 30 BPM to
120 BPM which is the range of the vast majority of people.

2) Parameter Optimized by Newton-Raphson-based Opti-
mizer (NRBO): The performance of VMD is closely related
to the IMF number K and the penalty factor α. This requires
VMD to adjust its parameters in order to achieve optimal
signal decomposition and reconstruction when dealing with
CMS from different individuals. A stable performance can
be achieved if applying an optimization algorithm to au-
tomatically adapt the parameters regarding to the different
characteristics of CMS.

Due to the considerable temporal consistency of CMS, the
degree of uniformity of the signal over the time series is highly
correlated with its superiority. Thus, the Sample Entropy [6] is
chosen as the objective function for the optimization process.

The NRBO algorithm simulates genetic, cooperative,
and competitive behaviors thorugh combining the Newton-
Raphson Search Rule and the Trap Avoidance Operator. It
demonstrates strong performance in convergence rate and the
avoidance of local optimal. The whole optimization process is
depicted in Algorithm 1.



Algorithm 1: NRBO for Optimizing VMD Parameters
Input: N : Population size, max iter: Maximum iterations.
Output: Xg: Global optimal solution.
Initialize: Randomly generate N individuals X as [K,α], calculate fitness, and find global optimum Xg .
for t = 1 to max iter do

for each individual Xi ∈ X do
// Global Search:
Randomly select Xj , Xk, generate r1, r2 ∼ U(0, 1), update:

Xnew
i = Xi + r1(Xg −Xi) + r2(Xj −Xk)

// Local Search:
if Xi is close to Xg then

Perturb with δ ∼ U(−0.1, 0.1):
Xnew

i = Xi + δ · (Xg −Xi)

// Cooperation:
if fitness(Xi) is worse than local leader Xleader then

Adjust:
Xnew

i = Xleader + r3 · (Xi −Xleader)

Replace Xi if fitness(Xnew
i ) improves.

Update Xg with best fitness in X .
if convergence criteria met then

break.
Output: Global optimal solution Xg and its fitness.

C. BPM Estimation Based on R-peak Detection

After applying NRBO-VMD to the CMS signal, heart
rate estimation is performed using a robust R-peak detec-
tion algorithm [7]. The processed signal undergoes dynamic
thresholding to identify R-peaks. Temporal constraints ensure
physiological plausibility by enforcing a refractory period to
eliminate false positives. Heart rate is then computed as the
number of detected R-peaks per minute.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Experimental Setups

The experimental setups in this experiment involves ana-
lyzing the echo signals of cardiac activity captured by FMCW
radar from back movements and comparing these signals to
the standard ECG measurements. The experiment involved 18
participants, aged between 19 and 26 years. Each participant
was measured in a 3-minute session. A 1 minute signal was
extracted for each indivudual to ensure a best quality of the
signal slicing. Within the 1 minute period, R-peaks were
extracted from the ECG data, and the referencing beats per
minute (BPM) values were calculated for comparison and
validation.

The radar device was positioned 20 cm behind the par-
ticipant in a seated posture to monitor cardiac mechanical
signals. Simultaneously, standard ECG signals were measured
by method of three-lead electrodes and recorded to serve as
a reference for comparison with the radar-derived heartbeat
signals.

The radar system utilized in the experiment was the Texas
Instruments IWR6843 ISK with DCA1000C data acquisition
board [8], operating at a frequency of 60 GHz with a sampling
rate of 2000 Hz. ECG signals were acquired using three
electrodes fixed on the left shoulder blade, right shoulder blade
the left abdomen of each individual (Fig. 1).

B. Results and Discussion

1) Analysis of Reconstructed CMS: Firstly, the CMS data
of subject 18 were analyzed, and the frequency domain images
optimized using NRBO were compared with those obtained di-
rectly using VMD. It was observed that NRBO-VMD yielded
a more concentrated frequency distribution, indicating superior
signal consistency and quality.

2) Comparison of Different Signal Reconstruction Methods:
After conducting a case study involving a total of 18 subjects,
the heart rate estimation using the NRBO-VMD method was
compared with the BPF, VMD, and GA-optimized VMD
methods in terms of performance.

The experimental results underscore the superior perfor-
mance of the proposed NRBO+VMD method compared to

TABLE I
HEART RATE ESTIMATION RESULTS

Work Method RMSE (bpm) Accuracy (%)
Hu et al. [4] BPF+FFT 28.924 67.115
Xu et al. [2] VMD 40.579 53.863
Du et al. [3] GA+VMD 14.409 83.618

Proposed method NRBO+VMD 5.208 94.078



Fig. 2. The comparison of NRBO-VMD, GA-VMD and VMD

Fig. 3. The absolute error of four methods

baseline approaches, including Bandpass Filtering (BPF),
standard VMD, and Genetic Algorithm-optimized VMD
(GA+VMD). Specifically, the NRBO+VMD achieved an ac-
curacy rate of 94.078% and a root-mean-square error (RMSE)
of just 5.208 bpm, demonstrating its robustness in extracting
accurate heartbeat signals from radar-based CMS. This rep-
resents a substantial improvement over traditional techniques,
such as GA+VMD, which achieved an accuracy of 83.618%
with an RMSE of 14.409 bpm. These findings validate the ef-
ficiency of NRBO+VMD in enhancing the separation of IMFs,
which are critical for accurate cardiac signal reconstruction.

IV. CONCLUSION

This study presents a novel approach for noncontact heart-
beat estimation using a 60 GHz mmWave radar system, com-
bining VMD with a NRBO algorithm. The proposed method
outperforms traditional signal denoising and reconstruction
techniques, achieving an estimation accuracy of 94.078% and
a RMSE of 5.208 bpm. By optimizing the IMF and penalty
selection, this work highlights the potential the application of
adaptive signal reconstruction algorithm in heart beat estima-
tion. The findings lay the foundation for future advancements
in precise noncontact vital sign monitoring technologies.
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