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Abstract

Cybersickness remains a significant barrier to the
widespread adoption of immersive virtual reality (VR) ex-
periences, as it can greatly disrupt user engagement and
comfort. Research has shown that cybersickness can sig-
nificantly be reflected in head and eye tracking data, along
with other physiological data (e.g., TMP, EDA, and BMP).
Despite the application of deep learning techniques such as
CNNs and LSTMs, these models often struggle to capture
the complex interactions between multiple data modalities
and lack the capacity for real-time inference, limiting their
practical application. Addressing this gap, we propose a
lightweight model that leverages a transformer-based en-
coder with sparse self-attention to process bio-signal fea-
tures and a PP-TSN network for video feature extraction.
These features are then integrated via a cross-modal fu-
sion module, creating a video-aware bio-signal representa-
tion that supports cybersickness prediction based on both
visual and bio-signal inputs. Our model, trained with a
lightweight framework, was validated on a public dataset
containing eye and head tracking data, physiological data,
and VR video, and demonstrated state-of-the-art perfor-
mance in cybersickness prediction, achieving a high accu-
racy of 93.13% using only VR video inputs. These findings
suggest that our approach not only enables effective, real-
time cybersickness prediction but also addresses the long-
standing issue of modality interaction in VR environments.
This advancement provides a foundation for future research
on multimodal data integration in VR, potentially leading to
more personalized, comfortable and widely accessible VR
experiences.

1. Introduction

Virtual Reality (VR) is evolving rapidly, with advance-
ments in graphics, motion tracking, and user comfort driv-
ing the development of new applications and immersive ex-
periences [45]. These advancements have expanded VR’s
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reach across various fields, including healthcare [26], indus-
trial safety [47], gaming [44], and more. Modern VR sys-
tems [18, 42] now integrate high-quality visual and audio
components alongside sophisticated spatial tracking tech-
nologies, creating lifelike environments that enhance user
immersion. However, cybersickness [6], a form of motion
sickness that causes symptoms such as dizziness, nausea,
and discomfort, continues to pose a significant barrier to the
widespread adoption and prolonged use of VR. As a result,
ongoing research focuses on understanding and mitigating
the effects of cybersickness to improve user experience and
VR usability.

Recent research has made progress in addressing some
of these limitations. For instance, Kim et al. [29] developed
a model that accounts for individual differences in VR cy-
bersickness by relying on VR video sequences alone. They
used EEG data for personalization, given its high correla-
tion with cybersickness symptoms. However, using EEG
as the primary individual feature overlooks the limitations
of low-resolution EEG data, which may struggle to cap-
ture brief, rapidly occurring brain activity, potentially re-
sulting in a loss of precise temporal information. Addition-
ally, EEG data is challenging to obtain in real-world VR
applications. Furthermore, although Kim et al. attempted
to address these challenges with a multi-modal approach,
their model does not fully consider the inter-relationships
among different modalities [14].

To overcome this limitation, we choose the head and eye
tracking with the physiological data instead of the EEG as
the above factors also show high correlation with the cyber-
sickness as the EEG is like what is shown in Fig. 1. With
the development of cross-modal learning, there has been ex-
tensive research in the area of multi-modal fusion [51, 52].
Our work is a pioneering effort that addresses both modal-
ity collaboration and modality entanglement of the bio-
signal and the video content. Our network design incor-
porates shared functional modules to encourage collabora-
tion across modalities while preserving modality-specific
modules to handle the challenges of modality entanglement.
However, studies using time-series data [15, 17, 20, 22, 35]
as what we use in our research still face additional chal-
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(a) The head motion comparison. (b) The eye motion comparison.

Figure 1. Example of the eye and head tracing data evoked by different users. Each users shows different cybersickness levels in the same
content.

lenges. For instance, the high computational cost of pro-
cessing these data types limits real-time application, leaving
current models insufficiently adaptive to user behavior and
environmental changes.

Therefore, for video-aware bio-signal representation
learning, we will employ a transformer-based model with
sparse self-attention to reduce computational costs while
extracting bio-signal features. At the same time, a PP-TSN-
based encoder network captures visual features from the
video. These bio-signal and visual features are then com-
bined in a fusion module to generate the video-aware bio-
signal representation. This representation is subsequently
used to retrain the PP-TSN-based network, enabling it to
extract both visual and cognitive features for personalized
cybersickness prediction using only VR video content.

The paper has three contributions shown as follows:
• We introduce a novel deep learning framework for time-

series analysis that estimates physiological states using
sensor data within a sparse self-attention. This method
captures dependencies over extended time-series data, en-
abling more robust temporal modeling.

• We are the pioneer in integrating a cross-modal attention
mechanism into this framework, allowing the model to
capture internal relationships and correlations across dif-
ferent modalities within the dataset. This enables more
effective sensor data representation.

• We propose a lightweight model architecture capable of
real-time inference, personalized to individual character-
istics, facilitating efficient and responsive applications.

2. Related Work
2.1. Cybersickness Evaluation
The severity and symptoms of cybersickness vary among
individuals [24, 49], leading to the development of vari-
ous methods for its evaluation. These methods are broadly
categorized into subjective and physiological approaches.
Among subjective methods, questionnaires are widely used

for their simplicity and ease of implementation. The Simu-
lator Sickness Questionnaire (SSQ) [24] is a common tool
that assesses overall sickness and three specific sub-scales
(nausea, oculomotor issues, and disorientation) by asking
participants to rate sixteen symptoms before and/or after
completing a task. While questionnaires like the SSQ pro-
vide a straightforward approach to assessing sickness lev-
els, some experiments may require continuous monitoring
of severity throughout the task. For this purpose, simpli-
fied questionnaires, such as the Fast Motion Sickness Scale
(FMS) [25] and the Misery Scale (MISC) [3, 5], offer faster
and more frequent assessments of discomfort. The FMS
uses a verbal scale ranging from 0 (no sickness) to 20 (ex-
treme sickness), while the MISC emphasizes nausea as an
early indicator, with a score of 6 marking the onset of mod-
erate symptoms.

Despite their convenience, questionnaires have certain
drawbacks. Typically completed before and/or after an ex-
periment, they require participants to recall their symptoms
retrospectively, which can introduce recall bias [10]. More-
over, individual differences in symptom perception may
lead to subjectivity in reporting, potentially affecting ac-
curacy. To address these issues, physiological measures
of cybersickness have been explored. Real-time monitor-
ing of physiological signals, such as heart rate (HR) [53],
electrodermal activity (EDA) [48], photoplethysmography
(PPG) [1], and electroencephalography (EEG) [7], can cap-
ture cybersickness levels continuously and objectively with-
out disrupting the user’s immersion in the virtual environ-
ment.

2.2. Prediction Using Machine Learning Architec-
tures

In recent years, interest has grown in predicting cyber-
sickness from VR video content, as exceptional motion is
known to correlate strongly with cybersickness symptoms.
Early work by Kim et al. [27] used a deep convolutional au-
toencoder to encode the spacial and temporal features of the



exceptional motion, achieving a Pearson linear correlation
coefficient of 0.92. Following this, Kim et al. [28] devel-
oped VRSA Net, a deep generative network that predicts
VR sickness caused by exceptional motion in 360° videos,
contributing to objective VR sickness assessment using VR
video alone. Additional approaches have applied various
VR video features to predict sickness. For instance, Jeong et
al. [23] employed the stereoscopic images from VR Video
to encode visual differences and human attention-based dis-
parity features by using a Siamese network and deep con-
volutional neural networks, while Padmanaban et al. [40]
used single frames, disparities, and optical flow, achieving
a root mean square error (RMSE) of 12.00. Balasubrama-
nian et al. [2] addressed visual discomfort due to camera
motion in wide field-of-view videos by creating a dataset
of 100 monoscopic videos with diverse camera trajectories;
they used camera shake, velocity, and scene depth as pre-
dictive features. More recently, Kim et al. [30] leveraged
spatial and temporal domain features expressed over gener-
ated frames with a neurological representation. Moreover,
Li et al. [36] firstly constructed an unsupervised network
by using paired stereo screenshots with left and right eye
images. Together, these studies demonstrate a range of pre-
dictive features and approaches that advance VR sickness
assessment using only VR video content.

Beyond VR content, researchers have widely explored
other signal data for cybersickness prediction. In a founda-
tional study, Dennison et al. [12] demonstrated a correlation
between cybersickness and various signals collected dur-
ing VR experiences, including video content, eye and head
movement, and physiological responses. Since then, ap-
proaches using physiological sensor data have proliferated.
For example, Jeong et al. [21] extracted cybersickness-
related features from EEG data, achieving prediction accu-
racy rates of 0.98 with convolutional neural network (CNN)
and deep nueral network (DNN) models. Other neurophys-
iological data, such as EDA and HR, have also been incor-
porated in prediction models. Islam et al. [15] introduced
a convolutional long short-term memory (LSTM) classifier
with 97.44% accuracy for detecting current cybersickness
severity and 87.38% accuracy for future severity predic-
tion using physiological signals. Building on this, Islam et
al. [16] developed an adaptive VR framework that dynam-
ically adjusts VR simulations based on user physiological
data, using a trained LSTM model to assess cybersickness
severity on a 0-10 scale. Then in 2023, LiteVR [31] has
been proposed with higher accuracy and less inference time
based, which has the fewer number of the features. Ad-
ditionally, Qu et al. [43] trained an LSTM Attention neu-
ral network model using real-time physiological signals,
including EDA and electrocardiogram, alongside the posi-
tional and rotational data of the users’ virtual avatars.

2.3. Prediction Using Cross-Modal Learning

While many studies focus on either neurophysiological or
non-physiological data, recent research indicates that com-
bining these inputs can improve cybersickness prediction.
Lee et al. [33] incorporated eye movement data by adding
a saliency map alongside traditional motion velocity and
depth features, thereby enhancing the model’s feature set.
Similarly, Kim et al. [29] introduced a two-stage model that
first leverages EEG data and, in the second stage, utilizes
a cybersickness prediction model within a recurrent neu-
ral network (RNN) framework, achieving a prediction accu-
racy of 0.89 by transferring an encoded cognitive represen-
tation to train on both visual and cognitive features. More-
over, Islam et al. [17] proposed a deep fusion model that
combines commonly available HMD data, including eye-
tracking, head-tracking, and stereoscopic gameplay video,
to improve prediction performance.

Most recently, Jeong [20] demonstrated that combining
head and eye tracking with EEG data in a transformer-
based model yielded an RMSE of 0.25, further emphasiz-
ing the potential of cross-modal data fusion for more ac-
curate predictions. Similarly, Jeong and Han [19] intro-
duced a multimodal attention-based cybersickness predic-
tion model, which utilizes multimodal sensor data, such
as eye tracking, head movement, and physiological signals
(EDA, blood volume pulse, and skin temperature). More-
over, Choi et al. [9] proposed a pre-trained LLM based on
multimodal sensor data. It is able to make early predictions
of cybersickness and achieve an RMSE of 1.696.

To the best of our knowledge, existing research still
faces two major challenges: first, the lack of personaliza-
tion in the results, and second, the high computational de-
mands that limit real-time inference. Our approach ad-
dresses these issues by providing a lightweight model that
leverages VR video and incorporates individualized cogni-
tive data, including head and eye tracking data as well as
physiological data. By integrating these data sources effi-
ciently, our method not only supports personalization but
also reduces computational requirements, making real-time
inference feasible.

3. Proposed Algorithm

As illustrated in Fig. 2, our proposed model is composed
of several key components: a bio-signal encoder module, a
video encoder module, a universal layers module that acts
as a multi-modal pivot, and a cross-modal fusion module.
The model first employs two separate uni-modal encoders:
one for encoding video data and the other for encoding bio-
signal data. These encoders are designed to capture the
inherent characteristics of each individual modality, ensur-
ing that both visual and physiological information are accu-
rately represented.



Figure 2. Overview of the proposed method’s framework. The model consists of two main components. Part 1: The network integrates
video information with individual bio-signal features to create a video-aware bio-signal representation. Part 2: The network learns both

visual and bio-signal representations, which are then used to predict cybersickness levels during VR video viewing.

Once the video and bio-signal data are encoded, their
respective visual and cognitive representations are fed into
the universal layers module. This module consists of multi-
ple universal layers that serve to align the different modal-
ities by projecting them into a shared semantic space. This
projection facilitates cross-modal alignment while retain-
ing the original features of each modality, which is crucial
for maintaining the unique properties of the bio-signal and
video inputs.

To further enhance the fusion of these modalities, a ded-
icated cross-modal fusion module is applied. This module
integrates the aligned representations from both modalities,
producing a robust cross-modal representation that can be
leveraged for downstream tasks, such as prediction or clas-
sification. Through this architecture, our model effectively
merges complementary information from bio-signals and
video data, enabling a more comprehensive understanding
of the user’s physiological and visual states.

3.1. Bio-signal Encoder Module
This process is designed to encode the cybersickness as a
low-dimensional representation of the sensor data and turn
the input data into a high-level feature representation. The
current transformer-based approaches [20] have paid more
attention to the temporal and spatial features and is lack of
handling multi-modal information. However, our proposed
method takes the long-distance dependency over the tem-
poral domain by focusing on the key time step. Besides,
in order to get the real-time light model, the time complex-
ity should be lower from the present methods [8], which is
O(n2). For those reasons, we encode the sensor data by the

following network, which is inspired by the previous long
sequences across multiple data processing works.[8].

Figure 3. The framework of the bio-signal encoder.

In our model, the input bio-signal data follows the spa-
cial and the temporal transformer consequently as what
the Fig. 3 shows. Since Transformers do not have an inher-
ent notion of sequence order, adding positional encoding
helps the model understand the order of input time steps.
The positional encoding can be computed based on the po-
sition of each time step in the sequence. The spatial trans-
former encoder is used to learn the spatial features of the
same temporal index. After that, we concat the features and
feed them into the temporal transformer. In both of the two
transformers, we use the prob sparse self-attention mecha-
nism instead of the origin self-attention. And the details of
the mentioned mechanism are shown as Fig. 4.

In this process, we introduce the sparsity by using a
threshold method. We set the threshold value as θ, and the
weight of the sparsity attention S can be formulated as fol-



Figure 4. The detailed implementation of the sparse self-attention. The part is used to replace the self-attention module in the transformer.

lows:

Sij =

{
Aij if Aij > 0

0 otherwise
(1)

and the i and j are the index of the weight of the attention, a
probability coefficient pij is introduced in order to represent
the degree of the sparsity of the attention weights. Combin-
ing the sparse attention weights with the probability gives:

α̃ij =
α̃ij∑n
k=1 α̃ik

(2)

3.2. Video Encoder Module
To capture the visual features of the input video, we
use the PP-TSN [38] as the video encoder to extract the
video features and do the classification from the input
video which uses the image distillation pre-training model
ResNet50 vd ssld v2.pdparams as the Backbone initializa-
tion parameter. This part uses the video as the input and
outputs the video features V N .

3.3. Universal Layers Module
To enhance cross-modal collaboration, we introduce univer-
sal layers that model both vision and biosignal modalities
within a shared semantic space, facilitating effective inte-
gration while preserving the unique representational char-
acteristics of each modality.

Prior to the universal module, we extract a variable num-
ber of video features V N from the video encoder, which are
then processed to produce a fixed number k of visual to-
kens V = {v1, v2, . . . , vk} to mitigate the computational
complexity of the universal layers. In the ith universal
layer, the visual tokens V i−1 and the biosignal representa-
tion Bi−1 are input into shared self-attention layers to align
their semantics. Subsequently, the visual tokens are reinte-
grated into the original visual feature space through a cross-
attention layer to preserve their original representation.

The concatenated representation [V i, Bi] is then fed
into the next universal layer iteratively to obtain the final
common representation for images and text. Ultimately,
the outputs of the universal layers [V S ;BS ] are combined

with the original representations [V N ;BM ] via a cross-
attention layer, enabling biosignal-aware visual and visual-
aware tebiosignalxt representations, where S, N , and M
denote the layers of the universal module, video encoder,
and biosignal encoder, respectively.

3.4. Cross-Modal Fusion Module
To effectively capture the interactions between vision and
language modalities, we enhance the fusion module pro-
posed in ALBEF [34]. This module comprises a series
of Transformer blocks integrated with cross-attention lay-
ers. In our implementation, we utilize biosignal embed-
dings {bcls, b1, . . . , bN} from the universal layers, where
bcls denotes the embedding of the [CLS] token. The video
encoder processes an input video V into a sequence of em-
beddings {vcls, v1, . . . , vN}, which are subsequently fed
into the Cross-Modal Encoder. At each layer of the multi-
modal encoder, the video features are fused with the biosig-
nal features through cross-attention. The biosignal-aware
visual embeddings then engage in cross-attention with the
visual-aware biosignal embeddings within a shared seman-
tic space. By stacking Transformer blocks with cross-
attention mechanisms, the fusion module produces multi-
modal representations that effectively integrate both vision
and language information.

3.5. Loss Definition
The loss of the model is made up of the classification loss
and the regression loss as [29].

L = Lpre + β · Lreg (3)

Here, Lprerepresents the standard cross-entropy loss be-
tween the cybersickness levels and the output unit of the
final fully connected layer (FCL), while Lreg denotes the
regression loss applied to the cognitive features. The pa-
rameter β is a constant used to adjust the balance between
these two terms. The regression loss is calculated as the
mean squared error (MSE) between the cognitive features
and the cognitive representation.

Lreg = ||xc − xcr||22 (4)



4. Experiment and Results
The structure of this section is as follows: first, we describe
the implementation details, followed by tests conducted on
two separate parts of the model. In Part 1, we demonstrate
that the cross-modal fusion module effectively models cog-
nitive representation with video-awareness. In Test 2, we
confirm that our method significantly improves both infer-
ence time and accuracy when relying solely on VR video
content.

4.1. Implementation Details
We implemented our model in PyTorch framework [41] and
trained it with six GeForce RTX 4090 GPUs. For all exper-
iments, we used the dataset proposed by Jeong et al. [22],
which we split into training, validation, and test sets in a
7:1:2 ratio based on chronological order.

For the bio-signal encoder, we trained it for 500 epoches
with a batch size of 24. To ensure the performance validity,
we use 10-fold cross validation.

For the video-encoder, the initial weight of it
based on the PP-TSN [46], which is initialized by the
ResNet50 vd ssld v2.pdparams [39] trained on the Im-
ageNet [11]. We use the Amp optimizer to train the net-
works, with the momentum parameter is 0.9. We make the
learning rate in the values of [0.01, 0.001, 0.0001], and the
L2 decay is set to 0.0001. We trained it for 100 epochs and
the batch size of it is 24.

4.2. Part one: Video-aware Bio-signal Representa-
tion Learning

Firstly, we tried to confirm that if the application of the
sparse-attention module of our architecture outperformed
the other methods. As shown in Tab. 1, all of the models
use bio-signal data to predict the cybersickness level. We
applied our dataset to three existing hand-crafted feature-
based methods [15, 16, 20, 22]. Additionally, we tested
their inference time of them. According to what is shown
in it, the MAE(RMSE) performance of the proposed model
is about 1%(2%) lower than the best one before, which is
obvious that the application of the sparse-attention largely
lowers the cost of computing, and makes the real-time pre-
diction into reality.

network MAE RMSE fps

Islam et al. [15] CNN-LSTM 0.54 0.38 -
Islam et al. [16] CNN-LSTM 0.50 0.62 1.07

MAC [22] CNN-LSTM 0.17 0.28 -
Precyse [20] Attention 0.12 0.25 2.21

Ours Sparse-Att 0.11 0.23 0.79

Table 1. The performance of the model which used bio-signal for
learning only

Secondly, we examined whether the intern-relationship
between bio-signals and VR videos can enhance the bio-
signal representation. In our model, we use the cross-modal
fusion module to achieve this. To test this, we separately
used representations with and without the cross-modal fu-
sion layer. Therefore, the structure of the baseline is iden-
tical to that of the proposed model, except for the inclusion
of cross-model attention.

architechture VA TA

CNN-LSTM 87.7% 89.3%
CNN-RNN 85.2% 4.3%

cross-modal att 89.24% 90.7%

Table 2. The performance of the model with or without the modal
fusion module

Tab. 2 presents the performance achieved by differ-
ent frameworks based on the detailed models, in order to
analyze modality collaboration and modality entanglement
across the various models. The top-performing model for
each evaluation criterion is highlighted in boldface. As
shown in it, the video-aware bio-signal predictor outper-
forms the other methods. Notably, the incorporation of the
inter-relationship between bio-signals and video yields sig-
nificantly better results. This observation clearly indicates
that considering this relationship enhances the model’s ac-
curacy in predicting cybersickness.

RMSE VA TA fps

Padmanaban et al. [40] 12.69 51.94% 50.48% 8.72
Kim et al. [29] - 68.93% 69.03% -

Ours 3.54 87.56% 87.92% 4.35

Table 3. The performance of the model which used VR video for
learning only

Additionally, the prediction accuracy and efficiency of
the visual predictor outperformed the other methods. As
shown in Tab. 3, compared to the results before, our pro-
posed model has a great improvement which makes the real-
time prediction achievable.

4.3. Part two: Cybersickness Learning
As demonstrated in the experiment by Kim et al. [29], we
evaluated whether our model effectively captures individual
differences in cognitive responses. Tab. 4 presents the pre-
diction accuracy achieved using individual representations
and associated features. The mean squared error (MSE)
between the two is 0.23, a notable improvement over the
initial 0.52, highlighting the significant role of video-aware
cognitive representations in enhancing model performance.



This suggests that the cross-modal relationships between
the modalities are effectively addressed during the cogni-
tive representation learning process.

type acc representation features

bio-signal VA 88.41% 84.97%
TA 88.05% 86.87%

video-aware bio-signal VA 91.32% 89.42%
TA 90.73% 90.57%

Table 4. The comparison between the bio-signal and the video-
aware bio-signal. Maximum validation accuracy (“VA”) and test
accuracy (“TA”) at VA for different networks. The top model
among the accuracies is in bold.

Moreover, since the bio-signal representations were de-
rived from EEG data, our model demonstrates that it is pos-
sible to achieve even higher accuracy when incorporating
head-eye tracking and physiological signals. This is partic-
ularly advantageous as it reduces the cost and complexity
of data collection compared to traditional EEG-based ap-
proaches. Notably, in our experiment, the regression loss
converged to nearly zero, underscoring that the model can
accurately estimate the cognitive state from visual features
alone, without relying on any bio-signal cues. This result
further validates the effectiveness of our cross-modal fu-
sion approach, which enables the extraction of meaningful
cognitive insights from visual data, thereby reducing depen-
dency on more intrusive and costly sensors.

To confirm that the proposed model effectively captures
cognitive states using only VR video data, we tested three
scenarios: a bio-signal predictor, a visual predictor, and
a combined visual-bio-signal predictor. In the bio-signal
predictor setup, we used video-aware bio-signal representa-
tions as inputs for prediction, as shown in the shaded area
of Fig. 2. The visual predictor utilized only visual features,
feeding them directly into the final fully connected layer
(FCL) of the model. The visual-bio-signal predictor repre-
sented the full model, as depicted in Fig. 2.

data modality VA TA fps

video 87.5% 87.9% 4.35
bio-signal 87.3% 90.1% 0.79

all modalities 91.4% 93.1% 7.43

Table 5. The performance of the models by different data modali-
ties we use in model.

Comparing the results in Tab. 5, it is evident that the
integrated learning of visual and bio-signal features sig-
nificantly outperforms using either modality alone. No-
tably, the validation (test) performance of the full model

exceeded that of models using only visual or bio-signal pre-
dictors, demonstrating that incorporating cognitive features
enhances the model’s ability to generalize individual differ-
ences, achieving higher prediction accuracy. Remarkably,
these cognitive features were derived solely from visual in-
puts, without relying on objective bio-signals such as head
and eye tracking, and so on, highlighting the model’s ca-
pability to infer cognitive states directly from visual cues
alone.

5. Discussion
The most significant finding of this research lies in the de-
velopment of a lightweight cross-modal learning framework
that enables individualized cybersickness prediction based
solely on VR content, seamlessly integrating bio-signals
with VR video data. The results support the hypothesis that
a multi-modal, personalized approach is more effective than
traditional one-size-fits-all methods, which is also the initial
goal of our research.

Our results align with prior research on the importance
of personalized models as Figure shows, while demonstrat-
ing a more efficient and effective solution. Our model not
only captures relationships across multiple data sources but
also addresses the challenges of modality entanglement,
providing a more holistic and scalable approach to pre-
dicting cybersickness, comparing with the previous stud-
ies [17, 22, 32]. In general, they often use the EEG data to
represent individual personality. However, as shown in Fig-
ure X, we found that combining head and eye tracking with
physiological data yields the same higher correlation with
cybersickness levels, which makes the EEG data used by
Kim et al. [29] and Islam et al. [16] replaceable. Our exper-
imental results also provide an opportunity to consider the
potential significance of other data features in understand-
ing cybersickness. For instance, camera motion, known to
be highly correlated with cybersickness in numerous stud-
ies [4, 37] was not a primary focus in our research. This
omission could imply that participants experienced varying
levels of cybersickness during specific time periods, under-
scoring the need to examine each time phase more closely.
By comparing fluctuations in camera motion, other data fea-
tures, and potentially even specific VR content elements, we
can better understand factors that may intensify or allevi-
ate cybersickness. Additionally, investigating the influence
of data features over time is essential to develop a cyber-
sickness prediction model grounded in precise and nuanced
interpretations of these contributing elements [50].

Our experimental results showed that the replacement of
the self-attention with the sparse attention and the improve-
ment of the light backbone network is of great help in re-
ducing the cost time(Section 3.1, Section 3.2). As the Table
shows, both of the changes can get higher accuracy with
less inference time. It should be noted that this study ap-



plied the existing dataset. The research gap still exists in
combination of the real-time collection and pre-processing
of the sensory data.

Although the model demonstrates strong performance on
the current training and testing datasets, its focus on a lim-
ited set of VR content may restrict its applicability across
different VR applications and genres. Additionally, factors
such as user fatigue or stress may have influenced results
despite efforts to control for these variables. Further re-
search is needed to determine how well the findings gener-
alize across a wider range of scenarios. To fully harness the
model’s potential, future studies should expand the dataset
to include a more diverse range of user profiles, covering
various age groups and levels of VR experience. Optimiz-
ing the model for compatibility with a broader spectrum
of VR hardware and content types also remains essential.
Finally, integrating additional bio-signals or environmental
factors, such as field of view and content rendering [13],
could provide further insights into factors affecting cyber-
sickness.

6. Conclusion
In this work, we propose a lightweight model for real-time
individual cybersickness prediction in terms of video-aware
bio-signal representation learning and cybersickness learn-
ing. We apply the sparse self-attention in the process of
encoding the bio-signal data which is based on the trans-
former in order to get the bio-signal features. In the mean-
time, the PP-TSN-based network has been used to get the
visual features from the video. After inputting the visual
features and the bio-signal features into the cross-modal fu-
sion module, we can get the video-aware bio-signal rep-
resentation. By matching the output to the specific fea-
tures, we retrain the PP-TSN-based network in order to ex-
tract the visual cognitive features to make the cybersickness
learning individually. We examine it on the MAC dataset
and achieve state-of-the-art performance with less inference
time.
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[50] Yuyang Wang, Jean-Rémy Chardonnet, and Frédéric Meri-
enne. Modeling online adaptive navigation in virtual envi-
ronments based on pid control. In International Conference
on Neural Information Processing, pages 325–346. Springer,
2023. 7

[51] Xi Wei, Tianzhu Zhang, Yan Li, Yongdong Zhang, and Feng
Wu. Multi-modality cross attention network for image and
sentence matching. In 2020 IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 10938–
10947, 2020. 1

[52] Zhiqiang Yuan, Wenkai Zhang, Kun Fu, Xuan Li, Chubo
Deng, Hongqi Wang, and Xian Sun. Exploring a fine-grained
multiscale method for cross-modal remote sensing image re-
trieval. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sens-
ing, 60:1–19, 2022. 1
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