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Figure 1. Overview. To address the challenging problem of global climbing motion recovery, we collect the dataset AscendMotion, using
LiDAR, RGB camera and Inertial Measurement Unit (IMU) motion capture system with accurate motion labels and global trajectories (the
blue and orange human bodies in right side of the figure represent labeled motions, and the orange curve represents the motion trajectory in
the world coordinate.). Meanwhile, we propose ClimbingCap, a global climbing motion capturing method in world coordinate. As shown
in the left part of this figure, it uses both image and LiDAR point cloud to recover human motions.

Abstract

Human Motion Recovery (HMR) research mainly fo-
cuses on ground-based motions such as running. The study
on capturing climbing motion, an off-ground motion, is
sparse. This is partly due to the limited availability of
climbing motion datasets, especially large-scale and chal-
lenging 3D labeled datasets. To address the insufficiency
of climbing motion datasets, we collect AscendMotion, a
large-scale well-annotated, and challenging climbing mo-
tion dataset. It consists of 412k RGB, LiDAR frames,
and IMU measurements, including the challenging climbing
motions of 22 skilled climbing coaches across 12 different
rock walls. Capturing the climbing motions is challenging
as it requires precise recovery of not only the complex pose
but also the global position of climbers. Although multi-
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ple global HMR methods have been proposed, they cannot
faithfully capture climbing motions. To address the limita-
tions of HMR methods for climbing, we propose Climbing-
Cap, a motion recovery method that reconstructs continu-
ous 3D human climbing motion in a global coordinate sys-
tem. One key insight is to use the RGB and LiDAR modal-
ities to separately reconstruct motions in camera coordi-
nates and global coordinates and to optimize them jointly.
We demonstrate the quality of the AscendMotion dataset
and present promising results from ClimbingCap. The As-
cendMotion dataset and source code release publicly at
http://www.lidarhumanmotion.net/climbingcap/

1. Introduction
It is challenging for global Human Motion Recovery
(HMR) [1, 9, 40, 42, 80] due to the complexity of hu-
man poses and dynamic interaction between humans and
their environments. Moreover, global HMR must main-
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tain consistency in world coordinates to ensure authenticity
and physical feasibility. The research community has pro-
posed various methods to estimate human poses from dif-
ferent sensors such as RGB images [21–23, 33, 71], LiDAR
point clouds [36, 49, 78], and inertial measurement units
(IMUs) [25, 76]. Most of the studies [8, 15, 16, 24, 28, 39,
49, 62, 68, 73, 78] focus on recovering ground-based mo-
tions such as running, interacting, and dancing.

Unlike ground-based motions such as running, climb-
ing is an activity performed off-ground, where climbers use
hands and feet to ascend holds or walls. As an important
sport and recreation, the climbing race has become an offi-
cial event in the Olympic Games. Yet, research on climbing
motion capture [26, 34, 35, 54, 61] is sparse, partly due to
the limited availability of climbing datasets. There are only
two publicly available climbing datasets: SPEED21 [19]
and CIMI4D [72]. SPEED21 is a 2D dataset. Although
CIMI4D is 3D, it consists of many trivial climbing motions
from casual climbers. Moreover, the size of the two datasets
is small. As a result, the research community lacks an in-
depth understanding of challenging climbing motions.

We collect AscendMotion, a large-scale and challeng-
ing climbing motion multi-modal dataset, to address the
data insufficiency. AscendMotion dataset includes the mo-
tions of 22 skilled climbers climbing 12 different rock
walls. It includes rich modalities from hardware time-
synchronized RGB, LiDAR point clouds, and Inertial Mea-
surement Unit(IMU) MoCap system. Moreover, it consists
of the global trajectories of climbers, which are important
for understanding human motions in world coordinates. We
also combine automatic annotation with manual refinement
to ensure the accuracy of the motion annotation.

Not only does climbing motion challenge humans, but
capturing climbing motion is also challenging for re-
searchers. Capturing climbing motion requires precise es-
timation of the complex pose resulting from human-scene
interactions, as well as the global localization of climbers
within scenes. Existing research dedicated to climbing [8,
62, 68] uses standard 2D HMR (e.g. OpenPose [9]) for
climbing motions, which is suboptimal. Most existing
HMR methods [20, 37, 55, 56, 60, 75] focus on recover-
ing ground-based human motions through RGB imagery.
The estimation results of these methods cannot be rigidly
transformed among camera coordinates and global coordi-
nate systems, due to the inherent ambiguity between coordi-
nate systems. Moreover, global HMR methods often accu-
mulate errors during long-term sequence recovery, affecting
the accuracy of global trajectories and postures, especially
in climbing movements, as we show through experiments.

To tackle the above challenges and fill the gap in the
motion capture community for climbing motions, we in-
troduce ClimbingCap, an HMR method that reconstructs
continuous 3D human climbing motion in both camera and

global coordinate systems (see Fig.1). We adopt a tril-
ogy in ClimbingCap: separate coordinate decoding, post-
processing, and semi-supervised training. For the sepa-
rate coordinate decoding stage, ClimbingCap uses image
and point cloud modality to estimate poses in the camera
and the global coordinate systems, respectively. The post-
processing stage accurately ensures the consistency of mo-
tions between the two coordinate systems. In the semi-
supervised training stage, a teacher-student training method
is adopted to make use of easily obtainable unlabeled climb-
ing data. Through these innovations, we can handle com-
plex climbing movements effectively. To summarize, our
main contributions include:
• We collect the dataset AscendMotion, which is more

comprehensive than existing datasets. We demonstrate
the quality of the dataset and its poses are challenging.

• We propose ClimbingCap, which is a multimodality
global HMR method for rock climbing.

• We conduct extensive experiments on evaluate the Climb-
ingCap in multiple datasets with various state-of-the-art
methods. The experimental results show ClimbingCap
perform better than all the methods for climbing motions.

2. Related Work

Camera-Space HMR. Camera-space HMR methods [7,
12, 13, 18, 27, 30, 31, 38, 44, 46, 48, 52, 53, 57–59, 63, 65,
70, 74, 81] predict human motion in independent camera
coordinate system for each frame of the input video. Al-
though camera-space methods can predict accurate human
poses, they cannot effectively reflect the orientation and tra-
jectory of the human body in world coordinates.

World-Grounded HMR. Recent studies [32, 37, 55, 56,
60, 75, 77] have achieved remarkable progress in world co-
ordinates. Most of them are two-stage methods. The first
stage estimates human motion in camera coordinates, and
the second stage optimizes the motion in world coordinates
with the scene information. Most global HMR methods fo-
cus on ground-based motions (e.g., walking) that are located
on the ground. They cannot accurately model climbing mo-
tions, which is an off-ground motion. Our method, Climb-
ingCap, is a global HMR method developed for recovering
rock climbing motions.

HMR Dataset. We have compared the AscendMotion
dataset with multiple recent datasets in Table Tab. 1. Most
of the datasets focus on ground-based human daily activi-
ties or sports. There exist only two public available climb-
ing motion datasets. SPEED21 [19] collects 2D motions
of climbers from sports videos. CIMI4D [72] contains 3D
motions and global trajectories of climbers. Our climbing
dataset, AscendMotion (344 minutes labeled data and 441
minutes unlabeled data, 412k frames), is significantly larger
than both SPEED21 (21 minutes, 46k frames) and CIMI4D



Dataset Sensor Modalities Global Frames 3D Scene Motion Real/ Seqs Subjects CareerRGB MoCap LiDAR Trajectory Synthetic

SLOPER4D [15] " IMU " " 100k " Daliy Real 15 12 Normal
EMDB[28] " EM - " 105k - Daliy Real 81 10 Normal
BEHAVE [5] " - - " 15k - Interactions Real - 8 Normal
RICH [24] " - - " 577k " Interactions Real 142 22 Normal
AGORA [45] " - - " 106.7k " Daliy Synthetic - - -
BEDLAM [6] " - - - 1M " Daliy Synthetic - - -
FreeMotion [49] " IMU " " 578k - Daliy Real - - Normal
HmPEAR [39] " - " - 300k - Daliy Real 6k 25 Normal
RELI11D [73] " IMU " " 239k " Sport Real 48 10 Normal
HiSC4D [16] " IMU " " 36k " Sport Real 8 - Normal
LiDARHuman51M [78] " IMU " - 374k - Daily Real 52 10 Normal
CIMI4D [72] " IMU " " 180k " Climbing Real 42 12 Normal
SPEED21 [19] " - - 46k Climbing Real 95 - -

AscendMotion(Ours) " IMU " " 412k "(12) Climbing Real 220 22 Skilled

Table 1. Comparisons with related HMR datasets. The ”-” symbol indicates that it is not included in the dataset.

(120 minutes, 180k frames). Moreover, the motions in our
dataset are more challenging than those in CIMI4D, as they
come from climbing coaches who are more skilled than the
casual climbers in CIMI4D.

Climbing Motion Recovery. In recent years, the increas-
ing popularity of climbing, coupled with the inclusion of
rock climbing races in the Olympic Games, has led to grow-
ing interest in the capture and analysis of climbing mo-
tions [2, 3, 10, 51, 67]. Research on climbing MoCap meth-
ods remains limited. [43] employs OpenPose [9] for climb-
ing pose estimation. [50] performs RGB-based method
for local pose and estimates climbing position through a
marker-based method.

3. Method: ClimbingCap

Climbing motion capture is challenging, involving poses
with extreme limb extension and full-body exertion in cam-
era coordinates. Moreover, it requires precise alignment
with the rock wall in world coordinate as climbers are as-
cending. The ClimbingCap pipeline consists of three parts:
separate coordinate decoding, post-processing, and semi-
supervised training. An overview of the proposed pipeline
is shown in Fig. 2. The separate coordinate decoding and
post-processing parts take into account the unique chal-
lenges posed by climbing motion, which involves complex
off-ground dynamics and interactions with scenes. The
semi-supervised training part makes uses of the large-scale
unlabeled climbing motion data to learn better a HMR
model.

3.1. Separate Coordinate Decoding

The separate coordinate decoding (SCD) stage extracts fea-
tures from the RGB sequence and LiDAR point clouds, and

predicts the poses in camera coordinates and the positions
in global coordinates.
Input and Feature Extraction. The overall network struc-
ture is illustrated in Fig. 2. The input includes RGB im-
ages and point cloud data. First, the point cloud data is
transformed from the world coordinate system to the cam-
era coordinate system via an extrinsic matrix, represented
as Pc = Ωw2c · Pw. Subsequently, the RGB images and
transformed point cloud data are passed through feature ex-
traction modules, RGB Extract and PC Extract, to obtain
visual and geometric features. We build the feature extrac-
tion modules based on ViT [17] and PointNet++ [47]. These
features are then fed into the following two decoder mod-
ules, which regress the SMPL parameters and global motion
parameters of the human body, respectively.
Camera Coordinate Decoder. This module decodes the
SMPL parameters in the camera coordinate system. The
RGB and point cloud features serve as inputs to the Camera
Coordinate Decoder (denoted as TDecoder), which processes
the inputs with contextual information fbackbone, generating
an output token tout. This output token is then used to iter-
atively optimize the SMPL parameters, including the pose
θ, shape β, and camera translation ∆c. The iterative decod-
ing approach allows the model to gradually approximate the
true pose and shape in the camera coordinate system. In
each iteration, the decoder updates the current SMPL pa-
rameters θi, βi, and ∆ct as follows:

tout = TDecoder(t, fbackbone), (1)

where θi+1 = Φθ · tout + θi, βi+1 = Φβ · tout + βi, and
∆ci+1 = Φc · tout +∆ci are the update equations, with Φθ,
Φβ , and Φc representing the respective weight matrices for
each parameter. Here, the input token t can include initial-
ized pose, shape, and camera parameters as needed.



ℒ𝑘𝑝2𝑑

ℒ𝑘𝑝3𝑑

ℒ𝛽
𝑠𝑚𝑝𝑙

ℒ𝜃
𝑠𝑚𝑝𝑙

Camera Coordinate Decoder

Global Coordinate DecoderCoordinate Consistency Feature ExtractionInputs

𝜷

𝜽

𝜹c

𝒇c

𝜞w

Teacher Network
Post-processing

Limb Weight Differentiation

𝑊𝑟ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑑
𝑤𝑊𝑙ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑑

𝑤

𝑊𝑟𝑓𝑒𝑒𝑡
𝑤

𝑊𝑙𝑓𝑒𝑒𝑡
𝑤

𝑊𝑡𝑜𝑟𝑠𝑜
𝑤

𝑽𝑟ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑑
𝑤𝑽𝑟ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑑

𝑤

𝑽𝑟𝑓𝑒𝑒𝑡
𝑤

𝑽𝑙𝑓𝑒𝑒𝑡
𝑤

Speed Direction Smoothing Visible Limb Repair

Outputs

𝑷𝒊
𝑾

RGB Sequence

Point Cloud 

Sequence

𝑹𝐢
𝑪

Camera Space

Global Space

PointNet++ & GRU

Vit + UVMap

Accurate pseudo-labeling Student Network

𝜷, 𝜽, 𝜹𝒘, 𝜞w
Universal 

Coordinate

Decoder

Global 

Translation 

Decoder

𝛽

𝜃

𝛿c

𝑓c

𝛤w

ℒ𝐿𝑊𝐷 ℒ𝑆𝐷𝑆 ℒ𝑉𝐿𝑅

ℒ𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑗

Figure 2. Overview of ClimbingCap. The arrows indicate the three stages of the ClimbingCap framework: separate coordinate decod-
ing(the green box), post-processing(the blue box), and semi-supervised training(the red box).

Global Coordinate Decoder. To fully capture the human
motion trajectory in the world coordinate, we design the
Global Translation Decoder to predict the global transla-
tion parameters Γtrans of the human body. In this module,
the decoder processes the features fbackbone as contextual in-
put, iteratively updating the global translation parameters.
The update formula in each iteration is given by:

Γtrans
i+1 = Ψ · tout + Γtrans

i , (2)

where Γtrans
i represents the global translation parameters

at time step i, and Ψ is the weight matrix for the update.
This decoding process enables the model to capture a com-
plete motion trajectory in the global coordinate system.

Loss. The total loss function not only includes the 3D key-
point loss Lkp3d and 2D keypoint loss Lkp2d but also incor-
porates the SMPL parameter loss Lsmpl and the global tra-
jectory loss Ltraj. Specifically, the 3D keypoint loss Lkp3d
measures the 3D error of the predicted keypoints, while
the 2D keypoint loss Lkp2d measures the 2D projection er-
ror. The SMPL parameter loss Lsmpl supervises the decoded
pose and shape parameters, and the global trajectory loss
Ltraj constrains the translation parameters to within close
distance of ground truth positions. Please see the supple-
mentary for details. The final total loss is formulated as:

L = Lkp3d + Lkp2d + Lsmpl
θ + Lsmpl

β + Ltraj . (3)

3.2. Post-processing

Researches [55, 56, 75] have shown that a post-processing
stage can be used to improve the output motion recovery
results. Following these approaches, we employ a post-
processing stage to optimize the output pose from SCD 3.1
stage.

One distinct advantage of ClimbingCap is that the out-
put results for the pose decoding stage can be rigidly trans-
formed between the camera coordinate system and the
world coordinate system. Thanks to the LiDAR modality,
the point cloud contains 3D information in the world co-
ordinate system. The poses obtained from the SCD stage
are converted from the camera coordinate system to the
world coordinate system through the inverse extrinsic ma-
trix Ω−1

w2c.
The post-processing stage consists of three losses:

LLWD, LSDS , and LV LR. LLWD assigns different
weights to the vertices of different parts of the climbing hu-
man SMPL, and optimizes the position of the human body
in the world coordinate system according to these weights.
LSDS optimizes joint positions by smoothing the changes
in the direction of the human body’s velocity on the scene
(i.e., rock wall). LV LR optimizes the difficult-to-estimate
limb end poses by using the position of the point cloud in
space. In this stage, the global poses are optimized through
using the Adam [29] optimizer. Please refer to the supple-
mentary for detailed definition of these losses.

3.3. Semi-supervised Training

Compared to ground-based motions [41], the size of labeled
climbing motions is small. Simply using labeled climbing
motion data may not be enough to train a robust model. Dif-
ferent from labeled climbing motion data, collecting unla-
beled climbing motion data is cheaper. The AscendMotion
dataset contains more unlabeled data than label data. They
can be used to further improve the HMR model.

It has been shown by researches [64, 69, 79] from the
object detection community that through using a teacher-
student semi-supervised training framework, the perfor-
mance of object detection models can be improved. We
adopt such semi-supervised training frame for HMR. In this
work, we refer the model trained after the SCD and the post-
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processing stage as the teacher model (green box in Fig. 2).
The student model (red box in Fig. 2) clones the parame-
ters of the teacher model. During semi-supervised training,
the teacher model estimate the pose labels from unlabeled
motion data, and the pose label is used as pseudo-label to
further train the student model. We show in the experi-
ment section that via utilizing the semi-supervised training
framework, the performance of HMR can be further im-
proved. Please refer to the supplementary for the detailed
training process.

4. The AscendMotion Dataset
To advance research in Human Mesh Recovery (HMR) for
climbing motion within a global coordinate system, we
present the AscendMotion dataset. This dataset specifically
captures complex multi-directional rock climbing motions
on non-planar surfaces. It provides a unique opportunity
for challenging HMR research. AscendMotion includes
multi-modal motion data from skilled climbers performing
various climbing styles, such as bouldering, speed climb-
ing, and lead climbing, with synchronized recordings from
IMU, RGB cameras, and LiDAR. The dataset comprises
344 minutes (6 hours) of labeled data and 441 minutes of
unlabeled data, featuring 22 adult climbers across 12 real-
world climbing scenes. All participants agreed to use their
recorded data for scientific purposes.

4.1. Hardware and Configuration

The AscendMotion data collection system integrates multi-
ple sensors and captures motion data in both indoor and out-
door environments. As shown in Fig. 3, the LiDAR (Ouster-
OS1, 128 beams) captures 3D dynamic point clouds at 20
frames per second (FPS), while the Hik 1080P RGB camera
records RGB video at 20 FPS. For each climbing environ-
ment, we use the Trimble X7 3D laser scanner to recon-
struct high-resolution RGB point cloud scenes, each con-
taining approximately 80 million points. For the labeled

dataset, each climber wears an Xsens MVN inertial motion
capture system with 17 IMUs, recording at 60 FPS. [4]
and a handheld point cloud scanner to ensure accurate body
shape representation. For the unlabeled dataset, climbers
do not wear a MoCap outfit, and we record their climbing
motions using a RGB camera and a LiDAR. A human mo-
tion is represented by M = (T, θ, β), where T represents
global translation, θ is the SMPL [40] pose parameters, and
β is the SMPL shape parameter. We obtain each climber’s
shape parameters β using IPNet [4].

4.2. Annotation Pipeline

The pose θ and the translation T obtained from the IMU
measurements may be inaccurate. Especially the transla-
tion T may significantly drift for long-duration capture. The
annotation pipeline of AscendMotion is used to find the ac-
curate translate T and pose θ as labels.

The annotation pipeline of AscendMotion is depicted
in Fig. 4. It consists of three parts: preprocessing, multi-
stage global optimization, and manual annotation. The pre-
processing part is used for time synchronization and spatial
calibration. The multi-stage global optimization part is de-
veloped for automatic generation of annotation labels. The
manual annotation part is used to further improve the qual-
ity of generated annotations.

4.2.1 Multi-modal Data Preprocessing Stage

Time Synchronization. The time among RGB camera and
LiDAR is synchronized via Precision Time Protocol (PTP).
We employ CollShark Auto 66 unit as the master clock, and
it sends PTP slave clocks to the RGB camera and LiDAR.
The time of IMU MoCap is post-synchronized with the Li-
DAR and RGB through anchor frames.

Calibration. First, the LiDAR point cloud are registered
with high-precision scanned-scenes. Next, the coordinate
of LiDAR is treated as the world coordinate. The IMU
measurements are transformed into the world coordinate
through a calibration matrix. Finally, we perform frame-
level calibration among RGB, LiDAR and IMU. Please re-
fer to the appendix for details.

4.2.2 Multi-stage Global Optimization

AscendMotion uses the translation T and pose θ provided
by the IMU MoCap as the initialization of annotation labels,
and performs multi-stage global optimization. To achieve
accurate and natural human motion data consistent with the
scene, we apply two loss functions: the Global Refit Loss
LGR and the Scene Touch Loss LST.

Global Refit Loss LGR. The global refit loss promotes
precise global alignment between the SMPL model and the
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point clouds. LGR calculates the geometric discrepancy be-
tween the SMPL model vertices V and the human body
point cloud P using a modified Chamfer distance. It ap-
plies different loss terms (f(|vi − pj |2) or g(|vi − pj |2))
to different body parts to make body regions, such as the
torso and limbs, match the point clouds of the human. We
calculate the Euclidean distance between a vertex vi ∈ V
and a point pj ∈ P as dvi,pj . A loss term f(|vi − pj |2) is
applied to a vertex vi if dvi,pj ≤ dtorso, and g(|pj − vi|2) is
applied to vi if dvi,pj

≤ dlimb, where dtorso and dlimb are the
distance thresholds for torso and limbs, respectively. Dur-
ing climbing, humans use limbs to climb up, the distance
among limbs and scenes should smaller than the distance
among torso and scenes, dlimb ≤ dtorso.

Scene Touch Loss LST. This loss prevents unrealistic in-
tersections between the SMPL model and the scene mesh
by measuring the penetration depth between the SMPL ver-
tices vi ∈ V and the scene mesh vertices qj ∈ Q. Given
the scene mesh normal vectors nj , the penetration depth
for each vertex is calculated as the dot product η(vi) =
(vi − qj) · nj , where qj is the closest mesh vertex to vi.
If the penetration depth η(vi) is negative, it indicates that
the vertex vi has penetrated the scene mesh, and this value
contributes to the loss LST. This loss encourages the SMPL
model to avoid intersecting with the scene mesh, promot-
ing more realistic interactions between the model and the
environment.

4.2.3 Manual Annotation and Verification

To further improve the dataset quality, we use the SMPL an-
notation tool [66] for enhanced labeling of sequences. We
engage four observers to review the automatically annotated
results. For any ambiguous limb movements observed in
RGB views, we perform additional manual adjustments and
mark these frames as key frames. Finally, we propagate
poses from multiple key frames within each sequence to en-
sure global consistency in both smoothness and accuracy.

Constraint term Horizontal Scene Vertical Scene
LST LGR ACCEL↓ MPJPE↓ PA-MPJPE↓ ACCEL↓ MPJPE↓ PA-MPJPE↓

% % 1.83 37.57 32.52 6.79 51.51 46.24
! % 1.67 35.45 31.81 3.73 40.36 35.37
% ! 1.59 29.04 25.95 1.66 29.24 24.99
! ! 1.54 28.20 23.25 1.60 29.07 24.37

Table 2. Quantitative Evaluation of Dataset Quality.

5. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we demonstrate the high-quality of the As-
cendMotion optimization process in Sec. 5.1, show that
the AscendMotion dataset is challenging to existing HMR
methods, and evaluate ClimbingCap and multiple HMR
methods in climbing motion datasets in Sec. 5.2. We
demonstrate the promising performance of ClimbingCap
and shows that each component of ClimbingCap is useful
through ablation study in Sec. 5.3. Please refer to the de-
tailed experimental setup and metrics in the supplementary.

5.1. Datasets Evaluation

To quantitatively evaluate the annotation quality of Ascend-
Motion, we divide the scene into horizontal and vertical
rock walls and evaluate the performance of the global opti-
mization stage (in Sec. 4.2.2 ) by comparing the generated
annotations with manual annotations.

The evaluation metrics include widely used MPJPE,
Procrustes Aligned MPJPE (PA-MPJPE), per vertex error
(PVE), acceleration error (Accel, in units of m/s2). These
metrics are used for evaluating HMR methods as well.

To understand the impact of different constraints used in
the combined optimization stage, we perform an ablation
study on two different losses: LST and LGR. Tab. 2 shows
the error metrics using different loss combinations for two
scenes. The error metrics are small, demonstrating the ef-
fectiveness of the global optimization pipeline and the high
quality of AscendMotion.



Modality Method Camera Coordinate World Coordinate

ACCEL↓ MPJPE↓ PA-MPJPE↓ PVE↓ PCK0.3↑ WA-MPJPE↓ W-MPJPE↓ RTE↓ Jitter↓ T-Error↓

RGB

TRACE [60] 18.68/76.79 875.56/577.60 69.21/85.81 951.52/619.93 0.06/0.09 144.33/385.71 254.38/703.35 14.73/26.17 115.96/521.40 2.56/6.62
SLAHMR [75] 5.46/96.98 232.46/467.88 84.13/285.15 283.24/552.63 0.36/0.12 277.47/447.68 804.85/613.60 3.64/39.39 4.91/201.33 2.81/6.54
WHAM [56] 4.59/35.01 110.92/143.17 76.09/73.36 124.2/164.91 0.76/0.62 229.42/1125.77 647.70/1499.85 5.16/9.04 3.58/40.69 1.77/2.49
GVHMR [55] 4.50/26.22 107.09/124.60 60.06/80.30 118.89/151.10 0.77/0.71 105.15/1002.11 202.45/1442.50 4.09/7.91 6.85/32.71 1.48/2.54

LiDAR LiDARCapV2 [78] 87.99/119.62 244.6/234.52 192.17/156.39 326.45/283.27 0.53/0.50 282.12/1396.42 442.12/1518.29 16.42/10.85 176.95/165.55 1.65/2.89
LiveHPS [49] 157.87/195.23 156.5/147.31 142.19/121.76 191.87/189.30 0.64/0.70 235.4/1369.89 392.34/1506.50 13.94/10.45 279.96/358.54 2.1/6.73

LiDAR
+RGB

ImmFusion [11] 108.76/74.20 473.18/464.83 254.07/179.51 533.5/529.71 0.17/0.14 324.4/1446.01 487.92/1532.88 16.52/10.86 27.03/14.49 1.94/3.99
FusionPose [14] 112.08/86.44 256.81/315.93 198.55/193.83 306.22/359.68 0.36/0.42 275.02/1445.32 444.47/1532.28 16.29/10.85 92.97/80.79 2.02/6.48

LEIR [73] 110.18/94.57 297.95/299.62 187.26/150.56 340.61/351.52 0.41/ 0.37 266.82/1313.09 282.31/1435.92 9.78/9.97 73.38/85.03 1.1/1.20
Ours 5.17/17.25 75.45/88.92 61.73/74.50 94.89/106.42 0.91/0.78 62.95/85.26 78.99/106.95 1.57/3.12 8.3/27.75 1.07/1.29

Table 3. HMR Comparison in the AscendMotion dataset (Horizontal Scene/Vertical Scene). The results for the horizontal and the
vertical scene are separated by “/” in each cell. ClimbingCap performs significantly than others.

Modality Method Camera Coordinate World Coordinate

ACCEL↓ MPJPE↓ PA-MPJPE↓ PVE↓ PCK0.3↑ WA-MPJPE↓ W-MPJPE↓ RTE↓ Jitter↓ T-Error↓

RGB

TRACE [60] 57.65 488.63 98.83 685.29 0.17 365.11 608.38 28.98 27.30 4.58
SLAHMR [75] 6.10 228.82 82.39 201.42 0.61 391.24 445.38 13.88 12.63 2.47
WHAM [56] 9.11 184.43 94.40 191.27 0.76 321.58 430.35 32.95 9.26 3.78
GVHMR [55] 6.98 152.56 91.13 140.19 0.60 349.17 476.90 21.54 11.63 2.26

LiDAR LiDARCapV2 [78] 70.72 389.97 267.76 364.26 0.50 468.00 520.06 13.56 54.25 3.12
LiveHPS [49] 72.57 190.86 148.00 225.65 0.59 412.22 524.47 12.11 50.77 3.52

LiDAR+RGB

ImmFusion [11] 68.82 322.21 232.44 435.72 0.45 465.46 586.36 13.59 14.55 3.96
FusionPose [14] 58.54 242.20 189.92 330.09 0.53 373.46 437.88 13.54 48.30 2.01

LEIR [73] 16.46 206.69 117.52 269.12 0.58 228.1 370.74 10.6 38.42 1.84
Ours 5.18 84.03 60.69 99.89 0.86 228.28 261.06 8.17 8.72 1.26

Table 4. HMR Comparison in the CIMI4D dataset. ClimbingCap demonstrates remarkable generalization and robustness on other
climbing datasets.

5.2. Comparison on Global Motion Recovery

To evaluate the performance of global HMR, we fol-
low the motion evaluation protocols of [55, 56] and the
global trajectory evaluation protocol of [15, 73]. Following
WHAM [56], to calculate the world coordinate MPJPE met-
rics, the predicted global sequence is divided into segments
of 100 frames, and each segment is aligned with the ground
truth segment either to the entire segment (WA-MPJPE) or
to the first two frames (W-MPJPE). Besides WA-MPJPE
and W-MPJPE, the root translation error (RTE), motion
jitter (Jitter, in m/s3), relative global translation error (T-
Error in m) of the entire sequence are reported.

We evaluate ClimbingCap against nine methods with
different modalities. The global RGB methods are
TRACE [60], SLAHMR [75], WHAM [56], and
GVHMR [55]. The LiDAR-based methods are LiDAR-
CapV2 [78] and LiveHPS [49]. The LiDAR+RGB methods
are ImmFusion [11], FusionPose [14], and LEIR [73].

Results in AscendMotion. The scenes in AscendMotion
are categories into horizontal and vertical scenes, based on
the major direction of human motions. Vertical motions
are more challenging to human and to HMR methods than
horizontal motions. The experimental results are depicted
in Tab. 3. The top rows depicted the results for multiple
state-of-the-art RGB-based HRM methods, and the bottom
rows depicted the results for state-of-the-art LiDAR and Li-

DAR+RGB based methods. In each cell of the table, the
results for the horizontal and the vertical scenes are sep-
arated by “/”. For horizontal scenes, ClimbingCap per-
forms the best in most of the metrics, especially in terms of
MPJPE, WA-MPJPE and W-MPJPE. WHAM and GVHMR
performs well for the camera coordinate metrics, but not
in the world coordinate metrics. For the vertical scenes,
ClimbingCap performs the best and significantly better than
the second-best methods. GVHMR, a representative global
HMR method, performs poorly in vertical scenes. It esti-
mates the direction of movement by predicting the horizon-
tal velocity. However, the major movement on the vertical
scene of AscendMotion is an upward climbing movement.
The LiDAR-based, and other LiDAR+RGB-based methods
perform inferior to ClimbingCap. These methods do not
fully consider global trajectories. The results demonstrate
the importance of considering the relationship among cam-
era coordinates and global coordinates.

Results in CIMI4D. To test the generalization ability of
all the HMR methods, we evaluate their performance in the
CIMI4D climbing dataset without retraining or fine-tuning.
The CIMI4D dataset consists mostly horizontal scenes, and
the motions are less challenging than AscendMotion. As
it is reported in Tab. 4, ClimbingCap performs the best in
the CIMI4D dataset for most the metrics, except the WA-
MPJPE metric.
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Figure 5. Qualitative Evaluation in the AscendMotion and CIMI4D dataset. The left and right areas show the results of Camera
Coordinate and World Coordinate respectively. The red circles indicate obvious errors. The last row shows the results for CIMI4D dataset.
Our method ClimbingCap performs best qualitatively by comparison.

Variant MPJPE PA-MPJPE PCK0.3 WA-MPJPE W-MPJPE RTE

(1) RGB Input 105.67 63.05 0.78 117.17 174.53 7.64
(2) w/o LLWD 80.46 52.15 0.89 70.04 91.23 2.02
(3) w/o LSDS 99.13 60.66 0.81 109.35 164.11 7.03
(4) w/o LV LR 91.10 61.85 0.83 88.59 120.11 3.34
(5) w/o SS 77.43 52.57 0.90 65.30 82.09 1.83

RGB+LiDAR Input 75.45 50.51 0.91 62.95 78.99 1.57Full Model

Table 5. Ablation Experiment for ClimbingCap in AscendMotion.

5.3. Ablation Experiment

To understand the impact of each global loss and the
semi-supervised module on ClimbingCap’s performance,
we evaluate five variants of ClimbingCap on the Ascend-
Motion dataset following the same training and evaluation
protocol as the previous section. (1) RGB Input: Using
only RGB imagery without LiDAR, this variant performs
worst overall due to missing global position data required
for post-processing. (2) w/o LLWD: Excluding the limb
weight differentiation loss, which guides optimization us-
ing global point clouds, has a limited impact, indicating a
beneficial but non-essential role. (3) w/o LSDS : Removing
the velocity direction smoothing loss, which ensures motion
consistency, significantly reduces global metrics, highlight-
ing its importance. (4) w/o LV LR: The velocity direction
smoothing loss constrains limb movements and corrects un-
expected mis-predicted movements in a motion sequence;
without this loss, ClimbingCap’s global metrics drop sig-

nificantly, highlighting its importance for consistency and
accuracy. (5) w/o SS: Removing the semi-supervised mod-
ule results in a slight performance decrease, indicating its
contribution to improving network training, though with a
modest effect. The full ClimbingCap model, with RGB
and LiDAR inputs, all loss terms, and the semi-supervised
framework, achieves the best results in Tab. 5, validating
the design’s effectiveness for climbing motion analysis on
AscendMotion.

6. Conclusion

In this work, we propose AscendMotion, a large-scale and
multi-modal climbing motion dataset, and ClimbingCap, a
human motion recovery framework for climbing motions.
AscendMotion provides a rich, high-quality dataset that sur-
passes previous climbing datasets in both scale and com-
plexity. ClimbingCap effectively recovers 3D climbing mo-
tions in the global coordinate system, ensuring accurate
pose estimation and global localization. Experimental re-
sults demonstrate the quality of AscendMotion dataset, and
show that ClimbingCap outperforms existing methods in
terms of accuracy and robustness.
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[34] Felix Kosmalla, André Zenner, Marco Speicher, Florian
Daiber, Nico Herbig, and Antonio Krüger. Exploring rock
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