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Abstract

Counting the repetition of human exercise and physical rehabilitation is a common task
in rehabilitation and exercise training. The existing vision-based repetition counting
methods less emphasize the concurrent motions in the same video. This work presents
a vision-based human motion repetition counting applicable to counting concurrent
motions through the skeleton location extracted from various pose estimation methods.
The presented method was validated on the University of Idaho Physical Rehabilitation
Movements Data Set (UI-PRMD), and MM-fit dataset. The overall mean absolute
error (MAE) for mm-fit was 0.06 with off-by-one Accuracy (OBOA) 0.94. Overall MAE
for UI-PRMD dataset was 0.06 with OBOA 0.95. We have also tested the performance
in different kind of camera location and concurrent motions with conveniently collected
video with overall MAE 0.06 and OBOA 0.88. The proposed method provides a view-
angle and motion agnostic concurrent motion counting. This method can potentially
used in large-scale remote rehabilitation and exercise training with only one camera.

1 Introduction

Repetitive exercise and training are omnipresent in daily life and, especially,
common in sport and rehabilitation training. An early research |1] has surveyed
that disobedience of the exercise program is one of the factors that deteriorate
the training outcome. Some researchers believed [2}3] that lack of motivation
and feedback is the underlying reason that the users do not comply with the
designated exercise plan. Engaging users by providing more feedback and mo-
tivating results could increase the adherence of the users, and consequently,
enhance the training outcome.
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As the technology advance, training and rehabilitation program might not
necessarily take place in the primary care area. The concept of the home ex-
ercise program (HEP) and remote rehabilitation with the assistance of infor-
mation technology draws researchers and medical professionals attention. This
approach relief the burden in the medical area, and provide flexibility for people
who is difficult in getting medical resources. Nonetheless, the better engagement
and adherence in such context is less addressed by the researcher in developing
such a solution.

Providing feedback on counting the repetition of the exercise is informative
for users. Users can be more engaged in the exercise and training program
given the counting feedback, and get a rough idea that they might get fatigued
or change the repetition speed during the exercise. Through this feedback,
additional incentives and stimuli were provided to the user to encourage the
user commits to the program.

Counting the repetition of exercise is a less studied field comparing with
the prosperous growing field in human activity recognition. Dwibedi et al. [4]
pointed out that it is strenuous to search for suitable video from large-scale pub-
lic datasets as there is no specific keyword and annotations catering this specific
needs. The root cause of this phenomenon is that annotating video/signal across
the temporal domain is a labor-intensive and monotonous work. Due to these
reasons, the repetition counting task usually encounters the lack of sufficient
annotated data.

The goal of this research is to solve a real-time counting on concurrent hu-
man exercise motions. This research provides novel repetition counting methods
using skeleton data based on a depth camera. The proposed method first cal-
culate the self-similarity of the sequence of skeleton data. Subsequently, We
analyzed the spetrogram of the self-similarity and estimated the count.

The major contribution of this work is that it offers (1) view-angle and
motion agnostic vision-based counting methods. This work takes the skeleton
data from the motion camera and counting through the temporal similarity. (2)
Counting multiple people concurrent repetition in the same frame. The pro-
posed method takes the skeleton data as the input. Current pose estimation
methods are capable of estimating multiple people in a frame, so the proposed
method can handle multiple people in the same frame and inference the repeti-
tion for each person with a different repetition frequency. The current state of
art |41)5] usually has the limitation of counting only one motion in the videos.
In contrast, through counting by skeleton data, counting on concurrent motion
becomes possible. (3) Real-time inference speed under CPU environment. The
proposed model was tested under CPU environment and the inference speed
can be at 0.001 seconds per input. Therefore, this method can be adopted in
real-time applications. This part of the evaluation was less addressed especially
in counting through videos. Nevertheless, real-time feedback for the use for
exercise and rehabilitation training can increase the engagement of users.
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2 Related works

2.1 Pose estimation

Vision-based pose estimation is a well-studied field. The goal of pose estimation
is to identify the human joint location from the image. Several commercial prod-
ucts and research works are serving this purpose, such as Microsoft Kinect and
Martinez et al. [6] for three-dimensional pose estimation. Several developed
methods, such as HRnet |7H9], OpenPose [10] and PoseNet [11], also provide
pose estimation on the two-dimensional image. These methods detect the head,
shoulders, elbows, wrists, waists, knees, and ankles, and indicate the joint lo-
cation on the image. These methods are able to inference several people in an
image with reasonable speed.

2.2 Motion repetition counting

There are two main approaches in counting motion repetition in terms of data
modality. The first category |12H19] attaches the wearable devices (usually iner-
tial sensors) to the human body and counts the repetition using received signals.
Analyzing the temporal repetition of the acceleration signal can be conducted
through classical time series analysis. Besides, these wearable devices usually
combine with other sensors detecting a variety of vital signs, such as heart rate,
electrocardiography (ECG), or blood oxygen, and provide detailed analysis of
the exercise. The drawback is that wearable devices need to be attached to
each participant and make it expensive for large-scale implementation for only
repetition counting purposes. Besides, the wearable device can only count the
repetition if the body part where the device is attached involves in the exercise.

The other approach [41520(-22] uses the camera to record the movement and
identifies the temporal patterns in the video. Existing research usually solves a
more general problem in counting the periodical movements but not necessarily
human movements. The core idea of these methods is decomposing it into two
sub problems. First, these method will extract features which coincide with
the periodicity of the repeated movements. The second step is to developing
a counting method base on the extracted features. These studies either rely
on the neural network [415//20] or identify the frequency pattern of the feature
from computer-vision in the video to extract the features [4,/21]. Counting
the repetition from the features are done by (1) peak detection, (2) Counting
through frequency domain , or (3) neural network methods. Identifying multiple
concurrent motions in the video is either less addressed [4,[21] or listed as the
limitation [5] in the existing studies. The reason is that these methods leverage
this assumption to construct global features in the video. Besides, few do these
research works report the inference speed of their proposed method.

2.2.1 Extracting temporal periodical features by self-similarity

Self-similarity is a common techniques analyzing the periodicity in human mo-
tion recognition [23-25]. These studies have reported that self-similarity ex-
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hibited strong robustness to different view angle with appropriate features.
Dwibedli et al. [4] also pointed out that self-similarity also facilitate an in-
formative information and visual representation for further inspection.

2.2.2 Counting on signals

Counting the self-similarity or any other one-dimensional feature signals can be
done through analyzing the frequency domain of the signal [21,/26,[27] or peak
detection [2228]. Peak detection is an intuitive method but heavily depends
on the signal quality and fine tuning the hyperparameters in peak detection
algorithm. Analyzing the frequency domain is more robust to the quality of
signal. Recent research works usually [21}2627] adopt Fourier transform, or
wavelet transform to capture the repetitions.

2.2.3 Counting through skeleton data

Ferreira et al. [20] and Stromback et al. [22] studies are similar to the presented
work. It adopted the pose estimation method and extracted features from hu-
man joint spatial allocation to classify and count the repetition of the motion.
A significant advantage for counting through the skeleton data is that exist-
ing pose estimation supports recognizing multiple people in the same frame.
Counting through skeleton data enables concurrent motions in the same cam-
era. Nonetheless, this valuable advantage did not explicitly state in the previous
study. Besides, Ferreira et al. [20] works has reported significant differences in
the accuracy in different camera locations, and both studies require user to
configure different hyperparameters for different kind of exercise.

3 Method

3.1 Data source

Our method was trained and tested using the UI-PRMD dataset [29] and MM-
fit [22]. UI-PRMD dataset [29] is composed of ten motions commonly used in
rehabilitation, including (1) deep squat, (2) hurdle step, (3) inline lunge, (4)
side lunge, (5) sit to stand, (6) standing active straight leg raise, (7) stand-
ing shoulder abduction, (8) standing shoulder extension, (9) standing shoulder
internal-external rotation, and (10) standing shoulder scaption. Ten healthy
subjects repeated each exercise for 10 times. A Kinect v2 camera was put in
front of the subject during the data collection. It is worth to point out that
subjects were allowed to use their dominant side performing the tasks, so some
might use the right side, and some may use the left side to perform task 2, 3,
4,6,7,8,9, and 10.

The MM-fit dataset [22] consist of ten type of commonly used workout for
home training (1) squats, (2) push-ups, (3) shoulder press, (4) lunges, (5) dumb-
bell rows, (6) sit-ups, (7) triceps extensions, (8) biceps curls, (9) lateral raises,
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(10) and jumping jacks. There are ten participants in the dataset, each partic-
ipant was asked to perform a set of exercise which consist several exercise with
10 repetitions. A RGB depth camera was put in front of the participant during
exercise. Pose estimation was done by OpenPose for 2D pose estimation, and
3D pose estimation was using the method developed by Martina et al. [6].

3.2 OQutline of the proposed method

The proposed method relied on the existing pose estimation algorithms to ex-
tract the skeleton location of each frame. Though this method relied on the
pose estimation, but it did not rely on specific type of skeleton format. Con-
sequently, 3D pose skeleton format like Kinect or 2D skeleton in Openpose are
all valid input for this method. After obtaining skeleton data, we computed
the pairwise cosine similarity of the skeleton time series. Subsequently, we con-
structed a spectrogram for the pairwise similarity, and counted the repetition
by integrating from the spectrogram.

3.2.1 Pose Estimation

The pose estimation method used in the UI-PRMD dataset [29] was Microsoft
Kinect v2 built-in 3D pose estimation, which estimated twenty-five joints lo-
cations in the 3D distance from the camera. MM-fit [22] dataset provides 2D
pose estimation and 3D pose estimation by Openpose or Martina et al. [6]. Nei-
ther MM-fit nor UI-PRMD datasets provides original video, but it is worth to
emphasize that the proposed method is a vision-based method.

3.2.2 Pairwise cosine similarity calculation

After getting the skeleton location, we first compute the pairwise cosine sim-
ilarity of the skeleton data. The reason is that most of the training exercises
are back-and-forth movements. We can conceptualize this movement through
cosine similarity to quantify it as if it is performing simple harmonic motion.
Given a skeleton data time series X with length ¢, X was a matrix with size
(t,j x d), where j was the amount of joint, and d was either 2 or 3 represent-
ing the dimension of the data. The self cosine similarity is the normalized dot
product between the observation at time ty and time ¢;.

Xy - Xty
[ X0 [ 11X, |
An illustration of output similarity matrix is displayed in Figure [[} The mo-

saic patterns in the Figure [T] indicated that there is a strong periodicity in the
self-similarity.

self cosine similarity = cos() =

3.2.3 Constructing spectrogram

Observing the strong periodicity, analyzing the frequency patterns and counting
through the frequency patterns should be a reasonable approach. We started to
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Fig. 3: Spectrogram of the cosine similarity sequence

analyze the spectrogram of similarity for ¢ = 0 with respect to rest of the time
point ,Vi < t. The sequence was demonstrated in Figure 2] The spectrogram
was done by calculating the fast Fourier transform (FFT) on a fixed sliding
window with window size w. For signals x in the sliding window segment, the
FFT response:

w—1

FFT(x), = Z x(n) exp(

n=0

The spectrogram was illustrated in the Figure |3} Figure |3 has revealed that
there is a strong signal at the frequency around 0.25 along the whole exercise.

—i27n

),k=0,...,w—1

3.2.4 Counting out of the time

We believe the most dominant frequency in the spectrogram is the frequency
corresponding to the repeating motion. The local frequency f,, in the sliding
window m is the frequency with the highest amplitude in such sliding window.

fn = arg max [FET ()i

The estimation of the repetition count ¢ was defined as the integral of local
frequency over time.

e=Y t=0"ft

This counting method was adopted in [21], which emphasized the capability
in counting a non-stationary signals.

3.3 Selection of hyperparameter

The only set of hyperparameter in this method was the sliding window size
and sliding steps for spectrogram. There were two factors need to taking into
consideration. First, sliding window should be wide enough to envelope at least
a cycle of repetition. A cycle of motion usually took around 1 to 3 seconds.
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Therefore, this will be the lower bound of window size. Besides, the wider the
window, the better the frequency resolution. As a trade of, wider window and
larger sliding window steps resulted in lower time resolution. We have evaluated
and discussed different combination of sliding window size and steps in the result
and discussion.

3.4 Model evaluation

There are two evaluation metrics commonly used [45/21] in repetition counting.

3.4.1 Mean absolute error (MAE) of the count

MAE of the count (Equation [1f) is the normalized absolute difference between
the predicted count ¢ and the ground truth c. This metric was used in the
previous research works as the metric can be interpreted as the percentage of
the counting difference comparing with the ground truth.

6= ¢

1 n
MAE of th t == 1
of the count = — ; (1)

c

3.4.2 Off-by-one Accuracy (OBOA)

OBOA first labels the video is correctly classified if the absolute difference of
predicted count and the ground truth is less or equal to one. Otherwise, it
marks the prediction as misclassified. The OBOA is the accuracy using such
definition. OBOA provides a brief idea how accurate is the algorithm, and is in
favor of accurate algorithm with tolerance of few extremely miscounting cases.

4 Results and discussion

4.1 Motion counting

Overall, the proposed method can reach 0.94 to 0.95 OBOA with MAE 0.06
with the best hyperparameter combinations.

4.1.1 MM-fit dataset

Table|[l]indicate the MAE and OBOA for the proposed method and the baseline
demonstrated in [22]. The MAE and OBO error was reported with the same
testing scheme as Stromback et al. [22]. The proposed method yielded same or
significantly better in each individual task. In addition to the baseline method,
the proposed method performs more stably across different kind of motion. In
contrast, the baseline method vary significantly among different kind of exercise.
This might due to the baseline method needs to adjust the hyperparameter
specific to the motion.
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Tab. 1: MAE of count and OBOA for motion counting MM-fit dataset, squats
(Sq), push ups (Pu), dumbbell shoulder press (Sp), lunges (Lg), dumb-
bell rows (Dr), situps (Su),tricep extensions (Te),bicep curls (Bc), lateral
shoulder raises (Sr), and jumping jacks (Jj)
Sq Pu Sp Lg Dr Su Te Be Sr Jj  overall MAE OBOA

win  step

128 1 0.10 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.06 0.11 0.07r 0.07 0.08 0.03 0.08 0.89
2 0.10 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.06 0.11 0.07r 0.07 0.08 0.03 0.08 0.89
4 0.10 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.06 0.12 0.07r 0.07 0.08 0.04 0.08 0.89
8 0.10 0.07 0.08 0.10 0.06 0.12 0.07 0.06 0.08 0.05 0.08 0.89
16 0.10 0.07r 0.06 0.10 0.07 0.12 0.07r 0.07 0.08 0.06 0.08 0.89
32 0.10 0.07 0.06 0.10 0.08 0.12 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.86
256 1 0.06 0.09 0.03 0.04 0.06 0.11 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.07 0.06 0.94
2 0.05 0.08 0.03 0.04 0.06 0.11 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.07 0.06 0.94
4 0.05 0.09 0.03 0.04 0.06 0.11 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.07 0.06 0.93
8 0.05 0.09 0.04 004 0.06 011 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.07 0.06 0.92
16 0.06 0.10 0.04 0.03 0.06 0.11 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.09 0.06 0.91
32 0.07 0.12 0.06 0.04 0.09 0.10 0.07r 0.07 0.06 0.17 0.08 0.86
Baseline [22] 0.05 0.52 0.63 0.03 0.23 0.17 0.33 441 0.09 0.26 0.67 0.90

4.1.2 UI-PRMD dataset

Table 2| indicate the MAE and OBOA for the proposed method testing on Ul-
PRMD dataset. All the data were used to report the result. To the best of our
knowledge, there is no research work adopted this dataset for motion counting.

4.2 Effect of hyperparameters

Table [1] and [2] also demonstrated the effect of hyperparameters. We could ob-
serve that window size of 256 is more desirable than 128. window size with length
256 perform better than window size with 128 in overall MAE and OBOA. We
suspected the reason might be that 256 window size offer higher frequency res-
olution than 128 window. This difference will be accumulated and amplified
along the integration calculation and deteriorate counting accuracy.

Sliding window step size slightly affected the repetition counting result. Ta-
ble [I] showed that MAE increased and OBOA decreased while increasing the
step size in MM-fit dataset. Interestingly, this effect cannot be observed in the
UI-PRMD dataset (Table 2 In any case, the result shown in Table [I] and
indicated that sliding window steps only made minor difference in repetition
counting.

4.3 Counting in the real word

We acknowledged that both public dataset fixed the camera location and did not
tested with concurrent motions in the same videos. Five adults were recruited
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Tab. 2: MAE of count and OBOA for motion counting UI-PRMD dataset, deep
squat (Dq), hurdle step (Hs), inline lunge (I1), side lunge (Sl), sit to
stand (Ss), leg raise (Lr),shoulder abduction (Sa),shoulder extension
(Se), shoulder internal-external rotation (Sr), and shoulder scaption (Sc)

Dq Hs 1 Sl Ss Lr Sa Se Sr Sc

win step

overll MAE OBOA

128 1 0.07 0.10 0.10 0.14 0.12 0.15 0.08 0.11 0.08 0.05
2 0.07 0.10 0.10 0.14 0.12 0.16 0.08 0.11 0.08 0.05
4 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.14 0.11 0.15 0.09 0.11 0.09 0.04
8 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.12 0.11 0.15 0.09 0.11 0.09 0.04
16 0.08 0.07 0.09 0.12 0.09 0.14 0.09 0.12 0.09 0.03
32 0.0r 0.07 0.09 0.13 0.09 0.13 0.07 0.10 0.08 0.03
256 1 0.06 0.00 0.04 0.07 0.02 0.11 0.05 0.12 0.08 0.06
2 0.05 0.01 0.04 0.07 0.02 011 0.05 0.12 0.08 0.06
4 0.06 0.01 0.04 0.07 0.02 010 0.056 0.12 0.08 0.06
8 0.05 0.01 0.04 0.07 0.04 010 0.06 0.12 0.07 0.05
16 004 0.02 0.02 005 0.05 011 0.05 0.13 0.05 0.03
32 0.04 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.05 010 0.03 0.14 0.05 0.05

conveniently and asked to squat for ten repetitions with different camera angle
or concurrently. The detailed decomposition for experiment is listed in Table
Participants one to three are asked to squat for ten times for each camera
location. Participants 4 and 5 are asked to squat together with camera in the
front. Participant 4 was facing to the camera, and the participant 5 was facing
to the right. Videos were recorded by iPad Pro 5th generation, and the pose
estimation was made by OpenPose [10].

Tab. 3: Inference time for each motion
Participants ID camera location

1 left, front, right
2 left, front, right
3 left, front, right
4.5 front,right

The result in Table [ was obtained using 256 window size with step 1. Table
indicated that the proposed method are able to count with different view
angle and concurrent motions. Squats conducted by participant 3, 4 and 5 are
correctly counted regadless of view angle or concurrent motions in the Video
10. Minor miscounting happened only in participant 1 and 2.

4.4 Counting in different type of skeleton formats

We have also illustrated counting in different type of skeleton format. MM-fit
data is either 3D COCO skeleton format (18 joints, 3D) or 2D COCO skeleton

0.10
0.10
0.10
0.10
0.09
0.08
0.06
0.06
0.06
0.06
0.06
0.06

0.81
0.8
0.82
0.82
0.87
0.86
0.94
0.94
0.94
0.94
0.94
0.95
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Tab. 4: Inference time for each motion
Video ID Participant ID  Camera location MAE

1 1 front 0.10

2 1 right 0.10

3 1 left 0.00

4 2 front 0.20

5 2 right 0.00

6 2 left 0.10

7 3 front 0.00

8 3 right 0.00

9 3 left 0.00

10 4 front 0.00
10 5 right 0.00
Overall MAE 0.06

OBOA 0.88

format (18 joints, 2D). UI-PRMD dataset is using Microsoft Kinect skeleton
format which has 22 3D joints location. The data collected in this study is in 2D
COCO skeleton format. The proposed method all exhibited satisfactory result.
We have listed the performance of MM-fit dataset using 2D pose estimation
format as the input in Table[5] Table[f]indicated that counting based on the 2D
skeleton format will deteriorate the OBOA and MAE comparing with 3D pose
estimation inputs. We could observe that counting in the 2D will deteriorate the
result comparing with using 3D results. This deterioration is especially obvious
in push ups, situps and jumping jacks. The reason for this variance among
different exercise is not that clear, and firther investigation might be helpful.

4.5 Limitation and future research direction

This method assumes the motion is a simple back and forth exercise which the
similarity of skeleton data behave like a periodical signals. Exercise with more
complicated procedure might not demonstrate this property. Nonetheless, most
of the rehab or exercise training does not consist this kind of complex exercise.
Second, we assume the most dominant frequency is the frequency correspond-
ing to the exercise. Minor motion counting will need further investigation on
the spectrogram. The last limitation is that we rely on motion detection and
recognition repetition motion to perform such algorithm. We might investigate
more kind of exercise in different context to understand how these limitation
affect the proposed method.

5 Conclusion

We have presented a motion repetition counting method using skeleton data.
This research provide a solution to concurrent repetition counting in human ex-
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Tab. 5: MAE of count and OBOA for motion counting MM-fit dataset (2D),
squats (Sq), push ups (Pu), dumbbell shoulder press (Sp), lunges (Lg),
dumbbell rows (Dr), situps (Su),tricep extensions (Te),bicep curls (Bc),
lateral shoulder raises (Sr), and jumping jacks (Jj)
Sq Pu Sp Lg Dr Su Te Bc Sr Jj  overall MAE OBOA

win  step

128 1 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.07 0.22 0.07 0.07 0.08 0.04 0.09 0.87
2 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.07 0.22 0.07 0.07 0.08 0.04 0.09 0.87
4 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.10 0.06 0.21 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.04 0.09 0.88
8 0.11 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.06 0.21 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.05 0.09 0.88
16 0.11 0.09 0.07 0.10 0.07 0.21 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.06 0.09 0.87
32 011 0.09 0.08 0.10 0.07 0.20 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.85

256 1 0.06 0.13 0.04 0.04 0.06 0.17 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.13 0.08 0.87
2 0.06 0.14 0.04 0.04 0.06 0.17 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.14 0.08 0.87
4 0.06 0.13 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.17 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.14 0.08 0.87
8 0.05 0.14 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.16 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.14 0.08 0.86
16 0.07 0.14 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.17 0.06 0.05 0.03 0.15 0.08 0.85
32  0.08 0.18 0.08 0.05 0.09 0.17 0.07 0.07 0.06 0.20 0.10 0.81

ercise, which is less addressed in the previous study. The proposed method has
been verified on the public datasets, and few conveniently collected videos with
desirable accuracy in different view angle, motion, and concurrent motions. The
proposed method possesses the potential in rehabilitation and exercise training
to monitor the progress of the exercise training and provides remote rehabilita-
tion and exercise training.
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