arXiv:2301.05955v2 [eess.SP] 13 Jun 2023

Hand Gesture Recognition through
Reflected Infrared Light Wave Signals

Md Zobaer Islam
School of Electrical and Computer
Engineering
Oklahoma State University
Stillwater, OK, USA
zobaer.islam @ @okstate.edu

John F. O’Hara
School of Electrical and Computer
Engineering
Oklahoma State University
Stillwater, OK, USA
oharaj@okstate.edu

Abstract—In this study, we present a wireless (non-contact)
gesture recognition method using only incoherent light wave
signals reflected from a human subject. In comparison to
existing radar, light shadow, sound and camera-based sensing
systems, this technology uses a low-cost ubiquitous light source
(e.g., infrared LED) to send light towards the subject’s hand
performing gestures and the reflected light is collected by a
light sensor (e.g., photodetector). This light wave sensing system
recognizes different gestures from the variations of the received
light intensity within a 20-35 cm range. The hand gesture recog-
nition results demonstrate up to 96% accuracy on average. The
developed system can be utilized in numerous Human-computer
Interaction (HCI) applications as a low-cost and non-contact
gesture recognition technology.

Index Terms—Gesture Recognition, Light Wave Sensing, In-
frared Sensing, Non-contact Sensing, Human-computer Interac-
tion, Signal Classification.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent trends in the computer and communication indus-
tries, Internet of Things (IoT) and the application of computers
in medicine show that human-computer interaction (HCI) is
becoming an increasingly important technological discipline.
Research on HCI is crucial for creating complex, computerized
systems that can be operated intuitively and efficiently by peo-
ple without any formal training. Well-designed HCI interfaces
make it convenient to control machines for education, labor,
communication, healthcare, and entertainment environments
[1]], [2]. Hand gesture recognition is a natural choice for HCI.
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Simple movements of the hand can represent a type of sign
language to machines resulting in the execution of complex
actions.

Existing hand gesture recognition techniques can be clas-
sified into two groups: wearable sensing and remote (non-
contact) sensing. In wearable sensing, the user literally wears
the sensor(s), which may be installed on a glove or otherwise
attached to the hand [3]], [4]. While this sensing mode is both
stable and responsive, the sensor(s) must be worn whenever
hand movement is to be detected which is inconvenient. In
remote sensing, hand gestures are perceived without any spe-
cial hardware attached to the hand. The most frequently used
sensors utilize radio frequency (RF) waves, light shadows,
cameras, and sound waves [5]-[/14]. RF-based sensing systems
are prone to electromagnetic interference [[15], [16]]. Also, RF
signals can easily penetrate a human body, and the transmitted
RF power level becomes a safety concern [[17], [[18]], especially
when multiple RF devices are present in the surrounding. The
light-shadow based systems employ photodetectors in the ceil-
ing or floor to capture the shadow patterns created by ambient
light due to hand gestures, but interference from obstacles
between the body and the receiver can be a critical issue here.
In camera-based gesture recognition systems, the input data
are images and/or videos which require enhanced processing
power and large storage. Also, privacy issues associated to
capturing human pictures must be taken into account [19],
[20]. The sound-based gesture recognition systems have good
accuracy but the ultrasonic frequency they use may harm or
perturb children and pets [21].

We have developed a hand gesture recognition system by
utilizing reflected incoherent infrared light wave signals - a
novel sensing method for hand gesture recognition termed as
light wave sensing (LWS). The main functional components
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Fig. 1: The experimental setup of our light wave sensing
system.

include the LWS hardware, the signal processing algorithms,
and the classification algorithms for gesture detection. Infrared
LED (light-emitting diode) light sources are used to illuminate
the hand performing the gesture. The reflected intensity of the
light varies with the movement of the hand and is captured and
converted into an electrical signal by a commercially-available
photodetector. The time-domain variations of the received
(raw) signals are filtered by signal processing algorithms and
then classified by using machine learning tools, which are
trained by prior captured data sets. With this modality, we
can distinguish hand gestures with up to 96% accuracy with
infrared sensing at 20 cm sensing distance.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section [I]
describes the principles and system design, both in terms of
hardware and software algorithms utilized. Section[[TI] presents
the evaluation of the LWS system, and some brief related
discussions. Finally, Section [IV] presents the conclusions and
future work.

II. SYSTEM DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION

A. Sensing Hardware

Our LWS system setup consists of infrared light sources
as transmitter, a photodetector as receiver, a digital signal
processing (DSP) unit to convert the received signal from
analog to digital, and an electronic module to process and
store the digital data. The light source was invisible 940 nm
IR lamp board with light sensor (48 black LED illuminator
array) having 30 ft range and 120° wide beamwidth [22]. A
commercial photodetector, Thorlabs PDA100A, was served as
the receiver [23|]. A Raspberry Pi with a PiPlate analog to
digital converter (ADC) circuit handled the data collection,
digitization and storage for offline processing. The overall
experimental setup is shown in Fig. [I]
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Fig. 2: Flow diagram of the steps and algorithms used to
prepare measured data for gesture classification.

B. Measurement Procedure Overview

In the measurement operation, volunteers were asked to
perform gestures with their hands in the designated area at
a distance d in front of the receiver (and also the transmitter).
The infrared transmitter was targeted such that the hand was
centered at the brightest part of the transmitted beam. An
infrared monitor was used to optimize the aiming of the beam.
The photodetector received the reflected light intensity waves
from the hand of the volunteer which were unique according
to the changing distance, shape and scattering cross-section
of the hand. Light intensity data were recorded for 6 seconds
at a sampling rate of 100 Hz, though each gesture might be
finished in 2-3 seconds. This resulted in individual gesture data
sets of approximately 600 bytes (single precision). The data
were then processed and classified offline using various signal
processing and machine learning algorithms to be discussed
in the next subsections.

C. Signal Processing

In order to extract the patterns and important signal features
resulting from different gestures, and to remove redundant
information and noise from the received signal, multiple
signal processing algorithms were needed. A flow diagram
of the sequential operations performed on the raw data is
presented in Fig. 2] At first, the signal corrupted with noise
and interference effects was denoised using Discrete Wavelet
Denoising methods. Two noise features that were prominent
in the frequency-domain signal appeared to be due to the
flicker of ceiling lights, evident at 120Hz, and the flicker
of nearby computer monitors, evident at 60Hz. Discrete
Wavelet Transform (DWT) is highly useful in analyzing non-
stationary signals since it provides both time-domain and
frequency-domain representation of the signal [24], [25]]. Prior
to denoising, the signal was decomposed into wavelets using



DWT. Then, the high frequency noise coefficients below an
appropriately chosen threshold value in the decomposed signal
were suppressed using the wavelet thresholding method. In
the following, Inverse DWT used the non-zero coefficients to
generate the denoised signal.

1.6 T
- Qriginal signal
——Denoised signal
1.5+ Segmented signal | |

Voltage (V)

0.9~ ]

0.8- L 1 I I I J
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Time (s)

Fig. 3: The effect of Discrete Wavelet Denoising and Time
Domain Thresholding blocks on the received signal at 20 cm.
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Fig. 4: The effect of Z Scores Standardization block on the
time domain signal from received infrared light signal at
20 cm.

Since gestures lasted for only 2-3 seconds, but data were
collected for 6 seconds, hence most of the data at the beginning
and at the end of the time-domain signal could be discarded
to keep only the portion with higher intensity and larger
fluctuation when the gesture was actually being performed. We
used a simple thresholding method to segment the denoised
data stream and mark the beginning and the end of the
gesture. This thresholding was done in time domain, while
the previous thresholding of wavelet co-efficients was done
in frequency domain. The signals after denoising and time
domain thresholding are shown with an example data in Fig.[3]

The segmented gesture signal had an unpredictable number
of data points, hence zero-padding was done to make its
length uniform for the gesture classification algorithm to work
effectively later.

Then, Z scores were used to standardize the signal am-
plitude based on the mean and variance of the data. Due to
the diversity of factors involved when different users perform
gestures, the magnitudes of measured light signals from the
same gesture may be highly variable, even though their wave
shapes are generally similar. Z score is a standardization
method that simply converts a data set to a distribution with
zero mean and unity standard deviation [26]. The effectiveness
of Z scores standardization on time domain signal is shown

in Fig. @]
D. Classifier Training

After the signal processing was completed, all of the data
sets were used as feature vectors in a training set to build
a gesture classification method using the K-nearest-neighbors
(KNN) algorithm [27], [28]. KNN is a non-parametric su-
pervised machine learning algorithm that calculates distances
between the test data and each training data, considers k
nearest training data and takes majority vote to decide which
class the test data belongs to.

Hand gestures were selected based on the common HCI
tasks [12]], [29]. The waves shown in Fig. |§| are the denoised
time-domain signals for the selected gestures. After data
analysis, we found that the variance of our feature vectors
was small. This could also be observed visually from relatively
small differences in the 8 gestures in the time-domain waves.
Therefore, due to the small difference and strong similarity of
all the waves, KNN was found to be suitable for our method.

III. EVALUATION, RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We evaluate our gesture recognition system using the col-
lected data from real volunteers. First, we discuss the data
collection method. Then, we describe a K-fold cross-validation
procedure used to evaluate the gesture classification perfor-
mance. Further, we present an analysis of the gesture clas-
sification accuracy at different distances. Finally, the impact
of environmental lighting conditions on gesture classification
accuracy is presented.

We instructed volunteers how to perform each gesture,
and gave them several minutes to practice until they were
comfortable with each gesture. We recorded gesture data of
5 volunteers performing 24 repetitions of the 8 gestures (960
waves) shown in Fig. b at a distance of 20 cm from the infrared
sensor in normal indoor lighting conditions. To observe the
impact of ambient light, the same number of waves were
recorded at the same 20 cm distance in the dark indoor (no
lighting) condition too. The condition of ambient light is
on means that the fluorescent lights in the ceiling and the
computer screen light are all included in the room lighting
condition. And the condition of ambient light is off means that
the fluorescent lights in the ceiling are off and the computer
screen is turned away from the photodetector making the
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Fig. 5: Selected gesture classes with the corresponding time-series waves.
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TABLE I: The 10-fold cross-validation confusion matrix of
infrared light wave sensing around 20cm (ambient light is
on).

effects of environment lighting zero. Further, to obtain the
effect of sensing distance on accuracy, the same number of
waves were collected at distance 35cm from the sensor in
normal indoor lighting conditions. Therefore, there were 3 data
sets with the same number of waves in each.

Next, we evaluated the accuracy of our system at different
distances, and in different ambient lighting conditions. All the
results were obtained with 10-fold cross-validation. In 10-fold
cross-validation, all the waves were divided into 10 subsets of
equal size randomly. One of the 10 subsets was taken as testing
data, the remaining 9 subsets were used as training data. Then
the cross-validation was repeated 10 times, and each of the
10 subsets was used as the testing data only once. Therefore,
10 confusion matrices were averaged to obtain a single result.
The confusion matrix for infrared sensing around 20cm are
shown in Table [} The overall accuracy of found through cross-
validation considering all gestures was 96.13% (SD = 2.59%).

1) Accuracy at different distances: The effect of distance
on gesture recognition accuracy is shown in Fig. [} Accuracy
decreased with increasing distance because of the lower re-

TABLE II: The 10-fold cross-validation confusion matrix of
infrared light wave sensing around 20 cm in the dark (ambient
light is off).

flected light intensity that was reducing the overall signal to
noise ratio (SNR) of the system.

2) Accuracy with different ambient lighting: To determine
the effect of ambient light on recognition accuracy, we com-
pared the classification results with ambient lights on and
off at d = 20cm. Ambient lighting conditions had little,
if any, significant impact on the system accuracy, as seen
from the results presented in Table [Il [T and Fig. [§] This was
attributed to the peak responsivity of the photodetector near
infrared wavelength which caused the power of the reflected
infrared light be much greater than the contribution from
ambience [30].

IV. CONCLUSION

We presented a non-contact gesture recognition system that
utilized the variation of reflected incoherent infrared light
intensity due to hand gestures performed within 20cm to
35cm distance from the light source in both on and off
conditions of ambient lighting. This light-based technology
is simple, low-cost, safe and portable in nature. Infrared light
signals can be easily generated and analysed too. Moreover, we
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employed a series of signal processing and machine learning
algorithms in the system such that the sensing modality could
achieve high accuracy in recognizing 8 gestures. Future studies

will

be conducted to better quantify and model the operation

of the system, to further verify this method’s practicality and
limitations, and to improve the system’s performance.
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