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Abstract—Recently, skeleton-based action recognition becomes
popular owing to the development of cost-effective depth sensors
and fast pose estimation algorithms. Traditional methods based
on pose descriptors often fail on large-scale datasets due to the
limited representation of engineered features. Recent recurrent
neural networks (RNN) based approaches mostly focus on the
temporal evolution of body joints and neglect the geometric
relations. In this paper, we aim to leverage the geometric relations
among joints for action recognition. We introduce three primitive
geometries: joints, edges and surfaces. Accordingly, a generic
end-to-end RNN based network is designed to accommodate the
three inputs. For action recognition, a novel viewpoint transfor-
mation layer and temporal dropout layers are utilized in the RNN
based network to learn robust representations. And for action
detection, we first perform frame-wise action classification, then
exploit a novel multi-scale sliding window algorithm. Experiments
on the large-scale 3D action recognition benchmark datasets show
that joints, edges and surfaces are effective and complementary
for different actions. Our approaches dramatically outperform
the existing state-of-the-art methods for both tasks of action
recognition and action detection.

Index Terms—Skeleton-based action recognition, geometric
relations, viewpoint transformation, action detection.

I. INTRODUCTION

ACTION recognition and detection are important topics
in computer vision with many related techniques such

as optical flow estimation [1], human pose recovering [2],
unsupervised deep feature learning [3] and feature encoding
[4]. In the early days, most work focuses on analyzing human
actions from RGB video. Despite a lot of effort has been
made [5], [6], [7], [8], [9], [10], [11], [12], [13], it is still
an unresolved challenge due to some factors like illumination
changes, occlusion and background clutter. Recently, owing
to the development of 3D sensors, 3D human activity analysis
[14] has become popular. There are two main ways to obtain
the 3D data. One is by using marker-based motion capture
systems such as MoCap. The other is to use cost-effective
range sensors such as Microsoft Kinect.

Human skeleton is a graph of joints connected by bones.
Psychological experiments of Johansson show that participants
are able to recognize actions of pedestrians by simply observ-
ing the movements generated by light bulbs attached to several
joints over their bodies [15]. Thanks to the range sensors,
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Fig. 1. Based on the physical structure of human body, three kinds of primitive
data (i.e., joints, edges, surfaces) are used as the inputs of deep networks.

skeletons can be reliably estimated from depth images with
real-time pose estimation algorithms [16]. These facilitate the
research of skeleton-based action recognition[17], [18] and
various algorithms have been proposed accordingly.

Most traditional approaches focus on designing handcrafted
pose descriptors [14], [19], [20]. These descriptors are divided
into three categories: joint based representations, mined joint
based descriptors and dynamics based descriptors. Joint based
representations are intended to capture the correlation of the
body joints. Mined joint based descriptors try to learn what
body parts are involved, which are effective to discriminate
among actions. Dynamics based descriptors treat the skeletons
as 3D trajectories and model the temporal dynamics. These
descriptors model the geometric relations among body parts or
joints, but often fail on large-scale datasets due to the limited
representation ability of engineered features. To the best of
our knowledge, there is no deep learning methods which learn
effective geometric representations from skeletons.

Recently, there is a growing trend toward recurrent neural
networks (RNN) based methods. Different structures such
as hierarchical RNN [18], RNN with regularizations [21],
differential RNN [22], part-aware long short-term memory
(LSTM) [23], spatio-temporal LSTM [24], spatial-temporal
attention based RNN [25] and two-stream RNN [26] have
been proposed to learn representations and recognize actions
from raw skeletons. However, most of these methods just
concatenate the coordinates of joints at each time step be-
fore applying RNN based methods. Thus, geometric relations
among different joints are lost at this pre-processing step. In
fact, an action is the evolution of articulated bones united by
joints. The relative geometries among joints, i.e., bones or
body parts, provide a meaningful description of actions. The
trajectory of a single joint only carries motion information,
and does not carry any shape or geometric information.
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Regarding skeletons as a sequence of a graph of joints, we
aim to leverage geometries of the graph structure for skeleton-
based action recognition. Based on the physical structure of
the human body, we consider three types of geometries: joints,
edges and surfaces, which are illustrated in Figure 1. The
joints are isolated points of human body, and are the focus
of attention by most of the previous methods. The edges are
bones which connect two adjacent joints. They can be denoted
by the relative positions of the joints. The temporal dynamics
of an edge is the relative movement of the two corresponding
joints. The surfaces are the planes formed by two neighboring
articulating bones. The plane represents the body part, and
reflects the relative geometry among multiple adjacent joints.
It also shows complex dynamics during an action. To facilitate
effective training and make fair comparisons with the joints
and edges, we use the normal vector to represent the surface.

To learn discriminative representations of actions from the
primitive geometric data, we propose a novel deep architecture
which adapts the inputs of joints, edges and surfaces. The
backbone of this architecture is built on multiple layers of bidi-
rectional LSTM (BiLSTM). To accommodate data observed
from different viewpoints and learn robust representations,
a viewpoint transformation layer is therefore proposed to
transform the skeletons during training. For different inputs,
we derive equations of the transformed input tensors in 3D
space. In line with our expectations, the viewpoint transfor-
mation matrices of joints, edges and surfaces are the same.
We apply our approach which learns representations from
joints, edges and surfaces for both action recognition and
action detection. For action recognition, we further introduce
the temporal dropout layer to process the sequence and put it
before the BiLSTM layer. After representation learning, a max
pooling layer along the time axis is employed before the final
classification. For action detection, we first design an RNN
based architecture to perform frame-wise action classification.
Then, a novel multi-scale sliding window approach is proposed
to produce the detection results with arbitrary lengths.

In summary, the main contributions are listed as follows:

• We first learn geometric representations for skeleton-
based action recognition, and introduce three primitive
geometries, i.e., joints, edges and surfaces. We derive
the viewpoint transformation matrices, and find that these
matrices are the same.

• For action recognition, we propose a novel RNN based
architecture by incorporating the viewpoint transforma-
tion layer and the temporal dropout layers.

• For action detection, we propose a generic framework
by combining the proposed RNN based architecture for
frame-wise action classification and a novel multi-scale
sliding window search algorithm.

• Our methods dramatically outperform the previous state-
of-the-art methods on large-scale 3D action recognition
datasets for both action recognition and action detection.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section
II reviews related work. Section III details the formulations of
joints, edges and surfaces and the approaches of both action
recognition and action detection. Experimental results and

ablation studies are presented in Section IV. The conclusions
are finally drawn in Section V.

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we briefly review approaches related to ours,
i.e., handcrafted descriptors of skeletons, skeleton-based action
recognition by recurrent neural networks (RNN) and skeleton-
based action detection.

A. Handcrafted descriptors of skeletons

Traditional skeleton-based action recognition methods
mainly focus on handcrafted features, which are divided into
three categories: joint-based descriptors, mined joint based
descriptors and dynamics-based descriptors. The reader can
refer to a survey [20] for details.

Joint based descriptors aim to capture the relative body joint
locations. For example, Ellis et al. [27] compute clustered
pairwise joint distances between the current and the previous
frames. Müller et al. [28] introduce a class of boolean features
expressing geometric relations between body points of a pose.
Mined joint based descriptors try to learn the discriminative
body parts. For example, Ofli et al. [29] present an ordered
set of the most informative joints in each temporal window by
exploiting the relative informativeness of all the joint angles.
Seidenari et al. [30] use joint positions to align multiple
body sub-parts and learn the most informative body parts
with a modified nearest-neighbor classifier. Dynamics-based
descriptors model the temporal dynamics of either subsets or
all the joints. For example, Chaudhry et al. [31] model a set
of time series of shape context features by linear dynamical
systems (LDS) and use the parameters to represent the action
sequence. Slama et al. [32] represent an action by a dynamical
system whose observability matrix is characterized as an
element of a Grassmann manifold.

These approaches are not generic and the descriptors may
not be optimal for large-scale recognition. In this paper, we de-
sign an end-to-end network to learn geometric representations
and recognize actions.

B. Action recognition by RNN

Recently, there are many deep learning methods which
directly learn representations from raw skeletons (e.g., [33],
[34], [35], [36], [37], [38]). Prior to our work, several RNN
based models have been put forward. For example, Du et al.
[18], [39] design an end-to-end hierarchical RNN architecture
in which representations learned from skeletons of body parts
are hierarchically fused. Loosening the restrictions that joints
are connected in the same body part, Zhu et al. [21] propose a
fully connected deep LSTM network with regularization terms
to learn co-occurrence features of joints. Shahroudy et al.
[23] propose a part-aware extension of LSTM to model the
long-term temporal correlation of the features for each body
part. Zhang et al. [40] evaluate a set of handcrafted features
by using 3-layer LSTM and find that the distance between
joints and selected lines outperforms other features. Liu et al.
[24] extend LSTM to the spatial-temporal domain to explicitly
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model the dependencies between joints and introduce a new
gating mechanism to handle noise and occlusion in skeleton
data. Song et al. [25] design an end-to-end spatial and temporal
attention based RNN structure to learn discriminative spatial
and temporal features. Liu et al. [41], [42] present global
context-aware attention LSTM unit to selectively focus on
the informative joints for the input sequence. Wang et al.
[26] present a two-stream RNN architecture to leverage both
temporal dynamics and spatial configurations of joints. Zhang
et al. [43] design a view adaptive RNN which could auto-
matically adapt to the most suitable observation viewpoints.
Recently, Wang et al. [44] explore several multi-task RNN
structures by leveraging supervisions of both action recogni-
tion and person identification.

However, most of these approaches mentioned above merely
focus on learning representations from isolated joints. In
contrast, we investigate the end-to-end learning with different
inputs of geometries.

C. Action detection from skeletons
Action detection aims to predict the classes as well as the

starting and ending frames of actions within an untrimmed
long sequence. While most of previous studies are about action
recognition, fewer works concentrate on action detection by
using human skeletons. These approaches mainly use sliding
windows to generate segments and subsequently cast the
problem as action recognition from segments. For example,
Nowozin et al. [45] introduce the notion of action points and
classify every overlapping 35-frames intervals. Based on the
same notion of action points, Sharaf et al. [46] perform real-
time and multi-scale action detection using a descriptor derived
from angles and angular velocities. Zhao et al. [47] construct
a dynamic matching based feature vector for each frame to
detect the starting and ending frames of actions. Zanfir et al.
[48] propose a moving pose descriptor and a modified non-
parametric kNN classifier based on discriminative key frames
with augmented temporal information, and show accurate
action detection in unsegmented sequences.

RNN has already been investigated for skeleton-based ac-
tion detection. Li et al. [49] incorporate frame-wise action
classification and regression of the starting and ending points
into the joint classification-regression RNN network. To fa-
cilitate large-scale 3D action detection, Liu et al. [50] collect
a new benchmark covering a wide range of complex human
activities for continuous multi-modal human action detection,
and evaluate several action detection methods.

Different from the above approaches, we learn representa-
tions from the input of geometries of skeletons, and perform
end-to-end frame-wise action classification. We also propose a
novel multi-scale sliding window algorithm which efficiently
and effectively detects actions with arbitrary lengths.

III. METHOD

In this section, we first review some necessary backgrounds.
Then, we introduce three types of geometries embedded in the
skeleton data. Finally, a novel deep architecture is proposed
and the approaches of both action recognition and action
detection are discussed.
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Fig. 2. (a) An LSTM block with input, output, and forget gates [51]. (b)
An unfolded bidirectional network [52]. The solid line denotes the weighted
connection between units and the weights are reused at every timestep. The
outputs of the forward and backward layers are concatenated to present the
output sequence.

A. Preliminaries

Recurrent neural networks (RNN) have an internal state
to exhibit dynamic temporal behavior, which make them
naturally suitable for supervised sequence labelling. They map
an input sequence to another output sequence, and can process
sequences with arbitrary length. Due to the vanishing and
exploding gradient problems, the standard RNN cannot store
information for long periods of time. Long short-term memory
(LSTM) [51] is accordingly proposed to address this problem.
The structure of an LSTM unit is shown in Figure 2(a). The
hidden state representation ht of an unit at each time step t is
updated as:

it = σ(Wxixt +Whiht−1 +Wcict−1 + bi)
ft = σ(Wxfxt +Whfht−1 +Wcfct−1 + bf )
ct = ftct−1 + it tanh(Wxcxt +Whcht−1 + bc)
ot = σ(Wxoxt +Whoht−1 +Wcoct + bo)
ht = ot tanh(ct)

(1)

where xt denotes the input, and it, ft, ot denote the internal
representations correspond to the input gate, forget gate and
output gate, respectively. All the matrices W are the con-
nection weights and all the variables b are biases. The gates
are used to determine when the input is significant enough to
remember, when it should continue to remember or forget the
value, and when it should output the value.

Both past and future contexts are important for sequence
labelling. For the task of action recognition, the current
prediction depends not only on the past but also on the expec-
tations of the future. Bidirectional recurrent neural networks
(BRNN) [52] elegantly combine both forward and backward
dependencies by using two separate recurrent hidden layers
to present the input sequence. An illustration of unfolded
BRNN is shown in Figure 2(b). By using BRNN, the output
sequence at each time step provides complete historical and
future contexts.

RNN architectures are very suitable for sequence classifi-
cation, e.g., skeleton-based action recognition, where an input
sequence is assigned with a single class label. Deep RNN can
be constructed by stacking multiple RNN layers on top of each
other. The formulation of stacked RNN is:

h
(l)
t = f

(l)
h (h

(l−1)
t , h

(l)
t−1) (2)
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Fig. 3. The human skeleton plotted in a 3D coordinate system. In this
example, the action is forward punch. The action is intuitively described using
the relative geometry between neighbouring joints in the moving hand.

where h(l)t is the hidden state of the l-th level at time step t,
and f (l)h is nonlinear function of the RNN unit. When l = 1,
the state is computed using xt instead of h(l−1)

t .

B. Skeleton data beyond joints

The skeleton data is a sequence of 3D coordinates of points
which form the deformed structure of human body. During an
action, various movements of the points occur when the body
moves intentionally. These points can be connected according
to the physical structure of body joints. The body structure
can be regarded as a graph, with joints as points and bones as
edges. A visualization of the evolution of connected bones in
3D space during an action is shown in Figure 3. Given a human
subject, the skeleton data involves two geometric constraints.
First, as a bone length is constant, the distance between two
adjacent points along a connected segment is fixed. Second,
three points which constitute two intersecting segments lie on
the same plane.

Based on above observations, the skeleton data conveys
three types of information: the isolated joints of human body,
the edges which denote the connected segments, and the
surfaces spanned by intersecting segments. To make the most
of the ability of deep networks to learn representations from
raw data, feature engineering techniques should be prevented
and the simple primitive representations are encouraged. The
details are presented as follows.

Joints. The isolated joints are shown in Figure 1(a). Assume
there are M joints for the structure of a human body, the
coordinates of points at a time step form a M×3 matrix. If the
length of a sequence is T , the skeleton data can be denoted as a
tensor X with dimensions T×M×3. The coordinates of joints
that change over time reflect temporal dynamics of actions. In
fact, the experiments of Johansson [53] show that several main
joints in adequate combinations of proximal movements give
the visual system sufficient information about human action.
Most previous methods simply reshape X by collapsing its
second dimension to get a matrix with dimensions T × 3M .
With T varied for different sequences, some RNN variants are
used to learn representations and recognize human actions.

The coordinates of joints of a given viewpoint can be
transformed into another viewpoint by using a rotation matrix.
Let pk be the coordinate vector of a joint at a particular time
step, the new coordinate vector can be obtained by:

p̃k = Rpk (3)

where R is the rotation matrix with a dimension of 3× 3.
Given an input sequence, we assume that R is the same for

different joints and different time steps. Thus, for the joints
tensor X , the new tensor observed from another viewpoint can
be mathematically expressed as:

X̃ = X×3R
T (4)

where ×3 denotes 3-mode tensor multiplication, X̃ and X
have the same dimension.

Edges. Beside the temporal dynamics of joints, the bone mo-
tion patterns distinguish actions. A graph is used to represent
the physical connections of body joints. The joints are denoted
by the nodes and the bones are denoted by the edges. Given a
graph of M nodes, there exist M − 1 edges. The edge mainly
denotes the direction of the bone. For the sake of convenience,
we specify the directions of edges as in Figure 1(b). Each
node has a coordinate vector, and each edge is represented by
subtracting the vector of the start point from that of the end
point. Mathematically,

ek = pi − pj (5)

where ek, pi, pj are the coordinate vectors of the edge, end
point and start point, respectively.

The edges of a skeleton sequence can be represented by
a tensor Y with dimensions T × (M − 1) × 3. We can also
use the vectors of edges to represent the nodes in Figure 1(b).
Specifically, a node can be denoted by the vector of an edge
which ends at that node. For a node that do not have end
points of edges (e.g., the joint of hip-spine in Figure 1(b)),
we denote it by a zero vector. In this way, we increment the
second dimension of Y by one and make the dimensions of
X and Y the same.

The coordinate vectors of edges of a given viewpoint can
also be transformed into another viewpoint by a rotation
matrix. For the coordinate vector of an edge at a particular
time step, the transformation can be easily deduced based on
Equations (5) and (3):

ẽk = p̃i − p̃j = Rek (6)

where ẽk denotes the transformed vector of ek. Similarly, it
can be expressed in the form of 3-mode tensor multiplication:

Ỹ = Y×3R
T (7)

where Ỹ denotes the transformed tensor of edges. Comparing
Equations (4) and (7), we find that the rotation matrices of
joints and edges are the same.

Surfaces. The edges model the adjacency relations between
the joints. It cannot describe the situation when two joints
are adjacent to the same joint, which involves two adjacent
edges. Indeed, the relative movements of adjacent bones also
contribute to action recognition. As two adjacent edges form
a plane surface, we use the normal vector to denote the plane.
Let ei, ej be the vectors representing the two adjacent edges,
the normal vector sk is:

sk = ei × ej (8)



1057-7149 (c) 2018 IEEE. Personal use is permitted, but republication/redistribution requires IEEE permission. See http://www.ieee.org/publications_standards/publications/rights/index.html for more information.

This article has been accepted for publication in a future issue of this journal, but has not been fully edited. Content may change prior to final publication. Citation information: DOI 10.1109/TIP.2018.2837386, IEEE
Transactions on Image Processing

JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. XX, NO. XX, XX 2017 5

where × denotes the cross product in 3D space. Here, we
do not normalize the vector as the magnitude reflects the
intersecting angel of the corresponding edges. In order to keep
the size of the normal vector the same as the coordinate vector,
we simply multiply it by a constant of 100.

For human body with M joints, there are (M +2) surfaces
in total. To make a fair comparison with joints and edges, we
exclude two surfaces with duplicate information (the normal
vector can be represented by other normal vectors). This
results in M surfaces defined in Figure 1(c). Thus, the normal
vectors of a sequence can also be represented by a tensor Z
with dimensions T ×M × 3.

The normal vector of a given viewpoint can also be observed
from another viewpoint. Based on Equations (8) and (6), the
new normal vector of a surface at a particular time step is
expressed as:

s̃k = (Rei)× (Rej) = Co(R)(ei × ej) = Co(R)sk (9)

where Co(R) is the cofactor matrix of R. The cofactor matrix
is the transpose of the adjugate matrix. For an invertible matrix
R, we have:

Co(R) = (det(R))(R−1)T (10)

where (R−1)T is the transpose of the inverse of R.
It should be noted that the determinant of a rotation matrix

is 1 and the inverse of a rotation matrix is its transpose. We
can further deduce the formula as:

Co(R) = (R−1)T = R (11)

So, for the tensor representation of surfaces, it also follows
that:

Z̃ = Z×3R
T (12)

where Z̃ is the transformed tensor of surface normal vectors.
Comparing Equations (4), (7) and (12), we conclude that
joints, edges and surfaces share the same rotation matrix.

C. Method for action recognition

For action recognition, we aim to predict an action label
for a given input sequence. Feeding three kinds of skeleton
data as the inputs, the whole network architecture for action
recognition is shown in Figure 4(a). As long short-term
memory (LSTM) is preferred over standard recurrent neural
networks (RNN) for skeleton-based action recognition [23],
[26], we adopt bidirectional LSTM (BiLSTM) for all the RNN
layers. The backbone of our network consists of three BiLSTM
layers due to its excellent performance for classification. A
temporal max pooling (MP) layer along the time axis is placed
on top of the last BiLSTM layer to obtain a time invariant
vector representation of the sequence. After that, dropout (DP)
is employed and a fully-connected (FC) layer with softmax
activation is used to classify actions. In particular, to facilitate
feature learning and improve model robustness, we introduce
two novel layers: viewpoint transformation (View TF) layer
and temporal dropout (TDP) layer. The details are described
as follows.

Viewpoint transformation. Skeletons may be observed from
an arbitrary camera viewpoint in a realistic scenario. In order
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Fig. 4. The network structure for action recognition and detection by
learning representations from joints, edges and surfaces. Here, View TF, TDP,
BiLSTM, MP, DP and FC denote the viewpoint transformation, temporal
dropout, bidirectional LSTM, temporal max pooling, dropout and fully-
connected layers, respectively. (a) The end-to-end trainable architecture for
action recognition. (b) The network structure for action detection. Here, for
frame-wise classification, the DP, FC and Softmax are performed indepen-
dently for the learned representation of each frame, and the parameters of FC
are shared across different frames.

to reach view-invariant representations, we aim to use a
viewpoint transformation layer to transform the skeleton data
in 3D space. This layer is placed at the beginning of the
network architecture to accommodate the inputs of joints,
edges and surfaces.

For an input sequence, the tensors X,Y, Z are transformed
with the same transformation matrix R. Based on Euler’s
rotation theorem, R can be expressed as a composition of
rotations about x, y, z axes:

R = Rz(γ)Ry(β)Rx(α) (13)

where γ, β, α are rotate angles of z, y, x, respectively. Details
about the formulation of the three basic rotation matrices
in terms of the rotate angles are presented in [26], [39].
For one skeleton sequence, the matrix R is determined by
three independent angle parameters. These parameters can
be estimated or learned from the skeletons by making some
relevant assumptions. For example, Liu et al. [54] assumed
that the z axis after transformation is aligned with the longer
dimension of the torso and used principal component analysis
(PCA) to estimate the three angle parameters. In contrast, we
employ a simple but effective approach. During training, we
randomly select the angles within a certain range and calculate
the matrix R to transform the inputs. Here, β, α are sampled
from (−π/2, π/2) and γ is fixed with 0, as the rotation plane
of the camera is almost perpendicular to the z axis. During
testing, γ, β, α are all fixed with 0, and the original tensors of
joints, edges and surfaces are used.

Temporal dropout. Skeletons collected by sensors like Kinect
may not always be reliable due to noise and occlusion. To
address this problem, some work [18], [21] smoothed the
skeleton joint positions in the temporal domain by using the
Svaitzky-Golay filter. Other work [24] designed a trust gate
to Spatio-Temporal LSTM unit and analyzed the reliability of
the coordinates at each spatio-temporal step.

We adopt an alternative approach based on dropout [55],
which improves model robustness. For the standard dropout,
each hidden unit is randomly omitted from the network with a
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probability of pdrop during training. For testing, all activations
are used and 1 − pdrop is multiplied to account for the
increase in the expected bias. Temporal dropout is slightly
different from the standard dropout. Given the T × d matrix
representation of a sequence, where T is the length of the
sequence and d is the feature dimension, we only perform T
dropout trials and extend the dropout value across the feature
dimension. This technique is inspired by the spatial dropout
[56] to process the convolution feature 4D tensor. We modify it
for 3D tensor and apply it for feature learning from sequences.
As shown in Figure 4(a), the temporal dropout is performed
before the bidirectional LSTM layer.

D. Method for action detection

For action detection, our goal is to predict all the actions
and their corresponding starting and ending frames contained
in a long untrimmed sequence. We cast this problem as
frame-wise action classification. The action classes should be
extended with a blank class which is utilized to annotate the
frames without actions. After frame-wise action prediction,
we leverage a sliding window based approach to fine-tune the
predicted frame-wise extended class probabilities and obtain
the desired outputs. The details are presented below.

Network architecture. The architecture for frame-wise action
classification is shown in Figure 4(b). Compared with the
structure for action recognition of the whole sequence (see
Figure 4(a)), the architecture for detection has no temporal
max pooling layer and no temporal dropout layer. The global
representation of the sequence obtained by the temporal max
pooling layer has no benefit for frame-wise action classifica-
tion. The temporal dropout layer randomly drops representa-
tions of the input frames, which is likely harmful to predict
the actions of the omitted frames.

Similar to the method for action recognition, we feed joints,
edges and surfaces as the inputs and utilize the viewpoint
transformation layer to transform the skeletons ahead of the
bidirectional LSTM layers. For each sequence, the fully-
connected layer with softmax activation is operated on a matrix
representation for which the row denotes the number of frames
and the column denotes the feature dimensionality. The output
is the class probabilities for all the frames of the sequence.

Multi-scale sliding window. The network for frame-wise
action classification could yield noisy predictions for some
frames. For example, the network may wrongly predict the
action class for a small number of frames in the intervals of
an action, and occasionally predict an action during the gap
without actions. We assume that two intervals of actions in
the long sequence have no overlapping frames, i.e., one frame
can only be annotated with an action at most. This assumption
fits the examples of most datasets of action detection.

To reduce noise and preserve the continuity in predictions
among neighbouring frames, we design a multi-scale sliding
based approach to search for actions. This approach simul-
taneously employs two windows: a large window to predict
the actions, and a small window to predict the starting and
ending frames. First, we use the large window to slide over

the sequence and average the probabilities of the frames inside
the window of the action predicted by the anchor frame. If
the averaged probability is higher than a certain threshold, we
assume that an action is detected and start to search for the
ending frame by increasing the anchor frame by the size of
this window. The step is iterated until the averaged probability
is lower than this threshold. The starting frame is considered
as the anchor frame before this iteration. Then, in order to
determine the ending frame, we search backward with a small
window in a similar way by decreasing the anchor frame
until the averaged probability is higher than this threshold.
When the action, the starting frame and the ending frame are
determined, the new search starts from the position of the
anchor frame. The details are summarized in Algorithm 1.
This multi-scale sliding window approach could detect actions
with arbitrary length. It is a fast search algorithm, and the time
complexity is O(n), where n is the length of the sequence.

Algorithm 1 Multi-scale sliding window for sequences
Input: P – frame-wise probabilities of the extended classes.
Input: w1 – a large window, w2 – a small window, µ – a

probability threshold parameter.
1: A,S,E ← {}, {}, {}.
2: C ← a zero matrix of size of P .
3: n← the length of the sequence.
4: m← the number of the extended classes.
5: D ← a zero vector of size n.
6: for t = 1, · · · , n do
7: if t > 1 then
8: Ct ← Ct−1.
9: end if

10: k ← argmax
j
{Pt,1, · · · , Pt,j , · · · , Pt,m}.

11: Dt ← k.
12: Ct,k ← Ct,k + 1.
13: end for
14: t1, t2 ← 0, 0.
15: while t1 + w1 ≤ n do
16: if Ci,j > 0 then
17: t2 ← t1.
18: r ← (Ct1+w1,Dt1

− Ct1,Dt1
)/w1.

19: while r > µ and t2 + 2 · w1 ≤ n do
20: t2 ← t2 + w1.
21: r ← (Ct2+w1,Dt1

− Ct2,Dt1
)/w1.

22: end while
23: r ← (Ct2,Dt1

− Ct2−w2,Dt1
)/w2.

24: while r ≤ µ and t2 > t1 do
25: t2 ← t2 − w2.
26: r ← (Ct2,Dt1

− Ct2−w2,Dt1
)/w2.

27: end while
28: if t2 > t1 then
29: A.insert(Dt1 )
30: S.insert(t1)
31: E.insert(t2)
32: t1 ← t2.
33: end if
34: else
35: t1 ← t1 + 1.
36: end if
37: end while
Output: A – actions, S – starting frames, E – ending frames.
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IV. EXPERIMENTS

We empirically evaluate the proposed models on standard
benchmarks of both action recognition and action detection,
and compare them with the state-of-the-art approaches. We
also provide extensive analyses of joints, edges and surfaces.

A. Datasets

NTU RGB+D. The NTU RGB+D dataset [23] is currently
the largest depth-based action recognition dataset. It is cap-
tured by Kincet v2 in various background conditions with
3D coordinates of 25 joints. There are 60 different action
classes including daily, mutual, and health-related actions. The
actions are performed by 40 different subjects, whose age
range is from 10 to 35. The dataset contains more than 56
thousand sequences and 4 million frames. Numerous variations
in subjects and views, and large amount of samples make it
highly suitable for deep learning based methods. We follow
the cross-subject and cross-view evaluations [23], and report
the classification accuracy in percentage for each evaluation.
For cross-subject evaluation, both the training set and the test
set consist of 20 subjects. The IDs of training subjects are:
1, 2, 4, 5, 8, 9, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 25, 27, 28, 31,
34, 35, 38. The remaining subjects are reserved for testing.
For cross-view evaluation, samples of cameras 2 and 3 are for
training, and samples of camera 1 are for testing.
CMU mocap. The CMU motion capture dataset is the largest
publicly available motion capture dataset. It provides motion
capture data for 144 different subjects. A large spectrum
of movements are performed, including everyday movements
(e.g., walking, running) as well as sport movements (e.g.,
climbing, dancing). Motions are recorded using a Vicon mo-
tion capture system that records the poses with 120 Hz. Human
body 3D coordinates are provided for each frame. Following
[21], the movements are categorized into 45 classes. The entire
dataset has 3 train/test splits and the averaged recognition
accuracy is reported.
PKU-MMD. The PKU-MMD dataset [50] is a new large-scale
3D dataset to facilitate study on action detection. It has 51
action categories, with 41 daily activities and 10 interaction
actions. This dataset contains 1076 videos, and has 3,000
minutes and 5,400,000 frames totally. Each video has more
than 20 action instances performed by 66 subjects recorded
by 3 camera views. The ages of the subjects are between 18
and 40. The dataset is collected by Kinect v2 sensor and RGB
frame, depth map and skeleton data are provided. We follow
the same cross-subject and cross-view evaluations [50] and
report the mean average precision (mAP) of different actions.

B. Implementation details

To allow for batch learning, we convert the sequence to
a fixed length of T . If the input sequence is longer than
T , we sample subsequences from the beginning to the end
with an interval of T/2 and average the predicted scores of
subsequences. Otherwise, we fill it with zeros at the beginning.
For a dataset, T should be larger than the length of most
sequences to reduce loss of information caused by sampling.

TABLE I
EMPIRICAL EVALUATION OF THE PROPOSED METHODS FOR ACTION

RECOGNITION. THE MEAN CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY IS REPORTED.

Method NTU RGB+D CMU
mocapCross-subject Cross-view

Joints 68.2 74.5 83.7
Edges 76.1 86.5 85.0

Surfaces 69.7 75.3 81.2
Joints + Edges 77.8 87.4 85.8

Edges + Surfaces 78.3 86.6 85.2
Joints + Surfaces 75.9 81.2 84.9

Joints + Edges + Surfaces 79.5 87.6 86.1

TABLE II
COMPARISON WITH THE STATE-OF-THE-ART METHODS ON THE NTU

RGB+D DATASET.

Method NTU RGB+D
Cross-subject Cross-view

Lie Group [57] 50.1 52.8
LieNet [58] 61.3 67.0

Skeletal Quads [59] 38.6 41.4
FTP Dynamic [60] 60.2 65.2

HBRNN [18] 59.1 64.0
Deep LSTM [23] 62.9 70.3

Part-aware LSTM [23] 62.9 70.3
Trust Gate ST-LSTM [24] 69.2 77.7

STA-LSTM [25] 73.4 81.2
GCA-LSTM [41] 74.4 82.8

Two-stream RNN [26] 71.3 79.5
Multi-task RNN [44] – 82.6

Beyond joints 79.5 87.6

Here, T = 200 for the PKU-MMD and T = 100 for the other
two datasets. The number of neurons of each recurrent layer
is 512. The dropout ratio is 0.5 and the temporal dropout ratio
is 0.05. The networks are trained using stochastic gradient
descent with a batch size of 256. The momentum is 0.9, and
weight decay is not applied. The learning rate is initialized as
0.01, and decreases by 30% after every 60 training epochs.
The implementation of our proposed networks is based on
Theano and one NVIDIA TITAN X GPU is used to run the
experiments.

For action detection, since the gap clips without actions are
a bit long, during training, we only sample subsequences from
the T frame before the starting frame to the T frame after
the ending frame of a particular action. For the multi-scale
sliding window algorithm, the large window size w1 = 15,
the small window size w2 = 2, and the probability threshold
µ = 0.1. The detection is correct when the predicted action
class is true and the overlapping ratio between the predicted
interval and the groundtruth interval exceeds a threshold θ. For
evaluation, the default threshold of overlapping ratio θ = 0.5.
To evaluate the robustness of the proposed method, we analyze
the sensitivities of parameters in Section IV-E.

C. Results of action recognition

For action recognition, we evaluate the proposed network
on two large-scale datasets: the NTU RGB+D and the CMU
mocap. We first compare the networks trained from different
primitive inputs (e.g., joints, edges and surfaces), then compare
our results with the state-of-the-arts reported in the literature.
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Fig. 5. Classification accuracy for each action on the NTU RGB+D dataset. There are 60 action classes including both individual actions and mutual actions.

TABLE III
COMPARISON WITH THE STATE-OF-THE-ART METHODS ON THE CMU

MOTION CAPTURE DATASET.

Method CMU mocap
HBRNN [18] 75.0

Deep LSTM [21] 79.5
Co-occurrence LSTM [21] 81.0

Beyond joints 86.1

Comparison between models. Table I summarizes the results
of joints, edges and surfaces, as well as the combined results
by averaging the predicted scores. Here, Joints denotes result
of the proposed network by feeding the joints, Joints + Edges
denotes the average of predictions of joints and edges, and
Joints + Edges + Surfaces denotes the averaged prediction of
the three individual results, and so on.

When comparing the individual results, we can see that
Edges significantly outperforms the others and achieves the
state-of-the-art results on all evaluations. Surfaces beats Joints
on the NTU RGB+D dataset, but gets inferior result on the
CMU mocap dataset. The results indicate that although Edges
and Surfaces are obtained through simple vector operations
from Joints, the RNN based networks could hardly capture
these information. Indeed, the RNN networks only learn the
temporal dynamics of the individual joints, while the spatial
configurations of related joints within the same frame are
neglected [26]. Thus, how we present the data to the network is
essential to learn better representations for action recognition.

While combing the results of joints, edges and surfaces,
the performances are even higher. For example, on the NTU
RGB+D dataset, the results of Joints + Surfaces are 6.2%
and 5.9% higher than the best results of the two individuals
for cross-subject evaluation and cross-view evaluation, respec-
tively. For all evaluations, Joints + Edges + Surfaces yields
the best performance, and consistently outperforms other

approaches. The results demonstrate the relative geometries
among joints (representations of Edges, Surfaces) reflect the
distinctive characteristics of actions, and are complementary
with the temporal dynamics of joints.

Accuracies of different actions. To investigate the difference
of recognition rates of different actions, we depict and compare
the accuracies of the actions. Figure 5 shows the results of
cross-subject evaluation on the NTU RGB+D dataset. For most
actions, Edges gets the highest accuracies. But for actions, i.e.,
sitting down, clapping, writing, put palms together, sneeze and
punching, Surfaces gets the best results. For actions, i.e., pick
up, wear a shoe, wear on glasses, take off hat, hopping, jump
up, falling, nausea, walking towards and walking apart, Joints
has the highest results. These findings indicate that although
Edges generally performs better than Joints and Surfaces, the
three representations are complementary for different actions.

Comparison with the state-of-the-arts. To demonstrate the
effectiveness of our approach, we compare it with the methods
in the recent literature. We choose the method of Joints +
Edges + Surfaces and denote it as Beyond joints.

Table II shows the results on the NTU RGB+D dataset.
We first compare our method with traditional methods [57],
[58], [59], [60]. We observe that our performance is sig-
nificantly higher, which shows the superiority of learning
based approaches over the methods relying on handcrafted
features. Then our method is compared with other deep
learning approaches based on RNN. Our approach significantly
outperforms HBRNN [18] and Part-aware LSTM [23], both
of which only model temporal dynamics of joints. Moreover,
our method performs much better than the newest methods,
including STA-LSTM [25], GCA-LSTM [41] and Two-stream
RNN [26], which leverage both temporal dynamics and spatial
configurations of joints. It should be noted that we do not
compare our approach with some convolutional neural network
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TABLE IV
EMPIRICAL EVALUATION OF THE PROPOSED METHODS FOR ACTION

DETECTION. THE MAP PERCENTAGE IS REPORTED.

Method PKU-MMD
Cross-subject Cross-view

Joints 76.5 89.1
Edges 77.8 88.3

Surfaces 72.1 83.8
Joints + Edges 79.6 90.7

Edges + Surfaces 79.4 89.7
Joints + Surfaces 79.2 90.0

Joints + Edges + Surfaces 81.1 91.1

TABLE V
COMPARISON OF MAP WITH THE STATE-OF-THE-ART METHODS ON THE

PKU-MMD DATASET. HERE, θ IS THE OVERLAPPING RATIO THRESHOLD.

Method θ Cross-subject Cross-view

JCRRNN [49] 0.1 45.2 69.9
0.5 32.5 53.3

BLSTM [50] 0.1 47.9 54.5
0.5 13.0 15.9

STA-LSTM [25] 0.1 44.4 47.6
0.5 13.1 15.5

Beyond joints 0.1 87.4 95.3
0.5 81.1 91.1

(CNN) based approaches (e.g., [54], [33]).
The results on the CMU mocap dataset are shown in Table

III. Our approach shows considerable improvements over the
state-of-the-art approaches, outperforming HBRNN [18] and
Co-occurrence LSTM [21] by 11.1% and 5.1%, respectively.

In summary, for large-scale action recognition based on
skeletons, our proposed network learning from primitive ge-
ometries achieves considerably superior result over the alter-
native approaches based on isolated joints of human body. Our
approach works effectively for skeletons estimated from range
sensors (e.g., Kinect) as well as skeletons collected by motion
capture systems (e.g., MoCap).

D. Results of action detection

Large-scale 3D action detection is a relatively new research
area, and there are less public benchmarks than those of action
recognition. We evaluate our approaches on the recent PKU-
MMD dataset and compare results with the state-of-the-arts.

Comparison between models. Table IV summarizes the
results of Joints, Edges, Surfaces and the combined models.
The abbreviations (e.g., Joints + Edges) are similar to those of
action recognition. For the individual results, both Joints and
Edges yield good performances, outperforming Surfaces by
considerable margins. For action detection, Edges is compara-
ble with Joints. It beats Joints for the cross-subject evaluation,
but is inferior to Joints for the cross-view evaluation. We also
observe that the combined results are consistently better than
the individual results. For both evaluations, Joints + Edges,
Edges + Surfaces, Joints + Surfaces all achieve better perfor-
mances than the best of the individual method. Specifically,
Joints + Edges + Surfaces yields the best results. For the
cross-subject and cross-view evaluations, it outperforms Joints

by 4.6% and 2.0%, respectively. These results further confirm
our findings that Joints, Edges and Surfaces are all effective
and complimentary with each other.

Visualizations of detection. We also provide visualizations of
action detection. Figure 6 shows the results of samples on the
validation set under the cross-subject evaluation on the PKU-
MMD dataset. Each sample has thousands of frames and tens
of actions. An action interval lasts from tens to hundreds of
frames. The number of blank frames between two adjacent
action intervals varies from a few to hundreds. For the sake
of convenience, let (a, b, c) be the action interval which starts
from frame b and ends at frame c, and the class index is
a. For most actions, the action labels are correctly predicted
and the predicted intervals are near the ground truth. For the
precisions, most values are greater than 85%, and for Edges,
there are five actions whose precisions are greater than 99%.
In contrast, the values of recalls are much smaller, and most
of the values are around 50%.

The mistakes mainly come from three aspects. First,
there are some action intervals whose classes are wrongly
predicted. For example, for the ground truth (40, 5738, 5825)
in sample (a), Joints predicts (8, 5801, 5830), Edges predicts
(40, 5789, 5799) and (10, 5801, 5830), and Surfaces predicts
(9, 5801, 5845). Second, there are some redundant and
incorrect predictions. For example, no action occurs from
frame 1 to 130 in sample (b), but Joints and Edges predict
(44, 1, 71), and Surfaces predicts (28, 1, 37) and (44, 38, 78).
Third, when the ground truth action interval is a bit long,
it could be mistakenly predicted as a set of action intervals.
For example, for the ground truth (48, 2913, 3649) in
sample (c), Joints predicts (48, 2914, 3325), (48, 3349, 3400)
and (43, 3401, 3499), Edges predicts (37, 2911, 3000),
(48, 3001, 3273), (49, 3354, 3373), (23, 3401, 3460) and
(31, 3463, 3486), and Surfaces predicts (48, 2918, 3250),
(48, 3360, 3407) and (43, 3409, 3498). These weaknesses
suggest that the accuracy of frame-wise classification plays
a vital role in the results of detection, and exploring more
discriminative models for classification is a future direction.

Comparison with the state-of-the-arts. In Table V, we
compare our approach with the recent state-of-the-art methods
in the literature. Here, we denote Joints + Edges + Surfaces
as Beyond joints. Our approach gains remarkable margins
over the state-of-the-art methods. For example, when the
overlapping ratio threshold θ = 0.1, our results are 43.0% and
47.7% higher than the reported results in [49] for cross-subject
and cross-view evaluations, respectively. When θ = 0.5, the
margins are even more substantial. The result of our approach
when θ = 0.1 is nearly 5.2% higher than that when θ = 0.5.
It should be noted that JCRRNN [49] is an online action
detection method by joint classification and regression, and
our method is dedicated to offline action detection. The Joints
method won the second place and outperformed that of the
third place by nearly 20% in large scale 3D human activity
analysis challenge in depth videos in IEEE international con-
ference on multimedia & expo (ICME) 2017 workshop 1.

1http://www.icst.pku.edu.cn/struct/icmew2017/result.html
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TABLE VI
FOR THE BACKBONE OF THE PROPOSED NETWORK, WE COMPARE

DIFFERENT RNN STRUCTURES.

Method Accuracy (%)
Three layers of LSTM 63.4
Three layers of BiGRU 65.7
Two layers of BiLSTM 68.3
Four layers of BiLSTM 65.8
Three layers of BiLSTM 68.2

E. Discussion

We conduct comprehensive analyses including the fusion
weights, convergence rates, model structures as well as pa-
rameter sensitivities.

Analysis of weights. In Section IV-C, we find that the results
can be improved by averaging the predictions of Joints, Edges,
Surfaces. Here, we use the weighted average prediction and
analyze the sensitivities of the weights. The results on the
NTU RGB+D dataset are illustrated in Figure 7. For both
evaluations, we observe that the best weights are near 0.5,
which indicate that Joints, Edges, Surfaces contain equally
important information of actions. For Joints + Edges, the
accuracy increases slowly when the weight of Joints is smaller
than 0.5 but drops quickly when this weight is greater than
0.6. For Edges + Surfaces, the accuracy increases steadily with
the increase of the weight of Edges before reaching its highest
value, then decreases a little when the weight is close to 1. For
Joints + Surfaces, the accuracy first increases then decreases
at a considerable rate. We can conclude that the accuracy is
a bit sensitive to the weight, and the highest value is reached
when the weight is around 0.5.

Analysis of convergence rates. To compare the convergence
rates of Joints, Edges, Surfaces, we plot the accuracies on
the validation set during training. The results on the NTU
RGB+D dataset are shown in Figure 8. We can observe that
all the curves converge to their maximum values, but the
convergence rate of Edges is the fastest. Surfaces also enjoys
a fast convergence rate. In contrast, Joints converges much
slower when compared with Edges, and the number of epochs
to reach its maximum value is nearly twice that of Edges.

Comparison of RNN structures. As the backbone of our
network consists of three bidirectional LSTM (BiLSTM) lay-
ers, here we discuss the other backbone structures based on
RNN. Without loss of generality, we only use joints as input,
the results of cross-subject evaluation on the NTU RGB+D
dataset are shown in Table VI. We find that both three layers
of BiLSTM and two layers of BiLSTM outperform the other
alternatives for action recognition. In this paper, we choose
three layers of BiLSTM due to the large representational
capacity of deep networks.

Ablation studies. To investigate of the effects of the viewpoint
transformation (View TF) layer and the temporal dropout
(TDP) layer, we conduct ablation studies for the task of action
recognition. We use Original to denote the network in Figure
4(a). The structure without the viewpoint transformation layer
is denoted as No View TF, and the structure without the

TABLE VII
INVESTIGATION OF THE EFFECTS OF THE VIEWPOINT TRANSFORMATION
(VIEW TF) LAYER AND TEMPORAL DROPOUT (TDP) LAYER FOR ACTION

RECOGNITION ON THE NTU RGB+D DATASET.

Method Joints Edges Surfaces

Cross-
subject

Original 68.2 76.1 69.7
No View TF 68.2 75.5 68.8

No TDP 68.1 73.1 65.8

Cross-
view

Original 74.5 86.5 75.3
No View TF 77.3 79.4 57.8

No TDP 79.8 85.2 70.6

temporal dropout layers is denoted as No TDP. The results
on the NTU RGB+D dataset are provided in Table VII. We
observe that for Edges and Surfaces, both View TF layer and
TDP layer could considerably improve the accuracies. But for
Joints, for the cross-view evaluation, the TDP layer seems
to have a negative effect on the result, and for cross-subject
evaluation, both layers have little influences.

Sensitivity analysis. In Section III-D for action detection,
we assign default values to the parameters of the multi-scale
sliding window algorithm, i.e., the large window size w1, the
small window size w2, and the probability threshold µ. Here
we evaluate the sensitivities of these parameters by varying
one parameter from a wide range while keeping the others
with the default values. We plot the values of mAP for the
cross-subject evaluation on the PKU-MMD dataset.

Figure 9(a) shows the results w.r.t. the large window size
w1. We can see that the mAP increases slowly with a larger
value of w1 when w1 < 15, and keeps a high value when
w1 > 15. The results indicate that a relatively large value of
w1 is preferred for good action detection. Figure 9(b) shows
the results w.r.t. the small window size w2. We find that the
performance maintains a high value within a broad range as
long as w2 < w1. Figure 9(c) shows the results w.r.t. the
probability threshold µ. The mAP decreases with the larger
value of µ when µ > 0.2, and the best performance is reached
when µ is near 0.1. We conclude that our detection algorithm
is not sensitive to the sizes of the two windows, and a bit
sensitive to the probability threshold when the value is high
(e.g., greater than 0.2).

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we aim to learn representations from primitive
geometries of human skeletons, i.e., joints, edges and surfaces.
For action recognition, we propose a novel RNN based archi-
tecture to accommodate the three inputs. For action detection,
we first perform frame-wise action classification, then design
a multi-scale sliding window search algorithm to generate de-
tection results. Experiments on large-scale datasets show that
joints, edges and surfaces are all effective and complimentary
with each other. For both tasks, our approach significantly out-
performs the current state-of-the-arts. Moreover, the optimal
weight to combine two kinds of geometries (e.g., joints and
edges) is near 0.5. We also find that the three geometries all
have their preferred actions with high recognition accuracies.
While comparing the convergence rates, we show that the
input of edges converges fastest. Our experiments demonstrate
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Fig. 6. Visualizations of action detection. Here, we show results of five samples on the validation set of the PKU-MMD dataset. The x-axis represents the
frame index, and each line segment along the time axis denotes an action interval. The number above the segment denotes the action class index.

that geometric relations contribute to action recognition, and
beyond joints representations (e.g., edges and surfaces) are
essential for excellent performance. In the future, we will
explore deeper into the geometric relations and consider to
leverage temporal dynamics of the structure of skeletons for
action recognition and detection.
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two individuals, and the weight corresponds to the former.
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Fig. 8. Accuracies on the validation set with the number of training epochs on the NTU RGB+D dataset for both cross-subject and cross-view evaluations.
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