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e We propose a new skeleton-based gait recognition model called Gait-TR, which for the first time applies the
spatial transformer framework for skeleton-based gait recognition.

o Gait-TR achieves state-of-the-art results on the CASIA-B dataset, compared to existing skeleton-based gait
recognition models. Especially in walking with coat cases, Gait-TR is better than both existing skeleton-based
and silhouette-based gait recognition models.

e Our experiment on CASIA-B shows that the spatial transformer can extract gait features from the human skeleton
better than the graph convolutional network.

e The proposed model can be faster with fewer parameters by reducing the model layers or gait sequence length,
while the accuracy decreases a few (4-6%). The faster inference speed, higher accuracy, and better robustness of
our model make gait recognition a step closer to the applications of gait recognition in the wild.
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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Keywords: Skeleton-based gait recognition models usually suffer from the robustness problem, as the Rank-
Gait Recognition 1 accuracy varies from 90% in normal walking cases to 70% in walking with coats cases. In this
Transformer work, we propose a state-of-the-art robust skeleton-based gait recognition model called Gait-TR,
Skeleton-based Gait Recognition which is based on the combination of spatial transformer frameworks and temporal convolutional
Temporal Convolutional Network networks. Gait-TR achieves substantial improvements over other skeleton-based gait models with

higher accuracy and better robustness on the well-known gait dataset CASIA-B. Particularly in
walking with coats cases, Gait-TR got a ~ 90 % Rank-1 gait recognition accuracy rate, which is
higher than the best result of silhouette-based models, which usually have higher accuracy than
the silhouette-based gait recognition models. Moreover, our experiment on CASIA-B shows that
the spatial transformer can extract gait features from the human skeleton better than the widely
used graph convolutional network.

1. Introduction

Biometrics technology uses various physiological characteristics, such as faces, fingerprints, DNA, and iris, to
identify or recognize a person. However, most of them require his or her cooperation, e.g. taking a facial picture in
high resolution or fingerprints by a fingerprinting technician. Gait, a person’s pattern of walking, is one of the biometric
modalities that can be collected easily even using a low-resolution camera over a long distance. Also, a person’s gait
pattern is hard to fake. Therefore, gait has been one of the most important biometrics technologies widely used in video
surveillance systems.

While gait can be captured by different devices, such as video cameras or motion sensors, we focus on video-
based gait recognition in this work. The inputs of most video-based gait recognition algorithms are human silhouette
sequences (silhouette-based gait recognition) or human skeleton sequences (skeleton-based gait recognition) which
are detected from people walking videos. The performance of gait recognition models can be sensitive to two factors:
original gait diversity from the scenes where gait videos are captured, and the human body silhouette segmentation
(or skeleton detection) methods. For the first one, people may be walking with coats or carrying items, the video
cameras could be in different views, there could also be clutter in the scenes, etc. The second factor comes from
the data preprocessing stage of gait recognition models, whose effects can be reduced by the recent developments in
human body silhouette segmentation (and human body skeleton detection) research. All these complex factors make
gait recognition more challenging.

In the past two decades, lots of research studies have been conducted to solve challenges in gait recognition[1—4].
Several gait datasets were collected, including the well-known CASIA-B[5] and OU-MVLP[6]. Some challenging
factors for gait recognition, such as carrying, dressing, and different views, are considered in these gait datasets. Also,
plants of gait recognition models were developed, ranging from non-deep methods to the recent deep learning-based
networks. Recently, the most popular two classes of gait recognition models are the appearance-based (silhouette-
based) models and model-based models, which use human silhouettes and human pose as input respectively.

The silhouette-based models were studied a lot and achieved state-of-the-art results in most gait datasets by the
introduction of several significant methods. In 2016, K.Shiraga et al. proposed a gait recognition model named GEINet
using a convolutional neural network, which yields two times better accuracy better than past models. GEINet [7] was
one of the first groups of silhouette-based models using deep learning-based networks. Since then, the performance of
silhouette-based models has increased sharply. Most new models focused on extracting both the spatial information and
temporal information of a gait sequence. GaitSet[8, 9] is the first silhouette-based model which regards gait as a set to
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extract temporal information. Then B.Lin et al. used multiple-temporal-scale 3D CNN to combine both small and large
temporal scales spatial-temporal features[10]. Recently, T. Chai et al. developed the state-of-the-art silhouette-based
model Vi-GaitGL [11] which uses the multi-task learning method with GaitGL as the backbone.

Compared with silhouette-based models, skeleton-based models have several advantages. Firstly, human skeletons
can be extracted from images or videos more easily. Secondly, human skeletons consist of several key points, that
are convenient for data storage and transformation. Thirdly, human skeletons are free from redundant features such
as hairstyle, which makes the skeleton-based model more robust. Great improvement in skeleton-based models has
been observed in recent years. In 2019, R.Liao et al. proposed the PoseGait[12] which uses estimated human 3D
poses as inputs, while a simple CNN was applied to get Spatio-temporal features. In 2021, T.Teepe et al. proposed the
GaitGraph[13] which uses ResGCN[14] as basic blocks. The ResGCN is composed of a graph convolutional network
followed by a temporal convolutional network. In the same year, the state-of-the-art skeleton-based model Gait-D[15]
was proposed which applies a similar network as the gait feature extractor.

However, the performance of most existing skeleton-based models is worse than that of silhouette-based models.
To get better spatial-temporal features from skeleton gait sequence, in this work, we propose a new skeleton-based gait
recognition model, which applies the spatial transformer network[16] as the spatial feature extractor, and the temporal
convolutional network as the temporal feature extractor.

The main contributions of this work can be summarized as follows:

e We propose a new skeleton-based gait recognition model called Gait-TR, which for the first time applies the
spatial transformer framework for skeleton-based gait recognition.

o Gait-TR achieves state-of-the-art results on the CASIA-B dataset, compared to existing skeleton-based gait
recognition models. Especially in walking with coat cases, Gait-TR is better than both existing skeleton-based
and silhouette-based gait recognition models.

o Our experiment on CASIA-B shows that the spatial transformer can extract gait features from the human skeleton
better than the graph convolutional network.

e The proposed model can be faster with fewer parameters by reducing the model layers or gait sequence length,
while the accuracy decreases a few (4-6%). The faster inference speed, higher accuracy, and better robustness of
our model make gait recognition a step closer to the applications of gait recognition in the wild.

2. Related Work

In this section, we provide a brief overview of the two important groups of gait recognition methods: appearance-
based methods and model-based methods. As the human skeleton is the input of our proposed model, we briefly
introduce human pose estimation at the end of this section.

2.1. Gait Recognition

Appearance-based methods. The appearance-based gait recognition methods identify different objects by features
extracted from the appearance of individuals. The raw inputs of appearance-based methods are human silhouettes.
Therefore, a data preprocessing step is required to segment human silhouettes from videos or image sequences. One of
the popular gait features is gait energy image(GEI) which is the average of sequential silhouettes over one gait period.
GEl-based methods (such as GEI4+PCA) achieved good accuracy and were easy to be calculated, thus GEI-based
methods were well studied in the early stage of appearance-based gait recognition research. However, the temporal
average operator in GEI leads to the missing of some temporal information. Also, large performance variations from
view and orientation changes were observed.

In recent years, appearance-based gait recognition research mainly focused on the application of deep neural
network architectures and used the whole sequence of human silhouettes as input. These deep appearance-based
methods achieved much better performance than the old methods. Various neural network frameworks have been used,
including convolutional neural networks (CNNs)[7, 17], Recurrent Neural Networks (RNNs)[18, 19], and Generative
Adversarial Networks (GANs)[20, 21]. Moreover, recently several deep learning strategies were applied to improve the
performance of gait recognition models, including self-supervised learning and multi-task learning. In ref.[9], H.Chao
et al. regarded a gait sequence as a set consisting of independent gait frames, which could drop unnecessary sequential
constraints. Their proposed model, GaitSet, achieves 96.1% rank-1 recognition accuracy on the CASIA-B gait dataset
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under normal walking conditions (The gait recognition accuracy is calculated with identical-view excluded in this work
unless otherwise stated). Moreover, GaitSet even got 85.0% accuracy using only 7 frames. On the other hand, MT3D
applies a multiple-temporal-scale 3D Convolutional Neural Network to extract both small and large temporal scales
gait information. MT3D achieves state-of-the-art results with accuracy of 96.7% and 93.0%, under normal walking and
walking with a bag condition, respectively. The state-of-the-art appearance-based gait recognition model is Vi-GaitGL
proposed by T.Chai et al in Ref.[11] with an average accuracy of 92.2%. Vi-GaitGL adopts multi-task Learning to
view-specific gait recognition model by fitting view angle along with gait recognition. And GaitGL, which consists of
global and local convolutional neural network blocks, is used as the backbone. Under the walking with coats condition,
Vi-GaitGL achieves an accuracy of 87.2%.

Model-based methods. Model-based gait recognition method is defined gait recognition approach which uses an
underlying mathematical construct modeling the body structures or local body movements to discriminate different
gait styles. Compared with appearance-based methods, model-based methods are free from several noisy variations
from human silhouettes in conditions such as clothing and carrying, making model-based methods focus on the gait
dynamics. Therefore, model-based methods were thought to be more robust. However, the accuracy of model-based
methods in most of the existing research is lower than that of appearance-based methods, which made model-based
methods less popular. Ref.[22] is one of the easiest works about model-based methods. In Ref.[22], M. S. Nixon et al.
got gait features by applying a simple Fourier transform to the motion of legs. Then k-nearest neighbors algorithm was
used to classify ten gait subjects. After that, many feature extraction methods were proposed by analyzing patterns in
gait databases, which was very tedious.

Developments of the deep neural network and human pose estimation methods led to a new stage of skeleton-based
gait recognition research. In Ref.[12], R.Liao et al. proposed the PoseGait which is based on human 3D poses extracted
by the pose estimation model OpenPose[23]. Specially designed Spatio-temporal features, such as joint angle, limb
length, and joint motion are used as input of a deep feature extractor composed of CNN layers. PoseGait achieved good
performance in identical-view cases, while the accuracy in cross-view cases is still less than that of appearance-based
methods.

More recently, with the Graph Convolutional Network[24, 25] applied as a better skeleton feature extractor, model-
based methods got breakthroughs with better accuracy and robustness, such as GaitGraph and Gait-D. The GaitGraph,
proposed by T.Teepe, is composed of multiple ResGCN blocks. And a better 2D human pose estimator, HRNet,
is applied. Gait-D is the state-of-the-art model-based gait recognition method proposed in Ref.[15]. The network
structure of Gait-D is similar to GaitGraph. While in Gait-D, the canonical polyadic decomposition algorithm is
used to decompose features extracted from ST-GCNJ[26] blocks. The accuracy of Gait-D is close to the best result
of appearance-based methods in the CASIA-B dataset.

2.2. Human Pose Estimation

Human pose estimation is one of the most popular fundamental tasks in computer vision. Human pose estimation
aims to localize human body parts and human body keypoints from images or videos. Information about the human
body (parts, key points, or skeleton) extracted by human pose estimation could be used in a lot of applications such
as human-computer interaction, virtual reality, and augmented reality. Therefore, a lot of research about human pose
estimation has been conducted in academia, for comprehensive reviews about human pose estimation see Ref.[27-30].
The human pose estimation methods are categorized into single-person and multi-person settings, or 3D based and 2D
based. OpenPose[23] and HRNet[31] are the two most popular human pose estimation methods. In this work, we use
the SimDR*-HRNet proposed in Ref.[32] for 2D human pose estimation.

3. Method

In this part, we will illustrate our proposed framework for the skeleton-based gait recognition method. Fig.1 shows
the pipeline of our framework. Firstly, we use a human pose estimator to extract skeleton sequences from the raw
video. Secondly, we normalize the skeleton sequences and prepare different designed skeleton features(such as joints,
bones, and velocities) as input channels. Finally, the Gait-TR processes with prepared input channels and outputs a 128
dimension embedding vector. In the inference phase, the Euclidean distances between the embedding vectors of two
input videos are applied to distinguish different objects.

Before going into detail, we introduce the most important part of our framework, namely, the spatial transformer.
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Figure 1: Pipeline of our framework

3.1. Spatial Transformer

The transformer is the most popular neural network architecture in the past five years, proposed by A.Vaswani at
el. in the paper "Attention is all you need"[33]. At first, the transformer was designed to replace RNN models widely
used in natural language processing(NLP) and achieved state-of-the-art results in most of the NLP tasks[34-37]. Then
the success of transformer architecture makes the transformer famous and be applied in nearly all Al tasks, including
computer vision[38—40], biometrics[41, 42], music generation[43, 44], etc.

The kernel of transformer architecture is the multi-head self-attention mechanism, which is described as follows.
Given an input embedding x € R”, firstly, compute a query vector q;, € R% a key vector k,, € R%, and a value vector
v, € R% by multiplying x with the parameter matrix, WZ € R"™d, W’;l € R™ and W) € R™, respectively, for
each head i of the total H heads. Then a scaled dot-product attention function is applied to each query, key, and value:

kT
head;, = Attention (qy, kj, v;) = softmax <qh - > v
Vi

Finally, embedding vectors from & heads are concatenated and linear projected to final embedding z € R%mode! ;
z = Concat(head,, head,, --- ,head ;; )W °

where W € R/*Xdmodel is the projection matrix.

In this work, our inputs are human skeleton sequences: X ; e REXTXV for T frames, V joints, and C channels.
Therefore, the spatial self-attention module of the spatial transformer proposed in Ref.[16] is applied here. In the
spatial self-attention module, the attention functions contain correlations between the different nodes, that is:

T
qh’-k )
head) = Attention (q}.k}.v}) = Z softmax; < L R ) Vi
J Vi

All parameters in spatial self-attention are shared among different frames. In this work, we employ h=8 heads. For the
dimension of query, key, and value vector, d, = dy = fi Xdyoq01,dy = [ X dpoger, Where d, 40 1s the output channel
number of spatial self-attention block, f, andf, are fixed factors.

3.2. Data Preprocessing

We use SimDR*-HRNet as the 2D human pose estimator. The outputs of SimDR*-HRNet are coordinates of 17
human body joints which are the nose, left ear, right ear, etc. In the training phase, we randomly select continuous
skeleton sequences from the total skeleton sequence of a gait video, while in the testing phase, total skeleton sequences
are used.

As multiple inputs (which are simple features eg. bones, velocities, etc.) have been shown to be useful in some
human skeleton-based tasks[14, 45], here we imply multiple inputs to get better performance. Given raw human
skeleton joints X, joint features include joint coordinates X|:, :,i] and joint coordinates related to the nose X|:, :
,i]=X[:, 1, i,ys.]- For velocity features, we use the first and second-order frame differences as X[:,7+1, :]-X[:,¢t, ],
X[:,t+2,:1—X[:,t, :]. The bone feature is defined as X[, :,i]— X[, :, iadj], where i ,;; denotes the adjacent joint
of the i-th joint. Finally, we concatenate these features as input of Gait-TR.

adj
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Figure 2: Structure of gait-TR. TCN is the temporal convolutional network module, and ST is the spatial transformer
module. FC denotes full connect layer. Batch-norm is BatchNorm2D for input X! € R, while Batch-norm* denotes
BatchNorm1D for input X! € R&">T,

3.3. Gait-TR

Our proposed network Gait TRansformer (Gait-TR) is constructed by stacking some basic blocks composed of
a temporal convolutional network(TCN) module and a spatial transformer(ST) module, shown in Fig.2. Temporal
convolutional network blocks are a plain convolutional network with kernel size L along the temporal dimension,
followed by the Mish activation function and batch normalization. Mish activation function is defined as Mish(x) =
x * tanh(softplus(x)) proposed in Ref.[46]. Mish activation function and batch normalization are also used in the
spatial transformer(ST) module. At the end of Gait-TR, an average pooling layer over temporal and spatial dimensions
is used, and a full connect layer is applied to transform the dimension of features to the desired dimension.

The dense residual connection is used inside each TCN+ST block. The residual function is defined as:

H _ F(x)+x size(x) == size(F(x)),
res) =\ F(x) + Batchnorm (Mish (Wx)) else

where the last terms in the right equation are residual terms.

4. Experimental Results

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed Gait-TR on the gait dataset CASIA-B. First, we will
introduce the details of the experiment, including the dataset, network structure, training setup, etc. Then we compare
our result with both skeleton-based and silhouette-based gait recognition methods. Finally, we survey the Gait-TR with
different setups.

4.1. CASIA-B

CASIA-B dataset is a famous large-scale multiple-view human gait dataset widely used in gait recognition research.
CASIA-B consists of 13,640 gait sequences from 124 persons. The view angle of CASIA-B ranges from 0 °to 180°with
18°increments. There are 10 gait sequences per view of each person, under three different walking conditions: 6
sequences in normal walking(NM), 2 sequences in carrying bag(BG), and 2 sequences in walking with coats(CL).
Following the settings in most research, we use the first 24, 62, and 74 objects as train-set, denoted as small-sample(ST),
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Table 1
Overview configuration of Gait-TR. The shape of input data is chosen to be (10 x 60 x 17).
Block Module Output dimension | Parameters
Multi-input input 10x 60 x 17 -
Data Norm | Batch Norm 10 x 60 x 17 -
Block0 64 x 60 x 17 8,278
Blockl 64 x 60 x 17 49,760
Block2 TCN+ST 128 x 60 x 17 856,32
Block3 256 x 60 x 17 335,104
Avg-pooling pooling 256 x 1 x 1 -
FC Full connect 128x1x1 32,768

medium-sample (MT), and large-sample (LT) respectively. In the inference phase, the first four sequences in NM
condition are used as gallery set, the last two sequences in NM condition(NM #5-6), two sequences in BG condition(BG
#1-2), and two sequences in CL condition (CL #1-2) make three probe subsets.

4.2. Implementation Details

As said in previous sections, Gait-TR is composed of TCN+ST blocks. Configuration of Gait-TR is shown in Tab. 1,
with output dimensions and numbers of parameters. BlockO-Block3 are four stacked TCN+ST blocks with different
channels.

Loss. For the loss function, we imply the online mining batch-hard triple loss. For a sample triplet (a, p, n) where,
a denotes an anchor, p as a positive object of the same class as the anchor, n as a negative object, the triple loss is
defined as:

Liiple = max(d(fy, f,) — d(f,, f,) + margin, 0)

where f, denotes the feature vector of anchor, and d(f,, f, p) is the Euclidean distance between feature vectors of a and
p. In this work, the margin in triple loss is set to 0.3. Batch-hard means that for each a, we select the positive with the
biggest distance d(a, p) and the negative with the smallest distance d(a, n) among the batch.

Augment. We apply several human gait data augment methods in the training phase. Firstly, we apply an inverse
operator to the human skeleton by swapping the coordinates of the left parts and the right parts of a skeleton, eg.
Swap(x} noses XRnose)- Gaussian noises are added to each joint, and the same gaussian noise is added to all joints in a
gait sequence. Finally, we randomly select a continuous joint sequence with a length of 60.

Training. Adam optimizer is used with a weight decay of 2e-5. Training data batches are sampled with batch size
(4, 64), which means 4 persons and 64 gait sequences each. We applied the three-phase 1-cycle learning rate schedule
strategy, where initial, maximum, and final learning rates are set to le-5, le-3, and 1e-8, respectively. Finally, we train
our model for 10k-30K iterations.

4.3. Results and analysis

Comparison with skeleton-based methods. In Tab.2, we show the average rank-1 accuracies on CASIA-B dataset
of our Gait-TR, under different conditions, alongside the existing skeleton-based gait recognition methods, including
PoseGait, Gait-D, and GaitGraph. Tab.2 clearly shows that our model Gait-TR achieves state-of-the-art performance
under most of the cross-view and probe conditions. Firstly in LT cases, the largest improvement happens under the CL
situation, where the rank-1 accuracy of Gait-TR is 90% which is 23.7% larger than that of GaitGraph. In the NM and
BG situations, our average rank-1 accuracies are 96.0% and 91.3%, and the improvements over that of GaitGraph are
8.3% to 16.5%. Then in MT cases, a large increase of average accuracies is achieved under BG and CL situations, 9%
and 12%, compared to that of Gait-D. A small improvement of about 2% is got under NM situation. Finally, for the
first time, we calculate the rank-1 accuracies under the ST sample setting, while the mean rank-1 accuracies are 75.2%,
63.9%, and 60.1% for NM, BG, and CL probe situations, respectively.

The accuracies of Gait-TR vary less under different probe situations, compared to Gait-D and GaitGraph, which
means that our model has better robustness against probe condition changes such as bagging and clothing. In addition,
it can also be observed from Tab.2 that accuracy drops a lot in all conditions, from 4% to 14%. A similar drop in
accuracy happens in other models, however, with a smaller gap.
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Table 2
Averaged rank-1 accuracies on CASIA-B dataset for skeleton-based methods, excluding identical-view cases. Results of
PoseGait, GaitGraph, Gait-D are also shown for comparison.
Gallery NM#1-4 0°-180° mean
Probe 0° 18° 36° 54° 72° 90° | 108 ° | 126° | 144° | 162° | 180° | mean
NM#5-6 | Gait-TR | 722 | 77.4 | 775 | 79.6 | 76.7 | 76.7 | 768 | 782 | 76.0 | 71.8 | 64.0 | 75.2
ST | BG#1-2 Gait-TR | 60.7 | 65.9 | 65.5 | 70.0 | 61.5 | 64.3 | 65.2 | 66.5 | 66.3 | 63.7 | 53.7 | 63.9
CL#1-2 Gait-TR | 56.9 | 61.2 | 61.8 | 63.7 | 62.7 | 61.5 | 62.6 | 63.8 | 59.2 | 59.8 | 48.3 | 60.1
PoseGait 55.3 | 69.6 | 73.9 | 75.0 | 68.0 | 68.2 | 71.1 729 | 76.1 | 70.4 | 55.4 68.7
NM#5-6 Gait-D 87.7 | 925 | 936 | 95.7 | 93.3 | 924 | 928 | 93.4 | 90.6 | 88.6 | 87.3 | 91.6
Gait-TR | 93.2 | 94.6 | 93.7 | 93.1 | 95.6 | 93.2 | 93.1 | 94.7 | 95.1 | 94.0 | 87.7 | 93.5
PoseGait 353 | 472 | 52.4 | 46.9 | 455 | 439 | 46.1 48.1 | 494 | 436 | 31.1 44.5
MT | BG#1-2 Gait-D 78.2 | 80.1 | 79.3 | 80.2 | 784 | 77.6 | 80.4 | 78.6 | 79.1 | 80.2 | 76.5 | 79.0
Gait-TR | 87.1 | 88.7 | 89.4 | 91.1 | 87.1 | 88.6 | 89.3 | 90.8 | 92.9 | 88.,5 | 74.0 | 88.0
PoseGait | 24.3 | 29.7 | 41.3 | 38.8 | 382 | 385 | 41.6 | 449 | 422 | 334 | 225 | 36.0
CL#1-2 Gait-D 732 | 717 | 754 | 732 | 746 | 723 | 741 | 705 | 69.4 | 712 | 66.7 | 72.0
Gait-TR | 78.7 | 81.7 | 84.0 | 87.0 | 86.5 | 85.7 | 88.3 | 85.0 | 85.7 | 84.0 | 78.3 | 84.0
NM#5-6 GaitGraph | 85.3 | 885 | 91.0 | 925 | 87.2 | 86.5 | 884 | 89.2 | 87.9 | 859 | 819 | 87.7
Gait-TR | 95.7 | 96.4 | 97.9 | 97.0 | 96.9 | 95.5 | 95.1 | 96.1 | 96.6 | 96.0 | 92.4 | 96.0
LT BG#1-2 GaitGraph | 75.8 | 76.7 | 759 | 76.1 | 71.4 | 73.9 | 78.0 747 | 754 | 75.4 | 69.2 74.8
Gait-TR 909 | 924 | 914 | 93.2 | 91.9 | 90.2 | 91.4 | 939 | 93.9 | 92.7 | 829 | 91.3
CL#1-2 GaitGraph | 69.6 | 66.1 | 68.8 | 67.2 | 645 | 62.0 | 695 | 65.6 | 65.7 | 66.1 | 64.3 | 66.3
Gait-TR | 86.7 | 88.2 | 88.4 | 89.7 | 91.1 | 90.7 | 93.2 | 93.8 | 93.2 | 91.2 | 83.6 | 90.0

Comparison with silhouette-based methods. We compare the result of Gait-TR with that of the state-of-the-art
silhouette-based gait models, including GaitSet, MT3D, Vi-GaitGL, shown in Tab.3. Firstly, under LT cases, our rank-1
accuracies of Gait-TR is bigger than the best by 3%, in the CL situation. Meanwhile, the accuracies in NM and BG are
very close to those of the best silhouette-based methods, only 0.7% and 1.7% less than that of the best silhouette-based
methods. Performances in MT cases are similar to that in the LT cases. However, in ST cases, the accuracy of Gait-TR
drops larger than the accuracy of these silhouette-based gaits, which means that Gait-TR needs more gait data to
get good enough performance. In ST cases, the performance with CL#1-2 probe is still better than silhouette-based
methods.

Smaller model. To get faster inference speed, we propose a model with fewer parameters, named Gait-TR-s, whose
structure is similar to Gait-TR, with the last TCN+ST block removed from Gait-TR. The performance (including rank-
1 accuracy, number of parameters, and FLOPs) of Gait-TR-s is shown in Tab.4, compared with other models. The
mean rank-1 accuracy of Gait-TR-s is lower than that of Gait-TR by 4%-5%. Parameters and FIOPs of Gait-TR-s are
0.16M and 0.29GFIOPs, respectively, which are 2/3 less than that of Gait-TR. Silhouette-based methods (eg, GaitSet)
need more parameters and FLOPs than skeleton-based methods. The faster inference speed and fewer parameters of
skeleton-based methods provide other evidence to support the opinion that skeleton-based methods are more suitable
for practical gait recognition.

Limited inference frame. In the practical application of gait recognition, the total number of frames in which a
target is walking could be limited. Therefore, we test our model Gait-TR on limited frames of gait sequences. The gait
sequences for inference are continuous gait sequences with length 7. Fig.3 shows the mean ran-1 accuracy vs different
sequences length for different probe conditions, under the LT sample set. The accuracies decrease sharply as frame
length decreases from 50, which is twice a common gait cycle, 25. This indicates that our Gait-TR depends on the long
frame feature of a gait sequence. To get an accuracy large than 80% under CL condition, the length of gait sequences
need to be longer than 40.

Spatial Transformer vs Graph Convolutional Network. Graph Convolutional Network(GCN) is a widely used
spatial feature extractor for human skeleton sequences. Here we compare the spatial feature extractor of our Gait-TR,
Spatial Transformer(ST), with GCN. We replace the ST module in Gait-TR with GCN, and name the resulting model as
Gait-GCN. Tab.5 shows the performance of Gait-TR and Gait-GCN. The accuracy of Gait-TR is higher than Gait-GCN
by 2% to 3% with a similar inference speed. This result implies that ST can be a better spatial feature extractor than
GCN in skeleton-based gait recognition.
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Table 3

Gait-Transformer

Averaged rank-1 accuracies on CASIA-B dataset, compared with silhouette-based methods, including GaitSet, MT3D,
Vi-GaitGL.

Gallery NM#1-4 0°-180° mean
Probe 0° 18° 36° 54° 72° 90° 108 ° | 126° | 144° | 162° | 180° | mean
GaitSet 716 | 87.7 | 92.6 | 89.1 | 82.4 | 80.3 | 84.4 | 89.0 | 89.8 | 829 | 66.6 | 83.3

NM#5-6 .I\/lT:.%D 719 | 83.9 | 909 | 90.1 | 81.1 | 75.6 82.1 89.0 | 91.1 | 86.3 | 69.2 82.8
Vi-GaitGL | 70.7 | 83.6 | 89.0 | 89.1 | 785 | 71.8 | 79.6 | 86.1 | 88.8 | 84.7 | 66.5 | 80.7

Gait-TR 722 | 774 | 775 | 796 | 76.7 | 76.7 76.8 782 | 76.0 | 71.8 | 64.0 75.2

GaitSet 64.1 | 764 | 81.4 | 824 | 77.2 | 71.8 | 75.4 | 80.8 | 81.2 | 75.7 | 59.4 | 75.1

ST | BG#1-2 .|\/|T3D 64.5 | 76.7 | 82.8 | 82.8 | 73.2 | 669 | 740 | 81.9 | 84.8 | 80.2 | 63.0 | 74.0
Vi-GaitGL | 64.2 | 75.0 | 82.6 | 815 | 70.2 | 639 | 704 | 778 | 81.0 | 77.6 | 58.3 | 729

Gait-TR 60.7 | 65.9 | 655 | 70.0 | 61.5 | 64.3 | 65.2 | 665 | 66.3 | 63.7 | 53.7 | 63.9

GaitSet 36.4 | 49.7 | 54.6 | 49.7 | 48.7 | 452 | 455 482 | 472 | 414 | 30.6 45.2

CL#1-2 MT3D 46.6 | 61.6 | 665 | 63.3 | 57.4 | 52.1 | 58.1 | 58.9 | 58,5 | 57.4 | 41.9 | 56.6
Vi-GaitGL | 50.8 | 64.3 | 68.6 | 67.1 | 60.4 | 54.2 | 59.6 | 63.9 | 62.9 | 59.9 | 41.5 | 59.4

Gait-TR 56.9 | 61.2 | 61.8 | 63.7 | 62.7 | 61.5 | 62.6 | 63.8 | 59.2 | 59.8 | 48.3 | 60.1

GaitSet 89.7 | 97.9 | 98.3 | 97.4 | 925 | 904 | 934 | 97.0 | 98.9 | 95.9 | 86.6 | 94.3

NM#5-6 .l\/lTZ.%D 919 | 96.4 | 98.5 | 95.7 | 93.8 | 90.8 | 939 | 97.3 | 979 | 95.0 | 86.8 | 94.4
Vi-GaitGL | 90.8 | 959 | 97.7 | 959 | 93.3 | 915 | 944 | 97.3 | 97.3 | 954 | 86.9 | 94.2

Gait-TR 93.2 | 946 | 93.7 | 93.1 | 95.6 | 93.2 | 93.1 | 94.7 | 95.1 | 940 | 87.7 | 93.5

GaitSet 79.9 | 89.8 | 91.2 | 86.7 | 81.6 | 76.7 | 81.0 | 88.2 | 90.3 | 88,5 | 73.0 | 84.3

MT | BG#1-2 .MT:.%D 86.7 | 929 | 94.9 | 92.8 | 885 | 825 | 875 | 925 | 953 | 929 | 81.2 | 89.8
Vi-GaitGL | 83.6 | 92.9 | 94.7 | 93.1 | 89.4 | 83.6 | 88.6 | 93.6 | 96.1 | 93.3 | 81.5 | 90.0

Gait-TR 87.1 | 88.7 | 89.4 | 91.1 | 87.1 | 88.6 | 89.3 | 90.8 | 929 | 88,5 | 74.0 | 88.0

GaitSet 52.0 | 66.0 | 72.8 | 69.3 | 63.1 | 61.2 | 635 | 66.5 | 67.5 | 60.0 | 459 | 625

CL#1-2 MT3D 675 | 81.0 | 85.0 | 80.6 | 759 | 698 | 76.8 | 81.0 | 80.8 | 73.8 | 59.0 | 75.6
Vi-GaitGL | 71.2 | 86.5 | 90.9 | 89.0 | 839 | 772 | 84.8 | 89.1 | 88.6 | 81.0 | 63.7 | 823

Gait-TR 78.7 | 81.7 | 84.0 | 87.0 | 86.5 | 85.7 | 88.3 | 85.0 | 85.7 | 84.0 | 78.3 | 84.0

GaitSet 91.1 | 99.0 | 99.9 | 97.8 | 95.1 | 945 | 96.1 | 98.3 | 99.2 | 98.1 | 83.0 | 96.1

NM#5-6 .MT:.‘}D 95.7 | 98.2 | 99.0 | 975 | 95.1 | 939 | 96.1 | 98.6 | 99.2 | 98.2 | 92.0 | 96.7
Vi-GaitGL | 93.7 | 969 | 98.6 | 97.4 | 955 | 939 | 973 | 98.6 | 98.6 | 97.7 | 89.7 | 96.2

Gait-TR | 95.7 | 96.4 | 979 | 97.0 | 96.9 | 95.5 | 95.1 | 96.1 | 96.6 | 96.0 | 92.4 | 96.0

GaitSet 86.7 | 942 | 95.7 | 934 | 88.9 | 855 | 89.0 | 91.7 | 945 | 959 | 83.3 | 90.8

LT BG#1-2 .I\/lTZ.%D 91.0 | 95.4 | 97.5 | 942 | 923 | 869 | 91.2 | 956 | 97.3 | 96.4 | 86.6 | 93.0
Vi-GaitGL | 89.6 | 945 | 95.6 | 95.2 | 93.2 | 87.3 | 91.7 | 95.9 | 97.8 | 96.1 | 85.5 | 92.9

Gait-TR 909 | 924 | 914 | 932 | 919 | 90.2 | 914 | 939 | 939 | 927 | 829 | 91.3

GaitSet 595 | 75.0 | 783 | 746 | 71.4 | 71.3 70.8 74.1 | 746 | 69.4 | 54.1 70.3

CL#1-2 .l\/ITi.iD 76.0 | 876 | 89.8 | 85.0 | 81.2 | 75.7 | 81.0 | 845 | 85.4 | 822 | 68.1 | 815
Vi-GaitGL | 81.2 | 92.4 | 949 | 93.3 | 87.8 | 82.1 | 87.4 | 89.8 | 90.2 | 879 | 725 | 87.2

Gait-TR 86.7 | 88.2 | 88.4 | 89.7 | 91.1 | 90.7 | 93.2 | 93.8 | 93.2 | 91.2 | 83.6 | 90.0

5. Conclusion

In this work, we investigated, for the first time, the spatial transformer framework in skeleton-based gait recognition
models. Our proposed model gait-TR achieves state-of-the-art results on the CASIA-B dataset compared to current
skeleton-based models. Especially in walking with coats cases, the proposed model is even better than the existing
silhouette-based models. Our experiment on CASIA-B also shows that spatial transformer can extract gait features
from the human skeleton better than the graph convolutional network.

In real-world scenarios, most silhouette extraction methods are more complex and slower than skeleton detection
methods. Compared to silhouette-based models which need silhouette extraction in the data preprocessing step,
skeleton-based models can do better in practical applications. However, in past works, the performance of skeleton-
based models was worse than the performance of silhouette-based models. Therefore the better performance of
skeleton-based than silhouette-based models in our work, although only in the walking with coats cases, shows the
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Table 4

Mean Rank-1 accuracy, number of parameters and FLOPs of Gait-TR-s, along with other models including Gait-TR,
GaitSet and GaitGraph. The FLOPs are calculated using gait sequences of 60 frames.

Model NM#5-6 | BG#1-2 | CL#1-2 | Parameter | FLOPs
GaitGraph 87.7 74.8 66.3 0.32M 0.28G
GaitSet 96.1 90.8 70.3 2.59M 13.02G
Gait-TR-s 92.2 86.2 85.3 0.16M 0.29G
Gait-TR 96.0 91.3 90.0 0.51M 0.98G

Mean rank-1 accuracy (%)

20 40 60 80 100 120
Limited frames

Figure 3: Mean Rank-1 accuracy with limited inference frames.

Table 5
Comparison between Gait-TR and Gait-GCN under LT sample condition.

model NM#5-6 | BG#1-2 | CL#1-2 | parameters | FLOPs
Gait-TR 96.0 91.3 90.0 0.513M 0.976G
Gait-GCN 94.5 88.8 87.1 0.482M 0.937G

potential of skeleton-based models for higher accuracy and better robustness. Our proposed state-of-the-art skeleton-
based gait recognition model makes gait recognition a step closer to the applications of gait recognition in the wild.

As gait-TR is a skeleton-based model, better skeleton sequences from a better human pose estimator are beneficial.
Also, Gait-TR requires gait sequences of long-frame, about twice a gait cycle, to get good performance. A temporal
feature extractor better than the simple temporal convolutional network could be valuable for better performance and
practical applications with faster inference speed.
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