
1

Non-contact Multimodal Indoor Human Monitoring
Systems: A Survey

Le Ngu Nguyen⋆ Praneeth Susarla⋆ Anirban Mukherjee⋆† Manuel Lage Cañellas⋆
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⋆ Center for Machine Vision and Signal Analysis, University of Oulu, Finland

† International Institute of Information Technology, Bangalore, India

Abstract—Indoor human monitoring systems leverage a wide
range of sensors, including cameras, radio devices, and inertial
measurement units, to collect extensive data from users and the
environment. These sensors contribute diverse data modalities,
such as video feeds from cameras, received signal strength
indicators and channel state information from WiFi devices, and
three-axis acceleration data from inertial measurement units. In
this context, we present a comprehensive survey of multimodal
approaches for indoor human monitoring systems, with a specific
focus on their relevance in elderly care. Our survey primarily
highlights non-contact technologies, particularly cameras and
radio devices, as key components in the development of indoor
human monitoring systems. Throughout this article, we explore
well-established techniques for extracting features from multi-
modal data sources. Our exploration extends to methodologies
for fusing these features and harnessing multiple modalities
to improve the accuracy and robustness of machine learning
models. Furthermore, we conduct comparative analysis across
different data modalities in diverse human monitoring tasks and
undertake a comprehensive examination of existing multimodal
datasets. This extensive survey not only highlights the significance
of indoor human monitoring systems but also emphasizes their
versatile applications. In particular, we emphasize their critical
role in enhancing the quality of elderly care, offering valuable
insights into the development of non-contact monitoring solutions
applicable to the needs of aging populations.

I. INTRODUCTION

One important objective of the WHO Global strategy and
action plan on ageing and health is to customize healthcare
systems to the needs of elderly people [1]. Indoor human
monitoring is an essential component of an elderly care
system, providing critical decision-making, personalized care,
emotional support or interdisciplinary collaboration, ultimately
enhancing the overall effectiveness and reliability of remote
care delivery [2]. Indoor human monitoring systems observe
the indoor environments using sensors such as cameras [3],
WiFi devices and radars [4], or wearable devices [5]. Every
sensor possesses its own set of advantages and disadvantages,
making them unique in their capabilities and limitations. For
example, a camera can capture more reliable information about
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the users but can also intrude on their privacy leading to
discomfort and objections from the individuals being moni-
tored. Ambient WiFi signals can be analyzed to infer human
activities in a non-intrusive manner with limited reliability.
Radar devices can measure subtle chest displacements to
estimate vital signs but may struggle to identify objects and are
expensive to monitor objects with optimal performance. While
the unimodal usage of these sensors posses limitations, a
combination of visual data and wireless signals is more robust
and practical, providing holistic information to implement non-
contact human monitoring systems [6].

Multimodal systems provides a multi-aspect view on current
situations. For instance, in robotics and smart factories, mul-
tiple sensors attached to different locations and devices facili-
tate contextual understanding and intelligent decision-making
functions [7]. A multimodal system can adapt itself to different
scenarios based on the user’s settings, providing a flexible
approach that respects individual requirements and privacy
concerns. For example, while cameras and radio devices could
be acceptable in a living room, only radio equipment could be
installed in a bedroom in order to keep the user’s privacy. This
adaptability extends to how different modalities collaborate.
To serve specific tasks optimally, such as activity recognition
in indoor monitoring scenarios, modalities can be paired in
innovative ways. A camera, for example, can guide a radar
device to the best location for measuring respiration and heart
rate [8]. Similarly, radio-based positioning data can be utilized
as input for a vision-based human detection algorithm [9].
Through these combined approaches, a multimodal system en-
hances accuracy, reliability, and context awareness [7]. It also
offers the benefits of being robust, redundant, and adaptable
to various monitoring needs while preserving user privacy [8].

In this work, we survey the existing multimodal systems
for different human monitoring tasks in indoor scenarios.
Indoor human monitoring systems typically involve various
tasks such as activity recognition, gait analysis, vital signs
measurement, user localization, and user identification. Elderly
care, particularly in the context of telecare systems [2], has
gained immense consideration due to the increasing number of
senior individuals living independently [10] [11]. Our research
primarily focuses on this domain, while also shedding light
on other applications such as assisting patients at home.
These human monitoring systems not only bolster a sense of
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Fig. 1: Non-contact elderly monitoring system

safety but also detect crucial events (e.g., falling and onset
of diseases) in order to facilitate timely intervention. Over
time, the continuous monitoring offered by these systems
aids healthcare professionals in observing the progression of
chronic conditions, laying the foundation for tailored treatment
plans. In order to gain insights on how to realize a state-of-
the-art elderly monitoring system, we explore a wide range
of sensors and machine learning techniques, with a special
focus on non-contact methods. We followed the Preferred
Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses
(PRISMA) guideline [12] to search and select relevant studies
for this survey. First, we defined the keywords for searching
on Google Scholar, IEEE Xplore, ACM Digital Library, and
Springer Link. The relevent studies should include these key-
words: 1) human monitoring, 2) indoor environments, indoor
settings, indoor scenarios, 3) multimodal, 4) multiple sensors,
multi-sensor, and 5) non contact. Then, we refined the found
articles using the inclusion and exclusion criteria:

• Inclusion criteria: 1) Articles are peer-reviewed. 2) Arti-
cles are related to human monitoring. 3) Articles utilize
multiple sensors to collect and process multimodal data
to implement human monitoring applications, as well as
showing the advantages of multi-sensor systems. 4) Tech-
niques in the articles can be applied to elderly monitoring
systems.

• Exclusion criteria: 1) Articles focus on outdoor appli-
cations of multi-sensor systems and multimodal data
(such as autonomous driving). 2) Articles utilize multiple
sensors that are carried by the users or attached to the
human bodies. 3) Articles analyze multimodal data for
applications not directly related to human subjects, such
as vehicle or animal tracking.

The earliest related work that we can find is published
by Krahnstoever et al. [13] in 2005, which embedded Radio
Frequency Identification (RFID) tags into objects in order to
augment visual data for object tracking and activity recog-
nition. After collecting the relevant articles, we analyzed
them to identify tasks required in a multi-sensor system for
monitoring elderly people. These comprehensive monitoring
systems undertake a series of crucial tasks to ensure the well-
being and safety of elderly residents [11]. Initially, they focus

on the precise recognition of elderly users and their daily
activities, forming a baseline understanding of their routines.
Subsequently, these systems take on essential responsibilities
such as conducting gait analysis and monitoring vital signs to
track evolving health conditions, offering timely assistance as
needed. In addition to health-related functions, these systems
extend their capabilities to encompass surveillance tasks, in-
cluding the creation of 3D models of indoor environments for
precise localization of elderly individuals during suspicious
movements, thus ensuring not only their physical security but
also their overall well-being in the context of independent
living. An example of an advanced non-contact human mon-
itoring system like elderly care can be summarized in terms
of sensors, methods, challenges, and applications as shown in
Figure 1. We organize the survey around the techniques to
implement these tasks, which are essential in the context of
elderly care and applicable to related human monitoring sys-
tems. The tasks include activity recognition (see Section II-A),
vital sign measurement (see Section II-B), user identification
(see Section II-C), localization (see Section II-D), and 3D
modeling of the environment (see Section II-E). In addition,
we complement these sections with a small set of articles
related to alternative sensing methods, which give context to
the survey.

For developing non-contact human monitoring systems, we
focus on the usage of non-contact sensors such as cameras and
radio devices. We also include their interactions with other
complementary sensors such as on-body inertial measurement
units, pressure plates, microphones, and wearable vital sign
monitoring devices. These main sensors, each with its unique
strengths and limitations, form the core of elderly monitoring
solutions. They offer complementary insights and capabilities
that, when combined thoughtfully, create a comprehensive
monitoring solution tailored to specific needs of the users and
constraints of the environment. An example of multimodal data
captured with a diverse set of sensors is depicted in Figure 2.

RGB Cameras: Red-Green-Blue (RGB) cameras are the
visual workhorses of elderly monitoring systems. They excel
at capturing rich visual information, including color, texture,
and shape, providing a comprehensive view of the monitored
environment [14]. Their versatility is evident in numerous ap-
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Fig. 2: From left to right: RGB camera, Depth camera, 3D Depth camera, Thermal camera and mmWave radar data.

plications, from tracking user activities to detecting anomalies.
However, they are susceptible to environmental factors such
as varying light conditions and occlusions, which can impact
their performance. Additionally, privacy concerns often arise
due to the intrusive nature of constant visual monitoring. Nev-
ertheless, their ubiquity and ability to offer real-time insights
make them indispensable in many monitoring scenarios.

Depth Cameras: Depth cameras, utilizing either time-of-
flight or stereoscopic methods, are specialized sensors de-
signed to capture accurate 3D spatial and shape information.
These characteristics make them particularly well-suited for
tasks that demand precise depth perception, such as fall de-
tection and gesture recognition. One drawback is that they do
not capture color or texture data, features that are sometimes
essential for specific applications. To overcome this limitation,
depth cameras are often integrated with RGB cameras to form
RGB-D systems [15]. These hybrid sensors offer a balanced
data set that includes color, texture, and depth, thereby con-
tributing to a more comprehensive monitoring solution.

Thermal Cameras: Infrared cameras are effective in dark
environments, making them valuable for monitoring when
visibility is low. However, they also lack color and texture
information and are sensitive to heat sources. Their use is ideal
for scenarios where visual information is not critical, and the
focus is on temperature-related monitoring. Their cost limits
their usage to certain scenarios. Consequently, there are few
public datasets of thermal data and models trained on these
datasets, comparing to those of RGB and RGB-D modalities.

Radio Devices: Radio-frequency sensors, including radar
and WiFi devices, have gained prominence for their ability
to operate in non-line-of-sight scenarios and their robustness
in variable lighting conditions [16]. These sensors have ap-
plications in tracking user movements, detecting vital signs,
and even through-wall sensing. Nevertheless, they share a
common limitation with other non-visual sensors, as they lack
color, texture, and shape data. They often require sophisticated
postprocessing techniques to extract interpretable information,
but their unique capabilities make them valuable components
in multimodal elderly monitoring systems.

Complementary Sensors: These sensors collectively form
a group that complements the strengths and weaknesses of
visual and radio sensors in elderly monitoring systems. In-
ertial measurement units, commonly found in devices like
smartphones and smartwatches, offer cost-effective means
of tracking user movements and activities but lack visual
information [5]. Ambient sensors [17], which measure envi-
ronmental factors like temperature, humidity, and object usage,

provide insights into the living conditions but offer limited
information about individual users. Pressure-sensitive sensors
integrated in surfaces, such as the floor, are versatile, aiding
in gait analysis and fall detection; however, their installation
and maintenance can be complex. Audio sensors, represented
by microphones, have numerous applications and are com-
monly integrated into devices, making them a practical choice
for audio-related monitoring [18]. Nevertheless, they do not
provide visual information, and privacy concerns regarding
voice data are significant. These complementary sensors can
enhance the overall monitoring system by providing context
and supplementary data, making them valuable additions to not
only an elderly monitoring system but also to general human
monitoring solutions.

In our survey, we study the utilization of multimodal
approaches for different tasks and scenarios in indoor non-
contact human monitoring systems, focusing on monitoring
elderly individuals [11]. This survey is useful for researchers
aiming to leverage multimodal approaches in developing an
elderly monitoring solution and related systems. We aims to
link the sensors and methods to provide a logical view of
the multimodal approaches. Besides offering a deep dive into
current practices, it identifies gaps in the existing literature and
suggests prospective avenues for exploration, especially in the
context of multi-modality.
The contribution of this survey is listed as follows:

• We investigate systems that utilize vision and radio-
frequency signals, with the supplement of other sen-
sors.

• We summarize methods of combining vision, radio,
and other sensing modalities in different levels: early,
intermediate, and late fusion (or decision fusion).

• We highlight the advantages of integrated vision and
radio devices, in comparison to other systems that
leverage only cameras or radio sensing.

• We present challenges and limits of the existing multi-
modal human monitoring systems, as well as proposing
potential solutions to handle these issues.

The existing surveys on indoor human monitoring systems
concentrate on either individual modalities or one task, such
as vision-based activity recognition [3] [19], RGB-based and
skeloton-based activity recognition [20], action recognition
based on wearable sensors [5], RF-based human behaviour
recognition [16] [4] [21], and vital signs measurement based
on WiFi CSI [22]. Among surveys focusing on multimodal
approaches, we can found those investigating activity recog-
nition [14], object detection [23], fusion methods for mul-
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timodal data [24], and classification models [25]. In these
surveys, multimodal approaches have shown their advantages.
For example, Fan et al. [26] utilized a video-based captioning
method to improve the radio-based approach in diary gen-
eration. Their combination leveraged an accurate modality
to enhance a privacy-aware sensing device. In vital sign
monitoring, a camera can guide the radar to the sensing region
on the human body [8]. These examples have proved that an
optimal integration of multiple modalities can improve and
extend the utility of human sensing systems while mitigating
the risk involving the collection of sensitive data.

II. HUMAN MONITORING TASKS ON MULTIMODAL DATA

In this section, we identify important tasks that are required
in a elderly monitoring system. They are: activity recognition,
vital sign measurement, identification, localization, and 3D
scene modeling. We describe popular techniques that are
utilized to implement these tasks.

A. Activity recognition

In this section, we investigate human activity recognition
systems using cameras, microphones, wearable sensors, and
radio devices. The input of an activity recognition model is a
feature vector v ∈ Rk, where k is the number of features, and
its output is an activity such as standing, walking, falling, and
lying. The feature vectors are extracted from one sensor or
combined from multiple modalities. Sun et al. [14] provided
a comprehensive survey on human activity recognition from
single-modality to multi-modality perspectives.

Under the unimodal approaches, recent human activity
recognition (HAR) systems have proposed training the learn-
ing models from a single data source information such as
video, audio, acceleration, and wireless signal. Unimodal
activity recognition using vision or radio waves have been
extensively studied in the literature [35][36][37]. RGB videos
were leveraged by Robertson et al. [35] to perform activity
recognition. Nie et al. [36] analyzed the three-dimensional
(3D) scenes by observing human trajectory in the environment.
Han et al. [37] used thermal infrared imaging data and
performed human motion detection independent of the lighting
conditions, colors of human surfaces, or backgrounds. Using
radio waves, Li et al. [38] performed action recognition in
smart home systems where cameras are difficult to utilize due
to inadequate lighting, and privacy concerns.

Multi-modal HAR applications utilize the data from multi-
ple modalities such as RGB, depth, infrared camera, wearable
sensors, and skeleton data. Most of the recently proposed
multi-modal HAR applications are applied on the MSRDai-
lyActivity3D, UTH-MHAD, NTU RGB+D benchmark mul-
timodal datasets and are broadly classified into co-learning-
based and fusion-based methods. Co-learning methods explore
the learned knowledge from auxiliary sensor data and use them
to assist the learning processor of a different multi-modal
sensor data source. Fusion-based methods generally involve
multiple combinations of visual modalities such as RGB -
depth - skeleton data, visual and non-visual modalities such
as audio - acceleration - RGB - depth.

Recent works [39], [40], [41], [42] proposed multimodal
datasets for HAR using the modalities from different radio,
radar and camera information. Bocus et al. [40] proposed
a HAR multimodal dataset using Wi-Fi network interface
card (NIC) interface, passive WiFi radar (PWR), Ultra-wide
band (UWB), vision camera and infrared sensor information.
Gou et al. [41] proposed a human gesture-based activity
recognition by combining Kinect-camera information with CSI
information of the WiFi devices. The proposed work also
published a WiAR dataset. Using the OPERAnet dataset [40],
Koupai et al. [43] implemented a fusion-based vision trans-
former approach for HAR on PWR radar, CSI data, and
vision data. Similarly, Li et al. [42] combined camera with
FMCW radar information for activity recognition in dark and
occlusion conditions. The authors also released the multimodal
dataset. Although the aforementioned multi-modality fusion-
based HAR methods have achieved promising results on some
benchmark datasets, the task of effective modality fusion is
still largely open. Specifically, most of the existing multi-
modality methods have complicated architectures that require
high computational costs. In Table I, most work focused on
daily activities of healthy subjects. Some of them aim to detect
falling and health-related movements (e.g., sneezing, cough-
ing, and staggering) [32] [34]. In an elderly monitoring system,
it is useful to integrate an automatic diary generator [26],
which may help medical experts to assess long-term conditions
and treatment effectiveness.

Analysing the walking parameters of a patient provides
useful information about movement disorders and neurode-
generative diseases. It is challenging to distinguish between
normal and abnormal gait features as well as between different
severity levels of diseases. To overcome this problem, Zhao et
al. [44] aggregated data from multiple sensors to learn the
differences between three neurodegenerative diseases, between
patients with different severity levels of Parkinson’s disease,
and between healthy individuals and patients. Although the
subjects in [29] were not elderly people, Shao et al. [29]
illustrated the feasibility of detecting depression with Kinect
cameras. For RGB data, they combined silhouette features
from the front and the side view to produce predictions,
which were fused at the decision level with the skeleton-
based LSTM outputs. These methods are useful for an elderly
monitoring system, especially for long-term assessment of
neurodegenerative diseases and mental disorders.

Human Activity Recognition (HAR) remains an important
area of research in the domain of elderly care, with an
application to multiple other use cases. While single-modal
systems provide a foundational understanding and an array of
capabilities, the evolving landscape of multi-modal systems
harnesses the synergies between different modalities, offering
a more comprehensive perspective of human activities. Recent
research [26] [33] have showed that fusing data from multiple
modalities can significantly improve the accuracy and robust-
ness of activity detection. From the recent literature, it can
be seen that gait analysis has proven crucial in distinguish-
ing health states using multiple sensors and algorithms. The
highlighted studies [28] [29], although focusing on specific
conditions, reveal the potential for broader applications in
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TABLE I: Human activity recognition using multi-modal non-contact human assisting systems

Articles Sensors Multimodal approaches Objectives
Zhao et al. [27] sub-GHz WiFi, RGB cam-

era
radio features with camera supervi-
sion

Human pose estimation in indoor activities such as
walking, sitting, taking stairs, waiting for elevators,
opening doors, and talking to friends

Zhao et al. [28] Force sensor, Kinect cam-
era, and wearable ac-
celerometer

Correlative memory neural net-
work (CorrMNN) to measure the
correlation in bimodal gait data

Learning gait differences between three
neurodegenerative diseases, between patients
with different severity levels of Parkinson’s disease,
and between healthy individuals and patients

Shao et al. [29] 4 Kinect cameras (skele-
ton data and RGB image
data)

Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM)
model for skeleton data, two Con-
volutional Neural Network (CNN)
models for RGB videos (front and
side perspectives), fusing silhouette
features, and decision level fusion

Detection depression in a dataset of 200 postgraduate
students (86 depressive ones)

Zou et al. [30] sub-GHz WiFi, RGB cam-
era

decision-level sitting, standing, walking when the light is on or off

Ardianto et al. [31] Infrared (IR), RGB-D feature fusion standing, walking, and running
De et al. [32] Infrared, RGB-D feature fusion NTU RGB+D dataset: 82 daily individual

actions, 26 two-person actions, and 12
medical condition actions (neeze/cough, staggering,
falling down, headache, chest pain, back pain,
neck pain, nausea/vomiting, fan self, yawn, stretch
oneself, blow nose)

Krahnstoever et al. [13] RFID in objects, RGB
camera

feature fusion recognizing human-object interaction:
person approaching (an object), tak-
ing/examining/reading/replacing an object, and
person leaving

Memmesheimer et al. [33] WiFi, Camera, inertial
sensor, motion capture

transforming all data to one com-
mon representation (2D images) as
input for CNN

Daily activities from NTU RGB+D, UTD-MHAD
(camera and IMU), and Simulate (RGBD)

Li et al. [34] UWB radar, Wearable in-
ertial sensors

Activity recognition and fall detection

Fan et al. [26] Camera, WiFi Multimodal feature alignment Daily activity recognition and diary, using video-
based captioning to improve the performance of the
radio-based method.

elderly monitoring. However, challenges persist, particularly
in seamlessly integrating and processing diverse data streams
without incurring exorbitant computational costs. Future re-
search should aim to improve sensor integration through the
harmonization of data and the use of unified platforms, and
the generalization across diverse populations, by designing
more inclusive data collection plans [45] and delving into
stratified models. Moreover, while a majority of research has
been directed at detecting standard daily activities, there’s an
emerging emphasis on recognizing health-related movements
and incidents specific to the elderly, such as falls [34]. This
not only enhances the safety for seniors living independently
but also provides valuable insights to healthcare professionals
for optimizing care regimens. In this context it would be
interesting to see the evolution of HAR systems specifically
tailored for specific demographics, such as the elderly. Future
works may also consider the development of adaptive algo-
rithms, capable of personalizing activity recognition based on
individual behavior patterns (e.g., extracting from the activity
diary [26]), thus paving the way for more personalized and
effective elderly care solutions.

B. Vital sign measurement

Obtaining physiological data such as respiration rate and
heart rate plays a crucial role in monitoring health and well-
being of individuals. In this section, we explore the non-
invasive vital sign measurement techniques that utilize videos
and radio frequency signals.

Unimodal vital-sign monitoring using vision or radio waves
has been extensively studied in the literature [53], [54], [55].
Soto el al. [53] provided a comprehensive survey of wireless
fidelity (WiFi)-based vital-sign monitoring using channel state
information (CSI) information. Selvaraju et al. [54] conducted
a complete review of the recent advances in camera-based
techniques for monitoring of five vital signs including heart
rate, respiratory rate, blood pressure, body skin tempera-
ture, and oxygen saturation. Zhang et al. [55] discussed the
overview of three types of electromagnetic radar systems such
as continuous-wave, frequency modulated (FM), and UWB to
measure human physiological signs. These studies demonstrate
the potential of one modality such as camera, WiFi signal, or
radar sensor for non-contact vital sign monitoring in a variety
of applications.

However, there are still several challenges to overcome un-
der unimodal vital sign monitoring approaches. For example,
systems based on radio-frequency signals suffer from signal
interference and body motion artifacts. On the other hand,
camera-based systems are less accurate in poor-lighting con-
ditions. Multimodal approaches can address such limitations
and increase the reliability of non-contact vital sign monitor-
ing [55]. He et al. [46] combined depth cameras and radars to
localize and estimate vital signs for one or two subjects. The
use of a 3D depth camera (Kinect) helps to ensure that the
subjects being monitored are within the coverage area of three
ultrawideband radars. These radars, which use impulse radio
technology, are specifically designed for measuring respiration
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TABLE II: Vital signs monitoring

Articles Modalities Scenarios Methods
He et al. [46] Xethru IR-UWB and Kinect,

Vernier belt
respiration rate of 1-2 subjects
sitting stationary; classifying eu-
pnea, Cheyne-Stokes respiration,
Kussmaul respiration, and apnea

using the depth camera to detect and localize the
subject; then, selecting the radar at the optimal
location; random forest classifier

Ren et al. [47] Radar and optical camera based
techniques

detecting vital signs such as
respiratory rate (RR), heart
rate (HR), and blood oxygen
saturation in the sitting position,
varying illumination

using UWB stepped-frequency continuous-wave
radar and imaging photoplethysmography (iPPG)
techniques to measure vital signs

Yang et al. [48] FMCW radar and a digital camera Heart rate (HR) and breathing
rate (BR), pre-exercise and
post-exercise conditions, three
subjects

the vital signs were extracted from the STFT spectro-
grams with the graph-based segmentation algorithm

Xie et al. [49] a pair of co-located UWB and
depth sensors, medical devices
(Nonin LifeSense II and Masimo
Pulse Oximeter) for ground truth

Heart rate and respiratory rate,
sitting, 1 - 3 subjects

identifying four typical temporal and spectral pat-
terns and a suitable RR/HR estimator for each,
possible to monitor 3 subjects separating at only 20
cm

Shokouhmand et
al. [8]

red-green-blue-depth (RGB-D)
camera and radar

respiratory rate (RR) and heart rate
(HR), sitting

The camera estimates the human torso landmarks and
a processing unit constantly adapts the radar beams
to the direction of the subjects

Yang et al. [50] impulse-radio UWB (IR-UWB)
radar, optical and depth-sensing
camera

respiration rate, sitting, 1 - 2 sub-
jects

face detection algorithm based on the RGB video
images, using the camera and utilizes the distance
information acquired to find the subejcts and search
the respiration waveform

Chian et al. [51] Two radars and one thermal cam-
era,

respiration rates and heart rate, 1
- 5 subjects sitting, Vernier respi-
ration belt and Polar H10 as refer-
ence senros

Using a thermal camera to detect the number of
people and their locations, identifying the respiration
rates and heartbeat rates of multiple people.

Vilesov et
al. [52]

TI AWR1443 FMCW radar and
Zed2 RGB camera; Philips MX800
clinical patient monitor for ground-
truthing

heart rate prediction of 91 sitting
volunteers (28 light, 49 medium,
and 14 dark skin), fairness in terms
of similarity of outcome between
the light and dark skin tone groups

Two-agent minimax problem: a fusion network map-
ping from the unimodal waveforms to the fused
multimodal waveform and a discriminator minimiz-
ing the mutual information between the estimated
waveform and skin-tone attribute

rate and detecting respiration patterns. Yang et al. [50] also
reported a system for monitoring simultaneously the respira-
tion of two subjects with a hybrid camera-radar prototype. The
system was built with an impulse-radio ultra wide-band (IR-
UWB) radar module and an optical and depth-sensing camera
module. Subject detection is done by the camera and uses
the distance information to guide the signal processing of
the radar. Providing that context to the radar facilitates the
extraction of respiration information. Instead of depth camera,
Chian et al. [51] proposed a system to track and identify the
respiration rates and heartbeat rates of multiple people using
a thermal camera and a Doppler radar. The thermal camera
detects the number of people and their movements, and the
doppler radars estimates the respiration and heartbeat. Other
studies focused on the performance of the radar and optical
techniques. For example, Ren et al. measured respiratory rate,
heart rate and blood oxygen saturation with a combination of
ultrawided stepped stepped-frequency continuous-wave radar
and a camera for photoplethysmography (iPPG). In the study,
they pointed out the differences of the modalities: The radar
can be used for seeing-through walls, and optical technique is
uniquely capable of measuring SpO2. Yang et al. [48] used
a FMCW radar and a digital camera to measure the vital
signs in real-life situations. The graph-based method provides
HR measurements that are highly correlated with the golden
standard device. Similarly, heart and respiratory rates can be
obtained using a pair of co-located UWB and depth sensors
identifying the spectral patterns [49].The work focuses in the
robustness against harmonics and intermodulation. Likelihood

of different respiration rate and heart rate are studied to detect
corrupted signals. Shokouhmand et al. [8] developed a system
where the respiration rate and heart rate are monitored in
real time by radar and a depth camera. While the depth
camera tracks the locations of subjects, the radar estimates
their respiratory and heart rates. A novel method is designed to
optimize the regions of interest for monitoring the respiration
rate and heart rate. A combination of micro Doppler motion
effect and photoplethysmography was used by Rong et al. [56]
for cardiac pulse detection. The breath rate and heart rate
are detected micro Doppler motion effect using microwave
frequency while the volumetric change of the heart is measured
by photoplethysmography. In the study, they introduced the
concept of terahertz-wave-plethysmography which detected
blood volume changes in the upper dermis tissue. Also imple-
menting the fusion method for rPPG with a radar and a camera,
Vilesov et al. [52] ensured the fairness in terms of similarity of
the estimated heart rates between the light and dark skin tone
groups. They formulated the problem as a two-agent minimax
optimization procedure: a fusion network mapping from the
unimodal waveforms to the fused multimodal waveform and a
discriminator minimizing the mutual information between the
estimated waveform and skin-tone attribute.

Two common challenging situations in non-contact vital
sign measurement are body movement and multi-target mon-
itoring. The former can be tackled with movement reduction
or cancellation by radars [57] [58] [59]. The latter can be
mitigated either by radars [60] [61] or by integrating cameras
to track the targets and direct the radars towards the optimal
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region for measurement [8].
Recent research on non-contact vital sign measurements

underscores the evolution from unimodal to multimodal moni-
toring approaches. While camera-based techniques offer depth
perception and subject localization, their performance of-
ten diminishes under poor lighting conditions. On the other
hand, radio-frequency methods, though robust in various en-
vironmental conditions, grapple with interference from body
motions and other electronic devices. We can particularly
highlight the emerging trend of integrating visual and RF
modalities [8] [51] [46] [52], which serves to counteract the
individual limitations of each method. Such fusion notably
enhances the system’s ability to navigate challenges, especially
in situations involving body movement and multi-target moni-
toring. In this context, future efforts might benefit from devel-
oping advanced algorithms for seamless integration of multiple
data sources, investigating the impact of environmental factors
on multimodal systems and exploring the potential of newer
sensing technologies.

C. User identification

This section focuses on techniques and systems that leverage
multimodal data to infer the user identities across all modali-
ties. Users can be identified using gait analysis, which employ
various sensors such as cameras, pressure sensors, radars,
and accelerometers [70] [71]. An identification model maps a
feature vector v ∈ Rk to an identity. Machine learning methods
can be leveraged to aligning and transforming features of one
modality to another [72].

Due to their ubiquity in indoor environment, WiFi signals
are combined with visual information for user identification.
Deng et al. [67] utilized WiFi signals and videos for human
identification. They proposed a two-stream network architec-
ture based on the Lightweight Residual Convolution Network
(LRCN) to learn features for WiFi and video data. The learned
features were concatenated as inputs to a LSTM model to
recognize users with an accuracy of 94.2%. The EyeFi system
of Fang et al. [68] integrated a WiFi chipset into a panaromic
overhead camera in order to combine motion trajectories from
both vision and RF modalities for human identification. They
trained a neural network based on a student-teacher model to
estimate the Angle of Arrival (AoA) of WiFi packets from the
CSI values.

In some scenarios, one user moves from a camera-allowed
region to a camera-restricted area. This problem requires so-
lutions to find the alignment between two or more modalities.
To address the cross-modal human re-identification problem,
Cao et al. [65] extracted point cloud data from both modalities
and match them. They utilized a PointNet-based model to
extract features from CSI and RGB. Their PointNet architec-
ture integrated the attention mechanism and a LSTM encoder-
decoder network to implement user re-identification across
two modalities. Li et al. [63] extracted RFID phase features
(such as velocity and average phase change), RSSI features,
and Kinect-based skeleton features for data association. Their
method ranked the correlation between the body motion gen-
erated by Kinect and RFID tags The system could assign IDs

to individuals with the accuracy of 96.6% accuracy. Liu et
al. [66] leveraged WiFi Fine Timing Measurements (FTM)
and inertial measurement unit (IMU) sensor data captured
by the user’s smartphone to associate the user detected on a
camera footage with their corresponding smartphone identifier
(e.g. WiFi MAC address), using a recurrent multi-modal deep
neural network. Chen et al. [64] used a multi-antenna WiFi
radio and a camera to monitor users in the area. The approach
processed WiFi CSI data of WiFi packets to extract features on
locations, motion, and activities of users. It fused these features
with visual information to find the best matches of device
carriers in videos with network IDs of the phones. Liu et
al. [66] analysed WiFi Fine Timing Measurements, inertial
data, and RGB-D videos to generate motion trajectories, using
a LSTM model. Then, they implemented Maximum Matching
Weighted Bipartite Graphs in order to match visual tracks and
phone IDs. Luchetti et al. [69] leveraged UWB devices and
cameras to track tags carried by users.

The integration of multimodal data for user identification
showcases the potential of synergizing diverse modalities,
with WiFi signals and visual cues being at the forefront.
Current methodologies predominantly employ machine learn-
ing techniques, from LSTMs to PointNet architectures, to
align [63] [66], transform [64], and extrapolate features [68]
from one modality to another, achieving impressive identi-
fication accuracies. However, challenges such as transitions
from camera-enabled to camera-restricted zones, interference,
and real-time processing are still largely unaddressed. Future
research should focus int the seamless fusion of data, address-
ing privacy concerns, and adapting these techniques to het-
erogeneous environments and ensuring consistent performance
across varying conditions.

D. User localization

Within the context of indoor human centered monitoring
systems, one of the essential tasks is indoor localization.
An localization system aims to estimate the user location
x ∈ R3 using a feature vector v ∈ Rk. User positions and
movement trajectories t = [x1, . . . , xi, . . . , xn] provide useful
measurements on the well-being of the individuals living at
their home.

Multimodal data improves localization in challenging sit-
uations such as cluttered or dark environments in indoor
scenarios. For example, in a factory, surveillance cameras can
be obstructed by equipment. Tarkowski et al. [90] proposed
a hybrid localization system combining vision-based, radio-
based and inertial techniques to solve localization issues
in difficult and complicated industrial situations. Similarly,
Woznica et al. [91] and Wang et al.[92] tackled the problem
of localization using multimodal analysis of radio and vision.
In a dim lighting museum setting with multiple people moving
around exhibit stands, Papaioannou et al. [79] integrated WiFi
measurements to concatenate visual tracklets into accurate and
continuous paths to reduce the localization error to below 1
meter. Zhao et al. [80] enhances indoor localization of users
with multimodal sensing: camera, wearable IMU sensors, and
ambient CSI data of WiFi signal. They estimated distance
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TABLE III: User identification

Articles Modalities Features Methods & Results
Shi et al. [62] mmWave radar, RGB

camera
Fusing features from gait energy
images and time-Doppler spectro-
grams

121 subjects (72 men and 49 women) with eight
views and three walking conditions, experimenting
with different fusion methods (voting-based deci-
sion fusion, feature concatenation, and feature fusion
based on learned weights) to show that concatenating
features along the along the space and temporal
dimensions achieved the best accurary (up to 95.4%)

Li et al. [63] RFID, Kinect RFID phase features (velocity, av-
erage phase change,. . . ), RSSI fea-
tures, Kinect skeleton motion fea-
tures

ranking correlation between bodies Kinect and tags
of the RFID reader, SVM classifier, assigning IDs to
individuals within 4 seconds with 96.6% accuracy

Chen et al. [64] WiFi, RGB camera WiFi CSI and videos, device AoA
using phase differences between
antennas, LSTM

vision-assisted calibration and Bayesian inference to
improve the device AoA estimation

Cao et al. [65] WiFi, RGB camera PointNet-based learned features
from CSI and RGB

PointNet with attention mechanism, LSTM encoder-
decoder network

Liu et al. [66] WiFi, RGB camera WiFi Fine Timing Measurements,
inertial data, and RGB-D videos

LSTM as feature extractor to generate motion trajec-
tories, LSTM as feature extractor, Maximum Match-
ing Weighted Bipartite Graphs for matching track
and phone IDs

Deng et al. [67] WiFi, RGB camera CSI, Lightweight Residual Convo-
lution Network for feature learning

LRCN, LSTM, feature fusion, 94.2% recognition
accuracy

Fang et al. [68] WiFi, panaromic camera WiFi CSI, panaromic camera estimating the Angle of Arrival (AoA) of the smart-
phone, cross-modal trajectory matching to determine
the identity of the individuals

Luchetti et al. [69] UWB, RGB camera Locations UWB device and camera to track tags carried by
users

and orientation in indoor environments to achieve sub-meter
accuracy. Zhang et al. [44] introduced a positioning method
that combined infrared vision and ultra-wideband radio device.
The former identified landmarks attached to the ceiling while
the latter used an adaptive weight positioning algorithm to
improve the accuracy at the edge of the UWB coverage
area. Extended Kalman filter (EKF) was used to fuse their
location information. Xu et al. [82] introduced an multi-
sensor localization system with an accuracy of 0.7m in indoor
environments. The sensors included: cameras, RSS of wireless
signals, and wearable inertial sensors. iVR used an augmented
particle filter to combine multiple unimodal locations. Jiang et
al. [74] deployed BLE 5.1, visual point cloud, and IMU to
reduce the positioning error to 3.4deg angular error and 8.4cm
position error in median, which outperformed the state-of-
the-art by 48% and 8%, respectively. Liu et al. [84] utilized
UWB and monocular camera to resolve scale ambiguity and
repositioning of the monocular ORB-SLAM. In an retail en-
vironment, Sturari et al. [93] proposed a sensor fusion system
consisting active radio beacons and RGB-D cameras. This
system was used for customer indoor localization and tracking.
A mobile application received (with a frequency of 5Hz) raw
data (beacon MAC address, broadcasting power, and RSSI) to
get the device position. On the other hand, the RGB-D cameras
monitored an area to track people and propagate position data.
Following the research direction of combining visual and radio
data, other researchers leverage specially-designed equipment
for sensing: radar. Streubel et al. [86] combined camera and
radar features to detect and track indoor pedestrians. They have
taken stereo camera features and multiple input multiple out-
put (MIMO) frequency modulated continuous wave (FMCW)
radar features, and then used a standard linear Kalman filter
based method for tracking the humans, and have shown how

using a heterogenous sensor fusion gives better performance
when compared with the sensors individually. The visual
richness of videos can be exploited to enhance radar systems.
Pearce et al. [87] leveraged camera data to train an mmWave
radar system to track and classify human movement patterns.
Although RGB cameras have achieved great performance in
human detection and tracking, they are susceptible to visual
degradation. To address this issue, Cai et al. [89] introduced
a uncertainty-guided fusion framework based on a Bayesian
Neural Network to combine thermal videos and mmWave
radar signals for detecting multiple users.

Different modalities can be combined in a parallel manner to
improve the performance of object detection and localization
systems. Ishihara et al. [75] enhanced image-based localization
accuracy by integrating Bluetooth radio-wave signal readings,
using a dual-stream CNN. Qiu et al. [9] used the radio
localization and identifier information from the radio signals
to assist the human detection. On the other hand, one modality
can be leveraged to increase the measurement accuracy of
the other. For instance, Varotto et al. [85] detected a radio-
emitting target with an aerial robot equipped with a radio re-
ceiver and a camera. They implemented a Recursive Bayesian
Estimation scheme that utilized camera observations to refine
radio measurements. Deng et al. [76] introduced Geryon using
camera and mmWave radar on drones for object detection.
The visual information assisted radar to reduce the aggravated
sparsity and noise of point-cloud data. On the other hand, a
radar-based saliency extraction algorithm decreased bandwidth
consumption and offloading latency of camera. Beyond camera
and radar combination, Lim et al. [88] provided an FMCW
radar dataset that is synchronized with RGB-D and also inertial
measurement unit (IMU) measurements. It includes indoor
scenes of different rooms and including different numbers
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TABLE IV: User localization

Articles Modalities Features Methods & Results
Suwannaphong et al. [73] Bluetooth, Cam-

era
BLE RSSI (camera for
ground-truth)

RSSI augmentation is done from multiple BLE devices using camera
ground-truths and one-shot learning

Jiang et al. [74] Bluetooth, Cam-
era

BLE 5.1, visual point
cloud, and IMU

locating the BLE transmitter in the camera coordinate, homography-
based matching mechanism to obtain the depth information of the
target BLE device, 3.4deg angular error and 8.4cm position error in
median, outperforming the state-of-the-art by 48% and 8%, respec-
tively; overall accuracy over 90%

Ishihara et al. [75] Bluetooth, Cam-
era

CNN ouput image-based localization by integrating Bluetooth radio-wave signal
readings, using a dual-stream CNN

Deng et al. [76] Radar, Camera mmWave Radar and Cam-
era Fusion

Object detection on drones

Li et al. [77] LiDAR, Radar,
Camera

LiDAR, Radar, and cam-
era for object detection
and tracking

multiple modality combinations, LiDAR: point-wise concantenation,
Radar: pillar feature encoder, camera: image feature encoder

Li et al. [78] Radar, Camera mmWave radar
IWR6843ISK-ODS
and RGB camera

distingushing living pedestrian and portrait billboard, a feature fusion
network of mmWave radar and computer vision based on attention
mechanism, mAP of 97.7%

Papaioannou et al. [79] WiFi, Camera WiFi-based and Camera-
based trajectories

Using WiFi measurements to merge camera-based tracklets based on
tracklet trees

Zhao et al. [80] WiFi, Camera WiFi-based and Camera-
based trajectories

Using WiFi CSI to aid distance calculation based on inertial data,
then combining it with vision-based localization, YOLO V2 for target
detection

Cai et al. [81] WiFi, Camera Trajectories Vision-based tracking to extract the object trajectory, radio signals
identify anonymous visual tracks and correct errors

Xu et al. [82] WiFi, Camera Visual data, radio (RSS),
and inertial data to extract
trajectories

Augmented particle filters, Trajectory fusion, localization accuracy of
0.7m, outperforming the state-of-the-art systems by ¿70%

Zhang et al. [44] UWB, Infrared
Camera

Infrared on-board camera
locating by identifying ar-
tificial landmarks attached
to the ceiling, TOA-based
UWB positioning method

Asymmetric Double-sided Two-way ranging, Extended Kalman filter
(EKF) is used to fuse the real-time location information

Nguyen et al. [83] UWB, Infrared
Camera, IMU

Trajectories from camera,
IMU, and UWB

Monocular camera, a 6-DoF IMU, and a single UWB anchor for robot
localization

Liu et al. [84] UWB, Camera Trajectories from UWB
and monocular camera

EKF (extended Kalman filter), resolving scale ambiguity and reposi-
tioning of the monocular ORB-SLAM, indoor positioning accuracy of
0.2m

Varotto et al. [85] Radio receiver,
Camera

Target locations Drone with a radio receiver and a camera for detecting a radio-
emitting target, recursive Bayesian Estimation scheme that uses camera
observations to refine radio measurements

Streubel et al. [86] Indoor Pedestrian
Tracking

Camera and Radar
(MIMO-FMCW)

Fusion of stereo camera and radar targets to track pedestrians

Pearce et al. [87] Tracking human
movement
patterns

mmWave and Camera (as
supervision signals)

Framework for training a mmWave radar model with a camera for
labeling the data and supervising the radar model

Lim et al. [88] Human detection
and tracking

FMCW Radar, Depth,
IMU, and RGB Camera
Data

3D convolution based supervised regression model, Out-of-range pixel
classification model

Cai et al. [89] Human detection
and tracking

mmWave radar and ther-
mal camera

Uncertainty-guided fusion framework using Bayesian Neural Network
to jointly extract features for for human detection in visual degradation
conditions

of people and stationary obstructions, and the authors have
built models to perform human tracking with radar and depth
information. Compared to traditional RGB-D cameras, they
have shown that using radar results in far lesser noise and
better understanding of varying velocity.

Vision-based tracking offers high localization accuracy but
suffers from identity switching and fragmentation errors when
multiple users are in close to each other or occluded. On the
other hand, radio-based tracking is reliable in object detection
and identification but less accurate in localization. Cai et
al. [81] leveraged radio-based identification and localization
techniques to augment anonymous visual tracks with identity
information and enhance the accuracy of vision-based object
detection. Nguyen et al. [83] deployed a monocular camera,
a 6-DoF IMU, and a single unknown Ultra-wideband (UWB)

anchor to implement accurate and drift-reduced localization.
They processed the UWB measurements by leveraging the
propagated data computed by the visual-inertial-odometry
(VIO) pipeline.

The recent literature underscores the significance of multi-
modal data in enhancing indoor localization, particularly in
complex scenarios like cluttered spaces or areas with low
light. The synergy of different modalities, be it Bluetooth
and cameras [73] [74], radars and LiDARs [78], thermal
camera and mmWave radar [89], or UWB, camera, and
inertial sensors [83], offers a robust solution to limitations
inherent to each individual system. Despite the recent effort,
some challenges still persist. Vision-based systems present
obvious problems in occluded spaces while radio-based system
still show a relatively low accuracy and the combination
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approaches are tailored according to modalities and use cases.
An emerging and promising research direction, self-supervised
learning, could be exploited by having certain modalities aid
in the annotation of others, such as computer vision models
providing labels for radio-based systems. This could result
in larger-scale databases with more variability on scenar-
ios and modalities, potentially improving the reliability in
dynamically-changing environments.

E. Depth estimation
In this section, we discuss the methods and applications

which use multimodal data for depth estimation and related
tasks such as 3D modelling and scene understanding. Depth
estimation is useful to enhance the environmental percep-
tion capability of the intelligent machines in monitoring and
surveillance tasks. Several works have utilized multimodal
data for understanding scenes and objects in the 3D set-
ting [94][95][96]. Combining the discussed multimodal ap-
proaches are useful estimating in depth related tasks. Modal-
ities such as radio along with RGB data help in aiding the
perception of depth which is a crucial step for the efficient
understanding of human-centered 3D indoor environments.

The abilities of radio signals to provide information invari-
ant to color and lighting condition make it a useful modality,
when being combined with RGB features such as color,
shape, and textual information. For instance, Long et al. [96]
proposed a data fusion method based on Particle Filter, which
effectively utilized RGB-Depth data with mmWave radar data
to accurately detect multiple objects with varying distances
and orientations, even in diverse illumination conditions.

Cross-modal supervision is another approach to leverage the
strengths of different modalities. Xu et al. [94] present a depth
map regression model for imaging radar perception by using
mmWave radar with LiDAR based supervision. Their approach
produces depth maps that visually match LiDAR ground truth,
and it is shown how their model successfully detects elements
like floors and ceilings that are mostly undetectable and are
crucial for indoor mapping tasks. Some challenge discussed in
this work includes a lack of understanding for glass objects,
which the authors believe could be mitigated by performing
better understanding of materials, and also some noisy near-
range observations and due to the complicated reflection path.
Apart from complications due to obstructions and material
hindrances, there can also be situations when smoke and
dust obscure vision, rendering camera and laser based devices
inoperable. In a similar combination, to understanding the
objects and obstacles in indoor mapping, Lu et al. [95]
proposed a solution, called milliMap, to tackle the scene
understanding challenges in smoke-filled environments. Their
conditional-GAN-based approach handled sparsity and multi-
path noise of mmWave radar signals by combining cross-
modal supervision from a LiDAR and the strong geometric
priors of indoor spaces. Along with indoor mapping, their
approach also classified the semantics of the obstacles on their
reconstructed grid map (such as door, lift, wall, and glass)
which improved the scene reconstruction accuracy.

Reconstructing the 3D model of a human body is essential
in human monitoring systems. In this application, multimodal

(a) Combination

(b) Transformation

(c) Collaboration

Fig. 3: Categorization of multimodal approaches

data has showed their advantages since multiple modalities
such as RGB/IR cameras and mmWave radars can complement
each other. For example, Ding et al. [97] fused features from
RGB/IR images and mmWave radar point cloud to estimate a
3D human body mesh.

The potential of multimodal data sources, focusing on RGB,
radar, and other radio devices, is still largely unexplored in
the field of depth estimation [94], 3D modeling [97], and
scene understanding [95] [96]. The combination of RGB
color and the depth awareness of radar and radio signals
could potentially offer a solution to conventional challenges
such as obstructions, occlusions, or variable illumination [96].
However, while significant progress has been made in indoor
mapping, some challenges persist. These include occlusions
by walls, difficulties in understanding glass objects, noise
in near-range observations, and complications from partially
transparent substances such as smoke and dust [94][95]. There
is an immense potential in analysis of multi-path propagation
effects of radio-waves, which could be used by enhanced
fusion techniques that complement cameras and dealing with
ambiguous monocular information.

III. MULTIMODAL METHODS

Within the ambit of multimodal monitoring systems, we
present a distinct categorization of approaches, as illustrated in
Figure 3. The categories include: 1) the combination of various
sensing modalities to yield a unified output, 2) the transforma-
tion of one modality into another, and 3) the mutual collab-
oration between different modalities, where each one aids in
refining the other. Historical reviews and surveys [24][98] pre-
dominantly shine light on the first two approaches—combining
and transforming multimodal data. The essence behind these
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TABLE V: Depth estimation

Articles Task Modalities Methodology
Xu et al. [94] Depth Estimation for indoor Mapping mmWave and Lidar (as supervision

signals)
3D convolution based supervised regres-
sion model, Out-of-range pixel classification
mode

Lu et al. [95] Scene understanding in smoke-filled envi-
ronments

Cross-modal supervision of LiDAR
to radar data

Conditional-GAN-based approach, classify-
ing obstacles on the reconstructed grid map
(such as door, lift, wall, and glass)

Long et al. [96] Obstacle detection in diverse illumination
conditions

RGB-Depth data with mmWave
radar data

Particle filter data fusion to reduce uncer-
tainties and obtain more accurate state esti-
mation

Ding et al. [97] 3D human mesh estimation RGB/IR images and mmWave
point clouds

Combining outputs of PointNet, ShapeNet,
and CamNet as inputs to a vertex-based
Skinned Multi-Person Linear Model to esti-
mate body shapes

techniques is to distill an optimal representation from the data
conglomerate. Diverging slightly, we delve deeper into the no-
tion of collaboration. In this paradigm, one modality’s data can
influence and optimize another’s sensor operations, thereby
enhancing the system’s overall performance. This intriguing
interplay among modalities, especially collaboration, will be
further elaborated upon in the subsequent sections.

A. Multimodal fusion

Multimodal fusion methods combine visual data and radio
signals to improve the performance of machine learning mod-
els (see Figure 4) in terms of accuracy and reliability. For
example, Qiu et al. [9] performed a radio position information-
aided human detection to enhance the reliability and accuracy
of human camera-based detection. Krahnstoever et al. [13]
augmented vision-based human motion tracking with radio
frequency identification (RFID) technology. In a similar line
of work, Sturari et al. [99] developed a sensor fusion system
of active radio beacons and RGB-D cameras for investigat-
ing shopper movements and behavior in retail environments.
Stotko et al.[100] used RGB-D and IR for reconstructing
geometry and the spatially varying surface albedo of a scene.
Similarly, Muaaz et al. [101] perform human activity recogni-
tion by combining Wi-Fi (CSI) with wearable inertial mea-
surement unit (IMU) in Android phones. Qin et al. [102]
fused time series data from different wearable sensors to
recognize human activity with a residual network. In a attempt
to generalize action recognition across various modalities,
Memmesheimer et al. [33] experimented with four datasets
containing CSI informatoin from WiFi devices, skeleton infor-
mation from camera and inertial, and body movements from
a motion capture system.

The literature has started to explore the diverse fusion
techniques that integrate vision and wireless communication
technologies for a more accurate prediction of activities and
scenes [9]. By combining various sensing modalities, such as
infrared images, radio position data, and RGB videos, we can
achieve more robust results, especially in challenging settings
such as low-light conditions. The intersection of tools, from
RGB-D cameras to Wi-Fi CSI and wearable sensors, can
enrich our understanding of multimodal fusion. However, there
are still challenges in seamlessly merging data from different
sources while maintaining consistent performance in different
situations. Future research should focus on refining fusion

methods, enhancing the richness of datasets, and creating
systems that can adjust and learn in real-time to better capture
and interpret dynamic indoor environments and human actions.

B. Transformation

When working with information from various sources, one
task is to transform or map data collected with one sensing
modality to that of others. This is essential in a multi-sensor
elderly monitoring system since we need to match feature vec-
tors between different modalities. For example, it is possible
to install a camera in a living room but that would violate
the user in a bedroom. Instead, a non-vision modality such
as a radar should be deployed. A transformation technique is
useful to map visual data to radar data in order to identify one
user moving between these two rooms.

1) Non-learning transformation: Non-learning approaches
rely on domain knowledge to map data collected by different
sensor types (i.e. different modalities) to the same representa-
tion. Different types of sensors can capture data in the same
format. For example, point cloud can be extracted from both
radio frequency signals and videos. Cao et al. [65] utilized
PointNet-based models to extract point cloud data from WiFi
CSI and RGB features. They matched the data points in both
modalities for user re-identification. Multivariate signals can
be plotted, saved as images, and processed by convolutional
neural networks (CNNs). Memmesheimer et al. [33] trans-
formed inertial data, and WiFi CSI into 2D images as input
to a CNN-based classifier. Another solution is to select one
modality as the anchor space which other modalities project
their data into. Dimitrievski et al. [103] first used the Fast-
CNN vision detector to generate a set of bounding boxes
around detected objects. Then, they projected the boxes into
the range-azimuth space of the radar data. Similarly, Cui et
al. [104] generated bounding boxes with YOLOv3 on the
image plane. After that, they projected the detections from
the pixel coordinate to the radar coordinate. The non-learning
techniques rely on domain knowledge and they need to be
customized for different sets of sensors.

2) Learning-based transformation: Learning techniques
rely on neural networks such as encoder-decoder to learn the
common representation of different modalities. Autoencoder
is well-known for unsupervised representations learning. It
contains two component: one is an encoder and the other is a
decoder. The encoder transform the input feature vector into
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Fig. 4: Combination methods: (a) Early Fusion (b) Intermediate Fusion (c) Late Fusion

a compressed representation (i.e., latent representation). The
decoder reconstructs the input from this latent representation
in such a way that the reconstruction error is minimized.
Multimodal user identification involves the transformation
of data from multiple sources to a common form. Cao et
al. [105] introduced ViTag in order to link a sequence of
visual bounding boxes with inertial data and Wi-Fi Fine Time
Measurements (FTM) from smartphones. The system used a
multimodal LSTM encoder-decoder network to perform cross-
modal translation that reconstructed IMU and FTM readings
from camera-based bounding boxes. Then, the transformed
output was matched with the observed data. Piechocki et
al. [106] learned a common latent representation of videos
and WiFi signals for activity recognition. Especially, their
generative model can reconstruct data of a missing modality.
These transformation models can be considered as a universal
solution for any sensors but they require a significant amount
of data for training.

In the exploration of the literature on data transformation
within multi-sensor systems, two distinct strategies emerged:
non-learning and learning-based techniques. The non-learning
techniques rely mostly on domain knowledge, converting
sensor data into shared representations by leveraging inherent
similarities between modalities or designating one modality as
the anchor space. While effective, they demand customization
for different sensor combinations, posing a challenge to scala-
bility. Conversely, learning-based transformations propose the
utilization of neural network architectures, such as autoen-
coders, to learn shared-modality representations. While they
offer more universal applicability, their dependence on vast
training datasets remains a limitation. Moving forward, the
research community could focus on creating hybrid transfor-
mation models that merge domain knowledge with adaptive
learning to ensure robust, scalable, and efficient data transfor-
mation in dynamic multi-sensor environments.

C. Collaboration

In recent years, the concept of modality collaboration has
emerged as a possible approach to enhance the performance
and reliability of multi-sensor systems. By leveraging the
strengths of individual sensing modalities, researchers aim to
address their inherent limitations, using collaborative schemes
with other sensors. This collaboration manifests in two primary
forms: co-learning and cross-modal guidance, both of which
exploit synergies between modalities to deliver enhanced out-
comes in a variety of applications. Co-learning is about the
transfer of learned knowledge between modalities. In cross-
modal guidance, one modality can control another in order to
enhance the performance of the whole multimodal system.

1) Co-learning: Co-learning through multiple modalities
can be useful to perform robust and reliable action recognition
in non-contact human assisting systems. For example, using
vision alongside radio waves as the prior knowledge can
be helpful to overcome the shortcomings of radio signals.
Similarly, radio signal data can be useful to assist vision-
based sensors and perform reliable activity recognition under
low illumination, dark, and occlusion conditions. Zhao et
al. [27] estimated human pose through walls and occlusions
using cross-modal teacher-student network that transferred
the visual knowledge of human pose from the video-based
teacher network and supervised the RF-based student network
to predict keypoint confidence maps. Bocus et al. [39]
proposed a ultra wideband dataset (UWB) for human activity
recognition (HAR) built with COTS RF device input data
and camera ground truth. They used commercial off-the-
shelf UWB-equipment to generate the dataset against camera
ground truths. Human pose-estimation using radio frequency
signals with the help of camera ground-truth have been studied
by several research groups [107][108][109]. Zou et al. [30]
introduces WiVi which identifies common human activities
in an accurate and device-free manner using commercial
WiFi-enabled IoT devices and camera, and by performing
multimodal fusion at the decision level to combine the strength
of these modalities. Fei et al. [110], proposed a WiFi-based
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human perception or detection with camera-based annotations.
Co-learning methodologies have paved the way for en-

hanced action recognition in non-contact human assisting sys-
tems. The most typical approaches have focused on integrating
visual cues with radio wave insights. However, challenges such
as efficient multi-modal data integration and the optimization
of cross-modal translation techniques still remain, while adap-
tive fusion strategies could be a reasonable future research
direction.

2) Cross-modal supervision: The concept of cross-modal
supervision stands out as a method where researchers leverage
the unique strengths of one modality to enhance the perfor-
mance of other modalities in a task.

Considering the challenge of labelling mmWave radar data,
Pearce et al. [87] have proposed a framework to train a
mmWave radar with a camera that solves the problem and
helps in annotating the radar data. The work included record-
ings in indoor scenario, and uses camera and radar in a teacher-
student fashion, which they show can be useful in tracking and
classifying human movement patterns. Shokouhmand et al. [8]
introduced a camera-guided radar to monitor vital signs. An
RGB-D camera detected the human torso landmarks which
was used to steer the radar beams to the direction of the sub-
jects. In multimodal localization, Qiu et al. [9] utilized a radio-
based positioning technique to improve the reliability and ac-
curacy of human camera-based detection. They leveraged the
region proposals generated from radio localization to suppress
the false detections and reduce miss detections. On the other
hand, He et al. [46][111] implemented an hybrid approach
that used both modalities for localization and leveraged visual
data to select the optimal radar for vital sign measurement.
Another approach is to use a well-established model to train
another model (on another modality). Zhao et al. [27] designed
a cross-modal teacher-student network which transferred the
visual knowledge of human pose to radio-frequency signals.
Two or more modalities can supplement each other in various
scenarios. Human assisting systems that integrate cameras
and radio devices have showed their effectiveness in various
application domains. Radio waves aid visual data in scenarios
that hinder the operations of cameras, e.g. occluded or private
areas [27]. One of the important challenges in tracking humans
in indoor settings is occlusion of the subjects by walls. Using
only camera device identifying the movement patterns and
pose becomes difficult in such scenarios. The ability of radar
to pass through walls help in tackling the issue. Song et
al. [112] developed a method to reconstruct 3D pose of human
subjects who are hidden. Combining a UWB MIMO radar and
a 3D pose reconstruction model based on camera images to
generate labels, they successfully predicted the 3D pose of
hidden human targets. Similarly, Zhao et al. [27] estimated
wall-obstructed humans using WiFi signals. Using RF and
RGB data, they have built a teacher-student network and
performed cross-modal supervision for accurate estimation of
2D human pose. On the other hand, cameras can support radio
devices in cases that reduce the performance of the latter,
such as multi-users scenarios [49] and body movement [113],
predicting the optimal beam such that the received signal
power is maximized [114]. The combination is beneficial since

these two modalities can complement each other.
From camera-augmented radar to radar-guided camera ap-

proaches, researchers are demonstrating the viability of cross
modal collaborative systems in addressing inherent modality
limitations. However, challenges persist in optimizing these
architectures, especially in ensuring real-time modality syn-
chronization and seamless data fusion. Future research should
explore dynamic modality collaboration mechanisms [115],
that can adapt to unsynchronized data streams, and the investi-
gation of adaptive modality weighting based on environmental
contexts.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this section, we discuss shortcomings of existing mul-
timodal datasets. Then, we address recent trends of machine
learning methods and issues of multimodal data.

A. Public datasets of visual and non-visual modalities

We select several existing datasets that include visual (e.g.
RGB videos and depth videos) and non-visual modalities (e.g.,
RF signals and inertial data). These datasets are described
succintly in Table VI. Other surveys have been considered
different combinations of modalities, such as RGB and depth
data [20].

The datasets presented exhibit a consistent trend towards
integrating both visual modalities, such as RGB and depth
videos, and non-visual modalities like RF signals, inertial data,
and wearables. A common pattern is the use of Kinect cam-
eras, which offer depth information, coupled with wearables
or other non-visual sensors. Subjects across datasets typically
perform a range of everyday activities, ensuring diverse motion
patterns for robust model training. However, the number
of subjects, actions, and the specificity of annotations vary.
Notably absent is the integration of newer sensing technologies
and modalities not yet common in current datasets. For future
datasets, there is a potential emphasis on more complex, real-
world scenarios, a broader array of sensing technologies, and
more detailed, possibly automated, annotation methodologies.

1) Synchronization: Synchronizing multimodal data
streams is a cornerstone task in the successful combination
and subsequent analysis of heterogeneous sensor data.
Misalignment or asynchrony can introduce significant
errors and adversely affect downstream processing and
insights. We investigate methods to synchronize and align
signals captured by different sensors at various sampling
rates. Capturing multiple modalities on the same machine
ensures shared timestamps, providing a direct way to reduce
asynchrony [121]. Another prevalent strategy is clock
configuration to a unified time server [40][121]. For instance,
Bocuset al.[40] employed a local Network Time Protocol
(NTP) server to achieve synchronization across modalities.
In practical scenarios like activity recognition, actions that
create distinguishable events in the data can serve as markers
for the onset and conclusion of data capture sessions, such as
a jump. Manual checks can identify misalignments between
modalities, which are then adjusted accordingly [121].
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TABLE VI: Multimodal datasets and state-of-the-art results

Datasets Modalities Description
Berkeley MHAD [116] 12 RGB cameras, two Microsoft kinect cameras, six

wearable acceleration sensors, and four microphones
11 actions performed by 12 subjects (seven males and five females)

UTD-MHAD [117] Kinect camera and one wearable inertial sensor Eight subjects (four males and four females) performed 27 actions
UR Fall Detection [118] Kinect cameras on the sideview and one inertial

measurement unit was worn near the pelvis
Five persons, ADLs (walking, sitting, crouching down, leaning
down/picking up objects from the floor, and lying on a settee), three
types of falls (forward, backward, and lateral)

CZU-MHAD [119] RGBD camera (Kinect), skeleton data, 10 wearable
sensors

Five subjects, No description on annotation

Opportunity++ [17] Sideview and topview cameras, inertial motion cap-
ture system, an UWB localization system, motion
and switch sensors in objects

Early-morning routine of four subjects: preparing a coffee and sand-
wich, then having the breakfast, and finally cleaning the kitchen by
putting food and utensils in place.

OPERAnet [40] radio frequency and vision-based sensors 8 hours, 2 rooms, 6 participants, 6 activities, namely, sitting down on
a chair, standing from sit, lying down on the ground, standing from
the floor, walking and body rotating, UWB-anchor-based positioning,
activities: labels captured when activities were performed (following
the script or manual annotation)

Alkhateeb [120] radar, mmWave radio, camera, 3D LiDAR and gps
receiver

The dataset is a collection of scenarios with each scenario containing
multi-modal sensing and communication data. The collected scenarios
are for applications such as beam prediction, user identification, object
localization, object detection, and blockage identification

Chen et al. [121] 4D imaging radar, RGBD camera 20 volunteers in 6 different environments. The mmWave radar can
achieve better body reconstruction accuracy than the RGB camera but
worse than the depth camera

Topham et al. [122] Two digital cameras and a wearable digital goniome-
ter

Casual walks from 64 participants, in both indoor and outdoor real-
world environments. Annotated with Human Pose Estimation using
OpenPose 2D HPE23 system (75 anatomical keypoints); then, all
authors manually performed a visual check.

The effective synchronization of multimodal data is imper-
ative for meaningful analysis and application. Future efforts
may focus on more automated and robust methods that can
handle a wide variety of sensors, environmental conditions,
and real-world scenarios.

2) Annotation: The process of annotation, a fundamen-
tal step in curating and preparing data for various tasks,
especially in machine learning and computer vision, often
hinges on human intervention. This human-centric nature can
inadvertently introduce errors. Addressing such inaccuracies
becomes paramount to ensuring reliable and effective datasets.
Engaging multiple annotators to review the same dataset
can diminish the impact of individual biases and reduce the
potential for mistakes. In the context of activity labeling,
Bocus et al. [40] implemented an application to issue verbal
instruction to the subjects and recorded the timestamps. As a
backup method, an observer monitored the subjects and input
the start and stop moments of the activities. One challenge
when dealing with multiple data sources is to separate and
associate data. For example, a system with camera and radio
devices can monitor several users simultaneously. The views
of both modalities contain multiple targets. Signal processing
and machine learning techniques are required to isolate the
targets and correspond data from two modalities to the right
target. Hence, the accuracy of the annotation depends on these
techniques. Li et al. [38] relied on AlphaPose to annotate the
videos, then used them to train the WiFi-based pose estimation
model. Topham et al. [122] utilized the OpenPose system
for pose annotatation and later manually performed a visual
verification. In vital sign measurement, the ground-truth data
are obtained from a single wearable device [51] [46] [49].

While technological advancements are steadily improving
annotation techniques, the fusion of automation with human

oversight continues to be a vital combination. Future re-
search could further explore advanced algorithms and frame-
works to streamline this process, by providing better pre-
annotations [87] [46], or limiting the needed human interven-
tion with active learning schemes [123].

3) Participant recruitment: A common issue of the existing
datasets is that the ratio of female and males subjects is not
balanced. For example, Berkeley MHAD [116] contains data
of seven males and five females while CZU-MHAD [119] only
has data of male participants. Future datasets should focus on
inclusiveness, ensuring representativeness and fairness of all
possible user groups [45] [52].

B. Multimodal architectures based on transformers

Transformer models [124] have the capability of repre-
senting diverse relations between inputs from one modality
or multiple modalities (e.g., text, images, audio, and radio
signals) [125]. We can define a cross-modal transformer of
input sequences (tokens) from two modalities: images X1 and
radio signals X2. We add positional encodings (PE) to the
embeddings to capture the order of tokens in each sequence:
Z1 = PE(X1) and Z2 = PE(X2). Within each modality, we
apply a self-attention (SA) mechanism to capture relationships
between tokens: SA(Z) = SA(Q,K,V), where Q = ZWQ,
K = ZWK , and V = ZWV ; WQ, WK , and WV are
the three projection matrices. Depending on the applications,
we can implement masked self-attention mechanisms to lever-
age additional knowledge in the transformer models [125].
Multiple self-attention layers can be combined to form a
multi-head self-attention (MHSA) structure. Then, the output
of the multi-head self-attention layer goes through a feed-
forward network (FFN). To allow information flow between
modalities, we use a cross-modal attention mechanism: Z1 =
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MHSA(Q2,K1,V1) and Z2 = MHSA(Q1,K2,V2). For
other cross-modal attention mechanisms, Xu et al. [125]
provided technical details and comparison between them.

Cross-modal transformers on multimodal data create the
possibility to implement self-supervised learning based on
cross-modal supervision methods [87] [46] (see Section III-C).
For example, in activity recognition, state-of-the-art vision-
based models, which are publicly available, can provide la-
bels (i.e. self-supervised signals) to train models based on
RF signals. In deployment, the system uses mostly radio
devices for classifying users’ activities to ensure efficiency
and privacy [126]. Videos captured by the camera are only
investigated in emergency cases, where visual details are
required to clarify the current situation.

Comparing to activity recognition, vital signs measurement,
user identification, and user localization, there have been
fewer articles [96] [94] [95] on combining cameras and
radio devices for 3D scene understanding in indoor settings
(see Section II-E). Through adapting 3D scene understand-
ing techniques for autonomous driving in outdoor environ-
ments [123] [127] [126], we can integrate characteristics of
RF signal propagation and visual data to infer the 3D rep-
resentation of an environment more accurately. For example,
such task can be implemented using a spatio-contextual fusion
transformer [126], which leveraged cross-attention layers to
complement spatial and contextual information of videos and
radio signals. In addition, other modalities such as audio can be
integrated to enhance the 3D scene understanding task [128].

C. Explainability and security

An important aspect for healthcare applications is the ex-
plainability of the models. Nourani et al. [129] discussed
various challanges in Explainable AI, and their system outputs
human understandable explanations for activity recognition
tasks. Uddin et al. [130] performed body sensor-based activity
recognition system using Neural Structured Learning (NSL),
and and then uses Local Interpretable Model-Agnostic Expla-
nations (LIME) to explain the model’s decisions. Schmidt et
al. [131] perform scene context change detection and clas-
sification based on RF signals with expert driven neural
explainability. Multimodal explainable approaches ensure that
models are not only accurate but also understandable and
transparent They become crucial for increasing trust and
keeping ethical standards, which are especially important in
healthcare systems.

Striking the right balance between efficient monitoring and
safeguarding personal data is a critical task in every system.
Figure 5 provides a visual comparison of various systems,
illustrating the trade-offs involved. In the activity recognition
task, this aspect of multimodal data was analyzed by Sun et
al. [14]. We should develop a guideline to handle the security
and privacy issues of multiple modalities, as well as balancing
their utility and risk trade-off.

Another risk of using multiple modalities is that one com-
promised sensor may reveal sensitive data collected by other
sensors. This can be implemented with the same techniques
to deal with partial failure of sensors in a multimodal system.

Fig. 5: Comparison of wearable, audio-based, vision-based,
and radio-based systems

For instance, Li et al. [77] integrated LiDAR, millimeter-
wave radar, and Camera for 3D object detection and tracking,
in some scenarios of missing modalities. Lee et al. [132]
compensated corrupted data of RGB cameras, depth cameras,
and force sensors in robotics.

Despite recent advances, ensuring security and maintaining
privacy remain pertinent research topics [14], especially fo-
cusing on cases when the malfunction or compromise of one
modality [77] [132] can cascade vulnerabilities throughout the
whole sensing and monitoring system.

D. Integrated sensing and communication

The recent integrated sensing and communication (ISAC)
paradigm [133] aims to leverage the sensing ability of com-
munication devices to collect information of environments
and users. An ISAC system results from a coordinated or
joint design of sensing and communication functionalities to
achieve low-cost operation, efficient use of limited spectrum,
compact-size devices, additional sensing services for wireless
networks, and overall improvement of system performance.
ISAC systems offer a wide range of applications, including
activity recognition [134], localization and tracking [135], vital
signs monitoring [136], and environment reconstruction [137].
The paradigm facilitates the design of a multimodal elderly
monitoring system that unifies efficient communication and
accurate sensing among diverse sensors.

V. CONCLUSION

Throughout this survey, we delved into the multifaceted
world of multimodal approaches that play a pivotal role in
enhancing human monitoring systems. Our primary focus was
on the combination of cameras and radio devices, showcasing
how they work hand-in-hand to enhance each other’s strengths.
Their collaboration stands out especially in elderly monitoring
systems where non-contact methods are paramount for both
efficiency and user comfort [11]. We analyzed the literature
in each one of the sub-tasks and components of a truly mul-
timodal monitoring system, summarizing the recent research,
enumerating the remaining challenges and devising possible
lines for future research. When analyzing the available re-
sources, we also pointed out the shortcomings in existing
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datasets, underscoring the need for more comprehensive and
versatile data collections. In addition, we discussed potential
topics of interest that can be seen throughout all technical im-
plementations. From our analysis, it can be seen that working
with multimodal data presents its own set of challenges, but
the potential benefits for improving human monitoring systems
are well worth the effort.
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