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Abstract. We present a novel 3D pose estimation method based on joint
interdependency (JI) for acquiring 3D joints from the human pose of an
RGB image. The JI incorporates the body part based structural connec-
tivity of joints to learn the high spatial correlation of human posture on
our method. Towards this goal, we propose a new long short-term mem-
ory (LSTM)-based deep learning architecture named propagating LSTM
networks (p-LSTMs), where each LSTM is connected sequentially to re-
construct 3D depth from the centroid to edge joints through learning the
intrinsic JI. In the first LSTM, the seed joints of 3D pose are created and
reconstructed into the whole-body joints through the connected LSTMs.
Utilizing the p-LSTMs, we achieve the higher accuracy of about 11.2%
than state-of-the-art methods on the largest publicly available database.
Importantly, we demonstrate that the JI drastically reduces the struc-
tural errors at body edges, thereby leads to a significant improvement.

Keywords: 3D human pose estimation, joint interdependency (JI), long
short-term memory (LSTM), propagating LSTM networks (p-LSTMs).

1 Introduction

Human pose estimation has been extensively studied in computer vision research
area [1–6]. In general, human pose estimation can be categorized into 2D and
3D pose estimations. While the former focuses on obtaining human 2D joint
positions from an image, the latter aims to acquire human 3D joint positions
from an image by additionally inferring human depth information. Since various
applications need human depth information including human motion capture,
virtual training, augment reality, rehabilitation, and 3D graphic avatar, 3D pose
estimation has become more paid attention in this research area [7–12].

Early 3D pose estimation approaches attempted to map 2D image to 3D
pose using handcrafted features [13–16]. With a recent development of deep
learning technology, many researchers in [17–19] have applied it to their methods
to acquire 3D pose directly from an image without the handcrafted features.
However, these direct approaches limited the input to only 3D pose data captured
in laboratory environments [20,21]. Alternatively, the authors in [4,22–30] used
2D poses derived from a generalized environment, so their networks have shown
a superior performance to the direct 3D pose estimation approach. Nevertheless,
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most of these works overlooked the joint dependency of body called structural
connectivity, which might lead to a degradation in pose estimation performance.

In [31], the authors applied the structural connectivity at a whole-body level
to the cost function of a network. However, the whole-body based structural
connectivity makes all the joints be coupled tightly, so it has a difficulty in
reflecting actual attributes in regard to joint interdependency. For instance, if a
person moves the right wrist, the right elbow and shoulder are triggered to move,
but the joints of the left arm may be unaffected. In other words, the joints of the
intra-body part are dependently operated while the joints of the inter-body part
are quite irrelevant. Based on this observation, we attempt to embed this joint
interdependency in conjunction with joint connectivity into our model, which
would make it easier to estimate 3D pose more accurately.

Fig. 1: Concept of the 3D pose estimation method. Convolutional neural network
extracts a 2D pose from the input RGB video, which becomes a 3D pose through
p-LSTMs via inferring depth cues implicitly.

In this paper, we present a novel 3D pose estimation method reflecting body
part based structural connectivity as prior knowledge. Fig. 1 gives an overall
overview of our model. First, a 2D pose is extracted from the monocular RGB
image by employing a 2D pose estimation method [2]. Second, the 3D pose is
estimated using a proposed network named propagating long short term memory
networks (p-LSTMs), which estimates depth information based on the 2D pose.
In order to reflect the prior knowledge into p-LSTMs, we connect several LSTM
networks in series. Those connected networks progressively elaborate the 3D pose
while transferring the depth information called the pose depth cue. Eventually,
the last LSTM network of the p-LSTMs builds the 3D pose of the whole body.

Our contributions are summarized as follows: (1) Unlike traditional approach
that did not cover the joint interdependency based on actual human behavior, we
develop a new model through utilizing body part based structural connectivity.
In particular, to further refine the 3D pose, we adopt a multi-stage architecture
in our method. (2) The effectiveness of our method is validated by extensive
experiments on the largest 3D pose dataset [21]. It remarkably achieves an es-
timation accuracy improvement by 11.2% with competitive speed compared to
the state-of-the-art methods.
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2 Related Work

Estimating depth from an image is one of the most classic and challenging
problems in computer vision. Many researchers have tried to reconstruct and
analysis the 3D space closer to real world in a variety of areas [10, 32–36]. 3D
human pose estimation has to be robust against visual characteristics such as
appearances, lights and motion. Early methods reconstructed human pose us-
ing a variety of invariant features such as silhouette [13], shape [14], SIFT [15],
HOG [16]. Since deep learning technology can extract invariant features automat-
ically from images, many researchers have brought this technology into 3D pose
estimation [17–19]. Li et al. [17] applied a convolutional neural network (CNN)
to directly estimate 3D pose from image. Grinciunaite et al. [18] exploited a
3D-CNN on sequential frames to obtain 3D pose. Although the 3D-CNN could
obtain 3D pose from multiple frames, the estimations of complex 3D poses still
do not demonstrate good performance. Pavlakos et al. [19] extended the existing
2D pose estimation method [2] to 3D. The authors used a coarse-to-fine strategy
to handle the increase in dimensionality of the volumetric representation like 3D
heatmap. However, the direct approaches using deep learning have a significant
problem with generalization due to the lack of GT 3D pose data.

To efficiently enhance the poor performances, some approaches used 2D pose
as a new invariant feature [4,22–27,29,30]. It is easier to convert the 2D pose to
a 3D pose with high accuracy compared with conventional features. Moreover,
currently, reliable 2D pose can be obtained owing to abundant databases. Many
studies have paid attention to lifting dimension of pose from 2D to 3D. Zhou et

al. [4] formulated an optimization problem in terms of the relationship between
2D pose and sparsity-driven 3D geometric prior, and predicted 3D pose by using
an expectation-maximization algorithm. Chen et al. [22] and Yasin et al. [23]
exploited the nearest-neighbor searching method to match the estimated 2D pose
to a 3D pose from a large pose library. Tome et al. [24] proposed an iterative
method which consisted of 2D pose method [1] and probabilistic 3D pose model.
However, the systems, which are based on optimization and data retrieval, take
a long time to obtain 3D pose and even require normalized input data.

As another attempt, many researchers in [25–27] used deep learning models
to learn implicit pose structures from data when estimating 3D pose from 2D
pose. Tekin et al. [25] extracted the 2D pose from an image by using a CNN
and estimated the 3D pose by introducing an auto-encoder for 2D-to-3D estima-
tion. This approach simply utilized an existing 2D pose estimation method by
structurally connecting the auto-encoder to the CNN. Lin et al. [26] extracted
2D pose from an input image using the method in [1]. In addition, the LSTM
was utilized to obtain the corresponding 3D pose from the extracted 2D pose.
Martinez et al. [27] proposed a simple model which works fast by using several
fully connected networks. The 3D pose estimation performance has been greatly
improved since the use of the 2D pose as invariant feature. However, these meth-
ods intended to automatically learn the relationship between 2D and 3D poses
into the deep learning model without any prior knowledge of 3D human pose.
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Some authors manually utilized prior knowledges such as kinematic model,
body model, and structural connectivity [5, 29–31]. These approaches reinforce
our belief that prior knowledges are useful information to effectively train deep
learning models when the dimension of pose increases from 2D to 3D. Zhou et

al. [5] embedded a kinematic model layer into CNN. However, the parameters
were hard to set due to the nonlinearity of the model. Furthermore, the method
required hard assumptions such as fixed bone length and known scale. Bogo et

al. [30] proposed an optimization process to fit the estimated 2D pose in [3] into
the 3D human body model [37]. Moreno et al. [29] converted the input 2D pose
from the joint position based vector to the Euclidean distance of joints based
N-by-N matrix. Sun et al. [31] changed the cost function from per-joint error to
per-bone(limb) error, and yet, to the best of our knowledge, the performance of
the method [31] is currently highest in terms of pose estimation error.

However, the conventional methods overlooked an important notion from the
perspective of interdependency of joints observed from the spatial and temporal
behavior of the human body. Namely, the authors in [29, 31] have exploited the
structural connectivity of whole-body level as prior knowledge. Different to pre-
vious works, our novelty lies in embedding the body part based joint connectivity
into the deep learning structure to reconstruct 3D pose more accurately.

3 3D Pose Estimation Method

3.1 System Architecture

Figure 2 illustrates the system architecture of our method. The proposed method
consists of two deep learning models for 2D and 2D-to-3D pose estimations. The
CNN extracts a 2D pose as the feature from the input RGB image in Fig.
2(b). Then, the proposed p-LSTMs, which is composed of 9 p-LSTMs serially,
conducts the 2D-to-3D pose estimation stemming from the extracted 2D pose
as shown in Fig. 2(d). The first 3D pose is constructed in the fully connected
layers (FCs). Finally, the 3D pose is further refined by a multi-stage architecture
of the 2D-to-3D pose estimation module as shown in Figs. 2(g) and (h).

3.2 Problem Statement

The main purpose of our method is to estimate the 3D human pose information
from a given 2D input image. Towards this, a vast number of images and the
corresponding 3D GT pose data are required. In general, the 2D human pose
gives a more abstract representation of the human posture than that captured in
raw image. Thus, the 2D-to-3D pose estimation by means of 2D pose is effective
when estimating 3D pose from image [4, 22–27, 29–31]. We adopt the 2D pose
estimation method in [2] as shown in Fig. 2(b). In this paper, the aim of our
method is to learn a mapping function f∗ : R

2J → R
3J through adding a

depth dimension to the 2D pose with J joints. The mapping function uses 2J
vectors for 2D pose X as input, and 3J vectors for 3D pose Y as output where
X = [x1, · · · , xJ ], and Y = [y1, · · · , yJ ], respectively. The major objective of our
method is to design the function f as a depth regressor.
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Fig. 2: System architecture of 3D pose estimation. (a) Input RGB image. (b)
CNN extracts 2D pose from input data. (c) 2D pose extracted from (b). (d)
Proposed p-LSTMs for extracting depth information from (c). (e) A unit of
p-LSTM. (f) Procedure of constructing 2D-to-3D pose via p-LSTMs in accor-
dance with the body part based structural connectivity of joints. (g) Multi-stage
architecture. (h) Output of 3D pose. (Best seen in color and zoom.)

3.3 Propagating LSTM Networks: p-LSTMs

We present a new deep learning model based on LSTM for estimating 3D pose
from 2D pose, as shown in Fig. 2(d). In general, there is a limitation to estimate
a 3D pose using single-frame 2D image only. If there are self-occluded cases in
human pose, it would difficult for even human to answer the pose correctly, which
significantly degrades the estimation performance. On the other hand, if multi-
frame images are utilized, it should be much easier to handle the self-occluded
issue. Hence, LSTM has demonstrated better performance in applications with
time-correlated characteristics [26, 38]. Lin et al. [26] only considered temporal
correlation of input frames, but the proposed method includes spatial correla-
tion as well as temporal correlation through the connection of multiple LSTM
networks. Namely, in order to learn the spatial correlation of human pose, each
LSTM network is sequentially connected to build a human body structure in
a way of central-to-peripheral dimension extensions in accordance with natural
human recognition over temporal domain.

Fig. 2(e) shows the proposed p-LSTM which consists of one LSTM network
and one depth fusion layer. From the 2D pose, the first p-LSTM only builds the
3D joints of the centroid part of the body, which is used as seed joints. Each
p-LSTM builds its part of the 3D pose while connecting them to each other. The
entire 3D pose is constructed in the order shown in Fig. 2(f). Then, the estimated
3D joints are merged into the input 2D pose in the depth fusion layer of the first
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p-LSTM. The merged information is propagated along the next sequentially
connected LSTM networks. The final 3D pose is created by propagating the
merged information, which is called the merged information pose depth cue.
Finally, the propagated pose depth cue is regressed to the whole 3D pose via
FC. To further refine the 3D pose, we adopt a multi-stage architecture in the
p-LSTMs similar to previous works [1,24,26,39]. The pseudo code A1 shows the
procedure of the algorithm for p-LSTMs.

A1: Algorithm of p-LSTMs

Variables

k: index of the p-LSTM

K: number of the p-LSTM

Ŷ k: output of the kth LSTM network

X̂k: output of the kth depth fusion layer

LSTMk: kth LSTM network

Depthk: kth depth fusion layer

FC: fully connected layer

YPred: output of 3D pose

Input: X (2D pose)

Output: Y (3D pose)

1: for k = 1 to K

2: if (k==1)

3: Ŷ k = LSTMk(X)

4: X̂k = Depthk(Ŷk,X)

5: else

6: Ŷ k = LSTMk(X̂k−1)

7: X̂k = Depthk(Ŷk, X̂k−1)

8: return YPred = FC(X̂K)

Propagating Connection: To re-
flect the joint interdependency (JI)
into our method, the body part based
structural connectivity is carefully
dealt with. The movement of a body
part leads to movements of its con-
nected body parts dependently, but
the other parts of the body may move
independently. For example, a mo-
tion of the right elbow triggers the
movement of its connected wrists and
shoulders, but the other side (left
part) may not be affected. In other
words, even though the whole body
is physically connected to each other,
the motion of each body part is inde-
pendent. Unlike previous studies [29,
31] which simply accounted for prior
knowledge of the body, we attempt
to embed the body part based struc-
tural connectivity into the deep learn-
ing structure. Since each body part
has different characteristics (range of
motion), it is decomposed to several
LSTM blocks instead of the whole-
body inference. In addition, each p-
LSTM is linked to each other accord-
ing to human body structure to in-
duce dependency because each body

part derived from whole-body indirectly influences each other. When the 3D
pose to be estimated is based on 14 joints, 9 p-LSTMs are used for represent-
ing the human body structure as shown in Fig. 2(f). The first p-LSTM plays a
role of populating the 3D joints of the body’s centroid part which are utilized
as seed joints. After that, the first output is generated from the first p-LSTM,
which becomes an input of the next p-LSTM. In the second p-LSTM, the next
neighbor parts are constructed according to the human body structure. In this
way, the 9 p-LSTMs are connected and each output is propagated to the other
parts along the connection.
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Pose Depth Cue: From the second p-LSTM to the last p-LSTM, the p-LSTM
must rely solely on the output of the preceding p-LSTM because the initial 2D
pose information disappears after the first p-LSTM. The spatial correlation of
the 2D pose could be useful when estimating a 3D pose. Since human recog-
nizes the structural connectivity (spatial correlation) of pose, human can easily
reconstruct 3D pose according to the change of 2D joint position. For example,
when the 2D positions of the wrist and elbow joints approach each other, the 3D
positions of the two joints move along depth-axis. In fact, the limb connected
by the wrist and elbow joints is structurally unchanged in length. To prevent
the initial 2D pose from disappearing, each p-LSTM uses the input 2D pose as
ancillary data and merges it with its own output in the depth fusion layer. In
the proposed method, the depth information is gradually estimated through the
newly generated input feature, and the spatial correlation of the human body is
learned. Thus, the merged auxiliary and input data are called pose depth cue. In
other words, the pose depth cue is created by integrating the 2D with 3D poses
in the depth fusion layer, as shown in Fig. 2(e) and lines 4 and 7 of A1.

Different types of the pose depth cues can be created depending on how
the 2D and 3D poses are merged. 1) Elimination and addition method: it
deletes the 2D pose and only uses some of estimated 3D pose (no auxiliary data).
2) Concatenated method: it simply concatenates the 2D and 3D poses. 3)
Replacement method: it replaces some of 2D pose with some of estimated 3D
pose. Fig. 3 depicts the three pose depth cues in details. The proposed 2D-to-3D

Fig. 3: Different types of the pose depth cues. (Best seen in zoom.)

pose estimation method consists of 9 p-LSTMs as shown in Fig. 2(d), and creates
the pose depth cue for each depth fusion layer of the p-LSTMs. Passing through
the p-LSTMs, the input pose depth cues change gradually. Fig. 2(f) shows the
procedure for the final pose depth cue to become the 3D pose. Although the
proposed 2D-to-3D pose method is connected to multiple LSTM networks, the
learning of the method is simple because it consists of an end-to-end network.
To train the proposed p-LSTMs, the basic loss function can be represented by

L3D(Ypred, YGT ) =
1

|J |

J
∑

j

(Ypred − YGT )
2, (1)
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where Ypred and YGT are predicted and GT 3D poses, respectively.

3.4 Training and Testing

For training, the final loss function of our method for 3D pose estimation is

L3D(Ypred, YGT ) =

S
∑

s

αs





T
∑

t

1

|J |

J
∑

j

(Y t,s
pred − Y

t,s
GT )

2 + λ

K
∑

k

(ws
k)

2



, (2)

where S is the stage number of the proposed method, T is the length of the input
image frames, αs is the weight for each stage, λ is the regularization parameter,
wk is the weight value of the kth LSTM network, and K is the number of LSTM
networks. When S is greater than 2, it means that the method is repeated
S times. The final loss function consists of Euclidean distance of the GT 3D
joint and the predicted 3D joint, and a regularization term is added for training
stability. Our method is learned using an adaptive subgradient method (Adagrad
optimizer) [40]. In the testing part, the input image comes in sequentially, and
our proposed model processes it to estimate the 3D pose.

4 Experiments

4.1 Implementation Details

For implementation of our method, we used the Tensorflow [41], which is an open
source deep learning library. We employed the conventional CNN [2] for 2D pose
estimation. The 2D pose model was pretrained on the 2D pose dataset [42] and
fine-tuned on the Human3.6M [21] or HumanEVA-I [20] datasets. One stage
of p-LSTMs consists of 9 LSTM blocks, 9 depth fusion layers and 2 FCs. One
LSTM block consists of one LSTM cell with 100 hidden units and one FC with
150 hidden units. In addition, 2 FCs with 45 hidden units were added after the
p-LSTMs. The keeping probability of dropouts was set to 0.9 and 0.6 in the
first and second FCs. Finally, in order to estimate the 3D human pose from the
RGB image, we unified all of the aforementioned networks into an end-to-end
network structure. In the training procedure of the deep learning model, the
parameters of the model were initialized to uniform distribution [-0.1, 0.1]. The
decay parameter and learning rate were set to 1e−4 and 1e−2, respectively. The
stage loss weight αs was set to 1. The total number of proposed model parameters
is 31 million, consisting of 30 million from 2D part and 1 million from p-LSTMs.
It took about 2 days to train our method with 10,000 epochs on GeForce TITAN
X with 12GB memory. The training batch size was set to 64. The testing time of
the proposed method takes about 33.6ms per image (RGB-to-2D and 2D-to-3D
methods take about 33ms and 0.6ms per image, respectively).
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4.2 Datasets and Evaluation

For performance evaluation, we used two public datasets, namely HumanEva-
I [20] and Human3.6M [21], which were the most widely used for performance
comparison in the 3D human pose estimation research.

Human3.6M: The Human3.6M dataset consists of 3.6 million images and 3D
human poses. In addition, the dataset was recorded from 4 cameras with dif-
ferent views. The 3D human pose data consists of 11 subjects with 15 actions.
Previous works [5,18,19,22–24,26–29,31,43,44] performed the evaluation accord-
ing to several different protocols. In this paper, we followed 2 major protocols
for performance comparison. Protocol 1 was used to train 5 subjects (S1, S5, S6,
S7, and S8) and to test 2 subjects (S9 and S11). Training and testing were per-
formed independently and all camera views were used. This protocol was used
in [5, 18, 19, 22, 24, 26–29, 31, 44]. The original videos were down-sampled from
50 fps to 10 fps. Protocol 2 was used to train 6 subjects (S1, S5, S6, S7, S8,
and S9) and to test 1 subject (S11). The original videos were down-sampled by
keeping every 64th frame. This protocol was used in [22–24,29,31,43]. After the
predicted 3D pose and GT 3D pose were aligned with the rigid transformation
used in the Procrustes method [45], the error was computed.

HumanEva-I: The HumanEva-I dataset consists of RGB video sequences and
3D human pose. The RGB video sequences were recorded using 3 cameras with
different views. The 3D human pose data consists of 3 subjects with 6 actions
(walking, jogging, boxing, and so on). We trained the proposed method using
the training dataset, and tested the method using the validation dataset in the
same protocol as [23,26,27,46–49]. In the experiment, we excluded some results
where rigid alignment was performed as post processing.

Evaluation Metric: We used the mean per joint position error (MPJPE) [21]
as the evaluation metric, which is the most widely used performance index of
3D human pose estimation. The MPJPE simply calculates from the 3D Eu-
clidean distance between GT and the predicted result. The error in millimeter
is measured, and the GT value is obtained using infrared sensors.

4.3 Comparison with state-of-the-art methods

Performance comparison on Human3.6M: In Tables 1 and 2, the notations
S and T mean the number of stages and the number of input frames, respectively.
We compared the performance of the proposed method with state-of-the-art
previous works on the Human3.6M dataset. In all the proposed methods of
Tables 1 and 2, the replacement type of the pose depth cue is used. Tables 1
and 2 show the result of average 3D joint error(mm) w.r.t. the GT 3D joints in
Protocol 1 and 2.

For a fair comparisons, Table 1 shows the results separately for the factors
affecting performance such as format of input data or usage of post processing.
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Method (Protocol 1) Direct. Discuss Eating Greet Phone Photo Pose Purch. Sitting SitD. Smoke Wait WalkWalkD.WalkT. Avg.

Chen, CVPR’17 [22] 89.8 97.5 89.9 107.8 107.3 139.1 93.5 136.0 133.1 240.1 106.6 106.2 87.0 114.0 90.5 114.1

Zhou, ECCV’16 [5] 91.8 102.4 96.9 98.7 113.3 125.2 90.0 93.8 132.1 158.9 106.9 94.4 79.0 126.0 98.9 107.2

Tome, CVPR’17 [24] 64.9 73.4 76.8 86.4 86.2 110.6 68.9 74.7 110.1 173.9 84.9 85.7 71.3 86.2 73.1 88.3

Pavlakos, CVPR’17 [19] 67.3 71.9 66.7 69.0 71.9 76.9 65.0 68.3 83.6 96.5 71.7 65.8 59.1 74.8 63.2 71.9

Martinez, ICCV’17 [27] 51.8 56.2 58.1 59.0 69.5 78.4 55.2 58.1 74.0 94.6 62.3 59.1 49.5 65.1 52.4 62.9

Sun, ICCV’17 [31] 52.8 54.8 54.2 54.3 61.8 67.2 53.1 53.6 71.7 86.7 61.5 53.4 47.1 61.6 53.4 59.1

Our p-LSTMs (S=3, T=1) 43.8 51.7 48.8 53.1 52.2 74.9 52.7 44.6 56.9 74.3 56.7 66.4 47.5 68.4 45.6 55.8

Zhou, ICCV’17 [28]* 54.8 60.7 58.2 71.4 62.0 65.5 53.8 55.5 75.2 111.5 64.1 66.0 63.2 51.4 55.3 64.9

Martinez, ICCV’17 [27]* 39.5 43.2 46.4 47.0 51.0 56.0 41.4 40.6 56.5 69.4 49.2 45.0 38.0 49.5 43.1 47.7

Our p-LSTMs (S=3, T=1)* 38.0 39.3 46.3 44.4 49.0 55.1 40.2 41.1 53.2 68.9 51.0 39.1 33.9 56.4 38.5 46.2

Moreno, CVPR’17 [29]◦ 53.5 50.5 65.7 62.4 56.9 80.8 60.6 50.8 55.9 79.6 63.6 61.8 59.4 68.5 62.1 62.1

Martinez, ICCV’17 [27]◦ 37.7 44.4 40.3 42.1 48.2 54.9 44.4 42.1 54.6 58.0 45.1 46.4 36.4 47.6 40.4 45.5

Our p-LSTMs (S=3, T=1)◦ 34.6 39.7 37.2 40.9 45.6 50.5 42.0 39.4 47.3 48.1 39.5 38.0 31.9 41.5 37.2 40.9

Grinciunaite, ECCV’16 [18]† 91 89 94 102 105 151 99 112 151 239 109 106 101 141 106 119

Lin, CVPR’17 [26]† 58.0 68.2 63.3 65.8 75.3 93.1 61.2 65.7 98.7 127.7 70.4 68.2 50.6 72.9 57.7 73.1

Hossain, Thesis [44]† 44.2 46.7 52.3 49.3 59.9 59.4 47.5 46.2 59.9 65.6 55.8 50.4 43.5 52.3 45.1 51.9

Our p-LSTMs (S=3, T=3)† 40.2 49.2 47.8 52.6 50.1 75.0 50.2 43.0 55.8 73.9 54.1 55.6 43.3 58.2 43.3 52.8

Our p-LSTMs (S=3, T=3)†,◦ 32.1 36.6 34.3 37.8 44.5 49.9 40.9 36.2 44.1 45.6 35.3 35.9 30.3 37.6 35.5 38.4

Table 1: Comparison with the state-of-the-art methods for the Human3.6M un-
der Protocol 1. The marks *, ◦, and † indicate a method using rigid alignment as
post processing, GT 2D pose as input, and multiple frames as input, respectively.

In Table 1, the first sub-table (rows 1 to 7) show performance comparisons for
single frame. Our result achieve a performance improvement of about 3.3mm

(5.9%) compared with [31]. Next sub-table is the results obtained by further
calibrating the 3D pose using rigid alignment. We obtain a 1.5mm (3.2%) lower
prediction error compared with [27]. Third sub-table show the results when the
2D GT pose is used as input data. In the 3D pose estimation using 2D pose as
feature, our method shows a potential performance by eliminating the influence
of estimation accuracy of 2D pose methods. We achieve a gain of about 4.6mm
(11.2%) over [27]. Finally, the performances when multiple frames are used as
input are shown in rows 14 to 17. The methods using multiple frames can achieve
a robust 3D pose against noise such as self-occlusion using temporal correlation.
A detailed description of the effects of multiple frames in the proposed method
is given in Section 4.4. Our performance is slightly less than [44] in terms of
accuracy, but the number of parameters is three times fewer than [44], which
makes the computation significantly faster. For Protocol 2, our method shows

Method (Protocol 2) Direct. Discuss Eating Greet Phone Photo Pose Purch. Sitting SitD. SmokeWaitWalkWalkD.WalkT. Avg.

Yasin, CVPR’16 [23] 88.4 72.5 108.5 110.2 97.1 142.5 81.6 107.2 119.0 170.8 108.2 86.9 92.1 165.7 102.0 110.1

Rogez, NIPS’16 [43] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 88.1

Chen, CVPR’17 [22] 71.6 66.6 74.7 79.0 70.0 93.2 67.5 89.3 90.7 195.6 83.4 71.1 55.7 85.8 62.5 82.7

Moreno, CVPR’17 [29] 66.0 61.6 84.5 73.7 65.2 92.5 67.1 60.8 67.2 103.4 74.7 69.5 71.4 78.0 73.2 73.9

Tome, CVPR’17 [24] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 70.7

Sun, ICCV’17 [31] 42.1 44.3 45.0 45.4 51.5 53.0 43.2 41.3 59.3 73.3 51.0 44.0 38.3 48.0 44.8 48.3

Our p-LSTMs (S=3, T=1) 37.4 38.9 45.6 43.8 48.5 54.6 39.9 39.2 53.0 68.5 51.5 38.4 33.2 55.8 37.8 45.7

Our p-LSTMs (S=3, T=3) 34.9 35.2 43.2 42.6 46.2 55.0 37.6 38.8 50.9 67.3 48.9 35.2 31.0 50.7 34.6 43.4

Table 2: Comparison with the state-of-the-art methods for the Human3.6M un-
der Protocol 2. All methods use rigid alignment as post processing.
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the best performance except for the photo and the walking with dog scenarios
including the case of using single frame. The authors in [24, 43] only provided
the average joint error. The results are quantitatively compared with [31], which
improves the performance about 2.6mm (5%) to 4.3mm (9%). The photo scenario
consists of very complex poses but the performance of our method is competitive.
The proposed method outperforms all of state-of-the-art methods on average.
The average error of Protocol 2 is lower than that of Protocol 1 because the
deep learning based methods are effectively trained on more diverse datasets.
From the experiments, it is demonstrated that the learning JI is effective from
the regularization point of view.

Method
(HumanEVA-I)

Walking Jogging Boxing
S1 S2 S3 Avg. S1 S2 S3 Avg. S1 S2 S3 Avg.

Radwan, CVPR’13 [46] 75.1 99.8 93.8 89.6 79.2 89.8 99.4 89.5 - - - -
Simo-Serra, CVPR’13 [47] 65.1 48.6 73.5 62.4 74.2 46.6 32.2 56.7 - - - -
Kostrikov, BMVC’14 [48] 44.0 30.9 41.7 38.9 57.2 35.0 33.3 40.3 - - - -
Tekin, CVPR’16 [49] 37.5 25.1 49.2 37.3 - - - - 50.5 61.7 57.5 56.6
Yasin, CVPR’16 [23] 35.8 32.4 41.6 36.6 46.6 41.4 35.4 38.9 - - - -
Lin, CVPR’17 [26] 26.5 20.7 38.0 28.4 41.0 29.7 29.1 33.2 39.4 57.8 61.2 52.8
Martinez, CVPR’17 [27] 19.7 17.4 46.8 28.0 26.9 18.2 18.6 21.2 - - - -

Our p-LSTMs (S=3, T=1) 18.6 19.9 30.5 23.0 25.7 16.8 17.7 20.1 42.8 48.1 53.4 48.1

Table 3: Comparison with the state-of-the-art methods for the HumanEva-I.

Performance comparison on HumanEva-I: This dataset is also widely
used for performance comparisons due to simple actions and fewer sequences
compared to Human3.6M. For a fair comparison with previous works, we only
learned and evaluated data recorded with camera 1. The number of hidden units
in each LSTM network was 80. The results are summarized in Table 3. Some
results of previous works were excluded because there were no results for the
jogging and boxing scenarios. Our result shows the best performance for all the
actions, and improves from 1.1mm (5%) to 5mm (17.8%) over the state-of-the-
art methods. The average joint error of the boxing scenario higher than that
of the others due to self-occlusion action. For the jogging scenario, a margin of
performance improvement is the least.

4.4 Ablative Study (effect of the p-LSTMs)

Tables 4 and 5 show the effect of the p-LSTMs via ablation test. Our baseline
consists of one LSTM and 2 FCs and the number of hidden units in LSTM and
each FC are 80 and 45, respectively.

Multi-stage architecture: In order to improve the performance of the pro-
posed method, a multi-stage architecture is used, which consists of concatenated
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multiple of p-LSTMs. Furthermore, the input of next stage consists of concate-
nating the initial input 2D pose and the predicted 3D pose from the current
stage. Experimental results according to the multi-stage architecture are shown
from the rows 1 to 7 of Table 4. The multi-stage parameter S is set to 2, which
means that the structure of p-LSTMs are repeated twice. In this experiment,

Method (Protocol 1) Direct. Discuss Eating Greet Phone Photo Pose Purch. Sitting SitD. Smoke Wait Walk WalkD.WalkT. Avg.

Single LSTM (S=1, T=1) 97.2 109.8 96.5 95.6 98.4 134.2 93.6 94.8 134.6 145.2 96.7 106.5 117.1 106.9 100.6 108.5

Single LSTM (S=3, T=1) 90.4 98.9 94.8 91.2 95.2 133.9 90.4 91.1 132.6 142.1 95.9 98.9 104.4 105.5 99.1 104.3

Single LSTM (S=1, T=3) 91.1 96.2 93.5 92.4 95.6 133.5 84.8 88.9 131.2 139.4 94.0 100.3 98.4 99.6 90.4 102.0

Single LSTM (S=3, T=3) 86.5 93.4 90.9 88.7 92.1 129.8 80.1 86.2 127.8 135.6 92.1 88.1 92.5 93.2 86.8 97.6

p-LSTMs (S=1, T=1) 45.0 54.3 50.6 57.1 55.8 77.6 56.5 47.0 58.5 77.3 58.0 69.2 50.4 70.6 48.4 58.4

p-LSTMs (S=2, T=1) 44.4 53.1 49.7 54.6 53.8 76.8 54.9 45.1 57.3 76.0 57.6 68.0 48.2 68.9 45.7 56.9

p-LSTMs (S=3, T=1) 43.8 51.7 48.8 53.1 52.2 74.9 52.7 44.6 56.9 74.3 56.7 66.4 47.5 68.4 45.6 55.8

p-LSTMs (S=3, T=3) 40.2 49.2 47.8 52.6 50.1 75.0 50.2 43.0 55.8 73.9 54.1 55.6 43.3 58.2 43.3 52.8

p-LSTMs (S=3, T=5) 41.7 59.0 60.2 60.8 58.8 83.5 58.4 54.4 59.4 86.2 60.4 69.9 39.6 66.5 44.8 60.2

p-LSTMs (S=3, T=10) 42.5 67.6 65.3 69.2 76.3 90.4 63.8 62.5 79.6 93.9 64.1 76.3 43.2 73.5 61.9 68.8

Table 4: Results of the baseline and variants on Human3.6M under Protocol 1.

the more stages were configured, the longer the training took, but the better the
performance, which was improved by up to 2.6mm (4.4%). The multi-stage ar-
chitecture refined the 3D pose, which was initially estimated, and was repeated
as the structure of the same method was repeated.

Fig. 4: Qualitative comparisons of the baseline and variants on the Human3.6M
dataset. The 3D human poses are represented by the baseline, stage-1, stage-2,
stage-3 of our method (S = 3, T = 1) and ground-truth, respectively.

Figs. 4 and 5 show the qualitative results of the estimated 3D pose. In Fig. 4,
the left and right figures w.r.t. the center dotted line, the reconstructed 3D pose
show the effect of the multi-stage architecture. As the number of stages increases,
the estimated 3D pose becomes closer to the ground truth. This multi-stage
structure is very quantitatively and qualitatively effective in the 3D pose esti-
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mation. In Fig. 5, the estimated 3D pose of real-world image using the proposed
model trained with Human3.6M shows qualitatively satisfactory results.

Fig. 5: Qualitative results of real-world image. (Best seen in zoom.)

Effect of temporal correlation in pose estimation: Estimating 3D pose
using single frame 2D image or pose only has a limitation. If there are self-
occluded cases in human pose, it would be difficult for even human to guess the
pose correctly, which significantly degrades the estimation performance. On the
other hand, if multiple frame images or poses are utilized, it should be much
easier to handle the self-occluded issue. To reduce these errors, some authors
in [18,26,44] used sequential frames as inputs to their methods to learn temporal
correlation. Inspired by [26], we used sequential frames as inputs to the proposed
method. In Table 4, rows 8 to 10 provide the performance according to the
number of input frames. The result on row 9 is the best performance with 3 input
frames. The overall performance is worst when 10 frames are used as inputs, and
the best performance is shown only in the walking scenario when 5 frames are
used as inputs. The performance in the walking scenario consisting of simple
repetitive actions can be improved by using more frames. The results show that
using a proper quantity of frames contributes to improving the performance, but
using excessive frames degrades it.

Method (Protocol 1) Head Neck R shld R elbow R wrist L shld L elbow L wrist R hip R knee R ankle L hip L knee L ankle Avg.

Single LSTM (baseline) 79.1 39.1 88.9 103.5 130.3 90.0 105.4 140.6 79.5 98.5 197.8 75.7 90.1 200.4 108.5

p-LSTMs (D=1, o) 65.1 33.4 83.5 100.4 110.1 87.6 97.4 108.1 74.5 80.0 117.1 74.3 80.5 116.2 87.6

p-LSTMs (D=2, o) 63.6 28.6 81.5 95.9 103.8 80.4 87.3 102.6 66.1 74.3 99.6 64.1 73.0 97.7 79.8

p-LSTMs (D=3, o) 52.4 16.2 34.6 56.6 74.3 34.1 58.9 74.9 44.2 63.5 83.1 48.4 58.6 81.4 55.8

p-LSTMs (D=3, i) 69.6 35.4 85.1 85.5 96.3 86.6 84.9 97.5 76.8 81.7 105.8 76.9 83.1 105.3 83.6

Table 5: Joints error on Human3.6M. D, o, and i are the type of the pose
depth cue, the propagation to outward direction, and the propagation to inward
direction, respectively. The p-LSTMs consist of 3 stages and 1 input frame.

How to make the pose depth cue: In the pose depth cue of Section 3.2,
we have described the type of the pose depth cue. In Table 5, rows 2 to 4 show
the performance of each joint according to the type of the pose depth cue. The
elimination and addition method (D = 1) implies the pure connected p-LSTMs
which do not use auxiliary data. The second type is created using the concate-
nation method, and the last type is created using the replacement method. The
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results show that the third type has the best performance and the first type has
the worst performance. For the third type of the pose depth cue, when some
2D human pose is replaced by some expected 3D human pose, the vector of
input pose depth cues will have a constant size even though they pass through
p-LSTMs. This type also includes a 2D pose remaining as ancillary data. On
the other hand, the first type of the pose depth cue does not use auxiliary data.
This result shows the performance of p-LSTMs in a purely connected structure.
This ablation study shows that the auxiliary data brings approximately 36.3%
performance improvement to the proposed method. The pose depth cue of the
third type is very effective in learning the spatial correlation of human poses.

How to set the propagating direction: The pose depth cue is created
through a depth fusion layer of a p-LSTM. The created pose depth cue is prop-
agated sequentially to a number of connected p-LSTMs. From the propagation
point of view, directions are determined after the initial seed joints are gener-
ated. Thus, the direction of the propagating pose depth cue can be divided into
outward and inward directions. The outward direction is to propagate the pose
depth cue from the centroid part to the edge of the body outward. On the con-
trary, the inward direction is a method of propagating the pose depth cue from
the edge to the centroid part of the body inward. The results of the experiment
are explained by the fourth and fifth row results in Table 5. The method of the
outward direction is superior in performance. Since the pose depth cue is made
up of a combination of some estimated 3D and 2D poses, the 3D pose estimated
at the body center delivers more stable pose depth cues.

5 Conclusion

In this study, we have proposed a novel 3D pose estimation method, the p-
LSTMs, where 9 LSTM networks are sequentially connected, in order to reflect
the spatial information about the JI and the temporal information about the
input image frames. In addition, we have defined a depth cue for the pose, and
propagated this information across multiple LSTM networks. Through an abla-
tive study, we have proved the validity of the proposed techniques such as prop-
agating direction, pose depth cue, and multi-stage architecture. The proposed
method have achieved significant improvement compared with the state-of-the-
art methods on two public datasets.

In the future, we plan to investigate failure cases for further improvement.
A possible direction will be to weight a frame with a reliability factor when
using multiple input frames. Another direction is to adjust the parameters of
the proposed method to obtain more accurate poses. Finally, we hope that our
approach can provide insight for other research on 3D multiple-human, 3D object
and 3D hand pose estimations.
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