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Terrain-Aware Stride-Level Trajectory Forecasting for a Powered
Hip Exoskeleton via Vision and Kinematics Fusion

Ruoqi Zhao1, Xingbang Yang1,* and Yubo Fan*

Abstract—Powered hip exoskeletons have shown the ability
for locomotion assistance during treadmill walking. However,
providing suitable assistance in real-world walking scenarios
which involve changing terrain remains challenging. Recent
research suggests that forecasting the lower limb joint’s angles
could provide target trajectories for exoskeletons and prostheses,
and the performance could be improved with visual information.
In this letter, We share a real-world dataset of 10 healthy subjects
walking through five common types of terrain with stride-level
label. We design a network called Sandwich Fusion Transformer
for Image and Kinematics (SFTIK), which predicts the thigh an-
gle of the ensuing stride given the terrain images at the beginning
of the preceding and the ensuing stride and the IMU time series
during the preceding stride. We introduce width-level patchify,
tailored for egocentric terrain images, to reduce the computa-
tional demands. We demonstrate the proposed sandwich input
and fusion mechanism could significantly improve the forecasting
performance. Overall, the SFTIK outperforms baseline methods,
achieving a computational efficiency of 3.31 G Flops, and root
mean square error (RMSE) of 3.445 ± 0.804° and Pearson’s
correlation coefficient (PCC) of 0.971 ± 0.025. The results demon-
strate that SFTIK could forecast the thigh’s angle accurately with
low computational cost, which could serve as a terrain adaptive
trajectory planning method for hip exoskeletons. Codes and data
are available at https://github.com/RuoqiZhao116/SFTIK.

I. INTRODUCTION

Utilizing a powered hip exoskeleton to assist locomotion
can reduce metabolic cost, augment human performance and
restore abnormal gait [1] [2]. While most researchers explored
the benefits of lower limb exoskeleton by walking on the
treadmill with periodic and constant assistance, this simple
control strategy is not suitable for real applications [3]. During
daily walking, the human hip kinematics and kinetics varies
according to the terrains [4]. Therefore, how to provide
appropriate assistance on different terrains is crucial for hip
exoskeleton daily usage.

There are two main strategies for terrain adaptive assistance.
One strategy is recognizing the type of terrain and then
providing assistance based on the pre-defined trajectory/torque
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profile. This method is also called locomotion mode recogni-
tion [5]. Common types of terrain include level walking (LW),
stair ascent (SA), stair descent (SD), ramp ascent (RA) and
ramp descent (RD) [6]. Zhao et al. proposed a learning free
method by terrain reconstruction and visual-inertial odometry
[7]. Qian et al. designed a convolutional neural network (CNN)
to classify the depth image captured by an RGB-D camera
on the chest, which represented the upcoming terrain and
achieved 98% accuracy [8]. However, as there are many factors
that could influence the gait pattern, such as ramp incline,
stair height and walking speed, it’s complicated to design the
suitable profile considering all factors [9].

The other strategy is directly forecasting the joint angle
and then tracking the predicted results. Wei et al. utilized
inertial measurement units (IMUs) to classify the locomo-
tion mode and treated it as the prior knowledge to predict
future joint angles, achieving normalized RMSE below 8.41%
for knee angle [10]. Zhang et al. proposed a two staged
forecasting framework, which first predicted the readings of
IMUs then regressed the pose [11]. Due to the mechanical
delay, only using IMUs shows sub-optimal performance during
the locomotion transition. Bio-electrical signals like surface
electromyography (sEMG) have been widely researched for
human joint angle prediction, achieving great accuracy [12]
[13]. However, sensor’s location, noise, inter-subject difference
and the need for exposed skin makes it challenging for
practical usage [14]. Fusing the terrain image with lower limb
kinematics is a biomimetic strategy as human. Sharma et
al. found that lower limb joint prediction accuracy could be
improved by egocentric optical flow [15]. In order to satisfy
the practical usage, Tespa et al. designed a more lightweight
neural network which can run on embedding device in real
time, and the overall root mean square error (RMSE) was
6.85◦ for ankle angle and 9.67◦ for knee angle [16].

The convenience of cameras and cross-subject invariant of
terrain image make the visual information suitable for joint
angle forecasting in daily use. However, it is still challenging
to achieve the accurate prediction with the low computational
cost of inference. To address this issue, we propound a solution
with combination of more efficient data structure and advanced
algorithm. For the data structure side, diving the whole time
series into single strides may be more efficient than the widely
used sliding window approach. It could simplify the problem
into forecasting the joint’s angle during one complete gait
cycle, while sliding window approach neglects the periodicity
of human’s locomotion thus results in complicated pattern
of leg’s kinematics and corresponding terrain image. This
simplification makes sense because most control strategies
of exoskeletons are based on gait phase to solve the trade-
off between the spatial guidance and the temporal freedom

ar
X

iv
:2

40
4.

11
94

5v
1 

 [
cs

.R
O

] 
 1

8 
A

pr
 2

02
4

https://github.com/RuoqiZhao116/SFTIK


2

[17], and many researches show that the gait phase could be
estimated accurately from IMUs signal [18] [19] [20].

For the algorithm side, simplified transformer mechanism
according to the specific data structure may achieve better
performance with lower computational cost. The transformer
based architecture of neural network has shown better per-
formance in many multi-modal tasks [21], while it’s still not
widely used in joint angle forecasting field due to its higher
computational cost than CNN and LSTM. Therefore, how
to enhance the transformer architecture to promote it more
efficient and accurate for joint angle prediction is another
potential measure to make the integrated image information
practical for exoskeletons in daily use.

In order to prove our hypothesis, we proposed a stride-level
sandwich data structure and design a multi-modal transformer
network with sandwich fusion mechanism based on ViT for
depth image [22] and PatchTST for IMUs time series [23],
called SFTIK (Sandwich Fusion Transformer for Image and
Kinematics). We shared a multi-person dataset which simulta-
neously collect egocentric RGB-D image and IMU signal with
stride level notations. Finally we conducted comprehensive
ablation experiments which suggest the proposed method
achieving best performance in hip joint trajectory forecasting
to date.

II. METHODS
A. Data Collection

1) Subject: Ten healthy and young subjects (6 males and
4 females, age 21.8 ± 1.9 years, height 172.4 ± 10.7 cm)
were recruited to this experiment. Prior to their participation,
all subjects were thoroughly briefed about the experimental
procedures and the potential risks involved, ensuring informed
consent was obtained.

2) Hardware: The images of terrain were captured by an
RGB-D camera (Realsense D435, Intel), positioned at the
chest, with a sampling rate set as 15 Hz to accommodate
real-time color-depth alignment computations. Additionally,
three nine-axis IMUs (CMP10A, Yahboom) were located at
the posterior pelvis and the anterior surfaces of both thighs,
each operating at a sampling rate of 100 Hz (Fig.1.a). These
sensors are interconnected via wires to a laptop, which is
carried in a backpack. This laptop executes a Python-based
data acquisition program, ensuring efficient data collection and
processing.

3) Experimental Protocol: The experiment used a uniform
walking route for all participants, starting from the third floor
of building A and concluding on the second floor of build B,
covering five common terrains (Fig.1.b). The entire path was
divided into three segments, each with a duration of roughly
10 minutes. At the end of each segment, participants were
given a 3-minute rest period. After each rest, the IMUs were
adjusted and calibrated by asking the participant stand still for
about 10 seconds to set the IMU’s sagittal plane angle as the
bias [3].

B. Data Processing and Labeling
During the data pre-processing, all channels of the IMU

data were subjected to a second-order low-pass Butterworth

Fig. 1. The experimental procedure for data collection. (a) shows the sensors
used. A D435 camera is fixed on the chest. One IMU is positioned on
the posterior pelvis and two IMUs are positioned on the left and right
tights respectively. (b) illustrates the route employed for the data collection,
encompassing three distinct trails. (c) presents an in-situ photo captured during
the data collection. All the sensors mentioned before are linked to a laptop
within a backpack.

filter with a cut-off frequency of 30 Hz to remove high fre-
quency noise [24]. For the RGB images, we applied standard
normalization using the mean and standard deviation values
from ImageNet. Depth images were processed by clipping the
range to 0-5 meters and subsequently normalized by dividing
by the maximum value (5m). Both RGB and depth images
were then resized to 224x224.

During the data labeling, each side of leg was treated
separately. We utilized the on-board calculated IMU’s sagittal
plane angle as thigh angle and pelvis angle. The maximum hip
extension (MHE) was computed as the defining characteristic
gait event to segment the IMU data stream into individual
strides [8]. The amount of valid strides was shown in Table
I. For each stride, the IMU data were resampled to a uniform
length of 100 points via interpolation. After that, the proximate
terrain image preceding the MHE event was identified based
on timestamp alignment and designated as the key-frame. The
locomotion mode for each stride was then determined based
on its corresponding key-frame.

TABLE I
AMOUNT OF VALID STRIDES ON DIFFERENT TERRAINS

LW RA RD SA SD Whole

19,865 2,360 2,189 1,987 2,001 28,402

C. Architecture of proposed SFTIK

1) Problem Formulation: We constructed a dataset com-
prising paired kinematic data and terrain image (Kn, In) for
each step. Specifically, the kinematics data Kn with shape
(19, 100), represent the thigh angle, tri-axial acceleration,
and tri-axial angular velocity, recorded from the pelvis and
both thighs’ IMUs. The terrain image In with dimensions (1,
224, 224), represent the depth terrain image captured at the
beginning of each gait cycle. Our objective is to leverage the
model to predict thigh angle An of ensuing step given the
kinematics data Kn−1 from preceding step and terrain images
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Fig. 2. The framework of proposed SFTIK. (a) for each step, paired kinematic data and terrain image (Kn, In) were constructed based on the maximum hip
extension. (b) the inputs of SFTIK (Kn−1, In−1, In) were patched and embedded into the same dimension Demb. (c) the sandwich fusion mechanism first
applied N1 layers of transformer blocks to learn the relationship between Kn−1 and In−1. Then N2 layers of transformer blocks were used to forecast the
latent feature of thigh angle An according to In and the previously learned relationship. Finally, a combination of mean pooling and feed forward network
produced the value of An .

(In−1, In) from the current and preceding steps, as shown in
(1).

Ân = F(Kn−1, In−1, In; θ) (1)

where Ân denotes the forecasting thigh angle, F refers to the
model and θ refers to its parameters.

2) Patchify and Union Embedding Block: Typically, the
image is patched using a 16 × 16 square kernel, which
incurs significant computational costs, rendering it unsuitable
for embedding devices used in exoskeleton. We observed that
egocentric terrain images exhibit inherent structure, with the
height direction consistently aligning with the human’s facing
direction. This observation suggests that terrain information
mainly varies along the image’s height direction. Therefore,
we proposed a 224 × 16 width-level kernel for image patching
to reduce the computational burden. The IMU time series data
were segmented using a patch length of L and a stride length
of Ls. Subsequently, each patch was mapped to the uniform
dimension Demb via linear projection, and was then enriched
with 1-D learnable positional encoding. The weights of linear
projection and positional encoding for both image In−1 and
In were shared.

3) Sandwich Fusion Transformer: The first fusion stage
concatenated patches from the previous step’s kinematic data
PKn−1

and terrain image PIn−1
using N1 layers of basic

transformer block. In order to ensure symmetry, patches of
current step’s image PIn were also processed through N1

layers of the transformer block, as shown in (2) and (4).

OIKn−1
= T N1(PKn−1

, PIn−1
; θIK) (2)

PI′
n
= T N1(PIn−1 ; θIN1

) (3)

where OIKn−1
refers to the latent feature of the terrain image

and kinematics from the previous stride, PI′
n

refers to the
latent feature of the terrain image from the current stride, T N1

denotes N1 layers of transformer block, and θIK and θIN1

denote the parameters. Then the second fusion stage integrated
OIKn−1

and PI′
n

using N2 layers of basic transformer block.
We set the N1 and N2 as 6 for default. The amount of heads
for all transformer block was set to be 12.

LAn = T N2(OIKn−1
, PI′

n
; θN2

) (4)

This mechanism could be considered as forecasting the
latent feature LAn of thigh angle via current step’s terrain
image and the previous learned relationship OIKn−1 between
terrain image and corresponding hip kinematics. The differ-
ence between the proposed sandwich fusion and commonly
early/late fusion was shown in Fig.3.

After that, a combination of patch level mean pooling layer
and two layers feed forward network (FFN) were used to
project the latent feature of thigh angle into thigh angle time
series with shape (1× 100).

4) Loss Function: We adopted the mean square error
(MSE) loss for time series forecasting task as the loss function,
as shown in (5).

L =
1

n

n∑
i=1

(Âni −Ani)
2 (5)

where n denotes the batch size, Ân denotes the forecasting
thigh angle and An denotes the ground truth.
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Fig. 3. Comparative Illustration of Fusion Methods with Identical Depth. (a)
shows the Sandwich Fusion method, showcasing the two-step concatenation
process involving previous and current stride’s terrain images and kinematic
data. (b) illustrates the Early Fusion method, where all patches are concate-
nated prior to processing through transformer blocks. (c) shows the Late
Fusion approach, highlighting the sequential application of transformer blocks
to individual patches followed by a collective concatenation and subsequent
transformer block processing.

D. Training details

The models were trained in a Linux computer with an
Nvidia RTX 4090 GPU. The python version is 3.11.4, the
pytorch version is 2.1.0, and the cuda verision is 11.8. During
training, we set the batch size as 32, the epoch as 200, and the
optimizer to be Adam. The learning rate is 2× 10−4 incorpo-
rating a warm-up strategy over 50 steps, starting with a ratio of
0.2 and employing cosine growth, subsequently transitioning
to cosine annealing towards the end of the training.

III. RESULTS

The performance of every method was reported as root mean
square error (RMSE) and Pearson’s correlation coefficient
(PCC) with standard deviation, and was tested with a 5-
fold leave-one-out cross-validation (LOO-CV). In each fold
of LOO-CV, data from seven subjects were designated for
training, one for validation and two for testing.

A. IMU Time Series Embedding

1) Comparison between sliding window and stride-level:
We visualized 30 input-output paired series of thigh angles
used for network training in Fig.4. The sliding window em-
ployed for both the look-back and prediction encompasses 100
samples. The series length of stride level approach was also
standardized to 100 samples by interpolation.

To further substantiate the efficacy of the stride-level
methodology, the PatchTST model was employed as the
foundational framework to forecast the thigh angle with both
dividing method. The results are shown in Table II.

TABLE II
FORECASTING RESULTS FOR SLIDING WINDOW AND STRIDE-LEVEL

Method RMSE(°) PCC

Sliding Window 5.034 ± 0.374 0.934 ± 0.008
Stride Level 3.369 ± 0.273 0.978 ± 0.002

2) Patch Length: We conducted experiments to find the
influence of patch length L and stride length S on SFTIK.
The results are shown in Table III.

Fig. 4. Time series pattern comparison between sliding window and stride
level. (a) Sliding window method with look-back, prediction and stride length
= 100. (b) Stride-level method with one gait cycle length = 100.

TABLE III
FORECASTING RESULTS FOR PATCH LENGTH EXPERIMENT

Metric L = 5, S = 5 L = 10, S = 10 L = 20, S = 20

LWRMSE(°) 3.015 ± 0.447 3.025 ± 0.435 3.293 ± 0.902
RARMSE(°) 3.456 ± 0.678 3.376 ± 0.431 3.529 ± 0.683
RDRMSE(°) 3.025 ± 0.517 2.922 ± 0.408 3.184 ± 0.758
SARMSE(°) 4.499 ± 0.746 4.281 ± 0.851 4.703 ± 0.795
SDRMSE(°) 3.691 ± 0.786 3.633 ± 0.969 3.293 ± 0.902

Avg.RMSE(°) 3.537 ± 0.831 3.445 ± 0.804 3.795 ± 1.092
PCC 0.969 ± 0.029 0.971 ± 0.025 0.967 ± 0.030

B. Terrain Image Embedding

The impact of image modalities and patchify strategies on
the performance of our proposed terrain image embedding
block was evaluated by ablation experiment. First we applied
width-level patch to deal with RGB, RGB-D and Depth image.
After that we tested height-level and square patch on depth
image. The results are shown in Table IV. The computational
complexity of each embedding method was quantified with 6
layers of transformer block and reported as flops.

TABLE IV
FORECASTING RESULTS FOR IMAGE MODALITY AND PATCH METHOD

ABLATION

Method RMSE(°) PCC Flops(G)

RGB WidP 3.796 ± 1.204 0.965 ± 0.032 0.71
RGB-D WidP 3.634 ± 1.003 0.968 ± 0.029 0.75

D WidP 3.445 ± 0.804 0.971 ± 0.025 0.63
D HeP 3.502 ± 0.815 0.971 ± 0.023 0.63
D SqP 3.558 ± 0.879 0.969 ± 0.029 8.37

To further compare the performance across different loco-
motion, we visualized the forecasting RMSE of thigh angle by
subject (n=10), as shown in Fig.5. Meanwhile, we conducted
Wilcoxon rank-sum paired test to statistically examine the
overall significance.
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Fig. 5. Box-plot of RMSE across modality and patch methods of image (*
means p < 0.05, ** means p < 0.01, and *** means p < 0.001).

C. Vision and Kinematics Fusion

We compared proposed sandwich fusion mechanism with
early fusion and late fusion. To ensure a fair comparison, the
layers of transformer blocks were equal across fusion methods.
We also conducted information ablation study without terrain
image In−1 of preceding step and without the kinematics data
Kn−1. The results are shown in Table V.

TABLE V
FORECASTING RESULTS FOR FUSION METHOD AND INFORMATION

ABLATION

Method RMSE(°) PCC

Early 3.852 ± 1.274 0.966 ± 0.031
Late 3.778 ± 1.098 0.965 ± 0.031

Sandwich 3.445 ± 0.804 0.971 ± 0.025
w/o pre img 3.617 ± 1.011 0.968 ± 0.031

w/o IMU 5.263 ± 1.514 0.954 ± 0.040

We also visualized the RMSE across locomotion and con-
ducted statistically examining, as shown in Fig.6.

Fig. 6. Box-plot of RMSE across fusion methods and information ablation
(* means p < 0.05, ** means p < 0.01, and *** means p < 0.001).

D. Hyper-parameters Tuning

The hyper-parameters of the SFTIK are the embedding
dimension Demb, depth of the first fusion block N1 and depth

of the second fusion block N2. The tuning results are shown
in Table VI.

TABLE VI
FORECASTING RESULTS FOR HYPER-PARAMETERS TUNING

Demb N1 N2 RMSE(°) PCC

768 6 6 3.445 ± 0.804 0.971 ± 0.025
576 6 6 3.478 ± 0.784 0.971 ± 0.025
384 6 6 3.605 ± 0.882 0.970 ± 0.026
192 6 6 3.583 ± 0.818 0.969 ± 0.025
768 3 9 3.566 ± 0.893 0.970 ± 0.026
768 9 3 3.537 ± 0.852 0.970 ± 0.027
768 3 3 3.561 ± 0.857 0.970 ± 0.026

E. Baseline comparison

We compared our proposed SFTIK with original ViT-
PatchTST network, ResNet-LSTM and MobileNet-MLP [16].
The results are shown in Table VII.

TABLE VII
FORECASTING RESULTS FOR BASELINE COMPARISON

Model RMSE(°) PCC Flops(G)

SFTIK(ours) 3.445 ± 0.804 0.971 ± 0.025 3.31
ViT-PatchTST 3.724 ± 0.881 0.968 ± 0.031 33.7

MobileNet-MLP 3.481 ± 0.827 0.970 ± 0.029 1.12
ResNet-LSTM 3.515 ± 0.847 0.969 ± 0.029 28.9

IV. DISCUSSION

The proposed paired image and IMU time series data based
on stride provides a lucid and simplistic way to describe the
relationship between locomotion and terrain. First, it could
reduce the possible patterns of input kinematics, making the
model easier to learn and converge. The sliding window
method captures intricate patterns based on the specific phase
range, requiring complex network and massive data to learn the
patterns. In contrast, stride-level analysis encapsulated solely
the leg’s motion from the beginning to the end of a single gait
cycle. The results show applying stride-level analysis could
reduce the RMSE by 33.08%. Second, the paired image only
represents the terrain at the beginning of the gait cycle, making
the model more accurate and faster to learn and converge. The
image captured on the random gait phase may confuse the
model with human body’s interference and terrain transition.

The large computational demands of the transformer model
pose challenges for its real-time application on edge devices,
such as exoskeletons. We noticed that image processing re-
quires more computational resources than time series analysis,
then proposed width level patch to reduce cost. Contrary
to typical images that contain information in all directions,
the terrain images we collected are egocentric, with most of
the relevant information concentrated in the width direction.
Implementing either width or height level patch could reduce
the flops around 10 times compared to the standard square
patch and achieve better performance.

Thoroughly reviewing of the preceding stride, while main-
taining the chronological order, could enhance the forecasting
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performance. The proposed sandwich fusion mechanism could
first learn the latent relationship between the terrain image
and kinematics, then infer the ensuing thigh angle using the
learned relationship and ensuing terrain image. Ablation of the
chronological fusion strategy such as the early or late fusion
would deteriorate the forecasting RMSE around 8.73-10.49%.
Each part of the proposed sandwich data is important, omitting
the terrain image or the IMU time series of the preceding
stride would deteriorate the forecasting RMSE by 4.67% and
34.49%, separately.

One limitation of our study is that we only forecast the
profile between thigh angle and gait phase of next stride. It
still needs a gait phase estimation model for real applications.
So our method differs from typical trajectory forecasting ap-
proaches, as it generates a terrain adaptive trajectory profile for
a hip exoskeleton through forecasting. Besides, we evaluate the
performance according to subject walking the same route. The
generalization ability on new terrain needs further research.

V. CONCLUSION

In order to plan the trajectory for controlling a hip exoskele-
ton’s on different terrains, we proposed the SFTIK to predict
the thigh angle of the upcoming stride based on terrain images
and IMU time series data. A comprehensive dataset with
28,402 valid strides featuring real-world walking scenarios,
inclusive of hip kinematics and terrain images, was collected
and annotated for performance evaluation. Ablation studies
demonstrated that the sandwich structure of the input data
and its corresponding fusion mechanism significantly enhance
predictive performance. The width-level patchify approach,
tailored for egocentric terrain images, could reduce compu-
tational complexity more than 10 times while improve perfor-
mance than ordinary square patchify by 3.18%. Overall, the
proposed SFTIK outperforms all baseline methods, achieving
a computational efficiency of 3.31 G Flops, and RMSE of
3.445 ± 0.804° and PCC of 0.971 ± 0.025.
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