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Abstract—Human Activity Recognition (HAR) underpins ap-
plications in healthcare, rehabilitation, fitness tracking, and smart
environments, yet existing deep learning approaches demand
dataset-specific training, large labeled corpora, and significant
computational resources. We introduce RAG-HAR, a training-free
retrieval-augmented framework that leverages large language
models (LLMs) for HAR. RAG-HAR computes lightweight sta-
tistical descriptors, retrieves semantically similar samples from
a vector database, and uses this contextual evidence to make
LLM based activity identification. We further enhance RAG-
HAR by first applying prompt optimization and introducing an
LLM-based activity descriptor that generates context-enriched
vector databases for delivering accurate and highly relevant
contextual information. Along with these mechanisms, RAG-
HAR achieves state-of-the-art performance across six diverse
HAR benchmarks. Most importantly, RAG-HAR attains these
improvements without requiring model training or fine-tuning,
emphasizing its robustness and practical applicability. RAG-HAR
moves beyond known behaviors, enabling the recognition and
meaningful labelling of multiple unseen human activities.

Index Terms—RAG, LLM, HAR, wearable sensors

I. INTRODUCTION

Human Activity Recognition (HAR) from wearable sensor
data enables continuous monitoring, anomaly detection, and
personalized interventions across healthcare [3], rehabilita-
tion [31], fitness [28], and smart environments [14]. Despite
wide-ranging applications, HAR remains challenging due to
inter-subject variability, differences in sensor placement, de-
vice heterogeneity, and subtle distinctions between activities
that exhibit similar motion patterns [39]. Those challenges
create a strong need for accurate, generalizable, and cost-
efficient solutions.

Deep learning (DL) has become the dominant paradigm for
HAR, with convolutional neural networks (CNNs) [6], [43], re-
current architectures [15], [17], and attention-based models [2]
achieving state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance on benchmark
datasets. However, DL-based HAR faces three critical lim-
itations: (i) costly and time-consuming training procedures
tailored to each dataset; (ii) performance degradation under
domain shift across subjects, sensor placements, or devices;
and (iii) heavy dependence on large labeled datasets [7], [35].
Transfer learning [18], [41] and data augmentation [2] partially

Analyze this tri site accelerometer, 
gyroscope and magnetometer signals and 
classify into one of the activities: Walking, 
Jogging, Running, Sitting, Standing-still, 
Cycling and Lying Back

Answer: Standing-still 
Rationale: IMUs show near-constant acceleration 
dominated by gravity (~9.8 m/s² on one axis each) 
with very small variation and steady gyros 
characteristic of a static upright posture rather than 
walking/running or lying.

Answer: Running 
Rationale: IMU shows large periodic acceleration 
peaks with high variance, rapid oscillatory gyroscope 
patterns and increased step frequency consistent 
with sustained running.
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Fig. 1: Success and failure cases of LLMs in HAR.

mitigate these issues but continue to rely on resource-intensive
training pipelines. Despite advances in DL, these limitations
leave HAR without a practical solution that is simultaneously
training-free, generalizable, and scalable.

To address this gap, this paper explores a fundamentally dif-
ferent paradigm: leveraging Large Language Models (LLMs)
as reasoning engines for HAR. LLMs pretrained on massive
and diverse corpora offer three properties that support this
direction: (i) broad world knowledge that includes textual
descriptions of human activities; (ii) strong pattern-matching
abilities that support cross-domain generalization; and (iii)
reasoning capabilities suitable for complex, context-dependent
tasks. These properties suggest that LLMs could be applied
beyond language to structured sensor data reasoning tasks.
However, when directly applied to wearable sensor signals,
LLMs often misclassify activities for two main reasons. First,
as shown in Fig. 1, they perform well on activities with distinct
motion signatures but struggle with fine-grained cases that
rely on subtle discriminative cues. Second, these models lack
grounding in activity-specific knowledge, which is essential
for contextual awareness and accurate predictions [27].

These limitations motivate our central idea: Augmenting
LLMs with retrieval of semantically relevant activity examples
while capturing subtle variations of activity patterns through
calculated statistical features. Thus, we introduce RAG-HAR,
a retrieval-augmented framework that eliminates the need for
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task-specific classifier training. We establish a novel perspec-
tive for the HAR community: shifting from model-centric
learning to retrieval-augmented reasoning.

RAG-HAR implements a two-stage framework. In the Base-
line stage, sensor data streams are partitioned into sliding
windows, from which statistical descriptors are extracted and
embedded to form a vectorized knowledge base. During
inference, the system retrieves the top-k nearest neighbors
from the vector database and provides them, together with the
query descriptors, as context to the LLM for classification. By
grounding predictions in relevant prior examples, the baseline
stage achieves SOTA performance across five benchmark
HAR datasets—without any dataset-specific training—while
remaining simple, fast, and cost-effective. Optimization stage
builds on the baseline with two enhancement strategies: (1)
retriever enhancement, where LLMs generate richer, seman-
tically meaningful descriptors of time-series windows to im-
prove semantic matching; and (2) prompt optimization, which
employs a search-based optimizer to systematically explore the
prompt space and identify effective strategies and phrasings
that maximize the LLM classification performance. These
enhancements improve accuracy but require additional cal-
ibration and more LLM invocations, offering a controllable
trade-off between efficiency and performance.

The two-stage framework offers multiple advantages. First,
compared to SOTA DL approaches, the framework eliminates
dataset-specific training and sharply reduces computational
overhead and deployment latency. Second, maintenance of
heavyweight DL models is unnecessary: inference relies on
lightweight retrieval and LLM calls rather than local model
hosting. Third, the database-centric design enables natural
scalability, as new activity examples can be added to the
database, whereas DL models typically require retraining.
Fourth, adoption barriers decrease because deployment does
not require extensive ML/DL expertise, specialized GPU in-
frastructure, or complex dataset augmentation pipelines. Fi-
nally, and most importantly, unlike any existing ML/DL
framework, RAG-HAR can classify multiple previously un-
seen activity classes and even generate meaningful labels for
these novel activities—capabilities that traditionally require
extensive human expertise in activity annotation and time-
series analysis. This unprecedented ability to handle unseen
classes without retraining or manual labeling fundamentally
distinguishes RAG-HAR from all prior approaches.
The main contributions of this paper are as follows:

• We introduce RAG-HAR, the first retrieval-augmented
framework for HAR that attains SOTA performance with-
out any model training. Across six benchmark datasets,
the framework improves F1-Score over leading DL base-
lines by approximately 0.5% - 6.2% while maintaining a
lightweight inference pipeline.

• We design a two-stage framework that introduces two
novel enhancement strategies; enhanced retrieval descrip-
tors for more precise semantic matching, and a prompt
optimizer that systematically explores the prompt space
to identify effective instructions tailored to each dataset.

Together, these strategies explicitly optimize the retriever
and the LLM while offering complementary accuracy
gains. This design makes RAG-HAR not only a fast and
cost-effective baseline for training-free HAR but also a
flexible framework that adapts to different deployment
scenarios and resource budgets by trading efficiency for
accuracy.

• We provide an extensive empirical evaluation on six
diverse datasets, covering sensor channels from 6 to 60
and activity types that span locomotion, daily living,
exercise, assembly-line tasks, and fine-grained variations
in direction, pace, or object use. Experiments include
both seen-subject and unseen-subject splits, demonstrat-
ing consistent gains over prior work.

• We demonstrate, for the first time, that LLMs can move
beyond fixed taxonomies in HAR by detecting unseen
activities and generating semantically coherent labels.
This supports open-world HAR, where novel behaviors
are recognized and meaningfully categorized rather than
collapsed into a single “unknown” class.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Background of HAR

Sensor-based HAR is typically formulated as a time-series
classification problem using data from IMUs and other de-
vices. Early DL approaches replaced traditional ML pipelines
with CNNs to extract local temporal features, but these strug-
gled with long-range dependencies [6], [43]. RNNs, were then
adopted to better capture short and long-term relationships
[15], [17]. However, these models required large-scale labelled
datasets. In parallel, deep metric learning was explored as
an alternative, where activities are embedded in a manifold
space using pairwise or triplet losses [19], [24], but its
effectiveness hinges on careful hard-sample selection and is
degraded by outliers. Other research has focused on improving
generalization across individuals, as activity execution varies
widely. Transfer learning and domain adaptation approaches
pre-train on source datasets and fine-tune on target ones [18],
[45], though their success depends on source–target similarity.
Adversarial methods extract user-independent features [39] but
are unstable and resource-intensive. Another challenge is class
imbalance, which skews model performance. To address this,
augmentation techniques such as axis rotation and jittering
have been applied [12], [40], along with mixup-based methods
that interpolate between samples [1], [2]. Generative models
such as GANs further synthesize realistic activity data [4],
[36], though at the cost of increased training complexity.

B. LLMs with HAR

LLMs have recently been adapted for time-series anal-
ysis [10], [22], [46], and the HAR community has begun
exploring their potential. Their ability to leverage world
knowledge and reasoning makes them well-suited to bridge
raw sensor signals with high-level semantic understand-
ing of human activities. Recent frameworks highlight this
promise: SensorLLM [27] aligns sensor data with language



through channel-specific tokens before task-aware tuning,
while LLM4HAR [20] integrates sensor adaptation, knowledge
injection, and efficiency modules. PH-LLM [25], a LLM fine-
tuned on expert case studies and wearable sensor data to
provide personalized sleep and fitness coaching. SimCLR [8]-
finetuned encoders have also been combined with LLMs
for HAR, where the LLM computes the Euclidean distance
between encoded test samples and reference encodings from
SimCLR and demonstrated for binary classification only [21].
LLMs have also shown value in related applications such as
user recognition [9] and activity event descriptors [11], [33].
However, existing methods often rely on fine-tuning LLMs
for sensor sequences, which enhances sequence modelling
but diminishes their broader real-world knowledge. However,
HARGPT [23] explored providing HAR signals directly to the
LLMs and prompting to identify the activity, but as shown in
Fig. 1, the method only works for trivial activities and a small
number of channels. When the number of sensor channels
increases, HARGPT fails heavily, as LLMs have not been
previously trained to work with a series of vectors.

In contrast to prior work, RAG-HAR avoids extensive model
training such as in DL by supplying context directly to the
LLM. Moreover, through semantic context retrieval, it over-
comes the limitations such as in few-shot prompting (e.g.,
shorter context window and higher inference cost). To the
best of our knowledge, this is the first training-free framework
capable of handling multi-channel, multi-subject, and fine-
grained HAR while preserving strong performance.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. RAG-HAR overview

As illustrated in Fig. 2a, the proposed two-stage RAG-HAR
framework achieves training-free HAR by integrating semantic
retrieval with LLM reasoning. In the Baseline stage, raw activ-
ity signals are first passed through Data Processing (§ III-B),
which involves normalization, window-based time-series slic-
ing, partitioning, and extraction of statistical descriptors. These
descriptors are then converted into embeddings (§ III-C),
which serve as the foundation for LLM-based HAR (§ III-D)
under two pipelines (or phases). In the indexing pipeline,
analogous to model training in traditional DL-based methods,
embeddings from the indexing data are used to build a vector
database (§ III-D1). In the test pipeline (§ III-D2), RAG-
HAR retrieves contextual knowledge from this database to
support accurate LLM predictions through structured prompts
(§ III-D3). The Optimized stage of RAG-HAR (§ IV) enhance
performance by refining prompt design for LLM prediction
and incorporating natural language descriptors in place of
statistical descriptors when creating embeddings.

B. Data processing

1) HAR data: Typically contains various types of sensor
readings that capture human activity patterns and movements
as time-series. These datasets are collected using off-the-shelf
wearable devices (e.g., smartwatches, smart shoes) as well as
smartphones. As illustrated in Fig. 2b, HAR data may consist

up to m channels representing either different sensor modal-
ities (e.g., accelerometer, gyroscope) or dimensions (e.g., X ,
Y , and Z axes of accelerometer data) or body parts.

2) Data pre-processing: Existing work and limitations:
This is an essential step in HAR to convert raw time-series
signals into structured representations making them suitable
for downstream analysis. Many prior works [24], [39] lever-
aged mechanisms, which segment time-series into small, fixed-
size overlapping windows and extract features considering the
entire window. However, computing statistical features over
the entire window can suppress fine-grained temporal cues,
such as transient events or non-periodic localized patterns that
occur within small part of the window, leading to the loss of
important features critical for HAR.
Our approach: We retain a sliding-window framework for fair
comparison with benchmarks, but each window is subdivided
into further partitions, and statistics are computed for the entire
sliding-window and each partition separately. This mechanism
preserves both short-lived transients and longer-horizon trends,
yielding a feature space that is measurably richer than single-
window summaries.

As shown in Fig. 2b-1, there are three main steps in data pre-
processing. i) Normalization: All raw sensor channels, C, are
standardized using Z-score normalization. This normalization
step converts all channels to a common scale, thereby reducing
the potential impact of large values corrupting the internal
attention mechanism. ii) Sliding window-based segmenta-
tion: Following the protocols used in prior HAR studies [2],
[18], [24], [39], the time-series distribution is partitioned into
segments with a fixed-size window L and step size D. We
denote the segment as S. There are two major advantages
of this process. First, it captures short-term temporal context,
which is important for HAR. Second, it produces fixed-size
units for the ease of computing in later steps of the RAG-HAR
pipeline. iii) Further partitioning: For a given segment S,
we extract statistical features (see § III-B3) considering the
Full segment, S and three equally partitioned sub-segments
(Start, Mid, and End), denoted by Sk, where k ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
Empirically, we observed that these four segments (i.e., S,
S1, S2, and S3) can effectively identify key feature variations
of HAR traces both globally (i.e., behavioral trends) and
locally (i.e., transient events). For example, activities such as
standing and sitting show fairly constant fluctuations through-
out the entire segment, and activities such as cycling and
jumping show high dynamics at the beginning (i.e., in S1)
compared to other sub-segments.

3) Statistical value calculation: For S and each Sk, statis-
tical features (f ) (up to l features) are computed across all
channels as denoted in Fig. 2b-2. Based on our analysis, we
consider mean, max, min, 25th percentile (Q1), 75th percentile
(Q3), standard deviation, median, and no. of peaks of the
time-series distribution by setting l = 8. These basic de-
scriptors capture importat behavioral patterns including central
tendency, variability, distributional shape, and frequency of
noticeable events of an activity. By calculating feature values
for S and each Sk, we ensure that statistical features are
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(b) RAG-HAR Baseline stage

Fig. 2: RAG-HAR architecture. Section numbers (§) point to where each step is detailed.

captured at both global and local levels respectively. The l
number of features computed for each of the channel C in
either S or a given Sk are arranged into a single feature vector
of l·m elements. Each S yields four such vectors (three vectors
from each Sk and S itself), which collectively form the basis
for multi-vector retrieval in LLM-based activity prediction.

C. Create embeddings

Existing work and limitations: Prior work [2], [18] typ-
ically requires dataset-specific model training, often coupled
with tailored data augmentation and careful optimization for
each dataset introducing large computational overheads.
Our approach: Since no general-purpose time-series em-
bedding models currently exist, we avoid dataset-specific
training by using a general-purpose text embedding model
pretrained on large-scale public datasets. Because such models
are optimized for natural language rather than decimal-heavy
numerical sequences, directly embedding raw time series is
ineffective. Instead, our approach converts feature vectors of
S and each Sk into structured text strings using a fixed
template, yielding compact, interpretable embeddings with
clear semantic meaning.

There are two main steps in this process: i) Serialization
to text: The feature vectors derived for S and each Sk (see
§ III-B3) is converted into a short textual string using a fixed
template, e.g., ⟨fl name⟩ = fl, as illustrated in Fig. 2b-2.
Here, ⟨fl name⟩ is replaced by the feature name (e.g., mean,
maximum, etc.), and fl denotes the corresponding feature
value. Since a given vector contains feature values from all
channels, the resulting string for S and each Sk provides a
consistent representation of feature names and their associated
values across all C. Text serialization offers three benefits.
First, since the variable component of the string correspond
solely to feature values, the resulting embeddings can effec-
tively capture the feature variations. Second, the serialized
format remains compact enough to fit within the LLM context

size. Third, by incorporating feature names alongside their val-
ues, it provides natural language context that LLMs can readily
interpret. ii) Generate embeddings: Strings corresponding to
S and each Sk are encoded into vectors (v and vk ∈ Rd)
separately. We use a publicly available pre-trained embedding
model to generate embeddings. Using a pre-trained model
eliminates the need for training an embedding model on HAR-
specific data, and since it is trained on a large and diverse text
corpus (including numeric tokens), the resulting embeddings
effectively capture variations in feature values.

D. HAR activity prediction

Exisitng work and limitations. Existing HAR pipelines
[2], [39] typically rely on supervised DL models trained
end-to-end on labeled data. These approaches require large
annotated datasets, costly training cycles, and extensive hy-
perparameter tuning.
Our approach. In contrast, RAG-HAR does not involve
conventional model training, instead generates embeddings
and creates a comprehensive vector database that will be
used during the Test phase with pre-trained LLMs. Since
we employ pre-trained LLMs, this approach is training-free,
computationally lightweight, and adaptable across datasets, as
the LLM has already been trained on large corpora of data.

1) Vector Database Indexing: The first phase of HAR ac-
tivity prediction is to build a database containing embeddings
from the training dataset (Fig. 2b-3). Following the approach
in § III-B, we generate embeddings from the training data. For
the i-th segment from training set denoted by Si (i.e., i ∈ Itr

- training sample indices) four embeddings V tr
i = {vtr

i,k|k ∈
{0, 1, 2, 3}}, are created (for Si and each partition Si,k) and
stored in the vector database along with metadata including the
segment id (i), sub-segment id (k), activity label, user id, and
statistical features prior to embedding. Here, vtr

i,0 corresponds
to the vector embedding from Si.

2) Test/Inference phase: Similar to indexing phase, we
first create the four vector embeddings V te

j = {vte
j,k|j ∈



{0, 1, 2, 3}} for the j-th sample (Sj) from the test data
(j ∈ Ite). Next, as shown in Fig. 2b-4, we conduct context
retrieval to select top-q samples from the vector database that
closely match with the given test sample prior to the LLM-
based prediction. As the first step, for each vte

j,k ∈ V te
j we run

an Approximate Nearest Neighbor (ANN) search using cosine
similarity, comparing vte

j,k against the corresponding training
embeddings: {vtr

i,k | i ∈ Itr}. This retrieval returns, for each
vte
j,k, a ranked list of the top-p nearest training embeddings

among {vtr
i,k | i ∈ Itr} along with their ANN scores,

which we denote as Dp,k. In the second step, we perform
weighted re-ranking by summing the ANN scores from the
selected vector components in each Dp,k, weighted by wk,
where wk ≥ 0 and

∑
k wk = 1. This weighting mechanism

prioritizes candidates according to the relative importance of
the corresponding vector embeddings, in other words, different
sub-segments. Based on the updated ANN scores, we re-rank
the union of the Dp,k sets and select the final top-q vector
samples {vtr

i,k | i ∈ Iq, k ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}}. We denote this
context set by Dq .

3) Prompt design and LLM prediction: In the prompt
design step, given the selected vector embeddings in Dq and
a test segment Sj , we construct a text prompt as shown in
Fig. 2b-4, The prompt has two main components: the system
prompt, which instructs the LLM about the classification
task, and the user prompt, which provides the data required
for activity prediction. The Labeled samples section conveys
information from the training set Dq . Each labeled sample in
the prompt includes the activity label and the corresponding
statistical features of Si and Si,k. The Candidate section
contains only the statistical features extracted from the test
sub-segments Sj and Sj,k.

During LLM-based prediction, the model processes this
prompt and outputs the activity label (along with a brief
rationale). The prediction is grounded not only in the LLM’s
pretrained knowledge but also in the statistical features re-
trieved from Dq , thereby leveraging both prior knowledge and
context from the training data.

IV. FURTHER OPTIMIZATION STEPS

Building on the Baseline stage, we introduce the Optimiza-
tion stage of RAG-HAR integrating the following steps.

A. Prompt optimization

Optimizing the system prompt that serve as the instruction
to the LLM would enhance RAG-HAR. In general, LLM per-
formance is highly sensitive to instruction wording, example
ordering, and the way evidence is presented. Therefore, a care-
fully optimized prompt can substantially improve classification
accuracy and reduce spurious outputs and is conceptually
equivalent to hyperparameter tuning of an already-trained
model [13]. Thus, inspired by [13], [16], [42], we design
our prompt optimizer framework as shown in Fig. 3. In this
process, the LLM classifier remains fixed with no weight
updates, since the method does not involve training but instead
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TASK OVERVIEW
You are an expert in human activity description and time series analysis. Analyze the following preprocessed 
sensor data to generate detailed descriptions of the motion patterns

SENSOR CONFIGURATION
[Sensor details]
Sensor data: {Time series}

INFORMATION NEEDED
1. The type of motion/activity being performed and the characteristics(e.g. smooth, jerky, periodic)
2. Dominant axis of movement (X, Y, or Z) and whether it is positive or negative
3. Whether motion is upward, downward, or neutral  4. Intensity level (low, medium, high).    
5. Any notable patterns or transitions      6. Analysis of the actual sensor values and their trends

OUTPUT FORMAT
Format your response exactly as follows:
[Output Format]

GPT-5-mini
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LLM-prompt 
generator

Candidate 
System prompts

LLM-classifier
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TASK OVERVIEW
The classifier receives statistics of a candidate time series and several 
labeled sample time series (computed statistics) retrieved via semantic 
similarity. The classifier must analyze the candidate and the labeled 
samples and classify the candidate into one of [N] activity classes.

ACTIVITY CLASSES
1: [Activity 1], 2: [Activity 2], ..., N: [Activity N]
EXAMPLE INPUT YOUR INSTRUCTIONS WILL PROCESS
<INS> is the placeholder for the system instruction you are to generate. 
[exemplars]
DATA FORMAT DETAILS
Each segment contains statistical summaries (mean, std, …, p25, p75).
Sensors: [Sensor type(s)] with axes [Axes list].
Temporal partitions: Full, Start, Mid, End
REQUIREMENTS FOR YOUR INSTRUCTIONS
1. Be a complete system instruction for this multi-class classifier.
2. Require that the response is exactly one number from 1--N. Be unique and 
diverse from each other (different phrasings and strategies).
OUTPUT FORMAT
Provide exactly 50 different system instructions, one per line. Do not include 
numbering, bullet points, or extra formatting. Each line should be a complete, 
standalone system instruction

You are tasked with generating 50 diverse system instructions for a 
multi-class classifier that identifies human activities from statistics 
computed on wearable sensor recordings.

Embed new System 
Prompts to clf. 

prompt

Yes
Best System 

prompt

Stop 
criteria 
met?

No

Fig. 3: Further optimization techniques for RAG-HAR.

operates as a meta-level optimization over prompts. Below we
have described the key-steps of this process.
Step 1. Generate M candidate instructions: We start by
generating a diverse pool of M initial instructions, referred to
as candidate instructions. These candidates are automatically
produced by optimizer model using the meta-initialization
prompt illustrated in Fig. 3. In addition to the meta prompt, we
provide exemplars that include a few Labeled and Candidate
samples, along with their statistical features, to help the model
understand the user prompt the LLM-classifier will receive.
This comprehensive prompt design enhances the diversity of
the generated instructions, which is essential for covering
a wide region of the prompt space and avoiding premature
convergence to suboptimal phrasings.
Step 2. Evaluate prompts using LLM-classifier: Each can-
didate instruction is treated as the system prompt in the main
input to the LLM-classifier to generate predictions for the
validation set. We compute F1-Score as the fitness score for
the given instruction.
Step 3. Roulette-wheel based sampling: From the evalu-
ated pool of candidate instructions, we select a subset of
r instructions using roulette-wheel selection. The chosen r
instructions are then used in the next iteration of instruction
generation, as outlined in Step 4. Each candidate’s probability
of selection is proportional to its validation fitness. This



strategy balances exploitation, by favoring high-performing
instructions, with exploration, by allowing lower-performing
templates the opportunity to contribute [16].
Step 4. Meta-prompt construction: The selected r instruc-
tions are embedded into the meta-prompt provided to the LLM
for instruction generation in Step 1. The modified prompt
includes, for each selected instruction, its text, validation
fitness, and a small set of exemplars as we provided in Step
1. This contextualization enables the optimizer to infer which
instruction characteristics are associated with higher fitness.
Step 5. Generate instructions iteratively: Using the modified
meta-prompt, the LLM generates r number of new instruc-
tions. These instructions then undergo the same process from
Step 2 to Step 4, repeatedly generating instructions for up
to P iterations or until a stopping condition is reached (no
improvement for T consecutive iterations). This iterative pro-
cedure allows the optimizer to progressively refine prompts by
combining the strengths of prior high-performing instructions,
while increasing search throughput and keeping per-iteration
cost and latency manageable. Throughout the process, we track
the best-performing instruction and maintain a versioned log
to ensure reproducibility. After termination, the single best
instruction is selected and used as the system prompt for the
classifier on the held-out test set.
Prompt optimization strategies: We consider 3 strategies
for prompt optimization to improve the quality of generated
prompts. i) Exploration: In the initial iterations, the model
is prompted to generate a diverse set of instructions. This
encourages the optimizer to explore a broad range of possi-
bilities. ii) Combination: In subsequent iterations, the model
applies crossover and mutation to the best-performing instruc-
tions. This enables the optimizer to create new candidates by
combining key elements from the best-performing instructions.
iii) Refinement: In the final stage, the model makes literal
adjustments to the instructions, rephrasing them to test which
wordings elicit the best performance from the classifier.

B. LLM-Based Descriptors for Enhanced Retrieval

In § III-D2, we detailed the context retrieval process and
a more informative retrieval process is always advantageous
for RAG-HAR, as it can lead to higher accuracy and re-
duce the number of context retrievals. To utilize the text-
embedding model for vectorization without requiring addi-
tional training, we initially generated simple templates with
basic statistics programmatically for dataset vectorization (see
§ III-C). However, such templates capture shallow statistical
features. A more effective approach is to construct detailed
natural language descriptors that highlight trends in the time
series, capture sensor configuration details, and incorporate
comprehensive statistical analysis for each activity window.

To achieve this level of descriptive fidelity, we designed a
structured prompt for the LLM. The prompt provides the raw
time-series data alongside sensor configuration details (sam-
pling rate, sensor placement, orientation, and axis mappings)
and instructs the model to analyze the motion characteristics
comprehensively. The model output follows a structured for-

mat (full-segment and segment-wise analyses), ensuring both
consistency and coverage of critical aspects such as dominant
axis, motion smoothness, intensity, and transitions. The rest
of the RAG-HAR remains unchanged: once generated, these
natural language descriptors are vectorized using the text-
embedding model and indexed in the vector database. At
inference time, they enhance retrieval by providing richer,
semantically meaningful representations of the activities.

V. EXPERIMENT SETUP

A. Datasets

We evaluate RAG-HAR on six widely used HAR bench-
marks—HHAR [38], PAMAP2 [34], MHEALTH [5], GO-
TOV [32], SKODA [37], and USC-HAD [44]—which span 6
to 60 sensor channels and 6 to 16 activities, covering diverse
activity types such as locomotion (e.g., walking, running),
daily living tasks (e.g., ironing, vacuuming), fitness exercises
(e.g., cycling, jogging), manufacturing assembly-line tasks,
and settings that capture activity variations across pace, di-
rection, or equipment.

1) HHAR [38]: This dataset primarily contains locomotion-
style activities such as walking, sitting, standing, and going
up/down the stairs. The dataset consists of sensor data col-
lected from smart phones and smart watches. Following [18],
we use only sensor data at wrist part which consists of 6
channels. The window size is set to 2 seconds, with an overlap
of 50%. Data preparation for indexing and testing follows
[18].

2) PAMAP2 [34]: The dataset originally contains 52 chan-
nels, including heart rate and full IMU sensor streams. Follow-
ing [39], for this work, we retained 36 channels by excluding
heart rate, temperature, and orientation data, as orientation was
reported invalid during collection. We focused on 12 protocol-
defined activities recorded from 8 subjects. In addition to
locomotion activities, PAMAP2 contains daily living-room
activities such as ironing and vacuum cleaning. The IMU data
was sampled at 100 Hz, and we applied a sliding window of
200 samples (2 seconds) with a step size of 50 samples (0.5
seconds). Data preparation for indexing and testing follows
[39].

3) MHEALTH [5]: The dataset was sampled at 50 Hz and
contains 21 channels. In addition to locomotion activities,
it also includes exercises such as jogging, cycling and etc.
This has 12 activities in total. Following [39], we use sliding
windows of 200 samples (4 seconds) with a step size of 50
samples (1 second). Data preparation for indexing and testing
follows [39].

4) GOTOV [32]: The dataset contains 9 sensor channels
collected from three body positions on 35 older adults aged
over 61 while performing 16 activities. This dataset contains
same activities in different paces (e.g. walking slow, walking
normal and walking fast) and same acitivity with different
equipments (e.g. sitting on sofa, sitting on chair and sitting on
couch). Six participants were excluded due to missing sensor
data. Following [2], windows were created using 24-sample



segments with 50% overlap between consecutive windows.
Data preparation for indexing and testing follows [2].

5) SKODA [37]: This dataset contains recordings of 10
assembly-line activities performed by car manufacturing work-
ers, captured through 60 sensor channels positioned on the
right-hand side of the body. Following [2], windows were
created using 24-sample segments with 50% overlap between
consecutive windows. Data preparation for indexing and test-
ing follows [2].

6) USC-HAD [44]: This dataset includes accelerometer
and gyroscope signals, each with three degrees of freedom,
resulting in six channels per time step. Data was collected from
14 subjects performing 12 basic activities such as walking in
different directions, running, and jumping. Following [24],
the dataset was downsampled to 33.3 Hz, segmented into 1-
second windows with 50% overlap, and data from subjects 13
and 14 was reserved for testing. Data preparation for indexing
and testing follows [24].

B. Evaluation setup

We generated embeddings using text-embedding-3-
small [29], as this model consistently provided more
stable retrieval performance compared to alternatives. These
embeddings (dimension = 1536) were indexed in Zilliz [47],
a high-performance cloud vector database, which natively
supports the embedding output size. During retrieval, we
applied weighted re-ranking with weights (0.4, 0.2, 0.2,
0.2). Among the segmentations tested, the [full, start, mid,
end] configuration yielded the best balance of coverage and
accuracy. We fixed the number of retrieved contexts (q)
to 10, as higher values increased inference cost without
accuracy gains, while lower values reduced robustness. For
the classification stage, we employed gpt-5-mini [30], which
offered the best trade-off between accuracy and cost after
experiments with other models (openai, gemini and llama
variants). Finally, for prompt optimization, we used gpt-
5 [30], leveraging its stronger reasoning for more effective
refinements.

VI. RESULTS

A. Benchmarking baseline RAG-HAR

To assess the performance, RAG-HAR is compared with
SOTA HAR models from prior PerCom publications. Table I
shows that baseline RAG-HAR consistently outperforms the
SOTA across multiple HAR datasets. On PAMAP2, Skoda, and
GOTOV, RAG-HAR delivers gains of about 1–2% in F1-score
over the strongest prior models, while on MHEALTH RAG-
HAR achieves a marginal yet consistent improvement over
the best adversarial feature extractors. For more challenging
datasets such as HHAR, RAG-HAR improves performance by
over 7% F1-Score compared to SimCLR and DeepConvLSTM
baselines and remains competitive with the SOTA methods. On
USC-HAD, although slightly below the triplet-LSTM variant,
RAG-HAR still outperforms conventional CNN, LSTM, and

Transformer-like baselines. To further strengthen the perfor-
mance on this dataset, we evaluate the optimized stage of
RAG-HAR in § VI-B.

Although the performance gains may appear modest in some
datasets, they are particularly noteworthy for two reasons.
First, RAG-HAR achieves these improvements without any
pretraining, thereby reducing the additional time and resources
often required by self-supervised or adversarial approaches.
Second, by outperforming diverse baselines across multiple
datasets, RAG-HAR demonstrates a level of robustness and
generalization that is difficult to achieve with other benchmark
models without extensive task-specific retraining. Overall,
these results highlight RAG-HAR’s strong adaptability across
different sensor environments, setting new benchmarks in five
out of six datasets.

B. Dissecting RAG-HAR: Baseline and Optimized Versions

Fig. 4a presents the F1-score (as the datasets are imbal-
anced) achieved by different components of RAG-HAR on
the MHEALTH and USC-HAD datasets (best-performing and
least-performing datasets respectively).

1) Baseline RAG-HAR: We first analyze the performance
of the retriever using the embeddings stored in the vector
database. Predictions are made by constructing a distribution
of cosine similarity scores, applying a threshold of 0.75, and
assigning the majority class (i.e., the most frequent label
within the retrieved set) as the output. Fig. 4a shows that
F1-Score of retriever is around 40.1% and 82.9% for the
USC-HAD and MHEALTH datasets respectively. While this
provides a reasonable baseline, performance is still low as it
struggles in cases where activities share highly similar motion
patterns across subjects. For example, the retriever often
confuses running and jogging, since the embedding model
captures only minimal differences between these activities.

To better understand these retrieval behaviors, we visualize
the embeddings using t-SNE in Fig. 5. The visualization shows
that several activity classes (lie-down, stand, cycle, front-raise)
form compact and well-separated clusters, demonstrating that
the embedding stage of our RAG framework encodes rich
activity-specific structure. This explains why the retriever
succeeds in such cases. At the same time, locomotion activities
such as walk, jog, and run display partially overlapping
clusters, reflecting the natural difficulty of separating these
classes and clarifying why the retriever struggles with them.

Then, we assess the effect of augmenting retrieval with LLM
reasoning. The LLM leverages the retrieved samples as con-
textual evidence, enabling it to refine predictions, particularly
for ambiguous or minority-class instances. Overall, Fig. 4a
shows that incorporating the LLM yields a 14–19% increase
in F1-score across both datasets, highlighting the value of
combining retrieval process with language model reasoning.
The confusion matrix in Fig. 5 illustrates the resulting RAG-
HAR predictions for MHEALTH dataset. We notice that for
the majority of the classes LLM predictions are accurate.
However, misclassifications appear primarily for the sitting
activity, consistent with the embedding overlap and isolated



TABLE I: Benchmarking Baseline RAG-HAR with SOTAs.
The reference shows from where the values were taken.

Dataset Model Acc(%) F1(%)

PAMAP2

MC-CNN [39] 79.77 72.72
DeepConvLSTM [39] 76.23 67.54
Transformer-like [39] 82.88 74.84
METIER [39] 83.97 77.66
ADFE [39] [Percom ’22] 85.69 77.84
Softmax LSTM [24] - 79.20
Triplet LSTM [24] - 81.10
b-LSTM-S [24] - 86.80
Hargpt [23] 32.11 31.57
LLM as Virtual Annotators [21] 56.70 53.80
Triplet LSTM (OTL) [24][Percom ’21] - 90.40
RAG-HAR (ours) 91.60 91.12

MHEALTH

MC-CNN [39] 89.69 87.42
DeepConvLSTM [39] 89.24 87.17
Transformer-like [39] 87.44 85.13
METIER [39] 94.42 94.09
ADFE [39] [Percom ’22] 96.72 96.47
Softmax LSTM [24] - 44.20
Triplet LSTM (HTL-SB) [24] [Percom ’21] - 65.60
RAG-HAR (ours) 96.91 96.74

GOTOV

LSTM Learner Baseline [2] - 61.10
DeepConvLSTM [2] - 66.90
b-LSTM-S [2] - 63.90
Att. Model [2] - 70.70
Attend and Discriminate [2] - 76.20
ALAE-TAE-CutMix+ [2] [Percom ’23] - 79.40
RAG-HAR (ours) 81.55 79.92

Skoda

LSTM Learner Baseline [2] - 90.40
DeepConvLSTM [2] - 91.20
b-LSTM-S [2] - 92.10
Att. Model [2] - 91.30
Attend and Discriminate [2] - 92.80
ALAE-TAE-CutMix+ [2] [Percom ’23] - 94.80
RAG-HAR (ours) 96.04 95.21

USC-HAD

Softmax LSTM baseline [24] - 49.00
Triplet LSTM baseline [24] - 53.50
DeepConvLSTM [24] - 46.00
Transformer-like architecture [24] - 55.00
Triplet LSTM (HTL-SB) [24] [Percom ’21] - 62.80
RAG-HAR (ours) 57.20 58.63

HHAR

CPC [18] - 59.17
GRU Classifier [18] - 45.23
DeepConvLSTM [18] - 52.37
SimCLR [18] - 52.84
Enhanced CPC [18] [Percom ’23] - 59.25
RAG-HAR (ours) 58.61 59.86

points observed in the t-SNE visualization. Although some
other clusters exhibit overlap, the absence of isolated points
or hard-to-separate samples within these regions enables the
LLM to make accurate predictions.

2) Optimized RAG-HAR: Prompt optimization: As shown
in Fig. 4a, the integration of the prompt optimizer further en-
hances accuracy for both MHEALTH and USC-HAD datasets,
delivering an additional 2–5% improvement. The key reason is
that systematically refining the system prompt allows the opti-
mizer to guide the LLM in leveraging contextual information
more effectively, resulting in more accurate classification. For
example, Fig. 4b shows the top-5 optimized prompts generated
for the MHEALTH dataset. We notice that these prompt
examples represent some of the best-performing strategies to

guide LLM for HAR.
For instance, they provide explicit guidance for feature

extraction, as seen in Prompt 1 and Prompt 2, which detail how
to compute mean vectors or energy vectors using statistical
measures such as mean2+std2. Some prompts, such as Prompt
3 and Prompt 4, guide the LLM on how to process these fea-
tures and make predictions, for example through conventional
ML methods for classification, fusing different measurements
through weighted combinations etc. Overall and most impor-
tantly, these prompts break down the task into precise, step-
by-step procedures that support the LLM’s reasoning, yielding
more consistent and accurate activity classification compared
to high-level manual prompts.

We further noticed that the optimized prompts may differ
across datasets, as each dataset has unique signal characteris-
tics and activity distributions, requiring the optimizer to adap-
tively tailor strategies rather than relying on a single prompt
solution. In the absence of such an optimizer, discovering high-
quality prompts within this vast design space would be ad hoc,
highlighting its importance as a critical enabler for reliable
RAG-based classification.

3) Optimized RAG-HAR: LLM-based Acitivity Descriptor:
As shown in Fig. 4a, integrating this strategy improves RAG-
HAR’s accuracy on the USC-HAD dataset by nearly 6%.
Since text-embedding models are primarily specialized for
NLP tasks, providing richer and better-structured descriptions
that capture temporal patterns is essential to fully leverage
their capabilities, which in turn strengthens the retriever and
enhances the overall RAG pipeline.

Fig. 4c shows example descriptive texts generated for the
USC-HAD dataset (sensor at right hip). Unlike basic statistical
templates, these descriptions integrate both accelerometer and
gyroscope observations and explicitly characterize motion
profiles (e.g., periodicity, smoothness, intensity). Beyond raw
signal values, the texts embed semantic cues that align with
activity type (e.g., rhythmic stepping for walking), thereby
enriching the embeddings with motion-specific context that
improves retrieval, especially for activities with otherwise
similar statistical signatures.

C. Unseen HAR

To evaluate how LLMs handle unseen activities, we con-
ducted a series of experiments on the PAMAP2 dataset with
Baseline RAG-HAR, focusing on three aspects: (i) the open-
set classification capability to detect unseen activities, (ii) the
impact of label availability on unseen activity recognition, and
(iii) the LLM’s ability to generate meaningful labels for novel
activities. We define an unseen activity as one that is excluded
from the training set (in our case, the vector database).

1) Open-Set Classification: We conducted an open-set
classification experiment, following the same train/test splits,
segmentation strategy, and unknown proportion definition as
in [26]. The unknown proportion is defined as the ratio of with-
held activity classes to the total number of activity classes, and
we evaluated our framework under three openness conditions
(30%, 50%, and 70%) similar to [26]. Table II summarizes the
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(a) Strategies enhancing the RAG-HAR

Prompt 1 – (val acc = 100%)
Perform a simple template matching in which each activity has a template vector of mean values for its 
standard segments. Compare the candidate’s mean vector to each template, choosing the template with 
the minimal absolute difference across components.
Prompt 2 – (val acc = 100%)
Compute a 9-dimensional energy vector (mean²+std²) for each sensor axis, weight each component by 
the inverse of its class-specific variance, then choose the class whose weighted Euclidean distance to its 
energy template is smallest.
Prompt 3 – (val acc = 97.5%)
Compute an energy vector for each sensor: for each axis, take the mean of the squared mean and 
squared std. Concatenate energies of the 9 sensors into a 27-dimensional vector. Train a gradient 
boosted tree classifier on this vector. Classify the candidate and output the resulting activity ID.
Prompt 4 – (val acc = 97.5%)
You are a 12-class activity recognizer. For each candidate compute a 9-dimensional energy vector per 
sensor (mean²+std²), weight each dimension by the inverse training variance, and calculate the 
weighted Euclidean distance to every class energy template. Separately, flatten all sensor statistics into 
a 54-dim vector, apply PCA to retain 99.5 % variance, project both candidate and class prototypes, then 
compute Euclidean distance. Combine the two distances with a 70/30 weight (70 % energy, 30 % PCA), 
choose the smallest combined distance, and output the class ID (1-12) only.
Prompt 5 – (val acc = 95%)
Treat Whole, Start, Mid, and End segments independently, letting each segment propose a label based 
on simple heuristic rules (e.g., high chest acceleration → walking), then perform a majority vote across 
the segment labels to decide the final activity.

(b) Optimized prompts (MHEALTH)

Activity : Walking right (The subject walks clockwise in a full circle)
[Whole Segment]
The sensor records a sustained, repetitive motion characterized by pronounced vertical oscillations
(dominant axis X, up-down). The acceleration peaks reach roughly 2.8 g and the mean vertical
acceleration stays close to 1 g, indicating moderate to high intensity. Forward-backward (Y) and lateral
(Z) accelerations are comparatively small, with the Y axis slightly positive on average and Z near
neutral. The gyroscope shows large angular velocities primarily about the X axis (mean ≈ –24 dps,
peak-to-peak ≈ 154 dps) and smaller rotations about Y and Z, consistent with an up-down rocking
motion. The activity is clearly dynamic and periodic, with a step frequency of ~2 Hz (period ~0.5 s). No
sharp transitions are evident; the pattern is relatively smooth but with jerky elements in the gyroscope
signals, suggesting repeated impact or lift events. Overall, the motion is a moderately intense, rhythmic
vertical swing.
Activity : Walking left (The subject walks counter-clockwise in a full circle)
[Whole Segment]
This segment represents a clearly dynamic activity involving repeated, rhythmic hip excursions. The
accelerometer shows a consistent oscillatory pattern on the vertical axis (x), with peaks reaching the
full 2.3 g range and a mean of ≈0.98 g. The horizontal axes (y and z) display comparatively modest
fluctuations, indicating that the primary motion is vertical. The dominant frequency of the acceleration
signal (~2 Hz) and the step-count estimate of four steps suggest a brisk, stepping-type pattern.
Gyroscopic data reveal substantial angular velocity around the x-axis (mean ≈+28 dps) and notable
activity on the z-axis, pointing to concurrent hip rotation or tilting. Overall, the motion is upward–
downward, strongly periodic, and of high intensity, with clear peaks at each step and smooth
transitions between them.

(c) Activity descriptor (USC-HAD)

Fig. 4: Enhanced RAG-HAR strategies

Misclassified clusters

Fig. 5: TSNE analysis of the vector embeddings and confusion
matrix of the LLM prediction for MHEALTH dataset.

TABLE II: Open-set classification performance F1-Score (%).

Model Unknown Proportion
30% 50% 70%

MTMD [26] 82.37 70.33 67.05
RAG-HAR (ours) 88.75 77.39 69.92

results of these experiments, comparing our framework against
benchmark baselines under varying openness conditions. Our
approach delivers consistently stronger performance, in both
lower and higher openness, where RAG-HAR outperforms
MTMD by substantial margins of 3-7% F1-Score.

2) Impact of label availability on unseen activity recogni-
tion: Having established that RAG-HAR can effectively detect
unseen activities in open-set scenarios, we next investigate
the role of label availability in this process. We adopt a
leave-one-class-out protocol: one activity is held out from
database indexing and used exclusively as the test set, and
this procedure is repeated iteratively for all activities.

We evaluate the impact of label availability by comparing
two scenarios: (i) True label available: The system prompt
includes the full set of known activity labels along with the true
label of the unseen activity (e.g., embeddings from running are
absent in the database, but the test sample represents running,
and the prompt still includes running as a candidate label). (ii)
True label hidden: The system prompt replaces the unseen ac-
tivity label with the generic placeholder unseen activity (e.g.,

in the same example, running is replaced by unseen activity).
These two scenarios affect the label space in two key

ways. First, providing the true label introduces a semantic
anchor, a meaningful label the LLM has encountered during
foundational pretraining (by the vendor), which serves as a
natural reference point when the retrieved statistical features
align with that activity. Second, collapsing all unknown classes
into the generic placeholder compresses the label space,
increasing the likelihood of borderline cases being pushed
toward semantically or statistically similar known classes.

In our experiment, when the true label is available, accuracy
reaches 78.0 ± 19.8%, as the model leverages its pretrained
knowledge of that activity together with retrieved features.
When the true label is replaced with unseen activity, accuracy
drops to 63.2 ± 20.7%, a decline of nearly 15% of accuracy.
This reduction arises because removing the semantic anchor
shifts the model’s predictions toward nearby known classes,
producing misclassifications rather than consistently mapping
to the generic placeholder. This analysis reveals that LLMs can
leverage semantic knowledge embedded in labels to improve
unknown activity detection.

3) Labeling unseen activities: Beyond detecting that an
activity is unknown, a key advantage of LLM-based ap-
proaches is their ability to generate meaningful labels for novel
activities. We formulate unseen-class labelling as a two-stage
procedure. The LLM first generates a label for the unseen
activity, and second, we compute cosine similarity to map this
label to the closest semantically related ground-truth class in
the dataset. We analyze two cases: holding single and multiple
unknown activity classes in the test set.
Case 1 - Single unknown activity: Fig. 6 visualizes the
semantic proximity of LLM-predicted labels to true activity
classes. Each ground-truth activity serves as an anchor (black
X), and the predicted labels are plotted as colored points at
distances proportional to (1− cosine similarity). Accuracy
is then computed by mapping these predicted names to the
ground-truth based on semantic similarity.

Static postures show mixed difficulty: standing (96%) is
cleanly separated because of its near-zero motion profile,
whereas sitting (76%) is noticeably more error-prone and often
drifts toward lying (82%) when trunk orientation is ambiguous.



True label
LLM predicted 
activity label

X
descending_stairs

ascending_stairs

walking

running

standing

sitting

lying

Fig. 6: Semantic proximity of LLM-predicted labels to true
activities, and class labeling accuracy by unknown activity

Among locomotion classes, walking (94%) forms a tight,
high-confidence cluster, while running (84%) is moderately
compact with boundary spillover toward walking at lower
speeds/cadences. The stair classes exhibit the most overlap: as-
cending stairs (76%) and descending stairs (67%) frequently
receive intermediate labels such as “walking upstairs” or
generic “stairs,” which are semantically closer to walking and
blur the direction cue. This continuous overlap between stair-
related activities explains the difficulty of capturing direction-
specific cues when both share similar periodic gait dynamics.
Overall, the model demonstrates strong reliability in label-
ing distinct postures and major gait types, while systematic
confusion persists among activities that are semantically and
physiologically related.
Case 2 - Multiple unknown activities: Conventional DL
models trained on fixed taxonomies have limited ability to
handle novelty. They typically extend the label space in a
binary way, sending all out-of-distribution inputs to a sin-
gle unknown class. While this provides a basic rejection
mechanism, it collapses diverse forms of novelty into one
undifferentiated bucket, masking important differences be-
tween unseen behaviors. In contrast, LLMs leverage pretrained
semantic knowledge to assign more fine-grained and human-
interpretable labels, effectively partitioning the unknown space
into meaningful subcategories. This preserves semantic rich-
ness that fixed-taxonomy systems usually discard, enabling a
more informative treatment of unseen activities.

To probe this capability, we extend our experiments by with-
holding multiple novel classes simultaneously. This setting
requires the model to differentiate between distinct unknowns.
We further vary the number of withheld classes to evaluate
scalability in the multi-unknown regime. RAG-HAR achieves
a best accuracy of 96.47% when a single class is withheld, and
maintains strong performance with 92.73% for two unknown
classes and 88.90% for three, demonstrating its robustness in
generating consistent and separable labels even under increas-
ing ambiguity. These results demonstrate that RAG-HAR is
not only competitive in moderate open-set settings but also
robust when the unknown space becomes larger and more
challenging, underscoring RAG-HAR’s effectiveness for real-
world open-world recognition scenarios.

VII. DISCUSSION AND LIMITATIONS

A. Limitations

The RAG-HAR framework demonstrates that RAG with
LLMs can be effective for HAR, but some limitations remain.
First, sensor windows (e.g., 60 channels in the Skoda) are
represented with statistical descriptors to fit within LLM
context limits, which sacrifices fine-grained temporal patterns
and inter-channel dependencies. Future work may incorporate
raw or downsampled sequences using techniques like PCA or
adaptive sampling. Second, we relied on a general-purpose
text embedding model, requiring statistical-to-text conversion.
While workable, this limits the expressiveness of sensor read-
ings; future advances in general-purpose time-series embed-
ding models—analogous to CLIP for images—could allow
direct indexing of raw windows without preprocessing.

B. Future work

Beyond these limitations, several directions highlight the
broader potential of our approach. One avenue is extending
RAG-HAR to a multi-agent framework, where specialized
agents handle different sensors or body parts, each with
its own RAG module. By collaborating, these agents could
resolve ambiguities and scale to complex multi-sensor settings.
Another consideration is model choice: we selected gpt-5-mini
as our base model to balance cost and reasoning capability.
While different models may require distinct prompts for opti-
mal performance—a direction we leave for future work—our
prompt optimization methodology (§ IV-A) can automatically
identify effective prompts across LLMs. Finally, while LLMs
exhibit some non-determinism, our retrieval-augmented design
mitigates this by grounding predictions in activity examples,
yielding stable classifications across multiple runs.

C. Cost, Time, and Deployment Complexity

A core strength of RAG-HAR is that it delivers SOTA ac-
curacy while remaining computationally lightweight, training-
free, and highly cost-effective. In contrast to deep learning
based HAR systems, which require lengthy training cycles
and repeated fine-tuning for each dataset, RAG-HAR performs
inference using only basic statistical descriptors, a vector
database retrieval, and a single LLM call per window. This
shift from model-centric training to retrieval-augmented rea-
soning significantly reduces both engineering overhead and
operational cost.

1) Cost Efficiency: RAG-HAR incurs only minimal cost
across all stages of the pipeline. On the MHEALTH dataset,
generating embeddings for the 4,000-sample indexing set cost
$0.0176, and the optional prompt optimization procedure,
which is run once offline during development, cost $12.56 and
does not scale with dataset size. During deployment, the only
recurring expense is the LLM inference step. Running 600
RAG-HAR predictions costs $0.3739, which gives an amortized
per-sample inference cost of $0.000623. These values show
that RAG-HAR operates at a very small fraction of the cost
associated with deep learning pipelines that typically require
multi-epoch GPU training and periodic fine-tuning.



2) Time Efficiency: RAG-HAR also offers a lightweight
inference-time profile since each prediction requires only a
single embedding lookup and a single LLM forward pass.
Unlike deep learning pipelines, which require multi-hour train-
ing, repeated fine-tuning, and multi-seed runs to achieve stable
performance, RAG-HAR avoids all training time entirely. At
inference time, prediction latency is dominated by a single
LLM call, making the system comparable to the time of one
forward pass in a conventional neural classifier without the
cost of training that classifier in the first place.

3) Deployment and Adaptation Simplicity: Although RAG-
HAR contains several components, the overall system is sig-
nificantly simpler to deploy and maintain than deep learning
based HAR approaches. All activity knowledge is stored in the
vector database instead of being encoded in model parameters.
Adapting the system to new users or adding unseen activities
requires only computing statistical descriptors and inserting
the corresponding embeddings into the database. This avoids
the need for gradient updates or retraining and shifts the
computational burden from heavy iterative optimization to
lightweight descriptor extraction, fast retrieval, and a single
LLM call. As a result, RAG-HAR provides a practical and
scalable solution for real-world settings where users, sensors,
and activities evolve.

VIII. CONCLUSION

This paper introduced RAG-HAR, a training-free HAR
framework that combines RAG with LLM reasoning. Activity
windows are represented by statistical descriptors, indexed
in a vector database, and classified through similarity search
and LLM reasoning, achieving SOTA results without any
training or fine-tuning. Beyond closed-set recognition, RAG-
HAR demonstrated open-set reasoning, where the LLM in-
ferred unseen activities using its prior knowledge—an ability
traditional DL models lack. Overall, by uniting retrieval, LLM
reasoning and other optimization strategies, RAG-HAR pro-
vides a scalable, training-free alternative to conventional HAR
pipelines, with strong potential for real-world deployment
and future research in pervasive computing and retrieval-
augmented inference.
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