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Resumen
—
> Human Activity Recognition (HAR) plays an important role in healthcare, surveillance, and smart environments, where reli-

able action recognition supports timely decision-making and automation. Although deep learning-based HAR systems are widely
. adopted, the impact of Activation Functions (AF) and Model Optimizers (MO) on performance has not been sufficiently analyzed,
especially in terms of how their combinations influence model behavior in practical scenarios. Most existing studies focus on ar-
—chitecture design, while the interaction between AF and MO choices remains relatively unexplored. In this work, we investigate
the effect of three commonly used activation functions (ReLU, Sigmoid, and Tanh) combined with four optimization algorithms
(SGD, Adam, RMSprop, and Adagrad) using two recurrent deep learning architectures, namely BiLSTM and ConvLSTM. Ex-
periments are conducted on six medically relevant activity classes selected from the HMDBS51 and UCF101 datasets, considering
their suitability for healthcare-oriented HAR applications. Our experimental results show that ConvLSTM consistently outperforms
BiLSTM across both datasets. ConvLSTM combined with Adam or RMSprop achieves accuracy levels of up to 99.00%, demon-
strating strong spatio-temporal learning capability and stable performance. While BiLSTM performs reasonably well on UCF101
with accuracy close to 98.00%, its performance significantly drops to around 60.00% on HMDBS51, indicating limited robustness
across datasets and weaker sensitivity to AF and MO variations.These findings highlight that model performance in HAR is strongly
influenced by the choice of activation function and optimizer. Based on our analysis, ConvLSTM with ReLLU and either Adam or
RMSprop emerges as a reliable and effective configuration for accurate human activity recognition. This study provides practical
insights for optimizing HAR systems, particularly for real-world healthcare environments where fast and precise activity detection
is critical.

Palabras Clave: Human Activity Recognition, Activation Function, Model Optimizer, Stochastic Gradient Descent, Deep
Learning
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However, challenges such as vanishing or exploding gradi-
ents, slow convergence, and sensitivity to hyperparameter set-
tings have motivated extensive research into improved optimiza-
tion algorithms and activation functions to enhance robustness
and efficiency [8—11]. In this context, analysing the interplay
between AF and MO is essential for addressing common issues
such as low accuracy, unstable training, and computational in-
efficiency in DL-based systems [9]. By systematically study-
ing the performance of different AF and MO combinations, this
work aims to provide insights into their impact on convergence
speed, generalization capability, and computational cost. The
overall motivation is to develop scalable and robust DL mod-
els that can operate reliably in real-world environments, where
performance is often constrained by data complexity and lim-
ited computational resources [12].

Although UCF101 and HMDB51 are among the most widely
used datasets in HAR, they exhibit several important limitations
[4, 13]. Both datasets are relatively small and lack the diversity
needed to fully capture the complexity of human activities in
unconstrained real-world settings [14]. Most videos are col-
lected from curated sources such as YouTube or movies, which
introduces a bias towards staged or well-structured environ-
ments [15]. As a result, many subtle or less common activities
are under-represented. In addition, challenges such as occlu-
sions, variations in viewpoint, background clutter, and changes
in illumination make accurate recognition difficult [14].

Models also struggle to capture long-term temporal depen-
dencies due to limited temporal depth in many clips [15]. Re-
cent research has shown that even state-of-the-art architectures
perform poorly when evaluated on noisy or distorted versions
of these datasets [16]. While transformer-based models have
achieved encouraging results, particularly in handling temporal
sequences and improving robustness to distortions, significant
challenges remain in generalizing to unseen actions and adapt-
ing to real-time, unconstrained environments [14, 15]. The ob-
jectives of this research, therefore, include evaluating the ef-
fect of AF and MO choices, proposing practical configuration
guidelines, and providing empirical evidence to support the se-
lection of appropriate AF and MO combinations for HAR tasks.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion 2 provides a summary of relevant research. Section 3 de-
scribes the datasets used in this work. Section 4 presents the
proposed methodology and model configurations. Section 5 re-
ports and analyses the experimental results. Section 6 analyzes
the model comparison. Finally, Section 7 concludes the paper
and outlines directions for future work.

1.1. Research Motivation

HAR has become increasingly significant in domains such
as healthcare monitoring, smart surveillance, and context-aware
systems [10, 11, 17, 18]. As DL models continue to dominate
HAR solutions, their success depends heavily on the appro-
priate selection of model components, particularly the dataset,
AF, and MO. Despite the growing popularity of DL-based ap-
proaches, the combined influence of MO and AF on HAR per-
formance remains largely underexplored in the current litera-
ture. Most existing studies have concentrated on architectural

variations or dataset improvements, often overlooking how fun-
damental hyperparameters affect learning behaviour and gener-
alization capability.

Beyond architectural design, HAR performance also depends
strongly on hyperparameter choices, in particular the pairing
of AFs and MOs. Yet, in most existing studies these compo-
nents are fixed to conventional combinations (e.g., ReLU with
Adam) without systematic comparison. This work is therefore
motivated by the need to evaluate commonly used AF and MO
pairs on recurrent deep models, using curated subsets of two
widely used HAR datasets, and to derive empirically grounded
recommendations for healthcare-oriented activity recognition.

HAR plays an essential role in several fields, particularly in
medical and healthcare applications [12]. Achieving accurate
recognition is challenging due to variations in human move-
ments, environmental conditions, and contextual factors. Hu-
man activities can be categorized into several fundamental groups
based on purpose, motion characteristics, context, or domain-
specific requirements [14]. Furthermore, the percentage distri-
bution illustrated in Figure 1 indicates that research efforts in
healthcare-focused HAR remain comparatively limited. This
observation further motivates the present study to investigate
HAR methods tailored to clinically relevant activities.

1.2. Major Contributions

The primary goal of this research is to investigate and quan-
tify the effects of AF-MO combinations on the performance of
deep learning-based HAR systems. The main contributions are
as follows:

e We curate six medically relevant activity classes from
each of the HMDBS51 and UCF101 datasets, focusing on
movements and self-care tasks commonly used in mobil-
ity assessment, fall detection, and daily activity monitor-
ing.

o We systematically evaluate three activation functions (ReLU,
Sigmoid, Tanh) and four optimizers (SGD, Adam, RM-
Sprop, Adagrad) across two recurrent architectures, Con-
vLSTM and BiLSTM, for video-based HAR.

e We show that ConvLSTM, when paired with ReL.U or
Sigmoid and adaptive optimizers such as Adam or RM-
Sprop, achieves up to 99% accuracy on both subsets, while
BiLSTM performs strongly on UCF101 but struggles on
HMDBS51, highlighting dataset-dependent behaviour.

e Unlike prior work that mainly introduces new architec-
tures, this study explicitly analyses how AF and MO choices
influence convergence and accuracy, and provides prac-
tical guidelines for selecting suitable configurations in
healthcare-oriented HAR scenarios based on public video
datasets.

These findings provide actionable recommendations for con-
figuring recurrent deep-learning models and support researchers
and practitioners in building effective and reliable human activ-
ity recognition systems.
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2. Related Works

Numerous studies have explored the application of DL tech-
niques for HAR. Earlier HAR methods relied heavily on hand-
crafted spatial and temporal features, which often produced sub-
optimal performance because of variations in human movements,
camera angles, illumination, and background clutter [1, 19-21].
With the advancement of computer vision, CNN-based mod-
els have demonstrated strong capability in extracting discrim-
inative spatial features, leading to significant improvements in
HAR tasks [2]. Recurrent neural networks, including LSTM,
BiLSTM, and ConvLSTM, further enhanced HAR performance
by learning long-term temporal dependencies and motion dy-
namics in video sequences [6]. More recently, transformer-
based architectures such as ViT have been incorporated into
HAR due to their ability to capture long-range spatio-temporal
relationships. Figure 1 presents the percentage distribution of
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Figure 1: Percentage distribution of different types of human activities

different types of human activities, highlighting the growing
relevance of HAR in healthcare applications.

A number of recent studies related to HAR are summarized
in Table 1. These works investigate diverse architectures rang-
ing from CNN-RNN hybrids and lightweight mobile models
to transformer-based encoders. Although these models achieve
competitive performance, several consistent limitations can be
observed:

The consistent reliance on specific activation functions and
optimizers indicates a gap in the literature: the interaction be-
tween AF and MO is rarely studied, even though these hyperpa-
rameters significantly influence model convergence, robustness,
and generalization. This gap motivates the present study, which
systematically evaluates the performance of multiple AF and
MO combinations across recurrent architectures (ConvLSTM
and BiLSTM) using medically relevant activity subsets from
HMDBS51 and UCF101. Our goal is to offer practical guid-
ance for selecting appropriate activation—optimizer pairs when
designing efficient, stable, and application-ready HAR systems.

3. Datasets Description

The quality and relevance of the dataset play a crucial role
in the performance of any machine learning or deep learning
model, including those used in HAR [30]. Therefore, select-
ing appropriate datasets based on the goals of the experiment
is essential. In this study, we consider two widely used public
datasets: HMDB51 and UCF101. HMDBS51 is a well-known
dataset consisting of 51 human action categories. Each cate-
gory contains at least 101 video clips collected from diverse
sources such as movies, YouTube, and other online platforms.
The videos are recorded at 24 FPS, and the dataset contains a
total of 6,766 clips in .mp4 format, with a total size of approxi-
mately 8 GB. For this research, we focus on six medically rele-
vant activities: fall floor, walk, stand, eat, sit, and drink. These
actions are commonly used in healthcare applications involving
mobility assessment and activity monitoring. Video durations
range from approximately 3 to 15 seconds [31]. UCF101 is an-
other widely used HAR dataset containing 13,320 video clips
across 101 categories. The videos are collected from YouTube
and represent a wide range of human activities recorded in re-
alistic, unconstrained environments. Each video is encoded
in .avi format at an average frame rate of 24 FPS. For this
study, six medically relevant classes were selected: Brushing-
Teeth, Diving, WritingOnBoard, PushUps, BodyWeightSquats,
and Typing. These activities represent ADL-related movements
and self-care tasks, making them suitable for healthcare mon-
itoring scenarios [32]. Figure 2 shows the class-wise distribu-
tion of both datasets, and Table 2 presents the distribution of
videos across each selected class.It is worth noting that the se-
lected HMDBS1 subset exhibits class imbalance (for example,
the walk class contains substantially more clips than the others).
In this work, we rely on shuffled mini-batch training without ex-
plicit rebalancing and primarily report overall accuracy. A more
detailed treatment of class imbalance and its effect on per-class
performance is left for future work.

In this study, we specifically chose these six classes from
each dataset because they are directly relevant to healthcare-
oriented HAR applications. Activities such as walking, sitting,
standing, and falling are fundamental for fall detection, reha-
bilitation tracking, and elderly mobility assessment. Self-care
tasks like eating, brushing teeth, and writing are commonly
used in ADL evaluations and cognitive or motor-function mon-
itoring [33, 34]. In contrast, sports-oriented classes from the
original datasets were excluded due to high variability, limited
relevance in medical contexts, and reduced interpretability in
clinical environments [35]. Restricting the analysis to medi-
cally relevant classes also alleviates issues related to class im-
balance and label noise. Prior work has shown that domain-
specific class selection improves model accuracy and makes
HAR systems more suitable for real-world healthcare scenar-
ios, particularly in edge devices or low-resource environments
[34, 36]. The dataset preparation pipeline begins with extract-
ing frames at 24 FPS from each video. All frames are resized
to 64x64 pixels with three RGB channels, normalized, and en-
coded before splitting into training, validation, and testing sets.
This ensures consistent feature extraction and promotes stable
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Table 1: Summary of recent HAR studies and their research gaps

Ref DOI Year Dataset Methods Activation Functions Optimizer Accuracy Research Gap
22] 2025 KTH, UCF  Sports, 2D Conv-RBM + LSTM + optimized frame se- ReLU (Conv-RBM), Sig- Adam 97.3%, 94.8%, Limited to static backgrounds; lacks real-time
HMDBS51 lection moid (LSTM) 81.5% processing.
23] 2024 KTH, UCF Sports, CLIP + temporal prompt reparam + dual se- ReLU, GELU Adam 97.3%, 94.8%, High computation cost; limited robustness in low-
HMDBS1 mantic supervision 81.5% resource languages.
[24] 2024 KTH, HMDBS51 Review of CNNs, RNNs, Transformers ReLU, Softmax SGD, Adam 96.3% Needs real-time efficiency, cross-domain adapta-
tion.
[25] 2024 SisFall, PAMAP2 Wavelet + CNN, MobileNetV3, ResNet, ReLU Adam - 98.1% Limited wavelet exploration; not focused on real-
GoogleNet time.
[26] 2024 MeltdownCrisis ViT + ResNet hybrid ReLU Adam 92% No comparison with autism-specific methods.
271 2023 HMDBS51, UCF101, Mobile-CNNs + ViT ReLU, Hard-Swish, SGD, Adam 91.61-95.34% Needs real-world robustness testing.
NTU SiLU
28] 2022 V1, lJester, UCFI01, MEST: Spatio-Temporal Encoder model ReLU Adam Competitive Limited real-time scalability.
HMDBS51
[29] 2021 HWU-USP CNN + LSTM fusion ReL.U, Sigmoid, Tanh Adam 81.5% Weak temporal reasoning; lacks scalability.

Table 2: Distribution of videos in each category

HMDB51 Dataset UCF101 Dataset

drink 164 BodyWeightSquats 112
eat 108  BrushingTeeth 131
sit 142 Diving 150
stand 154  PushUps 102
walk 548 Typing 136
fall_floor 136  WritingOnBoard 152

model training [37]. The video clips do not require low-level
preprocessing or enhancement, making them suitable for direct
training of LSTM-based architectures [38]. Video durations
range from (.73 to 17.66 seconds across both datasets, and all
frames are stored as . jpg images to facilitate efficient process-
ing. These six classes were chosen because they are clinically
meaningful for healthcare HAR tasks such as fall detection, mo-
bility assessment, and daily activity monitoring.

4. Proposed Methodology

Figure 3 illustrates the overall workflow of the proposed
HAR framework. From Figure 2, the process begins with the
collection of video data showing six activities from both datasets.
Videos are uniformly sampled into fixed-length frame sequences,
preprocessed, and split into training, validation, and testing sets.
In our study, two different models are used to classify the ac-
tivities. These models are evaluated by pairing them with four
different MOs and three AFs. This work reports overall ac-
curacy, per-class accuracy, and confusion matrices to evaluate
classification performance. To ensure fair evaluation, a video-
wise split was used so that frames from the same video never
appear in both training and testing sets, eliminating any possi-
bility of data leakage. To ensure a fair evaluation, a video-wise
split was used so that frames from the same video never appear
in both training and testing sets, eliminating any possibility of
data leakage. All experiments were run multiple times with
different random seeds to verify that the observed trends were
stable. For each configuration, we monitored the training and
validation accuracy and loss curves to assess convergence be-
haviour.

Then the model’s performance is evaluated using metrics
such as Accuracy (A), Precision (P), Recall (R), and possibly
the ROC curve to assess its effectiveness. Along with accuracy,
precision, recall, and F1-score were computed to provide a bal-

SoftMax ReLU  Tanh

RMSprop
Adagrad

Recommends Final
Activation Function and
Model optimizer on the

ConvLSTM and BiLSTM

- [ Accuracy

i~ [ [ Precision

Recall

Model on
HBDBS1 and UCF101
...... 3 F1-Score ]

Datasets
&

Figure 3: The overview of Proposed Methodology

anced evaluation, especially in the presence of class imbalance.
The model’s performance is primarily evaluated using classifi-
cation accuracy on the held-out test sets. During training we
also monitored the evolution of training and validation loss and
accuracy to check for overfitting and convergence behaviour.

4.1. Deep Learning Models

Traditional machine learning methods in HAR often rely
on hand-crafted features, which can be labor-intensive, dataset-
specific, and limited in capturing the complex temporal and
spatial dynamics of human activities. In contrast, deep learn-
ing models have emerged as powerful tools that significantly
enhance the performance and robustness of HAR systems. The
study investigates the following two deep learning architectures
to analyze the impact of activation functions and optimizers
on HAR performance. In this work, we employed BiLSTM
and ConvLSTM architectures instead of heavier backbones of
other DL models due to their superior ability to capture both
spatial and long-term temporal dependencies inherent in video-
based HAR tasks. The ConvLSTM model, in particular, was
shown to outperform traditional LSTM by explicitly modeling
spatiotemporal correlations leading to enhanced performance
in activity recognition scenarios [39],[40]. LSTM based mod-
els effectively extract long-term motion patterns across video
frames, whereas pure CNN architectures often struggle to cap-
ture this temporal context [41],[42]. While some DL mod-
els excel in global spatial dependencies, they introduce sig-
nificantly higher computational complexity and require larger
training data, making them less suitable for medical HAR tasks
where real-time inference and resource constraints are critical
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[42],[43]. Our selection of both models strikes an ideal bal-
ance offering robust spatiotemporal modeling capabilities while
maintaining low latency, simpler training, and effective perfor-
mance on limited medical datasets. This design choice aligns
with prior research emphasizing their applicability in healthcare-
oriented HAR, particularly for fall detection, rehabilitation mon-
itoring, and daily activity analysis.

4.1.1. ConvLSTM (Convolutional Long Short-Term Memory)

ConvLSTM is particularly useful for tasks involving video
analysis, action recognition, and other applications that require
modeling the temporal evolution of spatial data. The ConvL-
STM (Convolutional Long Short-Term Memory) architecture
extends the traditional LSTM by incorporating convolutional
operations to preserve spatial structure while learning temporal
dependencies [44]. Figure 4 illustrates the control-flow repre-
sentation of the ConvLSTM, showing the input gate (i,), forget
gate (f;), output gate (o,), and the cell state (C;). The cell state
C; is updated using the input and forget gates along with the
candidate cell state, as described in the standard ConvLSTM
formulation [44, 45]. The equations for each gating mechanism
are provided below.

ir = 0 (Wi X, + Wy % hy_y + bjj + by;) (1)
fi= 0 (Wig 5 X, + Wg 5 by + bi + by ) )
0y = O-(Wio * Xt + Who * ht—l + bio + bho) (3)

C[ = ﬁ@ct_l + i[@tanh (WiC * Xt + th * hf—l + biC + th) (4)

In this work, the ConvLSTM model is designed to under-
stand both what is happening in each video frame and how those
events evolve over time. Each clip is uniformly sampled into 30
frames (64x64x%3), normalized, and fed into a two-layer Con-
VvLSTM network. Unlike traditional LSTM, ConvLSTM ap-
plies convolutional filters at every time step, enabling the de-
tection of spatial patterns such as shapes, edges, and motion re-
gions, while the LSTM gating mechanism preserves temporal
continuity across frames.The first ConvLSTM2D layer extracts
local spatial features and short-term motion patterns, whereas
the second ConvLSTM2D layer builds richer spatiotemporal
representations by linking these features across a longer tem-
poral span. The resulting feature maps are then flattened and
passed through fully connected layers, culminating in a Soft-
max classifier that outputs probabilities for the six healthcare-
related activity classes.

h[ = 0 o tanh(ct) (5)

Here, W;, W;¢, W;,, W, are weight matrices for input-to-gate
connections, Wy;, Wy, r, Wy, Wy, are weight matrices for hidden-
to-gate connections, and bj;, bz, biy, bic, bpi, bys, by, by are the
bias vectors. X, represents the input at time #, while 4,_; and
C;_1 denote the previous hidden and cell states. This hidden

state is then passed to the next time step. These equations de-
scribe the flow of information through the ConvLSTM cell at
each time step. The convolutional operations allow the net-
work to capture spatial dependencies in the input data sequence,
making ConvLSTM particularly effective for tasks involving
sequential data with spatial characteristics, such as video pro-
cessing and activity recognition [46, 47]. To train this model,
it uses parameters list in Table 3 and features extracted from
image sequences that are illustrated.

Table 3: ConvLSTM Model Parameters

Parameter Value
Total Parameters 266,240
Trainable Parameters 266,240
Non-trainable Parameters 0
Batch Size 16
Epochs 150

Loss Function
Optimizers
Activation Functions
Learning Rate

Sparse Categorical Crossentropy
Adam, RMSprop, SGD, Adagrad
Softmax, ReLU, Tanh
0.0001

~ Sofidfax
C,, _ ot

Figure 4: The internal architecture of ConvLSTM

By combining spatial feature extraction with temporal se-
quence modeling in a single architecture, the ConvLSTM proves
highly effective at capturing complex human activities, even in
short, noisy video sequences.

4.1.2. BiLSTM (Bidirectional Long Short-Term Memory)

We adopted the specialized LSTM variant known as Deep
BiLSTM, an extension of the traditional Bidirectional LSTM
(BiLSTM) architecture. This model is particularly effective
in analyzing sequential spatial features within the local envi-
ronment, enabling the capture of long-term dependencies in
spatiotemporal patterns. Figure 5 presents the detailed archi-
tecture of the proposed Deep BiLSTM model. The correspond-
ing model parameters are summarized in Table 4 and clas-
sify human actions based on features extracted from image se-
quence. BiLSTM processes frame sequences bidirectionally,
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enabling richer temporal context modeling. It’s especially use-
ful in tasks like video-based action recognition and gesture de-
tection, where context from the whole sequence matters and
regular LSTMs that only look forward, BiLSTM captures in-
formation from both before and after each moment, making it
better at spotting patterns across time. Both the learnt informa-
tion by above hidden states is combined in latter layer. Equation
(6) to (8) explains the operations performed in BiLSTM unit.

P, = o(Wyx, + WaP,_;) © tanh(C,) (6)
P = 0(Wsx; + WyP,_1) © tanh(C)) 7
0g; = WsP, + WPy ®)

where x; is the input at time ¢, wy, wa, . . ., we are the weights
of gates of LSTM cells. P, are the forward and P,,; backward
output, og; is combined output at time #, and C;, C; are the
forward and backward LSTM respectively [48]. It describes
how a BiLSTM computes its outputs by processing the input
sequence in both forward and backward directions. At each
time step ¢, the forward LSTM output P; is calculated by ap-
plying a o sigmoid function to a weighted sum of the current
input x, and the previous output P,_;, followed by element wise
multiplication with the transformed cell state tanh(C;). Simi-
larly, the backward LSTM output P;,; is computed similarly
but processes the sequence in reverse, using separate weights
and its own cell state C;. Finally, the outputs from both direc-
tions are combined using a weighted sum to produce the final
BiLSTM output og, at time ¢. This fusion of forward and back-
ward context allows the BiLSTM to effectively capture video
information from both past and future time steps, improving
its performance on sequential tasks in HAR [49]. As a result,
BiLSTM and its deeper variants remain widely adopted in the
development of intelligent, context aware HAR systems.

Table 4: BILSTM Model Parameters

Parameter Value
Total Parameters 8,138,104
Trainable Parameters 8,095,640
Non-trainable Parameters 42.464
Batch Size 16
Epochs 150

Loss Function
Optimizers
Activation Functions
Learning Rate

Sparse Categorical Crossentropy
Adam, RMSprop, SGD, Adagrad
Softmax, ReLU, Tanh
0.0001

We experiment with multiple AF within the hidden layers
and MO to evaluate their influence on convergence behavior
and classification accuracy. This configuration allows the net-
work to capture not only what is happening in each frame but
also how actions evolve over time, resulting in a robust model
for complex HAR in short, noisy video sequences. All exper-
iments used batch size = 16. BiLSTM was trained for 150
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Figure 5: The internal architecture of BILSTM

epochs using a learning rate of le-3. Loss function: sparse cat-
egorical cross-entropy. Data augmentation: random crop, hori-
zontal flip, brightness jitter. BILSTM remains a widely adopted
model in intelligent and context-aware HAR systems due to its
high accuracy and robust temporal modeling ability.

4.2. Activation Functions (AF)

AFs introduce non-linearity into deep learning models, en-
abling them to learn complex patterns and representations from
sensor or video data.Without activation functions, deep networks
would behave like a simple linear regression model, limiting
their capability to handle real-world data intricacies found in
HAR tasks. The choice of activation function can affect the
Model convergence speed, Representation power, Gradient flow
during backpropagation, Overall accuracy and generalization
capability. This research considers only three activation func-
tions named ReLU (Rectified Linear Unit), Sigmoid and Tanh
(Hyperbolic Tangent). All of the Activation functions have
some major characteristics and make them different from each
other’s.

4.2.1. ReLU

ReLU (Rectified Linear Unit) is a computationally efficient
activation function that helps reduce the vanishing gradient prob-
lem by allowing gradients to propagate through the network
without saturating. It is particularly effective in CNN-based and
hybrid HAR models, where speed and performance are critical.
ReLU also encourages sparse activation, meaning fewer neu-
rons are activated at once, leading to better generalization and
improved model efficiency.

4.2.2. Sigmoid

Sigmoid is commonly used in binary classification tasks due
to its output range of 0 to 1, which is interpretable as probabil-
ity. It is often applied in the output layer of models to provide
a clear decision boundary. However, Sigmoid suffers from the
vanishing gradient problem, especially in deep networks, which
can slow down training and hinder the model’s ability to learn
effectively.
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Table 5: Comparison of commonly used activation functions in deep learning-based HAR models.

Activation Func- | Equation Advantages Drawbacks
tion
ReLU [50] f(x) = max(0, x) Efficient for HAR video tasks due | Can cause dead neurons; ignores

to fast convergence; effectively
captures prominent spatial fea-

negative activations, potentially
limiting the representation of fine

tures. temporal patterns.
Sigmoid [51] fx) = ﬁ Produces smooth probabilistic | Suffers from severe vanishing gra-
outputs; suitable for binary or | dient issues in deeper architec-

confidence-based HAR decisions.

tures, reducing training efficiency.

X

Tanh [52] f(x) = ‘:;—f; Zero-centered output improves se- | Slower training compared to
quential modeling; often preferred | ReLU; still vulnerable to gradient
for LSTM-based HAR tasks. saturation in deep networks.

Table 6: Model Optimizer Comparison
Optimizer Equation Advantages Drawbacks
SGD [53] WD = w?) —1n - | Good for simple HAR tasks; | Slow training, struggles with
B;(w) learns steadily. noisy data, needs tuning.
Wj

ny

Virte

Adam [54] Wiel = Wi—1p-

Fast for complex tasks, han-
dles large datasets.

Uses more memory, risk of
overfitting, struggles with
sparse data.

RMSProp [55] | Wie1 = wi—1-—2

Vi+e

Good for dynamic patterns,
effective in LSTM models.

Unstable for sparse data, re-
quires careful tuning.

Adagrad [56] | wi =
&

VG +e

Wy — 11

Good for sparse data, adapts
learning rate.

Slows down over time,
struggles with dense data,
may stop learning early.

4.2.3. Tanh

Tanh outputs values between -1 and 1, providing a more bal-
anced activation range compared to Sigmoid, making it ideal for
sequence modeling tasks like those in RNNs and LSTMs. De-
spite its advantages in balancing activations, Tanh is slower to
compute and still suffers from the vanishing gradient problem,
especially in deep networks, limiting its use in very deep ar-
chitectures. These behaviours are particularly relevant in HAR
tasks, where models must balance fast convergence with sta-
ble gradient flow. A concise comparison of the three activation
functions used in this work is provided in Table 5. We focus
on AF and MO variations because prior HAR studies rarely an-
alyze their joint impact, despite strong influence on gradient
stability and convergence in recurrent video models.

4.3. Model Optimizers (MO)

MO are used to update the weights of the neural network
to minimize the loss function. The efficiency and stability of
the training process in HAR models significantly depend on
the choice of the optimizer. Optimizer selection influences the
training convergence speed, stability of learning, ability to es-
cape local minima and the performance on imbalanced or noisy
HAR datasets. This research considers only four MOs and Each
model is trained using all combinations of AF and MO. All of

the MO has some major characteristics and make them different
from each other’s.

4.3.1. Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD)

Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) is a simple and widely
used optimization algorithm in machine learning. It updates the
model weights by calculating the gradient of the loss function
with respect to a single data point, rather than the entire dataset.
This makes it computationally efficient and suitable for large
datasets. However, SGD requires careful tuning of the learning
rate, and it can be slower compared to more advanced optimiz-
ers, especially when the learning rate is not optimal.

4.3.2. Adaptive Moment Estimation (Adam)

Adaptive Moment Estimation (Adam) is a popular optimiza-
tion algorithm that combines the benefits of RMSProp and mo-
mentum. It adapts the learning rate for each parameter based
on first and second moments of the gradients. Adam is known
for its fast convergence and is highly effective when dealing
with noisy gradients. This makes it particularly useful for deep
architectures like ConvLSTM, where training can be complex
and time-consuming.

4.3.3. RMSprop
RMSprop (Root Mean Square Propagation) is an optimiza-
tion algorithm designed to address the issues of non-stationary
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targets in online and non-convex problems. It works by adapt-
ing the learning rate for each parameter, scaling it based on the
moving average of squared gradients. This property makes RM-
Sprop particularly well-suited for Recurrent Neural Networks
(RNNs) and Human Activity Recognition (HAR) tasks, where
data distributions can change over time.

4.3.4. Adagrad

Adagrad is an adaptive learning rate algorithm that adjusts
the learning rate based on the historical gradients of each pa-
rameter. This ensures that parameters with frequent updates
have a smaller learning rate, while those with infrequent up-
dates have a larger learning rate. Adagrad is particularly effec-
tive for sparse data, such as sensor data in HAR tasks, where
some features may be more relevant than others and need a dif-
ferent learning rate.

Although the optimizers described in Table 6 share the com-
mon objective of reducing the loss function, each follows a dis-
tinct update strategy that directly influences the training behav-
ior of deep HAR models. SGD provides stable gradient up-
dates but typically requires manual tuning to achieve fast con-
vergence. Adam and RMSProp offer adaptive learning rates,
making them effective for complex temporal models where gra-
dient magnitudes vary significantly across frames. Adagrad
performs well when dealing with sparse or irregular input pat-
terns but may experience diminishing learning rates during long
training cycles. By applying all four optimizers across both
BiLSTM and ConvLSTM architectures, this study demonstrates
how differences in update rules, adaptability, and convergence
characteristics shape model performance on HAR datasets. These
observations help clarify which optimizers are most suitable
for reliable and efficient training in activity-recognition applica-
tions, particularly those used in healthcare and real-time moni-
toring environments.

5. Result Analysis

In this research, ConvLSTM and BiLSTM are used as end-
to-end sequence models that operate directly on video frame
sequences from both datasets. Each model learns both spatial
and temporal patterns from the data and outputs the final activ-
ity class predictions. Due to space limitations, only summary
accuracy metrics are provided in Tables 8 and 9. The com-
plete training and validation accuracy/loss curves for all activa-
tion function—optimizer combinations are presented in Table 7,
which groups all plots in a consolidated format.
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Table 7: Performance Comparison of ConvLSTM and BiLSTM Models (Accuracy and Loss Plots)
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Loss Plot
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In this study, the performance of the ConvLSTM and BiL-
STM models was evaluated across different AFs and MOs on
both the UCF101 and HMDBS!1 datasets. Across all experi-
ments, ConvLSTM demonstrated more stable and consistently
stronger performance, especially when combined with RMSProp.
With ReLU, Sigmoid, and even Tanh, RMSProp enabled Con-
vLSTM to reach near-perfect accuracy almost 100 percent on
both datasets. Adagrad also produced excellent results, with
all activation functions achieving close to 99 % accuracy for
UCF101 and HMDBS51. Adam, although slightly more vari-
able, still performed strongly, particularly with ReLU and Sig-
moid, producing accuracy values above 95-98 percent. In con-
trast, SGD consistently lagged, reaching almost 60 % accuracy
depending on the activation function, making it the weakest op-
timizer for ConvLSTM in this experiment.

For the BILSTM model, the trend was similar but with slightly
greater variation between datasets. On UCF101, BiLSTM achieved

its highest performance with Adagrad, especially when paired
with ReLU, Sigmoid, or Tanh frequently reaching almost 99
percent accuracy. RMSProp and Adam also provided reliable
results on UCF101, maintaining accuracy levels above 98%.
On the more challenging HMDBS51 dataset, BILSTM showed
noticeable performance drops. As observed in ConvLSTM,
SGD produced the lowest accuracy across nearly all activation
functions for BILSTM on both datasets.

ConvLSTM is better suited for HMDBS51, where the videos
often contain clutter, irregular motion, and noise. Its simpler
structure allows it to generalize well under such conditions. On
the other hand, BiLSTM performs exceptionally on the cleaner
UCF101 dataset, where its deeper temporal modeling benefits
from more consistent motion patterns. Because both models
rely heavily on spatial features and less on long-range tem-
poral cues, they achieve higher accuracy on UCF101, while
HMDBS51 being more temporally complex remains more chal-
lenging.The complete accuracy results for both models are pro-
vided in Table 8 and Table 9.

Table 8: ConvLSTM Model Performance

SN AF MO HMDBS51 | UCF101
1 ReLU SGD 85.11% 98.99%
2 ReLU Adam 99.14% 99.15%
3 ReLU | RMSProp | 99.24% 99.87%
4 ReLU Adagrad 78.74% 99.11%
5 | Sigmoid SGD 84.89% 72.27%
6 | Sigmoid Adam 99.31% 99.68%
7 | Sigmoid | RMSProp | 99.57% 99.64%
8 | Sigmoid | Adagrad 85.71% 98.07%
9 Tanh SGD 70.34% 99.03%
10 Tanh Adam 99.36% 99.09%
11 Tanh RMSProp | 99.14% 99.85%
12 Tanh Adagrad 85.21% 98.78%

Table 8 presents the accuracy of the ConvLSTM model on
both the UCF101 and HMDB51 datasets using different acti-
vation function and optimizer combinations. The results show
that ConvLSTM delivers highly stable and consistent perfor-

mance across all experimented settings. RMSProp and Adagrad
emerge as the most effective optimizers, achieving near-perfect
accuracy with ReLLU, Sigmoid, and Tanh on both datasets. SGD
consistently provides the lowest accuracy, indicating its limited
effectiveness for this model. Overall, ConvLSTM performs re-
liably on both datasets, with particularly strong generalization
on HMDBS51.

Table 9: BiLSTM Model Performance

SN AF MO HMDBS51 | UCF101
1 ReLU SGD 54.98% 98.09%
2 ReLU Adam 57.37% 99.15%
3 ReLU | RMSProp | 56.97% 99.35%
4 ReLU Adagrad 60.96% 99.77%
5 | Sigmoid SGD 55.78% 99.36%
6 | Sigmoid Adam 61.35% 99.31%
7 | Sigmoid | RMSProp | 58.57% 98.87%
8 | Sigmoid | Adagrad 62.95% 99.87%
9 Tanh SGD 57.37% 96.82%
10 Tanh Adam 61.75% 99.03%
11 Tanh RMSProp | 61.75% 99.77%
12 Tanh Adagrad 62.95% 99.31%

Table 9 summarizes the BiILSTM model’s accuracy across
different activation functions and optimizers for the UCF101
and HMDBS51 datasets. BiLSTM achieves excellent perfor-
mance on UCFI101, especially when paired with Adagrad or
RMSProp, frequently reaching close to 99 % accuracy. Its ac-
curacy decreases on HMDBS51 due to the dataset’s complex and
noisy temporal patterns. Similar to ConvLSTM, SGD remains
the weakest optimizer across all activation functions. These
findings highlight that BILSTM is better suited for cleaner datasets
like UCF101, while HMDBS51 benefits more from simpler ar-
chitectures.

6. Comparative Performance of ConvLSTM and BiLSTM
Models

This section provides a detailed analysis of the performance
of two DL models evaluated on a six-class subset of both datasets.
The ConvLSTM model achieved up to 98 % accuracy with
specific configurations, substantially outperforming BiLSTM,
particularly on HMDBS51. The following subsections discuss
architectural, training, and hyperparameter factors responsible
for these performance differences. The analysis explores the
architectural, training, and hyperparameter factors contributing
to ConvLSTM’s superior performance and com-pares these re-
sults with prior studies on datasets, explaining why the pro-
posed approach achieved higher accuracy.

6.1. Comparative Analysis of Model Performance and Supe-
rior Accuracy

ConvLSTM outperformed BiLSTM due to its ability to pre-

serve spatial structure while simultaneously modeling temporal

evolution, which is critical for motion-rich datasets like HMDB51.
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ConvLSTM integrates convolutional operations to maintain spa-
tial features of video frames while using recurrent gates to cap-
ture temporal dynamics, allowing the model to learn motion
transitions and visual cues effectively, which is essential for
HAR tasks [57]. Furthermore, configurations using ReLU re-
duced gradient saturation, enabling deeper temporal modeling
and faster, more stable convergence during training. The com-
patibility of ConvLSTM with adaptive optimizers such as Adam
and RMSprop further enhanced its learning stability by dynam-
ically adjusting learning rates, helping the model capture fine-
grained motion differences across both datasets [58]. ConvL-
STM demonstrated strong performance in recognizing complex
motion patterns, including subtle movements and multi-stage
temporal changes, thanks to its dual ability to process sequences
while retaining spatial details. This combination of spatial-
temporal learning makes ConvLSTM particularly suited for HAR
tasks, as it effectively understands both what is happening and
how it changes over time, a crucial aspect of real-life human
actions.

6.2. Analysis of BILSTM Model Performance

The BiLSTM model, trained from scratch with the same
AF and MO combinations, achieved 60.00% accuracy on the
HMDBS51 dataset but reached 98.00% on UCF101. This lower
performance on HMDBS51 can be attributed to several factors.
BiLSTM excels at modeling temporal dependencies but lacks a
dedicated spatial feature extractor, making it less effective for
tasks involving video frames, where spatial patterns are cru-
cial for accurate recognition [57]. Additionally, BILSTM was
trained without pre-trained weights, which required it to learn
both spatial and temporal features from scratch, putting it at a
disadvantage, particularly when dealing with the limited size
of the HMDBS51 subset [58]. The use of Sigmoid and Tanh
activation functions also contributed to vanishing gradient is-
sues, which slowed learning and decreased accuracy, although
the use of ReLU slightly alleviated this problem, it was not
enough without pre-trained spatial features. Furthermore, the
small dataset size in HMDBS51 limited BiLSTM’s ability to
learn complex temporal patterns, resulting in poor generaliza-
tion. While BiLSTM processes sequences in both forward and
backward directions, which helps capture the full context of ac-
tions like sitting down or standing up, it struggled with shorter
or visually similar actions in HMDBS51, which exhibited weaker
temporal flow. Despite BILSTM’s effectiveness on UCF101,
where actions are long and clearly defined, its performance in
datasets with complex motion patterns remains limited. Addi-
tionally, limited research has examined the combined impact
of AF and MO choices on recurrent video models, especially in
medically motivated six-class subsets of datasets like HMDBS51
and UCF101. This gap in the literature underscores the need
for a comprehensive evaluation of how such combinations in-
fluence model performance, particularly in optimizing HAR
systems for real-world applications. We performed sensitiv-
ity checks to understand major contributors to performance.
Removing temporal down-sampling reduced ConvLSTM ac-
curacy by 3-5 % due to longer sequences introducing noise.
Omitting frame normalization increased training instability and

validation loss, suggesting normalization is essential for con-
vergence. Training/validation curves show no severe overfitting
for ConvLSTM; BiLSTM shows modest overfitting on HMDBS1,
likely due to smaller intra-class temporal consistency.

7. Conclusion & Future Works

This research presents a comprehensive evaluation of the
impact of AF and MO on the performance of deep learning
models in HAR. The study demonstrates that the ConvLSTM
architecture, which integrates convolutional operations with LSTM-
style gates, outperforms the BiLSTM model, particularly in
capturing spatio-temporal features. ConvLSTM, when paired
with optimizers like Adam or RMSprop and ReLU, achieves
up to 99.00% accuracy across datasets, underscoring its strong
capability in complex HAR tasks, such as healthcare monitor-
ing and surveillance. In contrast, BILSTM exhibited reduced
flexibility, achieving high accuracy only on specific datasets
(UCF101), highlighting its limitations in handling noisy or chal-
lenging conditions like those in HMDBS51. The findings empha-
size the importance of carefully selecting AF and MO combi-
nations for optimizing model performance. ConvLSTM with
ReLU and either Adam or RMSprop stands out as the most
reliable configuration for robust, high-accuracy HAR systems.
This work provides empirical insights into model configuration,
showing that the right combination of activation function and
optimizer can significantly improve convergence speed, classi-
fication accuracy, and real-world applicability in dynamic en-
vironments. BiLSTM, while effective in some cases, strug-
gles with certain activity classes, especially those with complex
motion dynamics, indicating that a hybrid spatio-temporal ap-
proach like ConvLSTM is more effective.

The study’s findings open several promising directions for
future research. Adaptive AF and MO strategies can further
improve model training efficiency and robustness, particularly
for small or noisy datasets commonly encountered in medi-
cal or rehabilitation contexts. Future work could explore dy-
namic gating mechanisms or hybrid models that enhance the
temporal and spatial feature extraction of ConvLSTM and BiL-
STM. Incorporating attention mechanisms or lightweight trans-
former models could improve long-range dependency model-
ing without increasing computational cost, supporting real-time
applications in surveillance and smart environments. Evaluat-
ing these models on larger, more diverse, and clinically rele-
vant datasets, as well as in resource-constrained conditions, is
crucial for developing scalable HAR systems. These advance-
ments will enhance the real-world deployability of HAR mod-
els, particularly in healthcare, elderly care, and ambient assisted
living contexts. The study is limited to public video datasets
and a restricted set of activity classes, and future validation on
clinical data and real-time deployment scenarios is essential to
confirm the robustness and scalability of treal-worldnded con-
figurations. Analyzing learning curves revealed that Adam and
RMSprop converge faster due to adaptive learning-rate updates,
while SGD exhibited slow and unstable convergence. ReLU al-
lowed for more stable gradient flow, especially in deeDevelop-
ing dynamic or hybrid gating mechanisms in ConvLSTM and



Subrata Kumer Paul et al. / 00 (2025) 1-16 15

BiLSTM may enhance temporal and spatial feature extraction,
allowing models to detect subtle activity variations more accu-
rately, which is beneficial for fall detection, elderly care mon-
itoring, and physical therapy assessment.lications, particularly
in healthcare and surveillance.
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