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Figure 1. Our milliMamba performs spatio-temporal modeling across both the feature extraction and decoding stages, addressing a key
limitation of TransHuPR [12], which models these dependencies only partially. This is made possible by milliMamba’s ability to process
a larger number of tokens with a comparable memory footprint, enabling richer temporal context and more accurate pose estimation.

Abstract

Millimeter-wave radar offers a privacy-preserving and
lighting-invariant alternative to RGB sensors for Human
Pose Estimation (HPE) task. However, the radar signals
are often sparse due to specular reflection, making the ex-
traction of robust features from radar signals highly chal-
lenging. To address this, we present milliMamba, a radar-
based 2D human pose estimation framework that jointly

models spatio-temporal dependencies across both the fea-
ture extraction and decoding stages. Specifically, given
the high dimensionality of radar inputs, we adopt a Cross-
View Fusion Mamba encoder to efficiently extract spatio-
temporal features from longer sequences with linear com-
plexity. A Spatio-Temporal-Cross Attention decoder then
predicts joint coordinates across multiple frames. Together,
this spatio-temporal modeling pipeline enables the model
to leverage contextual cues from neighboring frames and
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Table 1. Comparative analysis of mmWave radar-based HPE approaches.

Model Input Representation Prediction Strategy Early Fuse Temporal Multi-radar
RFMamba [35] ICLR’25 Raw Signal Many-to-one ✗ ✗

TransHuPR [12] BMVC’24 Point Cloud Many-to-one ✓ ✓

HuPR [13] WACV’23 4D Heatmap Many-to-one ✓ ✓

CPFormer [2] IEEE Sens.J.’25 3D Heatmap Many-to-one ✓ ✓

RF-Pose [36] CVPR’18 2D Heatmap Many-to-many ✗ WiFi
Ours (milliMamba) 3D Heatmap Many-to-many ✗ ✓

joints to infer missing joints caused by specular reflections.
To reinforce motion smoothness, we incorporate a veloc-
ity loss alongside the standard keypoint loss during train-
ing. Experiments on the TransHuPR and HuPR datasets
demonstrate that our method achieves significant perfor-
mance improvements, exceeding the baselines by 11.0 AP
and 14.6 AP, respectively, while maintaining reasonable
complexity. Code: https://github.com/NYCU-
MAPL/milliMamba

1. Introduction

Millimeter-wave (mmWave) radar-based HPE [4, 5, 7, 8,
11, 14, 20–22, 24, 29–32, 39] has emerged as a compelling
alternative to RGB-based pose estimation methods, offer-
ing a unique balance of privacy preservation, environmen-
tal robustness, and deployment practicality. Despite these
advantages, mmWave radar-based HPE remains technically
challenging. Due to the specular nature of radar sens-
ing, only body surfaces that reflect signals directly back to
the receiver are captured, while others especially small or
obliquely oriented joints are often missing. This leads to in-
complete observations, making full-body pose reconstruc-
tion from single-frame inputs difficult. Additionally, weak
reflections from extremities, fluctuations that disrupt tem-
poral consistency, and high sensitivity to subject orientation
and sensor placement further hinder estimation accuracy.

To address this issue, we introduce milliMamba, an
mmWave radar-based 2D HPE framework that incorporates
spatial and temporal modeling into both the encoding and
decoding stages. This spatio-temporal modeling pipeline
enables the model to leverage contextual cues from neigh-
boring frames to infer missing joints caused by specular re-
flections. Beyond the modeling pipeline itself, we also re-
visit the signal preprocessing stage to make spatio-temporal
modeling more tractable. Instead of constructing computa-
tionally expensive 4D heatmaps [25], we apply a commonly
used 3D Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) to convert raw radar
signals into 3D heatmaps. This implementation not only re-
duces preprocessing overhead but also mitigates the explo-
sion of token counts, making the radar heatmap data easier

to handle for downstream modeling.
To this end, our framework integrates two key compo-

nents: a Mamba-based encoder and an attention-based de-
coder. The encoder is designed to efficiently process the
large token volumes inherent in longer radar sequences, a
challenge for prior Transformer-based approaches [3, 9–
11, 16, 18, 19, 27, 33, 38] due to their quadratic complex-
ity. Some methods [2, 12, 13] attempt to mitigate this by
collapsing the temporal dimension early, but such early fu-
sion can compromise the model’s ability to recover missing
joints caused by specular reflections.

We adopt a Cross-View Fusion Mamba encoder (CV-
Mamba) that models longer-range spatio-temporal depen-
dencies with linear complexity and effectively fuses dual-
radar inputs across frames. To our knowledge, this is the
first adaptation of Mamba for cross-view fusion in the radar
domain, achieved by modifying the sequential scanning
strategy from Vision Mamba [15, 40]. This design leverages
Mamba’s ability to capture dependencies over longer se-
quences efficiently, making it well-suited for the larger tem-
poral context and multi-view correlations present in dual-
radar setups.

The encoded features are passed to a Spatio-Temporal-
Cross Attention (STCA) decoder, adapted from a DETR-
style architecture [1] to support multi-frame pose predic-
tion. While most prior radar-based HPE methods adopt a
multi-frame to single-frame decoding scheme, STCA pre-
dicts poses for multiple frames simultaneously, as illus-
trated in Figure 1. STCA integrates both spatial attention
and temporal attention, enabling it to model spatial rela-
tionships within each frame while capturing temporal de-
pendencies across frames. This design offers two benefits:
(1) richer supervision across time steps improves pose accu-
racy, and (2) the model better infers missing joints by lever-
aging contextual cues from neighboring frames and joints.

We evaluate our method on two mmWave radar-based
2D HPE datasets, TransHuPR [12] and HuPR [13]. Our
method achieves significant performance improvements
over the baselines, exceeding them by 11.0 AP and 14.6
AP, respectively, while maintaining an acceptable trade-off
between accuracy and complexity.

This work makes the following contributions:
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Figure 2. Overview of our milliMamba. The CVMamba encoder first extracts features from dual-view radar inputs. These features are
then passed to the Multi-Pose STCA decoder, which progressively refines a set of keypoint queries to produce pose predictions.

• We adopt the CVMamba encoder to model longer-
range spatio-temporal dependencies with linear complex-
ity while performing cross-view fusion of dual-radar in-
puts.

• We propose the STCA decoder, a spatio-temporal cross-
attention module that leverages multiple output frames to
incorporate additional regularization enhancing pose ac-
curacy and mitigating the effects of missing joints from
specular reflections.

• Extensive experiments show that our proposed milli-
Mamba serves as the new benchmark for the radar-based
2D HPE task on HuPR [13] and TransHuPR [12] datasets,
with a significant leap in results over prior work.

2. Related Work

2.1. CNN- and Transformer-Based mmWave HPE

Deep learning approaches for mmWave-based human pose
estimation (HPE) primarily leverage CNNs and Transform-
ers. CNN-based methods [13, 22, 23] typically employ 2D
or 3D convolutional blocks for feature extraction, followed
by fully connected layers for pose prediction. These ar-
chitectures are effective at capturing multiscale spatial and
short-term temporal features, resulting in smooth pose esti-
mations. However, they are often limited in their ability to
fuse information from multiple radar sensors.

In contrast, Transformer-based methods [11, 12, 37]
have demonstrated strong performance in fusing features
from multiple radar sources. Their ability to model global
dependencies across spatial and temporal dimensions leads
to improved pose accuracy. Nevertheless, Transformers
generally incur high computational costs, particularly in

terms of memory usage and training time.

2.2. mmWave radar-based HPE
Table 1 compares representative mmWave radar-based HPE
approaches across input representation, prediction strategy,
temporal fusion, and multi-radar support. RF-Pose [36]
is a WiFi-based HPE that relies on 2D heatmaps, while
CPFormer [2] and HuPR [13] use higher-dimensional
heatmaps, and TransHuPR [12] employs point cloud pro-
jections. RFMamba [35] using high resolution SFCW radar,
uniquely processes raw signals with a many-to-one strategy,
though without multi-radar support. Besides RF-Pose [36],
most prior work adopts many-to-one prediction and relies
on early temporal fusion. In contrast, our proposed milli-
Mamba combines a many-to-many prediction strategy with
3D heatmap inputs and multi-radar support, striking a bal-
ance between spatial richness and efficiency. Its design in-
herently captures temporal dependencies without explicit
early fusion, allowing superior robustness, efficiency, and
accuracy over existing methods.

2.3. Mamba-Based mmWave HPE: RFMamba
While Transformers dominate the field, a recent effort has
explored state space models (SSMs) for mmWave-based
HPE. RFMamba [35] is, to date, the only method that ap-
plies SSMs to radar-based 3D HPE. Its architecture re-
tains complex-valued representations throughout the net-
work. While RFMamba presents a novel application of
SSMs in this domain, its source code is not publicly avail-
able, which precludes direct comparison in our experiments.

In contrast, our method directly adopts a vision-domain
Mamba architecture [6, 40] to process radar signals in the
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Figure 3. Our mamba scanning pattern. Only the forward direction is shown for clarity.

frequency domain. We treat the real and imaginary compo-
nents of the complex-valued input as separate feature chan-
nels, allowing the model to operate entirely in the real do-
main. This design avoids complex-valued operations, sim-
plifies implementation, and aligns more naturally with stan-
dard vision model architectures.

3. Proposed Method
Figures 2 illustrate the pipeline of our proposed frame-
work, milliMamba, which transforms dual-view mmWave
radar signals into temporally coherent 2D human poses.
We adopt a sliding window strategy centered at the current
frame, such that the input includes both past and future radar
frames. The architecture consists of three sequential stages:
(i) radar pre-processing via a simple 3D Fast Fourier Trans-
form, (ii) a Cross-View Fusion Mamba encoder that fuses
temporal dynamics and complementary spatial cues from
horizontal and vertical views, and (iii) a Spatio-Temporal-
Cross Attention decoder that predicts multi-frame pose se-
quences within the sliding window. Each component is de-
tailed in the following sections.

3.1. Radar Pre-processing
Input Data Format. An FMCW radar produces
complex-valued cubes X ∈ C12×128×256, whose three
dimensions correspond to 12 virtual-antenna pairs, 128
chirps, and 256 ADC samples. Two radars are mounted
orthogonally to capture horizontal and vertical views, and
we acquire T consecutive frames from both sensors in each
sliding window [12, 13].

Clutter Removal and Chirp Sub-sampling. First, static
clutter is removed by subtracting the mean across chirps.
Then, the chirp dimension is uniformly subsampled to 8
chirps per frame to reduce computation while preserving
Doppler resolution.

3D Fast Fourier Transform (FFT). Finally, we convert
each radar cube into a 3D angle-doppler-range heatmap. A
1D FFT is first applied along the ADC-sample dimension,
followed by another along the chirp dimension. To enhance
angular resolution, the virtual-antenna dimension, which

originally encodes azimuth and elevation, is zero-padded
from 12 to 64 and then transformed by a third 1D FFT. For
a 1D FFT, the transform is

Y(m) =

N−1∑
n=0

X(n) exp
(
−j 2π

N nm
)
, (1)

where N is the input length and n,m are the indices of in-
put and output. The resulting tensor Y ∈ CH×D×W =
C64×8×256 organizes the data along angle (H), doppler
(D), and range (W ).

Figure 4 illustrates the summary of the radar preprocess-
ing pipeline. The 3D heatmap generation simplifies the pro-
cess and is far more efficient, cutting memory usage by 11×
and latency by 8.6× compared to the conventional 4D ap-
proach.

3.2. Cross-View Fusion Mamba Encoder (CV-
Mamba)

The preprocessed radar data from Sec. 3.1 are stacked
across T frames and split into real and imaginary compo-
nents to form a two-channel tensor of shape C×T×H×D×
W with C = 2. Following HuPR [13], we process the hor-
izontal (h) and vertical (v) views in two parallel branches.
Each branch starts with an MNet [28] block that merges the
doppler dimension, then passes through three residual 3D
convolutions and two down-sampling layers, reducing the
angle H and range W resolutions by 4×. This produces

feature maps Fh,Fv ∈ RCf×T×H
4 ×W

4 .

Cross-View Fusion. We first add separate learnable posi-
tional embeddings Ph and Pv to the horizontal and vertical
feature maps, encoding angle, and range dimension. The
two views are then concatenated to form the encoder input

F = [Fh;Fv] ∈ RCf×T×H
4 ×W

4 ×2.

Scanning Order. We convert F into a 1D sequence by
a zigzag scan across range → angle → view (h → v) →
frame shown in Figure 3. This sequence is processed by two
independent SSM branches in the forward and backward
directions to provide bidirectional context.
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Figure 4. Comparison of heatmap generation. (a) The traditional 4D approach [25] applies separate FFTs for range, doppler, azimuth, and
elevation after antenna grouping. (b) Our 3D pipeline performs a unified spatial FFT without grouping, yielding a compact representation.
(c) Cost comparison between 4D and 3D heatmaps, showing 11× reduction in memory and 8.6× reduction in latency.

Vision Mamba Encoder. [40] The token sequence is pro-
cessed by a stack of Vision Mamba layers. Each layer in-
tegrates a gating mechanism, two directional SSMs, and
residual connections to efficiently capture long-range de-
pendencies. Each SSM updates the hidden state ht+1 as:

ht+1 = Aht +B ut, yt = C ht +Dut, (2)

where ut, yt denote the input token and the output token
at time step t, and A,B,C,D are layer-specific learnable
parameters. Stacking Le such Vision Mamba layers enables
the model to extract global context across long sequences
while preserving linear complexity. Through this design,
our encoder captures features across multiple frames and
multiple views, enabling efficient global context modeling.

3.3. Multi-Pose Spatio-Temporal-Cross Attention
Decoder (STCA)

To predict human poses from the encoded radar represen-
tations, we propose a Multi-Pose Spatio-Temporal Cross-
Attention (STCA) decoder that leverages learnable keypoint
queries to jointly model spatial structure, temporal dynam-
ics, and encoder–decoder interactions.

The decoder operates on a fixed set of J × T learnable
keypoint queries {qf,j} where f ∈ {0, . . . , T − 1} in-
dexes frames and j ∈ {0, . . . , J − 1} enumerates joints.
Each decoder layer includes Spatio-Temporal Attention,
Cross-Attention, and a position-wise MLP. This layer is
stacked Ld times, allowing queries to iteratively refine their
representations.

Keypoint Query Embedding. Inspired by the object
query strategy of DETR [1], each keypoint query represents
a particular joint in a specific frame. All J × T keypoint
queries are learnable and serve as the decoding tokens for
pose prediction.

Spatio-Temporal Attention Module. Each decoder layer
begins with two self-attention blocks that operate directly
on the keypoint queries. Spatial Attention is applied first,
operating within each frame to aggregate the J joints and
capture inter-joint relationships. Temporal Attention at-
tends to the same joint across all T frames, thereby enforc-
ing motion consistency.

q′
f,· = SA

(
qf,·

)
= softmax

(
QfK

⊤
f /

√
d
)
Vf , (3)

q′′
·,j = TA

(
q′
·,j
)
= softmax

(
QjK

⊤
j /

√
d
)
Vj . (4)

Cross-Attention to Encoder Features. The updated key-
point queries attend to encoder features F

′
through standard

cross-attention. This mechanism enables the model to uti-
lize contextual information from all frames, improving its
ability to estimate missing keypoints.

q̃f,j = CrossAttn
(
q

′′

f,j ,F
′)
. (5)

Finally, each refined query q̃f,j is passed through a pre-
diction head to produce 2D keypoint coordinates, generat-
ing a sequence of T pose estimates.

By iteratively refining keypoint queries through spatio-
temporal self-attention and cross-attention with encoder
features, the STCA decoder produces temporally consistent
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2D pose sequences, effectively capturing both per-frame
joint relations and motion continuity.

3.4. Training Objectives
We employ two losses. First, the Object Keypoint Sim-
ilarity Loks penalizes mismatches between predicted and
ground-truth locations. Second, the velocity loss Lvel en-
courages temporal smoothness by minimizing the error be-
tween predicted and ground-truth joint velocities [34]. We
define the predicted velocity of joint j at frame f as the dif-
ference between its positions at consecutive frames: v̂f,j =
p̂f+1,j − p̂f,j and vf,j is computed from ground-truth key-
point positions. The velocity loss is computed as:

Lvel =
1

(T − 1) J

T−1∑
f=1

J∑
j=1

∥∥v̂f,j − vf,j

∥∥2
2
. (6)

The overall training objective is L = Loks + λvel Lvel,
where λvel balances between pose accuracy and temporal
consistency. At inference time, only the central frame pre-
diction within each window is retained, while ensuring that
the output reflects the most accurate estimate.

4. Experimental Results
4.1. Implementation Details
Our main method follows the default configuration de-
scribed below. The model takes input from two radar sen-
sors, each capturing a sequence of T = 9 frames. It outputs
9 consecutive pose predictions, from which only the center
pose is used during inference. The model is trained using
the Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 0.00005, a batch
size of 8, and a weight decay of 0.0001. The velocity super-
vision term in the loss function is weighted by λvel = 0.05.
All experiments are conducted on a single NVIDIA Tesla
V100 GPU.

4.2. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics
We evaluate our method on two benchmark mmWave radar-
based 2D HPE datasets.

TransHuPR Dataset [12] comprises 440 sequences, to-
taling over 7 hours of video recorded from 22 subjects. It
consists exclusively of fast and dynamic actions, presenting
a considerable challenge due to the high motion complex-
ity and diversity. We follow the original data split protocol:
352 sequences are used for training, 44 for validation, and
44 for testing.

HuPR Dataset [13] contains 235 sequences, amounting
to approximately 4 hours of video from 6 subjects. In con-
trast to TransHuPR, the majority of actions in this dataset
are relatively static. We adopt the same split protocol: 193
sequences for training, 21 for validation, and 21 for testing.

For evaluation, we use Average Precision (AP) based on
Object Keypoint Similarity (OKS) [17]. The overall AP is

computed by averaging OKS over 10 thresholds uniformly
spaced from 0.50 to 0.95. We also report AP50 and AP75,
which correspond to OKS thresholds of 0.50 and 0.75, rep-
resenting loose and strict matching criteria, respectively.

4.3. Performance Comparison
Table 2 presents a comparison between our method and
existing radar-based HPE approaches on the TransHuPR
dataset. Our method consistently outperforms all baselines
across all AP metrics, including both overall and joint-wise
AP, while also maintaining a relatively compact model size.
In particular, compared to the baseline TransHuPR [12], our
approach achieves a substantial improvement of 11.0 AP.
Notably, for the most challenging joint-wrist, which is both
fast-moving and often affected by specular reflection, our
model achieves an AP of 46.9, demonstrating its robustness
in inferring joints with high uncertainty. Our model con-
sistently improves accuracy across all keypoints, indicating
reliable performance over the entire body structure. Fig-
ure 5 presents qualitative results on the TransHuPR dataset.
Additional examples are in the supplementary material.

Table 3 shows a similar trend on the HuPR dataset. Our
method achieves up to 84.0 AP, indicating high prediction
accuracy on relatively static actions. Compared to the base-
line HuPR [13] which requires 68.6 GMACs and 35.5 M
parameters, our method achieves higher accuracy with only
34.4 GMACs and 4.0 M parameters, highlighting the com-
putational efficiency of our design. All baseline methods
adopt a single-frame output strategy, whereas our milli-
Mamba employs a multi-frame output strategy.

While TransHuPR model exhibits lower MACs, our
method offers significantly higher accuracy with only a
moderate increase in compute. This demonstrates a favor-
able balance between efficiency and performance.

4.4. Ablation Studies
We conduct a series of ablation studies on the TransHuPR
dataset to evaluate the impact of key design choices. Un-
less otherwise specified, all experiments are performed us-
ing a simplified variant of our model that employs only a
single vertical radar. In this setting, the second CNN branch
is removed, while the rest of the architecture remains un-
changed. In addition, the number of default input frames
T = 9.

Input Representation. As shown in Table 4, we com-
pare different radar pre-processing strategies. The density
map, a 2D projection derived from the 3D point cloud rep-
resentation [12], yields the lowest performance, underscor-
ing the limitations of compressing 3D point clouds into 2D
representations. Heatmap-based representation performs
better, and the 3D FFT-based heatmap, which omits ele-
vation padding and one FFT dimension used in 4D FFT,
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Table 2. Comparison of model performance and complexity across methods on the TransHuPR dataset [12]. The complexity excludes
radar signal preprocessing.

Method Complexity Joint-wise AP Overall AP
MACs Params Mem Head Neck Shoulder Elbow Wrist Hip Knee Ankle AP AP50 AP75

mmPose [23] 85.5 M 15.0 M 67.2 MB 51.2 58.2 46.8 32.6 17.7 79.5 68.3 57.3 48.4 88.4 47.4
HuPR [13] 68.6 G 35.5 M 339.7 MB 57.1 65.3 54.6 35.2 20.6 80.8 69.8 60.9 51.5 89.5 53.7
TransHuPR [12] 5.8 G 5.3 M 230.8 MB 68.4 74.3 65.4 54.9 36.5 88.3 81.5 74.3 67.5 96.9 76.7
Ours 34.4 G 4.0 M 224.1 MB 83.5 87.4 81.7 69.3 46.9 93.2 86.7 80.6 78.5 98.7 89.3

Table 3. Comparison of model performance and complexity across methods on the HuPR dataset [13]. The complexity excludes radar
signal preprocessing.

Method Complexity Joint-wise AP Overall AP
MACs Params Mem Head Neck Shoulder Elbow Wrist Hip Knee Ankle AP AP50 AP75

mmPose [23] 85.5 M 15.0 M 67.2 MB 56.1 60.9 40.6 24.9 14.2 63.2 58.6 56.1 41.4 79.4 38.3
HuPR [13] 68.6 G 35.5 M 339.7 MB 77.5 81.9 70.3 45.5 22.3 88.1 82.2 73.1 63.4 97.0 74.0
TransHuPR [12] 5.8 G 5.3 M 230.8 MB 77.1 78.6 63.2 55.6 44.9 84.5 83.6 80.0 69.4 95.1 79.9
Ours 34.4 G 4.0 M 224.1 MB 90.0 91.8 83.2 75.2 59.5 94.3 93.6 89.3 84.0 98.5 94.9

Table 4. Ablation study on the impact of different input represen-
tations.

Input Representation AP AP50 AP75

density map 58.5 92.5 62.7
4D FFT 72.0 97.3 81.8
3D FFT 74.5 98.5 84.7

Table 5. Ablation study on the multi-pose output mechanism.

Prediction Strategy AP AP50 AP75

Many-to-one 70.4 97.0 81.0
Many-to-many 74.5 98.5 84.7

achieves comparable accuracy. Moreover, as illustrated in
Figure 4(c), 3D FFT incurs significantly lower preprocess-
ing cost than 4D FFT, thereby validating our design choice.

Multi-Pose Output Mechanism. Table 5 compares our
model, Many-to-many, with a simplified variant, Many-
to-one, where the decoder is replaced by a vanilla Trans-
former [26] that receives only center-pose keypoint queries
and predicts a single pose. Our Multi-Pose STCA Decoder
achieves a 4.1 AP improvement in overall accuracy. Al-
though our method predicts only the center pose at infer-
ence time, the prediction is guided by joint features from
different time steps, enabling the model to infer missing or
weakly reflected joints using rich spatial-temporal context.
More details in supplementary materials.

Effect of Input Sequence Length. Table 6 presents the
impact of varying the number of input frames T on pose
estimation accuracy. The results indicate that increasing T
consistently improves performance, particularly for joints

affected by rapid motion or frequently missing due to spec-
ular reflection, such as the wrist and elbow. Considering
the trade-off between accuracy and computational cost, we
adopt T = 9 as the default setting.

Number of Radars. Table 7 explores different radar
configurations. Surprisingly, even using a single vertical
radar achieves competitive performance, showcasing the
practicality of single-radar setups for real-world deploy-
ment. While single-radar systems are simpler and more
cost-effective, the dual-radar configuration offers additional
gains by compensating for the limited elevation resolution
inherent to mmWave radar sensors.

Transformer vs Mamba. Table 8 compares the encoder
performance of Transformer and Mamba. Due to the higher
memory demands of the Transformer, we were only able
to conduct experiments with T = 3 frames to avoid out-
of-memory issues. The results show that Mamba achieves
1.5 AP higher than the Transformer, indicating compara-
ble accuracy. More importantly, given limited memory re-
sources, Mamba offers a practical solution that scales ef-
fectively to longer input sequences. The Transformer re-
quires 14.9 GMACs at T = 3, computationally comparable
to Mamba at T = 7 and T = 9 where our model achieves
much higher AP, highlighting Mamba’s superior scalability
at similar computational cost.

5. Conclusion
We propose milliMamba, a dual-radar architecture for hu-
man pose estimation that tackles sparse reflections and
high-dimensional radar signals. By combining efficient in-
put processing with multi-frame sequence modeling, mil-
liMamba captures rich spatio-temporal context for ro-
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Table 6. Impact of input sequence length (T ) on pose estimation performance. We investigate the effect of varying T to understand how
temporal context contributes to accuracy.

Complexity Joint-wise AP Overall AP
T MACs Params Mem Head Neck Shoulder Elbow Wrist Hip Knee Ankle AP AP50 AP75

3 5.6 G 3.2 M 44.7 MB 73.4 78.6 69.5 53.9 32.6 88.0 79.6 71.9 66.9 95.7 75.0
5 9.4 G 3.2 M 62.3 MB 78.3 81.9 73.3 58.3 35.8 89.5 82.1 75.0 70.3 97.1 79.5
7 13.3 G 3.2 M 86.6 MB 79.6 84.0 75.4 61.5 39.3 91.0 84.0 77.7 72.9 97.3 83.0
9 17.3 G 3.2 M 121.2 MB 80.6 84.6 77.7 63.7 41.0 91.5 84.4 78.6 74.5 98.5 84.7

11 21.4 G 3.2 M 163.5 MB 79.6 83.9 78.2 64.9 42.0 91.9 85.1 78.8 75.2 98.4 86.2
13 25.6 G 3.2 M 212.1 MB 81.2 85.0 78.8 65.6 44.2 91.8 85.5 79.1 75.8 98.5 85.9
15 29.9 G 3.2 M 269.3 MB 81.7 85.9 80.4 66.8 45.1 92.6 86.4 80.8 77.1 98.7 87.9

Figure 5. Qualitative results on TransHuPR [12] dataset.

Table 7. Effect of radar configuration on pose estimation perfor-
mance. We compare three setups: horizontal-only (Hori), vertical-
only (Vert), and dual-radar (Hori+Vert).

Radar Used Complexity Overall AP
MACs Params Mem AP AP50 AP75

Hori 17.3 G 3.2 M 121.2 MB 67.3 95.8 75.0
Vert 17.3 G 3.2 M 121.2 MB 74.5 98.5 84.7

Hori+Vert 34.4 G 4.0 M 224.1 MB 78.5 98.7 89.3

bust pose prediction. Experiments on two benchmarks
show state-of-the-art performance with competitive effi-

Table 8. Comparison of Transformer and Mamba encoders with 3-
frame radar inputs. Transformer runs out-of-memory on our hard-
ware when trained with longer sequences.

Encoder Complexity Overall AP
MACs Params Mem AP AP50 AP75

Transformer 14.9 G 3.9 M 610.3 MB 65.4 95.5 73.5
Mamba 5.6 G 3.2 M 44.7 MB 66.9 95.7 75.0

ciency. Future work will explore multi-person and cross-
environment scenarios while further reducing computa-
tional cost.
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