arXiv:2208.05206v1 [cs.HC] 10 Aug 2022

Current Challenges of Using Wearable Devices for Online Emotion Sensing

Weiwei Jiang

The University of Melbourne Melbourne, Australia weiwei.jiang@student.unimelb.edu.au

Kangning Yang

The University of Melbourne Melbourne, Australia kangning@student.unimelb.edu.au

Maximiliane Windl

LMU Munich Munich, Germany maximiliane.windl@ifi.lmu.de

Francesco Chiossi

LMU Munich Munich, Germany francesco.chiossi@um.ifi.lmu.de

Benjamin Tag

The University of Melbourne Melbourne, Australia benjamin.tag@unimelb.edu.au

Sven Mayer

LMU Munich Munich, Germany info@sven-mayer.com

Zhanna Sarsenbayeva

The University of Melbourne Melbourne, Australia zhanna.sarsenbayeva@unimelb.edu.au

ABSTRACT

A growing number of wearable devices is becoming increasingly non-invasive, readily available, and versatile for measuring different physiological signals. This renders them ideal for inferring the emotional states of their users. Despite the success of wearable devices in recent emotion studies, there are still several challenges to be addressed. In this position paper, we compare currently available wearables that can be used for emotion-sensing and identify the challenges and opportunities for future researchers. Our investigation opens the discussion of what is missing for in-the-wild for emotion-sensing studies.

CCS CONCEPTS

• Human-centered computing → Human computer interaction (HCI).

KEYWORDS

Emotion, sensing, wearable ACM Reference Format:

Weiwei Jiang, Kangning Yang, Maximiliane Windl, Francesco Chiossi, Benjamin Tag, Sven Mayer, and Zhanna Sarsenbayeva. 2021. Current Challenges of Using Wearable Devices for Online Emotion Sensing. In Emotion Workshop ’22 – The Future of Emotion in Human-Computer Interaction, April 13, 2022, New Orleans, USA. ACM, New York, NY, USA, 3 pages.

1 INTRODUCTION

Emotions are an integral part of human life and influence how we behave and think. Emotion detection research has gained significant attention across different scientific disciplines, including Computer Science and Human-Computer Interaction (HCI) (e.g.,

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons “Attribution-ShareAlike 4.0 International” license.

Emotion Workshop ’22, April 13, 2022, New Orleans, USA © 2021 Copyright held by the owner/author(s).

mobile interaction under stress [12], correlation between emotion and smartphone usage [11]), both from the perspective of conducting research and building emotion-sensing applications. Among a variety of different approaches to emotion-sensing [17], the most widely used methods for measuring emotions are self-reports of subjective experience [13]. These require participants to be aware of their experienced emotions and reflect accurately on their phenomenal awareness through rating scales [13]. While self-reports are considered the gold standard for ground truth data collection [17], self-reports are prone to inaccuracies; thus, keeping the questions of how to measure human emotions objectively unanswered [4].

Researchers have attempted to use physiological measures [15], such as electroencephalography (EEG), electrocardiogram (ECG), body temperature, and electrodermal activity (EDA) to objectively quantify human cognitive state. Alternatively, a number of approaches are vision- or audio-based methods (such as facial expression and voice). Here, physiological measures help to understand the emotional state as they represent involuntary responses that cannot be easily controlled or hidden [16]. However, due to the required constant monitoring of physiological measures privacy is at risk [10, 15]. In particular, affective computing researchers nowadays rely on wearable devices that are non-invasive, readily available, and versatile in collecting various types of physiological data (cf. [2, 18]). Measuring physiological signals is the first step in extracting the user’s emotions in real time. The next challenge of how to analyze and then interpret this data stream.

In this position paper, we identify the challenges and future directions of using wearable sensors for emotion sensing. We first summarize existing wearable sensors that have recently been widely used for emotion-sensing by researchers. Then, we highlight the future directions that promise to benefit wearable emotion sensing studies.

Emotion Workshop ’22, April 13, 2022, New Orleans, USA Jiang, et al.

Table 1: Sampling wearable products with physiological sensors that can be used for sensing emotions

Product Type

Available Sensors IMU BP Cuff ECG EDA EEG EMG PPG Temp. SpO2

Apple Watch 7 Wrist Yes No Yes No No No No No Yes Bitalino PsychoBIT BT Whole body No No Yes Yes No No No No No Brain Vision EcgMove 4 Chest Yes No Yes No No No No Yes No Brain Vision EdaMove 4 Wrist Yes No No Yes No No No No No Brain Vision LiveAmp 64 Head Yes No No No Yes No No No No DSI VR300 Head No No No No Yes No No No No Emotiv Epoc+ Head No No No No Yes No No No No Empatica E3/E4/EmbracePlus Wrist Yes No No Yes No No Yes Yes No Fitbit Sense Wrist Yes No Yes Yes No No Yes Yes Yes M Brain Trin Smarting Mobi Head No No No No Yes No No No No Microsoft Band 2 Wrist No No No No No No Yes Yes No Myo Armband Arm No No No No No Yes No No No NeuroSky MindWave Mobile 2 Head No No No No Yes No No No No OpenBCI Biosensing Head No No Yes No Yes Yes No No No Polar H10 Chest No No Yes No No No No No No Vivalink Remote Monitoring Whole body No Yes Yes No No No No Yes Yes

2 COMMERCIALLY AVAILABLE EMOTION SENSORS

Despite the advantages of using wearable sensors for physiological measurements, it is not trivial to develop a reliable wearable device for such purposes [14]. Hence, many researchers rely on (validated) existing products, especially for studying emotion. As a reference, we show a sample of frequently used wearable devices with physiological sensors that are commercially available in Table 1. Here, there are a variety of measurements: EEG as a measure of brain activity on the scalp, EDA a measure of skin conductance, Electromyography (EMG) a measure of skeletal muscle activity, and ECG a measure of heart activity.

In particular for sensing emotions, physiological measures offer the great advantage of capturing the data in real-time and continuously. This is in stark contrast to more subjective methods such as the Experience Sampling Method (ESM) [19]. For instance, EEG responses can be correlated to emotional responses [5, 15]. Other physiological signals may also be affected by emotions such as EDA [1], EMG, and ECG.

Beyond these biosignals, researchers also measure other biomarkers that may be correlated to emotions. Unlike biosignal sensors, biomarker sensors measure the desired signals indirectly, as some biomarker may not be directly measured [9]. For instance, Photoplethysmography sensors (PPG) are widely used in wrist-worn devices for measuring blood volume changes to infer HRV. In particular for emotion sensing, HRV is considered more useful for stress monitoring than simple heart rate monitoring [12].

In addition to sensor availability, existing devices can be worn on different body locations, depending on the signals to be measured. For instance, EEG senors that measure brain activities must be attached to the head at very specific locations, while ECG sensors that measure heart activities must be attached to the chest or limbs, thus, limiting mobility of the wearer. Other sensors with less constrains such as PPG and EDA can be rather flexibly placed around the wrist or fingers. Together with this, wearable devices measuring ECG and EDA showed equivalent accuracy when compared to gold-standard equipment in different conditions [8]. Consequently, to comprehensively sense physiological signals that are related to emotions, researchers are required to understand the plethora of sensors available and combinations possible to obtain a comprehensive and continuous data stream.

3 CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES

As we can see in Table 1, most wearable devices are only capable of sensing specific physiological signals. Nevertheless, recent studies show that using multimodal approaches to emotion sensing can increase the detection performance [3]. The reason for this is that people are unlikely to experience a single pure form of an emotion that only stimulates one specific physiological system [15]. Therefore, researchers need to address the challenge of using multiple devices for acquiring multimodal physiological signals, including deployment, signal synchronization, data transformation and other signal processing procedures [15].

Even though an increasing number of sensors is becoming available in emerging wearables, only a few of them are dedicated to emotion sensing. Albeit some development kit (e.g., Bitalino) provides a modularized design for measuring multiple physiological data, it is used for prototyping and may not be ready for long-term in-the-wild studies [7].

To this end, we still lack a dedicated wearable device that enables multimodal physiological sensing to help emotion researchers improve data collection comprehensively. A major challenge of developing such a device is that some physiological sensors are required to be attached to designated human body locations as mentioned above. To mitigate these issues, future deployments should consider indirect measurement methods. For example, recently it has been shown that respiration can be measured using WiFi signal [6]. Furthermore, researchers demonstrated that some emotions can be recognized using wireless signals such as EQ-Radio [21] or RFID signals [20]. In addition, as existing physiological sensors

Current Challenges of Using Wearable Devices for Online Emotion Sensing Emotion Workshop ’22, April 13, 2022, New Orleans, USA

are designed for generic health care purpose, their technical specifications (e.g., granularity and sampling rate) may be either insufficient or overshooting the requirements of emotion sensing. To summarize, we argue that a wearable device with multimodal physiological sensing would benefit the data collection and, hence, improve the development of emotion research significantly.

4 SUMMARY

In this position paper, we compared currently available wearables that can be used for emotion-sensing and opened the discussion of what is missing for in-the-wild deployment for emotion-sensing studies. In particular, we highlighted that a multimodal wearable device dedicated for emotion sensing is highly desired that can greatly benefit to practical emotion-sensing studies and applications.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is partially funded by the Australia-Germany Joint Research Co-operation Scheme. Zhanna Sarsenbayeva is supported by a Doreen Thomas Postdoctoral Fellowship. Weiwei Jiang and Kangning Yang are supported by Melbourne Research Scholarship. Francesco Chiossi is funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) – Project-ID 251654672 – TRR 161. Sven Mayer and Maximiliane Windl were funded by the German Federal Ministry of Education and Research (Bundesministeriums fü̈r Bildung und Forschung) for this paper. However, the responsibility for the content of this publication lies with the authors.

REFERENCES

[1] Ebrahim Babaei, Benjamin Tag, Tilman Dingler, and Eduardo Velloso. 2021. A Critique of Electrodermal Activity Practices at CHI. In Proceedings of the 2021 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems. ACM, New York, NY, USA, 1–14. https://doi.org/10.1145/3411764.3445370 [2] Francesco Chiossi, Robin Welsch, Steeven Villa, Lewis L. Chuang, and Sven Mayer. 2022. Designing a Physiological Loop for the Adaptation of Virtual Human Characters in a Social VR Scenario (IEEE VR ’22). IEEE.

[3] Sidney K. D’mello and Jacqueline Kory. 2015. A Review and Meta-Analysis of Multimodal Affect Detection Systems. ACM Comput. Surv. 47, 3, Article 43 (feb 2015), 36 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/2682899 [4] James J Gross and Oliver P John. 2003. Individual differences in two emotion regulation processes: implications for affect, relationships, and wellbeing. Journal of personality and social psychology 85, 2 (2003), 348. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.85.2.348 [5] Eddie Harmon-Jones. 2003. Clarifying the emotive functions of asymmetrical frontal cortical activity. Psychophysiology 40, 6 (2003), 838–848.

[6] Usman Mahmood Khan, Zain Kabir, Syed Ali Hassan, and Syed Hassan Ahmed.

2017. A Deep Learning Framework Using Passive WiFi Sensing for Respiration Monitoring. In GLOBECOM 2017 - 2017 IEEE Global Communications Conference. 1–6. https://doi.org/10.1109/GLOCOM.2017.8255027

[7] Fanny Larradet, Radoslaw Niewiadomski, Giacinto Barresi, Darwin G. Caldwell, and Leonardo S. Mattos. 2020. Toward Emotion Recognition From Physiological Signals in the Wild: Approaching the Methodological Issues in Real-Life Data Collection. Frontiers in Psychology 11 (2020). https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01111 [8] Luca Menghini, Evelyn Gianfranchi, Nicola Cellini, Elisabetta Patron, Mariaelena Tagliabue, and Michela Sarlo. 2019. Stressing the accuracy: Wrist-worn wearable sensor validation over different conditions. Psychophysiology 56, 11 (2019), e13441.

[9] Satish Balasaheb Nimse, Mukesh Digambar Sonawane, Keum-Soo Song, and Taisun Kim. 2016. Biomarker detection technologies and future directions. Analyst 141, 3 (2016), 740–755. https://doi.org/10.1039/C5AN01790D [10] Sarah Prange, Sven Mayer, Maria-Lena Bittl, Mariam Hassib, and Florian Alt.

2021. Investigating User Perceptions Towards Wearable Mobile Electromyography. In Human-Computer Interaction – INTERACT 2021. Springer International Publishing, Cham, 339–360. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-85610-6_20 [11] Zhanna Sarsenbayeva, Gabriele Marini, Niels van Berkel, Chu Luo, Weiwei Jiang, Kangning Yang, Greg Wadley, Tilman Dingler, Vassilis Kostakos, and Jorge Goncalves. 2020. Does Smartphone Use Drive Our Emotions or Vice Versa? A Causal Analysis. In Proceedings of the 2020 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems. Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 1–15. https://doi.org/10.1145/3313831.3376163 [12] Zhanna Sarsenbayeva, Niels van Berkel, Danula Hettiachchi, Weiwei Jiang, Tilman Dingler, Eduardo Velloso, Vassilis Kostakos, and Jorge Goncalves. 2019. Measuring the Effects of Stress on Mobile Interaction. Proc. ACM Interact. Mob. Wearable Ubiquitous Technol. 3, 1, Article 24 (mar 2019), 18 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/3314411 [13] Corina Sas and Chenyan Zhang. 2010. Investigating Emotions in Creative Design. In Proceedings of the 1st DESIRE Network Conference on Creativity and Innovation in Design (Aarhus, Denmark) (DESIRE ’10). Desire Network, Lancaster, GBR, 138–149.

[14] Suranga Seneviratne, Yining Hu, Tham Nguyen, Guohao Lan, Sara Khalifa, Kanchana Thilakarathna, Mahbub Hassan, and Aruna Seneviratne. 2017. A Survey of Wearable Devices and Challenges. IEEE Communications Surveys Tutorials 19, 4 (2017), 2573–2620. https://doi.org/10.1109/COMST.2017.2731979 [15] Jiayu Shu, Mangtik Chiu, and Pan Hui. 2019. Emotion Sensing for Mobile Computing. IEEE Communications Magazine 57, 11 (2019), 84–90. https://doi.org/10.1109/MCOM.001.1800834 [16] Lin Shu, Jinyan Xie, Mingyue Yang, Ziyi Li, Zhenqi Li, Dan Liao, Xiangmin Xu, and Xinyi Yang. 2018. A Review of Emotion Recognition Using Physiological Signals. Sensors 18, 7 (2018). https://doi.org/10.3390/s18072074 [17] Benjamin Tag, Jorge Goncalves, Sarah Webber, Peter Koval, and Vassilis Kostakos. 2021. A Retrospective and a Look Forward: Lessons Learned From Researching Emotions In-the-Wild. IEEE Pervasive Computing (2021), 1–9. https://doi.org/10.1109/MPRV.2021.3106272 [18] Benjamin Tag, Sarah Webber, Greg Wadley, Vanessa Bartlett, Jorge Goncalves, Peter Koval, Petr Slovak, Wally Smith, Tom Hollenstein, Anna L Cox, and Vassilis Kostakos. 2021. Making Sense of Emotion-Sensing: Workshop on Quantifying Human Emotions. In Adjunct Proceedings of the 2021 ACM International Joint Conference on Pervasive and Ubiquitous Computing and Proceedings of the 2021 ACM International Symposium on Wearable Computers. Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 226–229. https://doi.org/10.1145/3460418.3479272 [19] Niels van Berkel, Denzil Ferreira, and Vassilis Kostakos. 2017. The Experience Sampling Method on Mobile Devices. ACM Comput. Surv. 50, 6, Article 93 (dec 2017), 40 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/3123988 [20] Qian Xu, Xuan Liu, Juan Luo, and Zhenzhong Tang. 2020. Emotion monitoring with RFID: an experimental study. CCF Transactions on Pervasive Computing and Interaction 2, 4 (2020), 299–313. https://doi.org/10.1007/s42486-020-00043-1 [21] Mingmin Zhao, Fadel Adib, and Dina Katabi. 2016. Emotion recognition using wireless signals. In Proceedings of the 22nd Annual International Conference on Mobile Computing and Networking. 95–108. https://doi.org/10.1145/2973750.2973762