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A B S T R A C T
Motion estimation is a crucial component in multi-object tracking (MOT). It predicts the
trajectory of objects by analyzing the changes in their positions in consecutive frames of images,
reducing tracking failures and identity switches. The Kalman filter (KF) based on the linear
constant-velocity model is one of the most commonly used methods in MOT. However, it may
yield unsatisfactory results when KF’s parameters are mismatched and objects move in non-
stationary. In this work, we utilize the learning-aided filter to handle the motion estimation
of MOT. In particular, we propose a novel method named Semantic-Independent KalmanNet
(SIKNet), which encodes the state vector (the input feature) using a Semantic-Independent
Encoder (SIE) by two steps. First, the SIE uses a 1D convolution with a kernel size of
1, which convolves along the dimension of homogeneous-semantic elements across different
state vectors to encode independent semantic information. Then it employs a fully-connected
layer and a nonlinear activation layer to encode nonlinear and cross-dependency information
between heterogeneous-semantic elements. To independently evaluate the performance of the
motion estimation module in MOT, we constructed a large-scale semi-simulated dataset from
several open-source MOT datasets. Experimental results demonstrate that the proposed SIKNet
outperforms the traditional KF and achieves superior robustness and accuracy than existing
learning-aided filters. The code is available at (https://github.com/SongJgit/filternet
and https://github.com/SongJgit/TBDTracker).

1. Introduction
Online and real-time multi-object tracking (MOT) plays a fundamental role in various applications, such as

autonomous driving [1, 2] and motion analysis [3]. Benefiting from the development of deep learning-based detectors
[4–7], MOT methods based on tracking-by-detection (TBD) paradigm have attracted considerable attention. The basic
idea behind these methods is to track the detection bounding-boxes (bbox) provided by the detector [8–15]. Most
trackers that follow the TBD paradigm can be divided into two components: Motion Estimation Module (MEM)
and Data Association Module (DAM). Specifically, the DAM associates the detections with the motion predictions
based on a certain metric, e.g., intersection-over-union (IoU), to update the trajectory [16]. This makes the tracking
performance highly dependent on the predictions of the MEM. Most of these state-of-the-art (SOTA) trackers adopt
the model-based Kalman filter (KF), which typically uses on a linear constant-velocity (CV) model [15]. However,
the linear CV assumption is often violated in practical scenarios, as noise parameters and object motion patterns are
rarely fully known. Detectors with varying performances and moving cameras often introduce additional uncertainties,
leading to model mismatch and significant degradation of motion estimation. This results in a small IoU and incorrect
match between the predicted and detected results, triggering tracking failures [13, 14, 17–20]. This might explain
why algorithms performing well on the pedestrian-dominant MOT17/MOT20 datasets [21, 22] suffer significant
performance degradation on datasets such as SoccerNet [3, 23] and DanceTrack [24], whose object motion patterns
are far more complex and difficult to be described by linear CV model.
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Some researches have attempted to solve the model mismatch problem using variants of the KF. For example,
Patil [25] applied the unscented Kalman filter to estimate the object’s linear and angular velocities. Liu [26] and Qi
[14] attempted to overcome the decline in the estimation performance of the KF when there is model mismatch by
introducing the interacting multiple model. On the other side, the above methods usually require statistical information
about the datasets to configure the parameters of the filter, and the same parameters will be used for all objects, making
it difficult to adapt to different object categories (e.g., “Pedestrian” and “Dancer”).

In this paper, we aim to explore KalmanNet—a type of learning-aided Kalman filtering (LAKF) model [27–31] as
alternatives for motion estimation in MOT. In addition, we propose an improved KalmanNet, Semantic-Independent
KalmanNet (SIKNet). The learning-aided filters exploit recurrent neural networks (RNNs) instead of analytic models
to adaptively learn Kalman gain (KG) from input features, such as measurement residuals. This allows the motion
estimation algorithm to better adapt to the nonlinear motion of various objects, resulting in more accurate motion
predictions even in scenarios where the object motion is non-stationary, and the camera motion is unknown. To improve
the robustness of KNet, we incorporated a Semantic-Independent Encoder (SIE) for input-feature embedding. This
encoder is used to extract independent semantic information from homogeneous-semantic elements of different state
vectors and the cross-dependencies between heterogeneous-semantic elements. The SIE can effectively reduce the
adverse impact on the stability of the network’s training caused by heterogeneous-semantic elements, which in general
have a large different scale.

To evaluate the MEM, we systematically constructed a semi-simulated dataset by integrating several real-world
open-source datasets [3, 21, 22, 24]. As we know, the detection results in existing MOT datasets have not undergone
data association matching, which means they cannot be used directly for independent MEM evaluation. The semi-
simulated dataset can help us make such an independent analysis of the MEM in MOT task. Experimental results
show that the SIKNet with the Semantic-Independent Encoder is more stable in training, and exhibits more robust and
accurate estimation performance compared to model-based KF and existing learning-aided filters.

Our main contributions are as follows:
1) We propose a novel Semantic-Independent KalmanNet to improve the accuracy and robustness of motion

estimation in the MOT task.
2) We construct a semi-simulated dataset for independent evaluation of the motion estimation module in MOT.
3) We develop an open-source framework, FilterNet, which allows researchers to reproduce and compare KF, KNet,

Split-KalmanNet(SKNet) and SIKNet easily in a unified way.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces the task of motion estimation in MOT using KF

as well as a short review of KNet. Section 3 describes the semi-simulated datasets. Section 4 presents the developed
Semantic-Independent KalmanNet. Section 5 presents the experimental results. Section 6 concludes the paper.

2. Preliminaries
2.1. Kalman motion estimation in multi-object tracking
2.1.1. System model

Consider a discrete-time state space model represented via

𝒙𝑡 = 𝒇 (𝒙𝑡−1) + 𝒆𝑡, 𝒙𝑡 ∈ ℝ𝑚, (1)
𝒚𝑡 = 𝒉(𝒙𝑡) + 𝒗𝑡, 𝒚𝑡 ∈ ℝ𝑛, (2)
where 𝒙𝑡 and 𝒚𝑡 are state and measurement vectors at time 𝑡. 𝒆𝑡 and 𝒗𝑡 are Gaussian random vectors that have zero-
mean and unknown covariance matrices 𝑸𝑡 = 𝔼[𝒆𝑡𝒆⊤𝑡 ] and 𝑹𝑡 = 𝔼[𝒗𝑡𝒗⊤𝑡 ]. 𝒇 (⋅) and 𝒉(⋅) are the state transition and
measurement functions.
2.1.2. State mode

In the motion estimation modules of most MOT algorithms[1, 2, 8–10, 12–14, 32, 33], the state of each object is
modeled as:
𝒙𝑡 = [𝑐𝑥, ̇𝑐𝑥, 𝑐𝑦, ̇𝑐𝑦, 𝑎, 𝑎̇, ℎ, ℎ̇]⊤, (3)
where [𝑐𝑥, 𝑐𝑦, 𝑎, ℎ] is used to represent the center position, aspect ratio, and height of an object in an image, it stands
for the object’s bounding-box (bbox). [ ̇𝑐𝑥, ̇𝑐𝑦, 𝑎̇, ℎ̇] denote the velocities of 𝑐𝑥, 𝑐𝑦, 𝑎, and ℎ.
: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 2 of 12



Correspondingly, the measurement 𝒚𝑡 from the detector is related to the object bbox [𝑐𝑥, 𝑐𝑦, 𝑎, ℎ]⊤. For conve-
nience, we refer to this state representation method as the XYAH mode.

Another commonly used state mode is [18, 34]:
𝒙𝑡 = [𝑐𝑥, ̇𝑐𝑥, 𝑐𝑦, ̇𝑐𝑦, 𝑤, 𝑤̇, ℎ, ℎ̇]⊤, (4)
where [𝑤, ℎ] are the width and height of the bounding-box, and [𝑤̇, ℎ̇] are the corresponding velocities. Correspond-
ingly, the measurement 𝒚𝑡 is related to the object bbox [𝑐𝑥, 𝑐𝑦,𝑤, ℎ]⊤, which is hence called XYWH mode.
2.1.3. Prediction stage

Following the model-based KF, we can obtain the formula for the state prediction stage as follows:
𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1 = 𝒇 (𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1), (5a)
𝑷 𝑡|𝑡−1 = 𝑭𝑡−1𝑷 𝑡−1|𝑡−1𝑭 ⊤

𝑡−1 +𝑸𝑡, (5b)
where 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1 is the estimated mean of the true state 𝒙 at time 𝑡 − 1, and 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1 is the predicted mean at time 𝑡. The
matrix 𝑭𝑡−1 = 𝜕𝒇

𝜕𝒙 |𝒙=𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1 is the Jacobian of 𝒇 (⋅) evaluated at 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1. The matrix 𝑷 𝑡−1|𝑡−1 and 𝑷 𝑡|𝑡−1 are updated
and predicted state covariances, respectively. 𝑸𝑡 is the process noise covariance matrix.

In MOT, a linear CV model is commonly used to approximate the inter-frame displacement of each object, and it
can be expressed as
𝒇 (𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1) = 𝑭 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1 (6)
where,

𝑭 = diag[𝑭𝑐𝑣,𝑭𝑐𝑣,𝑭𝑐𝑣,𝑭𝑐𝑣], 𝑭𝑐𝑣 =
[

1 Δ𝑡
0 1

]

, (7)

where Δ𝑡 is time interval. And, the process noise covariance matrix 𝑸𝑡 can be set up by using
𝑸𝑡 = diag[𝒒2◦𝒒2𝑑], (8)
where ◦ symbol means the element-wise multiplication. 𝒒 and 𝒒𝑑 for the XYAH mode are defined as
𝒒 = [𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑣, 𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑣, 0.01, 0.00001, 𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑣],
𝒒𝑑 = [ℎ, ℎ, ℎ, ℎ, 1, 1, ℎ, ℎ].

(9)

Here, 𝛼𝑝 and 𝛼𝑣 serve as noise factors (hyperparameters) for position and velocity, respectively, and ℎ is the height in
the 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1. For XYWH mode, these parameters become
𝒒 = [𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑣, 𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑣, 𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑣, 𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑣],
𝒒𝑑 = [𝑤, ℎ,𝑤, ℎ,𝑤, ℎ,𝑤, ℎ].

(10)

Here, 𝑤 is the width in the 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1.
2.1.4. Update stage

When the detected bounding-box is associated with an object, it will be used to update the object state:
𝒚̂𝑡|𝑡−1 = 𝑯(𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1), (11a)
𝑺𝑡 = 𝑯𝑡𝑷 𝑡|𝑡−1𝑯⊤

𝑡 +𝑹𝑡, (11b)
𝑲𝑡 = 𝑷𝑡|𝑡−1𝑯⊤

𝑡 𝑺
−1
𝑡 , (11c)

𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡 = 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1 +𝑲𝑡(𝒚𝑡 − 𝒚̂𝑡|𝑡−1), (11d)
𝑷𝑡|𝑡 = (𝑰 −𝑲𝑡𝑯𝑡)𝑷 𝑡|𝑡−1, (11e)
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where 𝒚̂𝑡|𝑡−1 is the predicted measurement at time 𝑡 − 1. 𝑯𝑡 =
𝜕𝒉
𝜕𝒙 |𝒙=𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1 is the Jacobian of 𝒉(⋅) evaluated at 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1.

The matrix 𝑺𝑡 is the innovation covariance, and 𝑲𝑡 is the KG.
In MOT, 𝒉(⋅) is also described as a linear model, that is,

𝒉
(

𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1
)

= 𝑯𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1 (12)
where
𝑯 = diag[𝑯1,𝑯1,𝑯1,𝑯1], 𝑯1 =

[

1 0
]

. (13)
And, the measurement noise covariance matrix 𝑹𝑡 is defined as
𝑹𝑡 = diag[𝒓2◦𝒓2𝑑], (14)
where 𝒓 and 𝒓𝑑 for the XYAH mode are defined as
𝒓 = [𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑝, 0.1, 𝛼𝑝], 𝒓𝑑 = [ℎ, ℎ, 1, ℎ]. (15)
For the XYWH mode, these parameters become
𝒓 = [𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑝, 𝛼𝑝], 𝒓𝑑 = [𝑤, ℎ,𝑤, ℎ]. (16)
2.1.5. Problem formulation

The task of motion estimation in MOT is to predict the current object bbox based on the previous one and then to
update it to obtain a more accurate bbox according to the associated detected results (measurements). A more accurate
bbox estimation is expected to get close to ground-truth (GT), which will improve the accuracy of data association and
hence the overall performance of MOT. In this paper, the IoU between the estimated bbox 𝒙̂𝑏𝑡 and the GT 𝒙𝑏𝑡 , as given
in Eq. (17), is selected as the basic metric for motion estimation.

IoU =
|𝒙̂𝑏𝑡 ∩ 𝒙𝑏𝑡 |
|𝒙̂𝑏𝑡 ∪ 𝒙𝑏𝑡 |

(17)

where 𝒙𝑏𝑡 = [𝑐𝑥, 𝑐𝑦,𝑤, ℎ]⊤ or [𝑐𝑥, 𝑐𝑦, 𝑎, ℎ]⊤. In Section 5, the basic metric IoU will be used to form the statistic metric
of recall (Re) for evaluating the estimation performance.
2.2. KalmanNet

KalmanNet (KNet) [29, 30] has a similar overall structure to the model-based KF. The only difference is that KNet
exploits deep neural networks (DNNs) instead of analytical models to learn the KG using input features, thus gaining
the ability to overcome model mismatch and nonlinearity. In addition, such learning-aided filters do not require prior
statistical knowledge of the estimation problem, such as 𝑸𝑡 and 𝑹𝑡.Eqs. (5b) and (11b)-(11e) in the model-based KF are replaced by
𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡 = 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1 +𝑲𝑡(𝜃)(𝒚𝑡 − 𝒚̂𝑡|𝑡−1), (18)
where 𝑲𝑡(𝜃) is the learned KG using a DNN with trainable parameters 𝜃. At each time step 𝑡, it uses the following
features as inputs to learn the KG.
Δ𝒙̃𝑡 = 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡 − 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1, Δ𝒙̂𝑡 = 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡 − 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1,
Δ𝒚̃𝑡 = 𝒚𝑡 − 𝒚𝑡−1, Δ𝒚𝑡 = 𝒚𝑡 − 𝒚̂𝑡|𝑡−1.

(19)

The state difference features available at time 𝑡 are Δ𝒙̃𝑡−1 and Δ𝒙̂𝑡−1, respectively.
KNet underutilize the model-based (MB) structure when computing the KG, leading to instability of network

training. To solve this problem, the Split-KalmanNet (SKNet) [31] uses two parallel RNNs to track the covariance
matrices 𝑷 𝑡|𝑡−1 and 𝑺−1

𝑡 , respectively, which allows computing the KG via Eq. (11c). Song [35] proposed a sliding-
window method to improve training robustness of the KNet and SKNet, which makes use of the first-order Markov
property of the KF. However, all these methods still suffer from a disgusting problem of training instability, which
to our understanding stems from the huge scale-difference of various heterogeneous-semantic elements of the input
features.
: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 4 of 12
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Fig. 1: IoU on adjacent frames. Compared to MOT17 and MOT20, SoccerNet and DanceTrack have lower IoU values,
which indicates that the objects in these datasets have more complex motion patterns.

3. Semi-simulated datasets
The large-scale semi-simulated datasets are built upon the commonly used open-source MOT datasets.

3.1. Base datasets
MOT17 [21] and MOT20 [22]. These are large datasets used to evaluate the performance of tracking algorithms

in traditional scenarios, with the main object category being “Pedestrian”. MOT17 is dominated by close-range video
captured by dynamic cameras, while MOT20 focuses on dense pedestrian scenarios with wide-angle lens from near-
static cameras, resulting in smaller object sizes. Notably, most objects in both datasets exhibit regular motion patterns
that can be effectively approximated by linear CV motion models when camera motion is ignored [24].

SoccerNet [3]. This dataset constitutes a large-scale benchmark for football video comprehension, containing
annotations of “Player” and their movement trajectories throughout matches. Most footage is captured from a fixed
wide-angle lens, with “Player” displaying highly irregular and non-stationary motion regardless of camera motion.

DanceTrack [24]. This dataset serves as a large-scale benchmark for dance video comprehension, containing
annotations of “Dancer” and their trajectories. Most videos are captured at a fixed location near the stage. Compared
with MOT17, MOT20, and SoccerNet datasets, “Dancer” movements exhibit higher irregularity and more significant
bounding-box size variations, primarily due to the camera’s closer proximity to the subjects.

Analysis of Object Motion Pattern. Referring to [24], we use the “IoU on adjacent frames” metric to analyze the
motion patterns of the main object categories in the dataset. A low IoU suggests significant object motion between
adjacent frames. Given a video with N targets and T frames, the average IoU (AIoU) can be calculated by:

AIoU = 1
𝑁(𝑇 − 1)

𝑁
∑

𝑖

𝑇−1
∑

𝑡=1
IoU(𝑏𝑖𝑡, 𝑏

𝑖
𝑡+1), (20)

where IoU(⋅) is the intersection-over-union of the bounding-box b on the adjacent frames for a certain object 𝑖.
As shown in Fig. 1, MOT20 has a higher “Pedestrian” IoU than MOT17 because MOT20 was captured by a

stationary camera with a wide-angle lens, which reduces bounding-box size variations. MOT17 is shot at close range
and produces larger sized object bounding-boxes where limb movement patterns (e.g., shopping bag oscillations)
significantly amplify adjacent frame bounding-box variations, resulting in depressed IoU metrics. Notably, despite
adopting the same fixed shot method as MOT20, SoccerNet and DanceTrack have relatively low IoU values due to the
drastic changes in the object motion patterns. In addition, SoccerNet’s IoU is significantly lower than DanceTrack’s
because the “Player” have larger ranges of motion and higher velocities, resulting in larger inter-frame displacements
and less bounding-box overlap. MOT17 and MOT20 have relatively regular and stationary motion patterns, which are
fit for evaluating the algorithm’s performance in basic scenario. In contrast, the complex motion patterns of SoccerNet
and DanceTrack can be employed to test the algorithm’s adaptability to model-mismatch and non-linearity.
: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 5 of 12



3.2. Semi-simulated datasets
Existing MOT datasets, including the above four Datasets, provide the detected measurements and GT trajectory,

which can be used for evaluating the tracker (including the motion estimation and data association modules) or the
whole tracking framework (including both the detector and tracker). The measurements of these datasets have not been
matched through data association; therefore they cannot be directly used for MEM evaluation. To address this problem,
a method for generating semi-simulated datasets is proposed.

The measurement sequence is to be generated only in the mode of XYAH and will be transformed into XYWH mode.
The XYAH and converted XYWH sequences will then be used for the subsequent task of motion estimation.

We generated a semi-simulated dataset based on the XYAH mode. Let 𝒙𝑏 = [𝒙𝑏1,𝒙
𝑏
2… ,𝒙𝑏𝑇 ] be a GT bbox sequence

of length 𝑇 where 𝒙𝑏𝑡 = [𝑐𝑥, 𝑐𝑦, 𝑎, ℎ]⊤. For each time step 𝑡, the corresponding element 𝒚𝑏𝑡 in the simulated bbox
sequence 𝒚𝑏 = [𝒚𝑏1 , 𝒚

𝑏
2 ,… , 𝒚𝑏𝑇 ] can be obtained by:

𝒚𝑏𝑡 = 𝒙𝑏𝑡 + 𝒗𝑡, 𝒗𝑡 ∼  (𝟎,𝑹𝑡). (21)
where the measurement noise covariance matrix 𝑹𝑡 are defined in Eqs. (14) and (15).

As shown in Fig. 2, through adjusting the parameter 𝛼𝑝, measurement sequences with varying noise levels can be
generated. Specifically, the average IoU between ground truths and simulated measurements is 0.8 under 𝛼𝑝 = 0.05
and 0.6 under 𝛼𝑝 = 0.4.

4. Semantic-Independent KalmanNet
4.1. Semantic-Independent Encoder

While embedding RGB channels into high-dimensional vectors for semantic fusion is common in computer vision
[36], direct concatenation and embedding of state vectors in learning-aided filters is problematic. State elements
are much more heterogeneous than RGB channels, having different semantic information and numerical scales. For
instance, the state elements [𝑐𝑥, 𝑐𝑦] and [𝑎] in Eq. (3) have weakly correlation due to their distinct physical meanings. As
shown in Fig. 3(a), existing learning-aided filters directly concatenate state vectors with different semantic information
(e.g., position and ratio) as input features, which are then processed linearly by a fully-connected (FC) layer. Such
a way of embedding learning is inappropriate and counterintuitive, because it neglects inherent semantic differences
of the input features and undermines the semantic-independence of the heterogeneous state elements, which leads
to a degrading quality of feature representation. Additionally, given input features with large numerical difference
between heterogeneous-semantic elements, the FC layer as well as the subsequent RNN may become instable in
network training. To address this problem, we propose a Semantic-Independent Encoder (SIE), which can be simply
expressed as
𝒁emb = Encoder(𝒁 in), (22)
where 𝒁 in ∈ ℝ𝑀×𝑁 is a feature matrix composed of 𝑁 𝑀-dimensional state (column) vectors 𝒛𝑗 ∈ ℝ𝑀×1

(𝑗 = 1, 2,… , 𝑁). Crucially, elements in the same row vector of 𝒁 in = [𝒛1, 𝒛2,… , 𝒛𝑁 ], e.g., 𝒛1 = 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1 and
𝒛2 = 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1, have the same or similar semantic information.

As shown in Fig. 3(b), the SIE consists of a 1-Dimensional (1D) convolutional layer, a non-linear activation
function, an adaptive pooling layer, and an FC. First, the 1D convolution with a 1×𝑁 kernel is used to extract features
from homogeneous-semantic elements along the element (row) dimension. Be aware such a 1D convolution is different
from the Temporal Convolutional Network [36–38], which performs convolution along the time dimension. Next, the
1D convolution is followed by an activation function, which enables the network to capture non-linearity, e.g., the non-
linear transformation from 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1 to 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1. The Tanh activation function is selected to converse the input features
into quantities within [−1, 1], which help improve the robustness of the subsequent RNN in training and inference.
Subsequently, the adaptive pooling layer is used to make 𝒁emb an 𝑀-dimension vector, which can adapt to the input
of the subsequent FC. Finally, the FC is designed to merge information across heterogeneous-semantic elements. SIE
can provide higher quality feature representations by decoupling the feature embedding process of homogeneous and
heterogeneous semantic elements.
4.2. Input features

The SIKNet uses the following features to learn 𝑷 𝑡|𝑡−1 and 𝑺−1
𝑡 :
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𝒁 in
1 State evolution and update differences [Δ𝒙̃𝑡,Δ𝒙̂𝑡]. The available feature at time 𝑡 is [Δ𝒙̃𝑡−1,Δ𝒙̂𝑡−1].

𝒁 in
2 Measurement and innovation differences [Δ𝒚̃𝑡,Δ𝒚𝑡].

𝒁 in
3 State estimation and its prediction [𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1, 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1, 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡]. The accessible feature at time step 𝑡 is [𝒙̂𝑡−2|𝑡−2, 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−2,

𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1].
𝒁 in

4 Measurement and its prediction [𝒚𝑡−1, 𝒚̂𝑡|𝑡−1, 𝒚𝑡].
The first two groups of difference features 𝒁 in

1 and 𝒁 in
2 , commonly used in existing KalmanNet methods, mainly

contribute to the learning of 𝑸𝑡 and 𝑹𝑡, hence 𝑷 𝑡|𝑡−1 and 𝑺−1
𝑡 ; whereas the second two groups of original features 𝒁 in

3and 𝒁 in
4 , purposely selected in our SIKNet, could help learn 𝑷 𝑡|𝑡−1 and 𝑺−1

𝑡 since them explicitly depend on 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1and 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1, as described in Eqs. (5) and (11a)-(11b). Note that the structure design of SIE makes it possible that original
features 𝒁 in

3 and 𝒁 in
4 could be used in the SIKNet with performance improvement. Meanwhile, difference features 𝒁 in

1and 𝒁 in
2 are reserved in the SIKNet to help its training.

4.3. Overall architecture
We adopt the similar network structure as SKNet, which has exhibited its training and inference robustness on both

simulation and real-world data[31, 35]. As shown in Fig. 4, four SIE modules are employed by SIKNet to generate
embeddings from 𝒁 in

1 , 𝒁 in
2 , 𝒁 in

3 and 𝒁 in
4 , respectively:

𝒁emb
𝑖 = SIE𝑖(𝒁 𝑖𝑛

𝑖 ), 𝑖 = 1,… , 4. (23)
The processed features are fed into two independent DNN modules, each of which integrates FC and RNN to track the
𝑷 𝑡|𝑡−1 and 𝑺−1

𝑡 ,
𝑷 𝑡|𝑡−1 = 1𝑡

(

{𝒁emb
1 ,𝒁emb

3 }
)

, (24)
𝑺−1
𝑡 = 2𝑡

(

{𝒁emb
1 ,𝒁emb

2 ,𝒁emb
3 ,𝒁emb

4 }
)

. (25)
Then, the 𝑲𝑡 can be computed by:
𝑲𝑡(𝜃1, 𝜃2,𝑯) = 1𝑡 (𝜃1)𝑯

⊤2𝑡 (𝜃2), (26)
where 1𝑡 (𝜃1) and 2𝑡 (𝜃2) represent two DNN modules with trainable parameters 𝜃1 and 𝜃2, respectively.
4.4. Loss function

Consider a semi-simulated dataset  = {(𝒚𝑏𝑖 ,𝒙
𝑏
𝑖 )}

𝑁
𝑖=1 composed of 𝑁 trajectories with different lengths 𝑇 𝑖, where

𝒚𝑏𝑖 = [𝒚𝑏,(𝑖)1 , 𝒚𝑏,(𝑖)2 ,… , 𝒚𝑏,(𝑖)𝑇 𝑖 ], 𝒙𝑏𝑖 = [𝒙𝑏,(𝑖)1 ,𝒙𝑏,(𝑖)2 ,… ,𝒙𝑏,(𝑖)𝑇 𝑖 ]. The Smooth L1 Loss [4] is adopted, with the loss for the 𝑖-th
trajectory defined as:

(𝜃)𝑇 𝑖 = 1
𝑇 𝑖

𝑇 𝑖
∑

𝑡=1
𝓁𝑖
𝑡(𝜃) (27)

with

𝓁𝑖
𝑡(𝜃)=

{

0.5(𝒙𝑏,(𝑖)𝑡 − 𝒙̂𝑏,(𝑖)𝑡|𝑡 )2 |𝒙𝑏,(𝑖)𝑡 − 𝒙̂𝑏,(𝑖)𝑡|𝑡 | < 1
|𝒙𝑏,(𝑖)𝑡 − 𝒙̂𝑏,(𝑖)𝑡|𝑡 | − 0.5 otherwise. (28)

In contrast to the Mean-Square-Error (MSE) loss adopted by KalmanNet, our SIKNet with the Smooth L1 Loss
exhibits superior robustness and can better handle the gradient explosion problem caused by outliers.

5. Experiments
5.1. Simulation experiments

In this section, we conduct an in-depth evaluation of our algorithm against baseline algorithms (e.g., KF, KNet,
SKNet) in terms of motion estimation accuracy and motion estimation robustness, using semi-simulated datasets with
various noise setups.
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5.1.1. Experiments setup
Evaluation metrics: Instead of conventional evaluation metrics of root mean square error (RMSE), the recall (Re)

defined as below is used for statistic evaluation of the motion estimation:
Re𝛽 = TP

TP + FN
, (29)

where 𝛽 is the IoU threshold, TP is the number of true positives, and FN is the number of false negatives. An estimated
bbox is classified as a TP if its IoU with the corresponding GT bbox meets or exceeds 𝛽. Otherwise, it is an FN. Note
that for our task of motion estimation there is no case of falsely associating an estimated bbox with the GT box (i.e.,
false positive), therefore Re instead of F1-score is used here.

To comprehensively evaluate recall across varying IoU thresholds, the average recall (AR) is computed, which is
the integral of recall over the interval [0.5, 1], following the convention in object detection [39]. This integral, which
is equivalent to the area under the IoU-Recall curve and represents the overall performance of the recall metric across
different IoU thresholds, is approximated by evaluating recall at 10 equidistant thresholds (𝛽 = 0.5, 0.55,⋯ , 0.95) and
averaging the results:

AR = 2∫

1

0.5
Re𝛽d𝛽 ≈ 1

10
∑

𝛽∈{0.5,0.55,⋯,0.95}
Re𝛽 , (30)

We use Re50, Re75, and AR to examine estimation performance. Note that in this section we are only concerned with
estimator performance, so we use Re50, Re75, and AR to examine estimation performance. MOT-related performance
metrics, such as HOTA, MOTA, IDF1, etc., will be demonstrated in subsequent integration experiments.

Datasets: The 𝛼𝑝 for measurement generation as in Eq. (21) was set to be 0.05, 0.1, 0.2 and 0.4, with 𝛼𝑝 = 0.05
corresponding to the default setting for most MOT algorithms using the Kalman filter [8, 9, 12, 32, 34]. Each semi-
simulated dataset was divided into training and test sets by splitting each sequence into two equal temporal segments.
And 10% of training sets sequences were selected as validation sets. Our main results are reported on the test sets.

Compared models:

• KF: The matrices 𝑭 , 𝑯 , 𝑸 and 𝑹 follow the setting described in Subsection 2.1. The 𝛼𝑝 in KF is set to equal
the 𝛼𝑝 of the test sets and unless stated otherwise. The 𝛼𝑣 parameter in the KF’s process noise covariance matrix
𝑸 is set to 0.00625, a commonly adopted value in the literature [8, 9, 12, 34].

• KNet and SKNet: Both models were trained using the hyperparameters specified in the original papers [29–31].
• SIKNet: SIKNet is optimized using the Adam optimizer with an initial learning rate of 0.001, which is gradually

decreased to 1 × 10−7 using the cosine annealing strategy. The epoch and batch size are set to 50 and 32,
respectively.

Implementation details: Consider the challenges in training KNet, the alternative truncated back-propagation through
time algorithm proposed in [35] is employed to ensure successful convergence, which incurs higher training costs. For
SKNet and SIKNet, standard back-propagation through time algorithm is utilized. All algorithms are implemented in
PyTorch on a system featuring an Intel Xeon Platinum 8352V CPU, an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3080 GPU, and 64
GB RAM. A modular codebase for reproducibility and comparative analysis is available at https://github.com/
SongJgit/filternet.
5.1.2. Results on all test sets

Experimental results on all test sets are presented in Table 1, which gives the mean recall (mRe) and mean average
recall (mAR) of all categories. The learning-aided filters significantly outperforms the model-based KF in almost all
cases, achieving a 40% average improvement in mAR. Furthermore, this advantage becomes more pronounced under
higher noise levels. The proposed SIKNet achieves superior SOTA performance compared to existing learning-aided
filters, with improvements of approximately 6% in mAR and 10% in mRe75. This demonstrates the ability of SIKNet
to provide more accurate bounding-box estimates.

Fig. 5 gives the visualized results of Table 1 for a better observation of the mAR fluctuation. For different noise
levels 𝛼𝑝, SIKNet has the best consistent performance over the two state modes compared to the existing learning-aided
filters, which can be attributed to the SIE’s capability of decoupling the feature-embedding processes of homogeneous
and heterogeneous semantic state elements and effectively reducing sensitivity to differences in state elements.
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Table 1
Mean recall and mean average recall on test sets. The best results are highlighted in bold and the second-best
ones are underlined.

State Mode XYAH XYWH

𝛼𝑝 Metric Observation KF KNet SKNet Ours KF KNet SKNet Ours

0.05
mAR 0.4872 0.6250 0.6976 0.6389 0.7171 0.6067 0.7067 0.6836 0.7266
mRe50 0.9509 0.9807 0.9791 0.9464 0.9850 0.9831 0.9850 0.9672 0.9871
mRe75 0.4248 0.7011 0.8291 0.7465 0.8484 0.6603 0.8385 0.7990 0.8603

0.1
mAR 0.2852 0.4568 0.5720 0.5733 0.6154 0.4497 0.5911 0.5979 0.6228
mRe50 0.7803 0.9393 0.9646 0.9501 0.9720 0.9417 0.9660 0.9596 0.9768
mRe75 0.1487 0.3678 0.6001 0.6149 0.6748 0.3470 0.6366 0.6501 0.6902

0.2
mAR 0.1928 0.3799 0.5546 0.5467 0.6035 0.3876 0.5635 0.5772 0.6043
mRe50 0.6879 0.9370 0.9716 0.9311 0.9700 0.9612 0.9457 0.9488 0.9741
mRe75 0.0592 0.2114 0.5594 0.5694 0.6649 0.2083 0.5977 0.6198 0.6585

0.4
mAR 0.1465 0.2996 0.5420 0.4888 0.5864 0.3307 0.5373 0.5714 0.5850
mRe50 0.5846 0.8460 0.9487 0.8526 0.9622 0.9239 0.9385 0.9587 0.9679
mRe75 0.0344 0.1303 0.5490 0.5026 0.6265 0.1407 0.5451 0.5926 0.6232

Table 2
Recall and average recall for different categories on the test sets using 𝛼𝑝 = 0.2.

State Mode XYAH XYWH

Datasets Category Metric Obervation KF KNet SKNet Ours KF KNet SKNet Ours

MOT17 Pedestrian
AR 0.1887 0.4115 0.6047 0.6110 0.6712 0.3960 0.6265 0.6509 0.6792
Re50 0.7055 0.9620 0.9932 0.9581 0.9771 0.9670 0.9579 0.9679 0.9918
Re75 0.0509 0.2462 0.6503 0.6860 0.7990 0.2107 0.7286 0.7603 0.7994

MOT20 Pedestrian
AR 0.1848 0.3971 0.5969 0.6371 0.6770 0.3838 0.6150 0.6484 0.6702
Re50 0.6573 0.9557 0.9826 0.9791 0.9838 0.9590 0.9741 0.9537 0.9844
Re75 0.0563 0.2320 0.6429 0.7250 0.8036 0.2053 0.6853 0.7678 0.7985

Soccer
Net Player

AR 0.1974 0.3646 0.5125 0.4587 0.5201 0.3716 0.5187 0.4764 0.5297
Re50 0.6931 0.9186 0.9456 0.8529 0.9500 0.9361 0.9592 0.8947 0.9509
Re75 0.0638 0.1979 0.4912 0.4402 0.5151 0.1986 0.4926 0.4467 0.5144

Dance
Track Dancer

AR 0.2002 0.3465 0.5045 0.4801 0.5456 0.3989 0.4938 0.5331 0.5372
Re50 0.6956 0.9115 0.9648 0.9343 0.9691 0.9826 0.8914 0.9788 0.9693
Re75 0.0659 0.1696 0.4532 0.4263 0.5418 0.2188 0.4842 0.5043 0.5219

5.1.3. Results on different categories
Experimental results on different categories at 𝛼𝑝 = 0.2 are shown in Table 2, which reveals similarly that

the learning-aided methods significantly outperforms the model-based KF in almost all cases, and the proposed
SIKNet achieves the SOTA performance in general. A deeper look at the results suggests that learning-aided filters
achieve approximately a 50% performance improvement on “Pedestrian” than the model-based filter, whereas a less
improvement of around 35% on both “Dancer” and “Player”. This is probably because, as analyzed in Subsection 3.1,
the motion patterns of “Dancer” and “Player” change more dramatically than those of “Pedestrian” and may cause more
serious model-mismatch problem. The learning-aided filters could well handle the model-mismatch problem caused
by non-linearity, but are less effective for model-mismatch caused by non-stationary. Fig. 6 visualizes AR fluctuations
of each method at 𝛼𝑝 = 0.2 and 0.4 across the two state modes for all categories. Similarly, SIKNet demonstrates the
highest consistency over the two state modes.
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Table 3
Comparison of different motion models on DanceTrack, SoccerNet. The association algorithm is BYTE.

Datasets Motion Model HOTA↑ AssA↑ MOTA↑ IDF1↑ IDs↓

DanceTrack

KF 49.95 34.80 90.41 56.22 1738
KNet 54.60 38.88 92.10 58.20 1483
SKNet 50.94 35.74 89.99 54.88 1619
SIKNet(Ours) 56.19 39.97 92.37 57.87 1427

SoccerNet

KF 72.30 62.48 94.62 75.58 5054
KNet 75.49 66.67 94.71 77.71 4354
SKNet 73.82 65.14 94.24 77.43 4171
SIKNet(Ours) 76.17 67.45 95.43 77.81 3844

Best results are shown in bold, second best underlined.

5.1.4. Results on mismatched noise conditions
Experimental results visualized in Fig. 7 are for scenarios where training and testing noise parameters are

mismatched. The learning-aided methods were trained on datasets generated with 𝛼𝑝 = 0.05 and 0.4, respectively,
and tested on datasets with 𝛼𝑝 ∈ {0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.4}. The model-based KF with parameters 𝛼𝑝 = 0.05 or 0.4 was as
well tested on datasets with 𝛼𝑝 = 0.05, 0.1, 0.2 and 0.4, respectively. As we can see, for all situations when the noise
parameters are mismatched, the proposed SIKNet remains the best and all the learning-aided methods are better than
the model-based KF.
5.1.5. Selected visual results

Visual results of selected sequences on the DanceTrack datasets are presented in Fig. 8. The sequence is taken
from the last few frames of a 600-frame video, where the object has moved continuously for 600 frames. The results
show that SIKNet achieves the highest average IoU (0.86), outperforming KNet (0.81), SKNet (0.79), and KF (0.68).
Additionally, SIKNet demonstrates the most stable performance with an IoU variance of 0.8 × 10−3 on this sequence,
followed by KNet (1.0 × 10−3), SKNet (1.2 × 10−3), and KF (3.8 × 10−3). These results highlight the efficacy of the
learning-aided filter in processing long-term sequences.
5.2. Performance comparison of trackers integrated with learning-aided kalman filtering

In this section, we integrate several LAKF models into existing trackers—replacing the model-based (MB) Kalman
Filter (KF)—to validate the improvements that LAKF models bring to the trackers.

Evaluation Metrics: To evaluate the tracking results comprehensively across different dimensions, we employ
HOTA[40], AssA, MOTA, IDF1, and ID switches (IDs) [41].

Datasets: We conducted experiments on two MOT datasets where irregular motion is most prominent: DanceTrack
[24] and SoccerNet [3].

Implementation details: We focus on the impact of different motion models on trackers, so we used the famous
BYTE (using its original parameters) as the association algorithm for all experiments. BYTE + KF is the well-
known ByteTrack. All LAKF models are first trained on semi-simulated datasets generated from the training sets
of DanceTrack and SoccerNet, where 𝛼𝑝 = 0.05. They are then combined with BYTE and evaluated separately on the
validation set of DanceTrack [24] and the test set of SoccerNet [3]. DanceTrack and SoccerNet use oracle detections.
5.2.1. Results

The experimental results are reported in Table 3. As indicated by the results, LAKF models—SIKNet in particular,
which outperforms other LAKF models across nearly all metrics—surpass KF by a large margin across all metrics on
the two datasets.

6. Conclusions
In this paper, we have proposed a novel learning-aided filter SIKNet featuring a Semantic-Independent Encoder

(SIE) for robust motion estimation. The SIE utilizes a 1D convolutional layer and a fully connected layer to decouple the
feature-embedding processes of homogeneous and heterogeneous semantic elements in the state vector. It effectively
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mitigates the training robustness problem of KNets caused by the heterogeneous-semantic and numerical range
differences of the state elements. To validate the proposed algorithm, we develop a semi-simulated dataset based on
several well-known MOT real datasets. Experimental results with various noise levels show that SIKNet outperforms
the model-based KF and existing learning-aided filters in terms of both accuracy and robustness. Specifically, SIKNet
achieves a 6% improvement in mAR over existing learning-aided filters and a 40% improvement over the model-based
KF. Due to joint optimization challenges, SIKNet has not yet been fully integrated into complete MOT frameworks
for end-to-end training with detection components. Future work will focus on seamless integration of learning-aided
filter into full MOT pipelines to implement joint optimization and enhance overall tracking performance.
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(a) The sequence are generated using 𝛼𝑝 = 0.05

(b) The sequence are generated using 𝛼𝑝 = 0.4

Fig. 2: Selected semi-simulated sequences on DanceTrack video. Green solid lines denote ground-truth bounding-box, and
the red dashed lines represent the noisy bounding-box 𝒚𝑡 derived from Eq. (21), and the IoU metric quantifies their spatial
overlap.

(b) Semantic-Independent Encoder in SIKNet(a) Vertical Stacking in KNet 
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AvgPooling
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…1z 2z inZ

embZ

Fig. 3: Feature embedding in learning-aided filter. (a) Vertical stacking in KNet. (b) Semantic-Independent Encoder in
SIKNet. 𝒁 in is composed of 𝑁 𝑀-dimension state (column) vectors 𝒛𝑗 ∈ ℝ𝑀×1 (𝑗 = 1, 2,… , 𝑁). Among them, elements
in the same row vector of 𝒁 in = [𝒛1, 𝒛2,… , 𝒛𝑁 ], e.g., 𝒛1 = 𝒙̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1 and 𝒛2 = 𝒙̂𝑡|𝑡−1, have the same or similar semantic
information. By performing a 1D convolution with a convolution kernel of size 1 along the element (row) dimension, we
can ensure that state elements with similar semantics are embedded independently between different state vectors. The
FC is used to extract the dependencies between elements with different semantic information.
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Fig. 4: Block diagram of the proposed Semantic-Independent KalmanNet
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Fig. 5: Line graph of mean average recall corresponding to Table 1. The x-axis is noise level 𝛼𝑝, and the y-axis is the mean
average recall.
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(a) 𝛼𝑝 = 0.2
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(b) 𝛼𝑝 = 0.4

Fig. 6: Average recall on different categories. (a) 𝛼𝑝 = 0.2. (b) 𝛼𝑝 = 0.4.
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(a) Trained on 𝛼𝑝 = 0.05
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(b) Trained on 𝛼𝑝 = 0.4

Fig. 7: Mean average recall for scenarios where training and testing noise parameters are mismatched. (a) Trained on
𝛼𝑝 = 0.05. (b) Trained on 𝛼𝑝 = 0.4.
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Fig. 8: Visual results of selected sequences obtained by different motion estimation methods on the DanceTrack in XYAH
mode. Training and test sets of the sequences are generated using 𝛼𝑝 = 0.2. The frame interval of the sequences is 5 and
the images were cropped to focus on the main track area. Ground-truth bounding-boxes are marked by green solid lines
and estimated results by red dashed lines.
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