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ABSTRACT Audio-visual speaker tracking has drawn increasing attention over the past few years due
to its academic values and wide application. Audio and visual modalities can provide complementary
information for localization and tracking. With audio and visual information, the Bayesian-based filter
can solve the problem of data association, audio-visual fusion and track management. In this paper, we
conduct a comprehensive overview of audio-visual speaker tracking. To our knowledge, this is the first
extensive survey over the past five years. We introduce the family of Bayesian filters and summarize the
methods for obtaining audio-visual measurements. In addition, the existing trackers and their performance
on AV16.3 dataset are summarized. In the past few years, deep learning techniques have thrived, which
also boosts the development of audio-visual speaker tracking. The influence of deep learning techniques in
terms of measurement extraction and state estimation is also discussed. At last, we discuss the connections
between audio-visual speaker tracking and other areas such as speech separation and distributed speaker
tracking.

INDEX TERMS Audio-Visual Speaker Tracking, Bayesian Filter, Sound Source Localization, Data
Association, Face Detection

I. INTRODUCTION
The goal of speaker tracking is to determine the positions of
the speaker in each time step using data from sensors like
microphones and cameras. It has wide applications, including
but not limited to human-computer interaction [1], speech
recognition [2], speaker diarization [3], speech enhancement
[4] and monitoring [5]. Besides, it has been employed
to automatically extract tracking metadata for object-based
media production [6], [7], where audio-visual objects are
faithfully spatialized according to their position in space [8],
[9].

The localization resolution of audio is low but audio
can localize the speaker omnidirectionally. The localization
resolution of visual signals is high but it can only localize the

speaker when the speaker is in the field of view. Thus audio
provides a complementary modality to overcome limitations
of visual modality under conditions like occlusion, field-of-
view constraints, and poor illumination where visual cues
degrade. On the contrary, when audio is affected by strong
room reverberation and ambient noise, video information can
serve as a backup. This indicates the collaborative potential
of multiple modalities for improving tracking performance.

Audio-visual multi-speaker tracking presents several chal-
lenges requiring careful consideration, including (1) integrat-
ing the audio and visual data in a complementary manner,
(2) estimating the number of simultaneous speakers which
is unknown and dynamically changing [10], (3) dealing
with many complex sources of uncertainty, such as missing

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 License. For more information, see https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

VOLUME , 1

ar
X

iv
:2

31
0.

14
77

8v
3 

 [
cs

.M
M

] 
 1

9 
D

ec
 2

02
4



ZHAO ET AL. : Audio-Visual Speaker Tracking: Progress, Challenges, and Future Directions

detections, noise, clutters, and absent modality, and (4)
improving the tracking efficiency while maintaining the
tracking accuracy.

There have been several surveys [11] before for audio-
visual speaker tracking. Based on previous works, we give
a more comprehensive and up-to-date literature review of
the visual measurements generation, audio measurements
generation, Bayesian trackers, datasets and metrics, includ-
ing the works appearing recently. Techniques in [11] are
mostly statistic-based, while we include more learning-based
techniques in our survey such as learning-based audio-visual
features and learning-based Bayesian filter.

The rest of the survey is listed as follows. In Section
II, we recall the related techniques. Section III classifies
the trackers into Bayesian trackers, learning-based trackers
and differentiable Bayesian trackers, which are the hybrid of
statistic-based tracking and learning-based tracking. Then we
compare the performance of the current methods on AV16.3
dataset. In Section IV, we summarize the audio and visual
features. In Section V and VI, we summarize the commonly
used dataset and metrics. At last, we propose some future
directions and conclude the survey.

II. Background
A. Difference between Localization and Tracking
Localization and Tracking are two related but distinct con-
cepts. Localization refers to the process of determining the
precise position of an object within a defined coordinate
system. Localization is usually a one-time event, where
the goal is to determine the current position accurately at
a specific moment. While tracking involves continuously
monitoring the movement and changes in the position of an
object over time. Data association is often used to correspond
the objects in the past time steps with the objects in the
current time steps. Bayesian filter is often employed to model
the state updating process.

In the task of audio-visual speaker tracking, measurement
extraction and Bayesian estimation are two important steps
as the quality of the measurements and state estimation based
on the measurements determines the tracking accuracy.

B. Audio and Visual Measurements
For visual measurements, bounding boxes output by face
detectors are widely used [12] [13] as face detectors can
provide accurate detection results. The Color histogram [14]
is another effective tool to provide visual measurements. It
can also serve as complementary information for face detec-
tors if the face detectors fail when the speakers’ faces are not
facing towards the camera or the illumination conditions are
poor. Other traditional visual features such as the local binary
patterns (LBPs) [15] and scale-invariant feature transform
(SIFT) [16] can also be used.

For audio measurements, global coherence field (GCF)
[17] can provide 2D or 3D coordinates as a direct position
measurement. Sam-sparse-mean (SSM) [18] or MUltiple

SIgnal Classification (MUSIC) [19] can be used to provide
estimates for the Direction of Arrival (DOA) of the speakers.
In addition to the traditional sound source localization meth-
ods, learning-based methods have emerged in recent years,
which aim to learn mappings from audio features to DOA
or Cartesian coordinates [20].

C. Bayesian Filter
The objective of tracking is to obtain the joint probability of
target states recursively. Kalman filter (KF) [21] is a popular
solution to the task of tracking due to its high computational
efficiency. KF assumes the motion of objects is linear and the
posterior density is Gaussian. However, it does not always
provide an optimal solution, due to its highly restrictive
assumptions. In contrast, particle filters (PF) [22] are se-
quential Monte Carlo methods, which approximate the state
distribution by a set of weighted particles through sequential
importance sampling. Both the KF and PF algorithms require
the number of targets to be fixed and known a priori. Thus
they cannot deal with the scenarios of various and unknown
numbers of speakers.

Random Finite Set (RFS) [23] is proposed to model the
evolution of a time-varying number of objects by involving
the process of motion, birth and death of targets, which lays
foundations for the development of Probability Hypothesis
Density (PHD) filter [24]. PHD filter propagates the first-
order moment of the multi-target posterior. It has the form of
linear Gaussian models, which can be regarded as the exten-
sion of Kalman filter from scenes of a single target to those
of multiple targets, and the SMC form known as the SMC
PHD filter, which approximates the posterior density by a set
of particles. PHD filter estimates the number of targets by
the mean of cardinality distribution. However, this estimation
has a high variance if the number of targets is very large. To
solve this problem, cardinalized PHD (CPHD) is proposed
to propagate the intensity and cardinality distribution at the
same time.

Different from PHD and CPHD filter, Multi-target multi-
Bernoulli (MeMBer) filter propagates the full posterior den-
sity, instead of the intensity [25]. The posterior density is
represented as the Bernoulli RFS, which is null (meaning that
the target disappears) or has a single element (meaning that
the target exists). The predicted density includes the density
of survived targets and newborn targets, while the updated
density includes the density of legacy tracks and observation-
corrected tracks. The number of tracks is estimated by the
cardinality mean. Then, the corresponding number of tracks
is selected by the order of existence probabilities. This
process is advantageous to the PHD filter, where the tracks
are clustered according to the estimated number of targets.
This prediction can be inaccurate when the estimated number
of targets is not equal to the natural number of clusters
of particles. In addition, the clustering process is compu-
tationally inefficient. In [26], the existence of cardinality
bias in MeMBer was found and the cardinality balanced
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FIGURE 1. The Classification of Audio-Visual Trackers.

version (CBMeMBer) was then proposed. The Bernoulli
filters discussed above do not include label information.
To solve this problem, Generalized Labeled Multi-Bernoulli
filter (GLMB) [27] is proposed and incorporates the label
information in the density.

The Poisson multi-Bernoulli mixture (PMBM) filter, pro-
posed in [28] [29], leverages the conjugacy property that
the predicted and updated distributions follow the same
distribution. The conjugacy property enables efficient im-
plementation. It represents undetected objects with a Pois-
son process and detected objects with a multi-Bernoulli
mixture. Compared to other Bernoulli-based filters, PMBM
has demonstrated superior performance in accuracy and
speed [30]. In [31], PMBM is used for 3D tracking with
measurements from a mono camera. In [32], PMBM is
employed for vehicle tracking using LiDAR data.

III. Methods of Audio-Visual Speaker Tracking
The classification of the current audio-visual speaker tracker
is shown in Fig. 1. As most trackers adopt the traditional
statistical methods, or use the Bayesian filter with measure-
ments, we start the survey with the Bayesian filter, and then
we talk about some emerging techniques such as differen-
tiable Bayesian filters and Transformer-based methods.

A. Bayesian Tracking
Bayesian based trackers aim to predict target states xk at
time step k recursively given the measurements z1:k. It is
assumed that the estimate of target states follows a Markov
process of order one, i.e. xk only depends on zk and has
no relevance with z1:(k−1), as shown in Figure 2. Target
states are defined as x = (x, vx, y, vy) in 2D tracking and
x = (x, vx, y, vy, z, vz) in 3D tracking (subscripts k omitted
for convenience), where (x, y, z) is the position of the
speaker’s mouth and (vx, vy, vz) is the velocity component.
The estimation process contains two steps: prediction and
update, as shown in Figure 3.

FIGURE 2. Illustrations of Hidden Markov Model

The predicted distribution pk+1|k (xk+1) at time step k+1
can be derived by the Chapman Kolmogorov equation:

pk+1|k (xk+1) =

∫
π (xk+1 | xk) pk|k (xk) δxk (1)

where π (xk+1 | xk) is the transition density, assumed to
have a constant velocity.

The updated distribution at time k + 1 incorporating
measurements zk+1 can be calculated with the measurement
model g (zk+1 | xk+1):

pk+1|k+1 (xk+1) =
g (zk+1 | xk+1) pk+1|k (xk+1)∫

g
(
zk+1 | x′

k+1

)
pk+1|k

(
x′
k+1

)
δx′

k
(2)

We summarize the Bayesian filters in Table 1.

1) Kalman Filter
In Kalman filter [21], the posterior distribution pk|k (xk)
and pk+1|k+1 (xk+1) are Gaussian and the transition process
π (xk+1 | xk) is linear. Kalman filter gives optimal perfor-
mance with linear Gaussian measurements and has been
applied in audio-visual speaker tracking. In [33] and [34],
a neural network was designed to determine the weights of
audio and visual signals dynamically and Kalman filter is
used to predict DOA adaptively. In addition to audio-visual
speaker tracking, Kalman filter has been used in Multiple
Object Tracking (MOT). In [35], SORT was proposed which
combined Kalman filter with Hungarian algorithm [36] for
motion prediction and data association. In [37], the same
estimation model in [35] was employed and the appearance
information of objects was integrated to improve the per-
formance. In [37] and [35], the object motion is considered
linear due to the high frame per second (FPS) of the camera.

Kalman filter is not applicable to non-linear measurements
due to its use of linear and Gaussian models. Extensions of
Kalman filter such as extended Kalman filter (EKF) [38] and
unscented Kalman filter (UKF) [39] can handle non-linear
measurements. EKF uses a local linearization by utilizing the
first term in a Taylor expansion of the nonlinear function to
deal with the non-linearity. UKF mitigates the problem of
non-linearity by approximating the state distribution by a
set of points. In [40], EKF was employed to process audio
and visual measurements separately, and to fuse the two
estimations at the decision level to obtain the final results.

VOLUME , 3



ZHAO ET AL. : Audio-Visual Speaker Tracking: Progress, Challenges, and Future Directions

TABLE 1. Overview of Bayesian Filters

Method Propagating Representation
Prediction /
Update Function

No. Targets

Kalman Filter Gaussian Posterior Linear Single

Extended Kalman Filter Gaussian Posterior Nonlinear Single

Unscented Kalman Filter Gaussian Posterior Nonlinear Single

Particle Filter SMC Posterior Nonlinear Multiple

GM-PHD Gaussian Intensity Linear Multiple

SMC-PHD SMC Intensity Nonlinear Multiple

GM-Bernoulli Filter Gaussian Spatial PDF Linear Single

SMC-Bernoulli Filter SMC Spatial PDF Nonlinear Single

PMBM Filter Gaussian Multiple Bernoulli Mixture Linear Multiple

FIGURE 3. States Updating of Bayesian Filter

2) Particle Filter
Particle filter is a sequential Monte Carlo (SMC) algorithm
and has better performance than EKF and UKF. However,
PF suffers from a weight degeneracy problem if only a
few particles contribute to the state estimation after several
iterations. A resampling algorithm is proposed to mitigate
the effect of degeneracy [22]. The main idea of resampling
is to duplicate important particles and discard unimpor-
tant ones. The resampling methods include multinomial
resampling, residual resampling [41], stratified resampling
and systematic resampling [42]. However, resampling may
create many repeated particles, which lowers their diversity.
The traditional intelligent optimization algorithms can be
combined with particle filters to maintain the diversity of
particles such as particle swarm optimization algorithm [43]
and firefly algorithm [44], [45].

In the general framework of a particle filter, there are
four fundamental steps: initialization, prediction, update, and
resampling. Particles, denoted as p

(i)
k at time step k, are

employed to represent the state of an object, with i serving
as the particle index. In the initial stage, all particles share
the same weight, which is uniformly distributed as w(i)

0 = 1
N

with N denoting the number of particles. In the prediction
step, particle states are advanced by:

p
(i)
k = Fp

(i)
k−1 + q

(i)
k (3)

where F represents the prediction matrix and q
(i)
k denotes

the Gaussian noise N (0,Q2).
In the update step, particles’ weights are adjusted by the

measurement model with measurements zk.

ω
(i)
k ∝ g

(
zk | p(i)

k

)
(4)

Subsequently, speakers’ states can be updated by the
weighted average over the particle states:

xk =

N∑
i=1

ω
(i)
k p

(i)
k (5)

The final step in the process is resampling, where particles
with large weights are preserved and copied for the sub-
sequent time step, while particles with small weights are
removed. This step ensures that the particle set remains
representative of the evolving state distribution.

3) RFS
Both the KF and PF algorithms assume that the number
of tracking targets is known and fixed. If the number of
targets varies with time, these algorithms may not work well.
Random Finite Set (RFS) is proposed to model the evolution
of objects with unfixed quantities. RFS depicts the process
of motion, birth and death of targets.

From the perspective of RFS, for a target with the state
xk at time k, it has the surviving possibility PS to exist at
time k+1 and evolves to the state xk+1 with the transition
function π (xk+1 | xk), or has the possibility 1−PS to die.
At the same time, new targets may appear. The new targets
come from two parts, namely, the targets spawned from the
existing targets, and the born targets that are independent
from the existing targets. Therefore, The multi-target states
at time k+1 are from three aspects: surviving targets at time
k+1, the spawned targets from time k and new born targets
at time k + 1.

The state distribution of measurements Zk at time k also
follows RFS. The target xk has the possibility PD to be
detected or has the possibility 1 − PD to be missed. Apart
from the measurements from the targets, the audio or visual
sensors may generate clutter such as false positive detection.

4) PHD Filter
PHD filter is short for Probability Hypothesis Density Filter,
which transmits the first-order moment of the posterior
density to lower the computational complexity. The first-
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order moment is also called the intensity v, whose integral is
the estimated number of speakers. The PHD filter contains
the prediction and update steps. The prediction is expressed
as follows:
vk+1|k (xk+1) = γk+1 (xk+1)+∫

pSπk+1|k (xk+1 | xk) vk|k (xk) dxk+∫
βk+1|k (xk+1 | xk) vk|k (xk) dxk

(6)

where vk+1|k (xk+1) is the new speakers birth intensity and
πk+1|k (xk+1 | xk) is the states transition function defined as
before. βk|k−1 (xk | xk−1) is the intensity of the speakers
spawned from xk. The update process is expressed as
follows:
vk+1|k+1 (xk+1) = (1− pD) vk+1|k (xk+1)+∑
zk+1∈Zk+1

pDgk+1 (zk+1 | xk+1) vk+1|k (xk+1)

κk+1 +
∫
pDgk+1 (zk+1 | xk+1) vk+1|k (xk+1)

(7)
where PD is the detection probability, gk+1 (zk+1 | xk+1)

is the measurement likelihood function given measurements
zk+1, and κk+1 is the clutter intensity.

The PHD filter has no closed-form solutions and only has
two numerical solutions: the Gaussian mixture form (GM-
PHD) [46] and the SMC form (SMC-PHD) [47]. The latter
form has been widely used as it does not require the linear
Gaussian assumption. Audio-visual SMC-PHD [48] filter is
proposed for multiple speakers tracking using both audio
and visual information. Audio information is used to relocate
particles combined with particle flow [49] and to detect new
speakers while the visual information is used to update the
particle weights.

5) Bernoulli Filter
Bernoulli Filter is related to the Poisson RFS, the Bernoulli
RFS and the multi-Bernoulli RFS.

a: Poisson RFS
The probability density function (pdf) f(X) of a Poisson
RFS X is as follows:

f(X) = e−λ
∏
x∈X

λp(x) (8)

where λ is the Poisson rate and p(x) is the object pdf. The
cardinality of a Poisson RFS follows Poisson distribution.
The Poisson RFS is often used to describe clutter distribu-
tion.

b: Bernoulli RFS
The Bernoulli RFS has the possibility q to be empty and has
the possibility 1− q to have one element. The pdf f(X) of
a Bernoulli RFS X is as follows:

f(X) =

{
1− q, if X = ∅
q · p(x), if X = {x} (9)

where p(x) is the object pdf and 0 ≤ q ≤ 1.

c: Multi-Bernoulli RFS
The multi-Bernoulli RFS X is composed of N independent
Bernoulli RFSs Xi:

X =

N⋃
i=1

Xi (10)

where X can be determined by
{(

q(i), p(i)
)}N

i=1
, where q

and p are defined in Section b. The pdf of a multi-Bernoulli
RFS is defined as follows:

f (X) =

N∏
j=1

(
1− q(j)

)
×

∑
1≤i1 ̸=...,̸=im≤N

m∏
j=1

q(ij)p(ij) (xj)

1− q(ij)

(11)

Equation (11) traverses all circumstances that m RFSs
have one element and the remaining N−m RFSs are empty.

d: Multi-target Multi-Bernoulli (MeMBer) Filter
Suppose the pdf of a multi-Bernoulli RFS at time k can be
represented as follows:

fk =
{(

q
(i)
k , p

(i)
k

)}Nk

i=1
(12)

The predicted pdf is the union of the surviving Bernoulli
targets and the new born Bernoulli targets:

fk+1|k ={(
q
(i)
P,k+1|k, p

(i)
P,k+1|k

)}Nk

i=1
∪
{(

q
(i)
Γ,k+1, p

(i)
Γ,k+1

)}NΓ,k+1

i=1
(13)

where (q
(i)
P,k+1|k, p

(i)
P,k+1|k) are the parameters of the sur-

viving targets and NΓ,k+1 is the number of new born
targets with parameters (q

(i)
Γ,k+1, p

(i)
Γ,k+1). The predicted pdf

in Equation (13) can be simplified as follows:

fk+1|k =
{(

q
(i)
k+1|k, p

(i)
k+1|k

)}Nk+1|k

i=1
(14)

The updated pdf at time k + 1 can be approximated by
the union of the legacy tracks and the measurement-corrected
tracks:

fk+1 ≈
{(

q
(i)
L,k+1, p

(i)
L,k+1

)}Nk+1|k

i=1

∪ {(qU,k+1(z), pU,k+1(·; z))} z ∈ Zk+1

(15)

where (q
(i)
L,k+1, p

(i)
L,k+1) is the parameters of the legacy

tracks and (qU,k+1(z), pU,k+1(·; z)) is the parameters of the
measurement-corrected tracks with Zk+1 being the mea-
surement set. The detailed calculation of Equation (13) and
Equation (15) can be found in [26].

6) PMBM Filter
PMBM filter was proposed in [28] [29]. In each time step,
PMBM filter manages the distribution of targets in two
categories. The first part is targets that have been successfully
associated with measurements obtained from sensors. The
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others are targets that exist but have not been associated
with any measurements. The distribution of detected targets
is represented by a multiple Bernoulli mixture distribution,
denoted as f(·), which encapsulates all the information
regarding the state and properties of detected targets. The
distribution of undetected targets is modeled as a Poisson
point process, represented by µ(·). This distribution charac-
terizes the spatial and temporal randomness associated with
undetected targets. The set of all existing targets, denoted as
x, can be partitioned into two disjoint subsets: the detected
targets (xd) and the undetected targets (xu). This partition is
expressed as xu ⊎xd = x. The PMBM density is calculated
as the convolution of µ(·) and f(·):

pk(x) =
∑

xu⊎xd=x

µk (x
u) fk

(
xd

)
(16)

The predicted density for undetected targets and detected
targets is handled independently.

• For undetected targets, the prediction density combines
the birth intensity of new targets with the predicted
density of existing targets that were undetected, which
is scaled by surviving probability P S.

• For detected targets, Kalman filter is employed, which
takes into account the dynamics and uncertainties as-
sociated with each detected target.

The update step of the PMBM filter deals with the
incorporation of new measurements and the adjustment of
target states. The states of targets can be categorized into
four types.

• For undetected targets that are misdetected again, the
density is decreased by a factor of (1−PD) to account
for the probability of misdetection.

• For undetected targets detected for the first time or
clutter, new Bernoulli distributions are introduced to
represent these states. These Bernoulli distributions
encapsulate the uncertainty associated with whether a
new target is a true target or a clutter.

• For detected targets which are detected again, the
density can be updated by Kalman filter with measure-
ments.

• For detected targets which are misdetected, their states
remain unchanged.

In PMBM, different data associations are different global
hypotheses, represented by a multi-Bernoulli RFS mixture.
Within the mixture, a multi-Bernoulli RFS represents one
possible data association. Within the multi-Bernoulli RFS,
one Bernoulli RFS represents a potential speaker. The global
hypothesis with low weights will be pruned and similar
global hypotheses will be merged for reducing the compu-
tational cost.

7) Variational Bayesian Inference
In [50], the problem of audio-visual speaker tracking is
formulated as a temporal graphical model with latent vari-
ables. The objective is to maximize the posterior joint
distribution of the latent variables based on the audio and
visual measurements. Variational expectation maximization
is used to deal with the intractable estimation. First, the
expectation with regard to the latent variables is calculated
for the posterior likelihood. Then the posterior likelihood is
maximized to estimate the model parameters.

B. Tracking with Deep Learning
Most of the existing works for audio-visual speaker tracking
employ Bayesian filters for data association and track man-
agement but very few works tried to use deep learning. The
main reason is that the audio-visual speaker tracking datasets
listed in Section V are not large enough to train a tracking
network.

Several works on similar tasks have tried to use deep
learning frameworks for tracking. In [51], an end-to-end
framework is proposed for tracking on KITTI Tracking
Benchmark [52], in which images of the visual and LiDAR
modalities are provided. The proposed tracking framework
ensembles feature extraction, data association and track
management. In addition, in the MOT challenge, there are
some works [53] [54] using RNN for a unified end-to-end
tracking framework. Trackformer is proposed in [55], which
is based on Transformer. The encoder takes the image as
input and the decoder takes object queries as input. Each
query corresponds to a potential object. The output of the
decoder which indicates the appearance of the object will be
delivered to the next time step as new queries. TransTrack
[56] leverages two sets of queries. The one is object query,
acting as an object detector. The other is track query,
which associates objects in the current frame with those
in previous frames. IOU matching is employed to associate
the detected objects with tracklets. ByteTrack is proposed
in [57]. Different from previous trackers, ByteTrack not
only associates high confidence bounding boxes but the
low confidence boxes. In MotionTrack [58], an interaction
module is designed for short-term association and a refind
module is designed for long-term matching, which achieves
a good performance under dense crowds and occlusions. In
other survey papers [59], [60] with regard to MOT, more
deep learning-based trackers are provided. In other tracking
tasks such as 3D MOT [61] and infrared tracking [62], deep
learning-based are also widely adopted.

More recently, AVRI [63] dataset has been proposed for
audio-visual speaker localization and tracking. It contains
more than nine hours of audio-visual data and enables the
employment of deep learning techniques. However, AVRI
can only be used for single-speaker tracking. Overall, using
deep learning for audio-visual speaker tracking remains an
open and challenging problem. The problem of the lack of
large amounts of datasets needs to be overcome.

6 VOLUME ,



C. Differentiable Bayesian Filter
1) Learnable Prediction and Updating
Bayesian filters can also be designed to be differentiable
so that the motion model in the prediction stage and the
measurement-correct model in the update stage can be
trained and optimized end-to-end through deep learning
models. The transition model (Equation 1) and update model
(Equation 2) can be replaced by deep learning modules.

pk+1|k (xk+1) = T (pk|k (xk)) (17)

pk+1|k+1 (xk+1) = F (zk+1, pk+1|k (xk+1)) (18)

where T (·) and F (·) denote the learnable transition and up-
date model, which can be fed forward layers, convolutional
neural networks, recurrent neural networks or Transformer
modules. Compared to traditional Bayesian filters, the learn-
able models are more flexible to adapt to different scenarios.

2) Soft-Resampling
In particle filter, resampling is required to select the impor-
tant particles and discard the low-weight particles. However,
the resampling operation is not differentiable. To solve this
problem, soft-resampling is proposed, which introduces a
unified distribution u(·) mixed with updated particle distri-
butions p(·).

q(i) = αp(i) + (1− α)u(i) (19)

where 0 < α < 1 is the hyperparameter. New particles are
sampled from the new distributions q(·) instead of p(·). The
weights of new particles are computed as follows:

ŵk
t =

p(k)

q(k)
=

wk
t

αwk
t + (1− α)1/K

(20)

With soft-resampling, particle filter can be designed to an
end-to-end differentiable architecture.

3) Summarizations of Current Differentiable Bayesian
Trackers
We summarize the differentiable Bayesian filters in Table 2.
In [64], the differentiable Kalman filter is proposed. In [65],
a review of deep learning methods combining the Kalman
filter is presented. In [66], a differentiable particle filter was
proposed and applied in visual odometry task [67]. The
proposed differentiable model excludes the resampling part,
which may ignore the effects of estimations in the last time
step on the estimations in the current time step. In [68],
a differentiable particle filter was applied in robot visual
localization but with a differentiable soft-resampling step,
which is beneficial for future estimations. These works show
that the Bayesian algorithm priors (i.e., the prediction and the
update) enable the explainability of the network, benefit the
training process and lead to superior performance compared
to pure deep learning models such as LSTM. In [69], a
novel differentiable resampling technique is designed based
on the weighted multi-head attention, which is superior to

the conventional resampling methods such as soft resampling
and systematic resampling.

TABLE 2. Summarization of Differentiable Bayesian Filters. (FC denotes

the fully connected layer, TRN denotes Transformer.)

Ref Backbone Bayesian Filter Tasks
[64] FC Kalman Filter State Estimation

[34] FC Kalman Filter Speaker Tracking

[68] CNN Particle Filter Visual Localization

[66] CNN Particle Filter Global Localization

[70] RNN Particle Filter
Robot Localization,
Sequence Prediction

[69] TRN Particle Filter Resampling

[71] RNN Kalman Filter Echo Cancellation

[72] RNN Kalman Filter Noise Estimation

[73] TRN Particle Filter Speaker Tracking

D. Summarization of Current Trackers
We summarize the audio-visual speaker trackers in the past
few years in Table 3. We also summarize the MAE results of
current trackers on AV16.3 dataset. The results on multiple
speakers sequences are shown in Table 4. In [75], the
number of speakers is known as a priori. This algorithm
used color histograms as visual measurements and focused
on the particles near the DOA lines. The SMC-PHD filter
in [75] achieved the best performance in most sequences. As
a following work, [76] solved the problem of audio-visual
speaker tracking with an SMC-PHD filter, which does not
need to know the number of speakers as a priori. Mean-shift
algorithm [87] was further employed to move the particles
closer to the speakers’ locations. In [88], GCF is used to
calculate sound source positions as audio measurements and
utilized face detectors to derive the month positions as visual
measurements. GLMB filter was employed to fuse the two
modalities and generate the trajectories. In [74], dictionary
learning is used to model the appearance of speakers and
used PF as the tracking framework. DOA lines are used in
this algorithm for the initialization of particle positions. The
MAE results on single speaker sequence are shown in Table
5. In [77], an adaptive PF is designed where the covariance of
the measurement likelihood function can change dynamically
according to the reliability of the measurements. In [80],
a two-layer PF is designed for 3D single-speaker tracking.
The designed two-layer architecture increases the particle
diversity. The particle weights are adjusted according to
the confidence of audio and visual modalities. In [83], a
multi-modal perception network is proposed to determine
the weights of audio and visual measurements in a self-
supervised way. In [82], a novel PF is proposed, which
performs audio azimuth relocation and audio-visual azimuth-
elevation relocation. Face detection is employed to estimate
the distance. The measurement likelihood is derived based
on the angle likelihood and the distance likelihood.
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TABLE 3. Overview of methods (No. Spk denotes the maximum number of speakers. H denotes the color histogram, FD denotes the number of face

detection, DLM denotes dictionary learning measurement and SR denotes Self-Recorded.)

Ref Publication Year Backbone Audio Feature Visual Feature Output Dataset No. Spk
[40] IET 2012 EKF GCC-PHAT Mean Shift 2D SR 2

[74] TMM 2014 PF DOA DLM 3D
AV16.3
CLEAR
EPFL

5

[75] TMM 2015 PF DOA H 2D AV16.3 3

[76] TMM 2016 SMC-PHD DOA H 2D
AV16.3
AMI
CLEAR

4

[77] ICASSP 2017 PF GCF FD, H 3D AV16.3 1

[78] ICASSP 2018 PF GCF FD, H 3D
AV16.3
CAV3D

3

[12] TMM 2019 PF GCF FD, H 2D, 3D
AV16.3
CAV3D

3

[79] TMM 2019 SMC-PHD DOA FD, H 2D, 3D
AV16.3
AVDIAR
CLEAR

4

[80] ICIP 2019 PF SSM H 3D AV16.3 3

[50] TPAMI 2019 EM DP-RTF FD 2D
AV16.3
AVDIAR

4

[81]
INTER-
SPEECH

2020 GLMB GCF FD 2D, 3D AV16.3 3

[34] ICASSP 2020 KF SRP-PHAT Facial Landmarks DOA SR 1

[82] ICPR 2021 PF GCF FD, H 3D
AV16.3
CAV3D

3

[83] AAAI 2022 PF stGCF Siamese Network 2D AV16.3 1

[10] ICASSP 2022 PMBM DOA FD 2D AV16.3 3

[84]
INTER-
SPEECH

2022 PMBM GCF FD 3D AV16.3 3

[63] TASLP 2023 Transformer GCC-PHAT FD DOA AVRI 1

[85] SENSORS 2023 PF GCC-PHAT FD, H 2D, 3D
AV16.3
CAV3D

3

[86] TMM 2023 SMC-PHD DOA FD 2D
AV16.3
AVDIAR
CLEAR

4

We also summarize the performance of trackers on
CAV3D dataset [12]. The metrics on the image plane and 3D
space can be found in TABLE 6 and TABLE 7, respectively.
We report the performance on single object tracking (SOT)
sequences and multiple object tracking (MOT) sequences
separately. SOT sequences refer to sequence 06 ∼ 13 and
sequence 20. MOT sequences refer to sequence 22 ∼ 26. It
is found that the MAE on CAV3D dataset is higher than that
on AV16.3 dataset. As CAV3D is more challenging, it has
stronger reverberation and more scenarios of occlusions and
out-of-views.

IV. Measurements
Both audio and visual modalities can serve as measurements
for tracking, as depicted in Figure 4. As pointed out by [88],
the measurement likelihoods can be classified as generative

Visual Extractor

Audio Extractor

Visual Likelihood

Audio Likelihood

Update

Prediction

Bayesian Filter

Feature Extraction

FIGURE 4. The structure of audio-visual speaker tracker.

or discriminative. The former calculates the possibility map
in the feature space and finds the most possible regions where
speakers will appear, which can be regarded as a similarity
matching problem. The latter often employs a pretrained
detector to locate speakers and give coordinates as direct
measurements.
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TABLE 4. Tracking results on multiple speaker sequences of AV16.3

datasets. The bold numbers indicate the best tracker for a given sequence

and a given camera.

Sequence Camera
Trackers

AV-A-PF
[75]

AVMS
SMC-PHD

[76]

AV-GLMB
[81]

Tracker
[74]

Seq18-2p-0101
Cam1 14.31 - 15.7 -
Cam2 11.66 - 10.9 -
Cam3 15.80 - 6.3 -

Seq19-2p-0101
Cam1 11.88 - 15.3 -
Cam2 9.62 - 11.6 -
Cam3 12.08 - 5.4 -

Seq24-2p-0111
Cam1 9.95 13.93 16.5 22.28
Cam2 8.85 14.97 10.6 17.60
Cam3 10.02 14.12 7.0 28.18

Seq25-2p-0111
Cam1 14.78 15.72 17.7 21.49
Cam2 7.70 13.93 10.8 19.17
Cam3 8.93 17.07 10.7 29.35

Seq30-2p-1101
Cam1 13.84 16.65 14.8 35.98
Cam2 8.85 14.86 10.4 28.40
Cam3 10.30 19.29 15.7 34.60

Seq40-3p-0111
Cam1 12.38 - - -
Cam2 12.04 - - -
Cam3 11.30 - - -

Seq45-3p-1111
Cam1 16.35 22.95 - -
Cam2 17.22 21.47 - -
Cam3 13.84 22.43 - -

TABLE 5. Tracking results on single speaker sequences of AV16.3

datasets. The bold numbers indicate the best tracker for a given sequence

and a given camera.

Sequence Camera
Trackers

AV-A-PF
[75]

AV3D
[77]

2LPF
[80]

MPT
[89]

Tracker
[82]

Seq08-2p-0100
Cam1 10.75 4.31 3.32 3.67 3.01
Cam2 7.33 4.66 3.08 3.58 2.30
Cam3 9.85 5.34 3.47 3.43 3.59

Seq11-2p-0100
Cam1 14.66 8.15 6.15 6.77 5.43
Cam2 14.01 7.48 5.58 4.55 4.60
Cam3 13.96 6.64 3.86 3.84 6.28

Seq12-2p-0100
Cam1 12.49 6.86 4.11 4.67 4.23
Cam2 10.81 10.67 5.39 4.84 4.53
Cam3 11.86 9.71 5.65 3.78 4.25

Average 11.74 7.09 4.51 4.34 4.25

TABLE 6. 2D metrics on CAV3D datasets. The bold numbers indicate the

best tracker.

Sequences Metrics
Trackers

Tracker [82] AV3T [12] GAVT [85]

SOT
TLR 2.50 7.00 13.93
MAE 12.00 16.50 26.76

MOT
TLR - 11.20 21.01
MAE - 24.80 13.47

TABLE 7. 3D metrics on CAV3D datasets. The bold numbers indicate the

best tracker.

Sequences Metrics
Trackers

Tracker [82] AV3T [12] GAVT [85]

SOT
TLR 20.70 31.80 30.07
MAE 0.21 0.30 0.29

MOT
TLR - 35.70 32.01
MAE - 0.37 0.32

A. Visual Measurements
Visual modality is superior to audio modality in terms of
localization accuracy as it can offer richer information. Face
detectors and color histograms are often employed to extract
features from images.

1) Face Detectors
As deep learning technologies thrive, face detectors are
becoming quicker, stronger, and more robust. They provide
coordinates of speakers’ faces and discriminative likelihoods.
MXNet [90] was used in [12] and [88] for detection and the
dual shot face detector (DSFD) [91] was employed in [10]
to provide mouth positions.

In addition to face detectors, object detectors like SSD
[92] and person detectors like [93] can also be used in audio-
visual tracking [50], [94]. After obtaining the coordinates
of bounding boxes, some work [63], [95] encodes them to
Gaussian vectors which represent the posterior distribution
of the object positions along the horizontal and vertical axis.

2) Color Histogram
Color histogram methods can provide generative visual like-
lihoods by comparing the similarities between the reference
image and the whole image search space. The reference
images are often selected from the initial frame where
speakers appear in a consecutive sequence. Color spatiogram
[14] is an alternative [77], [78], which is enhanced by spatial
means and covariance for each histogram bin to give a richer
representation. Color histogram methods have been widely
used [75], [76] to provide visual measurements. In scenarios
where face detectors fail, color histogram methods can pro-
vide similarity feature maps as complementary information.
The commonly used color representation is RGB and HSV.
The similarity between two HSV histograms is calculated
based on the Bhattacharyya distance:

D =

√√√√1−
N∑

n=1

√
r(n)q(n) (21)

where N is the number of histogram bins, r(n) is the Hue
histogram of the reference image. The reference image is
often selected as the initial frame where the speaker is
visible. q(n) is the Hue histogram of the search area.
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3) Learning-Based Features
Another option is to provide a generative visual likelihood
with a learning method, such as the Siamese Network
[96]. Similar to color histograms, the similarity between
the reference image and the search area is calculated on
the learned features extracted with deep learning methods.
For example, [89] adopts a pretrained fully-convolutional
siamese network [97] to calculate the response map which
is then used as the visual measurement.

B. Audio Measurements
Audio-visual speaker tracking relies on sound source local-
ization (SSL) algorithms to obtain measurements by detect-
ing and localizing the active sound sources. SSL methods can
be broadly categorized into two groups: parametric-based
methods and learning-based methods.

1) Parametric-Based Methods
Parametric-based methods typically rely on Time Difference
of Arrival (TDOA) estimation [98], which often requires
a computationally expensive global maximum search [99].
They work well under general conditions but tend to fail in
the presence of strong reverberation and noise.

a: Global Coherence Field
Estimating the TDOA between different microphones pro-
vides useful spatial information for localization. Generalized
Cross Correlation (GCC) is used for TDOA estimation but
struggles when encountering background noise and room
reverberation. To mitigate this problem, compared to GCC,
Generalized Cross Correlation with Phase Transform (GCC-
PHAT) is normalized by the magnitude while retaining the
phase information, which is more robust under a bad envi-
ronment [100]. Global coherence field (GCF) [17] gathers
the spatial information by adding up GCC-PHAT of all
microphone pairs. Peaks in the GCF map indicate the most
likely position of the dominant speaker.

The computation of the Global Coherence Field (GCF)
involves two steps. Firstly, GCC-PHAT is calculated for the
j-th pair of audio recorded in the microphone array, denoted
as sj ∈ S, at time t. This calculation is defined as follows:

Gj(τ, t) =

∫ +∞

−∞

Fsj,1(t, f)F∗
sj,2(t, f)∣∣Fsj,1(t, f)

∣∣ ∣∣∣F∗
sj,2(t, f)

∣∣∣ej2πfτdf (22)

where τ represents the inter-microphone time lag, f denotes
the frequency, F is short for the Short-Time Fourier Trans-
form, sj,1 and sj,2 are the two microphones within the j-th
pair, and ∗ signifies the complex conjugate. By summing the
GCC-PHAT values across all pairs with the number of |S|,
the final GCF is obtained.

GCF (p, t) =
1

|S|

|S|∑
n=1

Gn (τn(p), t) (23)

where p denotes discrete points sampled in the search space.
The discrete point resulting in the maximum of GCF is
regarded as the sound source.

b: Visual-Assisted Global Coherence Field
As indicated in [12], the accuracy of GCF estimations
depends on the microphone array configuration. The distance
between the speakers and the microphone array can not be
estimated accurately with a small circular array. To mitigate
this problem, the calculation of GCF can be assisted by the
visual modality. The height of speakers z can be estimated
by projecting the coordinates derived from face detection to
3D space. And the visual-assisted GCF is calculated by:

GCF (p, t) =
1

|S|

|S|∑
n=1

Gn (τn(p|z), t) (24)

which reduces the search space from 3D space to 2D space
and overcomes the limitations of the distance estimations.

c: GCC-PHAT de-emphasis
GCC-PHAT de-emphasis [101] is proposed for adapting
GCC-PHAT to scenarios of multiple speakers. After lo-
calizing the dominant speaker using GCF, the time lag
corresponding to the dominant speaker is masked and GCF
is re-calculated using the masked GCC-PHAT for localizing
the non-dominant speakers. However, as indicated in [88],
GCC-PHAT de-emphasis does not perform well with the
increasing number of speakers. And as shown in [84], even
in the two-speaker scenario, the performance of GCC-PHAT
de-emphasis is not satisfactory when the speakers are close
to each other.

d: stGCF
There are additional GCF derivatives. For instance, [89]
proposed space-temporal GCF (stGCF), which inserts spatial
and temporal information assisted by visual modality and
improves localization accuracy.

Assume Q2d = {q2d11 , ..., q2dwh} is the sampling points
across the image plane. Through the camera projection
model [102], the 2D sampling points can be converted to
groups of 3D points Q3d

k = {q3d11k, ..., q3dwhk} with different
depths D = {d1, ..., dk, ..., dL}.

Q3d
k = Φ(Q2d,D) (25)

Then we obtain the GCF in different depth GCF (Q3d
k , t).

The spatial GCF is defined as GCF (Q3d
km

, t) where the
maximum of GCF is achieved on the km-th depth. The
spatial GCF is obtained over frames in [t − n1]. Then the
first n2 largest spatial GCF is selected as spatial-temporal
GCF.

Apart from GCF, other algorithms such as MUSIC [19],
independent component analysis [103], and logistic regres-
sion [104] can also be used for providing audio measure-
ments.
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2) Learning-Based Methods
Learning-based methods are emerging as deep learning
techniques thrive, which predict DOA [105] or Cartesian
coordinates [106] [107] through neural networks trained to
learn the mapping function that relates audio input features to
the sound source positions. Properly trained learning-based
methods tend to generalize well even when the signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) is low or in highly reverberant environ-
ments [108].

With deep learning methods emerging, an increasing num-
ber of works tackle the problem of sound source localization
by training an audio network, which aims to find the rela-
tionship between the input audio features and the positions
of the sound sources. Compared to traditional parametric-
based methods, the learning-based methods are more robust
and generalize better in the presence of reverberation and
acoustic noise. Neural networks were employed in [106]
to predict the 3D positions of speakers given multi-channel
audio signals recorded by microphone arrays. A DeepGCC
was designed in [109] that can estimate sound source posi-
tions robustly in different environments with various room
geometry and microphone array configurations. A convolu-
tional recurrent neural network (CRNN) was used in [110]
to detect and localize sound events concurrently. CRNN has
been widely employed to localize moving sounds [111], and
with different audio input features [112]–[114]. In [20], a
two-stage strategy was used where sound event detection is
conducted first, and then the predicted event is used to assist
the localization of sound sources. In [115], a sequence-to-
sequence model with an attention mechanism was designed
to predict DOA. In [116], Transformer [117] is used for
localizing sound sources.

The audio features Mel-spectrogram, the mel frequency
cepstral coefficients (MFCC), and GCC-PHAT are often
selected as the input. Nguyen et al. [118] recently proposed
the Spatial Cue-Augmented Log-Spectrogram (SALSA) fea-
tures. They consist of a normalized version of the principal
eigenvector of the spatial covariance matrix computed at
each time-frequency bin. This enables concatenation with the
spectrograms extracted from the microphone array’s chan-
nels. Subsequently, the authors proposed SALSA-Lite [119],
a lighter version consisting of the frequency-normalized
interchannel phase difference (IPD) computed at each time-
frequency bin. These features have shown promising per-
formance on task 3 of the Challenge on Detection and
Classification of Acoustic Scenes and Events (DCASE):
sound event detection and localization.

3) Extracting Features in Teacher-Student Paradigm
Learning-based sound source localization methods typically
require extensive amounts of annotated training data. How-
ever, in the task of audio-visual speaker tracking, acquiring
such data is often challenging. For example, as summarized
in [85], AV16.3 [120] contains 5-minute annotated sequences

and CAV3D [12] contains 14-minute annotated sequences,
which is not sufficient for training. One possible solution
to the problem of insufficient data is the teacher-student
paradigm, also referred to as knowledge distillation [121].
It adopts a network pre-trained on the desired task (teacher)
to automatically extract pseudo-labels from an unlabelled
dataset. The pseudo-labels are then used to supervise the
training of a new network (student), trained to produce the
same results. The student networks are always more light-
weighted than the teacher networks. In audio-visual learning,
typically one modality is used to supervise its counterpart.
Under the guidance of visual modality, audio can be used
for complicated tasks [122], including semantic segmentation
[123], depth perception [124], acoustic scene classification
[125], speaker detection and localization [107], [122] and
vehicle localization [126] [127]. In these works a visual
teacher network is used to extract positional pseudo-labels
to train a multi-channel audio student network. The visual
modality can provide beneficial supervision for audio as it
has higher spatial accuracy, using color histograms or face
detection. In contrast, the audio modality is omnidirectional,
presents higher temporal resolution, and does not fail when
the speaker is visually occluded.

C. Audio-Visual Fusion
The methods for audio-visual fusion can be classified into
three types: early fusion, late fusion and intermediate fusion
[128].

Early fusion methods combine the audio and visual fea-
tures before the Bayesian inference. Few works use this
method as the feature representation between the audio and
visual modalities is inherently different and combining the
heterogeneous information at an early stage is a challenging
problem. In [13], GCC-PHAT and simulated visual features
are encoded concurrently to predict DOA estimations.

Late fusion makes the final decision by combining the
decisions from an audio tracker and a visual tracker. There
are several works using late fusion. Kalman filter was used
in [40] to process audio and visual signals separately, and
then Gaussian distribution is used and fused to get the object
states. In [77], GCF and face detectors were used to get two
estimated positions, and PF was employed to fuse the two
decisions.

Intermediate fusion allows the audio and visual signals
to interact with each other before making decisions and is
the most widely used fusion method. In [12], the height
estimation by visual modality was employed to assist the
GCF calculation. In [80], two particle filters were used to
process audio and visual streams independently, and the
confidence of audio and visual modalities is leveraged to
dynamically adjust the weights of particles. In [89], a multi-
modal perception attention network was proposed with a
self-supervised cross-modal strategy to determine the impor-
tance of audio and visual measurements. In [129], binaural
audios and visual frames are encoded separately and fused
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FIGURE 5. The Camera Projection Model

through ConvLSTM before the decoder for sound source
localization.

D. Position Conversion between 2D and 3D
The 2D position in the image plane and the 3D position in the
world coordinates can be converted to each other through the
camera projection model [102], as shown in Figure 5. The
2D position o derived by face detection can be converted to
3D position O:

O = Φ(o;w, h,W,H) (26)

where (w, h) is the width and height of the face bounding
boxes. (W,H) is the preset width and height of the face
bounding box in the 3D space.

Similarly, the 3D position obtained by the sound source
localization algorithm can be converted to a 2D position:

o = Ψ(O;W,H) (27)

E. Data Association
In the scenario of multiple speaker tracking and single target
tracking with clutter and false alarms, data association is
needed, which contains two aspects of audio-visual speaker
tracking. The one is to associate audio measurements with
corresponding visual measurements for audio-visual fusion,
which will be discussed in Section C. The other is to
associate the fused measurements to the existing tracks,
clutter and the new tracks.

The Nearest Neighbor (NN) algorithm is the simplest
data association method, which associates the closest mea-
surements with the target. NN regards the data association
as linear programming and minimizes the association cost
globally. While NN is easy to associate clutter or false alarms
with targets and deviates from the tracks. JPDA [130] is
short for Joint Probabilistic Data Association, which assumes
that each measurement originates from clutter or targets
and each target can only generate one measurement. Each
target may have multiple effective measurements. JPDA
calculates the joint probability of targets associated with
different effective measurements. The drawback of JPDA is
that it requires the prior of the number of targets and fails
in the scenario of missing targets. MHT [131] (Multiple

Hypothesis Tracking) maintains an association hypothesis
tree and calculates possibilities of all association hypothesis
branches. A new measurement can be associated with an
old hypothesis, can start a new hypothesis and can be a
false alarm. The computational cost of MHT is increasing
exponentially with the number of measurements. To lower
the computational cost, the hypothesis with low possibility
can be deleted and similar hypotheses can be merged.

V. Datasets
Most datasets for audio-visual speaker tracking are recorded
by microphone arrays and cameras. The microphone ar-
ray can be circular, planar, T-shaped or in other shapes.
The audio-visual datasets can be classified as co-located
or spatially distributed depending on whether the multi-
modal sensors are co-located or not. Most datasets provide
the recording timing sequences used to synchronize the
multi-modal sequences. The annotations contain the camera
calibration information, voice activity detectors and ground
truth positions. Camera calibration information is usually
used to project 2D coordinates to 3D coordinates or project
in reverse [102]. Voice activity detectors denote whether the
speakers are talking over frames. Ground truth positions
are often the face bounding boxes and mouth positions.
In [12], some audio-visual datasets were summarized for
speaker tracking. We give a more thorough review of the
commonly used datasets in Table 8. In addition to the audio-
visual speakers tracking datasets, we also list some multi-
modal datasets for objects such as vehicle [127] and small
objects [94]. Besides, datasets containing other modalities
such as depth [140] and thermal maps [127] are included.
We also introduce some influential datasets in detail.

A. AV16.3 Dataset
AV16.3 [120] dataset is widely employed for evaluating
speaker localization and tracking systems. AV16.3 dataset
was captured using two circular microphone arrays and
three cameras. For audio, each microphone array has 8
microphones arranged in a circular geometry, recording at a
16 kHz sampling rate. For video, three synchronized cameras
capture images at 25 frames per second. The two microphone
arrays are located 0.8 meters apart at a table. Within the
AV16.3 dataset, speakers in the recording space engage
in various activities, including sitting statically, standing
statically, or walking near the table. The duration of most
sequences range from 20 to 60 seconds, although there are
also longer sequences that extend beyond three minutes.
AV16.3 dataset contains over 40 different audio-visual se-
quences. However, only a small subset of these sequences
have annotated ground truth labels. Sequences 08, 11, 12,
19 and 20 are often used for the evaluation of single-speaker
tracking while sequences 24, 25 and 30 are often used for
the evaluation of multiple-speaker tracking. These particular
sequences are challenging due to occurrences of occlusions
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TABLE 8. Multi-modal Datasets. No. Mic denotes the number of microphones over all microphone arrays; SR denotes the sampling rate with the unit

of kHz; CA (Circular microphone Arrays) denotes whether the microphone array is in the circular shape; No. Cam denotes the number of cameras; Fps

denotes frame per second; Co (Co-located) denotes whether the multi-modal sensors are co-located; Cal (Calibration information) denotes whether the

camera calibration information is available; VAD (Voice activity Detectors) denotes whether the speakers’ states are available; Type denotes the formats

of the annotation; No. Spk denotes the maximum number of speakers in one frame and ‘-’ denotes ‘not applicable’.

Dataset
Audio Video

Co
Annotation

No. Spk
No. Mic SR (kHz) CA No. Cam Resolution (pixels) Fps Cal VAD Type

AVTRACK-1 [132] 4 44.1 - 2 640 × 480 25 ✓ - ✓
Active speaker(s) bounding box,

upper-body region bounding box
2

AVASM [133] 2 44.1 - 2 640 × 480 - ✓ - - 2D coordinates of a loud-speaker 2

AVDIAR [3] 6 48 - 2 1920 × 1200 25 ✓ ✓ ✓
2D coordinates of the head and

upper-body
4

RAVEL [134] 4 48 - 2 1024 × 768 15 ✓ ✓ ✓
Both 2D and 3D coordinates of

actors’ positions
5

CAVA [135] 2 44.1 - 2 1024 × 768 25 ✓ ✓ - 3D trajectory of head tracking 5

SPEVI [136] 2 44.1 - 1 360 × 288 25 ✓ - - Face bound boxes 2

AMI [137] - 48 ✓ - 720 × 576 25 - - ✓
Occlusion status, head, hand

and face positions
4

CHIL [138] 88 44.1 - 5 1024 × 768 30 - ✓ ✓
Face, head, eyes and

nose positions
5

AV16.3 [120] 16 16 ✓ 3 360 × 288 25 - ✓ ✓
Both 2D and 3D face and

head positions
3

CAV3D [12] 8 96 ✓ 1 1024 × 768 15 ✓ ✓ ✓ Mouth positions 3

CLEAR [139] 14+ 44.1 - 4 1024 × 768 30 ✓ ✓ ✓
Both 2D and 3D head

locations, face bound boxes
8

S3A [140] 2 44.1 - 1 - 30 - - -
No visual infomation is provided

but depth information is provided
-

TragicTalkers [141] 38 48 - 22 2448 × 2048 30 ✓ ✓ ✓ 3D mouth positions and pesudo labels 2

AVOT [94] - 44.1 - - 800 × 600 - - - -
2D positions of tabletoped

sized objects
-

SSLR [142] 4 48 - - - - - - ✓ 3D positions of sound sources 2

MAVD [127] 8 44.1 ✓ 2 1920 × 650 - ✓ - -

No ground truth available. In addition

to audio and visual modalities, thermal

and depth modalities are also provided

-

AVIAD [143] 128 12 - 1 640 × 480 - ✓ - - People’s actions 1

AVRI [63] 4 - - 1 960 × 540 - ✓ - - Azimuth (Direction of Arrival) 1

EasyCom [144] 4+ 48 ✓ 1 1920 × 1080 20 ✓ ✓ ✓ 3D positions and rotations 1

and instances where speakers are not facing the cameras,
adding complexity to the tracking evaluation process.

B. CAV3D Dataset
CAV3D is a dataset recorded by Co-located Audio-Visual
sensors for 3D tracking. It is recorded in a 4.66×5.95×4.5
room with an eight-microphone circular array with a sample
rate of 96kHz and a camera with 25 fps. This dataset con-
tains nine single-speaker sequences and 11 multiple-speaker

sequences. Compared to the AV16.3 dataset, scenarios in
the CAV3D dataset are more challenging as it contains
more frames where speakers are occluded by each other and
speakers are outside the field of view of the camera.

C. AVRI Dataset
Different from the previous dataset, AVRI (Audio-Visual
Robotic Interface) has around 9 hours, which provides
sufficient data for training a neural network. ReSpeaker
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microphone array is used to record the multi-channel audio
with 16kHz and a Kinect sensor is used for RGB capture
with 960 × 540 resolution. OptiTrack system is used to
annotate the recorded sequence and provide 3D ground truth.

VI. Metrics
There are several metrics to evaluate the performance of
audio-visual speaker trackers such as OSPA [145], MAE,
TLR, MOTA [146] and MOTP [146].

A. OSPA
Optimal Sub-Pattern Assignment (OSPA), as
defined in [145], operates on the reference set
M =

{
m1,m2, ...,m|M |

}
and the estimated set

N =
{
n1, n2, ..., n|N |

}
. Here, |·| represents the length

of each set.
E(c)

ρ (M,N) = 1

|N |

 min
π∈Π|N|

|M |∑
i=1

d(c)
(
mi, nπ(i)

)ρ
+ cρ (|N | − |M |)

 1
ρ

(28)
where c > 0 defines the largest distance and accounts for the
cardinality errors, and ρ ≥ 1 is the order. Π|N | denotes the set
of permutations on {1, 2, ..., |N |}. The term d(c)

(
mi, nπ(i)

)
is the minimum between (∥mi − nπ(i)∥2) and c.

The objective of this metric is to determine the optimal
assignment of points within sets M and N , effectively
associating them while calculating the ρ-order distance be-
tween the matched points. Points within set N that remain
unassociated contribute to cardinality errors.

B. MAE
MAE stands for Mean Absolute Error, defined as follows:

ε =
1

|K|T

|K|∑
i=1

T∑
t=1

∥x̂t,i − xt,i∥2 (29)

where |K| is the number of targets, T is the number of time
frames, x̂t,i is the predicted position and xt,i is the ground
truth position.

C. TLR
TLR is the Track Loss Rate, defined as the percentage of
unsuccessful tracking over all frames. For 2D tracking on
the image plane, the unsuccessful tracking is defined as that
MAE is beyond 1/λ2D of the length of the image diagonal.
For 3D tracking, the unsuccessful tracking is defined as the
case where the MAE is beyond λ3D centimeters. Typically,
λ2D is often set as 15 and λ3D is often set as 30 cm.

D. MOTA
MOTA is the multiple object tracking accuracy, which is
defined as follows:

MOTA = 100%×
(
1−

∑
t (FNt + FPt +MMt)∑

t Gt

)
(30)

where FN is the number of false negative targets, or the
missing targets, FP is the number of false positive targets,
MM is the number of mismatches, and G is the number of
ground truth targets.

E. MOTP
MOTP stands for the multiple object tracking precision and
is defined as the average localization errors over matched
targets:

MOTP =

∑
i,t e

i
t∑

t mt
(31)

where eit is the Euclidean distance between the i-th predicted
target and the matched ground truth, and mt is the number
of matched pairs at time step t.

In addition to the aforementioned metrics, other metrics
such as higher order tracking accuracy (HOTA) [147], most
tracked targets (MT) and most lost targets (ML) are also
used. The details can be found in the MOT Challenge1.

F. Metrics for Measuring Computational Efficiency
The metrics mentioned above are performance metrics. The
computation time of trackers is also important as some
applications have real-time requirements [54]. For evaluating
the tracker’s processing velocity, Frame per Second (FPS)
is a good choice. Floating Point Operations Per Second
(FLOPS) can also be used.

VII. Future Directions
A. Audio-Visual Multiple Speaker Tracking with Speech
Separation
Audio-visual tracking can assist speech separation. Com-
pared to the deep learning based methods such as [148] and
[149], the detection, tracking and filtering (DTF) framework
for speech separation can be adapted to the varying numbers
of speakers without training on large-scale datasets. In [150],
GLMB is employed to generate speaker trajectories with au-
dio and visual measurements. The generalized side-lobe can-
celler (GSC) [151] is implemented based on the trajectories
to perform online speech separation. In [152], an end-to-end
far-field speech recognition system is proposed integrating
localization, separation and ASR. The localization part gives
the interpretation and improves the performance.

Speech separation can help the obtaining of the audio
measurements. In [153], deep neural networks are used to
calculate time-frequency masking, aiming to obtain the clean
phase for DOA estimation. In [154], the speech separation
method is used for DOA estimation. And the obtained DOA
improves the performance of downstream tasks such as ASR.
In [155], voicefilter [149] is used to separate the target voice
before localizing the target speaker.

1https://motchallenge.net/results/MOT15/
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B. Audio-Visual Multiple Speaker Tracking in Distributed
Scenarios
Audio-visual tracking utilizes more modalities to improve
tracking accuracy than past tracking systems, which use
a single modality. However, most of the existing works
for audio-visual tracking only utilize one microphone array
and one camera, and those sensors are often regarded as
one node. Therefore, when a sensor in the node cannot
work as well as expected, the unreliable measurements from
that sensor will degrade the tracking accuracy. The simple
idea for solving this problem is to increase the number
of nodes to obtain global estimates, which can mitigate
the impacts of errors in each node’s estimates. Thus, there
has been a growing interest in the development of tracking
systems using distributed sensors, which have the potential
to enhance tracking accuracy and reliability [156]. Recently,
several distributed filters have been proposed for tracking in
the distributed scenario [157]–[160].

C. Audio-Visual Multiple Speaker Tracking in Egocentric
Scenarios
Recently tasks in egocentric scenarios arise increasing in-
terest as the egocentric scenario mimics the similar way
as humans explore the world. There are some large-scale
datasets such as Epic-kitchen [161] and Ego4D [162] for
egocentric perception. In these datasets, one person wears
egocentric equipment (the wearer) such as cameras and
microphones to record their daily life. Audio-visual speaker
tracking in egocentric scenarios is beneficial for audio-visual
navigation and human robot interaction. However, there are
some challenges, which differ from the conventional audio-
visual speaker tracking scenarios, including motion blur,
speaker disappearance due to the movement of the wearer
and occlusions. For this task, the Easycom dataset [144]
is proposed for audio-visual active speaker localization and
tracking in the egocentric scenario. In [163], a simulated is
proposed, in which the speaker moves more frequently and
more out-of-view scenarios are included compared to the
Easycom dataset.

D. Prompt-Based Target Speaker Tracking
Text and audio signals can be used as prompts to describe the
target sound event. Text prompt is used in [164] for target ob-
ject tracking. In [165], target speech diarization is proposed
and text can be used to indicate the target speaker such as
the female speaker or the dominant speaker. Audio prompt is
used in [155] to provide reference speech for target speaker
localization. For the task of audio-visual speaker tracking,
audio or text prompts can be used to describe the target
speaker as well. The prompt-based tracking task provides a
more user-friendly way of human-computer interaction and
can be used in monitoring systems.

VIII. Conclusions
In this paper, we conduct a comprehensive literature review
on audio-visual speaker tracking. We recall the existing
methods for obtaining audio and visual measurements. And
we introduce the Bayesian filters. We discuss the new
techniques, especially the deep learning based methods such
as the learning-based features and differentiable Bayesian
filters. Though the development of audio-visual speaker
tracking has been progressive during the past few years,
there remain some problems. Firstly, most current trackers
do not evaluate the computational complexities. However,
some downstream tasks such as speech enhancement and
monitoring have the requirements of real-time tracking. In
addition, there still a lack of large-scale datasets for audio-
visual multiple speakers tracking, for which deep learning
techniques are not fully explored in this traditional task.
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