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Abstract— The probability hypothesis density (PHD) and
Poisson multi-Bernoulli (PMB) filters are two popular set-type
multi-object filters. Motivated by the fact that the multi-object
filtering density after each update step in the PHD filter is a
PMB without approximation, in this paper we present a multi-
object smoother involving PHD forward filtering and PMB
backward smoothing. This is achieved by first running the PHD
filtering recursion in the forward pass and extracting the PMB
filtering densities after each update step before the Poisson Point
Process approximation, which is inherent in the PHD filter up-
date. Then in the backward pass we apply backward simulation
for sets of trajectories to the extracted PMB filtering densities.
We call the resulting multi-object smoother hybrid PHD-PMB
trajectory smoother. Notably, the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory
smoother can provide smoothed trajectory estimates for the
PHD filter without labeling or tagging, which is not possible
for existing PHD smoothers. Also, compared to the trajectory
PHD filter, which can only estimate alive trajectories, the hybrid
PHD-PMB trajectory smoother enables the estimation of the
set of all trajectories. Simulation results demonstrate that the
hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother outperforms the PHD
filter in terms of both state and cardinality estimates, and the
trajectory PHD filter in terms of false detections.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multi-object filtering concerns the estimation of the num-
ber of objects and their current states based on a sequence of
noisy measurements [1], [2]. This problem is compounded by
missed detections, clutter, and data association uncertainties.
To address the multi-object filtering problem in a compu-
tationally efficient way, the probability hypothesis density
(PHD) filter recursively propagates the first-order moment
approximation of the multi-object posterior density, which
is also known as the PHD [3]. By doing so, the PHD filter
operates on the single-object space and, consequently, avoids
the data association problem arising from multiple objects.
Due to its computational efficiency, the PHD filter has been
widely used in many applications [4]–[9].

The estimation of multi-object states by also using mea-
surements at later time steps is called multi-object smooth-
ing. The PHD smoother involves first a forward PHD filtering
recursion and then a backward smoothing recursion [10],
[11]; the latter is performed by propagating the PHD of the
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multi-object smoothing density backward in time. Particle
filter implementations of the PHD smoother were provided
in [10]–[14] and the closed-form Gaussian implementations
were presented in [15], [16]. However, it has been reported
in [11], [12], [16] that, compared to the PHD filter, the
PHD smoother reduces the localization error, but it does not
necessarily improve the cardinality estimate. In particular, the
PHD smoother suffers from premature object deaths [12] by
reporting missed detections at earlier time steps when objects
disappear, with a lag equal to the smoothing lag.

A common drawback of the PHD filter and smoother is
that they do not maintain track continuity, and thus, cannot
provide object trajectory estimates. A simple track building
procedure for the PHD filter is by adding labels/tags to the
object states or PHD components, and track continuity can be
established by linking the object states or PHD components
with the same label/tag over time [17], [18]. These methods
may work well in some scenarios but can also result in track
switches, and even missed and false detections, see [19].

A mathematically rigorous way to build trajectories for the
PHD filter without using any labels/tags is by considering
sets of trajectories [20]. The resulting filter is called the tra-
jectory PHD filter, which directly provides object trajectory
estimates by recursively propagating a Poisson multi-object
density on the space of sets of trajectories [19]. Furthermore,
smoothed trajectories can be obtained in forward filtering by
considering smoothing-while-filtering. However, the trajec-
tory PHD filter is mainly used for estimating trajectories of
alive objects, and it cannot properly estimate the set of all
trajectories, which also includes trajectories of dead objects.

The possibility of generating sets of smoothed trajectories
for both alive and dead objects using a sequence of (un-
labeled) multi-object filtering densities has been explored in
[21]. In particular, this work showed that we can sample sets
of trajectories using backward simulation [22] even when
the forward multi-object filter is an unlabeled filter that does
not explicitly maintain track continuity. The presented multi-
trajectory smoothing solution has been applied to the Poisson
multi-Bernoulli (PMB) filters [23], [24], and the resulting
multi-trajectory smoother has achieved state-of-the-art multi-
trajectory estimation performance. However, there are no
similar methods for the PHD filters1.

In this paper, we present a hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory
smoother, which involves PHD forward filtering and PMB
backward smoothing. In PHD filtering, the predicted multi-
object density is of the form Poisson Point Process (PPP)
without approximation, but the updated multi-object density

1Backward simulation was first applied to the particle-based PHD filter
in [13] to generate smoothed trajectories with labels, but the algorithm
developed in [13] can only track up to two objects.
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is of the form PMB [23]. The Bayesian filtering recursion is
achieved by finding the Poisson approximation of the PMB
density that matches its PHD. The key difference between
our proposed hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother and all
the existing PHD smoothers [10]–[16] is that we perform
backward smoothing on the PMB multi-object densities in
the PHD filtering recursion before the Poisson approxima-
tion. Considering that the PMB representation of the multi-
object posterior is an inherent intermediate result that we
obtain for free in the PHD update step (as we will show in
Section IV), it makes sense to perform smoothing using this
more informative multi-object posterior representation.

The hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother leverages the
simplicity of PHD filtering [4] and the ability to gener-
ate smoothed trajectories using backward simulation [21],
[25]. Importantly, the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother
makes it possible to generate smoothed trajectories for all
the objects that have existed in a theoretically sound manner
without using any labels/tags. We compare the proposed
hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother to the PHD [4] and
trajectory PHD [19] filters in a simulation study, and the
results demonstrate that the proposed method has superior
multi-object state and trajectory estimation performance.
The results also show that the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory
smoother is more robust to the premature object death
problem [11], [12].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we introduce the background. The problem formulation is
given in Section III. We present the filtering and smoothing
recursions of the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother in
Section IV. The results are presented in Section V, and the
conclusions are drawn in Section VI.

II. BACKGROUND

In this section, we introduce the state variables of interest,
densities on sets of objects and sets of trajectories, and the
multi-object models. The set of finite subsets of a generic
space D is denoted by F(D), and the cardinality of a set
A ∈ F(D) is |A|. The sequence of ordered positive integers
(α, α+1, . . . , γ−1, γ) is α : γ. We use ⊎ to denote a union
of sets that are mutually disjoint and ⟨f, g⟩ to denote the
inner product

∫
f(x)g(x)dx. In addition, we use δx(·) and

δx[·] to represent the Dirac and Kronecker delta functions,
respectively, centered at x.

A. State Variables

The single-object state is described by a vector x ∈ Rnx .
A trajectory is represented as a variable X = (t, x1:ν) where
t is the initial time step of the trajectory, ν is its length, and
x1:ν = (x1, . . . , xν) denotes a finite sequence of length ν that
contains the object states at time steps t : t+ ν− 1. For two
time steps α and γ, α ≤ γ, a trajectory (t, x1:ν) in the time
interval α : γ existing from time step t to t+ ν − 1 satisfies
that α ≤ t ≤ t + ν − 1 ≤ γ, and the variable (t, ν) hence
belongs to the set I(α,γ) = {(t, ν) : α ≤ t ≤ γ and 1 ≤ ν ≤
γ−t+1}. A single trajectory in time interval α : γ therefore
belongs to the space T(α,γ) = ⊎(t,ν)∈I(α,γ)

{t} × Rνnx [20].

A set x ∈ F(Rnx) of single-object states is a finite subset
of Rnx , and a set Xα:γ ∈ F(T(α,γ)) of trajectories is a finite
subset of T(α,γ). The subset of trajectories in Xα:γ that were
alive at time step η where α ≤ η ≤ γ is denoted by

Xη
α:γ =

{(
t, x1:ν

)
∈ Xα:γ : t ≤ η ≤ t+ ν − 1

}
. (1)

Given a single-object trajectory X = (t, x1:ν), the set of
object states at time step k is

τk(X) =

{{
xk+1−t

}
, t ≤ k ≤ t+ ν − 1

∅, otherwise
(2)

and given a set Xα:γ of trajectories, the set of object states
at time step k is τk(Xα:γ) =

⋃
X∈Xα:γ

τk(X).

B. Densities on Sets of Objects

Given a real-valued function π(·) on the space F(Rnx) of
finite sets of objects, its set integral is [26]∫

π(x)δx = π(∅)+
∞∑

n=1

1

n!

∫
π ({x1, . . . , xn}) d(x1, · · · , xn).

(3)
A function π(·) on the space F(Rnx) is a multi-object
density if π(·) ≥ 0 and its set integral is one.

A PMB density is of the form [23]

f(x) =
∑

y⊎w=x

fp(y)fmb(w), (4)

fp(x) = e−⟨λ,1⟩
∏
x∈x

λ(x), (5)

fmb(x) =
∑

⊎n
l=1x

l=x

n∏
i=1

f i
(
xi
)
, (6)

f i(x) =


1− ri x = ∅
ripi(x) x = {x}
0 otherwise.

(7)

The PMB in (4) is the union of two independent sets: a PPP
with density (5), parameterized by Poisson intensity λ(·), and
an MB with density (6), where the i-th Bernoulli component
has density (7) with existence probability ri and single-object
density pi(·).

C. Densities on Sets of Trajectories

Given a real-valued function π(·) on the single trajectory
space T(α,γ), its integral is [20]∫

π(X)dX =
∑

(t,ν)∈I(α,γ)

∫
π
(
t, x1:ν

)
dx1:ν , (8)

which goes through all possible start times, lengths and
object states of trajectory X ∈ T(α,γ). A function π(·) on
the space F(T(α,γ)) is a multi-trajectory density if π(·) ≥ 0
and its set integral is one. The trajectory PPP and trajectory
MB densities are defined similar to their counterparts in
(5) and (6), respectively. Given two single-object trajectories
X = (t, x1:ν) and Y = (t′, y1:ν

′
), the trajectory Dirac delta

function is defined as

δY (X) = δt′ [t]δν′ [ν]δy1:ν′
(
x1:ν

)
, (9)



and the multi-trajectory Dirac delta function centred at Y is
defined as [26, Sec. 11.3.4.3]

δY(X) =


0 |X| ̸= |Y|,
1 X = Y = ∅,∑

σ∈Γn

∏n
i=1 δYσi

(Xi)

{
X = {Xi}ni=1

Y = {Yi}ni=1.

(10)

Given a set xk of object states at time step k, the set of
trajectories in the time interval k : k is

Xk:k =
{
X =

(
k, x1:1

)
: x1 ∈ xk

}
, (11)

where trajectory X = (t, x1:ν) ∈ Xk:k has start time t = k
and length ν = 1. Therefore, it holds that the multi-trajectory
density π(Xk:k), which is zero for trajectories outside the
interval k : k, takes the same value as the multi-object state
density f(τk(Xk:k)).

D. Multi-Object Models
We consider the standard multi-object models [26]. For a

given multi-object state xk at time k, each object state x ∈ x
is either detected with probability pD(x) and generates one
measurement z with density ℓ(z|x), or missed detected with
probability 1− pD(x). The set zk of measurements at time
step k is the union of the object-generated measurements and
PPP clutter with intensity λC(·).

Given the current multi-object state xk, each object x ∈
xk survives with probability pS(x), and moves to a new
state with a Markovian transition density g(·|x), or dies with
probability 1− pS(·). The multi-object state at the next time
step is the union of the surviving objects and new objects,
which are born independently of the rest. The set of newborn
objects is a PPP with intensity λB(·).
E. Multi-Trajectory Dynamic Model

Performing backward smoothing on multi-trajectory den-
sity requires a dynamic model for the set of all trajectories
that have existed up to the current time step. Given a set
X1:k of all trajectories in the time interval 1 : k, each
trajectory X = (t, x1:ν) ∈ X1:k “survives” with probability
one, pS(X) = 1, and moves to a new state according to [20]

gk+1
(
t′, y1:ν

′
|X

)
=

∣∣τk(X)
∣∣ [(1− pS (xν)

)
δX

(
t′, y1:ν

′
)

+ pS (xν) g
(
yν

′
|xν

)
δX

(
t′, y1:ν

′−1
)]

+
(
1−

∣∣τk(X)
∣∣) δX (

t′, y1:ν
′
)
. (12)

That is, if the object trajectory X has died before time step
k, the trajectory remains unaltered with probability one. If
trajectory X exists at time step k, it remains unaltered with
probability 1 − pS(xν), or the new final object state yν

′
is

generated according to the single-object transition density
with probability pS(xν). The set X1:k+1 of trajectories in the
time interval 1 : k+1 is the union of “surviving” trajectories
and newborn trajectories, where each new trajectory (t, x1:ν)
has a deterministic start time t = k + 1, length ν = 1,
and its multi-object state is a PPP with intensity λB(·). The
trajectory PPP birth at time step k + 1 has intensity

λB
k+1

(
t, x1:ν

)
= δk+1[t]δ1[ν]λ

B (xν) . (13)

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In backward smoothing for sets of trajectories, we aim to
compute the multi-trajectory posterior density in a given time
interval using a sequence of multi-object filtering densities
and the multi-trajectory dynamic model.

We denote the multi-object state density at time step k′ ∈
{k, k+1} and the multi-trajectory density in time interval α :
γ, both conditioned on the sequence of sets of measurements
z1:k = (z1, . . . , zk) up to and including time step k, by
fk′|k(·) and πα:γ|k(·), respectively. In forward filtering, the
Bayes filter propagates the multi-object posterior density of
xk in time via the prediction and update steps:

fk|k−1(x) =

∫
g(x|x′)fk−1|k−1(x

′)δx′, (14)

fk|k(x) =
ℓ(zk|x)fk|k−1(x)∫
ℓ(zk|x)fk|k−1(x)δx

, (15)

where g(·|x) is the multi-object transition density and ℓ(zk|·)
is the measurement likelihood. Given the multi-object models
described in Section II-D, the predicted and posterior den-
sities on the current set of object states are PMB mixtures
(PMBMs) [23]. A PMB is a special case of PMBM with a
single MB.

The multi-trajectory density π1:K|K(X1:K) can be ob-
tained by applying the following multi-trajectory smoothing
equation recursively backwards in time [21, Theorem 2]:

πk:K|K(Xk:K) =
πk:k+1|k(Xk:k+1)πk+1:K|K(Xk+1:K)

fk+1|k(τk+1(Xk+1:k+1))
,

(16)
where the predicted multi-trajectory density for the multi-
trajectory dynamic model in Section II-E is given by [21,
Theorem 1]

πk:k+1|k(Xk:k+1) =
∏

(k,x1:ν)∈Xk
k:k+1

[(
1 + pS (xν) (δ2[ν]− 1)

)

× δ2[ν]g
(
xν |xν−1) pS (

xν−1) ]πk:k|k(Xk:k)

× e−⟨λ
B
k+1,1⟩

∏
(k+1,x1:1)∈Xk+1:k+1

λB
k+1(k + 1, x1:1). (17)

It can be observed that the predicted multi-trajectory density
can be evaluated by multiplying the multi-trajectory density
πk:k|k(Xk:k), which takes the same value as fk|k(τk(Xk:k)),
1− pS(·) for trajectories that end at time step k, g(·|·)pS(·)
for trajectories that exist at both time step k and k + 1, and
the density of newborn trajectories at time step k + 1.

The backward smoothing equation (16), in general, can-
not be computed in closed form. An effective solution to
evaluate the multi-trajectory posterior is given by backward
simulation, which allows us to draw samples in the multi-
object trajectory space [21]. Performing backward simulation
requires a backward kernel to recursively draw samples of
sets of trajectories.

The backward kernel for sets of trajectories conditioned
on the set Y of trajectories in the time interval k + 1 : K
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Fig. 1. Forward filtering and backward smoothing recursions of hybrid
PHD-PMB trajectory smoother. TPMBM represents trajectory PMBM [27].

and the sequence of measurement sets up to and including
time step K, satisfies [21, Lemma 3]

πk:K|K(X|Y) ∝ πk:k+1|k(Xk:k+1)δY(Xk+1:K). (18)

That is, the backward kernel πk:K|K(X|Y) is proportional
to the predicted multi-trajectory density πk:k+1|k(Xk:k+1) if
Y = Xk+1:K , and zero otherwise. Evaluating the backward
kernel πk:K|K(X|Y) considers all different ways of associ-
ating the trajectories in Xk:k+1 to the trajectories in Y.

In this paper, the forward filtering is achieved using a PHD
filter [3], and the PMB multi-object filtering densities fk|k(x)
before the Poisson approximation are stored at each time
step. Then backward simulation is performed on these PMB
filtering densities to obtain the approximate multi-trajectory
posterior.

IV. HYBRID PHD-PMB TRAJECTORY SMOOTHER

In this section, we present the forward filtering and
backward smoothing recursions of the hybrid PHD-PMB
trajectory smoother. An illustration of the complete recursion
is shown in Fig. 1. We also discuss some practical consid-
erations for a tractable linear Gaussian implementation.

A. Forward PHD Filtering
Lemma 1: Given the Poisson multi-object filtering den-

sity fk−1|k−1(x) of the form (5) with Poisson intensity
λk−1|k−1(·) and the multi-object dynamic model described
in Section II-D, the predicted multi-object density is Poisson,
with intensity

λk|k−1(x) = λB(x) +
〈
λk−1|k−1, g(x|·)pS(·)

〉
. (19)

Lemma 1 is given by the PHD prediction step [3].
Lemma 2: Given the Poisson multi-object predicted den-

sity fk|k−1(x) of the form (5) with Poisson intensity
λk|k−1(·) and the multi-object measurement model described
in Section II-D, the updated multi-object density by the
measurement set zk = {z1, . . . , zmk

} is a PMB of the
form (4), with mk Bernoulli components, one for each
measurement. The updated Poisson intensity is

λp
k|k(x) =

(
1− pD(x)

)
λk|k−1(x), (20)

and the i-th new Bernoulli component created by measure-
ment zik, i ∈ {1, . . . ,mk}, is parameterized by

rik|k =

〈
λk|k−1, ℓ

(
zik|·

)
pD(·)

〉
λC

(
zik
)
+
〈
λk|k−1, ℓ

(
zik|·

)
pD(·)

〉 , (21a)

pik|k(x) =
ℓ
(
zik|x

)
pD(x)λk|k−1(x)〈

λk|k−1, ℓ
(
zik|·

)
pD(·)

〉 . (21b)

Note that we use superscript p in (20) to represent the up-
dated PPP intensity before the Kullback-Leibler divergence
(KLD) minimization. Lemma 2 is a special case of the
PMBM update step [23, Theorem 2] with the predicted MB
mixture being empty. In the updated PMB, the PPP repre-
sents missed detected objects, whereas the MB represents
detected objects.

Lemma 3: The best PPP approximation of the updated
PMB density in terms of minimizing the KLD yields the
Poisson multi-object density with intensity

λk|k(x) = λp
k|k(x) +

mk∑
i=1

rik|kp
i
k|k(x)

=
(
1− pD(x)

)
λk|k−1(x)+

mk∑
i=1

ℓ
(
zik|x

)
pD(x)λk|k−1(x)

λC
(
zik
)
+

〈
λk|k−1, ℓ

(
zik|·

)
pD(·)

〉 . (22)

Lemma 3 is proved in [28, Sec. IV], and it is the same as
the PHD update step [3]. Note that in PHD filtering, the
multi-object intensity (22) is recursively computed over time
without explicitly computing the Bernoulli densities (21).
Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 describe the PHD filter update as
consisting of two steps, where the first step is implicit and
gives a PMB representation of the multi-object posterior as
an intermediate result before PPP approximation. Lemma 3
can be also interpreted as recycling all the Bernoulli com-
ponents in PMB filtering [28], meaning that every Bernoulli
component is implicitly approximated as a PPP. This yields a
less accurate cardinality distribution, but it greatly simplifies
the subsequent update steps as the approximate multi-object
posterior only contains a single global hypothesis. Since the
PMB is a more accurate representation of the multi-object
posterior than the PPP, performing backward smoothing on
the PMB filtering densities before PPP approximation allows
us to exploit more information freely available in forward
filtering.

B. Backward PMB Smoothing
We first present the backward kernel (18) for PMB filtering

densities. Then, we describe how to recursively draw samples
of sets of trajectories from the backward kernel.

Theorem 1: Given the PMB filtering density fk|k(·), pa-
rameterized by Poisson intensity (20) and Bernoulli densities
(21), at time step k, the set Y of trajectories in the time
interval k + 1 : K, and the multi-trajectory dynamic model
described in Section II-E, the backward kernel in the time
interval k : K (18) is a PMBM of the form

πk:K|K(X|Y) =
∑

W⊎V=X

πp
k:K|K(W)πmb

k:K|K(V|Y), (23)

πp
k:K|K(X) = e

−
〈
λ
p
k:K|K ,1

〉 ∏
X∈X

λp
k:K|K(X), (24)

πmb
k:K|K(X|Y) =

∑
a∈Ak:K|K

wa
∑

⊎nk:K|K
l=1

Xl=X

nk:K|K∏
i=1

πi,ai

k:K|K

(
Xi

)
.

(25)



The set of global hypotheses is defined as

Ak:K|K =
{(

a1, . . . , ank:K|K
)
: ai ∈

{
1, . . . , hi

k:K|K

}
∀i,∣∣∣Mi,ai

k+1:K

∣∣∣ ≤ 1,

nk:K|K⊎
i=1

Mi,ai

k+1:K = Mk+1:K

}
, (26)

and the weight of global hypothesis a ∈ Ak:K|K satisfies

wa ∝
nk:K|K∏
i=1

wi,ai

k:K|K , (27)

where the proportionality means that normalization is re-
quired to ensure that

∑
a∈Ak:K|K

wa = 1.
In (26), Mk+1:K = {1, . . . , nk+1:K} is the set of indices

of trajectories in Y = {Y 1, . . . , Y nk+1:K} with Y 1, . . . , Y l

being trajectories of objects that existed at time step k + 1,
and Y l, . . . , Y nk+1:K being trajectories of objects that ap-
peared after time step k+1. Each trajectory in set Y creates a
unique trajectory Bernoulli component, and thus the number
of trajectory Bernoulli components in (25) is nk:K|K =
mk + nk+1:K , indexed by variable i ∈ {1, . . . , nk:K|K}.
A global hypothesis is a = (a1, . . . , ank:K|K ), where ai ∈
{1, . . . , hi

k:K|K} is the index to the local hypothesis for the i-
th trajectory Bernoulli component, and hi

k:K|K is its number
of local hypotheses.

The Poisson intensity in (24) is

λp
k:K|K

(
t, x1:ν

)
= δk[t]δ1[ν]

(
1− pS

(
x1

))
λp
k|k

(
x1

)
.
(28)

For each trajectory Bernoulli component i ∈ {1, . . . ,mk}
in the predicted trajectory PMB πk:k+1|k(Xk:k+1), there are
hi
k:K|K = l + 1 local hypotheses. The local hypothesis that

corresponds to the case that the trajectory ended at time step
k, is given by Mi,1

k+1:K = ∅ and

wi,1
k:K|K = 1− rik|k + rik|k

〈
pik|k, 1− pS

〉
, (29a)

ri,1k:K|K =
rik|k

〈
pik|k, 1− pS

〉
wi,1

k:K|K
, (29b)

pi,1k:K|K
(
t, x1:ν

)
= δk[t]δ1[ν]

pik|k
(
x1

) (
1− pS

(
x1

))〈
pik|k, 1− pS

〉 .

(29c)

The local hypothesis that corresponds to the case that
the trajectory Bernoulli component is updated by trajectory
Y j = (tj , y1:ν

j

), j ∈ {1, . . . , l} (present at time step k + 1,
i.e., tj = k + 1), is given by Mi,j+1

k+1:K = {j} and

wi,j+1
k:K|K = rik|k

〈
pik|k, g

(
y1|·

)
pS

〉
, (30a)

ri,j+1
k:K|K = 1, (30b)

pi,j+1
k:K|K

(
t, x1:ν

)
= δk[t]δνj+1[ν]δy1:νj

(
x2:ν

)
×

g
(
y1|x1

)
pik|k

(
x1

)
pS

(
x1

)〈
pik|k, g (y

1|·) pS
〉 . (30c)

The trajectory Bernoulli component created by trajectory
Y j = (tj , y1:ν

j

), j ∈ {1, . . . , l}, has two local hypotheses
hi
k:K|K = 2, i = mk+j. The first local hypothesis represents

the case that the Bernoulli comment does not exist, and it is
given by Mi,1

k+1:K = ∅ and

wi,1
k:K|K = 1, ri,1k:K|K = 0. (31)

The second one is given by Mi,2
k+1:K = {j} and

wi,2
k:K|K = λB

k+1

(
y1
)
+

〈
λp
k|k, g

(
y1|·

)
pS

〉
, (32a)

ri,2k:K|K = 1, (32b)

pi,2k:K|K
(
t, x1:ν

)
= wi,2

k:K|Kδ(tj ,y1:νj )
(
t, x1:ν

)
+ wi,2

k:K|Kδk[t]δνj+1[ν]δy1:νj

(
x2:ν

)
×

g
(
y1|x1

)
λp
k|k

(
x1

)
pS

(
x1

)〈
λp
k|k, g (y

1|·) pS
〉 , (32c)

wi,2
k:K|K =

λB
k+1

(
y1
)

wi,2
k:K|K

, (32d)

wi,2
k:K|K = 1− wi,2

k:K|K . (32e)

Finally, the trajectory Bernoulli component created by
trajectory Y j , j ∈ {l + 1, . . . , nk+1:K} (not present at time
step k + 1) has a single local hypothesis hi

k:K|K = 1,
i = mk + j, given by Mi,1

k+1:K = {j} and

wi,1
k:K|K = 1, ri,1k:K|K = 1, pi,1k:K|K(X) = δY j (X). (33)

Theorem 1 is proved in [21, App. E].
By running the backward simulation for sets of trajectories

T times for k = K − 1, . . . , 1, where we recursively
draw samples of Xk:K from the backward kernel (18), we
can obtain T samples of {X(i)

1:K}Ti=1. This gives a particle
representation of the multi-trajectory density

π(Xk:K) ≈
T∑

i=1

1

T
δX(i)(Xk:K), (34)

where the i-th particle has state X(i) and weight 1/T .

C. Practical Considerations for a Tractable Implementation

In this work, we consider the linear Gaussian implementa-
tions of the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother. The linear
Gaussian implementations of the PHD filter and the PMB
smoother using backward simulation have been described in
[4] and [21], respectively. Here, we highlight some practical
considerations that facilitate an efficient implementation.

In forward PHD filtering, the Poisson intensity (22) is
of the form Gaussian mixture, and its number of mixture
components increases with the number of measurements over
time without bound. To obtain a tractable implementation,
Gaussian mixture reduction needs to be performed by prun-
ing Gaussian components with small weights and merging
similar Gaussian components [4].

We extract the PMB filtering densities after the PHD up-
date step before PPP approximation. It should be noted that
doing so only involves minor modifications of an existing



implementation of the PHD update step. By comparing (21)
and (22), we can see that the Poisson intensity in PMB is
directly given by the first term in (22), and that the single-
object density of the i-th Bernoulli density can be easily
obtained by normalizing the i-th term in the summation
in (22), where the normalization factor gives the existence
probability rik|k in (21). In addition, since the predicted PPP
intensity (19) is a Gaussian mixture, the single-object density
(21b) of each Bernoulli component in the PMB is also a
Gaussian mixture. This means that in backward simulation
we may need many particles to find the mode of the multi-
trajectory density π1:K|K(X). For efficient sampling, we can
reduce each single-object density (21b) to a single Gaussian
by moment matching.

In backward simulation, it is trivial to parallize the sam-
pling process since multiple backward sets of trajectories
can be generated independently. The main challenge lies
in sampling the MB mixture (25) in the PMBM backward
kernel (23), which has an intractable number of MB compo-
nents due to the unknown associations between the different
components in the PMB filtering density and the trajectories.
To avoid enumerating every global hypothesis, which is of
combinatorial complexity, we can draw samples only from
MB components with non-negligible weights [21]. One way
to do so is by solving a ranked assignment problem using
Murty’s algorithm [29]. In addition, ellipsoidal gating can be
applied to remove unlikely local hypotheses to simplify the
computation of the assignment problem.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the pro-
posed hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother in a simulation
study in comparison with the PHD filter [4] and the trajectory
PHD filter [19].

We consider the same two-dimensional scenario as in [19]
with 100 time steps and 4 objects. The single object state is
x = [px, ṗx, py, ṗy]

T , consisting of position and velocity. The
single object dynamic model is nearly constant velocity with
transition matrix F and process noise covariance Q given by

F = I2 ⊗
[
1 Ts

0 1

]
, Q = σ2

qI2 ⊗
[
T 3
s /3 T 2

s /2
T 2
s /2 Ts

]
,

where I2 is a 2×2 identity matrix, ⊗ denotes the Kronecker
product, Ts = 0.5 s is the sampling period, and σq = 1.8.
Each object survives with probability pS = 0.99. The birth
model is a PPP, and its Poisson intensity is a Gaussian mix-
ture with three components. Each component has the same
weight 0.1 and covariance diag([225, 100, 225, 100]); the
means are [85, 0, 140, 0]T , [−5, 0, 220, 0]T , and [7, 0, 50, 0]T .
The ground truth object trajectories are illustrated in Fig. 2.

The single object measurement model is linear and Gaus-
sian with observation matrix H and measurement noise
covariance R given by

H = I2 ⊗
[
1 0

]
, R = σ2

rI2,

where σr = 2. The detection probability is pD = 0.9. The
clutter is uniformly distributed in the area [0m, 2000m] ×
[0m, 2000m] with Poisson clutter rate γC = 50.

Fig. 2. True object trajectories. The up triangles and the numbers next to
them indicate the starting position and time steps of different trajectories.
The down triangles and the numbers next to them indicate the ending
position and time steps of different trajectories, respectively.

Fig. 3. Exemplar output of the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother.
It can be seen that the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother can produce
smoothed estimates for all the trajectories. In addition, it can recover missed
detections and disregard false detections in the forward PHD filtering.

The PHD filter [4] is implemented with pruning thresh-
old 10−4, merging threshold 4, and maximum number of
Gaussian components 30. Object state estimates are obtained
using the estimator described in [26, Sec. 9.5.4.4]. The
trajectory PHD filter [19] is implemented also with pruning
threshold 10−4, absorption threshold 4, and maximum num-
ber of Gaussian components 30, and it performs smoothing-
while-filtering without L-scan approximation. Its trajectory
estimates are obtained using the estimator described in [19,
Sec. VII-D]. The hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother is
implemented with 1000 particles, and only a maximum of
100 global hypotheses are sampled. Its trajectory estimates
are obtained using the estimator described in [21, App.
G]. An exemplar output of the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory
smoother is shown in Fig. 3.



The multi-object state estimation performance is evalu-
ated using the generalized optimal subpattern assignment
(GOSPA) metric [30] at each time step with α = 2, c = 10,
and p = 1. GOSPA allows for the decomposition of the
estimation error into localization error, missed and false
detection errors. The multi-trajectory smoothing estimation
performance is evaluated for the set of all trajectories using
the trajectory GOSPA (TGOSPA) metric [31] at the last time
step with c = 10, p = 1, and γ = 1. TGOSPA allows for the
decomposition of the estimation error into localization error,
missed and false detection errors, and track switch error. We
note that the trajectory PHD filter cannot estimate the set of
all trajectories accurately. To report the set of all trajectory
estimates, we tag each Gaussian component and extract the
trajectory estimates with unique tags via post-processing. We
report the results averaged over 100 Monte Carlo runs.

Let us first study the multi-object estimation performance.
The GOSPA error and its decomposition for the the PHD
filter and the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother over
time are shown in Fig. 4. Overall, the hybrid PHD-PMB
trajectory smoother outperforms the PHD filter in terms of
localization errors, missed and false detection errors by a
significant margin. One exception is that the hybrid PHD-
PMB trajectory smoother presents higher localization errors
at the first few time steps due to the mismatch between the
Gaussian means in the birth intensity and the true object
birth positions. Moreover, the PHD-PMB trajectory smoother
shows one apparent anomaly that it has increased missed
detection error a few time steps before object disappearing.
This anomaly is due to the premature object death, a problem
also observed in PHD smoothers [11], [12], where missed de-
tections happen at earlier time steps when objects disappear,
with a lag equal to the smoothing lag. However, we note that
in the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother this problem is
less severe in the sense that it does not always happen for
every disappearing object, and that missed detections due to
premature object death are not propagated all the way back to
earlier time steps. We also show the average GOSPA error
and its decomposition per time step for different scenario
parameters in Table I. We can see that the hybrid PHD-PMB
trajectory smoother consistently outperforms the PHD filter
by a significant margin, and it is especially robust to false
detections.

We then discuss the trajectory estimation performance of
the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother and the trajectory
PHD filter. The TGOSPA error and its decomposition for the
trajectory PHD filter and the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory
smoother over time are shown in Fig. 5. The hybrid PHD-
PMB trajectory smoother surpasses the trajectory PHD filter
by producing fewer false detections. However, the trajectory
PHD filter exhibits slightly superior performance in local-
ization accuracy, reduced missed detections, and fewer track
switches. The average TGOSPA error and its decomposition
per time step for different scenario parameters are presented
in Table II. We can see that the hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory
smoother generally outperforms the trajectory PHD filter,
except for the scenario with low clutter rate.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have presented a hybrid PHD-PMB multi-
object smoother, which performs backward simulation using
the PMB densities obtained in the update step of forward
PHD filtering to provide smoothed trajectory estimates. The
hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother makes it possible for
the PHD filter to generate smoothed trajectory estimates for
all the objects. Possible future work includes the develop-
ment of a hybrid PHD-PMB trajectory smoother for non-
Gaussian, non-linear scenarios using sequential Monte Carlo
implementations and experiments with real data [32].
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[19] Á. F. Garcı́a-Fernández and L. Svensson, “Trajectory PHD and CPHD
filters,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 67, no. 22, pp.
5702–5714, 2019.
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