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Abstract— Dynamic Vision Sensors (DVS), offer a unique
advantage in control applications, due to their high temporal
resolution, and asynchronous event-based data. Still, their
adoption in machine learning algorithms remains limited. To
address this gap, and promote the development of models that
leverage the specific characteristics of DVS data, we introduce
the Multi-Modal Dynamic-Vision-Sensor Line Following dataset
(MMDVS-LF). This comprehensive dataset, is the first to
integrate multiple sensor modalities, including DVS recordings,
RGB video, odometry, and Inertial Measurement Unit (IMU)
data, from a small-scale standardized vehicle. Additionally,
the dataset includes eye-tracking and demographic data of
drivers performing a Line Following task on a track. With
its diverse range of data, MMDVS-LF opens new opportunities
for developing deep learning algorithms, and conducting data
science projects across various domains, supporting innovation
in autonomous systems and control applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dynamic Vision Sensors (DVS) are an emerging visual-
sensing technology, providing high-frequency asynchronous
per-pixel intensity-change events, instead of full-image
frames, at fixed intervals. The events provide a sparse rep-
resentation of the observed scene, and modern sensors can
achieve a per-pixel update rate of up to 10 kHz.

In this paper, we introduce a multi-modal DVS dataset, for
a simple Line Following task, in a simplified environment.
The aim is to encourage the development of novel, event-
based neural-network theories, for event-based vision.

Currently, there are two approaches to applying machine
learning (ML) methods to event-based data:

• Converting events in a certain time range to a frame
representation, making it usable to a wide range of
existing ML techniques

• Fully utilizing the sparse nature of DVS data using
Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs)

While each frame representation requires a different trade-
off between losing temporal information, or requiring a lot
of storage and processing time, SNN simulations perform
poorly on classic von Neumann architectures. As a conse-
quence, they usually use specialized hardware[1].

State-of-the-art datasets for autonomous driving with DVS
sensors, such as DDD17 [2] or its successor DDD20 [3],
offer recordings of various driving scenarios. While this
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Fig. 1: Recording setup for dataset recording. The human
driver views the RGB stream while wearing an eye-tracking
headset and controlling the vehicle remotely.

enables networks to generalize well, developing new ML
methods on datasets created for tasks as complex as street
driving, is challenging. Even when only using a subset of
the datasets, the environment is still very diverse and may
contain observations not relevant to the task at hand.

The main challenge with datasets for complex tasks is that
it is difficult to determine whether a potential new artificial-
neural-network (ANN) architecture, fails to optimize due
to a lack of hyperparameter tuning, or a faulty novel ML
theory. We strongly believe that a dataset with reduced
complexity could help to combat this issue. This paper
introduces MMDVS-LF, a multi-modal DVS dataset for the
Line Following task, recorded in a simplified environment.

In our simple Line Following task, the agent is equipped
with a visual sensor, usually aimed at the floor, as the
primary sensory input. The agent has to synthesize movement
commands, to remain on a line marked on the floor, while
continuously moving forward on that line. In addition to the
visual input, the agent can receive additional information,
such as inertial measurements or odometry data.

The data representation mentioned above, must balance
temporal details, and representation size for ML approaches,
that do not use the DVS event stream directly. Typical
representations [4] for ANNs try to capture the input data
in a fixed-size format, as most architectures require fixed-
sized inputs. These representations provide formats similar
to classical video frames for ANNs, to utilize established
architectures by aggregating events in a specific time range.
Some examples are event frames, which store the polarity of
the last event per pixel; time surfaces, which store the last
timestamps per pixel; and event tensors, which can represent
multiple events per pixel, by further discretizing the time and
aggregating events in those sub-steps.
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TABLE I: Comparison of different Dynamic Vision Sensor (DVS) datasets for automotive applications. The first six datasets
focus on computer-vision applications, while the others focus on control tasks. Checkmarks for the modalities indicate that
data for this modality is available. Different annotation types: Manual = Manually annotated, Automatic = Algorithms were
used, Implicit = Data is annotated directly from the recording.

Dataset Task Annotation DVS Inputs IMU RGB Depth Eye-Tracking Amount
EventVOT [5] Detection Manual 1280x720 ✓ 249.92GB
FELT [6] Detection Manual 346x260 ✓ 664.78GB
1 MP Automotive [7] Detection Automatic 1280x720 15h/3.5TB
MVSEC [8] Depth Estimation Implicit 2x346x260 ✓ 2 x Gray ✓ 186.62GB
DSEC [9] Depth Estimation Implicit 2x640x480 ✓ 2 x ✓ ✓ 453GB
Vivid++ [10] (Driving) Visual SLAM Implicit 640x480 ✓ ✓ ✓ 4:19h
Moeys et al. [11] Following Manual 36x36 ✓ 1:15h
DDD17 [2] Driving Implicit 346x260 ✓ ✓ 12:00h
DDD20 [3] Driving Implicit 346x260 ✓ ✓ 51:00h
MMDVS-LF (Ours) Line Following Manual 1280x720 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 37:55m/11GB

MMDVS-LF consists of recordings from human drivers
performing the Line Following task with F1Tenth [12] cars
(standardized small-scale cars), in a simplified environment.
We record: (1) The DVS event steam, (2) RGB-D frames,
(3) IMU measurements, (4) Driving inputs, and (5) Eye-
tracking data of the human drivers.

We recorded approximately 401 GB of raw data, from
which we generated datasets with different resolutions and
frequencies. All generated datasets remain below 15 GB in
compressed size, and contain DVS time surface and event
frame data, IMU measurements, and driving inputs. Due
to its compact size, MMDVS-LF is easy to use and offers
many application possibilities. This paper also demonstrates
training established ANNs for a steering-prediction task,
based on time-surface data from the dataset.

From the data collection and pre-processing point of view,
we first give details of the recording procedure and pro-
cessing pipeline for synchronizing and aligning the different
modalities. Second, we describe our scaling methodology to
scale down the DVS event data.

Based on MMDVS-LF, new ML architectures can be
developed that fully utilize the sparse and asynchronous
nature of DVS event streams. Moreover, the unique eye-
tracking data also allows verifying ANNs by comparing their
saliency information with human attention.

In summary, our contributions in this paper are as follows:
• MMDVS-LF, a dataset for a simple task with multiple

resolutions, modalities, and frequencies.
• A method for collecting, synchronizing, and aligning

multi-modal DVS datasets
• Potential use case for control application, showing how

to use it with convolutional neural networks and those
in combination with recurrent neural networks to take
advantage of the temporal nature of the task.

We provide links to the dataset files and contact informa-
tion for access to the raw data at https://github.com/CPS-
TUWien/mmdvs.

II. RELATED WORK
First, we overview existing DVS datasets and compare

those to our MMDVS-LF dataset. Then, we summarize the
tasks defined from DVS data with deep learning solutions in
existing literature.

A. DVS Datasets

Table I summarizes DVS datasets, which contain record-
ings for automotive applications for various tasks. The
datasets in the first section of the table are designed for com-
puter vision tasks, such as detection or visual reconstruction
tasks, and contain no driving commands.

EventVOT [5], FELT [6], and Prophesee’s 1MP Automo-
tive dataset [7] are designed for detection tasks, offering
either raw event data or polarity-separated event frames
and classified object boxes. Prophesee’s dataset exclusively
contains traffic scenarios with various lighting conditions
and traffic volume. It has been annotated by reconstructing
frames from events and creating the bounding boxes using an
established detection algorithm. EventVOT and FELT con-
tain recordings of various situations, including automotive
scenarios and have been annotated manually.

EventVOT and the 1MP Automotive dataset both use
Prophesee’s EVK3 DVS sensor. This sensor records visual
events at 1280 by 720 pixels with a maximum event rate per
pixel of 10 kHz. FELT uses DVS346, a combined sensor that
records DVS events and RGB pixel data on the same chip.
This results in almost identical optical frames for event-based
and RGB data.

MVSEC [8] and DSEC [9] are two datasets for 3D
reconstruction and depth estimation using two DVS sensors
and 3D LIDARs for ground truth depth data. They also
include two frame-based cameras and inertial measurement
units. While MVSEC only provides grayscale frames, DSEV
provides RGB frames in the dataset. Both datasets use
recorded ground-truth data as labels for ML approaches.

Vivid++ [10] is a dataset recorded for Visual SLAM
with some recordings from automotive scenarios. It includes
modalities similar to MVSEC and DSEC but with only one
DVS and RGB sensor. Vivid++ obtains ground truth data
from sensors in use during recording.

The second section of Table I lists datasets designed for
learning control tasks. While there appears to be a larger
number of computer vision datasets, the amount of datasets
for control tasks is limited.

Moeys et al. [11] recorded a dataset for following a target
and manually added high-level commands to reach the target.
As high-level commands, they used a direction (left, center,

https://github.com/CPS-TUWien/mmdvs
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right) in which the target vehicle is located or "Not detected"
to indicate that the target had not been detected yet. The
available dataset contains low-resolution DVS event data and
the manually annotated action.

DDD17 [2] and DDD20 [3] comprise multiple record-
ings of manual driving on public roads in various settings
and situations. DDD17 contains approximately 12 hours of
recordings, while DDD20 extends it with an additional 39
hours, resulting in 51 hours. Both include DVS and RGB
data, driving commands, and vehicle telemetry data, such as
speed, control position, and the state of various other vehicle
components.

B. Benchmark Tasks

Many deep learning techniques have been applied to work
with DVS data [13]. For optical flow estimation and object
recognition tasks, methods such as the Synaptic Kernel
Inverse Method (SKIM) [14], hierarchical Spiking Neural
Networks [15], [16], and LSTM variants [7], [17], [18] have
been utilized. Building on Convolutional Neural Networks
(CNNs) [19], ResNet architectures [20] in [3], [21] and EV-
FlowNet [22] were proposed to learn from event-based in-
puts. Additionally, [23] explored depth reconstruction using
unsupervised learning with the Evenly-Cascaded Convolu-
tional Network (ECN).

However, previous work related to control tasks using
machine learning algorithms, the same way as available
datasets for control, is limited. [11] employs CNNs to predict
control commands for four classes of robot movements
based on DVS data. This approach restricts the robot’s
controllability to discrete values. A setup more similar to
our work is described in [24], where ResNet architectures are
used for event frames to predict steering angles. In contrast,
we aim to explore a broader range of network architectures
by employing not only pure CNN-based solutions but also
those incorporating recurrent networks.

III. DATASET

In this section, we describe the recording setup, the dataset
annotation, the different formats of the MMDVS-LF dataset
we provide, and statistical information.

A. Recording

We recorded the dataset on 1:10 scale racecars, based
on the F1Tenth autonomous racing cars lecture by the
University of Pennsylvania [12]. F1Tenth cars use chassis of
commercially available 1:10 model racecars and are equipped
with a computing platform, motor electronics, and sensors
for environment perception. The sensors typically include a
Hokuyo UST-10LX 270° 2D-Lidar [25] sensor and inertial
measurement units. We use the Robot Operating System
(ROS) [26] to run control software for the racecar.

We mounted an Intel realsense i435 in front of a Sony
Prophesee IMX636 dynamic vision sensor (DVS) for the
recording. The RGB video of the realsense camera is
streamed to a screen in front of a human driver, who can
control the car with a steering wheel and pedals. All other
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Fig. 2: Distribution of demographic data of the drivers in the
MMDVS-LF dataset.
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Fig. 3: Distribution of driving inputs, such as steering angle
and acceleration command from the human drivers and speed
measured by odometry.

data streams, including driving commands and depth data,
are recorded on the car for later processing.

In addition to the driving data, we record eye-tracking
(ET) data, of the human drivers using a VPS 19[27] ET
system. We use ArUco [28] markers displayed on the screen
showing the video to transform the ET video to the RGB
stream. As we were streaming the RGB video to the control
station, we recorded that stream separately to record the
same stream the driver sees, including, for example, camera
artifacts. The remaining data is recorded with tooling from
the ROS ecosystem, which includes timestamps for each
recorded datum. We used pulsed visual signals generated by
LEDs observed by the DVS sensor and the RGB camera to
synchronize the ROS recording and the RGB and ET streams.

For each recording, we gave the human driver a few
minutes to get comfortable with the controls and the task
before recording them driving in their training direction. Af-
ter approximately four minutes, we interrupted the recording,
turned the car around, and let the drivers drive in the opposite
direction for another four minutes.

In addition to recording their driving, we asked par-
ticipants to complete a consent form and a demographic
questionnaire. This questionnaire collected their age, gender,
country of origin and residence, and health details, including
any chronic illnesses, visual impairments, or conditions af-
fecting their vision. We also gathered information about their
driving experience, including their length and frequency,
professional or racing experience, prior experience with
driving F1Tenth cars, comfort level with new technology,
and whether they experience motion sickness while driving.
Anonymized participants’ data, including the mapping of the
recordings to a driver, is available in the raw data.

Figure 2 displays the distribution of selected demographic
data. For the Line Following task, we had seven participants,
of whom six were born and obtained their driver’s licenses in



(a) Time surface. (b) RGB image.

Fig. 4: Frame of the data used in the dataset. The time surface
is on the left, and the RGB image is on the right. In the time
surface, lighter areas indicate earlier events and darker areas
later ones. The DVS and RGB camera optics have slightly
different intrinsics, leading to different perspectives of the
two images.

a country in Western Europe and one in North America. We
had six male participants and one female participant, with an
age distribution peaking at 25-30, including participants up
to 35-40. One participant reported having no or less than
one year of experience. Another participant reported 3-5
years of experience; two reported 6-10 years, and three more
than ten years. Three participants reported that they have a
visual impairment or use a visual aid for driving. Only one
participant reported having a chronic illness, which impairs
their driving skills, and one participant reported being a
professional driver.

B. Annotation

We manually annotated the raw data to obtain sections
of the recordings with desired behavior. All sections where,
the line on the floor is visible in the bottom row of pixels,
and where the driver managed to stay on or return to the
line without losing it, were considered desired behavior. This
extended acceptance leads to a broader range of recorded
situations, which should also allow learning-based algorithms
to learn recovering behaviors.

We also labeled possible sections that contain objects that
have no direct influence on the Line Following task, but might
interfere with computer vision applications. Examples are
insects detected by the DVS only, and humans standing on
or close to the line. The latter occurred in some recordings
at the end to mark the end of the recording.

Due to differing lighting conditions in the recording area,
the infrared lasers of the Intel realsense’s active depth estima-
tion system were visible in some sections of the recordings.
They introduced noise into the dataset recording, so we
removed the areas with heavy noise from the generated
DVS dataset. Some sections contained less noise, which we
included in a separate dataset for more robust training.

We derive the action annotations from the human drivers’
driving commands and include observations from some sen-
sors. Other sensors, such as LIDAR, were omitted from the
dataset as they are irrelevant to the Line Following task.

C. Format

From the raw data recorded in Sec. III-A and the anno-
tations, we generated frame-based datasets with frequencies

of 60 Hz, 100 Hz, and 120 Hz and image resolutions of
128x256 and 256x512. The dataset with 60 Hz includes RGB
images, as we use a camera with 60 FPS for recording. We
omitted the RGB images for datasets with higher frequencies
to avoid using poor interpolation results. We treat events’
polarity separately for this dataset, generating two channels,
one for each polarity.

To scale down the DVS data, we first crop the sensor area
to a power of two and use virtual macro pixels. Each macro
pixel stores an internal state, which counts increasing and
decreasing events, with events of opposing polarity canceling
each other out. Once that internal state exceeds the number
of pixels in the macro pixel, the macro pixel generates an
event with the respective polarity.

We generate time surfaces and event frames from the
scaled-down event stream, as described in [7]. We also
provide different sets of masks, which include filters and
a mode we call overwrite previous (owp). It re-
moves events of opposite polarity if a more recent event
occurs. This mode performed better during initial tests with
classic-control approaches, allowing algorithms to interpret
only the most recent data. We use neighborhood filtering to
remove events from a frame if less than two other events
occur in the adjacent pixels.

After generation, we store the dataset in compressed
archives, storing each frame as .npz file. Storing each frame
in separate files allows splitting and rearranging the datasets
arbitrarily. Table II lists the arrays present in the archive and
their values. We also include index files containing contin-
uous sections of recordings to sample continuous sections
from the dataset.

All *mask arrays represent event frames of the dataset.
The data array might contain unfiltered arbitrary data,
which must be combined with one *mask array. The
action consists of the steering angle and either speed or
acceleration commands. The observation array provides
data from the IMU sensor, including acceleration in the
(x,y,z) directions, angular velocity around these axes, and the
orientation quaternion for (x,y,z,w) components. In addition
to this, the observation also includes odometry informa-
tion, such as pose estimation (x,y,z), orientation quaternion
for (x,y,z,w), and velocity values along the (x,y,z) axes.

D. Statistics

We generate twelve datasets with time surfaces and event
frames, actions, and observations, based on the different
resolutions, frequencies, and the inclusion or exclusion of
sections with a small amount of noise. While the repre-
sentations differ in resolution and generation frequency, the
underlying data is the same, and the resulting datasets have
the same action distributions. The analysis in this section was
performed on the 256x512@60Hz dataset, and light noise
sections were included. Other datasets, especially the ones
without the light noise sections, might differ slightly.

The generated datasets span 38 minutes, including noisy
sections, or 27 minutes without those sections. Depending
on the frequency, this leads to datasets of 96,161 to 272,838



TABLE II: Arrays present in a single frame file with their dimensions and a description of their contents. SIZE={512, 256}
refers to the resolution size of the dataset.

Name Dimension Description
data (SIZE/2, SIZE, 2) Time until last event since start of frame per channel
mask (SIZE/2, SIZE, 2) Mask for valid data
action (3) Commanded action (steering angle, speed, acceleration)
observation (20) IMU and odometry sensor readings
filtered_mask (SIZE/2, SIZE, 2) Neighborhood filtered mask
owp_mask (SIZE/2, SIZE, 2) Overwrite (clear mask) of earlier events with opposing polarity
filtered_owp_mask (SIZE/2, SIZE, 2) Neighborhood filtered owp_mask

TABLE III: Number of frames and size of the compressed
dataset for the different generated datasets. Values are indi-
cated by the available data with noise / without noise. The
60 Hz version includes RGB data, while the 100 Hz and 120
Hz versions have DVS data only.

Noisy/No Noise 128x256 256x512

60 Hz 136,484 / 96,161 Frames
4.92 GB / 2.926 GB 10.98 GB / 7.462 GB

100 Hz 227,375 / 160,127 Frames
1.56 GB / 1.08 GB 4.98 GB / 3.45 GB

120 Hz 272,838 / 192,127 Frames
1.73 GB / 1.19 GB 5.42 GB / 3.75 GB

frames. Table III gives an overview of the size of the
generated datasets and the compressed frames size sum.

Fig. 3 shows the distributions of the actions taken by the
human drivers during the desirable driving sections. The
steering angle’s distribution is symmetric with the mean
at −0.006 rad, as seen in Fig. 3a. The standard deviation
is 0.182 rad, which is expected, as large sections of the
track are straight. As the cars were comparably heavy, no
breaking was necessary, and only positive acceleration inputs
(Fig. 3b) were recorded. The acceleration inputs have a mean
of 0.586 m/s2 and a standard deviation of 0.138 m/s2. Fig. 3c
shows that a large portion of the driving occurred within the
range of 0.6−2.0 m/s, with a peak at 0.8−1.0 m/s. This peak
and the fact that most other observations have a higher speed
allow training neural networks to only predict for steering
angle, further simplifying the network architectures.

We recorded the MMDVS-LF’s data over about 8 hours,
including instructions for the drivers, training, setup time,
and technically required breaks, such as changing batteries.
The annotation of the dataset took approximately four weeks,
including regular updates of the annotation tools, as we
discovered issues with our tooling or errors in annotation.
Generating the dataset with our tooling takes approximately
36 hours on an Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6130 machine with
20 CPU cores and 64 GB of RAM.

IV. BENCHMARK

The DVS data holds many promising directions for deep
learning research. One can investigate which representation
of the data fits better with existing machine learning algo-
rithms or develop new ANN architectures that suit the unique
characteristics of DVS data.

Input:

- Time surface

Output for regression tasks:

- Steering angle

- Acceleration

- Velocity

Deep learning 
method

- RGB image

- Observations from IMU 
and odometry sensors

- Demographic information

Output for classification tasks:

- Person (driver) class

Output for data science tasks:

- Correlation between inputs

Fig. 5: Summary showing the different inputs for training
deep learning models to predict various outputs using the
MMDVS-LF dataset.

TABLE IV: Settings of the layers in the convolutional
networks. Adapted from [29].

Layer Type Settings
Input Input shape: (128, 256, 2)
Conv2D Filters: 24, Kernel size: 5, Stride: 2
Conv2D Filters: 36, Kernel size: 5, Stride: 1
MaxPool2D Pool size: 2, Stride: 2
Conv2D Filters: 48, Kernel size: 3, Stride: 1
MaxPool2D Pool size: 2, Stride: 2
Conv2D Filters: 64, Kernel size: 3, Stride: 1
MaxPool2D Pool size: 2, Stride: 2
Conv2D Filters: 64, Kernel size: 3, Stride: 1
Flatten -
Dense Units: 64

A. Setups from the dataset

As summarized in Sec. II-B, most machine learning work
on DVS data focused on optical flow and object recognition
tasks. Here, we aim to highlight various other possibilities
our MMDVS-LF dataset provides, such as control tasks
(regression), driver identification (classification), and other
data science tasks. Fig. 5 summarizes possible training setups
using the dataset, including regression tasks predicting the
steering angle with velocity or acceleration values based
on various combinations of inputs. For classification tasks,
one can consider the different drivers completing the Line
Following task as class labels and use the available input
data (excluding the demographic information) to make the
prediction. Suppose someone aims to pursue a data sci-
ence project. In that case, exploring the correlation between
driving characteristics and demographic information or fault
detection from the various sensor readings is possible.



TABLE V: Training, validation, and test losses of different architectures on the MMDVS-LF dataset. We found that all
ANNs can converge to comparably the same training and validation loss values in the Line Following task, but only CNNs
in combination with strong recurrent parts, such as LSTMs and LTCs, can generalize well on unseen data, which can be
observed in the Test loss. Results are averaged over three runs.

Model Training loss Validation loss Test loss
CNN 17.137± 0.572 72.567± 4.076 197.941± 16.456
CNN + Simple RNN 16.090± 0.499 75.223± 0.437 197.605± 12.809
CNN + MGU 15.790± 0.740 69.077± 2.009 196.521± 20.303
CNN + GRU 15.187± 0.745 74.633± 1.095 180.543± 12.349
CNN + LSTM 22.970± 7.953 66.963± 3.516 106.961± 6.078
CNN + LTC 18.99± 6.015 74.923± 4.344 122.298± 8.078
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Fig. 6: For benchmarking, we use the following architecture:
sequences of time surface data are created and fed into our
neural networks of interest. These networks consist of several
convolutional and max pooling layers, followed by a dense
or recurrent network, which predicts the sequence of steering
angles corresponding to the input.

B. Steering prediction from time surfaces

Here, we present a use case for the MMDVS-LF dataset of
128x256@100Hz, where the goal is to train neural network
models to predict the steering angle based on the time surface
data from the DVS sensor. As pointed out in Sec. III-D, most
of the velocity values fall into a small range, allowing us
to simplify the task by treating the speed as constant. The
pipeline is illustrated in Fig. 6. We provide the code of a
TensorFlow dataloader pipeline and training scripts.

We trained a convolutional-neural-network (CNN) front-
end [19], with either a fully-connected dense layer, or a
Recurrent Neural Network (RNN), respectively, as the back-
end policy. As an RNN we used either a fully-connected
simple RNN [30], a Minimal Gated United (MGU) [31],
a Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU) [32], a Long-Short Term
Memory (LSTM) [33], or a Liquid-Time Constant Network
(LTC) [34], respectively. In these architectures, the CNN
extracts visual information, while the RNN component lever-
ages the sequential nature of the task. For configuring the
CNN layers, we adapted the settings from the convolutional
head used in [29], which was designed to explore the
task of curvature prediction based on RGB images using
a combination of CNNs and bio-inspired recurrent models.
This adaptation is appropriate because, at a high level, our
task is similar from an ML perspective.

We compute the mean squared error (MSE) between the
predicted steering angle and the ground truth values over the
sequences, scaling the errors by 104 for better readability.
The data is split into training, validation and test sets with
a ratio of 60%/20%/20%. We did hyperparameter tuning for
the learning rate in the range of {0.0001, 0.001, 0.01}. Based
on the best validation loss, we train all networks using a
learning rate of 0.0001. During the training, we use the

AdamW optimizer [35] with a cosine weight decay of 10−6.
We run the training for 50 epochs and save the final models
with the best validation loss.

The results of these experiments are shown in Table V. We
found that all architectures were able to adapt to the task.
Our results demonstrate that more sophisticated architectures
incorporating recurrent networks generalized better on the
MMDVS-LF dataset, leading to smaller loss values.

Here, we presented a simple setup from our MMDVS-
LF dataset with a wide range of deep-learning approaches.
This setup can be extended by using additional available
information, such as stacking RGB channels to DVS as extra
input channels to the CNN part, resulting in 5 channels (3
channels from RGB, two channels from DVS) in total, and
mapping other sensor information of IMU and odometry
to the dense or recurrent part. One can extend the output
to making sequential predictions not only on the steering
angle but also on the velocity or acceleration commands.
In this case, one should adapt the loss function to L =
wsMSE(ys, ŷs)+wvMSE(yv, ŷv) to properly scale the mean
squared errors of the used commands between the ground
truth labels ys, yv and predictions ŷs, ŷv by the corresponding
weights ws,wv , for the steering and velocity, respectively.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We introduced MMDVS-LF, a multimodal, compact, and
easy-to-use dataset primarily intended for basic research,
focusing on novel deep learning solutions leveraging sparse
DVS data for control applications. The paper described
the methods for recording experiments and constructing the
dataset. We also showed several use cases of our dataset
and demonstrated the power of recurrent neural networks
predicting steering commands from time surface data.

In the future, we aim to explore DVS-specific control
solutions and verify the attention maps of trained neural
networks with the recorded eye-tracking data. The relatively
inexpensive standardized platform of F1Tenth cars holds the
potential to deploy end-to-end machine learning solutions
on hardware, making it accessible to universities, research
institutions, and the general public to test their solution
developed and trained on the MMDVS-LF dataset.
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