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Abstract

Accurately estimating the 3D pose of the camera wearer
in egocentric video sequences is crucial to modeling hu-
man behavior in virtual and augmented reality applica-
tions. The task presents unique challenges due to the lim-
ited visibility of the user’s body caused by the front-facing
camera mounted on their head. Recent research has ex-
plored the utilization of the scene and ego-motion, but it
has overlooked humans’ interactive nature. We propose a
novel framework for Social Egocentric Estimation of body
MEshes (SEE-ME). Our approach is the first to estimate
the wearer’s mesh using only a latent probabilistic diffu-
sion model, which we condition on the scene and, for the
first time, on the social wearer-interactee interactions. Our
in-depth study sheds light on when social interaction mat-
ters most for ego-mesh estimation; it quantifies the impact
of interpersonal distance and gaze direction. Overall, SEE-
ME surpasses the current best technique, reducing the pose
estimation error (MPJPE) by 53%. The code is available at
SEEME.

1. Introduction
Estimating the 3D motion of a person from an egocentric

video sequence is a critical task with diverse applications in
virtual reality (VR) and augmented reality (AR). This re-
search is motivated by the necessity to realistically depict
the entire body to enable total immersion in these environ-
ments [7]. The user typically wears a camera in such videos,
capturing their surroundings from a first-person perspective.
Large field of view (FOV) cameras can capture some body
parts (hands, feet), which standard FOV cameras cannot, as
illustrated from the first-person perspective in Figure 1.

The task, dubbed egopose estimation, is influenced by
the type of camera used to record the sequences. Top-down
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head-mounted cameras have the best view of the wearer
[47] but are intrusive due to the required displacement from
the face. Front-facing cameras solve the ergonomic issue,
but the downside is that the wearer is almost always invisi-
ble except when using very large FOV.

In [16], the authors introduce a two-stage framework for
fish-eye head-mounted cameras, where a traditional SLAM
algorithm [43] provides the camera rotation and transla-
tion. Simultaneously, a neural network exploits visible body
parts to predict the egopose. Recently, EgoEgo [25] pro-
posed an updated pipeline, relaxing the assumption on the
large FOV. However, they still rely on (deep learning-based)
SLAM [44] to estimate the head’s rotation and translation,
fed to a generative model [12] to synthesize the pose for the
rest of the body. These approaches exploit the video to ex-
tract the head pose, ignoring the surrounding environment
and the other actors in the scene that can provide essential
cues for the egopose estimation.

For this reason, we propose a new social egocentric
mesh estimation task and contribute with a novel proba-
bilistic framework for Social Egocentric Estimation of body
MEshes (SEE-ME). Humans have a social nature and are
often involved in social activities in real and virtual worlds,
accomplishing tasks that usually require cooperation and
coordination. You2Me [33] explicitly captures the inter-
play between two persons from a chest-mounted camera
in a controlled environment where two people interact by
conversing, playing hand games, or doing sports. However,
their approach does not extract high-level scene information
and predicts deterministic skeleton-like representation that
may not be suitable for AR/VR applications. In contrast
with our work, [33] employs a person-centric coordinate
system and does not estimate global orientation or trans-
lation, while our approach enables end-to-end learning of
both of them. [33] also relies on OpenPose [4] to extract
the interactee, which faces challenges in accurately esti-
mating occluded keypoints [26]. We exploit EgoHMR [58]
to estimate the interactee’s mesh, demonstrating robustness
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(a) Wearer’s first person view, looking at the interactee. (b) Third-person view of the wearer and the interactee in a scene.

Figure 1. (Left) Frame from the input egocentric video stream. We experience the immersive subjective perspective of the front-facing
camera wearer, but the wearer is behind the wearable and, therefore, invisible. Still, we recognize the points of interest of the wearer, parts
of the scene where the action happens, and, most importantly, the interactee engaged in communication with the wearer. (Right) Third-view
reconstruction of the ego mesh of the camera wearer by our proposed SEE-ME. Our vantage point reveals the surrounding environment,
featuring a sofa and a person from an overhead perspective, leading us to infer the wearer’s likely standing position. Specifically, vicinity
and gaze interactions are important cues for our reconstruction as we experimentally quantify.

against occlusions, using scenes as input. In contrast, our
approach leverages the scene and interactions to understand
the invisible camera wearer’s pose, with no input body cues
required.

The motivation behind our research stems from the
wearer’s perspective, which highlights both their surround-
ings and an overlooked aspect: the presence of another ac-
tor within the scene (see Figure 1). Our unified approach
links the generation of the egomesh to both the 3D scene
depiction and the wearer’s social interaction with the inter-
actee. We do not rely on SLAM for the head’s orientation or
translation but predict them with our model. Our approach
pioneers conditional Latent Diffusion in egocentric human
mesh estimation, which provides a notable speedup in gen-
eration times. We build the latent space encoding human
poses using a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) [20]. Sub-
sequently, we perform conditional diffusion on this latent
space. The conditioning strategies aim to guide the pro-
cess by modeling the 3D point cloud of the scene in which
the wearer moves and the estimated mesh of the interactee
recovered from the egocentric video feed. Our model de-
pends on the 3D scene and other actors’ poses. Therefore,
provided the wearer’s pose, we can predict the interactee’s
one even if it is not paired with an egocentric video stream.

To assess the performance of our approach, we evaluate
it on EgoBody [59]: the solely available dataset that fea-
tures multiple individuals, an egocentric perspective, and an
environment. We reach state-of-the-art results, establishing
the efficacy of environmental and social components. In our
research, we thoroughly examine the influence of social in-
teractions on estimating the wearer’s egomesh. We establish
when this conditioning strategy has the highest impact. We
use proxies for social interaction that can be extracted from
our setup. We demonstrate how proximity and eye contact

between the wearer and the interactee bring the most from
our conditioning. Moreover, we study the effect of future
knowledge about the interactee’s motion, as we humans use
the experience to predict and react to the future movements
of the people around us. Our framework, exposed to this
information, provides a significant performance boost. To
corroborate the strength of our approach, we evaluate our
model on the dataset GIMO [61], which is egocentric and
includes the environment but is not multi-person.

To summarize our contributions:

• We propose the task of social egomesh estimation.
Emphasizing the role of other actors in 3D scenes to
account for the lack of information about the camera
wearer.

• We introduce SEE-ME, a unified framework based on
latent diffusion that achieves state-of-the-art perfor-
mance in predicting the wearer’s pose and is also ca-
pable of predicting the interactee’s pose.

• We perform an in-depth ablation study to highlight the
scenarios in which modeling social interactions brings
the most benefits.

2. Related Work

Pose Estimation from third-person cameras. 3D pose
estimation from images and videos in a third-person per-
spective has seen significant research efforts in recent years.
It can be broadly categorized into two main approaches.
The first approach aims to predict the positions of joints
from images and videos directly [21, 29, 32, 35, 48, 62].
The second approach employs a parametric human body
model [27] to estimate the parameters of the body model



based on images or videos [8, 18, 21, 22, 29, 52]. Recent ap-
proaches have advanced the realism of human motion mod-
eling by incorporating human dynamics. This is achieved
through the utilization of learned priors [38] or physics-
based priors [11, 36, 39, 41, 51, 55]. These priors are inher-
ently formulated within the human coordinate frame.

However, a notable challenge arises when dealing with
egocentric videos, which we consider in this study, where
the whole body is often not visible because body joints are
mostly hidden from view. By considering the physical and
social aspects, we aim to provide we aim to overcome this
lack of information.

Motion Estimation from Egocentric Video. There is
a growing emphasis on pose estimation from egocentric
videos, where various hardware setups are utilized, includ-
ing fisheye cameras [2, 13, 26, 46, 49], outward-facing cam-
eras [15,33,42,53,58,59,61], and additional inputs such as
controllers and synchronized headsets [17, 60], all aimed at
estimating a person’s pose. None of them consider social
interactions. However, there has been a growing interest in
incorporating interactions between people in a given scene,
as evidenced by numerous studies [19, 33, 58, 59]. No-
tably, [58, 59] both focus on estimating the interactee with-
out relying on any additional cues from the camera wearer.
In contrast, You2Me [33] predicts full-body wearer motions
by observing the interaction poses of a second person in the
camera view. While this approach is effective for keypoint
estimation, it lacks critical information necessary for our
task, such as body meshes, 3D scene details, and global ro-
tation and orientation. Conversely, our approach involves
probabilistic human mesh estimation, incorporating scene
information.

In [25], a distinctive method is proposed for multi-
hypothesis human mesh estimation. This approach decou-
ples the problem by estimating head movement, employing
it as a conditioning variable for a DDPM [12] model to gen-
erate plausible poses. In contrast, our approach eliminates
the reliance on a three-block process involving SLAM [44],
Gravitynet, and Headnet [25], tackling the problem as a
unified mesh estimation task. We employ a Latent Diffu-
sion Model to generate the entire body without preprocess-
ing steps such as optical flow estimation and camera local-
ization. Furthermore, our approach incorporates the social
component as a conditioning factor.

Probabilistic models for human pose estimation. Due
to limited image or video observations and inherent depth
ambiguity, estimating a 3D human pose from a single image
can give rise to numerous potential solutions, mainly when
body truncation is a factor. Recent research endeavors have
approached this challenge by framing it as a generative pro-
cess or predicting multiple hypothetical poses. In various

studies, a discrete set of hypotheses has been generated to
address this issue, as seen in [3, 14, 23–26, 34, 50, 58]. We
extend the advancements made in recent motion diffusion
models [5,6,9,45,57]. Our approach further integrates con-
ditioning on bystanders or individuals within the scene. It
is crucial to highlight that only [58] considers the 3D scene
constraint. Our methodology uses the latent diffusion pro-
cess to capture the inherent ambiguity in pose estimation,
incorporating flexible scene and social conditioning tech-
niques.

3. Methodology

Modeling social interaction requires solving a series of
challenging tasks. Note, as done in [25, 59], we pose the
origin of our coordinate system as the camera of the wearer.
First, we extract a 3D representation of the interactee’s hu-
man body from a video stream. Subsequently, we need
to position this representation into a depiction of the 3D
environment where the interaction occurs. Hence, this is
the information that SEE-ME exploits to recover the cam-
era wearer’s mesh using only the egocentric video stream,
where the wearer itself is not visible. We showcase our
pipeline in Figure 2. Before using social interaction and
scene description to drive the generation process, we train
part of our model to encode human motion in a latent space
(Sec. 3.1). This dramatically reduces the dimensionality re-
quired to represent a person. In this space, we learn to syn-
thesize human motion from pure noise using latent diffusion
processes (Sec. 3.2).

Problem formalization. Our objective is to generate a
plausible representation of the camera wearer Pw, condi-
tioned on the other person in the scene Pi and the 3D scene
S. We define the sequence of poses of the camera wearer
as Pw = {pw

k}Fk=1 ∈ RF×V , where F and V are the
number of frames and the parameters of the pose vector.
Similarly, Pi = {pi

k}Fk=1 ∈ RF×V . Following litera-
ture [6, 28, 56, 57], our poses vectors Pw and Pi contain
pose, translation and rotation and represents the SMPL [27]
body representation. Finally, S is defined as a 3D scene
point cloud, denoted as S ∈ RN×3, where N is the number
of points.

3.1. Latent Human Representation

VAEs consist of an encoder-decoder generative architec-
ture trained to minimize the reconstruction error. We em-
ploy it to reduce the pose vector V dimensionality, project-
ing onto a manifold of feasible poses. In this framework, the
encoder network E , parameterized by ϕ, generates lower-
dimensional embeddings z ∈ Rn×D as outputs based on the
input poses P = {pk}Fk=1. Following VAE literature [20],
qϕ(z|p) approximates the true posterior distribution of the
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Figure 2. SEE-ME framework. On the left, we present VAE’s training to learn a meaningful latent space by solving reconstruction tasks.
On the right, we extract and process our conditioning strategies. Corresponding to the 3D point cloud representation of the scene and the
interactee’s pose extracted from the video sequence. After the conditional denoising process, we can output a SMPL representation of the
wearer’s pose.

latent space with a multivariate Gaussian with a diagonal
covariance structure:

qϕ(z|p) = N (z|µϕ(p), σ2
ϕ(p)I), (1)

where µϕ(·) and σ2
ϕ(·) are the encoder’s outputs. We sample

from the approximated posterior zi ∼ qϕ(z|pi) using:

zi = µi + σ2
i ⊙ ρ, (2)

where zi is a one-dimensional vector of size D, and ρ is
sampled from a standard multivariate Gaussian distribution.
The decoder network D parametrized by θ maps the sam-
pled values back to body poses pθ(p|z) mapped into body
meshes with the differentiable SMPL model. The network
parameters are obtained by optimizing the Evidence Lower
Bound (ELBO) objective, as described in [20]. The mo-
tion decoder D relies on a transformer decoder architecture
[6, 37] with a cross-attention mechanism, taking f∗ zero
motion tokens as queries, where f∗ is the target sequence
length, and a latent z ∈ R1×D as memory, ultimately gen-
erating a human motion sequence p̂1:f∗ .

3.2. Ego-Mesh Estimation via Latent DDPMs

We utilize the latent-DDPM framework introduced
in [40] and adapted for human motion synthesis in [6]
where the diffusion process occurs on a condensed, low-
dimensional motion latent space. Latent DDPM have a dif-
ferent approximated posterior g(zt|zt−1), denoted diffusion
process, which gradually gradually converts latent represen-
tations z0 = z into random noise zT in T timesteps:

g(zt|zt−1) = N (zt;
√
ᾱtzt−1, (1− ᾱt)I) , (3)

where ᾱt is a scaling factor specific to timestep t. Then,
the reverse process dubbed denoising gradually refines the
noised vector to a suitable latent representation z0. Follow-
ing [6, 10, 12, 40], we use the notation {zt}Tt=0 to denote
the sequence of noised latent vectors, with zt−1 = ϵψ(zt, t)
representing the denoising operation at time step t. Here,
ϵψ refers to a denoising autoencoder trained to predict the
denoised version of its input.

Loss := Eϵ∼N (0,I),t[∥ϵ− ϵ(zt, t)∥22] . (4)

During the denoiser’s training, the encoder and decoder
remain frozen. In the subsequent diffusion reverse stage,
ϵψ(zt, t) predicts ẑ0 through a series of T iterative denois-
ing steps. Following this, the decoder D translates ẑ0 into
poses Pi and meshes in a single forward pass.

3.3. Social Conditioning

We introduce a novel conditioning strategy focused on
embedding social interaction knowledge into the generation
of the wearer’s mesh. A primary advantage of DDPM is
its capability to incorporate signals, represented as c, that
guide the trajectories of the conditional denoising process
ϵψ(zt, t, c). In our approach, we use a pre-trained VAE en-
coder specifically to encode the interactee’s pose Pi as a key
conditioning element. During training, ground truth poses
are utilized, while at test time, we employ the state-of-the-
art EgoHMR algorithm [58]. Additionally, we incorporate
scene conditioning by compressing the point-cloud repre-
sentation S of the environment with an MLP network τη ,
as interactions are shaped by both social cues and the sur-
roundings.



To inject these embedded conditions into the
transformer-based denoiser, we concatenate different
conditions and apply cross-attention [6] with the denoiser
latent. Then, the conditional objective is defined as follows:

L = Eϵ∼N (0,I),t,Pi,S[∥ϵ−ϵψ(zt, t, Eϕ(Pi), τη(S)∥22] , (5)

where Eϕ and τη stay frozen.

4. Experiments
In this section, we validate our model against the state of

the art and showcase the qualitative results of our approach.
Additionally, we perform several ablation studies highlight-
ing the impact of social interactions. Below, we define the
dataset and the reference metrics.

Dataset. We employ the EgoBody [59] dataset to as-
sess our technique, the sole available egocentric and so-
cial dataset featuring an environment and body meshes de-
fined by parametric body models [27] for both the wearer
and the interactee. The dataset is recorded using Microsoft
Hololens2 [1] and contains 125 sequences at 30 fps. The
total number of frames is 220k, but, as in [59], we selec-
tively use frames where the interactee is within the wearer’s
field of view. The training set comprises 90000 images, the
validation set consists of 23000 images, and the test set in-
cludes 62000 images. These recordings occur in 15 indoor
scenes, each accompanied by 3D representations, which are
recorded using an iPhone 12 Pro Max running a 3D Scanner
App (for additional information, refer to [25]).

To enhance comparability, we also include the
GIMO dataset [61] and benchmark SEE-Me without
Int.ee—meaning the variant of SEE-ME based solely on the
scene, as GIMO contains only single-person videos. Al-
though this specific setup excludes social cues, we conduct
this evaluation to further assess our overall framework. This
dataset features egocentric views in single-body environ-
ments, and we adapt our model accordingly. It has been
acquired from 11 different subjects performing actions in
19 3D scenes, scanned using an Apple iPhone 13 Pro Max.
The dataset includes up to 125,400 egocentric images cap-
tured at 30 fps with a Hololens2 and 217 trajectories cap-
tured by an Inertial Measurement Units (IMU) system. In
total, GIMO contains approximately 129,000 frames

Baselines. To estimate the wearer’s pose from a first-
person perspective, we evaluate our model against
EgoEgo [25], the existing state-of-the-art model designed
for estimating the wearer’s pose from an egocentric video.
EgoEgo is a probabilistic model based on DDPM [12] that
leverages head poses as conditioning to generate a plausi-
ble pose. The model consists of two modules. Firstly, it

estimates the head pose by using two sub-modules. The
first module estimates the global orientation and translation
of the camera based on optical flow. The second module in-
volves head pose estimation using DROID-SLAM [44]. By
combining these estimates, the output is the global position
of the head, comprised of pose, orientation, and trajectory.
During the second phase, the estimated head is employed
as a conditioning factor for a DDPM model, facilitating the
generation of realistic poses. We employ EgoEgo’s [25]
configuration, where body poses are represented relative to
the initial pose. Concerning the scene alignment, we adopt
an approach in line with EgoHMR [58].

Metrics. We consider the evaluation metrics commonly
employed in the current literature on egocentric human pose
estimation [25, 58, 59].
Specifically, we evaluate the accuracy of our model by com-
puting the error on the keypoints extracted from the SMPL
body representation, ignoring the mesh form factor. We use
SMPL due to its widespread adoption for representing vir-
tual humans. The added realism brought by meshes allows
for augmenting the fidelity of interactions, for example, by
modeling collisions.

The Mean Per Joint Position Error (MPJPE) measures
the average Euclidean distance between the predicted and
ground truth 3D positions of individual joints across a se-
quence of frames:

MPJPE =
1

J × T

J∑
j=1

T∑
t=1

∥pj,t − gj,t∥2. (6)

We measure the Orientation Error using the Frobenius
norm of the 3x3 rotation matrix of the reference joint Apred

predicted and ground truth AGT , expressed as follows:

Orientation Error = ||Apred −A−1
GT − I||2. (7)

To evaluate the error of the generated motion translation,
we use the Euclidean distance between the predicted trajec-
tory rpred and the ground truth rGT :

Translation Error =
1

T

T∑
t=1

||rpredt − rGTt ||2. (8)

We then compute the acceleration for predicted poses
apred and ground truth aGT , and we define the Accelera-
tion Error as their Euclidean distance. We employ millime-
ters (mm) for MPJPE and Translation, millimeters per sec-
ond squared (mm/s2) for Acceleration, and the Frobenius
norm between the rotation matrices for Orientation.

4.1. Comparison with SOTA

We quantitatively assess the camera wearer’s pose us-
ing the results from the EgoBody [59] dataset. As the



Table 1. Egocentric Pose Estimation Results. We activate and deactivate Scene and interactee conditioning to assess their contribution.
In each version, our framework improves SoA performances by a large margin. We obtain the best results when the scene and interactee
conditioning are present.

Models Conditioning EgoBody [59] Dataset

Scene Interactee MPJPE (mm)
Orientation

Error
Translation
Error (mm)

Acceleration
Error (mm/s2)

EgoEgo [25] 268 0.40 207 10.8
SEE-ME w/o Scene ✓ 138 0.51 174 3.07
SEE-ME w/o Int.ee ✓ 130 0.51 171 2.69
SEE-ME ✓ ✓ 126 0.48 164 2.67

GIMO [61] dataset lacks any interactee, we benchmark only
the SEE-ME variant, focusing solely on the scene. Further-
more, we conduct several studies to explore the impact of
social relation proxies and their effects.

Social egocentric human pose estimation. Table 1 com-
pares our model quantitatively against the current leading
technique [25]. We retrained the HeadNet module of their
model on the EgoBody [59] dataset, specifically targeting
head rotation and translation distance estimation. The rest
of the model’s modules, initially trained on a large-scale
motion capture dataset like AMASS [31], were frozen dur-
ing this process.

We improve the performance of MPJPE from 268mm
to 126mm over the state-of-the-art [25] yielding a 53% en-
hancement in MPJPE, 21% in Translation, and a significant
75% in Acceleration. The impact of the interactee is evi-
dent, even when the wearer is not engaged in active inter-
action with it. Furthermore, compared to [25], condition-
ing solely on the interactee enhances the performance from
268mm to 138mm in MPJPE, giving a 49% increase and a
substantial 72% improvement in the Acceleration error be-
tween predicted and ground truth joints.

Predicting the wearer’s pose conditioning on the scene
alone allows a direct comparison with EgoEgo, and our
model proves again to boost performances. Going from
268mm to 130mm, we get a 51% MPJPE improvement,
predicting the wearer’s pose from the scene alone We get
17% and 75% improvements in translation and acceleration
errors, respectively.

Egocentric human pose estimation. To reinforce the ef-
fectiveness of our approach, we further assess SEE-ME us-
ing the GIMO dataset, as there is a scarcity of 3D social ego-
centric environmental datasets aside from EgoBody. Thus
we set to assess the quality of SEE-ME by the sole con-
sideration of the scene. The results shown in Table 2 are
comparable to EgoEgo and they should be paralleled with
SEE-ME w/o Int.ee in the prior experiment, as the interactee
is absent in GIMO.

SEE-ME w/o Int.ee outperforms EgoEgo on the orien-

tation estimation but it yields a larger translation error as
EgoEgo leverages information from SLAM.

Overall, on the general MPJPE performance, SEE-ME
w/o Int.ee outperforms EgoEgo by 7.2%, which reasserts
the quality of the proposed model, across different settings.

4.2. Qualitative results

We show the results obtained from SEE-ME qualita-
tively, comparing them to the state-of-the-art [25]. In Fig-
ure 3, the input footage (a) is processed to extract the inter-
actee’s pose by EgoHMR [58] (b), which is then ingested
by SEE-ME, alongside the encoding of the scene point
cloud. The qualitative reconstructions match the quantita-
tive evaluation of Table 1 as SEE-ME (d) adheres better to
the ground truth, than EgoEgo (c) does. E.g. the actor stands
up in (d) to attend to the interactee.

Figure 4 depicts a different qualitative study case: the
interactee’s pose (red) conditions the generation of the ego
actor (blue), which SEE-ME successfully positions in front
of it, taking plausible poses while conversing.

4.3. Ablation studies

Social Interaction ablation. We explore the influence of
social relations through ablation studies to gain a deeper un-
derstanding of the interactee’s impact. To quantify interac-
tion, we initially employ a straightforward proxy: the dis-
tance between individuals. This is achieved by categorizing
distances into three ranges based on the root joint. As illus-
trated in Table 3, the proximity of the interactee and wearer
correlates with more pronounced effects on the final results.
Notably, the most substantial improvements are observed in
MPJPE (by 6%), Translation Error (by 9%), and Accelera-
tion (by 23%) when considering proximate interactions.

The diminished performance in Translation and Accel-
eration beyond the 2-meter range is attributed to the wearer
moving toward the interactee. As individuals draw closer,
there is a heightened relative acceleration and translation,
making it more susceptible to errors.

The investigation in Table 4 aims to ascertain mutual
gaze fixation between two individuals using information
derived from their respective head rotation matrices. Mu-
tual gaze, a critical component of non-verbal communica-



(a) Video stream of the wearer’s egocentric view, not used in the model. (b) Wearer’s view of the interactee, extracted from the video stream.

(c) Prediction of the wearer’s pose by EgoEgo. (d) Prediction of the wearer’s pose by SEE-ME. (e) Ground truth wearer pose.

Figure 3. Front view of 3 frames extracted from an egocentric sequence. We compare SEE-ME (blue) with EgoEgo (yellow), and the
ground truth (green). In red we have the interactee’s poses, extracted from the egocentric video sequence next to it, but not used in our
model.

Models MPJPE (mm) Orientation Error Translation Error (mm)
PoseReg [54] 189 1.51 1528
Kinpoly-OF [30] 404 1.52 1739
EgoEgo [25] 152 0.67 356
SEE-ME w/o Int.ee 141 0.61 843

Table 2. Quantitative results on GIMO [61] dataset.

Wearer-Interactee
Distance Threshold (m) MPJPE (mm)

Orientation
Error

Translation
Error (mm)

Acceleration
Error (mm/s2)

- 126 0.48 164 2.67
d > 2 132 0.48 183 2.76

1 < d < 2 128 0.49 161 2.73
d < 1 119 0.48 156 2.06

Table 3. Ablation study on the interpersonal distance between wearer and interactee. Conditioning on the interactee’s pose works best
when in close proximity.

tion, can indicate interpersonal engagement. The proposed
method relies on converting rotation matrices to Euler an-
gles, extracting gaze directions, and evaluating the angu-
lar deviation between these vectors. We employ 30◦ and
60◦ thresholds to determine whether two individuals are
making eye contact. We look at two data subsets for each
threshold: one satisfying the condition and the other not.
Remarkably, both thresholds yield improved results when
satisfied, affirming the initial intuition. The most substan-
tial improvement occurs when individuals are directly look-
ing at each other (30◦), leading to enhancements in MPJPE
from 127mm to 117mm (by 8%), from 175mm to 137mm
in Translation Error (by 22%), and also enhancing the Ori-
entation Error (14%), and Acceleration (by 9%) for when
the condition not being met.

Finally, we examine a scenario in which the wearer
possesses knowledge of the interactee’s future movements.
This is achieved by conditioning on future frames rather
than on the present. As indicated in Table 5, the MPJPE and
the Translation Error exhibit improvements of 2% and 22%,
respectively. The latter’s enhancement can be attributed to
the wearer’s anticipation of the interactee’s movements, re-
ducing Translation error.

Implementation details. Our framework consists of
three main components: the encoder, the decoder, and the
denoiser. The reconstruction phase, which has 24 million
parameters, is handled by the encoder and decoder, while
the generation phase involves the denoiser (9 million pa-
rameters) and the frozen decoder. Each component has 9
layers 4 heads, and a latent space whose dimensionality is



Wearer-Interactee
looking at each other FOV MPJPE

Orientation
Error

Translation
Error

Acceleration
Error

- - 126 0.48 164 2.67
No 127 0.48 173 2.71
Yes 60 123 0.48 157 2.57
No 127 0.50 175 2.79
Yes 30 117 0.43 137 2.54

Table 4. Ablation study on gaze directions. By considering an angle of 60 and 30 degrees, we asses if the wearer and the interactee are
looking at each other. If this is the case, the conditioning boots improve the performance even more.

Wearer’s input = present
Interactee’s input = x

MPJPE
Orientation

Error
Translation

Error
Acceleration

Error
x = present 126 0.48 164 2.67
x = future 123 0.48 128 3.40

Table 5. Ablation study on wearer poses conditioned on the interactee’s present and future ones. Even a little glance into the future reduces
the MPJPE.

Figure 4. The interactee (red) influences the wearer’s motion
(blue).

256. The encoder and the decoder both use standard trans-
former layers. Based on [57], the denoiser combines clas-
sical self-attention on the latent vector with linear cross-
attention between the latent vector and textual input. The
batch size is 64 for the first phase and 128 for the second
one, and the AdamW optimizer is used with a learning rate
of 10−4. The diffusion steps are set to 1000 and 20 during
training and inference. We train on 8 Tesla V100 GPUs for
3k epochs for both phases.

Limitations and Future Work. We do not inject any so-
cial relations knowledge externally but leave the model free
of learning from the dataset. This means that the quality
of the predictions is highly dependent on the training data
distribution. While we recognize the presence of social rela-
tions in the utilized dataset, EgoBody [58], we acknowledge
that these relationships could be more effectively leveraged
in more diverse and socially engaging datasets, such as Ego-
Humans [19] for which currently both mesh recovery and

3D point cloud are not available. Additionally, we rec-
ognize the potential to enhance our model by exploiting
large-motion datasets such as AMASS, and possibly others
such as KIT, during the VAE training for the reconstruction
phase. This would allow us to capture movements beyond
the constraints of a single dataset. Currently, our model
works without taking any wearer’s input, but considering its
egocentric observed body parts as additional data could be
a research path to explore, and which could further improve
our performances.

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, accurately determining the 3D pose of the
camera wearer in egocentric video sequences is pivotal for
advancing human behavior modeling in virtual and aug-
mented reality applications. Despite the challenges posed
by limited visibility, SEE-ME has demonstrated that the
pose of the wearer can be reconstructed to an improved
level of accuracy. By utilizing a latent probabilistic dif-
fusion model, our approach integrates conditioning tech-
niques that effectively capture both social interactions and
the surrounding environment. Moreover, it is straightfor-
ward and does not require any extra preprocessing com-
pared to other methods that utilize localization techniques.
This development shows great potential for improving the
realism and precision of egocentric video-based human be-
havior modeling, particularly for applications in augmented
reality/virtual reality (AR/VR) and embodied AI.
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