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Abstract— Autonomous driving has rapidly developed and
shown promising performance due to recent advances in
hardware and deep learning techniques. High-quality datasets
are fundamental for developing reliable autonomous driving
algorithms. Previous dataset surveys either focused on a limited
number or lacked detailed investigation of dataset character-
istics. Besides, we analyze the annotation processes, existing
labeling tools, and the annotation quality of datasets, showing
the importance of establishing a standard annotation pipeline.
On the other hand, we thoroughly analyze the impact of
geographical and adversarial environmental conditions on the
performance of autonomous driving systems. Moreover, we
exhibit the data distribution of several vital datasets and discuss
their pros and cons accordingly.

Additionally, this paper provides a comprehensive analysis
of publicly available traffic simulators. In addition to informing
about traffic datasets, it is also the goal of this paper to provide
context and information on the current capabilities of traffic
simulators for their specific contributions to autonomous vehicle
simulation and development. Furthermore, this paper discusses
future directions and the increasing importance of synthetic
data generation in simulators to enhance the training and
creation of effective simulations. Finally, we discuss the current
challenges and the development trend of future autonomous
driving datasets.

I. INTRODUCTION

The field of transportation is experiencing a profound
transformation, largely driven by the advent of self-driving
vehicles. This revolution extends beyond mere technological
innovation; it promises to redefine the entire landscape
of mobility, safety, and urban planning. These rapid ad-
vancements in autonomous driving rely heavily on exten-
sive datasets, which help autonomous driving systems be
robust and reliable in complex driving environments [1].
Autonomous vehicles (AV) are equipped with sophisticated
sensors and powered by artificial intelligence (AI) and
machine learning algorithms. These systems are designed
to replace human drivers and enhance overall efficiency.
However, despite these advancements, autonomous vehicles
are not yet fully capable of eliminating accidents associated
with human error. Incidents involving major companies like
Tesla, Uber, and Waymo have underscored the persistent
challenges and limitations of AI technologies, particularly in
complex, real-world driving scenarios. The architecture of
autonomous driving technology typically encompasses three
main modules: environmental perception, decision making,
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and motion control [2], [3]. The decision-making module, in
particular, plays a crucial role, akin to a driver’s brain, and
its effectiveness is vital for safe vehicle operation [4].

In recent years, there has been a significant increase in
the quality and variety of autonomous driving datasets. The
motivation for this enhancement is twofold. Firstly, improved
datasets facilitate the development of more accurate and
sophisticated algorithms capable of handling a wider range
of driving scenarios. Secondly, these datasets serve as a
foundational component for researchers and engineers to
innovate and refine autonomous driving technologies. By
expanding the scope and diversity of these datasets, the
field can accelerate the advancement of autonomous vehicle
capabilities, ultimately leading to safer and more reliable
systems.

Traffic datasets and simulators are interrelated in several
crucial ways that significantly impact the advancement of
autonomous driving technologies. Traffic simulators rely on
real-world datasets to accurately model driving environ-
ments, incorporating diverse road conditions, traffic patterns,
and driver behaviors. This integration ensures that the sim-
ulated scenarios closely mimic real-life situations, providing
a realistic platform for testing and development. Conversely,
simulators can generate synthetic datasets by creating virtual
scenarios that are rare or difficult to capture in reality. These
synthetic datasets augment existing real-world data, offering
a more comprehensive set of scenarios for training and
evaluating AV systems. Real-world data enhances simulation
accuracy, and simulation-generated data enriches real-world
datasets. By intertwining datasets and simulators, researchers
can accelerate the development and validation of autonomous
driving algorithms, leading to more robust, safe, and reliable
AV systems that effectively bridge the gap between virtual
simulations and real-world driving conditions.

The main goal of this work is to investigate the devel-
opment of traffic datasets and simulators in the field of
autonomous driving. By providing a more comprehensive
and nuanced understanding of the dynamics of autonomous
systems, researchers can address current limitations and push
the boundaries of what these technologies can achieve.

The remaining paper is organized as follows. In section II,
a taxonomy of AV traffic dataset regarding its main modules
- perception, localization, prediction, planning and control
is proposed. The state-of-the-art datasets in these areas are
discussed in sections III-A, III-B, and III-C, respectively.
We discussed traffic simulators in section V. Open research
challenges and future directions are discussed in section VI.
Finally, section VII concludes the paper.
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Fig. 1: Year-wise Distribution of Reviewed Papers

Fig. 2: Domain-wise Distribution of AV Datasets

Fig. 3: Distribution of Used Methods in Simulators

II. TAXONOMY OF TRAFFIC DATASET AND SIMULATOR

The overall working framework of autonomous vehicles
(AV) can be grouped into five modules. Fig. 6 demonstrates
the framework of AV. We grouped the AV traffic dataset
based on each module shown in AV framework. Some
datasets fall into multiple groups, so for ease of discussion,
we distributed the papers into three groups based on the tasks
performed- (i) perception and localization, (ii) prediction,
and (iii) plan and control. In Table I and Table II, a year-wise
paper distribution is listed for perception and localization
described in section III-A, prediction in section III-B, plan
and control described in section III-C, respectively. A list
of additional traffic datasets has been listed in Table III, IV
and V. The year-wise frequency of papers is demonstrated
in Fig. 1.

Fig. 4: 1993-2024 Year-wise Distribution of Reviewed Sim-
ulators

The traffic simulators used for AV research are categorized
based on three main categories: (i) perception and sensor-
focused simulators, (ii) scenario-based simulators, and (iii)
traffic and mobility simulators. By organizing the simulators
in this way, we aim to clarify the specific contributions of
each type to AV simulation and development. Each simulator
has multiple functionalities spanning from MARL, real data
imports, and other specialized features such as LIDAR
support and 2D/3D rendering. Fig. 3 shows the range of
capabilities that the simulators have to offer. All simulators
mentioned are data reliant, whether that be because of being
pretrained on datasets or allowing for the inclusion of new
data in its simulation. Additionally, Fig. 5 outlines the typical
framework for building traffic simulators and the importance
that data plays within them.

Additionally, the year-by-year breakdown of released traf-
fic simulators is shown in Fig. 4. A list of all relevant
simulators is shown on Table VI and VII.

III. AUTONOMOUS DRIVING DATASET

A. Perception and Localization

Perception focuses on understanding the environment
based on the sensory data, while localization determines the
autonomous vehicle’s position within that environment. ob-
ject detection aims to identify the locations and classification
of other entities within the driving environment. Although the
detection technologies have significantly advanced, several
challenges remain, such as object occlusions, varying light
conditions, and diverse object appearances.

1) Onboard:
• KITTI [5] dataset is one of the most significant datasets

for decision-making in urban driving scenarios, offering
extensive data for 3D reconstruction, detection, track-
ing, and visual odometry. It includes videos capturing
the movements of pedestrians, vehicles, and cyclists
alongside the car. Since its release in 2012, KITTI
has played a key role in advancing the field of au-
tonomous driving. It gathers data from various sensors
like cameras, LiDAR, and GPS/IMU, which helps in
developing algorithms for object detection, tracking,
and depth estimation. However, the data from KITTI
was primarily collected under ideal weather conditions



Fig. 5: Framework of Simulators

Fig. 6: Framework of Autonomous Vehicles

in German cities. This limitation in geographic and
environmental diversity may restrict its applicability in
real-world settings across different regions.

• BDD100K [6] known for its considerable size and di-
versity, contains 100,000 city driving scene videos, each
approximately 40 seconds long. This dataset encom-
passes a broad spectrum of geographic, environmental,
and weather conditions, including different times of the
day, significantly enhancing its utility for testing and
refining the robustness of image recognition algorithms
in autonomous driving. BDD100K was meticulously
assembled to support advancements in image recogni-
tion technologies. It includes GPS/IMU recordings to
accurately track driving trajectories and offers a mul-
tiple object tracking (MOT) dataset comprising 2,000
videos with around 400,000 frames in total. The dataset
facilitates comprehensive autonomous driving research
with benchmarks across ten tasks: image tagging, lane
detection, drivable area segmentation, road object de-
tection, semantic segmentation, instance segmentation,
multi-object detection tracking, multi-object segmenta-
tion tracking, domain adaptation, and imitation learn-
ing. Moreover, the dataset was trained using Dilated
Residual Networks (DRN) and evaluated against other
benchmarks like Cityscapes and Faster-RCNN based on
ResNet-50, with results assessed using the COCO API.
Despite its strengths, BDD100K faces challenges related
to the varying quality of video annotations, which can
affect the dataset’s applicability in real-world scenarios.
This highlights the ongoing need for consistent, high-

quality annotations to ensure the effectiveness of algo-
rithms under all operational conditions.

• Argoverse
Building on its predecessor, Argoverse 1 [7], Argoverse
2 [8] offers a more diversified and complex array of
driving scenarios, making it one of the most comprehen-
sive autonomous driving taxonomies currently available.
This enhanced version captures a variety of real-world
driving situations across six cities under different condi-
tions, greatly expanding its utility and scope. Argoverse
2 supports a broad array of crucial tasks, including 3D
object detection, semantic segmentation, and tracking.
Addressing these constraints by including more adver-
sarial conditions and edge cases could further broaden
its practical applications in the field.

• Waymo [9] dataset, introduced in 2019, has signif-
icantly advanced research in autonomous driving by
offering a new large-scale, high-quality, and diverse
dataset. This dataset encompasses 1150 scenes, each
spanning 20 seconds and featuring well-synchronized
and calibrated high-quality LiDAR and camera data
from various urban and suburban settings. Waymo’s
dataset includes extensive multimodal sensory data with
high-quality annotations, setting strong baselines for
both 2D and 3D detection and tracking tasks. The data
is thoroughly annotated with 2D (camera images) and
3D (LiDAR) bounding boxes, maintaining consistent
identifiers across frames. This comprehensive coverage
of diverse driving conditions and geographies is crucial
for the robustness and generalizability of different tasks.



• SemanticKITTI [10] comprises over 43,000 LiDAR
point cloud frames, positioning it as one of the most
comprehensive datasets for 3D semantic segmentation
in outdoor environments. The dataset includes pre-
cise labels for 28 categories, such as cars, roads, and
buildings, establishing a robust benchmark for semantic
segmentation. However, similar to other datasets, Se-
manticKITTI encounters limitations in real-world appli-
cability due to its restricted environmental diversity and
geographical scope. The authors annotated all sequences
of the KITTI Vision Odometry Benchmark, providing
dense point-wise annotations for the complete 360-
degree field-of-view of the automotive LiDAR used.
They propose three benchmark tasks based on this
dataset: (i) semantic segmentation of point clouds using
a single scan, (ii) semantic segmentation using multiple
past scans, and (iii) semantic scene completion, which
involves anticipating the semantic scene in the future.
Baseline experiments are provided, demonstrating the
need for more sophisticated models to efficiently tackle
these tasks. This dataset not only fosters the develop-
ment of more advanced methods but also offers ample
data to explore new research directions.

• nuScenes [11]
stands out as a pivotal contribution to the field of
autonomous driving by offering a comprehensive mul-
timodal sensor setup that includes LiDAR, radars, and
cameras. This setup is particularly effective in capturing
the diversity of urban scenes and varying environmental
conditions. It is the first dataset to incorporate the full
sensor suite essential for autonomous vehicles, which
includes six cameras, five radars, and one LiDAR, all
providing a 360-degree field of view. nuScenes includes
1000 scenes, each lasting 20 seconds and thoroughly
annotated with 3D bounding boxes for 23 classes and 8
attributes. The dataset contains seven times as many an-
notations and one hundred times as many images as the
earlier KITTI dataset, marking a significant expansion
in data richness. The researchers have introduced novel
3D detection and tracking metrics, provided detailed
dataset analyses, and established baselines for LiDAR
and image-based detection and tracking tasks.

• Cityscapes [12] consists of a vast collection of images
captured in complex urban environments and has es-
tablished itself as a standard benchmark for semantic
segmentation. It provides pixel-level segmentation with
detailed labeling for 30 object classes, including various
vehicle types, pedestrians, roads, and traffic signs. How-
ever, Cityscapes primarily focuses on German cities and
lacks diverse weather conditions, which limits its utility
for developing robust and generalized solutions for
autonomous driving. The Cityscapes dataset serves as
a benchmark suite designed to train and test both pixel-
level and instance-level semantic labeling approaches.
The dataset features a large and diverse set of stereo
video sequences recorded on the streets of 50 different
cities. Of these, 5000 images have high-quality pixel-

level annotations, while an additional 20,000 images
feature coarse annotations, which are useful for methods
that leverage large volumes of weakly-labeled data.
This effort surpasses previous attempts in terms of
dataset size, annotation richness, scene variability, and
complexity. An accompanying empirical study offers
an in-depth analysis of the dataset characteristics and
evaluates the performance of several state-of-the-art
approaches based on this benchmark.

• VIPER [13] is a synthetic dataset gathered from driv-
ing, riding, and walking perspectives within a realistic
virtual world. It comprises over 250,000 video frames,
all annotated with ground-truth data suitable for a
variety of low- and high-level vision tasks. This dataset
captures diverse weather conditions, lighting scenarios,
and complex urban landscapes, rendering it an essential
tool for evaluating the robustness of autonomous driving
algorithms. However, the transition from synthetic data
to real-world application poses significant challenges,
as algorithms need to overcome the domain gap to
remain effective in actual environments. The VIPER
benchmark includes more than 250,000 high-resolution
video frames, meticulously annotated for both low-
level and high-level vision tasks. These tasks include
optical flow, semantic instance segmentation, object
detection and tracking, object-level 3D scene layout,
and visual odometry. Comprehensive ground-truth data
is available for every frame, collected across a total
of 184 kilometers driven, ridden, and walked under
varied ambient conditions in a realistic virtual setting.
This extensive and detailed dataset aids in developing
and testing algorithms across multiple vision tasks in
simulated environments.

2) V2X:

• TUMTraf [14] integrates multiple data modalities such
as RGB cameras, event-based cameras, LiDAR, GPS,
and IMU, offering unique perspectives from both in-
frastructure and vehicles. This setup facilitates research
in cooperative perception. Notably, TUMTraf includes
critical edge cases such as accidents, near-miss events,
and traffic violations, making it an invaluable resource
for enhancing perception systems. TUMTraf-V2X is a
perception dataset designed for cooperative 3D object
detection and tracking tasks. It encompasses 2,000
labeled point clouds and 5,000 labeled images collected
from five roadside and four onboard sensors. The dataset
features 30,000 3D boxes with track IDs and includes
precise GPS and IMU data. It also covers a range
of challenging driving scenarios, including traffic vi-
olations, near-miss events, overtaking, and U-turns, all
labeled across nine categories to address occlusions and
complex maneuvers.

• DAIR-V2X Dataset [15] has been released, marking
the first large-scale, multi-modality, multi-view dataset
from real scenarios for Vehicle-Infrastructure Coopera-
tive Autonomous Driving (VICAD). Comprising 71,254



LiDAR frames and 71,254 camera frames, DAIR-V2X
captures all frames from real-world scenes with 3D an-
notations. DAIR-V2X stands as a pioneering resource in
Vehicle-Infrastructure Cooperative Autonomous Driv-
ing, offering extensive, multi-modality, real-world data.
The dataset is specifically designed to address chal-
lenges such as the temporal asynchrony between vehicle
and infrastructure sensors, and the data transmission
costs inherent in cooperative systems. DAIR-V2X has
been crucial in advancing vehicle-infrastructure coop-
eration, establishing benchmarks for tackling V2X per-
ception tasks.

3) UAV:
• UAVDT [16] A new UAV benchmark has been de-

veloped, focusing on complex urban scenarios with
unique challenges. From 10 hours of raw video footage,
about 80,000 frames have been selected and fully an-
notated with bounding boxes and up to 14 kinds of
attributes, such as weather conditions, flying altitude,
camera views, vehicle categories, and levels of occlu-
sion. This dataset supports three fundamental computer
vision tasks: object detection, single object tracking,
and multiple object tracking. The UAVDT benchmark
is tailored for UAV-based object detection and tracking,
featuring high-density urban scenes with small objects
and significant camera motion. These conditions pose
substantial challenges to current state-of-the-art meth-
ods in computer vision.

• DroneVehicle [17] dataset, a significant advancement
in drone-based technologies, comprises 28,439 RGB-
Infrared image pairs. This large-scale dataset is specif-
ically designed for object detection, particularly under
low-illumination conditions. It encompasses a diverse
array of scenarios, including urban roads, residential
areas, and parking lots, from day to night. The cross-
modal images in this dataset provide complementary
information that enhances vehicle detection, although
they also include some redundant data. DroneVehicle’s
unique drone perspective and comprehensive coverage
across varied conditions mark a notable development in
the field of autonomous driving technologies.

B. Prediction

Prediction refers to forecasting the future states or actions
of surrounding agents. This capacity ensures safer navigation
in dynamic environments.

1) Trajectory Prediction: Predicting the trajectories of
other participants in transportation is a critical component
of autonomous driving technology, leading to the develop-
ment of several relevant datasets. Based on time-series data
from sensors like cameras and LiDARs, trajectory prediction
pertains to anticipating the future paths or movement patterns
of other entities [58], such as pedestrians, cyclists, or other
vehicles. The Argoverse dataset is particularly useful for 3D
tracking and motion forecasting in complex driving scenarios
such as intersections, turns, and lane changes in heavy traffic.

Expanding on this, the Argoverse 2 dataset includes a broader
range of objects, increasing from 17 to 30 categories, and
adds objects like strollers and wheelchairs to provide a
more diverse set of data for developing trajectory prediction
algorithms. Additionally, the PREVENTION dataset utilizes
multiple sensor modalities to capture redundant and comple-
mentary data, labeling all actions observed in scenes. This
dataset is instrumental in advancing research on trajectory
prediction, especially in situations where there is significant
interaction among vehicles and other road users.

2) Behavior Prediction: Behavior prediction anticipates
the potential actions of other road users [59], e.g., whether a
vehicle will change the lane. Training behavior prediction
models rely on extensive annotated data due to entities’
vast range of potential actions within various scenarios. In
data-driven approaches to autonomous driving, behavioral
strategy learning is typically achieved using classification
machine learning methods. These methods categorize vehicle
actions into discrete behaviors such as turns, lane shifts, and
deceleration, rather than mapping out continuous movements.
Learning to make driving decisions is heavily reliant on how
these behaviors are annotated in datasets. For instance, the
D2CAV dataset [42] labels various driving actions into dis-
tinct behaviors and ensures a balanced representation of these
behaviors to reflect real-world driving scenarios accurately.
On the other hand, the HDD dataset [32] introduces a four-
layer annotation structure, and the ROAD dataset [60] uses
a triplet structure for road events, which provide detailed
context in terms of antecedents and consequences. This
additional detail helps models learn more precise behav-
ioral strategies and enhances their ability to interpret data.
Additionally, the Brain4Cars dataset [28] integrates data on
the driver’s condition along with information about the road
environment, facilitating the development of models that can
make informed behavior decisions by considering multiple
factors simultaneously.

For behavioral strategy learning to be effective, it’s crucial
that datasets not only mirror real-world conditions closely but
also include detailed annotations and data processing. This
enhances the interpretability of the algorithms, enabling them
to make more accurate and reliable decisions based on the
observed data.

3) Intention Prediction: Intention prediction focuses on
inferring the higher-level goals behind the actions of objects,
involving a deeper semantic comprehension of the physical
or mental activities of humans [61]. Because of the task’s
complexity, it requires data from perception sensors like
cameras, traffic signals, and hand gestures. Understanding
the intentions of traffic participants is crucial for decision-
making in autonomous and assistive driving systems. Several
datasets have been developed to identify or predict these
intentions, particularly those of pedestrians and vehicles.
One such dataset, the PIE dataset [33], includes extensive
video resources and models specifically aimed at estimat-
ing pedestrian intentions and predicting their trajectories. It
focuses on pedestrians who are likely to interact with the
vehicle (ego vehicle), with their behaviors and intentions



TABLE I: Perception and Localization dataset for Autonomous Vehicles. Semantic Segmentation (SS), domain adaptation
(DA), behavior prediction (BP), imitative planning (IP), trajectory forecasting (TF), Cooperative Perception (CP), Multi-
object tracking (MOT)

Year Dataset Size Domain Weather Scenario Task

2009 OIRDS [18] 1k images Others – urban, desert, wooded vehicle detection

2012 KITTI [5] 80K frames Onboard – urban, rural, highways 3D OD, visual odometry

2014 Pasacal3D+ [19] around 36k Others – wild 3D OD, pose estimation

2014 VEDAI [20] 1,240 images Others – rural, semi-urban vehicle detection

2016 Cityscapes [12] 25K Onboard Daytime (spring, urban OD, SS
summer, fall)

2016 Campus [21] 929.5k UAV – – pedestrian detection, action detection

2016 UAV123 [22] 110k UAV – Urban, semi-urban, marina aerial tracking, trajectory prediction

2017 Mapillary Vistas [23] 25K Others sunny, rainy, cloudy, urban, countryside, SS
foggy, snowy off-road scenes

2017 VIPER [13] 254,064 Onboard day, night, sunny, urban OD, SS,
rainy, snowy visual odometry

2017 Okutama [24] 77.4k UAV sunny, cloudy – action detection

2017 CARPK [25] 90k UAV – urban (car parking) OD

2018 UAVDT [16] 80K UAV daylight, night, fog urban, highway OD, OT

2019 SemanticKITTI [10] 43,552 Onboard – urban, countryside, highway SS, OD, and scene parsing

2019 Argoverse 1 [7] 300K Onboard – urban TF, map automation, SS

2019 Waymo [9] 230K Onboard – urban OD, OT, SS, DA, BP, IP

2020 nuScenes [11] 40K Onboard sun, rain and clouds, urban, rural OD, OT,
day, night prediction, localization

2020 BDD100K [6] 12M Onboard clear, overcast, rainy, urban, highway MOT, SS
snowy, cloudy, foggy

2020 NightOwls [26] 279k Onboard night – pedestrian detection

2021 DAIR-V2X [15] 71,254 V2X – urban, highway CP

2022 DroneVehicle [17] 28,439 UAV day to night urban, rural, highway OD

2023 Argoverse 2 [27] 6M Onboard – urban 3D OT, motion forecasting, perception

2024 TUMTraf [14] 5k targets V2X – urban, highway CP, 3D OD

annotated by human experts. Advancements in natural lan-
guage processing have also led to the creation of the PSI
dataset [62]. This dataset records text-based explanations
of drivers’ understanding of scenes and their reasoning
processes. These explanations connect important visual scene
features with human decision-making, supporting the devel-
opment of algorithms that can explain and mimic human-
like pedestrian intention analysis and prediction. In contrast
to focusing solely on pedestrians, the JAAD dataset [63]
includes data for analyzing the behaviors of all road users
around the vehicle. Additionally, the HDD dataset [32], with
its four-layer annotation structure, facilitates the exploration
of interactions between drivers and other traffic participants,
using cause-and-effect labels. These datasets collectively en-
hance our ability to develop more sophisticated and intuitive
driving assistance technologies.

C. Planning and Control

Planning and control datasets are fundamental in advanc-
ing the development of driving systems. These datasets are
crucial for predicting traffic dynamics, pedestrian behavior,
and other key factors that affect driving decisions. We
provide detailed analyses of several high-impact datasets
relevant to these tasks, evaluating them based on data size,
modalities, and the number of citations. We have organized
these datasets into categories that are task-specific and those

that are suitable for multiple tasks.
1) Task-Specific Datasets:

• highD [30]
Scenario-based testing is recognized as an effective
method for the safety validation of highly automated ve-
hicles, a technique that is under active investigation by
both research and industry sectors. This approach sig-
nificantly depends on real-world data to extract essential
scenario information needed for testing. Traditional
measurement techniques often fall short in capturing au-
thentic road user behaviors or providing comprehensive,
high-quality data. To address these gaps, a novel method
employing aerial perspective measurements has been
developed to enhance scenario-based validation, ensur-
ing the capture of naturalistic behavior and all relevant
data in adequate quality. The highD dataset, gathered
via drone-based observations on German highways,
exemplifies this new method. It comprises a substantial
collection of naturalistic vehicle trajectories, featuring
post-processed data from 110,000 cars and trucks.
This dataset spans 16.5 hours of measurements from
six different locations, documenting a total of 45,000
kilometers driven and 5,600 complete lane changes.
The highD dataset is meticulously evaluated for its
quantity, variety, and the scenarios it contains, designed
to overcome the limitations of previous measurement



TABLE II: Prediction, Planning and Control dataset for Autonomous Vehicles

Year Dataset Size Domain Weather Scenario Task

2015 Brain4Cars [28] 2M frames Others – urban/semi-urban Maneuver Anticipation

2017 JAAD [29] 82K frames Onboard sunny, rainy, cloudy, snowy urban pedestrian IT

2018 highD [30] 45K km distance UAV sunny highway TP

2018 Dr(eye)ve [31] 500K frames Onboard sunny, rainy, cloudy urban, countryside, highway DAP

2018 HDD [32] 104 hours data Onboard – suburban, urban, driver behavior, causal
highway reasoning

2019 PIE [33] 293K frames onboard sunny, overcast urban pedestrian IT

2019 INTERACTION [34] 14867 trajectories UAV, V2X – urban, highway, MPlan and MP, DM
(un)signalized intersection

2019 BLVD [35] 120K frames Onboard – urban, highway 4D OT, 5D event recognition

2019 rounD [36] 13,746 road users UAV Sunny (sub-)urban scenario classification, BP

2019 PREVENTION [37] 356 mins video onboard – highway, urban areas IP, TP

2019 DrivingStereo [38] 180K images onboard sunny, rainy, suburban, urban, highway trajectory planning
cloudy, foggy, dusky

2019 USyd [39] 24K trajectories onboard – 5 urban intersections Drivers’ IT

2019 Argoverse [7] 300K trajectories onboard variety urban TP

2019 Drive&Act [40] 9.6M images others – – DBR

2019 DbNet [41] 100 km distance onboard – – DBR

2020 D2CAV [42] – onboard – – Behavioral strategy

2020 inD [43] 11.5K trajectories UAV 4 urban intersections – road user prediction

2020 PePscenes [44] 719 tracks Onboard – – pedestrian BP

2020 openDD [45] 84,774 trajectories UAV 7 roundabouts pedestrian BP

2021 Lyft Level 5 [46] 1.1K hours data UAV – suburban MPlan, MP

2021 nuPlan [47] 1.5K hours data UAV – 4 cities MPlan

2021 LOKI [48] 644 scenarios onboard variety (sub-)urban TP, BP

2021 DriPE [49] 10K pictures others – – DBR

2021 Speak2label [50] 586 videos others sunny, cloudy – DAP

2022 CoCAtt [51] 11.9 hours Onboard – countryside DAP

2022 SceNDD [52] 68 driving scenes onboard – urban MPlan, MP

2022 exiD [53] 16 hours data UAV sunny 7 locations on highway TP

2022 MONA [54] 702K trajectories UAV sunny, overcast, rain urban TP

2023 DeepAccident [55] 57K frames V2X sunny, rainy, cloudy, wet synthetic MP, accident prediction

2023 V2X-Seq [56] 50K cooperative, 80K V2X – 28 urban intersections online/offline VIC TP
infrastructure, 80K
vehicle scenarios

2024 Occ3D-nuScenes [57] 40K frames onboard – – –

2024 Occ3D-Waymo [57] 200K frames onboard – – –

techniques. However, it is important to note that the
highD recordings were made under ideal weather condi-
tions. This limitation restricts its applicability in adverse
weather scenarios, highlighting an area for potential
enhancement in future data collection efforts.

• PIE [33]
Anticipating pedestrian behavior is a critical challenge
in developing assistive and autonomous driving sys-
tems tailored for urban settings. Such systems must
be capable of understanding the intentions or motives
of pedestrians and predicting their forthcoming actions.
Until recently, only a limited number of public datasets
were available for studying pedestrian behavior predic-
tion within the context of intelligent driving systems.
The introduction of the Pedestrian Intention Estimation
(PIE) dataset marks a substantial advancement in this
field. This novel, large-scale dataset is specifically de-
signed for the estimation of pedestrian intentions and

prediction of their future trajectories. It was developed
based on extensive human experiments conducted to
gather reference data on pedestrian intentions in traffic
scenarios. Models developed from the PIE dataset can
estimate pedestrian crossing intentions with an accu-
racy of 79%, and the trajectory prediction algorithm
surpasses existing methods by 26%. The PIE dataset
includes over six hours of driving footage recorded
in downtown Toronto, captured under various lighting
conditions. It features detailed annotations necessary for
perception and visual reasoning tasks, such as bounding
boxes with occlusion flags, confidence levels of crossing
intentions, and text labels describing pedestrian actions.
This rich dataset not only improves understanding of
pedestrian behavior but also enhances the ability of
systems to combine observed motion with intention
estimation, leading to better trajectory predictions.

• Argoverse [7]



The Argoverse dataset has been developed to enhance
autonomous vehicle perception tasks such as 3D track-
ing and motion forecasting. This dataset incorporates
sensor data from a fleet of autonomous vehicles oper-
ating in Pittsburgh and Miami, featuring comprehen-
sive 3D tracking annotations, approximately 300,000
extracted vehicle trajectories, and detailed semantic
maps. The sensor suite includes 360-degree imagery
from seven cameras with overlapping fields of view,
forward-facing stereo imagery, and 3D point clouds
from long-range LiDAR, supported by 6-DOF pose
data. Argoverse covers 290 kilometers of mapped lanes
enriched with geometric and semantic metadata, such as
lane direction, drivable areas, and ground height, which
enhance the accuracy of 3D object tracking. This rich
mapping data is instrumental in mining for extensive
vehicle trajectories, establishing a robust benchmark
for trajectory forecasting. The dataset’s utility in 3D
object tracking and motion forecasting extends to real-
world applications, proving effective in urban settings.
However, its performance across different geographi-
cal regions might vary, indicating a potential area for
further exploration and adaptation. This dataset not
only supports the current research and development in
predictive systems but also invites further studies to
explore the full potential of integrating rich maps into
robotic perception. The effectiveness of Argoverse in
various urban environments underscores its pivotal role
in advancing autonomous vehicle technologies.

• nuPlan [47]
A comprehensive dataset, nuPlan, has been introduced
as the world’s first closed-loop machine learning-based
planning benchmark in autonomous driving. This multi-
modal dataset encompasses approximately 1,500 hours
of human driving data collected from four cities across
the US and Asia—Boston, Pittsburgh, Las Vegas, and
Singapore. The dataset captures diverse traffic scenar-
ios, including merges, lane changes, interactions with
cyclists and pedestrians, and navigation through con-
struction zones. The dynamic and interactive nature of
the data in the nuPlan dataset allows for a more realistic
evaluation of autonomous driving systems, supporting
the development of adaptive and context-aware planning
technologies.

• exiD [53]
The exiD dataset leverages camera-equipped drones to
efficiently record traffic on the German Autobahn with-
out vehicle-to-vehicle occlusion and without influencing
the traffic flow. This method has proven to be efficient in
terms of cumulative kilometers covered, establishing the
dataset as a benchmark for addressing various research
questions in autonomous driving. Specifically recorded
at highway entries and exits, exiD captures a wide
variety of interactions, especially those involving lane
changes—a scenario notably absent in previous datasets
but crucial for testing highly automated vehicles. The
dataset encompasses data from 69,172 road users, cat-

egorized as cars, trucks, and vans, totaling more than
16 hours of high-quality traffic footage. Despite its
comprehensive coverage of interactive highway sce-
narios, potential improvements for exiD could include
extending the dataset to incorporate varying weather
conditions and nighttime recordings, thereby enhanc-
ing its application and realism in autonomous vehicle
development.

• MONA [54]
The Munich Motion Dataset of Natural Driving
(MONA) encompasses an extensive collection of data,
featuring 702,000 trajectories derived from 130 hours
of video recordings. This dataset captures diverse traffic
dynamics on urban multi-lane roads, an inner-city high-
way, and their transitional areas. MONA is noted for its
high position accuracy, averaging 0.51 meters, which
underscores the quality of data obtained using precise
localization and LiDAR sensors. Despite its compre-
hensiveness, the dataset’s collection from a singular city
could pose limitations on its generalizability to different
geographic contexts.

2) Multi-Task Datasets:

• INTERACTION [64]
Adversarial and Cooperative moTION dataset (INTER-
ACTION dataset) is a comprehensive resource designed
to support behavior-related research in fields such as
motion prediction, planning, imitation learning, be-
havior modeling, and algorithm testing. This dataset
provides a rich variety of interactive driving scenar-
ios that include urban, highway, and ramp settings,
as well as complex environments like roundabouts,
signalized intersections, and multi-stop intersections.
It captures motion data from various countries and
continents, reflecting diverse driving styles and cultural
behaviors, and includes highly interactive and complex
driving behaviors ranging from aggressive and irra-
tional decisions to cooperative and cautious maneuvers.
The dataset also spans a wide range of criticality in
driving operations, from safe practices to dangerous,
near-collision maneuvers, and even includes slight real
collisions. Accompanied by detailed semantic maps that
provide comprehensive information on physical layers,
reference lines, lane connections, and traffic rules, the
INTERACTION dataset is invaluable for developing
and validating traffic-related algorithms. However, its
comprehensive scope is slightly limited by a lack of
explicit consideration for varying environmental condi-
tions, which could influence its effectiveness in diverse
real-world applications.

• rounD [36]
The rounD dataset, which was collected using a drone
equipped with a 4K resolution camera, captures exten-
sive road user trajectories at three different roundabouts
in Germany. This dataset is particularly valuable for
behavior planning in automated vehicles due to the high
density of interactions between various road users such



as cars, vans, trucks, buses, pedestrians, bicycles, and
motorcycles. Over six hours of video were recorded,
documenting more than 13,746 road users. The data
includes detailed information on positions, headings,
speeds, accelerations, and classifications of objects, all
extracted using deep neural networks. This makes the
rounD dataset crucial for scenario classification, road
user behavior prediction, and driver modeling within the
field of autonomous driving. It facilitates the study of
naturalistic driving behaviors in public traffic, although
the dataset’s exclusive collection under clear weather
conditions may limit the development of models that
perform well in more challenging environmental situa-
tions.

• Lyft Level 5
Inspired by the transformative impact of large-scale
datasets on machine learning systems, the Lyft Level
5 dataset has been introduced as one of the most
comprehensive autonomous driving datasets for motion
prediction available today. Accumulating over 1,000
hours of data, this dataset was gathered by a fleet
of 20 autonomous vehicles operating on a fixed route
in Palo Alto, California, over a span of four months.
It comprises 170,000 scenes, each lasting 25 seconds,
capturing detailed perception outputs of the self-driving
system. These outputs precisely encode the positions
and motions of nearby vehicles, cyclists, and pedestri-
ans. Additionally, the dataset includes a high-definition
semantic map featuring 15,242 labeled elements, along
with a high-resolution aerial view of the area. This
extensive collection supports multiple tasks essential
to autonomous driving, such as motion forecasting,
planning, and simulation. With its multimodal data and
detailed annotations, the Lyft Level 5 dataset serves
as a critical benchmark for prediction and planning
in autonomous vehicle development. However, despite
its breadth, the dataset has limitations in accurately
representing scenarios involving uncommon traffic con-
ditions or rare pedestrian behaviors, which may affect
its application in less typical driving situations.

• LOKI [48]
Recent advances have underscored the importance of
explicitly considering agents’ intentions for accurately
forecasting their movements in trajectory prediction
studies. However, the applicability of current research to
intelligent and safety-critical systems is limited, largely
due to the scarcity of public datasets that typically focus
only on pedestrian-specific intents within a short time
frame and from a restricted egocentric perspective. In
response to this, the LOKI dataset, which stands for
Long Term and Key Intentions, has been developed
as a large-scale resource aimed at addressing these
shortcomings. LOKI is designed for joint trajectory
and intention prediction involving heterogeneous traf-
fic agents, such as pedestrians and vehicles, in an
autonomous driving context. LOKI seeks to explore
several factors that influence intention, including the

agent’s own will, social interactions, environmental con-
straints, and contextual information. It provides a mul-
tidimensional view of traffic scenarios, incorporating
camera images alongside corresponding LiDAR point
clouds. This makes LOKI a highly versatile dataset that
fills a crucial gap in multi-agent trajectory and intention
prediction, offering a rich and diverse data resource that
is vital for the development of intelligent and safety-
critical systems in the community.

• DeepAccident [55]
The DeepAccident dataset, generated through a realis-
tic simulator, offers a large-scale resource containing
diverse accident scenarios commonly encountered in
real-world driving. This synthetic dataset, which is
the first of its kind to provide direct and explainable
safety evaluation metrics for autonomous vehicles, in-
cludes 57,000 annotated frames and 285,000 annotated
samples. This is approximately seven times the vol-
ume of the nuScenes dataset, which contains 40,000
annotated samples. DeepAccident supports end-to-end
motion and accident prediction, crucial for collision
avoidance and enhancing vehicular safety. Additionally,
its multimodal nature makes it adaptable for various
Vehicle-to-Everything (V2X) perception tasks, includ-
ing 3D object detection, tracking, and Bird’s Eye View
(BEV) semantic segmentation. The dataset’s incorpora-
tion of various environmental conditions also improves
its generalizability. However, the performance of models
trained on DeepAccident in actual driving scenarios
requires further investigation due to potential domain
adaptation issues.

The advent of autonomous vehicles presents new op-
portunities for traffic control and optimization. The data
sets mentioned above could be leveraged to enhance the
learning, planning, and robustness capabilities of robotic
vehicles [216]–[221]. In addition, in the foreseeable future,
mixed traffic where human-driven vehicles (HVs) and robot
vehicles (RVs) coexist would be the dominant transporta-
tion mode. Recent studies have shown that RVs have the
potential to significantly improve the efficiency of the traffic
system [222]–[229]. The data sets discussed could be further
explored to advance state-of-the-art mixed traffic research.

IV. ANNOTATIONS OF AUTONOMOUS VEHICLES TRAFFIC
DATASET

The effectiveness and dependability of autonomous driving
algorithms depend significantly on not just the quantity of
data, but also the quality of annotations. In this section,
the method used for data annotation is initially discussed.
Furthermore, key factors critical to ensuring the quality of
annotations are analyzed. Various autonomous driving tasks
necessitate distinct types of annotations. For instance, object
detection tasks utilize bounding box labels for each instance,
while segmentation relies on annotations at the pixel or
point level. Meanwhile, trajectory prediction demands con-
tinuously labeled trajectories. Additionally, the annotation



TABLE III: List of Additional Autonomous Vehicles Dataset (Part I)

Year Dataset Size Domain Type Source Type Task

2007 ETH Ped [65] 2,293 frames onboard Temporal Real Pedestrian Detection

2009 TUD-Brussels [66] 1,600 image pair onboard Real Pedestrian Detection

2009 Collective activity [67] 44 short videos Others Temporal Real Human Activity Recognition

2011 San Francisco Landmark [68] 150K panoramic images Others Real Landmark Identification

2011 Daimler Stereo Ped [69] 30k images Onboard Temporal Real Cyclist Detection

2011 BelgiumTS [70] 13K traffic sign annotations Onboard Real Traffic Sign Detection

2011 Stanford Tack [71] 14K tracks Onboard Temporal Real Classification

2012 TME Motorway [72] 30K frames Onboard Temporal Real OD, OT

2013 MSLU [73] 36.8 km distances Onboard Temporal Real SLAM

2013 SydneyUrbanObject [74] 588 object scans Onboard Real Classification

2013 Ground Truth SitXel [75] 78,500 frames Onboard Temporal Real stereo confidence

2013 NYC3DCars [76] 2K images Onboard Real OD

2013 AMUSE [77] 117,440 frames Onboard Temporal Real SLAM

2013 Daimler Ped [78] 12,485 frames Onboard Temporal Real pedestrian path prediction

2014 LISA [79] 6,610 frames Onboard Temporal Real traffic sign detection

2014 Paris-rue-Madame [80] 643 objects Onboard Real OD, SS

2015 TRANCOS [81] 1.2K images V2X Real vehicle counting

2015 FlyingThings3D [82] 26,066 frames Others Temporal Synthetic scene flow estimation

2015 Ua-detrac [83] 140K frames V2X Temporal Real OD, MOT

2015 NCLT [84] 34.9 hours onboard Temporal Real Odometry

2015 CCSAD [85] 96K frames Onboard Temporal Real scene understanding

2015 KAIST MPD [86] 95K color-thermal pair frames onboard Real pedestrian detection

2016 LostAndFound [87] 2,104 frames Onboard Temporal Real obstacle detection

2016 UAH-Driveset [88] 500 mins Onboard Temporal Real lane detection, detection

2017 CURE-TSR [89] 2.2M annotated images Onboard Real, synthetic traffic sign detection

2017 TuSimple [90] 6,408 frames Onboard Real lane detection, velocity estimation

2017 TRoM [91] 712 frames Onboard Temporal Real road marking detection

2017 Bosch STL [92] 13,334 images Onboard Temporal Real traffic light detection and classification

2017 Complex Urban [93] around 190km paths Onboard Temporal Real SLAM

2017 DDD20 [94] 51 hours event frames Onboard Temporal Real end-to-end driving

2018 PedX [95] 5K images Onboard Temporal Real pedestrian detection and tracking

2018 LiVi-Set [96] 10K frames Onboard Temporal Real driving behavior prediction

2018 Syncapes [97] 25K images Onboard Synthetic OD, SS

2018 NVSEC [98] around 28 km distances Others Temporal Real SLAM

2018 Aachen Day-Night [99] 4,328 images, 1.65M points Onboard Temporal Real visual localization

2018 CADP [100] 1,416 scenes Others Real Traffic accident analysis

2018 TAF-BW [101] 2 scenarios V2X Temporal Real MOT, V2X communication

2018 comma2k19 [102] 2M images Onboard Real pose estimation, end-to-end driving

2018 nighttime drive [103] 35K onboard Real SS

2018 VEIS [104] 61,305 frames onboard Synthetic OD, SS

2018 Paris-Lille-3D [105] 2,479 frames onboard Real 3D SS, classification

2018 NightOwls [106] 279K frames onboard Temporal Real pedestrian detection, tracking

2018 EuroCity Persons [107] 47,300 frames Onboard Real OD

2018 RANUS [108] 4K frames Onboard Real SS, scene understanding

2019 SynthCity [109] 367.9M points in 30 scans Onboard Synthetic (3D) OD, (3D) SS

2019 D2-City [110] 700K annotated frames Onboard Temporal Real OD, MOT

2019 Caltech Lanes [111] 1,224 frames Onboard Real lane detection

2019 Mcity [112] 1,7500 frames Onboard Temporal Real SS

2019 DET [113] 5,424 event-based camera images Onboard Real lane detection

2019 PreSIL [114] 50K frames Onboard Synthetic OD, 3D SS

2019 H3D [115] 27,721 frames Onboard Temporal Real (3D) OD, MOT

2019 LLAMAS [116] 100K frames Onboard Temporal Real lane segmentation

2019 MIT DriveSeg [117] over 10K frames Onboard Real SS



TABLE IV: List of Additional Autonomous Vehicles Dataset (Part II)

Year Dataset Size Domain Type Source Type Task

2019 Astyx [118] 500 radar frames Onboard Real 3D OD

2019 UNDD [119] 7.2K frames Onboard Real, Synthetic SS

2019 Boxy [120] 200K frames Onboard Temporal Real OD

2019 RUGD [121] 37K frames Others Temporal Real 3D OD, SS

2019 ApolloCar3D [122] 5,277 driving images Onboard Real 3D instance understanding

2019 HEV [123] 230 video clips Onboard Temporal Real object localization

2019 HAD [124] 5,675 video clips Onboard Temporal Real end-to-end driving

2019 CARLA-100 [125] 100 hours driving Onboard Temporal Synthetic path planning, behavior cloning

2019 Brno Urban [126] 375.7 km Onboard Temporal Real recognition

2019 VERI-Wild [127] 416,314 images Others Temporal Real Vehicle re-identification

2019 CityFlow [128] 229680 bounding boxes V2X Temporal Real OD, MOT, re-identification

2020 VLMV [129] 306K frames V2X Temporal Real lane merge

2020 Small Obstacles [130] 3K frames Onboard Real small obstacle segmentation

2020 Cirrus [131] 6,285 frames Onboard Temporal Real (3D) OD

2020 KITTI InstanceMotSeg [132] 12,919 frames Onboard Temporal Real moving instance segmentation

2020 A*3D [133] 39,179 point cloud frames Onboard Real (3D) OD

2020 Toronto-3D [134] 4 scenarios Onboard Real 3D SS

2020 MIT-AVT [135] 1.15M 10s video clips Onboard Temporal Real SS, anomaly detection

2020 CADC [136] 56K Onboard Real (3D) OD, OT

2020 SemanticPOSS [137] 2,988 point cloud frames Onboard Temporal Real 3D SS

2020 IDDA [138] 1M frames Onboard Synthetic segmentation

2020 CARRADA [139] 7,193 radar frames Onboard Temporal Real SS

2020 Titan [140] 75,262 frames Onboard Temporal Real OD, action recognition

2020 NightCity [141] 4,297 frames Onboard Real nighttime SS

2020 PePScenes [44] 60K frames Onboard Temporal Real (3D) OD, pedestrian action prediction

2020 DDAD [142] 21,200 frames Others Real depth estimation

2020 MulRan [143] 41.2km paths Onboard Temporal Real place recognition

2020 Oxford Radar RobotCar [144] 240K scans Onboard Temporal Real odometry

2020 OTOH [46] 170K scenes UAV Temporal Real Trajectory prediction, planning

2020 DA4AD [145] 9 sequences Onboard Temporal Real Visual localization

2020 CPIS [146] 10K frames V2X Synthetic cooperative 3D OD

2020 EU LTD [147] around 37 hours Onboard Temporal Real Odometry

2020 Newer College [148] 290M points, 2300 seconds others Temporal Real SLAM

2020 CCD [149] 4.5K videos Onboard Temporal Real Accident prediction

2020 LIBRE [150] 40 frames Onboard Real LiDAR performance benchmark

2020 Gated2Depth [151] 17,686 frames Onboard Temporal Real depth estimation

2020 TCGR [152] 839,350 frames others Temporal Real Traffic control gesture recognition

2021 DSEC [153] 53 sequences (3193 seconds in total) Onboard Temporal Real dynamic perception

2021 4Seasons [154] 350km recordings Onboard Temporal Real SLAM

2021 PVDN [155] 59,746 frames Onboard Temporal Real nighttime OD, OT

2021 ACDC [156] 4,006 images Onboard Real SS on adverse conditions

2021 DRIV100 [157] 100 video Onboard Real domain adaptation SS

2021 NEOLIX [158] 30K frames Onboard Temporal Real 3D OD, OT

2021 IPS3000+ [159] 14,198 frames V2X Temporal Real 3D OD

2021 AUTOMATUM [160] 30 hours UAV Temporal Real Trajectory prediction

2021 DurLAR [161] 100K frames Onboard Temporal Real Depth estimation

2021 Reasonable-Crowd [162] 92 scenarios Onboard Temporal Synthetic Driving behavior prediction

2021 MOTSynth [163] 768 driving sequences Onboard Temporal Synthetic Pedestrian detection and tracking

2021 MAVD [164] 113,283 images Onboard Temporal Real OD and OT with sound

2021 Multifog KITTI [165] 15K frames Onboard Synthetic 3D OD

2021 Comap [166] 4,391 frames V2X Temporal Synthetic 3D OD

2021 R3 [167] 369 scenes Onboard Real out-of-distribution detection

2021 WIBAM [168] 33,092 frames V2X Temporal Real 3D OD

2021 CeyMo [169] 2,887 frames Onboard Real road marking detection

2021 RaidaR [170] 58,542 rainy street scenes Onboard Real SS



TABLE V: List of Additional Autonomous Vehicles Dataset (Part III)

Year Dataset Size Domain Type Source Type Task

2021 Fishyscapes [171] 1,030 frames Onboard Real SS, anomaly detection

2021 RadarScenes [172] 40K radar frames Onboard Temporal Real OD, classification

2021 ROAD [60] 122K frames Onboard Temporal Real OD, SS

2021 All-in-One Drive [173] 100K Onboard Temporal Real (3D) OD, (3D) SS, trajectory prediction

2021 PandaSet [174] 8,240 frames Onboard Temporal Real (3D) OD, SS, OT

2021 SODA10M [175] 20K labeled images Onboard Temporal Real OD

2021 PixSet [176] 29K point cloud frames Onboard Real (3D) OD

2021 RoadObstacle21 [177] 327 scenes Onboard synthetic anomaly segmentation

2021 VIL-100 [178] 10K frames Onboard Real lane detection

2021 OpenMPD [179] 15K frames Onboard Real (3D) OD, 3D OT, semantic segmentation

2021 WADS [180] 3.6 billion LiDAR points Onboard Temporal Real SS

2021 CCTSDB 2021 [181] 16,356 frames Onboard Real traffic sign detection

2021 SemanticUSL [182] 17k frames Onboard Real domain adaptation 3D SS

2022 CARLANE [183] 118K frames Onboard Partially temporal Synthetic lane detection

2022 CrashD [184] 15,340 scenes Onboard Synthetic 3D OD

2022 CODD [185] 108 sequences V2X Temporal Synthetic multi-agent SLAM

2022 CarlaScenes [186] 7 sequences Onboard Temporal Synthetic (3D) SS, SLAM, depth estimation

2022 OPV2V [187] 11,464 frames V2X Synthetic onboard-to-onboard perception

2022 CARLA-WildLife [188] 26 videos Onboard Temporal Synthetic out-of-distribution tracking

2022 SOS [188] 20 videos Onboard Temporal Real out-of-distribution tracking

2022 RoadSaW [189] 720K frames Onboard Temporal Real Road surface and wetness estimation

2022 I see you [190] 170 sequences, 340 trajectories V2X Temporal Real OD

2022 ASAP [191] 11.2M images Onboard Temporal Real online 3D OD

2022 Amodal Cityscapes [192] 3.5K images Onboard Real amodal SS

2022 SynWoodScape [193] 80K frames Onboard Synthetic (3D) OD, segmentation

2022 TJ4RadSet [194] 7,757 frames Onboard Temporal Real OD, OT

2022 CODA [195] 1,500 frames Onboard Real corner case detection

2022 LiDAR Snowfall [196] 7,385 point cloud frames Onboard Partially temporal Synthetic 3D OD

2022 MUAD [197] 10.4K frames Onboard Temporal Synthetic OD. SS, depth estimation

2022 AUTOCASTSIM [198] 52K frames V2X Temporal Real (3D) OD, OT, SS

2022 CARTI [199] 11K frames V2X Temporal synthetic cooperative perception

2022 K-Lane [200] 15,382 frames Onboard Real lane detection

2022 Ithaca365 [201] 682217 frames Onboard Real 3D OD, SS, depth estimation

2022 GLARE [202] 2,157 frames Onboard Real 3traffic sign detection

2023 SUPS [203] 5K frames Onboard Temporal Synthetic SS, depth estimation, SLAM

2023 Boreas [204] 7,111 frames Onboard Temporal Real (3D) OD, localization

2023 Robo3D [205] 476K frames Onboard Real (3D) OD, 3D SS

2023 ZOD [206] 100K frames Onboard Temporal Real (3D) OD, segmentation

2023 K-Radar [200] 35K radar frames Onboard Real 3D OD, OT

2023 aiMotive [207] 26,583 frames Onboard Temporal Real 3D OD, MOT

2023 UrbanLaneGraph [208] around 5,220 km lane spans UAV Real lane graph estimation

2023 WEDGE [209] 3,360 frames Others synthetic OD, classification

2023 OpenLane-V2 [210] 466K images Onboard Temporal Real lane detection, scene understanding

2023 V2X-Seq (perception) [56] 15K frames V2X Temporal Real cooperative perception

2023 SSCBENCH [211] 66,913 frames Onboard Real semantic scene completion

2023 RoadSC [212] 90,759 images Onboard Real road snow coverage estimation

2024 V2X-Real [213] 171K images, 33K LiDAR point clouds V2X Real 3D OD

2024 RCooper [214] 50K images, 30K LiDAR point clouds V2X Temporal Real 3D OD, OT

2024 FLIR [215] 26,442 thermal frames Onboard Temporal Real thermal image OD



process can be divided into three categories: manual, semi-
automatic, and fully automatic annotation. This section will
provide an in-depth exploration of the different labeling
strategies for these types of annotations.

A. Annotate Bounding Boxes

The accuracy of bounding box annotations critically influ-
ences the performance and reliability of perception systems,
such as object detection in autonomous vehicles operating in
real-world conditions. The annotation task typically involves
marking images with rectangular boxes or delineating point
clouds with cuboids to precisely identify objects of interest.

Labelme [230] is an earlier tool designed for image label-
ing specific to object detection. Yet, creating bounding boxes
through professional annotators presents similar challenges
to manual segmentation annotation. To address these issues,
Wang et al. [231] introduced a semi-automatic video labeling
tool building on the VATIC [232] video annotation system.
Additionally, Manikandan et al. [233] developed another
automatic video annotation tool tailored for autonomous
driving scenes. Notably, annotating bounding boxes at night
poses greater difficulties than during the day, a challenge
Schorkhuber et al. [234] tackled using a semi-automatic
method that incorporates trajectory data.

Moving beyond 2D annotations, 3D bounding boxes pro-
vide more detailed spatial information, including the object’s
precise location, width, length, height, and orientation. La-
beling with such detailed 3D annotations demands a more
complex framework. Meng et al. [235] employed a two-stage
weakly supervised learning approach, incorporating human-
in-the-loop to label LiDAR point clouds. ViT-WSS3D [236]
created pseudo-bounding boxes by modeling the global in-
teractions between LiDAR points and their corresponding
weak labels. Apolloscape [237] utilized a labeling pipeline
that includes separate branches for 3D and 2D annotations,
addressing both static and moving objects. Furthermore, 3D
BAT [238] developed a toolbox to support the generation of
2D and 3D labels in a semi-automatic fashion.

B. Annotate Segmentation Data

The goal of annotating segmentation data is to assign a
label to each pixel in an image or each point in a LiDAR
frame, identifying the object or region to which it belongs. In
this process, all pixels or points associated with a particular
object are labeled with the same class. Typically, in manual
annotation, the annotator outlines the object and then fills
or paints over the enclosed area. However, this method of
creating pixel or point-level annotations is both costly and
time-consuming.

To enhance the efficiency of the annotation process,
numerous studies have developed methods that are fully
or semi-automatic. Barnes et al. [239] introduced a fully
automatic approach using weakly supervised learning to
segment drivable paths in images. Another semi-automatic
method [240] uses objectness priors to create segmenta-
tion masks, and further developments have extended this

approach to include 20 different classes in [241]. Polygon-
RNN++ [242] has developed an interactive segmentation tool
that builds upon earlier concepts of [243]. Rather than relying
solely on image data, one study [244] explores the use of
3D information to assist in generating 2D image domain
semantic segmentation annotations. For 3D data, a proposed
image-assisted annotation pipeline facilitates the labeling
process [245]. Luo et al. [246] have adopted active learning
techniques to select minimal points for creating a small
training set, thereby reducing the need to label entire point
cloud scenes comprehensively. Meanwhile, Liu et al. [247]
have crafted an efficient framework using semi and weakly
supervised learning methods to label outdoor point clouds,
streamlining the annotation process significantly.

C. Annotate Trajectories

A trajectory is a sequence of points that outlines the
movement of an object over time, encapsulating both spatial
and temporal dimensions. In autonomous driving, labeling
trajectory data involves marking the movement patterns of
various entities within the driving environment, such as
vehicles, pedestrians, and cyclists. This annotation process
generally depends on results from object detection and
tracking.

Historically, one of the earlier methods in trajectory an-
notation [248] involved online generation of actions for
maneuvers, which were then incorporated into the trajectory
data. Another approach [249] included a crowd-sourcing
phase that was refined through a detailed expert aggregation
process. Jarl et al. [250] developed an active learning frame-
work specifically for annotating driving trajectories, empha-
sizing the importance of accurately predicting pedestrian
movements to enhance driving safety. Furthermore, Styles
et al. [251] introduced a scalable machine-driven annotation
scheme that allows for the annotation of pedestrian trajecto-
ries without requiring human intervention.

D. Annotate on Synthetic Data

Due to the costly and time-consuming nature of manual
annotations on real-world data, synthetic data created through
computer graphics and simulators offer a viable alternative.
Synthetic data benefits from a controlled generation process,
where the attributes of each object in the scene, such as
position, size, and movement, are precisely known, allowing
for automatic and accurate annotations.

Synthetic scenarios are crafted to replicate real-world
conditions, including diverse objects, various landscapes,
weather, and lighting variations. Choosing an appropriate
simulation tool is essential to achieving realistic simulation
outcomes. Earlier efforts like Torcs [252] and DeepDriv-
ing [253] focused on simulating autonomous vehicles but did
not incorporate multi-modality information or other dynamic
objects like pedestrians. In contrast, open-source simulators
like CARLA [254], SUMO [255], and AirSim [256] have
gained popularity for their transparency and flexibility, al-
lowing users to modify the source code to meet specific
research needs. Commercial tools such as NVIDIA’s Drive



Constellation [257], although powerful, may restrict user
customization due to their closed-source nature.

Additionally, game engines like Grand Theft Auto 5
(GTA5) and Unity [258] have also been employed to cre-
ate synthetic autonomous driving data. Researchers have
used the GTA5 engine to construct datasets [13], [259],
and Krahenbuhl et al. [260] introduced a real-time system
utilizing multiple games for generating annotations for var-
ious AD tasks. Projects like SHIFT [261], CAOS [262],
FedBEVT [263], and V2XSet [264] have been developed
using the CARLA simulator, while V2X-Sim [265] explores
the use of multiple simulators such as [254], [255] to create
datasets for V2X perception tasks. Further, CODD [185]
leverages CARLA to generate 3D LiDAR point clouds for
cooperative driving scenarios. Other research such as [266],
[267], [268], [104] utilizing the Unity platform has effec-
tively produced synthetic datasets, showcasing the platform’s
utility in this field.

V. TRAFFIC SIMULATOR FOR AUTONOMOUS VEHICLES

The development of AV reinforcement learning research
has relied heavily on extensive real-world datasets to address
practical scenarios. However, it is neither feasible nor effi-
cient to capture data for every possible real-world situation.
To bridge this gap, researchers have increasingly turned
to simulators as essential tools for expanding beyond the
limitations of real-world data. These simulators enable the
creation of synthetic scenarios that complement real-world
data, facilitating deeper exploration and testing in both multi-
agent and single-agent environments.

The simulators presented here can be grouped into three
main categories: perception and sensor-focused simulators,
which replicate AV sensory systems; scenario and multi-
agent simulators, which emphasize interactions between
multiple agents and dynamic environments; and traffic and
mobility simulators, which address large-scale transportation
systems and intelligent traffic management strategies.

Additionally, many simulators prioritize MARL to capture
complex, interactive environments. While some also include
elements of SARL, most do not address it at all. This has
been an interesting trend, and thus it is worth noting that
more work could be done to creating simulators that focus
solely on SARL.

A. Perception and Sensor-Focused Simulators

These simulators emphasize sensory input, perception sys-
tems, and multimodal data collection for AV policy learning
and control.

• MetaDrive [269] is a versatile simulation platform
designed to facilitate research in generalizable RL for
AD. It generates diverse driving scenarios using both
procedural generation and real data import for training
and testing. MetaDrive can train and test agents using
physics-based simulations with multiple sensory inputs,
such as Lidar, RGB images, top-down semantic maps,
and first-person view images. Additionally, it supports a
wide range of SARL and MARL tasks, safe exploration,

and complex multi-agent traffic simulations. The simu-
lator utilizes an Agent Manager to control vehicles in
SARL and MARL tasks, where it conveys information
from the environment to be used in training outside
of the scenario. It also supports multi-agent environ-
ments, including roundabouts, procedurally-generated
maps, bottlenecks, and intersections. Scenarios can be
generated via PG generation or utilize the available real-
world datasets: Argoverse, Waymo, OpenStreetMap,
nuScenes and nuPlan, Lyft Level 5, and CARLA Town.

• CARLA [270] is an open-source simulator that supports
both SARL and MARL. It includes urban layouts,
physic dynamics, and support for multiple AD ap-
proaches, such as modular pipelines, imitation learn-
ing, and reinforcement learning. These features can
be extracted via CARLA’s API, which allows users
to control all aspects of the simulation. This includes
traffic generation, pedestrian behaviors, weather condi-
tions, sensor configurations, and more. CARLA pro-
vides users with the ability to generate and execute
scenarios based on the ScenarioRunner engine, which
leverages the OpenDRIVE standard to define roads
and urban settings. Additionally, CARLA integrates the
Responsibility Sensitive Safety (RSS) system, which is
a key feature for enhancing the safety of autonomous
driving simulations. The RSS library utilizes sensor data
to generate appropriate restrictions on vehicle controls.
This integration allows users to investigate safety behav-
iors without needing to implement them from scratch,
as CARLA manages the input and output application
dynamically.

• VISTA 2.0 [271] is a simulator that provides such util-
ity. Its policies trained on the data generated by VISTA
2.0 can be directly deployed in real-world autonomous
vehicles, showcasing that the simulator’s synthetic data
is sufficiently realistic for practical use. It synthesizes
data using high-fidelity real-world datasets to represent
and simulate RGB cameras, 3D LiDAR, and event-
based cameras.

B. Scenario-based Simulators

These simulators model interactions between multiple
agents (cars, pedestrians, and other vehicles) in complex
traffic scenarios to evaluate strategies and decision-
making in dynamic environments.

• Autoware [272], [273] is an open-source software
that utilizes a modular architecture for its software
stack consisting of sensing, planning, localization, and
control. It is currently employed in a suite of AVs
and applications. AWSIM is a 3D simulator built for
Autoware that allows users to test AD implementations.
It uses LiDAR and other types of sensor data to simulate
AV environmental interactions. The simulator includes
dynamic traffic scenarios utilizing pedestrian, vehicles,
and more to test AV decision making scenarios.

• Simcenter Prescan [274] offers the utility to simu-
late realistic road conditions for MARL and SARL.



These simulations include various AVs and actors across
different roads and environments to validate system
performance and safety. Prescan provides the oppor-
tunity to recreate accident scenarios to understand the
causes and improve AV systems utilizing user-provided
accident databases. For MARL, Simcenter Prescan can
simulate environments with multiple interacting agents,
such as other vehicles, pedestrians, and infrastructure
elements. It enables the study of coordination strategies
among multiple AVs, such as platooning, intersection
management, and cooperative lane changing. Addi-
tionally, Prescan provides the user the opportunity to
integrate directly with Simcenter Amesim™ and MAT-
LAB/Simulink to understand system response before
hardware is available.

• Waymax [275] is an open-source SARL/MARL set of
libraries that allow the user to load data, compute and
simulate for AD research. It utilizes the Waymo Open
Dataset [9] to simulate diverse driving scenarios. Way-
max supports modeling complex interactions between
vehicles, pedestrians, and traffic lights and allows users
to define and control various dynamic agents within the
simulation. Additionally, the simulator offers hardware
acceleration and distributed training to improve ma-
chine learning model development. Waymax’s MARL
capabilities include an interface that allows the user to
choose what aspects of the scenario need controlling.
As for its SARL capabilities, it introduces a ”Plan-
ningAgentEnvironment” to control the ego machine
within the scenario. The all-encompassing capabilities
that Waymax provides is powerful and encourages users
to take control of all simulated scenarios.

• SMARTS [276] is an industrial-strength platform that
takes an innovative approach to MARL research.
SMARTS separates its resources to manage different
”bubbles,” dedicating specific resources to social agents
and the background traffic provider, ensuring a scalable
and focused simulation environment. These bubbles
allow for dynamic association of social vehicles with
social agents, which vary in vehicle model, observation,
action spaces, and computing needs, enhancing the
realism and diversity of the interactions.
The core architecture of SMARTS includes various
providers such as the background traffic provider, which
uses SUMO to simulate realistic traffic flows, the vehi-
cle physics provider utilizing the Bullet physics engine,
and the motion plan provider for implementing complex
maneuvers. By leveraging its Social Agent Zoo, which
collects behavior models from simulated and real-world
data, SMARTS continually grows its repository of social
agents, enabling more realistic and complex multi-agent
interactions.

C. Traffic and Mobility Simulators

These simulators focus on large-scale traffic management,
urban mobility, and transportation systems, offering the
ability to optimize strategies and control algorithms for

intelligent transport systems.

• SUMMIT [277] The SUMMIT simulator, with its im-
plementation based on CARLA, generates high-fidelity,
interactive data for unregulated, dense urban traffic on
complex real-world maps. By using real-world maps.
The simulator automatically creates crowds of het-
erogeneous traffic agents with sophisticated, unregu-
lated behaviors, SUMMIT uses the context-aware crowd
behavior model Context-GAMMA to create advanced
interactions between traffic agents. Additionally, SUM-
MIT defines road structures and agent behaviors us-
ing lane and sidewalk networks from SUMO-converted
OpenStreetMaps, provides an occupancy map interface
for drive-able regions, and utilizes landmark data for
realistic visuals.

• PTV Vissim Automotive [278] is a licensed micro-
scopic traffic simulator that allows users to simulate
traffic patterns for all types of vehicles. In addition to
its baseline functionality, the PTV Vissim Automotive
allows for further simulation with autonomous vehicles.
The simulator offers a dynamic closed-loop test environ-
ment that allows for behavior-based surrounding traffic.
This provides users with the opportunity to test an AVs
ability in aggressive driver scenarios. It also allows users
to simulate varying traffic scenarios such as city rush
hours and other highway interactions.

• SimMobility [279] The SimMobility simulator is an
activity-based model that contains a short-term (ST),
mid-term (MT), and long-term (LT) simulator within
it that provides the user variability for agent choice.
These simulator varieties also enable the opportunity to
perform microscopic simulations. ST enables the user
to track route choice with and vehicle actions on sub-
second time-steps. As for MT, the time-steps will now
be within the seconds to minutes range, and will allow
the user to not only track from route choice, mode
choice, and activity patterns. The LT option provides
users with unique choice options not seen in other
simulators, such as house location and job location,
with time-steps ranging from days to years. A key
feature of all the simulator components is the event-
based demand and time-step supply mechanism, which
allows for interactions between supply and demand
across different simulation levels, ensuring that agents’
decisions and environmental responses are accurately
synchronized in real-time.

D. Comparison among different simulators

When comparing various traffic simulators for autonomous
vehicles, each offers unique strengths tailored to different as-
pects of AV research. VISTA 2.0 excels in synthesizing high-
fidelity sensor data and supports real-world deployability of
trained policies, making it ideal for many tasks. Autoware
also allows the deployability of its models into real AVs as
VISTA 2.0, but it allows users to simulate in many effective,
user-generated 3D scenarios.



MetaDrive is versatile as well for both SARL and MARL,
providing diverse scenario generation through procedural
methods and real data imports, although it is limited to pre-
supported datasets. CARLA has comprehensive simulation
capabilities, including accurate physics, urban layouts, and
extensive API control, making it suitable for both SARL
and MARL. Additionally, Waymax also provides the ability
to simulate in SARL and MARL scenarios while offering
hardware acceleration capabilities that enable large-scale
machine learning processes.

Simcenter Prescan excels in simulating realistic road con-
ditions and multi-agent environments, integrating well with
tools like Simcenter Amesim™ for performance validation.
SUMMIT, based on CARLA, provides high-fidelity sim-
ulations of dense urban traffic with advanced interaction
modeling using Context-GAMMA, making it ideal for com-
plex urban scenarios. Additionally, PTV Vissim Automotive
allows for further analysis of complex urban scenarios, but
it focused more on traffic simulation rather than vehicle-to-
vehicle interactions. As for SMARTS, it offers an innovative
approach to MARL research with its scalable and realistic
multi-agent interactions, though it requires detailed configu-
ration to fully utilize its capabilities.

The traffic simulations found so far are listed in Ta-
ble VI. These traffic simulators can be explored together
with existing large-scale traffic simulation, reconstruction,
and prediction methods [280], [281], [281]–[288], to support
various applications of intelligent transportation systems.

VI. DISCUSSION AND FUTURE RECOMMENDATION

Amidst swift technological advancements, robust compu-
tational resources, and sophisticated artificial intelligence al-
gorithms, numerous innovative trends have emerged in next-
generation autonomous driving datasets, introducing fresh
challenges and demands.

• In contrast to the modular design of autonomous driving
pipelines, the end-to-end architecture streamlines the
design process and lessens integration difficulties. The
effectiveness of UniAD [335] confirms the capability
of end-to-end models. Nevertheless, there is a scarcity
of datasets specifically for end-to-end autonomous driv-
ing [336]. Thus, the creation of datasets dedicated
to end-to-end driving is essential for the progress of
autonomous vehicles. Additionally, incorporating an
automatic labeling pipeline within a data engine can
greatly enhance the development of end-to-end driving
frameworks and datasets [337].

• Upcoming autonomous driving datasets need to encom-
pass comprehensive data on real-world environments
and traffic conditions to support various applications
beyond just the primary vehicle and simple vehicle-
infrastructure interactions. For example, data on the
interactions between autonomous vehicles and smart
infrastructure elements could propel the development
of Internet-of-Things (IoT)-enabled devices, such as in-
telligent traffic signals. Furthermore, granular analyses
of traffic patterns, congestion, and vehicle dynamics

under various conditions and times could aid in urban
planning, improve traffic flow, and bolster traffic man-
agement tactics overall.

• Recently, vision language models (VLMs) have seen
significant progress across various domains. Their
unique benefit of integrating language data into vision-
related tasks enhances the explainability and relia-
bility of autonomous driving systems. A recent sur-
vey [338] underscores the critical importance of Multi-
modal Large Language Models in diverse autonomous
driving tasks, including perception [339], [340], motion
planning [341], and motion control [342].

• The remarkable abilities of vision language models
(VLMs) have been leveraged to produce data [343]–
[346]. For instance, DriveGAN [347] has success-
fully generated high-quality autonomous driving data
by autonomously disentangling various components.
Furthermore, given their proficiency in understanding
driving environments, several studies [348]–[350] have
utilized world models to create high-quality driving
videos. DriveDreamer [349], a pioneering project origi-
nating from real-world scenarios, overcomes the con-
straints found in gaming or simulated environments.
Recent breakthroughs in text-to-video generation, no-
tably Sora [351], have paved a new path for creating
autonomous driving data. Sora is capable of generating
high-quality synthetic data that closely mimics real-
life scenes with just a brief description. This capability
greatly boosts dataset augmentation, particularly for rare
occurrences such as traffic accidents. The expanded
data availability from VLMs is set to improve the
training and assessment of autonomous driving systems,
enhancing their safety and dependability.

• Domain adaptation presents a significant hurdle in the
development of autonomous vehicles [352], highlight-
ing the need for a model trained on one dataset (the
source domain) to reliably function on another (the tar-
get domain). This challenge arises in various areas, such
as variations in driving conditions [352], sensor configu-
rations [353], or synthetic-to-real conversions [354]. As
a response, a trend in creating next-generation datasets
involves integrating data from diverse sources. Firstly,
datasets should encompass a broad spectrum of environ-
mental scenarios, including different weather conditions
and varying day-night lighting, as well as multiple
geographical locations. Secondly, it is crucial to merge
data from different types of sensors to address the do-
main adaptation challenge effectively. Another approach
involves strategically mixing high-quality synthetic data
with real-world data to enhance model generalization.

• In the realm of machine learning, uncertainty is typ-
ically characterized in probabilistic terms. For au-
tonomous driving, a primary source of uncertainty is
the incompleteness of training data [355]. When train-
ing data fails to fully capture the complexities of the
driving environment, autonomous vehicles may struggle
with rare scenarios during operation. Consequently,



TABLE VI: List of Traffic Simulators (Part I)

Simulator Multi-Agent Imports Real Data Lidar 2D/3D Rendering Custom Maps Open Source

MetaDrive [269] ✓ ✓ ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

CARLA [270] ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

SUMO [289] ✓ ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

SUMMIT [277] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

SMARTS [276] ✓ ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

MACAD [290] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

Nocturne [291] ✓ ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

Highway-env [292] 2D ✓

SIM4CV [293] ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

Duckietown [294] ✓ 3D

MADRaS [295] ✓ ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

DriverGym [296] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

DeepDrive [297] ✓ 2D ✓

VISTA [271] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

GTA V [298] ✓ 3D ✓

TORCS [252] ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

Flow [299] ✓ ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

CityFlow [300] ✓ ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

AirSim [256] ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

Udacity [301] ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

CarMaker [302] ✓ ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

CarSim [303] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

Simcenter Prescan [274] ✓ ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

4DV-Sim [304] ✓ ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

CoppeliaSim [305] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

Gazebo [306] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

Webots [307] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

Aimsun Next [308] ✓ ✓ 2D ✓

MATSim [309] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

MITSIMLab [310] ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

PTV Vissim Automotive [278] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

Apollo [311] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

rFpro [312] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

VTD [313] ✓ 3D ✓

AIM4 [314] ✓ 2D ✓

BARK [315] ✓ ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

CarRacing [315] ✓ ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

SimMobility [279] ✓ ✓ ✓

Autoware [272] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

Waymax [275] ✓ ✓ ✓ 2D ✓

MATISSE 3.0 [316] ✓ ✓ 2D ✓

F1TENTH [317] ✓ ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

MovSim [318] ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

BeamNG [319] ✓ 3D ✓

USARSim [320] ✓ 3D ✓ ✓

POLARIS [321] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

OPUS [322] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

CORSIM [323] 3D

PARAMICS [324] ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

TransModeler [325] ✓ 2D ✓

TrafficSim [326] ✓ ✓ ✓ 2D ✓

AnyLogic [327] ✓ 3D ✓

SceneGen [328] ✓ ✓ ✓ 3D ✓

BehaviorDrivenTrafficSimulator [329] ✓ 2D ✓ ✓

LGSVL [330] ✓ ✓ ✓ 3D ✓ ✓



TABLE VII: List of Traffic Simulators (Part II)

Simulator Multi-Agent Imports Real Data Lidar 2D/3D Rendering Custom Maps Open Source

CAT [331] ✓ ✓ 3D

dSPACE [332] ✓ ✓ 3D

Intersim [333] ✓ 2D ✓

MARS [334] ✓ 2D ✓

enhancing the diversity of datasets used for training
autonomous driving systems is essential. Additionally,
including rare events and edge cases in these datasets
enables models to more effectively recognize and man-
age the uncertainty in unforeseen situations, thus ensur-
ing safer operation.

The future of traffic simulators and their endless possible
integration’s with AV datasets has created a wealth of op-
portunities for testing and developing AV implementations.

• Traffic simulators play an important role in reducing
the risk associated with incompleteness of AV datasets.
Datasets like Waymo [9] and nuScenes [11] provide
extensive real-world data on driving conditions, weather
variations, and traffic patterns for AV models. However,
these datasets are insufficient to cover the vast range of
scenarios AVs may encounter in real-world scenarios.
Simulators bridge this gap by generating synthetic data,
allowing researchers to recreate diverse driving envi-
ronments and edge cases that are difficult or costly to
capture in real life. They help enhance AV models by
providing a controlled, safe space for testing without
the risks associated with physical tests. Simulators like
MetaDrive [269] can simulate scenarios based on real-
world datasets while also generating new conditions,
ensuring that AV models generalize well across different
situations. While datasets offer a real-world basis, sim-
ulators can extend the training environment by creating
synthetic scenarios for more robust AV performance and
cover distinct edge cases.

• Traffic simulators are critical to AV research as they
provide environments to test and refine models that are
difficult to create from real-world data. The future of
traffic simulators lies in bridging the gap between the
virtual and real worlds, which currently poses a signif-
icant challenge. Simulations often fall short in terms of
scenario diversity and environmental complexity, lead-
ing to differences in how well models trained in virtual
environments perform in real-world settings. Efforts to
quantify this gap and mitigate it are needed to scale up
testing processes and ensure that models developed in
simulation environments can be successfully transferred
to real-world applications. To address these challenges,
developing methods that enhance data diversity will
be essential. This includes creating models that can
effectively translate between simulated and real data,
ensuring that AVs perform optimally in diverse, real-
world scenarios.

• The future of traffic simulators lies in synthetic data.

With an increasing need to diversify data, synthetic
data is a viable solution. Not only does it provide
scalable solution for addressing data scarcity in real-
world testing, it also enhances the breadth of training
data available, especially for edge cases. By providing
synthesized data, it allows researchers to explore nu-
merous datasets that simulate real-world conditions and
expand upon it. As simulators continue to be improved,
the ability to generate accurate, high-quality synthetic
data that mimics real-world scenarios will help close
the simulation-to-reality gap. However, ensuring that
synthetic data sufficiently captures the diversity and
complexity of real-world environments remains a chal-
lenge. Researchers must develop methods to quantify
and mitigate the differences between synthetic and real
data, ensuring that models trained in simulators can
generalize well in actual AV deployments. The use
of synthetic data also opens up new opportunities for
improving data fairness, allowing for the creation of
more representative and unbiased datasets that can be
used to train AV systems in a wider variety of traffic
environments and demographic settings.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper presented a survey of datasets and simulators
related to AV traffic. For high-quality paper collection,
we searched in IEEE digital library, ACM digital library,
SpringerLink, Elsevier, Multidisciplinary Digital Publishing
Institute (MDPI), Google Scholar, Willey, etc. and we filtered
only good quality relevant AV traffic dataset and simulator
papers for review. We proposed a taxonomy of applications
of traffic datasets for the perception, localization, prediction,
planning and control of AV. Along with this, we presented
the year-wise distribution and frequency of traffic dataset
papers, and the domain used to acquire and process AV traffic
dataset. Then, we discussed highly significant datasets and
simulators that have been used in several AV technologies.

We have investigated the existing AV datasets’ gaps and
tried to bridge the gaps by recommending suggestions for
data-driven approaches. Framework for collection of end-
to-end datasets can significantly improve AV research in-
corporating ML/DL methods and Internet-of-Thing (IoT)-
enabled devices. Besides, proper involvement of the language
model can significantly turn AV research into a potential new
direction.
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Schmidt, Hanno Gottschalk, Tim Fingscheidt, et al. Survey on
unsupervised domain adaptation for semantic segmentation for visual
perception in automated driving. IEEE Access, 11:54296–54336,
2023.

[353] Yi Wei, Zibu Wei, Yongming Rao, Jiaxin Li, Jie Zhou, and Jiwen
Lu. Lidar distillation: Bridging the beam-induced domain gap for
3d object detection. In European Conference on Computer Vision,
pages 179–195. Springer, 2022.

[354] Chuqing Hu, Sinclair Hudson, Martin Ethier, Mohammad Al-
Sharman, Derek Rayside, and William Melek. Sim-to-real domain
adaptation for lane detection and classification in autonomous driv-
ing. In 2022 IEEE Intelligent Vehicles Symposium (IV), pages 457–
463. IEEE, 2022.

https://www.beamng.com/game/
https://www.beamng.com/game/
https://github.com/rohanchandra30/Behavior-Driven-Traffic-Simulator
https://github.com/rohanchandra30/Behavior-Driven-Traffic-Simulator


[355] Sina Shafaei, Stefan Kugele, Mohd Hafeez Osman, and Alois Knoll.
Uncertainty in machine learning: A safety perspective on autonomous
driving. In Computer Safety, Reliability, and Security: SAFECOMP
2018 Workshops, ASSURE, DECSoS, SASSUR, STRIVE, and WAISE,
Västerås, Sweden, September 18, 2018, Proceedings 37, pages 458–
464. Springer, 2018.


	Introduction
	Taxonomy of Traffic Dataset and Simulator
	Autonomous Driving Dataset
	Perception and Localization
	Onboard
	V2X
	UAV

	Prediction
	Trajectory Prediction
	Behavior Prediction
	Intention Prediction

	Planning and Control
	Task-Specific Datasets
	Multi-Task Datasets


	Annotations of Autonomous Vehicles Traffic dataset
	Annotate Bounding Boxes
	Annotate Segmentation Data
	Annotate Trajectories
	Annotate on Synthetic Data

	Traffic Simulator for Autonomous Vehicles
	Perception and Sensor-Focused Simulators
	Scenario-based Simulators
	Traffic and Mobility Simulators
	Comparison among different simulators

	Discussion and Future Recommendation
	Conclusion
	References

