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Abstract

Feature tracking is crucial for, structure from motion (SFM), simultaneous local-
ization and mapping (SLAM), object tracking and various computer vision tasks.
Event cameras, known for their high temporal resolution and ability to capture
asynchronous changes, have gained significant attention for their potential in fea-
ture tracking, especially in challenging conditions. However, event cameras lack
the fine-grained texture information that conventional cameras provide, leading to
error accumulation in tracking. To address this, we propose a novel framework,
BlinkTrack, which integrates event data with RGB images for high-frequency
feature tracking. Our method extends the traditional Kalman filter into a learning-
based framework, utilizing differentiable Kalman filters in both event and image
branches. This approach improves single-modality tracking, resolves ambiguities,
and supports asynchronous data fusion. We also introduce new synthetic and
augmented datasets to better evaluate our model. Experimental results indicate that
BlinkTrack significantly outperforms existing event-based methods, exceeding 100
FPS with preprocessed event data and 80 FPS with multi-modality data.

1 Introduction

Feature tracking aims to estimate the trajectories of query points from a reference timestamp over
subsequent periods. It serves as the cornerstone for many computer vision tasks, including structure
from motion [46, 47], simultaneous localization and mapping (SLAM) [42, 43, 10], and object
tracking [59, 58, 63].

In recent years, the success of event cameras [19, 20] has garnered significant attention in the research
community. Event cameras are innovative sensors that asynchronously detect changes in a scene
at a very high temporal resolution, capturing events as they occur rather than recording frames at
fixed intervals. This unique characteristic enables event cameras to perform feature tracking at high
frequencies, even under challenging lighting conditions or with fast-moving objects.

Nevertheless, the event cameras are unable to capture detailed fine-grained texture information
like conventional cameras, which can lead to error accumulation and inhibit tracking performance.
Therefore, in this paper, we leverage an integration of the valuable information from event cameras
with that of standard cameras for efficient and powerful feature tracking.

To achieve our objective, we must address two primary challenges: (i) Event cameras and standard
cameras do not operate in a synchronized manner, with standard cameras capturing at fixed fps (e.g.,
30fps) and event cameras detecting changes asynchronously. This mismatch can lead to ambiguity in
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tracking positions when fusing these two signals. (ii) Another significant challenge is to seamlessly
integrate the complementary data from both modalities while minimizing noise interference.

Previous learning-based methods for feature tracking, such as Deep-EV-Tracker [40], naively combine
event data and RGB images by initializing the tracking position with results from another modality,
which leads to only limited improvements. In other fields [61, 62], attention-based [53] modules have
been explored for alignment and fusion. While these methods can be effective, they do not meet the
efficiency requirements for high-frame-rate feature tracking. On the other hand, traditional techniques
such as the Kalman filter [29], offer efficient tools for the fusion of asynchronous data. However, they
usually require careful hand-crafted parameter tuning and still do not achieve the performance levels
as recent learning-based methods.

Based on these observations, we propose a novel framework that can achieve high-frame-rate feature
tracking (over 100 FPS) by leveraging the event data and RGB images, dubbed BlinkTrack. Our
method is inspired by the traditional technique, i.n., Kalman filter, but extends it to the learning-
based framework. Specifically, our framework consists of an event branch and an image branch.
Both branches employ the differentiable Kalman filters. They learn to predict uncertainty from
new measurements and incorporate these measurements into feature tracking through end-to-end
training. The characteristics inherited from the differentiable Kalman filter offer several advantages.
First, it improves the single-modality tracker by learning the optimal state. Second, it helps resolve
ambiguities and incorrect measurements caused by occlusions. Third, it naturally supports the fusion
of asynchronous measurements from different modalities. In addition to the Kalman filter, our event
branch and RGB branch are well-designed, achieving a balance of high precision and efficiency.

However, during training and evaluation, we found that the current datasets are too simple. As a result,
they do not fully allow our model to reach its potential and fail to provide a thorough evaluation. To
address this, we first generated a more complicated synthetic dataset for training our model. Then,
we augmented two existing evaluation datasets with more occlusions. The experiments show that the
proposed tracker significantly outperforms existing event-based method and is much more robust to
occlusions. Additionally, it can run at over 100 FPS.

Our contributions can be outlined as follows. First, we propose an efficient Kalman-filter-based
framework that can achieve state-of-the-art performance while running at over 100 FPS. Second,
we generate new datasets for training and evaluating event-based feature tracking. Lastly, exclusive
experiments show that the proposed methods outperform existing methods by a large margin and are
much more robust in handling occlusions.

2 Related Work

Frame-based Feature Tracking Frame-based feature tracking methods develop rapidly for their
wide application. Harley et al.[26] and Doersch et al.[14] were pioneers in this area, introducing new
datasets and networks. Harley et al. proposed the FlyingThings++[26] based on FlyingThings[38],
while Doersch et al. introduced Kubric[25]. Both datasets are synthetic and the proposed networks,
PIPs[26] and TAP-Net[14], are trained on them. PointOdyssey[64] significantly improves the training
dataset with an automatic scene generate pipeline and extends PIPs to PIPs+[64] and PIPs++[64]
which is more robust in long-term tracking. Context-PIPs[7] uses context feature near tracked points
to achieve more stable tracking while CoTracker[31] tracks almost dense points and sharing motions
between nearby points. While frame based methods is suffering from hardware limitations, event
cameras have low temporal resolution and lite data which could handle these extreme scenes.

Event-based Feature Tracking The event camera is used to increase tracking robustness in
challenging conditions in recent years. ICP[6] is widely used in early traditional methods[33, 44, 66],
which also hold the possibility to fuse with standard camera[15]. Recently, asynchronous tracker is
developing[1, 13], among them AMH[2] and HASTE[3] explore the multi-hypothesis using pure
event data, and EKLT[20] makes use of warped color patch gradient to track features. To better fit the
motion, Bézier curves and B-splines are applied to optimize trajectories by Seok et al.[48] and Chui et
al.[12], while eCDT[28] and Wang et al.[55] use event cluster and blob to represent a feature. Inspired
by recent data-driven event-based optical flow estimate method[66, 36, 22, 65], Deep-EV-Tracker[40]
is the first to implement neural networks on event-based feature tracking. Given the absence of a
dataset that includes both event data and corresponding ground truth trajectories, Deep-EV-Tracker
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Figure 1: Overview of the proposed BlinkTrack. BlinkTrack contains an event module and an
image module. For the event module, it takes a reference patch Pevtref extracted from a grayscale
image Iref and an event patch Pevtj preprocessed from the event stream at timestep evtj as input,
and estimates the feature relative displacement p̂ and the uncertainty Σ̂evtj . The image module has a
similar behavior. Both modules are trained using the differentiable Kalman filter and learn to predict
the optimal state free from measurement noise.

uses MultiFlow[23], with calculated trajectories from ground truth optical flow. Our event module
follows Deep-EV-Tracker and improves its network architecture design. We also follow MultiFlow to
generate our own synthetic dataset, which is the first event-based dataset on feature tracking.

Kalman Filter Kalman filter has been widely used for object tracking[8, 17] and optical flow[11,
18] because it is able to build an explicit motion model, which could benefit the tracking task. The
differentiability of the Kalman filter makes it coexistable with neural networks. Bao et al.[4, 5] add
Kalman filter on existing optical flow methods, gaining performance promotion. Also, Kalman filter
holds the advantage of fusing different signals, which is used by Wang et al.[56] to reconstruct video
using LDR image and event data. Our work employs differentiable Kalman filters to supervise our
learning-based network and combine predictions from the event module and color module.

3 BlinkTrack

Feature tracking usually takes a reference frame and a query point pref ∈ R2 as input, and aims to
track this point in subsequent T timestamps to get estimation p̂ = {p̂0, p̂1, . . . , p̂T−1}. An overview
of our method BlinkTrack is presented in Fig. 1. It consists of an event module and an image module.
Both modules are trained using the differentiable Kalman filter. In Sec. 3.1,3.2,3.3,3.4 we introduce
how we design the event module and how we integrate it with the differentiable Kalman filter. Then
in Sec. 3.5 we talk about the design of the color module. Finally, we introduce how to supervise the
training in Sec. 3.6.

3.1 Pyramid Feature Extraction

From the reference grayscale image Iref at pref , we extract the reference patch Pevtref with size
Pevt×Pevt. Then taking it as the reference, the event module predicts the relative feature displacement
by comparing it with the event patch Pevtj , where the latter one is extracted from the event stream
according to last predicted position pj−1. In practice, we use two shallow convolution neural networks
to encode the reference patch and the event patch, respectively. Then we construct a two-level feature
pyramid by applying average pooling to the patch features, as inspired by DPVO [52]. The feature
maps of smaller scale are designed to offer more detailed information for the small displacement in
high frame rate event data, while the feature maps of larger scale could produce vast information to
resist unstable tracking, especially on similar features. Compared with Deep-EV-Tracker [40], the
design of the two-level feature pyramid allows for a larger perception field with a limited increase
in budget. Then, we compute the correlation Cevtj between the reference feature vector, aiming
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to explicitly compare the similarity between the reference feature and the event feature, which is
extracted from the center of the reference feature map Fevtref and the event patch feature map Fevtj .

3.2 LSTM Displacement Predictor

Previous methods [24, 40] have demonstrated that the design of LSTM provides significant benefits
to event-based tasks due to its efficiency in extracting temporal features and producing smooth results.
Since temporal context information is beneficial to estimation accuracy, we also employ LSTM in our
tracking module to convey information between frames. Specifically, to better facilitate information
sharing across frames, we propose a dual LSTM module for feature and motion information delivery.
The feature LSTM module employs a ConvLSTM Block[50] and several standard convolutional
layers, transforming the concatenated Fevtref , Fevtj and Cevtj into a displacement feature vector
fevtj . The displacement LSTM module maintains a hidden displacement feature vector hj−1 across
frames to utilize displacement insights from preceding frames. Each displacement feature vector
fevtj is fused with the preceding hj−1 through a MLP, obtaining a merged displacement vector mj .
This vector is processed through a gating layer to formulate the current hidden displacement feature
vector hj , which is subsequently followed by a linear predictor to predict the displacement prediction
∆p̂.

3.3 Uncertainty Predictor

This module predicts the uncertainty (or noise) associated with each measurement and the uncertainty
can be incorporated with the update step of kalman filter. Unlike the previous displacement predictor,
this module does not employ LSTM because the uncertainty may change drastically and does not
follow temporal smoothness. Such cases occur, for example, during occlusions. Besides, general
uncertainty ranges from 0 to positive infinity, covering too wide a distribution, which is not stable for
learning. As a result, we learn an approximation: the probability of visibility, which ranges from 0 to
1. Then the probability is remapped using a parabola function and finally extended to Σ̂evtj ∈ R2×2.
Specifically, the predictor takes all Fevtref , Fevtj and Cevtj as input, which is concatenated and
convoluted into an uncertainty feature vector funcertj . A linear layer followed by a Softmax function
is then applied to generate the occlusion probability and visible probability (p̂occ, p̂vis).

3.4 Kalman Filter

The Kalman filter[30, 57] is composed of two fundamental steps: prediction and update. Based on the
current state estimate and the process model, the prediction step predicts the state and the uncertainty
at the next time step. It is formulated as:

x̂k|k−1 = Fx̂k−1|k−1,

Pk|k−1 = FPk−1|k−1F
T +Q.

(1)

Here, x̂k−1|k−1 is the current state estimate, x̂k|k−1 is the predicted state estimate, Pk−1|k−1 is the
current state covariance„ Pk|k−1 is the predicted covariance F is the state-transition model, and Q is
the process noise covariance. The update step incorporates the new measurement to refine the state
estimate and its uncertainty. It is formulated as:

yk = zk −Hx̂k|k−1,

Sk = HPk|k−1H
T +R,

Kk = Pk|k−1H
TS−1

k ,

x̂k|k = x̂k|k−1 +Kkyk,

Pk|k = (I −KkH)Pk|k−1,

(2)

where yk is the measurement residual (innovation), zk is the new measurement, x̂k|k is the updated
state estimate, Sk is the residual covariance, R is the measurement noise covariance, Pk|k is the
updated covariance, H is the observation model, Kk is the Kalman gain, and I is the identity matrix.
The measurement zk and the measurement noise covariance R are the predictions from our network.
The process of kalman filter is fully differentiable. As a result, it allows the network to learn to
minimize error by incorporating correct measurements and preventing interference from noise. In our
implementation, we use a simple assumption of constant velocity model. The detailed value can be
found in the supplementary material.
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3.5 Color Frame Relocalization Module

Event cameras are not good at measuring fine-grained texture information like traditional cameras,
which can easily lead to error accumulation and track loss. To improve long-term tracking per-
formance and minimize cumulative error, we developed a lightweight Color Frame Relocalization
Module. The design of our color module is inspired by recent work on point tracking, such as
PIPs[26]. However, these works usually run slowly, negating the low latency advantage of event
cameras, so we simplified the architecture design, and our module can operate at over 50 FPS. Specifi-
cally, we utilize a Pyramid Encoder[51] to encode the image and achieve a much larger receptive field
than that of the event module. Then, a pyramid correlation map is calculated to capture multi-scale
information. Finally, an iterative updater takes the embedded feature vector and correlation map to
predict displacement and uncertainty, which are subsequently incorporated into the Kalman filter to
obtain the final prediction. The detailed design of the color module is provided in the supplementary
material.

3.6 Supervision

The mixed train of event and color modules would not be efficient and consume too many calculation
resources, so we chose to train the two modules separately. To ensure the direct predict accuracy and
training stability, we first train our event module without Uncertainty Predictor 3.3 and Kalman filter
3.4 on our synthetic dataset, MultiTrack, see Sec. 4.1. As there is no dataset for event feature tracking
offering visible conditions currently, our MultiTrack could offer ground truth visible conditions to
help supervise our full module including Uncertainty Predictor and Kalman filter, while our color
module is also trained on this dataset.

Event Displacement Supervision Since the synthetic dataset could provide ground truth track
position, we could apply L1 distance between the predicted displacement ∆p̂ and ground truth
displacement ∆p each frame to construct the loss. We only gather loss for those ground truth points
in our largest pyramid patch with radius r, which is in the receptive field. Moreover, we follow [40]
to augment the patch from each frame with scale, translation, and rotation.

L ˆdisp =

{
|| ∆p̂−∆p ||1, || ∆p ||1< r
0, else (3)

Event Uncertainty Supervision To ensure displacement prediction, we freeze the total pipeline of
displacement prediction including Pyramid Feature Encoder 3.1 and LSTM Displacement Predictor
3.2. We supervise the uncertainty predictor on both displacement loss and uncertainty loss. Kalman
filter is added to make use of predicted uncertainty, and the displacement loss supervises on Kalman
filter prediction ∆p̃. For uncertainty, we apply cross-entropy loss on predicted possibility p̂ =
(p̂occ, p̂vis) and ground truth visible status v, because visibility is a strong reference for uncertainty.
We also add parameter w1 = 2 to balance the proportion of two losses.

L ˜disp =

{
|| ∆p̃−∆p ||1, || ∆p ||1< r
0, else

Luncert = CrossEntropy(p̂, v)

Levent = L ˜disp + w1Luncert

(4)

The supervision for color module is provided in the supplementary material.

4 MultiTrack, EC-occ and EDS-occ

Since there is no dataset with event data that have occluded track, and the ground truth of visual
condition could hardly be manually labeled, we introduce a pipeline, see Fig. 2 which could synthesize
color image, event, tracks with occlusion and visibility with adjustable parameters, or generate these
data from existing dataset, which only need raw color image and given pixel trajectories.
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Figure 2: Overview of Occluded Data Synthetic Pipeline. The high frame rate occlusion images
are overlaid on the high frame rate background images to compose occluded images, which are used
to generate synthetic event data.

Table 1: Performance evaluation on real event data and synthetic event data.
Expect FA↑

Methods EC EDS
Real Synthetic Real Synthetic

Deep-EV-Tracker[40] 0.787 0.812 0.451 0.454
Ours(Event) 0.819 0.830 0.474 0.461

4.1 MultiTrack

For the generated dataset, following MultiFlow[23], a background image is chosen from Flickr
30k Dataset[60] while foreground images have two types. The first type consists of objects with
transparent backgrounds from Google Scanned Objects[16], the other type has random polygons or
smoothed shapes with random images hatch, whose shape is inspired by AutoFlow[39], and images
are from COCO2014[35]. With random translation, rotation, and scale of each image, the foreground
images are overlaid together on background images, producing synthetic high frame rate images,
instance maps, and dense tracks with visibility. The high frame rate images are taken as input to
DVS-Voltmeter[34] to generate synthetic event data while they are also sampled in a normal frame
rate to get a color image. By using this pipeline, we generate MultiTrack as our train data.

4.2 EC-occ, EDS-occ

When applying occlusion on an existing dataset, in order to acquire high frame rate images, we
interpolate the color image using FILM[45], which iterates 4 times, inserting 15 frames for each color
frame interval. With existing high frame rate background images, the same procedures are applied to
create occlusion on existing dataset, obtaining event data with occlusion from DVS-Voltmeter[34]
and visibility of given tracks with instance map.

EC[41] and EDS[27] are occluded and processed to EC-occ and EDS-occ. However, it is held
by some that synthetic events exhibit significant differences from events captured by real event
cameras since the noise is not modeled. So we conduct an experiment by also generating events
from interpolated but not occluded images, EC-syn and EDS-syn, to measure the real events and our
synthetic events. Tab. 1 shows the slight difference in evaluation metric between real and synthetic
data, which proves that the synthetic data could be creditable in evaluation.

5 Experiment

Dataset We test our method in a commonly used real captured dataset, Event Camera
dataset(EC)[41] and Event-aided Direct Sparse Odometry dataset (EDS)[27]. EC provides 24
Hz APS frames and events with a resolution of 240 × 180, which is recorded by a DAVIS240C
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Table 2: Stability evaluation on EC and EDS.

Methods EC EDS
Feature Age(FA)↑ Expect FA↑ Feature Age(FA)↑ Expect FA↑

HASTE[3] 0.442 0.427 0.096 0.063
EKLT[20] 0.811 0.775 0.325 0.205
Deep-EV-Tracker[40] 0.795 0.787 0.549 0.451
Ours(Event) 0.833 0.819 0.568 0.474
Ours(Event+Kalman) 0.835 0.820 0.569 0.475

KLT[49] 0.734 0.729 0.588 0.497
Ours(Color) 0.778 0.772 0.633 0.524
Ours(Color+Kalman) 0.784 0.778 0.619 0.511

Deep-EV-Tracker[40] + KLT[49] 0.735 0.730 0.594 0.503
Ours(Event+Color) 0.786 0.780 0.634 0.532
Ours(Event+Color+Kalman) 0.851 0.845 0.653 0.550

camera[9] while EDS contains 640 × 480 pixels data with a beam splitter setup. The events from
EC and EDS are pre-processed to SBT-Max[54] with intervals 10ms and 5ms, so that the input
event data are in frequency of 100Hz and 200Hz, respectively. These datasets do not originally
offer the ground truth for feature tracking, and [40] extend it by calculating the ground truth through
KLT[49] tracking and triangulation. We also test in our synthetic dataset with occlusion, EC-occ, and
EDS-occ introduced at Sec. 4. Another widely-used event-based dataset, DSEC[21, 22], is also used
in qualitative comparison to evaluate performance on large outdoor scenes.

Baselines We conduct experiments against the state-of-the-art method Deep-EV-Tracker[40], which
tracks event frames with grayscale image reference with smaller patches and produces no uncertainty.
We also compare with EKLT[20] which has a similar pipeline with Deep-EV-Tracker but without
using a neural network. Additionally, HASTE[3], which demands no color image but uses pure
event data, is included. Moreover, to manifest our novel multi-modality combination technique, we
combine Deep-EV-Tracker and KLT[49], a classic and popular color frame tracker, by replacing the
initial position with another module’s prediction as [40] mentioned.

Metric The EC[41] and EDS[27] only provide ground truth trajectories with 24Hz and 75Hz. To
evaluate the high-rate event predictions with 100Hz and 200Hz, we interpolate the event predictions to
continuous trajectories and sample points on those timestamps that have ground truth data following
the setting in [40]. We evaluate feature age, defined as the duration for which a feature exceeds a
specified distance from the ground truth, and expect feature age, which is calculated as the product
of feature age and the ratio of stable tracks. These two metrics are common in event-based feature
tracking benchmark[40]. We also evaluate accuracy through δavg[14], which is the average fraction
of points tracked within 1, 2, 4, 8, and 16 pixels, also widely used in point tracking benchmarks. The
detailed definition can be found in previous methods [40].

Implementation Details As mentioned in Sec. 3.6, our event module is pre-trained on the Mul-
tiTrack dataset on 30000 feature tracks from 2000 sequences employing a continual learning ap-
proach [40]. We use ADAM[32] optimizer with a learning rate of 1× 10−4 and 140000 training steps
in total with batch size 32. To stabilize training at the beginning, the input sequences are clipped to 4
frames, which would increase to 12 and 23 after 80000 and 120000 steps following [40]. Then we
train our uncertainty predictor on the same dataset with the same hyperparameters. At the same time,
we train our color module on MultiTrack which is generated for color image training with 10000
sequences using ADAMW[37] with a learning rate of 5 × 10−4. Each sequence is regarded as a
batch, which is set to size 16, and we sample 24 tracks from each track. The sequence length is fixed
to 10 in all 50000 training steps. We run supervision on two NVIDIA RTX3090 24GB GPUS for 48
hours and experiments on one NVIDIA RTX3090 GPU and Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6139M CPU.

5.1 Experiments Results

Quantitative Experiment As reported in Tab. 2, our method achieves the best performance on
EC and EDS merely using the event module. With the Kalman filter and color module, we attain
even more margin, while we must emphasize that the origin EC and EDS are all static scenes with
almost no occluded trajectories, which do not fully reveal the superiority of our approach. Besides,
the comparison between with and without Kalman filter reveals the effectiveness of the Kalman filter.
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Table 3: Performance increase from module without Kalman filter to module with Kalman filter.
“D-tracker” denotes Deep-EV-Tracker[40]. “E” denotes event, “C” denotes color and “K” denotes
Kalman. “Incr” denotes the performance increase from our module without Kalman filter to those
with Kalman filter.

Data Metric EC-occ EDS-occ

D-tracker[40] Ours(E) Ours(E+K) Incr(%)↑ D-tracker[40] Ours(E) Ours(E+K) Incr(%)↑

E
δvis ↑ 26.8 29.3 30.5 3.92 31.3 35.1 36.7 4.50
δocc ↑ 20.2 23.1 24.1 4.41 21.3 24.6 25.9 5.05
δall ↑ 26.3 28.7 29.8 3.95 30.9 34.6 36.2 4.51

KLT[49] Ours(C) Ours(C+K) Incr(%)↑ KLT[49] Ours(C) Ours(C+K) Incr(%)↑

C
δvis ↑ 32.5 38.1 42.8 12.36 34.4 41.5 46.0 10.95
δocc ↑ 5.8 11.8 18.1 53.16 11.0 17.9 20.9 16.46
δall ↑ 30.6 36.3 41.1 13.26 33.2 40.1 44.5 10.89

D-tracker[40] Ours Ours Incr(%)↑ D-tracker[40] Ours Ours Incr(%)↑+ KLT[49] (E+C) (E+C+K) + KLT[49] (E+C) (E+C+K)

E+C
δvis ↑ 32.1 37.2 44.5 19.73 35.0 43.1 52.0 20.64
δocc ↑ 5.8 11.4 28.5 149.06 10.7 18.6 26.8 43.61
δall ↑ 30.3 35.5 43.4 22.32 33.7 41.6 50.6 21.51

Query Points Deep-EV-Tracker Deep-EV-Tracker+KLT Ours(Event+Color+Kalman)Ours(Event+Kalman)

Figure 3: Qualitative Comparison.

To better demonstrate the superiority of the Kalman filter, experiments are conducted on datasets with
occlusion, EC-occ, and EDS-occ, see Tab. 3. The better performance of modules with Kalman filter
proves the ability to stabilize tracking, especially in the occluded situation since the occluded points
has the most increment. When the point is occluded, the uncertainty would increase, and the Kalman
filter would trust its explicit motion state rather than the untrustworthy network output.

Both experiments support the argument that multimodality should be combined carefully. Simply
combining two modules by replacing initial points does not produce desirable results and can even
yield worse outcomes than using a single module. However, with the assistance of the Kalman filter,
we observed a significant improvement, demonstrating that the Kalman filter is an effective method
for combining multimodality modules.

To explain in more depth, uncertainty increases in scenarios where event cameras or traditional
cameras are challenged, such as extreme lighting or motion for traditional cameras or low latent
features for event cameras. In these situations, the biased prediction has a slight influence on the final
prediction when passed through the Kalman filter. This process naturally leverages the advantages of
both event and color cameras, balancing predictions from the two different sources.

Qualitative Comparison We visualize the tracks estimated by our methods, along with those from
other methods, in Fig. 3. As shown, all methods exhibit apparent errors after occlusion, but our
methods result in fewer lost tracks. The effectiveness of the color relocalization module is evident,
as it facilitates relocalization after occlusion, whereas the other methods struggle and often fail
post-occlusion. In conclusion, our methods provide the longest and most stable estimated tracks,
demonstrating their robustness in occlusion situations.

8



Table 4: Ablation experiments. The ablated versions are labeled under the experiments. Settings
used in our final model are underlined.

Expect FA↑

Experiment Method EC EC-occ EDS EDS-occ Parameters
Feature Pyramid On 0.819 0.522 0.474 0.343 33.1M
(Ours Event) Off 0.789 0.439 0.395 0.283 29.3M

LSTM Module Feature+Displacement 0.819 0.522 0.474 0.343 33.1M
(Ours Event) Feature 0.794 0.473 0.428 0.337 32.7M

Displacement 0.617 0.332 0.282 0.186 31.9M
Off 0.568 0.338 0.294 0.225 31.6M

Correlation Vector Feature Map Center 0.819 0.522 0.474 0.343 33.1M
(Ours Event) U-Net Bottleneck 0.792 0.472 0.441 0.330 35.7M

Dataset MultiTrack 0.800 0.510 0.412 0.283 -
(Ours Event & Deep-EV-Tracker) MultiFlow[23] 0.777 0.453 0.405 0.269 -

Runtime Analysis Our event module takes less than 9 ms to track one event patch across one
preprocessed event frame on EC[41] and EDS[27] using an Nvidia RTX3090. The introduction of the
Kalman filter adds less than 1 ms to the budget. As a result, the integration of the event module and
Kalman filter enables precise predictions at frequencies exceeding 100Hz. Additionally, our image
module can operate efficiently with the Kalman filter at frequencies above 50Hz, making it efficient
enough for low-frequency image relocalization.

5.2 Ablations

To evaluate the distinct contributions of each integrated network component on tracking accuracy and
stability, we conducted a series of ablation studies on real data EC[41] and EDS[27] and occluded
data EC-occ and EDS-occ outlined in Tab. 4.

Feature Pyramid We use a Feature Pyramid to take both the perception field and accuracy into
account. We experiment with replacing the Pyramid Feature Encoder with a single patch like [40] do,
which achieves worse performance because of the scarcer information from the patch, indicating that
the pyramid has a contribution both on tracking accuracy and occlusion.

LSTM Module Our event module employs two LSTM modules, designed for delivering feature
and displacement information. We tested versions with one of the LSTM modules removed and
a version with no LSTM modules. The results show that removing any LSTM module leads to
performance loss, demonstrating the contribution of both LSTM modules.

Correlation Vector The Deep-EV-Tracker[40] uses the U-Net bottleneck vector as the reference
vector to correlate with the target feature map, while we believe the reference vector should come
from the reference feature map considering symmetry. So we conduct an experiment on it, in which
the vector from the reference feature map performs better.

Dataset In this experiment, we train our event module and Deep-EV-Tracker[40] respectively on
the MultiTrack and MultiFlow[23] datasets and evaluate average performance of the two methods on
the two datasets. Although we view MultiTrack as a supplement to MultiFlow rather than a complete
replacement, the results show that our MultiTrack dataset still outperforms the MultiFlow dataset on
average metrics. This suggests that MultiTrack can unleash more potential of modules.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we presented BlinkTrack, a novel framework for high-frame-rate feature tracking
that leverages the strengths of both event data and RGB images. By integrating a differentiable
Kalman filter within a learning-based architecture, BlinkTrack effectively addresses the challenges
of asynchronous data fusion and improves tracking performance under occlusions. Our extensive
experiments, supported by newly generated and augmented datasets, show that BlinkTrack signif-
icantly outperforms existing methods in terms of robustness and speed, achieving state-of-the-art
performance while running at over 100 FPS. These results underscore the potential of our approach
for advanced feature tracking applications, establishing a new benchmark for future research in this
field. Limitations. Since the event module and color image module are trained separately, their
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fusion performance could be hindered. In our future work, we will explore training these two modules
jointly with more resources.
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