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Abstract—Object detection plays a critical role in autonomous
driving, where accurately and efficiently detecting objects in
fast-moving scenes is crucial. Traditional frame-based cameras
face challenges in balancing latency and bandwidth, necessitating
the need for innovative solutions. Event cameras have emerged
as promising sensors for autonomous driving due to their
low latency, high dynamic range, and low power consumption.
However, effectively utilizing the asynchronous and sparse event
data presents challenges, particularly in maintaining low latency
and lightweight architectures for object detection. This paper
provides an overview of object detection using event data in
autonomous driving, showcasing the competitive benefits of event
cameras.

Index Terms—Event-Based Camera, Object Detection, Au-
tonomous Driving, Neuromorphic Vision, Spiking Neural Net-
work, Graph Neural Network, Multi-modal Learning, Deep
Neural Network

I. INTRODUCTION

Time plays a critical role in object detection, particularly in
fast-moving vehicles. Traditional frame-based cameras face a
trade-off between latency and bandwidth. This has prompted
the development of event cameras, which offer low latency (in
the order of microseconds) and high dynamic range (140 dB
compared to 60 dB in frame-based cameras) [1]. Moreover,
event cameras exhibit high temporal resolution and consume
low power, making them competitive sensors for autonomous
driving. However, effectively handling the asynchronous and
sparse event data poses challenges for researchers. Various
techniques have been employed, including utilizing conven-
tional deep neural networks (DNN) architecture [2] [3] [4]
[5] [6] [7] [8] [9] [10] [11], leveraging bio-inspired Spiking
Neural Networks (SNN) [12] [13] [14] [15], learning spatio-
temporal features using Graph Neural Networks (GNN) [16]
[17], and combining data fusion with RGB frames [18] [19]
[20] [21] [22] [23]. Additionally, to enhance research in object
detection with event data, several datasets have been proposed
[6] [24] [22] [23].

In this paper, we present an overview of the object detection
process using event data and introduce cutting-edge research in
this domain. The subsequent sections are organized as follows:
Section 2 covers the event camera, event data structure, and
the object detection task. Section 3 discusses several event
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Fig. 1: Comparison between RGB and Event Cameras. (a) In
low-light conditions, RGB cameras fail to distinguish objects
from the background due to insufficient light capture, whereas
event cameras excel at detecting object edges. (b) RGB
cameras’ limited dynamic range falls short in high-intensity
scenes, unlike event cameras with their high dynamic range
for clear object detection. (c) Motion blur in RGB imaging
during fast movements is avoided with event cameras, which
offer low-latency, blur-free detection.

preprocessing methodologies. Section 4 presents recent event-
based object detection techniques employing different types of
neural networks. Section 5 reviews datasets tailored for object
detection using event cameras. Finally, Section 6 concludes
with a discussion.

II. EVENT CAMERA AND EVENT DATA

1) Event camera: Event camera (Neuromorphic camera)
is a bio-inspired camera in which each photoreceptor behind
a pixel mimics a light-sensitive cell in biological retinas, as
shown in Figure 1. When the illumination changes, each pixel
on the event camera will record the log intensity, and send
a spike(event) once the change exceeds a set threshold [1].
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The spike signals are transmitted from the retina pixel and
then out of the camera, using a key technique AER [25] to
map the address. Thus, the event cameras can asynchronously
output the event stream. The first event camera is Dynamic
Vision Sensor (DVS), which was developed for frame-free
and event-driven tasks [26]. The Asynchronous Time-Based
Image Sensor (ATIS) [27] succeeds the component in DVS
and makes it possible to output the absolute intensity in
illumination change. The ATIS achieves a very large static
dynamic range (>120 dB) but still have some disadvantage
(For example, the pixel is at least double the area of DVS
pixels [1]). The most usable event camera called Dynamic
and Active Pixel Vision Sensor (DAVIS) [28] combines the
DVS and a conventional active pixel sensor (APS), which
outputs grayscale video at limited dynamic range(55 dB). This
combination makes it possible to use both the information
from event-driven and frame-based cameras.
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Fig. 2: Comparative diagram of event camera circuitry and
visual nerves(adapted from [29]). Here, the circuit diagram
mimics three parts of the vision sensing nerve: the photorecep-
tors are responsible for converting signals into electrochemical
signals that can be transmitted by neurons, the ganglion cells
receive the electrochemical signals, and then these electro-
chemical signals continue to be transmitted along the optic
nerve, ultimately becoming a binary signal.

2) Event Data Structure: Due to its information perception
mechanism, the camera outputs event data as a time-related
type. Specifically, the event data is structured as an (x,y,p,t)
tuple, where (x,y) indicates the pixel’s position; p represents
the light-changing polarity; and t is the time stamp. Polarity
signifies the change in lighting intensity, corresponding to ON
and OFF events. Therefore, from a spatio-temporal dimension
perspective, event data consists of a collection of discrete
points in space and time, often containing rich spatial and
temporal semantic information, which aids in tasks highly
related to space and time, such as real-time object detection
in autonomous driving scenarios.

III. EVENT DATA PREPROCESSING

Unlike synchronous and dense images in the 2D vision
tasks, the event data can’t be directly processed by conven-

tional computer vision methods due to its asynchronous and
sparse form [5]. Thus, several methods are proposed to pre-
process the event data to bring the advanced performance of
the vision deep learning to the event-based vision tasks.

1) Event Frame (Event Image): is a simple way to convert
the event data to a structure that traditional DNN can deal
with, which has been used in several event-based object
detection methods [2] [18] [20] [21] [23]. It compressed the
sparse and asynchronous event point in the spatio-temporal
space into many synchronous and dense image-like frames.
The event frame can be understood as a type of 2-channel
image, composed by positive events and negative events. Such
representation can provide dense features which can well suit
in modern deep learning methods [11], since the spatial infor-
mation of the object edges, which can be sensed by events,
is the most informative to 2D computer vision algorithms.
However, it can also discard the sparsity of the event data,
leading to the raising of memory usage and computation.

2) Voxel Grid: is adapted from the method dealing with
point clouds. It understands the spatio-temporal tuple (x, y, t)
as the (x, y, z) in 3D space. Just like a pixel in 2D space,
a event voxel is a fixed voxel in spatio-temporal dimension,
which is given by a specific pixel and time interval [30].
Compared to evnet frame, this representation contains more
temporal information by avoiding squeeze the time dimension
on a 2D gird [1]. For a set of events within a time window
∆T , a B ×H ×W voxel grid can be given as follows:

V (x, y, t) =
∑
i

piδb(x− xi)δb(y − yi)δb(t− t∗i ) (1)

t∗i =
B − 1

∆T
(ti − t1) (2)

δb(a) = max(0, 1− |a|) (3)

where B is the time interval, H is the height, and W
is the width of the voxel. For voxel grid is still a dense
representation somehow, it will also cause the raise of memory
and computation consumption.

3) Learnable Representation: is a different way in creating
event representations. Unlike traditional handcrafted discrip-
tor of events, learnable event representation aims at finding
the most suitable one for different scenarios, especially for
object detection. For example, EventPillar [10], which takes
PointPillar [31] as a reference, is optimized through the
training process, converting both positive and negative polarity
of events into a set of pillars, and generates a 3D tensor
representation.

IV. METHODOLOGY FOR EVENT-BASED OBJECT
DETECTION

The structure of event-based data significantly diverges
from that of traditional frame-based imagery, rendering ob-
ject detection and tracking tasks particularly challenging. In
recent years, a variety of approaches have been developed to
address these challenges. These methods range from adapting
Artificial Neural Networks (ANNs) to the asynchronous nature
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Fig. 3: Summary diagram of object detection technology for
autonomous driving scenarios based on event cameras and
deep learning. It can be broadly divided into four technical
approaches: based on traditional deep neural networks, based
on graph neural networks, based on spiking neural networks,
and based on multi-modal fusion. At the same time, large
object detection datasets based on event cameras in driving
scenarios is also proposed to support these technologies.

of event streams, employing architectures that align with the
characteristics of events from neuromorphic and graph-based
perspectives, to integrating additional information from frame-
based images. These strategies have demonstrated success in
object detection tasks.

A. DNN for Event-Based Object Detection

1) YOLO Based Method: A common idea to detect object
on events is to adapt advanced architecture used in frame-
based vision such as YOLO [32] and DETR [33] [34]. To
make the event data suitable for object detector, using the event
frame representation can be a direct way. For example, [3] uses
Recurrent Rolling Convolution (RPC) [35] to generate pseudo
labels from the APS frame, which is produced by DAVIS [28]
along with event streams, and use the label and ground-truth
events to train a YOLO network.

However, most of the aforementioned methods preprocess
events into event frames, allowing them to directly utilize
existing neural network modules for processing. While this
approach facilitates the utilization of neural networks, it also
sacrifices the inherent sparsity and spatio-temporal charac-
teristics of event data. Therefore, designing novel network
architectures that can handle sparse event points in the spatio-
temporal domain has become an important research direction.
Cannici [4] has redefined convolution and pooling operations
to alter the forward propagation of fully convolutional net-
works, recomputing only the feature maps corresponding to
the regions affected by events.
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Fig. 4: Different Method in Event-Based Object Detection.
(a) Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) for object detection in
event data are often applied after transforming raw events
into an image-like format, facilitating the use of established
models like YOLO. (b) Exploiting the spatio-temporal content
of event data is enhanced by modeling it as a graph, rather
than compressing it into frames, making it compatible with
Graph Neural Networks (GNNs). (c) Spiking Neural Networks
(SNNs) directly process asynchronous event data, where indi-
vidual spiking neurons generate asynchronous spike outputs
once the number of received spikes reaches a threshold.
(d) Employing a multimodal fusion strategy, this approach
capitalizes on the synergistic attributes of event data and RGB
imagery. Feature extraction is initially performed separately
on each modality using respective feature extractors, followed
by a fusion process. The integrated features are then decoded
to determine the bounding boxes and classify the objects.



2) LSTM Based Method: Due to the spatio-temporal char-
acteristics of event streams, the use of Long Short-Term
Memory (LSTM) networks [36] to learn features in the tem-
poral domain enables the network to better capture spatio-
temporal features. DMANet [10]utilizes the hidden state of
adaptive convolutional LSTM to encode long-term memory
and models short-term memory by computing the spatio-
temporal correlations between event pillars within adjacent
time intervals. Furthermore, for the task of object detection and
the TAF (Temporal Active Focus) event representation, Liu
[9] designed a new module called BFM (Bifurcated Folding
Module) and a lightweight object detection head called AED
(Agile Event Detector) to better match the high temporal
resolution of event data. AED combines the outputs of TAF
and BFM, providing competitive accuracy while maintaining
high speed.

3) Attention Based Method: After the self-attention struc-
ture [37] has shown great promise in the visual domain,
the Transformer structure has also been introduced into the
field of event data. Gehrig proposed the RVT module [11],
which utilizes convolutional priors and local/dilated global
self-attention through a multi-stage design to achieve spatial
feature interaction. By aggregating recurrent temporal features,
RVT achieves minimized inference while preserving event in-
formation. SSM-ViT takes a further step by introducing state-
space models (SSMs) for event cameras, aiming to address the
challenge of poor generalizability in deep neural networks pro-
cessing event-camera data [38]. SSMs with learnable timescale
parameters adapt to varying frequencies without requiring
retraining at different frequencies [39]. Different from RVT,
Li [8] proposed the use of a temporal attention convolution
module and an adaptive temporal sampling strategy to learn
asynchronous attention embeddings from continuous event
streams. This asynchronous attention embedding captures key
motion information from event data, which is beneficial for
continuous object detection.

4) Point Cloud Inspired Method: Due to the sparsity of
event data in the spatial-temporal dimensions and the sparsity
of point cloud data in three-dimensional space, many deep
learning methods for event cameras draw inspiration from the
approaches used in 3D vision for processing point clouds. For
instance, EventNet [40] adopts concepts from PointNet [41],
leveraging its architecture to effectively process the sparse and
asynchronous nature of event data. Messikommer has bor-
rowed the concept of SSC (Submanifold Sparse Convolutions)
[42] from the field of 3D sparse point clouds and designed a
sparse convolutional layer capable of handling asynchronous
sparse event points [5]. This sparse convolutional layer uses a
’rulebook’ to map input to output points. It engages only active
points during sparse data processing, enhancing efficiency and
memory usage.

B. GNN for Event-Based Object Detection

Treating event data from a fresh perspective involves view-
ing each event as a mutually connected node in the spatio-
temporal domain. Graph neural networks (GNNs) [43] utilize

graph representations to model the characteristics of event
streams. In this context, each event in the stream is consid-
ered a node in the graph, where the node’s feature is the
event’s polarity. Considering a group of events, take event
ei : (xi, yi, ti, pi) as a node vi in the graph.

di,j =
√

α(|xi − xj |2 + |yi − yj |2) + β|ti − tj |2 ≤ R (4)

For every pair of nodes vi and vj , if their spatio-temporal
distance di,j is less than a fixed radius distance R, an edge ei,j
is connected between them. This process forms an undirected
graph by connecting event nodes through edges based on
their proximity in the spatio-temporal domain. Once the event
stream is constructed as a graph, graph neural networks can
be employed to process the event data, capturing the rela-
tionships among the event points. GNNs excel at processing
graph-structured data, making them suitable for modeling the
interconnected nature of events in event streams. By leveraging
the power of GNNs, it becomes possible to extract meaningful
representations that encode both the individual event properties
and their relationships with other events.

Indeed, the dynamic nature of event data, where the graph
needs to be continuously updated as events evolve in the
temporal domain, can introduce significant computational
overhead. To address this challenge, Schaefer proposed the
Asynchronous Event-based Graph Neural Network (AEGNN)
[16]. AEGNN treats event data as a temporally evolving graph,
where each new event induces local changes to the GNN’s
activations, which are asynchronously propagated to lower lay-
ers.Unlike traditional graph neural networks, AEGNNs retain
temporal information in the event data, rather than discarding
it. This approach significantly reduces computation and latency
because only the activations of nodes affected by each new
event need to be recomputed, rather than recomputing all
network activations.

Building upon AEGNN, EAGR [17] aimed to push the
boundaries of graph neural network performance on event
stream data. It achieved this by scaling up the model size
by increasing the number of feature channels in the layer
blocks and detection heads. Techniques like pruning node
updates and early-time node aggregation are employed to
reduce computation while maintaining performance.

C. SNN for Event-Based Object Detection

In embedded applications, algorithms have stringent re-
quirements in terms of latency, accuracy, and power con-
sumption. Traditional Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) face
challenges in addressing these issues due to their typically
continuous and synchronous computation modes, which con-
sume significant energy and computational resources. By con-
trast, spiking neural networks (SNNs) [44] are more biologi-
cally plausible, as neurons communicate through discrete and
asynchronous spikes. This natural low-power and hardware-
friendly mode of operation makes SNNs particularly suitable
for sparse and binary event data, which encompasses spatial
and temporal variations and can be accurately represented by
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Fig. 5: Publication dates of selected papers on event-based object detection in autonomous driving scenarios.

spikes. Furthermore, SNNs enable the natural processing of
temporal data without the need for additional complexity, as
in recurrent neural networks (RNNs). This is because spike-
based training enhances the ability to process spatio-temporal
data, where the spatial aspect refers to neurons connecting
only with nearby neurons to process input chunks separately,
and the temporal aspect involves spike training occurring
over time, allowing for the recovery of information lost in
binary encoding through spike timing. Event cameras capture
precisely this type of binary and sparse event data. Therefore,
training SNNs directly on event data can lead to the design of
fast and efficient embedded applications.

1) Novel SNN Architectures: Earlier studies have demon-
strated the effectiveness of SNNs in event-based object recog-
nition and image classification tasks [45] [46], but their
application in event-based object detection has been limited.
However, in recent years, with the availability of large-scale
event-based datasets, there has been a surge in research utiliz-
ing SNNs in the domain of event cameras.Building upon this
foundation, Cordone [13] rebuilds effective object detection
networks such as SqueezeNet [47], VGG [48], MobileNet
[49], and DenseNet [50], leveraging recent advancements in
spike-based backpropagation techniques like surrogate gra-
dient learning, parameterized Leaky Integrate-and-Fire (LIF)
neurons, and the SpikingJelly framework [51]. These advance-
ments have enabled SNNs to achieve better performance when
processing real-world event data. EMS-YOLO, on the other
hand, aims to train deep SNNs for object detection tasks
without converting them from ANNs [52]. It introduces a
full-spike residual block, EMS-ResNet, to extend the network
depth efficiently with low power consumption. DOTIE [15]
introduces a more generalizable architecture for event-based
object detection. It groups events using two dimensions, spatial
and temporal, to separate events based on their originating
objects and determine object boundaries. This asynchronous
approach is robust to camera noise and performs well in
scenarios where events are generated by stationary objects in
the background.

2) SNN-ANN Hybrid: Despite the advantages of SNNs
in terms of low power consumption and their ability to
directly process spatio-temporal information, their relatively
short development history has resulted in limited performance
and training challenges. To address these issues, many re-
search efforts have focused on combining SNNs with tradi-
tional Artificial Neural Networks (ANNs), aiming to enhance
SNN performance while maintaining low power consumption.

Kugele [12] introduces a hybrid approach that combines SNNS
and ANNs. This method utilizes event data as input, which
is then processed and classified by the SNN. The hybrid
approach aims to achieve higher processing capabilities while
maintaining low energy consumption.

3) Spiking Neuron Enhancing: Enhancing the intrinsic
properties of SNNs, such as spike firing frequencies, and
refining their training techniques are crucial for improving
their performance in event-based object detection. Wang’s
approach [53], which differs from previous methods that
relied on approximate gradient descent, utilizes Spike-Timing-
Dependent Plasticity (STDP) for unsupervised training. On
the other hand, FPDAG focuses on directly modulating the
membrane potential dynamics of SNNs [14]. By employing
adaptive thresholds triggered by spikes, FPDAG stabilizes the
training process and further boosts network performance.

D. Multi-Modal Fusion for Event-Based Object Detection

Event cameras exhibit several advantages, including low
power consumption, low latency, and high dynamic range.
However, they encounter limitations when dealing with static
scenes, as they are unable to perceive them effectively. Fur-
thermore, event cameras lack the capability to capture texture
information of objects, which can be crucial for accurate object
recognition and detection. To overcome these limitations, the
fusion of RGB image data and event data has been proposed
as a solution. RGB images provide rich color and texture
information, which is essential for recognizing and identifying
objects. On the other hand, event data offers high sensitivity to
motion, capturing fine details of moving objects. By combin-
ing these two modalities, one can leverage the complementary
strengths of both data types, enabling effective perception and
object detection in a wide range of scenarios, including low-
light, high-light, and high-speed motion environments. The
fusion of RGB and event data allows for the creation of a
more comprehensive representation of the scene, taking into
account both static and dynamic elements. By combining the
rich texture information from RGB images with the motion
sensitivity of event data, one can achieve more accurate and
robust object detection in diverse conditions. This modality
fusion approach has the potential to enhance the performance
of perception systems in real-world applications, leveraging
the unique advantages of both event cameras and traditional
image sensors.

Tomy [21] utilized the FPN (Feature Pyramid Network) [54]
to fuse event and image features extracted using ResNet [55].



By integrating features from different levels, FPN enhances the
detection of objects at various scales. JDF [19] presents a joint
detection framework that integrates event-based and frame-
based perception for vehicle detection in autonomous driving.
By fusing the two streams into a convolutional neural network
(CNN) and utilizing a spiking neural network to generate
visual attention maps, the framework achieves synchronization
between the event and frame streams. Additionally, the paper
introduces the Dempster-Shafer theory [56] of evidence to fuse
the outputs of the CNN, thereby enhancing the performance of
vehicle detection. Liu introduced an attention mechanism [20],
designing an Attention-based fusion module. This module uses
squeeze-and-excitation blocks and channel attention mecha-
nisms to deeply fuse the feature maps of Gaussian parameters
and confidence maps. This approach allows for capturing
richer feature information and improving the accuracy of
vehicle object detection.

However, the aforementioned studies are based on the fusion
of RGB images and event data within a single timeframe and
do not consider the rich semantic information of event data
along the temporal dimension. Therefore, RENet has designed
a Temporal Multi-scale Aggregation Module to fully exploit
information from both RGB exposure times and widely spaced
event frames. Additionally, a Bidirectional Fusion Module
is introduced to calibrate and integrate multimodal features.
SODFormer [23] takes a further step by improving upon
Deformable DETR [34], completely abandoning the CNN
structure. Instead, it relies entirely on attention mechanisms
for frame data processing, event stream processing, and data
fusion. By aggregating RGB and frame images over a period
of time on the temporal scale using Temporal Deformable
DETR [57], SODFormer is capable of fully leveraging the
information along the temporal dimension. This approach
allows for more efficient and accurate feature extraction and
fusion, leading to improved object detection performance.

V. EVENT OBJECT DETECTION DATASET

To support the rapid development of event-based object
detection in recent years, several datasets have been proposed.
Unlike traditional image-based object detection that identifies
target objects on individual images, event-based object detec-
tion more closely resembles the detection of objects in videos
with continuous semantic information along the temporal
dimension. To fully leverage the rich spatio-temporal semantic
information provided by the mechanism of event cameras,
datasets proposed in recent years often involve collecting
continuous scene data using event cameras over a period
of time. While there are examples of transforming classic
image object detection datasets into event data for object
detection, this approach loses the characteristic of spatio-
temporal continuity of event data, and thus is not within the
scope of this paper.

Most publicly available datasets focus on the field of object
detection in autonomous driving scenarios. The requirements
for low latency, high dynamic range, and low power con-
sumption in vehicle-mounted sensors for autonomous driving

make event cameras a strong contender to replace traditional
vehicular visual sensors. This has also led to a preference
among researchers for object detection in autonomous driving
scenarios. These datasets can generally be divided into two
categories: one consisting of pure event data, and the other
containing both traditional camera and event camera data. The
data is usually vast in volume, and a detailed comparison table
can be found in Table 1.

A. Event Only Datasets

The Gen1 dataset [6] is the first large-scale object detection
dataset that does not rely on video conversion but instead
directly utilizes event cameras for real-world data acquisition.
By aggregating and transforming the asynchronous intensity
measurements from the ATIS sensor into grayscale images, it
enables humans to annotate the event stream. However, the
Gen1 dataset employs a GEN1 event sensor with a relatively
low resolution. Consequently, the 1 Mpx dataset [24] utilizes
a higher-resolution event camera. In order to reduce the
annotation costs of the dataset, researchers placed a traditional
camera alongside the event camera. They annotated the RGB
video using commercial automatic annotation software and
then mapped the automatically annotated calibration boxes
from the frame images to the event stream.

B. Multi-modal Datasets

Although event cameras can output rich semantic informa-
tion, they may malfunction under certain conditions, such as
when there is no movement or during low-speed scenarios. To
address this issue, the introduction of semantic information
from other modalities can effectively compensate for this
deficiency of event cameras. With the development of event
camera sensors, the advent of DAVIS (Dynamic and Active-
Pixel Image Sensors) enables the simultaneous recording of
event signals and light signals at the same pixel point, thereby
outputting both RGB data and event data concurrently.

The DDD17 dataset [60] is the first to use DAVIS to record
image data and event data simultaneously. Building upon this,
the PKU-DDD17 dataset [19] introduces a multimodal dataset
that includes both image and event data, manually annotated
on RGB images. Since DAVIS captures both modalities from
the same pixel point, this dataset allows users to directly
integrate the two modalities of data. Similarly, the PKU-SOD
dataset [23], through the collection of data under scenarios
where traditional cameras fail, compares the two modalities
of data manually and extensively examines conditions under
low light and high speed.

Although DAVIS can output data from both modalities
without any adjustments, the resolution of its event and image
data is low, and the image quality is relatively poor. One
solution is to use a higher-resolution event camera in con-
junction with a traditional RGB camera to record frame data.
Inspired by KITTI [61] and MVSEC [62], the DSEC dataset
[58] employs a stereoscopic multimodal camera to record data
from autonomous driving scenarios, along with the vehicle’s
GPS data and depth map data. Subsequently, the DSEC-Det



TABLE I: A comparative analysis of open-source datasets for event-based object detection. The DSEC-Det dataset is derived
from the DSEC dataset [58]. It utilizes qdtrack [59] for detection on RGB images, followed by manual rectification to generate
the final dataset. The event camera resolution for DSEC-Det is 640×480, while the RGB camera boasts a resolution of
1280×720.

Dataset Year Venue Resolution Modality Classes Boxes Label Frequency
Gen1 Detection [6] 2020 arXiv 304×240 Events 2 255k Pseudo 1, 4 Hz
1 Mpx Detection [24] 2020 NIPS 1280×720 Events 3 25M Pseudo 60 Hz
PKU-DDD17-CAR [19] 2019 ICME 346×260 Events, Frames 1 3155 Manual 1 Hz
DSEC-Det [58] 2022 RA-L 640×480, 1280×720 Events, Frames 8 390.1k Pseudo 20 Hz
PKU-DAVIS-SOD [23] 2023 TPAMI 346×260 Events, Frames 3 1080.1k Manual 25 Hz

dataset utilizes existing traditional RGB frame object detection
algorithms to obtain bounding boxes, supplemented by manual
corrections. As DSEC records data from traditional cameras
and event cameras of the surrounding scene at the same
moment, it is necessary to rectify the image data when using
it. Although it cannot output two modalities of data with the
same pixel coordinates directly like DAVIS, the independent
use of traditional cameras and event cameras brings higher
resolution to both image and event data.

VI. CHALLENGES

The field of object detection based on event cameras is
still in its infancy, with a significant gap compared to tra-
ditional frame-based object detection. Although event data
exhibits stronger semantic continuity in the spatio-temporal
dimensions, the asynchronous nature of such data remains
challenging to process. Methods that compress events within
a fixed time frame simplify the asynchronous aspect of event
data but at the cost of losing a wealth of temporal information.
Employing Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs), which share the
same asynchronous nature as event data, seems to be an ideal
approach. This is because the spike information in SNNs is
fundamentally similar to event data, both being simulations
of biological signals. However, SNNs are still in the early
stages of development. While they have shown promising
performance in classification tasks, their performance in re-
gression problems is still not on par with traditional deep
neural networks. Additionally, the use of SNNs often involves
specialized hardware architectures, and the software ecosystem
for SNNs is yet to mature.

Moreover, as mentioned in the previous context regarding
the failure of event cameras in static conditions, the integra-
tion of modalities using conventional cameras is a potential
solution. However, there is still room for improvement in
terms of real-time performance. Overall, the enhancement of
object detection capabilities based on event cameras is not
solely dependent on algorithmic advancements. It also neces-
sitates improvements in hardware performance and may even
be related to the development of brain-inspired intelligence.
The advancement of this technology could potentially benefit
from interdisciplinary research that combines insights from
computer vision, neuroscience, and hardware engineering to
overcome current limitations and fully leverage the unique
advantages of event-based data.

VII. CONCLUSION

The utilization of event cameras for object detection, despite
being in its nascent stage, has garnered significant interest
in recent years. This is largely attributable to the inherent
characteristics of event cameras, which include low power con-
sumption, high dynamic range, and low latency. Additionally,
the biological significance of these cameras—mimicking the
asynchronous, event-driven nature of human vision—makes
them a compelling choice for various applications. In this
article, we have summarized several types of deep learning
methodologies currently employed for object detection using
event cameras and introduced the corresponding datasets. Our
aim is to assist researchers and engineers in taking the first
step towards further exploration and development of event-
based object detection tasks.

REFERENCES

[1] G. Gallego, T. Delbrück, G. Orchard, C. Bartolozzi, B. Taba, A. Censi,
S. Leutenegger, A. Davison, J. Conradt, K. Daniilidis, and D. Scara-
muzza, “Event-based vision: A survey,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern
Analysis and Machine Intelligence, 2019.

[2] M. Iacono, S. Weber, A. Glover, and C. Bartolozzi, “Towards event-
driven object detection with off-the-shelf deep learning,” in 2018
IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems
(IROS), IEEE, 2018.

[3] “Pseudo-labels for supervised learning on dynamic vision sensor data,
applied to object detection under ego-motion,” 2018.

[4] M. Cannici, M. Ciccone, A. Romanoni, and M. Matteucci, “Asyn-
chronous convolutional networks for object detection in neuromorphic
cameras,” in 2019 IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition Workshops (CVPRW), IEEE, 2019.

[5] N. Messikommer, D. Gehrig, A. Loquercio, and D. Scaramuzza,
Event-Based Asynchronous Sparse Convolutional Networks, p. 415–431.
Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2020.

[6] P. de Tournemire, D. Nitti, E. Perot, D. Migliore, and A. Sironi, “A large
scale event-based detection dataset for automotive,” arXiv.org, 2020.

[7] H. Xu, D. Shi, L. Jing, and C. Liu, “Polar loss for event-based object
detection,” in 2021 IEEE 33rd International Conference on Tools with
Artificial Intelligence (ICTAI), IEEE, 2021.

[8] J. Li, J. Li, L. Zhu, X. Xiang, T. Huang, and Y. Tian, “Asynchronous
spatio-temporal memory network for continuous event-based object de-
tection,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 31, p. 2975–2987,
2022.

[9] B. Liu, C. Xu, W. Yang, H. Yu, and L. Yu, “Motion robust high-speed
light-weighted object detection with event camera,” IEEE Transactions
on Instrumentation and Measurement, vol. 72, p. 1–13, 2023.

[10] D. Wang, X. Jia, Y. Zhang, X. Zhang, Y. Wang, Z. Zhang, D. Wang,
and H. Lu, “Dual memory aggregation network for event-based object
detection with learnable representation,” AAAI Conference on Artificial
Intelligence, 2023.

[11] M. Gehrig and D. Scaramuzza, “Recurrent vision transformers for
object detection with event cameras,” in 2023 IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), IEEE, 2023.



[12] A. Kugele, T. Pfeil, M. Pfeiffer, and E. Chicca, Hybrid SNN-ANN:
Energy-Efficient Classification and Object Detection for Event-Based
Vision, p. 297–312. Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2021.

[13] L. Cordone, B. Miramond, and P. Thierion, “Object detection with
spiking neural networks on automotive event data,” in 2022 International
Joint Conference on Neural Networks (IJCNN), IEEE, 2022.

[14] H. Zhang, L. Leng, K. Che, Q. Liu, J. Cheng, Q. Guo, J. Liao, and
R. Cheng, “Automotive object detection via learning sparse events by
temporal dynamics of spiking neurons,” arXiv.org, 2023.

[15] M. Nagaraj, C. M. Liyanagedera, and K. Roy, “Dotie - detecting objects
through temporal isolation of events using a spiking architecture,”
in 2023 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation
(ICRA), IEEE, 2023.

[16] S. Schaefer, D. Gehrig, and D. Scaramuzza, “Aegnn: Asynchronous
event-based graph neural networks,” in 2022 IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), IEEE, 2022.

[17] D. Gehrig and D. Scaramuzza, “Pushing the limits of asynchronous
graph-based object detection with event cameras,” arXiv.org, 2022.

[18] Z. Jiang, P. Xia, K. Huang, W. Stechele, G. Chen, Z. Bing, and
A. Knoll, “Mixed frame-/event-driven fast pedestrian detection,” in 2019
International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), IEEE,
2019.

[19] J. Li, S. Dong, Z. Yu, Y. Tian, and T. Huang, “Event-based vision
enhanced: A joint detection framework in autonomous driving,” in 2019
IEEE International Conference on Multimedia and Expo (ICME), IEEE,
2019.

[20] M. Liu, N. Qi, Y. Shi, and B. Yin, “An attention fusion network for event-
based vehicle object detection,” in 2021 IEEE International Conference
on Image Processing (ICIP), IEEE, 2021.

[21] A. Tomy, A. Paigwar, K. S. Mann, A. Renzaglia, and C. Laugier,
“Fusing event-based and rgb camera for robust object detection in
adverse conditions,” in 2022 International Conference on Robotics and
Automation (ICRA), IEEE, 2022.

[22] Z. Zhou, Z. Wu, R. Boutteau, F. Yang, C. Demonceaux, and D. Ginhac,
“Rgb-event fusion for moving object detection in autonomous driving,”
in 2023 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation
(ICRA), IEEE, 2023.

[23] D. Li, J. Li, and Y. Tian, “Sodformer: Streaming object detection with
transformer using events and frames,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern
Analysis and Machine Intelligence, p. 1–18, 2023.

[24] E. Perot, P. de Tournemire, D. Nitti, J. Masci, and A. Sironi, “Learning
to detect objects with a 1 megapixel event camera,” Neural Information
Processing Systems, 2020.

[25] S.-C. Liu, T. Delbruck, G. Indiveri, A. Whatley, and R. Douglas, “Event-
based neuromorphic systems,” 2015.

[26] P. Lichtsteiner, C. Posch, and T. Delbruck, “A 128 128 120 db 15 s
latency asynchronous temporal contrast vision sensor,” 2006.

[27] C. Posch, D. Matolin, and R. Wohlgenannt, “A qvga 143db dynamic
range asynchronous address-event pwm dynamic image sensor with
lossless pixel-level video compression,” 2010.

[28] R. Berner, C. Brandli, M. Yang, S.-C. Liu, and T. Delbruck, “A
240x180 120db 10mw 12us-latency sparse output vision sensor for
mobile applications,” 2013.

[29] C. Posch, T. Serrano-Gotarredona, B. Linares-Barranco, and T. Del-
bruck, “Retinomorphic event-based vision sensors: Bioinspired cameras
with spiking output,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 102, no. 10,
pp. 1470–1484, 2014.

[30] A. Z. Zhu, L. Yuan, K. Chaney, and K. Daniilidis, “Unsupervised event-
based learning of optical flow, depth, and egomotion,” 2019.

[31] A. H. Lang, S. Vora, H. Caesar, L. Zhou, J. Yang, and O. Beijbom,
“Pointpillars: Fast encoders for object detection from point clouds,” in
2019 IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recogni-
tion (CVPR), pp. 12689–12697, 2019.

[32] A. Bochkovskiy, C.-Y. Wang, and H. Liao, “Yolov4: Optimal speed and
accuracy of object detection,” arXiv.org, 2020.

[33] N. Carion, F. Massa, G. Synnaeve, N. Usunier, A. Kirillov, and
S. Zagoruyko, End-to-End Object Detection with Transformers,
p. 213–229. Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2020.

[34] X. Zhu, W. Su, L. Lu, B. Li, X. Wang, and J. Dai, “Deformable detr:
Deformable transformers for end-to-end object detection,” 2021.

[35] J. Ren, X. Chen, J. Liu, W. Sun, J. Pang, Q. Yan, Y.-W. Tai, and L. Xu,
“Accurate single stage detector using recurrent rolling convolution,”
2017.

[36] S. Hochreiter and J. Schmidhuber, “Long short-term memory,” Neural
Computation, vol. 9, no. 8, pp. 1735–1780, 1997.

[37] K. Han, Y. Wang, H. Chen, X. Chen, J. Guo, Z. Liu, Y. Tang, A. Xiao,
C. Xu, Y. Xu, Z. Yang, Y. Zhang, and D. Tao, “A survey on vision
transformer,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine
Intelligence, vol. 45, no. 1, pp. 87–110, 2023.

[38] N. Zubi’c, M. Gehrig, and D. Scaramuzza, “State space models for event
cameras,” arXiv.org, 2024.
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