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Abstract

Eye tracking has become increasingly important in virtual
and augmented reality applications; however, the current gaze
accuracy falls short of meeting the requirements for spatial
computing. We designed a gaze collection framework and
utilized high-precision equipment to gather the first precise
benchmark dataset, GazeTrack, encompassing diverse ethnic-
ities, ages, and visual acuity conditions for pupil localization
and gaze tracking. We propose a novel shape error regular-
ization method to constrain pupil ellipse fitting and train on
open-source datasets, enhancing semantic segmentation and
pupil position prediction accuracy. Additionally, we invent a
novel coordinate transformation method similar to paper un-
folding to accurately predict gaze vectors on the GazeTrack
dataset. Finally, we built a gaze vector generation model that
achieves reduced gaze angle error with lower computational
complexity compared to other methods.Please refer to our
project page for more details: https://github.com/—-(please
refer to other supplementary materials).

Introduction

The rise of the era of spatial computing(Balakrishnan et al.
2021) has ushered in unprecedented development opportuni-
ties for human-computer interaction (HCI) methods. As an
important means of HCI, eye-tracking technology has grad-
ually become a hot topic in both research and applications.
Eye-tracking technology enables more intelligent and intu-
itive interaction by tracking the user’s eye movements, sig-
nificantly enhancing the user experience. Gaze vector gen-
eration technology based on spatial computing represents a
new direction in the development of eye-tracking technol-
ogy.

On one hand, this technology allows for precise monitor-
ing and analysis of user gaze behavior, providing personal-
ized interaction experiences for users. On the other hand, it
can be applied in fields such as virtual reality(Anthes et al.
2016) and intelligent driving(Wu, Chen, and Metaxas 2020),
offering new ideas and methods for the development of re-
lated technologies. This is of great significance for advanc-
ing HCI technology.

However, there are numerous challenges in achieving
gaze vector generation. Firstly, eye-tracking involves pro-
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cessing and analyzing eye images, which are often affected
by environmental lighting and rapid eye movements, result-
ing in poor image quality. Secondly, the complex shape of
the eye makes it difficult for traditional image processing
methods to accurately extract eye contours. Accurate data is
required for gaze vector generation, but existing data pre-
cision is insufficient. Additionally, current hardware strug-
gles to meet the computational complexity requirements of
gaze vector generation, which demands low latency and high
frame rates.

To address these challenges, our research employs tech-
niques such as semantic segmentation, ellipse fitting, and
coordinate transformation to accurately process and analyze
eye images, ultimately generating gaze vectors.

In particular, we make the following contributions in this
work:

* We collected and processed a highly precise gaze dataset
and method, GazeTrack, comprising data from various
ages, genders, and ethnicities. We validated the optimal
performance of our algorithm on this dataset and third-
party datasets.

* We innovated the semantic segmentation model U-
ResAtt, which effectively separates the eye regions from
the surrounding environment in eye images, thereby im-
proving the accuracy of eye contour extraction.

* We proposed a shape prior regularization constraint for
pupil ellipse fitting, achieving more precise pupil coordi-
nates.

* We created a gaze coordinate transformation method,
CoordTransNet, suitable for gaze data collected from
various angles.

* We developed the gaze vector generation model, GVnet,
using a sliding window technique. This model can gener-
ate accurate gaze vectors from a single image after train-
ing.
limitations Eye-tracking devices typically need to be

worn on the head, and vigorous head movements may intro-
duce interference to eye-tracking data, leading to distortion
and reduced accuracy.

Related Work

Semantic segmentation, image deformation, coordinate
transformation, gaze estimation, and spatial computation are
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Figure 1: The steps of the GazeTrack

important research areas involving computer vision, human-
computer interaction, and artificial intelligence, among other
fields. Multiple teams are dedicated to research and develop-
ment in these domains.

The U-Net proposed by O. Ronneberger(Ronneberger,
Fischer, and Brox 2015) combines fully convolutional net-
works (FCNs) with autoencoder structures to achieve end-
to-end semantic segmentation. With a U-shaped architecture
consisting of symmetric encoder and decoder parts and skip
connections to fuse low-level and high-level features, it ef-
fectively enhances segmentation accuracy and reduces the
risk of overfitting during model training. U-Net has shown
outstanding performance in neural structure segmentation
tasks in electron microscopy stack images and emerged vic-
torious in the ISBI cell tracking challenge of that year.

W. Fuhl(Fuhl et al. 2016a), focusing on semantic seg-
mentation of the eye region, proposed a method for univer-
sal eye tracking that includes eyelid recognition and pupil
estimation. This approach achieved up to a 40% perfor-
mance improvement in outdoor driving scenarios, demon-
strating real-time operation and high accuracy. The team,
while maintaining model performance and real-time capa-
bility, introduced a new method(Fuhl et al. 2020) that re-
places convolutional layers with decision tree layers, signif-
icantly reducing computational complexity. They also com-
pared the effectiveness of using convolutional, binary, and
decision tree layers in neural networks for estimating pupil
contours(Fuhl et al. 2020), proving that real-time perfor-
mance can be maintained while improving the accuracy and
robustness of pupil contour estimation. The team combined
Haar-like features(Fuhl, Schneider, and Kasneci 2021) and
statistical learning techniques to propose a pupil segmenta-
tion method suitable for mobile eye tracking and high-speed

gaze tracking.

Mirikharaji Z and Hamarneh G optimized the perfor-
mance of fully convolutional networks (FCNs) in skin le-
sion segmentation tasks by introducing Star Shape pri-
ors(Mirikharaji and Hamarneh 2018), achieving leading ex-
perimental results. Inspired by this, Han et al. proposed a ro-
bust pupil center detection method based on CNNs by intro-
ducing shape priors(Han et al. 2020), enhancing robustness
against noise. Schnieders(Schnieders, Fu, and Wong 2010)
reconstructed eye models from single images to calculate
binocular vectors.

Microsoft’s Erroll Wood team(Wood et al. 2016) utilizes
computer vision to infer gaze points or attentional focuses
of human eyes, improving user interface design, monitor-
ing systems, etc. Google has patented eye tracking for au-
tonomous driving based on understanding drivers’ atten-
tion and intentions from gaze direction, enhancing its au-
tonomous driving system with eye tracking technology to
make it smarter and safer. NVIDIA introduced the NVGaze
dataset(Kim et al. 2019) for low-latency near-eye gaze es-
timation based on anatomical information, including vari-
ations in facial shape, gaze direction, pupil and iris, skin
color, and external conditions. They also collected a real-
world dataset from 35 subjects. Utilizing these datasets, they
trained neural networks achieving sub-millisecond latency,
with gaze estimation error of 2.06 degrees (+0.44 degrees).

Dierkes(Dierkes, Kassner, and Bulling 2018),
Swirski(Swirski and Dodgson 2013), and others used
multiple-view images to obtain geometric information
of the eye, estimating eye shape and position for gaze
prediction through mathematical modeling and optimization
algorithms. Otmar Hilliges(Zhang et al. 2020) created
and open-sourced the ETH-XGaze dataset and proposed



a new loss function for unsupervised learning. Jean Marc
Odobez(Siegfried and Odobez 2022) employed task at-
tention priors and multimodal information for gaze point
estimation. Sugano(Lu et al. 2015)(Zhang et al. 2017)
collected the MPIIGaze dataset, comprising 213,659 full-
face images of users during daily laptop use, along with
corresponding real gaze positions. Data were collected
using an experience sampling method to ensure continuity
of gaze and head pose, considering real changes in eye
appearance and lighting.

Compared to previous methods, our approach improves
the accuracy of gaze vector generation, reduces computa-
tional complexity, and is applicable to eye data collected
from various angles, making high-precision spatial compu-
tation more practical.

Eye Tracking Methods Based on Spatial
Computing (GazeTrack)

Firstly, we developed a U-ResAtt model based on U-Net, in-
corporating attention mechanisms and residual connections.
We combined the binary cross-entropy with the Ellipse Fit
Error (Lgpg) regularization method to effectively constrain
the loss, thereby reducing errors caused by reflections, oc-
clusions, and rapid eye movements, and improving the ac-
curacy and robustness of pupil localization. Secondly, using
the concept of image deformation and linear interpolation,
we created a coordinate transformation method that adjusts
the gaze distribution maps collected from subjects into a
standard shape. Finally, we built a gaze generation model,
training it using a sliding window as input. Below, I will de-
scribe the components of this method in detail.

Accurate Pupil Segmentation with Error
Regularization(U-ResAtt)

Model Overview To achieve precise semantic segmenta-
tion of the pupil, we incorporated attention mechanisms and
residual connections(He et al. 2016) into the U-Net model.
This addition aims to enhance segmentation accuracy in
challenging conditions such as low light, reflections, and
rapid eye movements. By reducing the original number of
layers, we addressed real-time processing constraints. The
enhanced U-ResAtt model structure is depicted in Figure 2.
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Figure 2: U-ResAtt model

Binary Cross Entropy Among the numerous possibili-
ties, the Binary Cross-Entropy Loss (L p¢c g) function is one
of the commonly used loss functions in image segmenta-
tion(Yeung et al. 2022) tasks. For binary classification prob-
lems, this loss function measures the difference between the

probability distribution predicted by the network and the true
label’s probability distribution. The function is computed as
follows:

N
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where i denotes the i-th batch among IV images, 2 repre-
sents the pixel space of the image, y represents the Ground
Truth (GT) image, and S represents the Sigmoid output of
the CNN. In the case of pupil segmentation, there are only
two categories in the GT: O representing background pixels
and 1 representing pixels composing the pupil. Therefore,
Yip 1s either O or 1. log denotes the natural logarithm. The
negative log-likelihood form of the binary cross-entropy loss
function ensures the maximization of the probability of the
correct class and minimization of the probability of the in-
correct class.

In image segmentation tasks, the binary cross-entropy
loss function for the entire image is defined as the sum or av-
erage of the loss functions for all pixels. By minimizing this
loss function, the network can learn to correctly segment the
image into two parts: the target and background.

Ellipse Fit Error Despite the satisfactory performance of
U-Net using Binary Cross-Entropy (BCE) as the loss func-
tion in many image segmentation applications, we demon-
strates that BCE alone is insufficient. To avoid issues such as
motion blur and reflection, which affect pupil extraction, it
is necessary to add a regularization term to the loss function.
This term, named Ellipse Fit Error (Lgrg), is calculated
based on the shape of the detected object and multiplied by
a weight parameter added to the loss.

The Ellipse Fit Error loss is added as a regularization term
to the pixel-level loss function to improve pupil semantic
segmentation. Since the pupil in a 2D image is an ellipse,
the goal is for the predicted pupil segmentation shape to be
a convex polygon tending toward an ellipse rather than just
a pixel edge segmentation, perfectly matching the pupil po-
sition. Any deviation between the predicted pupil and the
ground truth (GT) ellipse will be added as an extra regu-
larization term to the pixel-level binary cross-entropy loss
function, enforcing the model to produce elliptical semantic
inferences.

Figure 3: Ellipse fit error

Figure 3 illustrates how the proposed regularization term
Lprg is calculated. First, the ellipse representing the GT
pupil boundary is computed. Next, the Edge Drawing al-
gorithm(Topal and Akinlar 2012) is used to calculate the
boundary pixels of the predicted pupil spot (cyan points g



in Figure 3). For each pixel on the predicted pupil bound-
ary, the nearest point on the GT ellipse (blue points on the
ellipse boundary in Figure 3) is computed. The Euclidean
distance between p and ¢ is then added to Lgrg. Finally,
Lprg is added as a regularization term to the loss function
as described in Equation 2:

L=alpcg+ BLEFE 2)

The idea behind the Ellipse Fit Error (L gprg) regulariza-
tion term is as follows: If a point on the detected pupil spot
boundary is outside the GT (such as ¢1), this additional loss
term will push that point towards pl on the GT boundary.
Conversely, if a point on the detected pupil spot boundary
is inside the GT (such as ¢2), this additional loss term will
push ¢2 towards p2 on the GT boundary. When all bound-
ary pixels of the detected pupil spot lie on the GT boundary,
LgrEg tends to 0, which is the desired outcome of this study.

In mathematical terms, the ellipse equation representing
the GT pupil boundary is given by:

A2x? + Bay +Cy* + Dx+Ey+ F =0 3)

This ellipse equation can be converted to a parametric
form as shown in Equation 4:
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Given the predicted pupil spot on the boundary ¢ =
(z,y), the goal is to compute the nearest point p on the el-
lipse boundary. If p is represented in polar coordinates as in

Equation 5, the tangent of p’ must be perpendicular to the
line ¢ — p(0):

P = (racos(),rs sin(@))T 5

Equation 5 can now be iteratively solved for 6 using Equa-
tion 6:

(@—p(6))-7(0) =0 ©)

It is recommended to use tan™! (%) as the initial value

for 6. This system of equations can be solved numerically
using the Newton-Raphson method, and according to Cakir
& Topal(Cakir and Topal 2018), convergence for each point
requires two to three iterations. Once the nearest GT ellipse
boundary pixel p is found for each detected pupil pixel g,
the distance between the two contours in Euclidean space is
calculated using Equation 7:

Lere = Z lp—qll ™
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where egr represents the edge pixels of the GT pupil
and ep represents the edge pixels of the detected pupil. As
Lgrg approaches 0, the detected pupil spot converges to
the GT ellipse, thus forcing the network to produce elliptical

inferences.

Coordinate Transformation
Method(CoordTransNet)

For each set of points C, G, K, and O, the CoordTransNet
algorithm calculates the Euclidean distance between each
point and the central gaze point S. It identifies the point
farthest from S and uses this distance as a reference to
ensure the longest line segment becomes the diagonal of
the coordinate axes. Subsequently, the CoordTransNet algo-
rithm uses this reference to compute the transformed square
C5, G4, K5, and O,, while also calculating the transforma-
tion ratios for each point. These ratios are then used to trans-
form the coordinates of other gaze points. By employing the
concept of linear interpolation, the algorithm ensures that
the X and Y values of each gaze point undergo a uniform
transformation resembling elastic deformation, rather than
simple scaling. Consequently, the transformation ratios for
each point vary. The CoordTransNet algorithm uses these
ratios to compute the new positions of each point. All gaze
points are divided into eight regions based on the X-axis,
Y -axis, and the lines SC, SG, SK, and SO. The details of
the transformation ratios are provided below, using the sec-
ond quadrant as an example. The same procedures apply to
the other quadrants, as elaborated in the code provided in the
supplementary materials.
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Figure 4: Coordinates Transformation
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Figure 5: CoordTransNet

Gaze Vector Generation Model(GVnet)

We perform ellipse fitting using the coordinates of each
transformed circular gaze point(Halir and Flusser 1998) and
linearly regress it to the standard gaze view. Here, we em-
ploy the method of least squares for fitting. Due to precise
semantic segmentation performed earlier, a significant re-
duction in outliers has been achieved, akin to a purification
process prior to fitting. In case of any remaining outlier in-
terference, filtering conditions can be set to remove them.

The method involves fitting the ellipse of the pupil us-
ing the least squares approach, by minimizing the sum of
squared distances from the semantic segmentation edge data
points to the fitted ellipse(Fuhl and Kasneci 2020), in order
to determine the parameters of the ellipse. The method is as
follows:

Firstly, based on the general equation of an ellipse:

F(W;X) = Az>4+ Bay+Cy*> + Dz +FEy+F =0 (8)
Let:
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The objective function to be optimized can be determined
as:

X = 2%, 2y,9%, 2,9, 1
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where D is an n x 6 matrix [X; Xp ... X,]7 and
IWTX[]?> = WTXXTW.
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In equation 8, W7 HW > 0 represents the constraint of
ellipse parameters 4AC — B? > 0. Since W is a coefficient
vector, enlarging or reducing the coefficients simultaneously
in the ellipse equation does not affect the result. Thus, when
[[WTX||> =0, any W = oW (a > 0) satisfies the condi-
tion. Therefore, the constraint equation can be modified to:

WTHW =1 (12)

supervise

input . | output

GVnet

Figure 6: GVnet model

Based on equations 11 and 12, the Lagrangian function
can be constructed as:

L(W.A) = [[DW|? = XWTHW —1)  (13)

Taking the derivative of equation 13 with respect to W
and setting it equal to zero yields:

DTDW — ANHW =0 (14)

At this point, let S = DT D, then SW = AHW. Since S
is a positive definite matrix, multiplying S~ to both sides
of the equation results in:

STIHW = %W (15)

In equation 15, S~! and H are known, and solving this
equation is equivalent to solving for the eigenvectors, ulti-
mately yielding the equation of the ellipse.

The GVnet model includes the following key compo-
nents: a self-attention layer is used to capture the relation-
ship in the input data. Second, the input data is processed
through multiple hidden layers, namely fully connected lay-
ers. Since the input data in some datasets are not all posi-
tive, the LeakyRelu activation function is used in the hidden
layer. In addition, a Dropout layer is added to prevent the
model from overfitting.
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Figure 7: GazeTrack Dataset

Dataset

To address the lack of precise training data for eye tracking,
we invented standard gaze views and collected a new gaze



dataset (GazeTrack) using laser positioning and eye track-
ers. GazeTrack comprises dynamic eye gaze data from 47
volunteers of various ages, genders, and ethnicities. These
data were captured using cameras on the DG3 eye tracker
and annotated with precise pupil coordinates using seman-
tic segmentation and deformation transformation. The DG3
camera captures data from the left eye, with a resolution of
384%288 pixels and a frame rate of 60FPS. Unlike previous
datasets, we captured multi-angle images, including points,
lines, and circles, with distinct features and broad applicabil-
ity.For more details about the dataset, such as the collection
method and environment, category definition, data distribu-
tion, etc., please refer to the supplementary materials.

Experiments

The three experimental results of semantic segmentation, co-
ordinate transformation, and vector generation will be de-
scribed below.For more details about the experiments please
refer to the supplementary materials.

Pupil semantic segmentation

Experimental Setup We trained the U-ResAtt semantic
segmentation model on the LPW dataset with precise an-
notations and filtering, using a training-validation ratio of
4:1. We initialized a UNet with 32 feature channels. Adam
optimizer was employed to optimize the model parameters,
with a learning rate set to le-4. A learning rate scheduler,
‘scheduler®, was utilized to dynamically adjust the learning
rate when the validation loss no longer decreased. We added
a regularization term based on ellipse fitting error to the bi-
nary cross-entropy loss. Training was stopped early if the
validation loss did not decrease for five consecutive rounds.

Results Table 1 presents the performance results of pupil
detection for 24 participants in the ExCuSe dataset using
different algorithms under five-pixel error thresholds (indi-
cating the maximum allowable deviation between predicted
and actual pupil positions, measured in pixels). The results
are expressed as percentages.

Model Mean Accuracy
Swirski(2012) 38.23
ExCuSe(2015) 58.31
EISe(2016b) 68.20
UNet (base)(2015) 89.59
UNet (Convex Shape) 89.78
U-ResAtt (Ellipse Fit Error) 90.27

Table 1: Mean Accuracy for each model

Coordinates Transform Accuracy

Experimental Setup We use the collected accurate dataset
GazeTrack for coordinate transformation, which can achieve
millisecond-level response on NVIDIA TITAN V.Since this
method involves pure mathematical logic, there is no param-
eter setting. I will perform ablation analysis to analyze the
superiority of this method.

Results Table 2 show that coordinate transformation re-
duces pixel-level loss.

Method Pixel Error
without CoordTransNet 7.20
CoordTransNet 3.84

Table 2: Ablation Experiment

Gaze Vector Generation Accuracy

Experimental Setup An early stopping strategy is added to
prevent the model from overfitting. The model loss function
is the mean square error (MSE) loss function, and the Adam
optimizer is used to update the model parameters.

Results In order to prove the vector generation efficiency
of this model, that is, the computational complexity, we use
1000 data input and output calculation time cost on a sin-
gle core of Intel Core i5 on the desktop.The method for cal-
culating the error in the center of the eyeball is the Mean
Absolute Error In Pixel (MAE-Pixel), which represents the
average absolute distance between the estimated center point
and the actual center point, measured in pixels. The method
for calculating the error in gaze vectors is the Mean Absolute
Error In Degree (MAE-Degree), which represents the aver-
age absolute angle between the estimated gaze vector and
the actual gaze vector, measured in degrees. All errors are
reported as their respective averages.Regarding the compu-
tational complexity of the models, the time cost is computed
based on 1000 input-output data pairs, measured in seconds.
Table presents the results of different models and algorithms,
where W1 indicates a sliding window size of 1, and so forth.

Next, I will compare the average error of the gaze vector
generated by the entire GazeTrack method with other algo-
rithms on third-party data.

Conclusion

We addresses the current limitations in gaze accuracy for
spatial computing in virtual and augmented reality applica-
tions. A gaze collection framework called GazeTrack was
developed, along with high-precision equipment, to gather
a benchmark dataset encompassing diverse ethnicities, ages,
and visual acuity conditions. A novel shape error regular-
ization method was proposed to improve pupil ellipse fit-
ting accuracy, and training was conducted on open-source
datasets to enhance semantic segmentation and pupil posi-
tion prediction accuracy. Additionally, a novel coordinate
transformation method, similar to paper unfolding, was in-
troduced to accurately predict gaze vectors on the Gaze-
Track dataset. Finally, a gaze vector generation model was
developed, achieving reduced gaze angle error with lower
computational complexity compared to existing methods.



Model Gaze Vector Error (degrees) Execution Time (seconds)

Wi W10 W20 W1l W10 W20

NN30LM(2020) 12.57 2.58 1.82 5.00 0.50 0.47
NN50BR(2020) 1233 1.73 1.02 5.00 0.34 0.32
T5Bag(2020) 11.37  2.81 3.16 5.00 148 2.15
SVMLIN(2020)  13.67 5.02 5.08 5.00 1.03 1.03
SVMGAU(2020) 12.40 11.45 19.64 5.00 1.08 1.49
GVnet 9.37 1.35 0.94 393 1.01 0.75

Table 3: Performance Comparison of Different Models

Method Gaze Vector Error (degrees)
Swirski(2013) 7.82
Fuhl(2020) 5.69
Dierkes(2018) 5.39
3dGaze(2022) 4.38
GazeTrack 2.84

Table 4: Results on Neural 3D Gaze
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