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Abstract

This article provides new insights into dolphin maneuver
strategies in lap swimming tasks. However, most exist-
ing research focuses on straight-line swimming leaving the
study of dolphins’ corning strategies an open area. Chal-
lenges for directly analyzing dolphins’ turning behavior in-
clude difficulties in motion tracking underwater and the in-
ability to directly measure the propulsive forces. This pa-
per provides methodology and analyses of dolphins’ swim-
ming performance during lap swimming tasks. External
camera detection and internal kinematics measured from
wearable bio-tags are involved in this study to support ac-
curate localization of the animals. A particle filter, which
fuses the external and internal measurements, is imple-
mented to provide accurate estimations of the trajecto-
ries, even when they swim deep below the water’s surface.
Thereafter, a hydrodynamic model is constructed to calcu-
late the thrust power and energy cost of the animals. The
energetic cost during lap swimming is calculated for the
comparison between different corning behaviors. The re-
sults show that the implemented particle filter can provide
precise and complete trajectories of the tested dolphins,
providing fundamental for statistical study of the corning
behavior. From the kinematic analysis, TT01 is the fastest
lap swimmer, with the highest swimming speed for the
whole lap while performing a sharp turn with small decel-
eration. TT02 performs greater energetic efficiency than
TT01 by transferring more weight at high speed. TT03
shows the highest energetic efficiency by maintaining a
slow underwater motion.

1 Introduction

Understanding and tracking the behavior of marine mam-
mals is a significant area of research nowadays. Dolphins
are known for their efficient swimming techniques Fish
et al. [2014]. By studying how dolphins move and navi-
gate through water, we can gain valuable insights that can
inspire the development of innovative bio-inspired robots
and enhance their control methods. [Yu et al., 2019] im-
plements a control method enabling a robotic dolphin to
perform repetitive leaping at the water’s surface. [Li et al.,
2024] develops an integrated robotic dolphin and a robust
motion control system capable of operating in complex
underwater environments.
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Engineering researchers also learn from dolphin move-
ments to develop energy-saving strategies for navigation.
[Fish and Rohr, 1999] demonstrates that although dol-
phins rarely move in a straight line, the fluking motion
returns the body to a stable straight position during un-
derwater movement. Thus most biomechanics analysis
studies related to dolphins have been focused on straight-
line swimming. [Antoniak et al., 2023] investigates the
propulsive efficiency during stead-state swimming using a
hydro-elasticity model. Studies on energetic costs in ani-
mals extend beyond the examination of straight-line mo-
tion. Notably, [Wilson et al., 2021] suggests that land
animals may work to minimize movement costs by reduc-
ing their speed in response to increased path variability.
However, research on the energetic costs associated with
dolphin maneuverability and turning is challenging and
remains an open area of study.

A significant challenge is the real-time localization of
dolphins’ trajectories while they swim underwater. Com-
monly employed strategies include overhead cameras [Ga-
baldon et al., 2022a] and wearable sensors [Kaidarova
et al., 2023]. Although the data from wearable sen-
sors offers high-fidelity kinematic information which can
be utilized to construct complete dead-reckoning tracks
[Wensveen et al., 2015], the principle of dead-reckoning de-
termines that the result accuracy would be compromised
by the accumulation of sensor drift. On the other hand,
cameras provide reliable positions for dolphins, but they
fail to capture dolphin movements when the dolphins dive
deep or when excessive sunlight creates reflections on the
water’s surface. Consequently, the trajectory generated by
camera detection can be too sparse for kinematic analysis.
This issue can be resolved by the fusion of the data from
camera and wearable sensors. See [Gabaldon et al., 2017,
Zhang et al., 2019].

Another challenge for field tests is to obtain propulsive
force and power. The nature of fluking determines that
the direct measurements of force and power for marine
mammals are difficult. Therefore, it is essential to first
establish a dynamic model. Once this model is in place,
kinematic data from the wearable sensor can be utilized
to estimate the kinetics and energetics associated with the
dolphin’s turning behavior and maneuverability for under-
water swimming. See [Zhang et al., 2023, Gabaldon et al.,
2022b, Fish, 1993].

In this article, we integrate a robust localization tech-
nique with a tag-based biomechanics analysis to com-
prehensively characterize, predict, describe, and explain
movement patterns during a prescribed swimming task
involving a 180-degree change in heading. The data is
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collected from three tested dolphins: TT01, TT02, and
TT03. A Faster R-CNN detector [Ren et al., 2016] is
trained and verified using overhead video. After camera
calibration, the detection is transformed into the world ref-
erence frame using a perspective transformation homogra-
phy [Hartley, 1997]. A bio-tag is attached to the dolphin to
record the depth, longitudinal water speed, and attitude.
The tangential acceleration, normal acceleration, power
consumption, and cost of transport (COT) are further cal-
culated by applying the collected kinematics. A dynamic
model of the dolphin is constructed based on the work of
[Gabaldon et al., 2022b] to obtain propulsive force. Speed
and power are normalized with the dolphin’s body length
and mass, allowing comparison of different dolphins’ swim-
ming strategies. A particle filter is implemented to inte-
grate the camera detection and tag measurement to form
a complete trajectory of the dolphin during the lap tri-
als and is further used to analyze the dolphin swimming
performance in cornering. The swimming behavior of dol-
phins is analyzed using kinematic variables and trajectory
data to identify the best lap swimmer. To the best of
authors’ knowledge, there is no existing research on the
turning behavior of marine animals. This article provides
new insights into the turning strategies of dolphins, serv-
ing as a reference for future research.

2 Experiment Setup

The test field of the bottlenose dolphins (Tursiops trun-
catus) under observation resides in Dolphin Quest Oahu,
HI. Animal care specialists train the dolphins to complete
a regulated swimming task. A camera is set at a fixed po-
sition over the water surface, which allows the dolphins’
trajectory to be tracked at any position during the test
trials.
Each experimental trial tests a single dolphin. The

wearable device used is MTag [Lauderdale et al., 2021],
a type of biologging tag designed to record the monitored
animal’s kinematic and environmental data. Dolphins are
trained to wear the MTags prior to the study. The MTags
can be easily removed by animal care staff at any time
without damaging the dolphin’s skin. Before the experi-
ment, the researcher shakes the MTag to provide a time
offset that matches the time series between the camera
data and the MTag data. Then, the MTag is attached to
the back of the observed dolphin.
The example lap trial procedure is shown in Fig. 1.

During the experiment, dolphins are tasked with perform-
ing lap motions in an elliptical shape, with trainers as-
sisting in managing the dolphins’ movements. In one test
trial, a single dolphin completes several swimming laps
along the same route within a designated time frame. Be-
tween each lap, the tester allows the dolphin about one
minute of rest to help it recover from fatigue.

3 Methodology

This section details the methods employed for experiment
setup and data analysis in our research. Data collection
involves the use of camera-based detection throughout the
test field, as well as a wearable device called MTag, which
is attached to the dolphin being tested. A particle filter

Figure 1: An example lap from an experimental trial. Tri-
als consisted of 7 to 10 laps, with the dolphin starting from
station and then swimming underwater around a target at
the far end of the lagoon before returning to the starting
position.

is applied to ensure a reliable trajectory. Furthermore,
we develop a dynamic model based on the MTag data to
analyze dolphin behavior.

3.1 Camera-based Detection

To identify the dolphin using camera data, a cutting-edge
convolutional neural network known as faster region-based
convolution al neural network (Faster R-CNN) [Ren et al.,
2016] is employed for detection. This method consists
of two primary components: a Region Proposal Network
(RPN) and a Fast R-CNN detector network. The RPN
identifies areas in an image that are likely to contain ob-
jects of interest and forwards these regions to the Fast R-
CNN detector. The detector then verifies which of these
regions truly contain the target objects. By integrating
these two elements, a robust network is established that
can effectively generate bounding boxes to pinpoint the
location of objects within an image.

The Faster R-CNN detector is chosen for this study due
to its superior precision compared to many single-shot de-
tectors that prioritize speed. Additionally, the dolphins
captured by the overhead camera vary significantly in pixel
size. The Faster R-CNN detector is capable of recogniz-
ing the dolphins despite these size variations. Further-
more, the dolphins appear somewhat indistinct and lack
detailed features, yet the Faster R-CNN demonstrates ro-
bust detection capabilities in these challenging conditions.

A pre-trained convolutional neural network, ResNet-50
[He et al., 2016], is chosen as the backbone for the Faster
R-CNN detector. ResNet-50 is a 50-layer deep convo-
lutional neural network (CNN). It has been pre-trained
on over a million images. We utilize the version avail-
able in the Matlab Deep Learning Toolbox. The selec-
tion of the pre-trained ResNet-50 for this study is based
on its optimal balance of accuracy and image processing
speed. Furthermore, leveraging a pre-trained neural net-
work through transfer learning is typically much faster and
more straightforward than training a neural network from
the ground up.
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3.1.1 Training a Faster R-CNN Detector

The images used in this dataset are sourced from seven
videos recorded in May 2024 in the lagoon on Oahu and
have been carefully selected to highlight the unique char-
acteristics of the dolphins. To minimize computational
costs during training, the images have been cropped to
a resolution of 400×400 pixels, which corresponds to the
largest size of a dolphin captured on video. Given that dol-
phins vary in size—from 400×400 pixels down to 50×50
pixels—the collection intentionally includes a range of dol-
phin sizes to ensure the detector can accurately identify
them across different locations within the lagoon. Fur-
thermore, the images depict dolphins observed under both
optimal and suboptimal lighting conditions. Each image
contains one or two dolphins and has been meticulously
labeled using the Image Labeler tool within the Matlab
Computer Vision toolbox, thereby providing the necessary
ground truth data.
The labeled dataset is systematically divided into three

distinct subsets: training, validation, and testing sets, con-
sisting of 515, 50, and 56 images, respectively. The val-
idation set plays a crucial role during the training phase
by aiding in optimizing hyperparameters. In contrast, the
testing set is utilized to assess the model’s performance
after the training process is complete.

3.1.2 Verification of the Detector

The detector underwent initial evaluation using testing
sets sized at 400×400 pixels, achieving an average pre-
cision of 80.8% and a recall rate of 50.57%. However,
since the detector is intended for tracking dolphins in a
4K video, more realistic testing is warranted. To facili-
tate this, a trial is conducted using footage recorded on
May 13, 2024. During this trial, an image is extracted
every two frames from the 20fps video, resulting in a to-
tal of 238 images. These images are then used to assess
the performance of the trained detector through Matlab’s
built-in function ‘evaluateObjectDetection’. When evalu-
ated on the 4K dataset, the detector records an average
precision of 49.4% and a recall rate of 34.58%.

3.1.3 Dolphin Detection

During detection, a threshold of 0.45 is established, rep-
resenting the minimum confidence score required for a de-
tection to be deemed valid. To focus specifically on the
target dolphin, only detection results within the range of
2150 < x < 3160 and y < 1800 are displayed, where x and
y are measured in pixels. To eliminate false detections,
only the results with the highest scores are retained. This
approach is justified since there is only one dolphin of in-
terest, and it is assumed that when the dolphin is clearly
visible, the score associated with it is the highest, thus
allowing for the exclusion of false detections.

3.1.4 Camera Calibration and Transformation

The position of each detected dolphin is adjusted to com-
pensate for fisheye lens distortions using MATLAB’s Cam-
era Calibration toolbox. A total of 173 images featuring a
checkerboard pattern are utilized to calibrate the camera
and assess the calibration results. The reprojection error

measures 0.83 pixels. Considering the images are captured
at a resolution of 3840 × 2160 pixels, this reprojection er-
ror is quite minimal, indicating a high level of precision in
the calibration process. Subsequently, the corrected detec-
tions are transformed from the camera’s reference frame
to the world reference frame using a perspective transfor-
mation homography [Hartley, 1997].

3.2 Tag-based Tracking

This section provides tag-based tracking in the 2D plane
using the dead-reckoning method. The measurement of
kinematic variables and equations of dead-reckoning is
provided. Calculations are performed in the world ref-
erence frame.

3.2.1 Tag Kinematic Measurements

The MTag is equipped with various sensors, including
an accelerometer, gyroscope, and magnetometer [Laud-
erdale et al., 2021]. The speed of the animal swimming
through water is measured using a magnetic micro-turbine
mounted outside the tag housing, along with a Hall ef-
fect sensor. Additionally, environmental temperature and
pressure are also recorded. The angular velocity, acceler-
ation, and geo-magnetism are recorded at a sampling rate
of 50 Hz and are filtered with Madgwick filter [Madgwick
et al., 2010], enabling the estimate of orientation. The
depth and forward speed are recorded at a sampling rate
of 5 Hz and are filtered with a method presented in [Ga-
baldon, 2021].

Using the above kinematic variables, forward acceler-
ation can be computed via the finite difference method.
Prior to applying the finite difference method, the
recorded linear speed is smoothed using the moving av-
erage technique to reduce noise. The normal acceleration
is calculated using the equation provided below:

an = ωv (1)

Where an is the normal (centripetal) acceleration, ω is the
angular speed recorded using the MTag and v is the linear
speed recorded using the MTag. Before calculating the
normal acceleration, the linear speed and angular speed
are all smoothed by taking the moving average to reduce
noise.

3.2.2 Dead-reckoning

Dead reckoning [Wensveen et al., 2015] is a navigation
technique employed to ascertain the position of a moving
object by estimating its direction and distance traveled
from a known starting point. This method involves con-
tinuously updating the position based on previously estab-
lished locations, utilizing measurements of velocity, time,
and direction of movement.

The following equation is used to update the position.

p⃗t+1 = p⃗t + vn̂∆t, (2)

where n̂ is the unit heading vector, ∆t is a short time cal-
culated based on the sampling frequency, p⃗t is the current
position vector at time t, and p⃗t+1 is the position vector
at time t + 1. The position vectors include the x and y
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positions of the dolphin, which are used to construct the
dead-reckoning trajectory.

The method is designed to iterate from the initial posi-
tion until the end of the dolphin’s lap. During each iter-
ation, the current position is updated to reflect the next
position derived from the previous iteration. The velocity
is represented as a 2D magnitude, calculated by multiply-
ing the velocity by the dolphin’s pitch angle. The heading
vector is obtained from the MTag record. This approach
assumes a steady speed and a constant heading within a
small time interval.

3.3 Particle Filter Tracking

This section provides particle filter-based tracking in the
2D plane. A general description of the particle filter model
is provided. We also demonstrate the mapping of the test
field boundary and ground truth trajectory to show the
particle filter’s performance. The calculations are per-
formed in the world reference frame.

3.3.1 Particle Filter Model

The tracking data collected for dolphins are MTag data
and camera data. Both data sets can be used to plot the
dolphin’s trajectory separately. However, the trajectories
generated by the camera or tag alone are not unreliable.
A particle filter, a robust tool for estimating the state
of a dynamic system from noisy observations, is used by
combining the data from MTag and the camera.

The particle filter model applied is based on Zhang et
al.’s model [Zhang et al., 2019]. The probability distri-
bution of states in the particle filter system is approxi-
mated by a cluster of weighted particles. The number of
these particles is determined based on a trade-off between
computational efficiency and estimation accuracy. Each
weight indicates the reliability of the predicted trajectory.
This model utilizes kinematic variables—such as speed,
heading angle, and angular speed—from the MTag data,
along with position data from the camera. It ultimately
outputs the estimated track of the tested dolphin. Each
state of the system encompasses the weight of all parti-
cles. Through the use of forward particle filtering, these
states are propagated according to the provided dynam-
ics model and external kinematic measurements (including
both MTag and camera data), causing weight adjustments
based on the reliability of the predicted trajectory. When
the weight distribution of a state diverges significantly be-
yond a given threshold, the particle cluster undergoes re-
sampling, resulting in the elimination of low-weight parti-
cles and the retention of high-weight ones for subsequent
propagation. As all states are recorded throughout the
process, a trajectory can be reconstructed for the entire
experiment. It’s important to note that the forward par-
ticle filter determines states only using information from
the past and present.

Non-causal particle filtering is employed to integrate fu-
ture information into the state propagation process due to
the limited confidence associated with the MTag measure-
ments and camera data. However, if a particle is assigned
more weight over time in the future, it can be assumed that
this particle is carrying more reliable information in the
past and present. Thus, only a portion of high-weighted

Figure 2: Diagram illustrating how the particle filter is
used to estimate the location of the dolphin. Five states
(solid green, purple, red, blue, and magenta circles), along
with particle locations (open circles), along an estimated
trajectory of the animal (brown line) from state to state.
The dashed line denotes the weight distribution of the par-
ticles in a state. When the weight distribution exceeds a
heuristically defined threshold, the particles will be resam-
pled.

particles are selected to contribute to the dolphin’s trajec-
tory in the non-casual particle filter, as the other particles
might add inaccuracy. Note that all particles contribute
to propagating the state forward. The non-casual particle
filter won’t affect the process of the forward particle filter
but only provides a more reliable state estimation. The
trajectory of the observed dolphin is plotted to observe its
behavior. Fig. 2 shows the propagation process of parti-
cles and Fig. 3 presents the structure of the implemented
particle filter.

Figure 3: Block diagram of the particle filter. The pro-
cess includes the Forward Particle Filter, the State Re-
sampling Process, and the Non-Casual Particle Filter. t
is the time step for the particle filter. Y t

in denotes the
internal measurement at time t from the MTag (speed,
heading angle, and angular speed). Y t

ex denotes the ex-
ternal measurement at time t from the camera (sparse
position updates). W t

ts denotes the huristically defined
weight difference threshold. St

all denotes the state of all
the particles’ weight at time t. trs is the resampling time.
Xt

ft denotes the predicted trajectory of the forward parti-

cle filter at time t. Xt
nc denotes the predicted trajectory

of the non-causal particle filter at time t. τ denotes the
portion of particles selected for the non-causal particle fil-
ter. Wdiff is the computed weight difference to verify if
the current prediction of particle state is reliable. W t+

ts

represents the future information that helps determine a
more precise trajectory.
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3.3.2 Boundary Mapping

To establish a reference for the dolphins’ location, it is es-
sential to define the boundary of the lagoon. Initially, this
boundary is created using Google Earth. Subsequently,
the boundary data is imported into Matlab. Utilizing the
Mapping Toolbox, the coordinates are converted from lat-
itude and longitude into metric measurements.

3.3.3 Ground Truth Data Collection

Ground truth data plays a crucial role in assessing the
accuracy of camera detection, dead-reckoning tracks, and
particle filter tracks. To minimize manual effort and en-
hance the precision of the ground truth tracks, the video
is downsampled from 20 Hz to 5 Hz, with the dolphin’s
position manually labeled in each frame. The dolphin’s
position is estimated as the geometric center. Following
the manual labeling, the 5 Hz ground truth data is inter-
polated back to 20 Hz. The ground truth data is used to
verify the reliability of the trajectory methods. We use the
mean error to quantify the effectiveness of a trajectory:

mean error =

√
(x− x′) + (y − y′)

n
(3)

Where x and y denote the position of the trajectory, x
′

and y
′
denote the position of the ground truth data, and

n denotes the number of sample points in a trajectory.
A larger mean error shows a larger deviation from the
ground truth data.

3.4 Tag-Based Modeling of the Swimming
Biomechanics

This modeling approach is based on [Gabaldon et al.,
2022b], and Fig. 4 illustrates the free-body diagram of
the swimming dolphin.

Figure 4: (A) Free-body diagram of a swimming dolphin.
(B) A detailed view of the tag that illustrates the body-
fixed reference frame of the tag/animal system and the
speed sensor. (C) Cross-sectional view of the tag. The
figure is referenced from Gabaldon et al. [2022b]

It is assumed that the dolphin balances the gravita-
tional force by controlling its buoyancy. From the dy-
namic model, only the horizontal motion along the dol-
phin’s movement is analyzed:

m′acom = Fthrust + Fdrag (4)

Where acom is the center-of-mass (COM) acceleration and
m′ is the total effective mass defined below:

m′ = m+madd (5)

Where m is the mass of the animal and madd is the added
mass of fluid which is assumed to be madd = 0.4 ρ V at
the fluid density ρ = 1030 kg/m3. The drag force on the
dolphin Fdrag is defined by applying the depth-dependent
drag model [Gabaldon et al., 2022b]:

Fdrag = −0.5ρASCDγv
2
COM (6)

Where As = 0.08m0.65 denotes the surface area, CD

= 16.99Re−0.47 denotes the normalized drag coefficient
[Fish, 1993], γ represents the depth-dependent coefficient
[Hertel, 1966] accounting for wave drag when the animal
swims near the surface, and vCOM is the center-of-mass
velocity. The thrust power is defined by:

Pthrust = Fthrust vcom = m′acomvcom︸ ︷︷ ︸
Inertial

−Fdrag vcom︸ ︷︷ ︸
Drag

(7)

Where Ftrust is the thrust force generated by the dolphin.
By integrating the formulas mentioned above, we can de-
rive the equation for thrust power:

Pthrust = (m+ 0.4ρV )acomvcom︸ ︷︷ ︸
Inertial

+0.5ρAsCDγv
3
com︸ ︷︷ ︸

Drag

(8)

The following formulas are used to present the predicted
relationship between thrust power and linear velocity:

P̂thrust (vcom) = a1v
a2
com (9)

P̂t,nd (vcom) = b1 (vcom/L)
b2 (10)

Where a1, b1, a2, b2 are scalars calculated by non-
linear curve fitting process and L is the dolphin’s body
length. These scalars are shown to be positive, result-
ing in a positive relationship for both thrust power and
non-dimensional thrust power with linear velocity. The
energetic cost during the dolphin’s movement is defined
as follows:

COT =
Pthrust / (ηmsηsp) + PRMR

mvcom
(11)

Where PRMR represents the metabolic power of the dol-
phin at rest, ηms = 0.25 represents the efficiency of con-
verting chemical energy to mechanical energy in mammals
[Massaad et al., 2007], accounting for energy loss during
this process. ηsp = 0.85 indicates the efficiency of convert-
ing internal power into external propulsive power allowing
the movement in water. A predicted model of the cost is
defined as follows:

ĈOT =
P̂thrust (vcom) / (ηmsηsp (vcom)) + PRMR

mvcom
, (12)

where ĈOT is the predicted energetic cost.

3.5 Normalization

As the dolphins navigate the corners, each trial is man-
ually selected for analysis. The time series plots reveal
similar behaviors among the dolphins, which facilitate the
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Figure 5: A comparison of the camera and tag-based localization estimates for a single lap. Supervised tracking is used
to generate ground truth data (Black) presented in the three figures. Left: A comparison between the unsupervised
detection results and the ground truth track. Middle: The dead-reckoning location estimate calculated from tag
data. Right: Results from the particle filtering approach that uses both tag and camera data. Supervised tracking is
used to generate ground truth data (Black) presented in the three figures.

Figure 6: Estimated path and measured speed during the lap swimming trials. Individual (grey lines) and trial average
paths are presented along with the average lap speed (heat map). Speed was normalized to body length.

normalization process. It is assumed that when the nor-
mal acceleration reaches its maximum value, the dolphin
has completed half of the turn, marking the 50% lap point.
Following this, the laps from 0 to 50% and from 50% to
100% percent are normalized separately to effectively rep-
resent the dolphins’ behaviors.
The dolphin’s speed is normalized to body length by

dividing the speed of the dolphin by the body length
for comparison between dolphins with different properties
(lengths and masses):

vnormal = vcom/L (13)

Where vnormal is the speed normalized to body length
(body-length speed). Thrust power is also normalized to a
non-dimensional form Pt,nd to make comparisons between
dolphins with different properties (lengths and masses):

Pt,nd = Pthrust /
(
mg1.5L0.5

)
(14)

Where g is the gravitational acceleration equal to 9.81
m/s2.

4 Results

This section presents experimental data and tracks the
swimming behavior of dolphins. We compare the trajec-
tory results generated by MTag data, camera detection,
and a particle filter to assess the reliability of the particle
filter model. The normalized particle filter trajectories of
the tested dolphins are used to study their corning strate-
gies. The kinematic variables collected by MTag are shown
in a time series alongside event detection. These analyzed
kinematic variables are normalized to provide clearer in-
sights into dolphin behavior.
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4.1 Verification of the Particle Filter
Based Tracking

Before using the particle filter to analyze the dolphin’s
behavior during cornering, the trajectory generated by the
model is compared to the camera-based trajectory and the
dead-reckoning trajectory. The comparison is shown in
Fig. 5.

4.2 Normalized Particle Filter Trajectory

The particle filter provides a trajectory for each dolphin’s
test trial. Speed is quantified by normalizing to body
length. The position normalized to percentage lap is plot-
ted for a deeper insight into the distance the dolphin trav-
els. The trajectories are shown in Fig. 6.
The average radius of curvature at the corner is calcu-

lated to analyze the corning behavior of the tested dol-
phins in Fig. 7.

Figure 7: A comparison of the trajectory between differ-
ent dolphins. Dolphin TT03 travels the longest distance
with a big turning radius. Dolphin TT02 travels a dis-
tance shorter than Dolphin TT03 with a sharp turn when
corning. Dolphin TT01 travels the shortest distance with
a sharp turn when corning.

4.3 Time Series Plot for Lap Trials

To provide an overview of a set of continuous lap trials, the
time series plot is presented in Fig. 8. The plots display
depth, linear speed, forward acceleration, roll angle, pitch
angle, yaw angle, normal acceleration, thrust force power,
and cost of transport (COT) for dolphin TT02.
From the time series plot, one lap is manually extracted

to identify the events during the trial: starting, cornering,
and ending. The event detection is illustrated in Fig. 9

4.4 Normalize to Percentage Lap

To analyze the energetic costs and strategies dolphins
adopt when turning, we plot the values of key kinematic
variables in percentage lap in Fig. 10, and compare the
difference between the three tested dolphins in Fig. 11.

4.5 Motion and Energetic Analysis

A box plot is provided for each dolphin to show the work
consumption during different events in lap swim. For each
plot, the work for the whole lap is divided into transient

Figure 8: Measured and calculated kinematic variables
plotted as a time series for dolphin TT02.

Figure 9: Measured and estimated kinematic data for dol-
phin TT02 from a lap. Features in the data were used to
identify: 1) lap start (ts), 2) the cornering event (tc), and
3) lap end (te). The yellow shading denotes the transient
period of swimming, and the red shading denotes the con-
sistent speed period. The animal flukes actively during
both transient and consistent speed periods.
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Figure 10: Key kinematic (depth, speed, acceleration, and orientation) and kinetic (thrust power) parameters from
the animals. Data are normalized to percentage lap, and the cornering event occurs at 50% of the lap. The individual
(grey lines) and average (colored bolded line) data for the results are presented in each sub-figure.

Figure 11: A comparison of average kinematic (depth,
speed, and acceleration) and kinetic parameters (drag and
thrust power). Thrust power is positive (solid lines) and
drag power is negative (dashed lines) for the three ani-
mals.

swimming and steady-state swimming. The box plots are
shown in Fig. 12.

5 Discussion

This section analyzes our research findings. The particle
filter model has proven to be the most reliable tracking
method compared to tag-based dead-reckoning tracking
and camera-based detection. We also explore the swim-
ming behaviors of various dolphins.

5.1 Verification of the Particle Filter
Based Tracking

In the trajectory obtained from the camera, as illustrated
in Fig. 5, the detected positions of the dolphins are close
to the ground truth, achieving a mean error of 0.51 me-
ters. This indicates that the trained Faster R-CNN detec-
tor can precisely identify the dolphins. However, there are
instances where the trajectory is incomplete due to the
detector’s inability to identify the dolphins. This missed
detection is primarily attributed to the glitter on the wa-
ter’s surface, which adversely affects the detector’s per-
formance. Additionally, in some cases, the dolphins are
submerged and not even visible to the naked eye. More-
over, the detection from the camera is noisy.

In the dead-reckoning trajectory illustrated in Fig. 5,
the dolphin appears to venture far into the lagoon and even
collides with the boundary, which is a scenario unlikely to
occur in real-world conditions. The norm of mean esti-
mation error between the dead-reckoning trajectory and
the ground truth is 4.76 meters, which is larger than the
estimation errors from the particle filter. This larger er-
ror can be attributed to the fact that each position in the
dead-reckoning trajectory is determined based on the pre-
ceding position. Given that speed measurements are prone
to noise, this introduces errors in the positioning. As the
dolphin swims further away, these positional errors accu-
mulate, ultimately resulting in a greater overall error in
the trajectory. Additionally, the velocity sensor captures
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Figure 12: Non-dimensional work calculated from the
thrust and drag power for each dolphin calculated dur-
ing: active fluking, transient swimming, and consistent
speed swimming. The work during active fluking is the
sum of the work done by the animal during the transient
and consistent speed swimming.

the relative speed between the water and the dolphin. If
the dolphin swims against the current, the recorded speed
will exceed its actual speed, further contributing to inac-
curacies in the trajectory.

The particle filter demonstrates a smooth and compre-
hensive trajectory of the dolphin’s swimming behavior.
The mean error associated with the particle filter trajec-
tory is 1.27 meters. In comparison to the dead-reckoning
method, this trajectory exhibits a more minor deviation
from the ground truth, resulting in a more reliable rep-
resentation of the dolphin’s underwater activities. When
contrasted with the trajectory recorded by the camera,
the particle filter’s trajectory is slightly less precise, as it
deviates more from the ground truth. This discrepancy
may be attributed to the design’s heavy reliance on tag
data. Nonetheless, the particle filter guarantees that the
trajectory remains continuous and complete. It can track
the dolphin even when it can not be seen in the video.
Furthermore, the trajectory produced by the particle filter
displays considerably less noise than the camera-generated
trajectory, offering a clearer depiction of the swimming
route.

With the application of the particle filter, we are con-

Figure 13: Top: A comparison of the estimated power
generated by the animals during transient and consistent
speed swimming: TT1 (Circles), TT2 (Plus Marks), and
TT3 (Square). The animals generated more power during
transient swimming. Bottom: Cost of transport calcu-
lated during swimming (active fluking) compared to COT
during steady speed swimming.

fident in delivering a reliable trajectory of the dolphin’s
underwater swimming behavior, with all positions accu-
rately recorded.

5.2 Motion and Energetic Analysis

In Fig. 6, the trajectory and speed of the three dolphins
are displayed. It can be observed that the dolphins swim
faster during the last half of the lap trials. At the cor-
ner, TT02 and TT01 slow down, while TT03 maintains its
speed. In Fig. 7, the average radius of curvature is shown.
TT03 presents a larger turn while TT01 and TT02 choose
a small, sharp turn at the expense of reducing their speed.

The time series plot in Fig. 8 shows that the tested
dolphin performs similarly in every lap trial. This allows
for event detection and ensures that the average lap data
can represent the dolphin’s overall behavior.

The normalized kinematic variables from the MTag
data, illustrated in Fig. 10 and Fig. 11, reveal the swim-
ming preferences of the dolphins. Dolphin TT01 and TT02
exhibit faster swimming motions, reaching a maximum
speed of 5 m/s, while dolphin TT03 swims at a compara-
tively slower pace, with a maximum speed of 1.8 m/s.

The cornering strategies of the three tested dolphins
are compared in terms of normalized speed, normalized
thrust power, and cost of transport (COT). Among the
three dolphins, TT03 exhibits the lowest work consump-
tion, power output, and COT. This indicates that TT03
incurs the least energetic cost during cornering. The effi-
ciency of TT03 can be attributed to its slower and constant
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swimming speed, which is maintained even while corner-
ing. Analysis of the non-dimensional work plot indicates
that the thrust work performed by TT03 occurs mostly
at a constant speed, with 80.82% of the total thrust work
being done during this constant speed interval. Conse-
quently, TT03 demonstrates the most efficient swimming,
utilizing the least energy cost. From the normalized speed
plot shown in Fig. 11, it is evident that both TT01 and
TT02 swim faster than TT03. However, TT01 exhibits
the fastest average speed, making it the quickest among
the three dolphins. This speed is achieved by maintain-
ing speed during cornering and spending more time swim-
ming in the steady state. However, TT01 has a higher
non-dimensional power and a higher COT, indicating that
it needs more power to move at a higher speed. In con-
trast, although TT02 swims slower than TT01, it uses less
power. Additionally, TT02 demonstrates a significantly
lower cost of transport (COT) compared to TT01, indi-
cating greater efficiency. Notably, TT02 is the heaviest
of the three dolphins, so it is efficient at moving a larger
weight.
From the box plot of work consumption shown in Fig.

12, TT01 performs the highest thrust work due to its fast
speed. However, the steady-state swim of TT01 takes
about 68.85 % of the overall work, which is larger than
TT02 (61.34%). This indicates that TT01 spends more
work during steady-state swimming.
From the figures of the energy analysis shown in Fig.

13, the fit of the non-dimensional thrust power curve ex-
ceeds the active-fluking (overall) thrust power. Moreover,
it is shown that COT at constant speed is smaller than
active-flucking (overall) COT. By combining the observa-
tions from the two figures, dolphins can save more energy
by using their energy during constant-speed swimming.
TT01 remains at constant-speed swimming at high speed
and saves energy for performing sharp turns.

5.3 Limitations

The Faster R-CNN detector described in Section 3 has oc-
casional object mis-classification problem, which can be
resolved by introducing an additional classifier. To this
end, we restrict the detection area to the water area since
there are no active individuals in the lagoon. Moreover,
glare on the water’s surface negatively affects the detec-
tor’s performance. The effectiveness of the detector is also
impacted by lighting conditions. Since the videos are cap-
tured outdoors, the water in the lagoon often appears very
dark, making it difficult to see anything underwater, even
with the naked eye. To enhance accuracy and achieve
more comprehensive tracking, it is recommended to con-
duct tests around midday, as this can help reduce shad-
owing on the lake.
Moreover, due to the limited number of test samples, we

can only conclude the article with qualitative conclusions.

6 Conclusion

In this article, a Faster R-CNN detector is trained for the
detection and localization of dolphins. A particle filter
is utilized to combine data from both the camera and
tags, effectively constructing the trajectories of the dol-
phins tested. By comparing the trajectories generated by

the particle filter with those obtained through camera-
based, tag-based tracking and the ground truth trajecto-
ries, particle filter shows stronger robustness. Addition-
ally, a dynamic model from existing research is employed
to quantify the thrust force for energetic analysis. Utiliz-
ing kinematic measurements from the tags alongside the
trajectories produced by the particle filter, the swimming
performance of three tested dolphins is assessed. TT01
emerges as the fastest lap swimmer, achieving the highest
overall speed while executing sharp turns with small de-
celeration. TT02 demonstrates greater energy efficiency
than TT01 by transferring more weight at high speeds.
Meanwhile, TT03 exhibits the highest energetic efficiency
by maintaining slow speeds.

Future work includes the implementation of larger
dataset for statistical analysis of the dolphin’s corning be-
havior. A path-planning strategy that minimizes the en-
ergetic cost when turning will be summarized.
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