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Abstract

In this paper, we present a simple yet fast and robust algorivvhich exploits the spatio-temporal context for
visual tracking. Our approach formulates the spatio-teap@lationships between the object of interest and italloc
context based on a Bayesian framework, which models thiststat correlation between the low-level features (i.e.,
image intensity and position) from the target and its surding regions. The tracking problem is posed by computing
a confidence map, and obtaining the best target location bynmzng an object location likelihood function. The
Fast Fourier Transform is adopted for fast learning andatiete in this work. Implemented in MATLAB without
code optimization, the proposed tracker runs at 350 franeessecond on an i7 machine. Extensive experimental
results show that the proposed algorithm performs favgraghinst state-of-the-art methods in terms of efficiency,
accuracy and robustness.
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Fig. 1: The proposed method handles heavy occlusion welkagning spatio-temporal context information. Note thatriégion
inside the red rectangle is the context region which induthe target and its surrounding background. Left: althahghtarget
appearance changes much due to heavy occlusion, the gdaibnship between the object center (denoted by solidwe
circle) and its surrounding locations in the context redid@enoted by solid red circles) is almost unchanged. Miditiie:learned
spatio-temporal context model (the regions inside the bdeeangles have similar values which show the correspgnaigions
in the left frames have similar spatial relations to the éaienter.). Right: the learned confidence map.

I. INTRODUCTION

Visual tracking is one of the most active research topics tdués wide range of applications such as motion
analysis, activity recognition, surveillance, and huncamputer interaction, to name a fed.[ The main challenge
for robust visual tracking is to handle large appearancegés of the target object and the background over time
due to occlusion, illumination changes, and pose variatdumerous algorithms have been proposed with focus
on effective appearance models, which can be categorizedgienerative Z]-[13] and discriminative 14]-[19]
approaches.

A generative tracking method learns an appearance modelpt@sent the target and search for image regions
with best matching scores as the results. While it is clitic@onstruct an effective appearance model in order to to
handle various challenging factors in tracking, the ineolcomputational complexity is often increased at the same
time. Furthermore, generative methods discard usefutimition surrounding target regions that can be exploited to
better separate objects from backgrounds. Discriminatieghods treat tracking as a binary classification problem
with local search which estimates decision boundary beatvegeobject image patch and the background. However,
the objective of classification is to predict instance labghich is different from the goal of tracking to estimate
object locations 16]. Moreover, while some efficient feature extraction tecfuas (e.g., integral imagd4]-[18]
and random projectionlB]) have been proposed for visual tracking, there often exikirge number of samples
from which features need to be extracted for classificatioareby entailing computationally expensive operations.
Generally speaking, both generative and discriminatigeking algorithms make trade-offs between effectiveness
and efficiency of an appearance model. Notwithstanding npuobress has been made in recent years, it remains

a challenging task to develop an efficient and robust trackigorithm.
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Fig. 2: Basic flow of our tracking algorithm. The local corteggions are inside the red rectangles while the targetiwta
are indicated by the yellow rectangles. FFT denotes the Fastier Transform and IFFT is the inverse FFT.

In visual tracking, a local context consists of a target obgnd its immediate surrounding background within
a determined region (See the regions inside the red reemunglFigurel). Therefore, there exists a strong spatio-
temporal relationship between the local scenes contathi@gbject in consecutive frames. For instance, the target
in Figure1 undergoes heavy occlusion which makes the object appeacirange significantly. However, the local
context containing the object does not change much as thalbappearance remains similar and only a small part
of the context region is occluded. Thus, the presence of lmmatext in the current frame helps predict the object
location in the next frame. This temporally proximal infation in consecutive frames is the temporal context
which has been recently applied to object detectf). [Furthermore, the spatial relation between an object tnd i
local context provides specific information about the camfigion of a scene (See middle column in Figliyevhich
helps discriminate the target from background when its agpee changes much. Recently, several metH2ijs [
[24] exploit context information to facilitate visual trackjrwith demonstrated success. However, these approaches
require high computational loads for feature extractiotr&ining and tracking phases.

In this paper, we propose a fast and robust tracking alguorigrhich exploits spatio-temporal local context
information. Figure? illustrates the basic flow of our algorithm. First, we learsgatial context model between
the target object and its local surrounding background dasetheir spatial correlations in a scene by solving a
deconvolution problem. Next, the learned spatial conteatiehis used to update a spatio-temporal context model

for the next frame. Tracking in the next frame is formulatgddomputing a confidence map as a convolution
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Fig. 3: Graphical model representation of spatial relatfop between object and its local context. The local contegion (2.
is inside the red rectangle which includes object regiomosunding by the yellow rectangle centering at the trackesdiltec*.
The context feature at locatianis denoted byc(z) = (1(z),z) including a low-level appearance representation (i.eagen
intensity I(z)) and location information.

problem that integrates the spatio-temporal context médion, and the best object location can be estimated by
maximizing the confidence map (See Fig@réb)). Experiments on numerous challenging sequences detnatm
that the proposed algorithm performs favorably againsesi&the-art methods in terms of accuracy, efficiency and

robustness.

Il. PROBLEM FORMULATION

The tracking problem is formulated by computing a confidenep which estimates the object location likelihood:
c(x) = P(x|o), 6y

wherex € R? is an object location and denotes the object present in the scene. In the following,sthatial
context information is used to estimatk7f and Figure3 shows its graphical model representation.

In the current frame, we have the object location(i.e., coordinate of the tracked object center). The cdntex
feature set is defined as° = {c(z) = (1(2),z)|z € 2.(x*)} whereI(z) denotes image intensity at locatiarand
Q.(x*) is the neighborhood of locatioxt. By marginalizing the joint probability?(x, ¢(z)|o), the object location

likelihood function in 7) can be computed by
c(x) = P(x|o)
= Z:c(z)eXC P(x,¢(z)|o) (2
=2 cex- P(X[6(2),0)P(c(2)|0),
where the conditional probability?(x|c(z), 0) models the spatial relationship between the object lonatiod its
context information which helps resolve ambiguities whies image measurements allow different interpretations,

and P(c(z)|o) is a context prior probability which models appearance ef ldtal context. The main task in this

work is to learnP(x|c(z), o) as it bridges the gap between object location and its spediatext.
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A. Spatial Context Model
The conditional probability functio(x|c(z), o) in (2) is defined as
P(X|C(Z)7 0) = h’SC(X - Z)v (3)

whereh®¢(x — z) is a function (See SectioifrD) with respect to the relative distance and direction betwagect
locationx and its local context location, thereby encoding the spatial relationship between arcobjed its spatial
context.

Note thath®c(x — z) is not a radially symmetric function (i.eh*(x — z) # h*¢(|x — z|)), and takes into account
different spatial relationships between an object andaitsill contexts, thereby helping resolve ambiguities when
similar objects appear in close proximity. For example, wlemethod tracks an eye based only on appearance
(denoted byz)) in the davidindoor sequence shown in FiguBe the tracker may be easily distracted to the right one
(denoted byz,) because both eyes and their surrounding backgrounds ailarsappearances (when the object
moves fast and the search region is large). However, in tbpgsed method, while the locations of both eyes are
at similar distances to locatiox* (here, it is location of the context relative to object lagatz;), their relative
locations tox* are different, thereby resulting in different spatial tElaships, i.e.h*¢(z; — X*) # h*¢(z, — x*).

That is, the non-radially symmetric functidri helps resolve ambiguities effectively.

B. Context Prior Model

In (2), the context prior probability is simply modeled by
P(C(Z)|O) = I(Z)wa(z - X*)v (4)

wherel(-) is image intensity that represents appearance of contektvaft) is a weighted function defined by

_1z?

W, (2) = ae” o7 | (5)

wherea is a normalization constant that restridt$c(z)|o) in (4) to range from 0 to 1 that satisfies the definition
of probability ando is a scale parameter.

In (4), it models focus of attention that is motivated by the biddal visual system which concentrates on certain
image regions requiring detailed analysib|[ The closer the context locatianis to the currently tracked target
locationx*, the more important it is to predict the object location ie toming frame, and larger weight should
be set. Different from our algorithm that uses a spatiallygiveed function to indicate the importance of context
at different locations, there exist other metho@6][ [27] in which spatial sampling techniques are used to focus
more detailed contexts at the locations near the objececéne., the closer the location is to the object center,

the more context locations are sampled).

C. Confidence Map
The confidence map of an object location is modeled as
,‘% ‘B’

¢(x) = P(x|o) = be (6)
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Fig. 4: lllustration of 1-D cross section of the confidencepmé) in (6) with different parameters. Here, the object location
x* = (100, 100).

whereb is a normalization constanty is a scale parameter aritlis a shape parameter (See Figdje
The object location ambiguity problem often occurs in viswacking which adversely affects tracking perfor-

mance. In 17], a multiple instance learning technique is adopted to latite location ambiguity problem with
favorable tracking results. The closer the location is ®chrrently tracked position, the larger probability tHae t
ambiguity occurs with (e.g., predicted object locationatttiffer by a few pixels are all plausible solutions and
thereby cause ambiguities). In our method, we resolve tbatiton ambiguity problem by choosing a proper shape
parameters. As illustrated in Figurel, a largegs (e.g.,5 = 2) results in an oversmoothing effect for the confidence
value at locations near to the object center, thereby fatneffectively reduce location ambiguities. On the other
hand, a small3 (e.g.,8 = 0.5) yields a sharp peak near the object center, thereby onlyatiog much fewer
positions when learning the spatial context model. Thisumm tmay lead to overfitting in searching for the object

location in the coming frame. We find that robust results carobtained wher = 1 in our experiments.

D. Fast Learning Spatial Context Model

Based on the confidence map functid@) é&nd the context prior mode#), our objective is to learn the spatial
context model §). Putting 6), (4) and @) together, we formulate2] as

,‘ﬂ‘ﬂ
=

c(x) = be
= Zze(lc(x*) hsc(x - Z)I(Z)wa (Z - X*) (7)
= h>(X) @ (I(X)we (X = X)),
where® denotes the convolution operator.
We note {) can be transformed to the frequency domain in which the Fastier Transform (FFT) algorithn2p]

can be used for fast convolution. That is,

x—x* I[’!

Fbe =

) = F(h*(x) © F(I(X)we (x = X)), (8)
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where F denotes the FFT function and is the element-wise product. Therefore, we have

Foe =517 >
FI(X)wo (x —x*)) )

he(x) = ( ©)

where F~! denotes the inverse FFT function.

IIl. PROPOSEDTRACKING ALGORITHM

Figure2 shows the basic flow of our algorithm. The tracking problefioisnulated as a detection task. We assume
that the target location in the first frame has been init@imanually or by some object detection algorithms. At
the ¢-th frame, we learn the spatial context modét(x) (9), which is used to update the spatio-temporal context
model ;{5 (x) (12) and applied to detect the object location in tfte-1)-th frame. When thgt+1)-th frame
arrives, we crop out the local context region(x;) based on the tracked locatiap at thet-th frame and construct
the corresponding context feature sef, ; = {c(z) = ([;1+1(2),2)|z € Qc(X})}. The object locatiorx}, ; in the

(t+1)-th frame is determined by maximizing the new confidence map

Xi,, = argmax cy11(X), (20)
XeQe(x})
wherec;1(x) is represented as
i1 = 7 (FUH 09) © Fllnr W, (x - x0) ). (1)

which is deduced fromg).

A. Update of Spatio-Temporal Context

The spatio-temporal context model is updated by
H1S = (1 p)H* + phie, (12)

wherep is a learning parameter arig® is the spatial context model computed [8) &t the¢-th frame. We note

(12) is a temporal filtering procedure which can be easily olesgim frequency domain
H?' = F, b5, (13)

where Hsl¢ £ [ Hptee=i+!dt is the temporal Fourier transform éf;* and similar tohs¢. The temporal filterF,

is formulated as

- r
e/ —(1—p)’
where;j denotes imaginary unit. It is easy to validate thatin (14) is a low-pass filter28]. Therefore, our spatio-

temporal context model is able to effectively filter out irragoise introduced by appearance variations, thereby

leading to more stable results.
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B. Update of Scale

According to (1), the target location in the current frame is found by mazing the confidence map derived
from the weighted context region surrounding the previaurgdt location. However, the scale of the target often
changes over time. Therefore, the scale parameiarthe weight functionw, (5) should be updated accordingly.
We propose the scale update scheme as

s = et ()
t ci—1(X;_1)’

= _ 1 n /
St =4 D i1 St—is

St+1 = (1 — A)St + )\Et,

(15)

Ot+1 = St0t,
wherec,(-) is the confidence map that is computed by)( ands; is the estimated scale between two consecutive
frames. To avoid oversensitive adaptation and to reducgenoiroduced by estimation error, the estimated target
scales; 1 is obtained through filtering in which; is the average of the estimated scales franconsecutive
frames, and\ > 0 is a fixed filter parameter (similar tp in (12)). The derivation details ofl6) can be found in

the AppendixV.

C. Analysis and Discussion

We note that the low computational complexity is one primarabteristic of the proposed algorithm in which only
6 FFT operations are involved for processing one frame inolytearning the spatial context modé) @nd com-
puting the confidence madl). The computational complexity for computing each FFT iyafi(M N log(M N))
for the local context region a¥/ x N pixels, thereby resulting in a fast methd$( frames per second in MATLAB

on an ¥ machine). More importantly, the proposed algorithm aokserobust results as discussed bellow.

Difference with related work. It should be noted that the proposed spatio-temporal coftasking algorithm is
significantly different from recently proposed contexsbd methodsZ1]-[24] and approaches that use FFT for
efficient computation19], [29], [30].

All the above-mentioned context-based methods adopt sdrategies to find regions with consistent motion
correlations to the object. IR2]l], a data mining method is used to extract segmented regiomeunding the
object as auxiliary objects for collaborative tracking. fied consistent regions, key points surrounding the object
are first extracted to help locate the object posit@?f[24]. Next, SIFT or SURF descriptors are used to represent
these consistent region27—[24]. Thus, computationally expensive operations are reduinerepresenting and
finding consistent regions. Moreover, due to the sparsityireaof key points, some consistent regions that are
useful for locating the object position may be discardedcdntrast, the proposed algorithm does not have these
problems because all the local regions surrounding thecbbje considered as the potentially consistent regions,
and the motion correlations between the objects and itd lomatexts in consecutive frames are learned by the

spatio-temporal context model that is efficiently compubgd-FT.
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Fig. 5: lllustration of why the proposed model is equippechtmdle distractor. The target inside the dotted rectarglhe
distractor. The different surrounding contexts (ezg.andz;, i = 1,2,4,5,7,8) can well discriminate target from distactor.

In [29], [30], the formulations are based on correlation filters thatdarectly obtained by classic signal processing
algorithms. At each frame, correlation filters are trainethg a large number of samples, and then combined to
find the most correlated position in the next frame. 18][ the filters proposed by2p), [30] are kernelized and
used to achieve more stable results. The proposed algoistsignificantly different from19], [29], [30] in several
aspects. First, our algorithm models the spatio-tempetationships between the object and its local contextshvhic
is motivated by the human visual system that uses contextlfpriesolve ambiguities in complex scenes efficiently
and effectively. Second, our algorithm focuses on the regiwhich require detailed analysis, thereby effectively
reducing the adverse effects of background clutters ardirigado more robust results. Third, our algorithm handles
the object location ambiguity problem using the confideneg with a proper prior distribution, thereby achieving
more stable and accurate performance for visual trackimglll, our algorithm solves the scale adaptation problem
but the other FFT-based tracking method$]] [29], [30] only track objects with a fixed scale and achieve less

accurate results than our method.

Robustness to occlusion and distractor. As shown in Figurel, the proposed algorithm handles heavy occlusion
well as most of context regions are not occluded which hawdasi relative spatial relations (See middle column of
Figurel) to the target center, thereby helping determine the targeter. Figureb illustrates our method is robust
to distractor (i.e., the right object). If tracking the tat@nly based on its appearance information, the trackér wil
be distracted to the right one because of their similar agmeas. Although the distractor has similar appearance
to the target, most of their surrounding contexts have ifieappearances (See locatiansz;,i = 1,2,4,5,7,8)

which are useful to discriminate target from distractor.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We evaluate the proposed tracking algorithm based on sgatiporal context (STC) algorithm usin@ video
sequences with challenging factors including heavy o@miygirastic illumination changes, pose and scale variatio
non-rigid deformation, background cluster and motion .blWle compare the proposed STC tracker withstate-

of-the-art methods. The parameters of the proposed digorrefixed for all the experiments. For other trackers,

November 11, 2013 DRAFT



10

TABLE [: Success rate (SR)(%Red fonts indicate the best performance while thlee fonts indicate the second best ones.
The total number of evaluated frames7isi91.

Sequence | SMS [2] | Frag f] | SSB B1] | LOT [12 | IVT [6] | OAB [14] | MIL [17] [ VTD [7] | L1T [9] | TLD [15] | DF [11] | MTT [13] | Struck [16] | ConT [23] | MOS [30] | CT [18] | CST [19] | LGT [32] | STC
animal 13 3 51 15 4 17 83 % 6 37 6 87 93 58 3 92 9 7 o
bird 33 64 13 5 78 % 10 9 44 42 % 10 48 26 11 8 47 89 65
bolt 58 a4 18 89 15 1 92 3 2 1 2 2 8 6 25 % 39 74 98
cliffbar 5 24 24 26 47 66 71 53 24 62 26 55 44 43 6 9% 93 81 9%
chasing 72 77 62 20 82 71 65 70 72 76 70 95 85 53 61 79 % 95 97
card 10 34 22 1 o7 30 37 35 9 88 26 22 % 90 28 36 44 33 98
carll 1 1 19 32 54 14 48 25 46 67 78 59 18 47 85 36 48 16 86
cokecan 1 3 38 4 3 53 18 7 16 17 13 85 % 20 2 30 86 18 87
downhill 81 89 53 6 87 82 33 98 66 13 94 54 87 71 28 82 72 73 99
dollar 55 il 38 40 21 16 46 39 39 39 100 39 100 100 89 87 100 100 | 100
davidindoor| 6 1 36 20 7 24 30 38 18 % 64 9 71 82 43 46 2 95 | 100
girl 7 70 49 91 64 68 28 68 56 79 59 71 97 74 3 27 43 51 98
jumping 2 34 81 22 100 82 100 87 13 76 12 100 18 100 6 100 100 5 100
mountainbikq 14 13 82 71 100 99 18 100 61 26 35 100 98 25 55 89 100 74 | 100
ski 22 5 65 55 16 58 33 6 5 36 6 9 76 43 1 60 1 7 68
shaking 2 25 30 14 1 39 83 %8 3 15 84 2 48 12 4 84 36 48 %
sylvester 70 34 67 61 45 66 77 33 40 89 33 68 81 84 6 77 84 8 78
woman 52 27 30 16 21 18 21 35 8 31 93 19 % 28 2 19 21 66 | 100
Average SR| 35 35 45 35 49 49 52 49 40 62 53 59 75 62 26 62 60 68 %

we use either the original source or binary codes provideahith parameters of each tracker are tuned for best
results. Thel8 trackers we compare with are: scale mean-shift (SMS) trafRe fragment tracker (Frag)4],
semi-supervised Boosting tracker (SSBY]} local orderless tracker (LOTLP], incremental visual tracking (IVT)
method p], online AdaBoost tracker (OAB)1[4], multiple instance learning tracker (MIL)LY], visual tracking
decomposition method (VTD)], L1 tracker (L1T) P], tracking-learning-detection (TLD) methodj], distribution
field tracker (DF) 11], multi-task tracker (MTT) 13], structured output tracker (Struck}], context tracker
(ConT) [23], minimum output sum of square error (MOS) track80]] compressive tracker (CTYLB], circulant
structure tracker (CSTP] and local-global tracker (LGT)32]. For the trackers involving randomness, we repeat
the experimentd0 times on each sequence and report the averaged resultenhepied in MATLAB, our tracker
runs at350 frames per second (FPS) on an3.40 GHz machine with8 GB RAM. The MATLAB source codes

will be released.

A. Experimental Setup

The size of context region is initially set to twice the sizetloe target object. The parameter of (15) is
initially set to oy = % wheres;, ands,, are height and width of the initial tracking rectangle, espvely.
The parameters of the map function are setvte- 2.25 and 8 = 1. The learning parameter= 0.075. The scale
parameters, is initialized tos; = 1, and the learning parametar= 0.25. The number of frames for updating
the scale is set ta = 5. To reduce effects of illumination change, each intensaju& in the context region is
normalized by subtracting the average intensity of thatoregrhen, the intensity in the context region multiplies

a Hamming window to reduce the frequency effect of image bdawwhen using FFTZ28], [29].
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TABLE II: Center location error (CLE)(in pixels) and avemframe per second (FPSjed fonts indicate the best performance
while the blue fonts indicate the second best ones. The total number ofizeal frames i§,591.

Sequence | SMS [2] | Frag ] | SSB B1] | LOT [12] | IVT [6] | OAB [14] | MIL [17] | VTD [7] | L1T [9] | TLD [15] | DF [11] | MTT [13] | Struck [16] | ConT [23] | MOS [30] | CT [18] | CST 19 | LGT [32] | STC
animal 78 100 25 70 146 62 32 17 122 125 252 17 19 76 281 18 16 166 | 15
bird 25 13 101 99 13 9 140 57 60 145 12 156 21 139 159 79 20 1 15
bolt 42 43 102 9 65 227 9 177 | 261 286 217 293 149 126 223 10 210 12 8
cliffbar Pil 34 56 36 a7 33 13 30 40 70 52 25 46 49 104 6 6 10 5
chasing 13 9 44 32 6 9 13 23 9 47 31 5 6 16 68 10 5 6 4
card 144 56 104 177 14 109 63 127 16 13 92 158 9 1 117 63 44 47 1
carll 86 117 11 30 7 11 8 20 8 12 6 8 9 8 8 9 8 16 7
cokecan 60 70 15 46 64 11 18 68 40 29 30 10 7 36 53 16 9 32 6
downhill 14 11 102 226 22 12 117 9 35 255 10 77 10 62 116 12 129 12 8
dollar 55 56 66 66 23 28 23 65 65 72 3 71 18 5 12 20 5 4 2

davidindoor | 176 | 103 45 100 281 43 33 40 86 13 27 1 20 22 78 28 149 12 8
girl 130 26 50 12 36 22 34 Pil 51 23 27 23 8 34 126 39 43 35 9
jumping 63 30 11 43 4 11 4 17 45 13 73 7 42 4 155 6 3 89 4

mountainbikg 135 | 209 11 24 5 11 208 7 74 213 155 7 8 149 16 11 5 12 6
ski 91 134 10 12 51 11 15 179 | 161 222 147 33 8 78 386 11 237 13 12
shaking 224 55 133 9 134 22 11 5 72 232 11 115 23 191 194 11 21 33 10
sylvester 15 47 14 23 138 12 9 66 49 8 56 18 9 13 65 9 7 11 11
woman 49 118 86 131 112 120 119 110 | 148 108 12 169 4 55 176 122 160 23 5

Average CLE| 79 63 54 70 84 43 43 58 62 78 52 80 19 42 103 29 54 22 8

Average FPY 12 7 11 07 33 22 38 5 1 28 13 1 20 15 200 % 120 8 350

B. Experimental Results

We use two evaluation criteria to quantitatively evaludte 19 trackers: the center location error (CLE) and

success rate (SR), both computed based on the manuallgdagedund truth results of each frame. The score of

area(R: [ Ry)

success rate is defined asore = TreaR UR

whereR, is a tracked bounding box anfd, is the ground truth
bounding box, and the result of one frame is considered ageess ifscore > 0.5. Table!l and Tablell show

the quantitative results in which the proposed STC trackbieaes the best or second best performance in most
sequences both in terms of center location error and sucagssFurthermore, the proposed tracker is the most
efficient 850 FPS on average) algorithm among all evaluated methodsoddi the CST 19 and MOS B(]
methods also use FFT for fast computation, the CST methddrpes time-consuming kernel operations and the
MOS tracker computes several correlation filters in eacimésathereby making these two approaches less efficient
than the proposed algorithm. Furthermore, both CST and M@®ads only track target with fixed scale, which
achieve less accurate results that the proposed methodseath adaptation. Figu@shows some tracking results
of different trackers. For presentation clarity, we onlywhthe results of the tof trackers in terms of average

success rates.

[llumination, scale and pose variation. There are large illumination variations in the evaluatequssces. The
appearance of the target object in tt@4 sequence changes significantly due to the cast shadows dniéram
lights (See#200, #250 in the car4 sequence shown in Figu®. Only the models of the IVT, L1T, Struck and
STC methods adapt to these illumination variations welkehiise, only the VTD and our STC methods perform
favorably on theshakingsequence because the object appearance changes dsastimalio the stage lights and

sudden pose variations. Thiavidindoorsequence contain gradual pose and scale variations assa#lirmination
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(e) cokecan (f) cliffbar

‘ ConT == TLD CST == Struck == CT === | GT === sTC|

Fig. 6: Screenshots of tracking results.

changes. Note that most reported results using this segqueconly on subsets of the available frames, i.e., not
from the very beginning of thelavidindoorvideo when the target face is in nearly complete darknesshim
work, the full sequence is used to better evaluate the paebce of all algorithms. Only the proposed algorithm
is able to achieve favorable tracking results on this secgidoth in terms of accuracy and success rate. This can
be attributed to the use of spatio-temporal context infaimnawhich facilitates filtering out noisy observations
(as discussed in Sectidhl-A), thereby enabling the proposed STC algorithm to relodag¢etarget when object

appearance changes drastically due to illumination, sadepose variations.

Occlusion, rotation, and pose variation. The target objects in thevoman girl andbird sequences are partially
occluded at times. The object in thlyrl sequence also undergoes in-plane rotation g&e0, #120 of the girl
sequence in Figur®) which makes the tracking tasks difficult. Only the proposdgorithm is able to track
the objects successfully in most frames of this sequence.vidmansequence has non-rigid deformation and
heavy occlusion (Seét130, #150, #230 of the womansequence in Figuré) at the same time. All the other
trackers fail to successfully track the object except threickt and the proposed STC algorithms. As most of the
local contexts surrounding the target objects are not declun these sequences, such information facilitates the

proposed algorithm relocating the object even they are stifudly occluded (as discussed in Figute
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Fig. 7: lllustration of scale change. From left to right, theale ratio iss. 2., inside the solid rectangles denotes the context
region at thet-th frame, and its corresponding context region at the- ()-th frame is denoted bf2.. s, that is inside the
dotted rectangles.

Background clutter and abrupt motion. In theanimal cokecarandcliffbar sequences, the target objects undergo
fast movements in the cluttered backgrounds. The targetcoj thechasingsequence undergoes abrupt motion
with 360 degree out-of-plane rotation, and the proposedriilgn achieves the best performance both in terms
of success rate and center location error. Thkecanvideo contains a specular object with in-plane rotation and
heavy occlusion, which makes this tracking task difficulblyOthe Struck and the proposed STC methods are able
to successfully track most of the frames. In tigfbar sequence, the texture in the background is very similar to
that of the target object. Most trackers drift to backgroemdept the CT, CST, LGT and our methods (S€&0

of the cliffbar sequence in Figur6). Although the target and its local background have veryilaimtexture, their
spatial relationships and appearances of local conteatdifferent which are used by the proposed algorithm when
learning a confidence map (as discussed in Sedtle@). Hence, the proposed STC algorithm is able to separate

the target object from the background based on the spatipdeal context.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present a simple yet fast and robust algonithich exploits spatio-temporal context information
for visual tracking. Two local context models (i.e., spbatiantext and spatio-temporal context models) are proposed
which are robust to appearance variations introduced bjusion, illumination changes, and pose variations. The
Fast Fourier Transform algorithm is used in both onlinereay and detection, thereby resulting in an efficient
tracking method that runs &60 frames per second with MATLAB implementation. Numerouseskpents with
state-of-the-art algorithms on challenging sequencesodstrate that the proposed algorithm achieves favorable

results in terms of accuracy, robustness, and speed.

Appendex

Without loss of generality, we assume the target object igered atx* = (0,0). Then, the confidence map
(i.e., 11)) can be represented as
c(X) = H(X) @ (I(X)we(X)). (16)
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/ sx,s <1
= Hl

0 —1—' X sx,s>>1

N

Fig. 8: lllustration of 1-D cross section of the weight funct we (X).

Then, we have
«0.0) = [ [ H )10, ~y)wn(—a.~y)dody. (17)
Doy

See Figure?, when size of the target changes from left to right with ratjgperforming a change of variables

(u,v) = (sz, sy), we can reformulatel(?)

c(0,0) = / Hy(z, y) (=2, —y)wo, (—z, —y)dzdy
Quy
1
= // Hy(u/s,v/s)Ii(~u/s, —v/s)ws,(—u/s, —v/s)—dudv
Qs,sy s
1
= // Hy(u/s,v/8)141(=u, —v)we, (—u/s, —v/s) = dudv
Qo sy S
1
= // Hy(u/s,v/8)Wse, (=1, =0) I111(—u, —v) — dudv
Qsz sy s
1
R~ // Hip1(u, 0)wse, (—u, —0) Iip1 (—u, —v)S—zdudv
Qoa,oy

1 1
= / Hyy1(u, v)wsg, (—u, —v) I111(—u, —v) < dudv — // Hyy1(u, v)wse, (u, 0) 141 (—u, —v) — dudv
Qg s Qa oy \ Q2 s

sx,sy

~0 becausews,, (—u,—v)~0 for all (u,v)€Qqe y\Qsz,sy (See Figure 8)

1
~ // Hyy1(u, 0)wso, (=1, —0) [111(—u, —v)— dudv.
Quy §

(18)

In (18), we have used the following relationships
Hi(u/s,v/s) & Hepq(u,v), (19)
Ii(u/s,v/s) = Lii1(u,v). (20)

Because of the proximity between two consecutive framem g4, we can make the above reasonable assumptions
which are spatially scaled versions hfand H;, respectively.
It is difficult to estimates from the (L8) because of the nonlinearity of the Gaussian weight functig,,. We

adopt an iterative method to approximately obtaifVe utilize the estimated scate at framet to replace the scale
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term s in the Gaussian window,,,, and the other scale term that needs to estimate is denotgdasrhus, (L8)

is reformulated as

1
¢(0,0) = / Hyp 1 (u, v)ws, o, (=, —0) I 11 (=1, —v) 5—dudv
Qay St+1

1
:/ Hiy1(u,v)we,,, (—u, —v)l111(—u, —v) 5—dudv (21)
Qa,y St+1

1
= ——c+1(0,0),
St+1

where we denote

Ot+1 = St0¢. (22)

Thus, we have

(23)

(24)

To avoid oversenstive scale adaptation, we utilize thefokquation to incrementally update the estimated scale

St4+1 = (1 — )\)St + )\Et. (25)
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