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ABSTRACT
Multiple object tracking (MOT) tends to become more challenging
when severe occlusions occur. In this paper, we analyze the limita-
tions of traditional Convolutional Neural Network-based methods
and Transformer-based methods in handling occlusions and pro-
pose DNMOT, an end-to-end trainable DeNoising Transformer for
MOT. To address the challenge of occlusions, we explicitly simulate
the scenarios when occlusions occur. Specifically, we augment the
trajectory with noises during training and make our model learn
the denoising process in an encoder-decoder architecture, so that
our model can exhibit strong robustness and perform well under
crowded scenes. Additionally, we propose a Cascaded Mask strat-
egy to better coordinate the interaction between different types
of queries in the decoder to prevent the mutual suppression be-
tween neighboring trajectories under crowded scenes. Notably,
the proposed method requires no additional modules like match-
ing strategy and motion state estimation in inference. We conduct
extensive experiments on the MOT17, MOT20, and DanceTrack
datasets, and the experimental results show that our method out-
performs previous state-of-the-art methods by a clear margin.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Multiple Object Tracking (MOT) [6, 26, 93] is a fundamental com-
puter vision task that involves predicting the trajectory of each
object in a continuous image sequence while maintaining consis-
tent object identity [5, 10, 33, 91]. In recent years, MOT has found
wide application in areas such as autonomous driving and video
surveillance. However, due to the complexity and crowdedness of
real-world scenarios [2, 64], severe or even complete occlusions
between objects are common. As a result, preventing ID switches
under severe occlusions has become a critical challenge in MOT.

Recently, the Tracking-by-Detection (TBD) paradigm [6, 9, 44, 76,
97] has become themainstreammethod forMOT due to its excellent
efficiency and effectiveness. The paradigm benefits from the rapid
development in the field of object detection and heavily relies on
the detector’s performance [28, 47, 49, 98]. However, when severe
occlusion occurs, the object may become almost invisible in the
2D image, making it challenging to obtain the object’s bounding
box through the detection model. As shown in Figure 1(a), the
middle person is occluded, and no detection result can be obtained,
resulting in a failure to participate in the subsequent matching
process. When the person reappears, a new trajectory is initiated.

Since the proposal of the Transformer [69] model in natural
language processing, the attention model [68] has rapidly emerged
in the field of computer vision [24, 39]. Following the success of the
DETR methods [15, 35, 37, 67] in object detection, this structure has
gradually been applied to multi-object tracking tasks. As illustrated
in Figure 1(b), each existing trajectory will eventually receive a
prediction result. However, due to occlusion-induced invisibility,
these trajectories tend to predict lower confidence scores, leading
to terrible results similar to those obtained in TBD methods.
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Figure 1: Visualization of a tracklet in the MOT17 dataset.
Our model is robust to severe occlusions through Cascaded
Mask Module and Denoising Training.

We further investigate the underlying mechanisms of the Trans-
former and observe that DETR [15] does not require Non-Maximum
Suppression for post processing. Instead, it filters all outputs based
on confidence and achieves excellent detection results. As illus-
trated in Figure 2, we can see that there is not always a one-to-one
correspondence between the queries and the actual objects. Instead,
multiple queries often attend to the same object. However, after
the self-attention layers in the decoder, a query will suppress the
neighboring queries. In the 2D-MOT task, due to the perspective re-
lationship, objects are frequently subject to severe or even complete
occlusion. This automatic suppression mechanism will also affect
the queries responsible for two closely located objects. Ultimately,
the confidence of the query responsible for the occluded object
becomes lower, leading to the object being filtered out.

In this paper, we propose DeNoising MOT, abbreviated as DN-
MOT, an online object tracker based on Transformer. Our fully
end-to-end trainable model needs no additional module such as
Kalman Filter [32] and Hungarian Matching [34] in inference. To
improve the model’s ability to handle occlusions, we introduced De-
noising Training and Cascaded Mask Module. As shown in Figure

1(c), our model exhibits better robustness against severe occlusions
and maintains the tracking state of the object to prevent ID-Switch
when it reappears.

The proposed method, based on DINO [88], first encodes the
multi-scale features extracted by the CNN [30, 61]. And then, as in
the previous methods [42, 87], we use track queries and detection
queries to track existing trajectories and detect new trajectories,
and introduce a Query Selection Module to give more reliable lo-
cation prior for detection query. Subsequently, we create another
type of queries, named denoising queries, to simulate the occur-
rence of occlusions. Specifically, we perform three types of noise
to the locations of all objects in the ground truth based on whether
there are other bounding box overlaps. The denoising queries are
then fed into the decoder along with other queries to improve the
model’s resistance to noise. Finally, to coordinate the interaction
between different types of queries, we proposed a Cascaded Mask
Module, which can help the queries in the decoder focus on their
own trajectories and not be suppressed by neighboring trajectories.
Importantly, the denoising query is not required in inference, and
only two adjacent frames are needed as input in each time step,
which significantly improves the time and space efficiency of our
model.

The experimental results of DNMOT on MOT Challenge [19, 43,
70] and DanceTrack [65] demonstrate that our model achieves the
state-of-the-art performance among all end-to-end Transformer-
based methods. These results highlight the importance of solv-
ing the occlusion problem, not only for enhancing application
performance, but also for imporving metrics such as MOTA and
HOTA [7, 41]. Additional ablation experiments also illustrate the
effectiveness of the proposed method.

2 RELATEDWORK
In this section, wewill provide a brief introduction to two paradigms
commonly used in multi-object tracking, namely Tracking-By-
Detection (TBD) methods and Transformer-based methods. We
will also briefly explain how existing methods deal with the occlu-
sion problem and their limitations.

2.1 Tracking-By-Detcetion Methods
Most multi-object tracking models based on convolutional neu-
ral networks adopt the Tracking-By-Detection (TBD) paradigm,
which usually consists of two stages. Firstly, a detection model is
used to detect objects in the frame, and then an association stage
is performed on existing trajectories and detection results using
motion information [58] or Re-ID information [75]. SORT [9] uses
the Hungarian matching algorithm and Kalman filter to achieve
these two processes, and Deep SORT [76] adds Re-ID features in
the association stage. Subsequent models focus on improving asso-
ciation strategies [3, 18, 73], more robust action prediction [55, 81],
and more efficient Re-ID feature extraction [51, 60, 84]. For exam-
ple, ByteTrack [92] uses more detection results and a two-stage
association process; OC SORT [14] iteratively updates the Kalman
Filter through interpolation after the object reappears, while BoT-
SORT [1] estimates the motion of the camera to correct the predic-
tion of the Kalman filter. C-BIOU Tracker [83] uses buffered IOUs
in the association process to increase the probability of successful
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Figure 2: The reason that DETR-based models do not need
NMS.We visualized all the queries whose prediction category
is "person". We use yellow circles to represent the predictions
that are not filtered out (the filtering threshold is 0.3), and
use small circles of different colors to indicate results with
low confidence.

association. However, these methods still struggle to handle False
Negative objects.

2.2 Transformer-Based Methods
With the increasing popularity of the Transformer architecture in
Natural Language Processing, this structure is now being widely
used in Computer Vision tasks [24, 39, 85], and achieves compara-
ble and even state-of-the-art results in some fields [17, 59, 71, 86].
In multi-object tracking, TransTrack [66] replaces the detection
model and location prediction model in the TBD paradigm with
a transformer architecture, while Trackformer [42] uses detection
query and track query to detect new trajectories and track existing
trajectories respectively. MeMOT [12] utilizes a memory buffer to
enable the model to use both short-term and long-term informa-
tion for better inference capabilities. These methods completely
discard external modules such as the Kalman Filter used for loca-
tion prediction in previous methods [16, 99] in inference. Moreover,
with the recent advancements in multimodal models, some mod-
els also incorporate information from other modalities to enhance
performance [20, 77, 100]. Our proposed DNMOT is also based on
a fully end-to-end Transformer architecture and is equipped with
a Denoising Training process and Cascaded Mask Module, which
improves the model’s robustness to occlusions and leads to better
performance on evaluation metrics.

2.3 Occlusion Handling
Severe occlusion usually leads to problems such as missed detec-
tions and ID switches, which seriously affect the performance of the
model in crowded scenes. In recent years, researchers have started
to address the issue of occlusion in multi-object tracking [80]. While
using ReID information to match reappearing objects is a common
method to handle occlusion [63], it does not work well for sce-
narios where the object is often locally invisible [13]. To address
this issue, MotionTrack [46] uses the Interaction Module to model
the relationship between tracks for better results in dense scenes;
FineTrack [48] uses locally unoccluded parts for fine-grained fea-
ture extraction; P3AFormer [95] uses a point-wise approach to
solve the occlusion problem at the pixel level; Some methods [44]
also use calculation in the case of occlusion to determine whether
the trajectory is terminated, rather than relying on inactivity time.

In contrast, our DNMOT uses a novel approach to simulate the
occlusion occurrence by the noising method, enabling the model
to learn the denoising process when occlusion occurs. This novel
approach has shown to be highly effective in addressing the chal-
lenges associated with occlusion, and its effectiveness surpasses
that of previous techniques. Our experiments show that this explicit
treatment, which is completely different from previous methods,
leads to better robustness of the model to occlusions.

3 METHODOLOGY
Given a sequence of video frames 𝑰 =

{
𝐼0, 𝐼1, · · · , 𝐼𝑡

}
, the proposed

DNMOT model processes each frame sequentially and generates 𝐾
trajectories 𝑻 = {𝑇0,𝑇1, · · · ,𝑇𝐾 }.

The pipeline of our method is illustrated in Figure 3. Our model
consists of a Backbone that extracts multi-scale features and a
Transformer structure that performs tracking. The extracted multi-
scale features are flattened and concatenated before being encoded
using self-attention in Transformer encoder. Then the encoded
features are sent to the decoder as Key and Value, and a Query
set containing Detection queries, Track queries, and Denoising
queries is fed to the decoder simultaneously. After the cascaded
mask decoder, these queries are used to initialize new trajectories,
track active trajectories, and train the model to be robust to noises,
respectively. We will explain how to generate the three types of
queries in Section 3.2, while our network architecture and the
Cascaded Mask Module it contains will be explained in Section 3.1
and Section 3.3, respectively.

3.1 Network Architecture
DNMOT consists of a backbone and an improved denoising Trans-
former architecture. In order to better integrate temporal informa-
tion, we adopt multi-frame features. In this section, we will briefly
introduce the details of our network architecture.

Backbone.We employ ResNet50 [30] as our feature extractor,
utilizing the output of the last three layers of the model. We apply
another convolution layer with a kernel size of 3 and a stride of 2 for
the final layer’s output, and merge the features from the four scales
to obtain the final feature vector 𝐹 ∈ R𝐵×𝑁feature×𝑑 . Here, 𝑁feature
represents the total number of features across the four scales, and
𝑑 represents the dimension of the features.

Multi-frame Features. Following [74], we merge the backbone
features of the current and previous frames and input them together
into the Transformer structure. This enables the model to directly
compare the object’s position between two frames. To provide
the model with 3D position embeddings, including time, we use
trigonometric functions as 2D position embeddings in ViT [24] and
incorporate them into the Transformer [4, 8]. This helps the model
to distinguish between two consecutive frames.

Transformer. Our main network architecture is based on the
classic Transformer structure, which consists of an Encoder and
a Decoder. The Encoder is made up of several consecutive lay-
ers, where each layer contains a multi-head self-attention module
followed by a feed-forward network. Similarly, the Decoder also
consists of several identical layers, and each layer includes a self-
attention module, a cross-attention module, and a feed-forward
network.
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Figure 3: Overall architecture of the proposed method, consisting of a backbone for feature extraction and an Encoder-Decoder
architecture. At each time step, the multi-scale features extracted from the input image will be flattened and concatenate with
the features of the previous frame, and after the Encoder processing, the features will be selected to obtain the positions of
interest. These positions will form detection queries with learnable embeddings, and then the track queries generated in the
previous frame and the output of the Noise Generation module (Denoising queries) will be used as a Query set to pass into the
Mask Decoder. Noise Generation will not be enabled during Inference.

3.2 Query Generation
The overall generation process is illustrated in Figure 4. Figure 4 (a)
demonstrates how Query Selection is utilized to help the detection
queries in more precisely locating the region of interest. Figure 4 (b)
illustrates how the final denoising queries are generated via track
queries and Ground Truths.

Detection Query. As illustrated in Figure 4(a), the detection
query is responsible for detecting new trajectories. This query needs
to address two main difficulties: (1) it must detect all objects in the
frame [11, 29, 38]; (2) it must remove trajectories already activated
in the detection results, as these trajectories are already represented
by the track query. The detection queries are obtained by adding
the content embedding and the position embedding. To help the
queries find the region of interest faster, we use selected position
embeddings instead of uniform position embeddings. Specifically,
each output of encoder will generates a score by a MLP, which
represents the probability of an object occurring at the location
represented by the encoder output. The position embedding of the
top 𝑁𝑑 queries, where 𝑁𝑑 is the number of detection queries and is
typically set to 300, will be addedwith the same number of randomly
initialized content queries to form the final detection query set.
While we keep the learnable content queries to learn their own
content embedding that helps to interact between different types
of queries, we use the selected position embeddings to accelerate
the detection process.

Track Query. Track query is used to continuously track all
active trajectories, which are tracked and initialized in the previous

frame. Track queries from the previous frame that generates high-
confidence track results are considered active trajectories, and their
content embedding and position embedding in the current frame
are obtained from the final layer’s output of the decoder and the
generated object position, respectively. Additionally, new tracks
with detection query results above the threshold 𝜆𝐷 in the previous
frame are treated as new tracks and added to the track query of the
current frame for subsequent tracking.

Denoising Query. The denoising query is utilized to simulate
the scenario of occlusion. To achieve this, we create 𝑁 groups of
noise queries, where each group comprises the same number of
positive noise as the objects present in the ground truth. Addition-
ally, we generate an equal number of negative noise by utilizing
a broader range of noise, inspired by the approach proposed in
DINO [88]. Figure 4(b) depicts our generation process. Although
our task involves only one category, we initially perturb the cate-
gory numbers to a larger space with an uniform distribution, similar
to DINO. The aim is not to differentiate between different categories.
Instead, we adopt this method to yield a different mapping outcome
for the category of pedestrians. This is because, in crowded scenes,
occlusion tends to make pedestrians partially visible, thereby creat-
ing a significant difference between the acquired mapping vectors.
Subsequently, we replace the embedding and the real object po-
sition with the existing content embedding and bounding box of
the active trajectory. Finally, we employ various ranges of noise to
perturb the position and map it to position embedding after per-
turbation. During the final loss calculation and back-propagation
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Figure 4: The generation process of queries in decoder. (a) illustrates how features extracted by backbone and encoder are
filtered to provide location references for detection queries. (b) shows how to combine the existing active trajectories and
ground truth information to generate the Denoising queries.

stage, we utilize the ground truth as supervision for positive noise
and "no-object" as supervision information for negative noise.

We employ different strategies for generating positive noise
depending on the presence of other objects around the object. A
random noise vector 𝑁 = (𝑛𝑥 , 𝑛𝑦, 𝑛𝑤 , 𝑛ℎ) is sampled, and all its
elements are randomly chosen from a range between −𝜆𝑟 and 𝜆𝑟
for each of the four values of the bounding box 𝐵 = (𝑥,𝑦,𝑤,ℎ). The
resulting coordinate information is obtained after the addition of
the noise vector:

𝐵new = 𝐵 + 𝐵 ⊙ 𝑁 (1)
where ⊙ represents element-wise product. When an object is

close to another object (with IOU greater than threshold 𝜏𝑐 ), we
introduce a conditional noise strategy, in which the final result
is a weighted sum of the current object’s bounding box and its
neighboring object’s bounding box:

𝐵new = 𝜆𝑐𝐵 + (1 − 𝜆𝑐 )𝐵𝑛 (2)

where 𝐵𝑛 represents the bounding box of the neighboring object,
and 𝜆𝑐 is a conditional noise factor between 0 and 1.

Figure 5 depicts our three noise addition methods. In (a), the
bounding boxes of two neighboring objects are shown in green
and yellow, respectively. (b), (c), and (d) demonstrate the results of
positive random noising, positive conditional noising, and negative
noising for the green object, respectively. Finally, the results of
the three noise addition methods are merged to create a group
of Denoising queries. The final Denoising query set comprises
multiple groups of Denoising queries.

3.3 Cascaded Mask Self-attention
In the Decoder, the query undergoes two processes: self-attention
and cross-attention. During self-attention, queries interact with

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 5: Visualization of different types of Noising. (a):
ground truth of the object which we add noises to and its
neighboring object. (b): with positive random noise. (c): with
positive conditional noise. (d): with negative noise.

each other, potentially facilitating communication between queries
carrying different information. In the subsequent cross-attention
stage, the query interacts with all the keys and attends only to
itself. All three types of queries require cross-attention to interact
with features extracted earlier for fine-grained classification and
regression tasks. However, the demands for the self-attention are
different for each type of query.

For detection query, on the one hand, it needs to interact with
other queries of the same type to ensure that no duplicate objects
are detected. On the other hand, this type of query also needs to
determine whether it is focusing on a new trajectory by interacting
with the track queries.

For track query, self-attention may have suppressed effects on
other queries in its vicinity. This mechanism is still needed for de-
tection queries since their number is often larger than the actual
number of new trajectories. However, in crowded scenes, trajec-
tories often have tight spatial relationships with each other, and
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Figure 6: The cascaded mask used in the self-attention of the
decoder layer. Different colors represent different types of
queries or different groups of denoising queries. The gray
parts indicate the invisibility between each other.

this mechanism often leads to the suppressed influence of occluded
trajectory objects. On the other hand, the inter-relationship be-
tween trajectories, such as companions walking together, can help
each other in the tracking process due to their similar speed and
direction. Therefore, a mechanism that allows for interaction be-
tween trajectories without interfering with each other needs to be
designed.

For Denoising query, it is a separate module. And it is important
to ensure that different groups of denoising queries do not interfere
with each other. This is because adding noise to different groups is
a random process, and two groups of noise may potentially refer to
each other. Therefore, it is necessary to ensure that any two groups
of denoising queries are not visible to each other.

We have implemented the analysis mentioned above using the
mask self-attention mechanism in our model. The mask is repre-
sented as a 𝑁𝑞 × 𝑁𝑞 matrix, where 𝑁𝑞 is the number of queries.
The 𝑖-th row corresponds to the invisibility mask for the 𝑖-th query
in self-attention. The 𝑗-th location in this row is gray means that
the 𝑗-th query is invisible to the 𝑖-th query during self-attention.
It should be noted that we use a progressive visibility scheme for
track queries. In the initial few layers, typically the first half of
the decoder layers, the track queries are fully visible to each other,
and each track query interacts with other queries to extract cou-
pled information between them. In the subsequent layers, typically
the latter half of the layers, as shown in Figure 6, we introduce
masks to limit each track query’s interactions only with itself, thus
preventing suppression by other queries.

3.4 Loss Function
Our model’s optimization is a bipartite matching problem, and
we utilize set prediction loss, as in other transformer-based ap-
proaches [15].

Each track query corresponds to either a ground truth trajectory
or a ‘no-object’ (which indicates the trajectory’s termination in
the current frame). For detection queries, we use DETR’s bipartite

matching mechanism to establish the correspondence between the
model outputs and the ground truths. Concerning denoising queries,
we supervise positive and negative noises with actual ground truth
and ‘no-object’ category, respectively. For classification score calcu-
lation, we employ focal loss [36], and for bounding box regression,
we use L1 and IOU loss [50]. Our loss function is defined as:

Ltrack = 𝜆focalLcls + 𝜆L1Lbbox + 𝜆iouLiou (3)

where 𝜆focal, 𝜆L1 and 𝜆iou are the loss weights for balancing the
focal loss, L1 loss and the IOU loss, respectively. In addition, simi-
lar to Deformable DETR [101], we add auxiliary losses after each
decoder layer, and add extra intermediate losses after the query
selection module, with the same components as for each decoder
layer. Finally, our final loss function is defined as:

L = Ltrack + Laux + Linter (4)

where Ltrack denotes the track loss in Equation 3, Laux denotes
the auxiliary loss, and Linter denotes the intermediate loss.

4 EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we demonstrate the performance of our model
on three public datasets, namely MOT17 [43], MOT20 [19], and
DanceTrack [65]. In addition, we conduct ablation experiments to
verify the effectiveness of our modules.

4.1 Datasets and Metrics
Datasets.We evaluated our model’s performance on three publicly
available datasets: MOT17 [43], MOT20 [19], and Dance Track [65]
to ensure fair comparison. MOT17 consists of 7 training and 7
testing sequences, each with detection results from three existing
detectors [27, 49, 82] for evaluating the association performance
of methods. As our model is an end-to-end approach, we only
conducted experiments on the private track. MOT20 includes 4
training and 4 testing sequences with more objects in the scene
compared to MOT17. DanceTrack is a recent multi-object tracking
dataset with 100 dance sequences, including 40 training sequences,
25 validation sequences, and 35 testing sequences.

Validation set.We conducted our ablation studies on MOT17.
Due to the restrictions on the number of submissions for the test
set in MOT Challenge [19, 43], we sampled half of each training
sequence as our validation set followed by [93].

Metrics.We use CLEAR [7] MOT metrics and HOTA [41] as our
evaluation metrics.

4.2 Implementation Details
We utilized PyTorch [45] to develop our model and carried out
experiments on 8 NVIDIA 3090Ti GPUs. The image was resized to
a minimum size of 800, and we employed data augmentation, such
as random flipping and cropping.

Hyperparameters. Our model was pre-trained on Crowdhu-
man [57] for 80 epochs, followed by 40, 50, and 20 epochs of training
on MOT17 [43], MOT20 [19], and DanceTrack [65], respectively.
The initial learning rate was 2 × 10−4 and was decayed after the 10
epochs.We used the AdamW [40] optimizer. Our Transformer struc-
ture consisted of 6 encoder layers and 6 decoder layers, with 8 heads
in the attention mechanism. After conducting ablation experiments,
we set the number of detection queries to 300 and determined the
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Table 1: Performance comparison between DNMOT and ex-
isting methods on the MOT17 dataset under the private de-
tection protocols.

Method MOTA ↑ IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ FP ↓ FN ↓ ID.Sw ↓
TraDeS [78] 69.1 63.9 52.7 20892 150060 3555
FairMOT [93] 73.7 72.3 59.3 27507 117477 3303
GTR [99] 75.3 71.5 59.1 26793 109854 2859
CorrTracker [72] 76.5 73.6 60.7 29808 99510 3396
OC-SORT [14] 78.0 77.5 63.2 15100 108000 1950
MOTRv2 [94] 78.6 75.0 62.0 23409 94797 2619
GHOST [56] 78.7 77.1 62.8 - - 2325
ByteTrack [92] 80.3 77.3 63.1 25491 83721 2196
BoT-SORT [1] 80.6 79.5 64.6 22524 85398 1257
C-BIOU Tracker [83] 81.1 79.7 64.1 23136 82011 1455

TransCenter [80] 73.2 62.2 54.5 23112 123738 3663
TransTrack [66] 74.5 63.9 54.1 28323 112137 3663
MeMOT [12] 72.5 69.0 56.9 37221 115248 2724
MOTR [87] 73.4 68.6 57.8 - - 2439
TrackFormer [42] 74.1 68.0 57.3 34602 108777 2829
DNMOT(Ours) 75.6 68.1 58.0 24960 110064 2529

number of denoising query groups based on the number of objects
in the ground truth, with a total denoising quantity of no more
than 200. The batch size was initially set to 2, but it was adjusted to
1 when using the multi-frame strategy due to memory limitations.
We set 𝜆𝑓 𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙 , 𝜆𝐿1, and 𝜆𝑖𝑜𝑢 to 1, 5, and 2, respectively.

4.3 Benchmark Results
In this section, we report the results of our experiments on three
datasets: MOT17 [43], MOT20 [19], and DanceTrack [65]. Our ex-
periments demonstrate that our method achieves state-of-the-art
or comparable results under the MOTA and HOTA metrics among
Transformer-based end-to-end multi-object trackers that do not
rely on external detectors (e.g., YOLOX [28]). Trackers with gray
background do not require additional modules for inference, and
the best results among them are marked in bold.

MOT17. In Table 1, we present the results of our experiments on
MOT17 [43]. Our DNMOT achieves the best performance among
all methods that do not require additional modules for inference,
with a MOTA of 75.6 and a HOTA of 58.0. It is worth mentioning
that we only use the CrowdHuman [57] dataset for pre-training,
without any other datasets [22, 23, 25, 79, 90, 96], yet we achieve
comparable or even better results. Our model successfully tracks
many invisible objects, with a low number of false positives and
false negatives.

MOT20. We present our experimental results on the MOT20
dataset [19] in Table 2. Our DNMOT achieved 70.5 MOTA, 73.2 IDF1,
and 58.6 HOTA, which are the best results among similar methods.
Compared to MOT17, MOT20 has a more crowded distribution of
objects, and our model’s high robustness to occlusion leads to a
greater improvement on MOT20 (+1.9 in MOTA, +7.1 in IDF1 and
+3.9 in HOTA) than on MOT17 (+1.5 in MOTA, -0.9 in IDF1 and
+0.2 in HOTA).

DanceTrack.We conduct experiments on the recently proposed
DanceTrack dataset [65], which focuses on evaluating the perfor-
mance of the tracker association stage using the HOTA evaluation
metric [41]. In Table 3, we present our results, which show that our

Table 2: Performance comparison between DNMOT and ex-
isting methods on the MOT20 dataset.

Method MOTA ↑ IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ FP ↓ FN ↓ ID.Sw ↓
FairMOT [93] 61.8 67.3 54.6 103440 88901 5243
CorrTracker [72] 65.2 69.1 - 79429 95855 5183
OC-SORT [14] 75.5 75.9 62.1 18000 108000 913
ByteTrack [92] 77.8 75.2 61.3 26249 87594 1223
GHOST [56] 73.7 75.2 61.2 - - 1264
BoT-SORT [1] 77.8 77.5 63.3 24638 88863 1257

TransTrack [66] 64.5 59.2 48.9 28566 151377 3565
TransCenter [80] 67.7 58.7 43.5 56435 107163 3759
MeMOT [12] 63.7 66.1 54.1 47882 137983 1938
TrackFormer [42] 68.6 65.7 54.7 20348 140373 1532
DNMOT(Ours) 70.5 73.2 58.6 29314 122252 987

Table 3: Performance comparison between DNMOT and ex-
isting methods on the DanceTrack test set.

Method MOTA ↑ IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑
OC-SORT [14] 75.5 75.9 62.1
TraDeS [78] 86.2 41.2 43.3
ByteTrack [92] 89.6 53.9 47.7
GHOST [56] 91.3 57.7 56.7
MOTRv2 [94] 92.1 76.0 73.4

MOTR [87] 79.7 54.2 51.5
DNMOT(Ours) 89.1 49.7 53.5

approach achieves a HOTA score of 53.5, outperforming compara-
ble methods by 2.0 points. Furthermore, our approach achieves a
MOTA score of 89.1 and an IDF1 score of 49.7.

4.4 Ablation Study
In this section, we conduct ablation experiments to demonstrate
the effectiveness of our proposed method and discuss the model
hyperparameters.

DNMOT Components. Table 4 shows the impact of integrat-
ing different components. The Baseline is Deformable DETR [101],
and we add track query [42] to make baseline applicable to MOT
tasks. Integrating our components into the baseline can gradually
improve overall performance. The application of denoising queries
gives the model stronger performance, improving MOTA by 3.8
and IDF1 by 5.6 over baseline, as well as reducing ID Switch by
77%. By adding multi-frame features, the model can learn the mo-
tion patterns of objects in two frames, further improving MOTA
and IDF1 and reducing the number of ID switches. When using
Query Selection Module, there are extra 0.4 and 0.6 improvements
in MOTA and IDF1, respectively. Finally, after adding the cascaded
mask, we obtain 75.4 MOTA, 71.0 IDF1 and 477 ID switches, which
is a significant improvement over the original Baseline (5.1 MOTA,
8.0 IDF1 improvement and 87% ID switch reduction).

Noising Type. We evaluate the effects of three noise types and
present the results in Table 5. The denoising part is removed as
our baseline for ablation study. Adding positive random noises
(second row in the table) improves the bounding box prediction
results, resulting in a significant increase in MOTA(+2.6). The more
accurate position output leads to better position embedding for
the next frame’s track query, reducing the number of ID Switches.
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Table 4: The effect of our contributions. Baseline is De-
formable DETR with track queries added.

Method MOTA↑ IDF1↑ ID.Sw↓
Baseline 70.3 63.0 3264
+Denoising query 74.1 68.6 774
+Multi-frame feature 74.4 69.5 699
+Query Selection 74.8 70.1 496
+Cascaded Mask 75.4 71.0 477

Table 5: The results of the experiments on different types of
noise. We denote the different types of noise as follows: PRN:
Positive Random Noises, NN: Negative Noises, PCN: Positive
Conditional Noises.

PRN NN PCN MOTA↑ IDF1↑ ID.Sw↓
70.3 63.0 3264

✓ 72.9 64.6 3636
✓ ✓ 73.2 65.8 1112
✓ ✓ ✓ 74.1 68.6 774

The addition of negative noises (third row in the table) resulted in
the rejection of proposals that are farther away, further improving
MOTA (+0.3) and IDF1 (+1.2) while reducing the number of ID
switches. The introduction of positive conditional noises results in
the best performance on the validation set, achieving 74.1 MOTA,
68.6 IDF1, and 774 ID switch numbers.

Cascaded Mask.We conduct experiments to demonstrate the
effectiveness of our mask module and present our experimental
results in Table 6. We use Trackformer [42] as our baseline and
conducted ablation experiments on it (first row in the table). We
modify the self-attention part in the decoder while keeping other
parameters constant. We try three modifications: processing track
queries separately using an MLP (second row in the table), adding a
mask to all decoder layers for track queries (third row in the table),
and gradually adding a mask to track queries using a cascaded
approach (fourth row in the table).

We use an MLP with only linear and ReLU layers to process
the track queries. However, our experiment shows a slight drop
in performance when using an MLP to process the track queries
separately. We believe this is due to two reasons. First, there are
logical relationships between track queries that can aid in easier
tracking by linking them together. The use of an MLP breaks this
connection. Second, using attention and MLP to process two types
of queries separately may not result in the same feature space, mak-
ing it challenging for subsequent cross-attention and thus affecting
the model’s optimization.

We further utilize the mask mechanism to ensure that the out-
puts of all query self-attention belong to the same feature space.
However, using masks for all track queries throughout the decoder
results in a decrease in metrics, suggesting that the interaction
between tracks is still meaningful. To address this issue, we adopt
a gradually added mask mechanism where masks are not added to
track queries in the early decoder layers, allowing track queries to
interact with each other. In later layers, masks are added so that

Table 6: Experimental results with different mask methods.

Method MOTA↑ IDF1↑ ID.Sw↓
Baseline [42] 74.2 71.8 1449
MLP 74.1 71.5 1533
Full Mask 69.4 60.2 1086
Cascaded Mask 74.5 68.6 838

Table 7: The experimental results of choosing the hpyerpa-
rameter 𝜆𝑑 and 𝜆𝑡 .

𝜆𝑑 𝜆𝑡 MOTA↑ IDF1↑ ID.Sw↓
0.4 0.3 73.9 66.7 1005
0.4 0.4 73.6 66.6 1042
0.4 0.5 72.8 66.1 1167

0.3 0.4 73.7 65.9 1298
0.4 0.4 73.6 66.6 1042
0.5 0.4 72.9 66.5 863

track queries could focus on their own objects without interference.
Our experiments demonstrate that this Cascaded Mask module is
highly effective and helps our model achieve the best results.

Threshold Selection. We investigate the impact of different
threshold choices for different queries on the final results. The
experimental results are shown in Table 7. For track queries, the
best performance in terms of MOTA and IDF1 is achieved with a
value of 0.3 for parameter 𝜆𝑡 . Conversely, for detection queries, the
performance of the model is not sensitive to changes in parameter
𝜆𝑑 .

4.5 Discussion
In terms of IOU scores between objects, MOT17 is not heavily
crowded and MOT20 is more crowded. However, in MOT20, se-
quences are often shot from a top-down perspective, and although
people are close to each other, they do not obstruct each other.
Therefore, compared to improvements in MOTA and HOTA, our
method has greater value in application.

5 CONCLUSION
In this work, we propose DNMOT, an end-to-end trainable multi-
object tracker based on the Transformer architecture. DNMOT adds
noises during training and learns to denoising, resulting in stronger
robustness in severe occluded scenes. Our method achieves state-
of-the-art performance among all methods that do not require any
additional modules during inference.

We hope those methods will foster future work for multi-object
tracking with severe occlusions.
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Figure 7: Network architecture in the ablation experiment of "Cascaded Mask" in the main text. (a) illustrates our baseline
(without "Full/Cascaded Mask"), which is used in most Transformer-based models, and we add different masks innovatively. (b)
illustrates the architecture of MLP we performed in the experiment. We utilize the same processing method for denoising
queries across all experiments, so we omit it from the figure.

A DETAILS OF NETWORK ARCHITECTURE IN ABLATION EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we provide the details of the network architecture used in the ablation experiment of “Cascaded Mask” in Figure 7. We use
the ablation experiment to explore the interaction between different types of queries. Because Denoising queries have the same processing
method in all the experiments, we omit them in the figure.

In the previous methods [42, 87], as in Figure 7(a) (without Full/Cascaded Mask), different types of queries are concatenated and passed to
Self-Attention module to interact with each other. Considering the track queries are invisible to each other, we design an MLP to replace the
original Self-Attention module. To process detection queries, all the queries are concatenated like previous methods as Key and Value, while
only detection queries are used as Query. On the other hand, for the track queries, we use a MLP network, which contains a linear layer and
an activation function. Finally, track queries and detection queries are concatenated and passed to the next stage.

As indicated in Table 6 in the main text, we finally use the mask to coordinate the interaction between different types of queries (Figure
7(a) with Full/Cascaded Mask).

B ALGORITHM OF GENERATION OF DENOISING QUERIES
We provide the generation process of Denoising queries in Algorithm 1, as a more detailed description of Figure 4(b) in the main text.

C ANALYSIS OF DATASETS
In this section, we analyze the degree of crowdedness of the MOT17, MOT20 and DanceTrack dataset. To quantify this, we count the
number of frames and pedestrians in training set of each dataset, and then we calculate the number of pairs with IOU scores greater than
specific thresholds for each sequence. This allows us to obtain the average number of crowded pairs and pedestrians for each dataset, which
characterizes their density levels.

For MOT17, our statistical results are demonstrated in Table 8. MOT17 contains 204,701 pedestrians spread across 5,316 frames, giving an
average of 38 pedestrians per frame. Additionally, on average, there are only 2.5 pairs of pedestrians with an Intersection over Union (IOU)
score greater than 0.4, indicating relatively low crowdedness in the dataset.

For MOT20, our statistical results are demonstrated in Table 9. MOT20 contains a total of 1,134,614 pedestrians distributed over 8,931
frames, yielding an average of 127 pedestrians per frame. On average, about 20 pairs of pedestrians have an IOU score greater than 0.4. So
MOT20 is more crowded in both the average number of people per frame and the average number of crowded pairs, and our model’s high
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Algorithm 1: The generation process of denoising queries
Input: Bounding boxes in ground truth 𝐵 = {𝐵1, 𝐵2, ..., 𝐵𝑁 };
Active trajectories 𝑇 = {𝑇1,𝑇2, ...,𝑇𝑁 };
Correspondence between trajectories and ground truth𝑀 ;
Category perturbation range C, conditional noise threshold 𝜆𝑐 , conditional noise probability 𝑝;
positive noise range 𝜆𝑟 , negative noise range 𝜆𝑛 ;
Output: 𝑁𝑔 groups of denoising queries

1 Initialize group number of denoising queries: 𝑁𝑔 = 200//𝐵.𝑙𝑒𝑛𝑔𝑡ℎ
2 for group = 1 to 𝑁𝑔 do
3 Randomly take 𝐵.𝑙𝑒𝑛𝑔𝑡ℎ category IDs from the range [0,𝐶] to form class set 𝑆𝑎 ;
4 Map IDs in 𝑆𝑎 to class embeddings;
5 Assign a bounding box in 𝐵 to each class embedding;
6 Replace the corresponding class embedding with the tacklet embedding according to𝑀 ;
7 for each bounding box and class embedding pair do
8 Calculate the IOU scores between the bounding box and others;
9 if At least an IOU score greater than 𝜆𝑐 then
10 if Random number ≤ 𝑝 then
11 Random select a bounding box which IOU score greater than 𝜆𝑐 ;
12 Generate a Noise position via Eq 2 in the main text;
13 else
14 Sample four noise factors 𝑁 = (𝑛𝑥 , 𝑛𝑦, 𝑛𝑤 , 𝑛ℎ) from range [−𝜆𝑟 , 𝜆𝑟 ];
15 Generate a Noise position via Eq 1 in the main text;
16 Add the result to positive set 𝑆𝑝 ;
17 else
18 Sample four noise factors 𝑁 = (𝑛𝑥 , 𝑛𝑦, 𝑛𝑤 , 𝑛ℎ) from range [−𝜆𝑟 , 𝜆𝑟 ];
19 Generate a Noise position via Eq 1 in the main text;
20 Add the result to 𝑆𝑝 ;
21 Sample four noise factors 𝑁 = (𝑛𝑥 , 𝑛𝑦, 𝑛𝑤 , 𝑛ℎ) from range [−𝜆𝑛, 𝜆𝑛];
22 Generate a Noise position via Eq 1 in the main text; add the result to negative set 𝑆𝑛 ;
23 end
24 Concatenate 𝑆𝑝 and 𝑆𝑛 as a group of denoising queries.
25 end

robustness to occlusion leads to a greater improvement on MOT20 (+1.9 in MOTA, +7.1 in IDF1 and +3.9 in HOTA) than on MOT17 (+1.5 in
MOTA, -0.9 in IDF1 and +0.2 in HOTA).

For DanceTrack, our statistical results are demonstrated in Table 10. There are 348930 pedestrians in a total of 41796 frames, which
means there are around 8 pedestrians in a frame on average, while there is around 1 pair of pedestrians can have a IOU score more than 0.4.
Compared to MOT17, DanceTrack has a more sparse object distribution, but a similar number of crowded pairs. Moreover, the objects in
DanceTrack have similar dress, which makes it more challenging to distinguish and track them. The significant improvement in performance
(+2.0 in HOTA) achieved by our model on DanceTrack further validates its effectiveness in handling complex scenarios.

D COMPARISONWITH GENERATIVE MODELS
Generative model [21, 31, 52, 62] gets a lot of attention because of the appearance of diffusion model, and the excellent performance in
applications like AIGC makes the study [53, 54] of this technology more and more popular. Like our method, the diffusion models also uses
the concept of "noise and denoise". These methods gradually add Gaussian noises to the original image until the image becomes a totally
noisy image, then a network is used to gradually denoise the image until the image becomes the original image.

There are several differences between our method and the generative model like diffusion model:

• Purposes of noising. Our purpose is to simulate the occurrence of occlusion by adding noises, while the diffusion model just adds
noise to make the image gradually become pure Gaussian noise.

• Format of noising. Our noises are bounding boxes-level, while the noises of the diffusion model are pixel-level.
• Procedures of denoise.We use a decoder architecture directly regress the original bounding box or map the noising bounding boxes
to the category of "no-object", while diffusion gradually restores the original image using the network repeatedly.
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Table 8: Degree of crowdedness in train set of MOT17 dataset.

Sequence 0.1-0.4 0.4-0.5 0.5-0.6 0.6-0.7 0.7-0.8 0.8-0.9 >0.9

MOT17-02 9648 1113 1126 1104 545 187 7
MOT17-04 16696 2292 1387 1068 350 75 0
MOT17-05 2143 202 114 61 33 8 4
MOT17-09 2496 344 380 213 136 33 0
MOT17-10 3382 493 318 190 98 26 1
MOT17-11 2770 222 48 36 6 1 0
MOT17-13 3222 376 278 231 167 33 8

Overall 40357 5042 3651 2903 1302 367 20
Average per frame 7.5916 0.9484 0.6868 0.5461 0.2449 0.0690 0.0038

Table 9: Degree of crowdedness in train set of MOT20 dataset. MOT20 has more pedestrians and pairs that have an IOU score
greater than 0.4.

Sequence 0.1-0.4 0.4-0.5 0.5-0.6 0.6-0.7 0.7-0.8 0.8-0.9 >0.9

MOT20-01 15706 2157 1476 704 254 53 0
MOT20-02 164874 19619 11632 6141 2695 909 94
MOT20-03 224287 15828 7300 2759 908 281 19
MOT20-05 669205 60809 31285 12185 2963 883 199

Overall 1074072 98413 51693 21789 6820 2126 312
Average per frame 128.0029 11.7284 6.1605 2.5967 0.8128 0.2537 0.0372

E COMPARISON WITH METHODS IN OTHER FIELDS WHICH ADOPT “NOISING-AND-DENOISING”
STRATEGY

Compared to the generative model, there are also many discriminative models that follow the concept of “noise and denoise". In this section,
we compare the difference between our model and methods using denoising paradigm in other fields (e.g., DN-DETR [35] and DINO [88] in
object detection, which is our baseline).

Though our method follows the negative noise and noise mask module proposed in those methods, we innovatively propose the cascaded
mask and conditional noises according to the severe occlusions. Overall, the differences between our method and others are as follows:

• The generation of denoising queries in other methods is completely random, which lacks consideration for the surrounding envi-
ronment, including objects of the same and different categories. In our method, we consider the complex environment around the
tracking object, and according to whether there are other objects in the vicinity, propose innovative conditional noises, and simulate
the ID switches occurred in the crowded scenes.

• We also use a Mask to coordinate different types of queries in decoder, but we mainly focus on track queries rather than denosing
queries, because unlike other methods in other fields, the relationship among the track queries and the relationship between track
queries and other queries is the key of MOT. Besides, we propose a Cascaded Mask Module to dynamically adapt our design of mask,
so in different stages of decoder, the track queries can interact with each other and focus on themselves, respectively.

• Our method is the first to use the “noise and denoise" paradigm in the multiple object tracking.

F DETAILED EXPERIMENTAL SETUP
In Table 11, we provide our hyperparameters in our experiments. Learning rate is initialized as 2 × 10−4 and decays to 2 × 10−5 after 10
epochs. We pretrain with 80 epochs in CrowdHuman and then train 40, 50 and 20 epochs in MOT17 [43], MOT20 [19] and DanceTrack [65],
respectively. The backbone is ResNet50 and we use 4 levels of feature map as mentioned in the main text. We adopt 6 layers of encoder
layers and 6 layers of decoder layers while the hidden dimension is set to 288 and the number of head is set to 8. Because MOT20 has more
objects than other datasets, we set the number of detection queries to 300 in MOT20 while 150 in others. We follow Deformable DETR and
set the number of sampled points to 4 in both encoder and decoder. The total number of positive denoising queries is limited to 200 and we
noise the calss ID up to 20. For the loss function, we set all the weight to 1 and among track loss, we set the weight of focal loss, L1 loss and
IOU loss to 1.0, 5.0 and 2.0, respectively. The positive noises range factor is set to 0.2 and negative noises factor is set to 0.4, while in positive
noises, if there exists condition positive noises, the probability is 0.6.
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Table 10: Degree of crowdedness in train set of DanceTrack dataset. DanceTrack has a more sparse people distribution but
similar number of crowded pairs. And people in DanceTrack have more similar dress.

Sequence 0.1-0.4 0.4-0.5 0.5-0.6 0.6-0.7 0.7-0.8 0.8-0.9 >0.9

dancetrack0001 1162 271 120 35 15 1 0
dancetrack0002 1938 218 196 162 47 7 0
dancetrack0006 4160 704 545 336 119 23 2
dancetrack0008 1901 271 231 155 116 32 1
dancetrack0012 8149 1343 894 475 199 37 3
dancetrack0015 5496 363 113 27 5 0 0
dancetrack0016 4394 581 248 102 36 1 0
dancetrack0020 19402 2506 1071 574 209 40 6
dancetrack0023 4295 878 682 355 124 38 2
dancetrack0024 1151 152 70 40 11 1 0
dancetrack0027 1816 276 186 107 73 41 4
dancetrack0029 3474 1088 385 86 8 0 0
dancetrack0032 1015 190 177 132 75 10 2
dancetrack0033 2819 530 339 209 170 29 3
dancetrack0037 3025 392 360 184 134 17 2
dancetrack0039 2115 195 103 42 4 1 0
dancetrack0044 6379 817 459 230 95 15 1
dancetrack0045 7271 1319 736 290 84 11 1
dancetrack0049 3937 786 462 227 116 32 2
dancetrack0051 6377 1247 816 328 69 11 0
dancetrack0052 1293 166 100 95 64 15 1
dancetrack0053 1147 159 92 53 22 1 0
dancetrack0055 1219 176 97 56 35 6 0
dancetrack0057 655 83 43 15 7 1 0
dancetrack0061 1392 102 61 41 25 5 0
dancetrack0062 1027 193 91 42 26 9 0
dancetrack0066 1328 187 136 72 28 3 1
dancetrack0068 2479 364 253 160 55 11 0
dancetrack0069 2574 247 97 26 9 0 0
dancetrack0072 1849 250 147 78 28 4 0
dancetrack0074 2566 307 115 31 3 0 0
dancetrack0075 1965 196 131 61 79 20 0
dancetrack0080 3793 220 62 3 2 0 0
dancetrack0082 6668 509 119 14 7 1 0
dancetrack0083 9673 528 105 13 1 0 0
dancetrack0086 8182 1112 531 184 51 0 0
dancetrack0096 10401 1644 880 179 15 1 0
dancetrack0098 4371 767 406 132 48 4 0
dancetrack0099 5676 664 291 106 32 16 0

Overall 164091 22717 12360 5603 2303 465 31
Average per frame 3.9260 0.5435 0.2957 0.1341 0.0551 0.0111 0.0007

G VISUALIZATION
In this section, we provide more[89] visualization results. For MOT17 and MOT20 dataset, we randomly display three consecutive frames for
all sequences in test set in Figure 9 and Figure 10, respectively. For DanceTrack, there are 35 sequences in test set, so we select the first part
of sequences and randomly display three consecutive frames for those sequences in Figure 8.
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Figure 8: Visualization of sequences in DanceTrack test set.
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Figure 9: Visualization of sequences in MOT17 test set.
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Table 11: Hyperparameter settings in our experiments.

Parameter MOT17 MOT20 DanceTrack

𝐿𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒 (𝑇𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑒𝑟 ) 2 × 10−4 2 × 10−4 2 × 10−4
𝐿𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒 (𝐵𝑎𝑐𝑘𝑏𝑜𝑛𝑒) 2 × 10−5 2 × 10−5 2 × 10−5
𝐸𝑝𝑜𝑐ℎ 40 50 20
𝐿𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒 𝑑𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑦 𝑒𝑝𝑜𝑐ℎ 10 10 10
𝐿𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒 𝑑𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑦 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒 0.1 0.1 0.1
𝐵𝑎𝑐𝑘𝑏𝑜𝑛𝑒 ResNet50 ResNet50 ResNet50
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜 𝑓 𝑓 𝑒𝑎𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑒 𝑙𝑒𝑣𝑒𝑙𝑠 4 4 4
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜 𝑓 𝑒𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑟 𝑙𝑎𝑦𝑒𝑟𝑠 6 6 6
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜 𝑓 𝑑𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑟 𝑙𝑎𝑦𝑒𝑟𝑠 6 6 6
𝐻𝑖𝑑𝑑𝑒𝑛_𝑑𝑖𝑚 288 288 288
𝐷𝑟𝑜𝑝𝑜𝑢𝑡 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒 0.1 0.1 0.1
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜 𝑓 ℎ𝑒𝑎𝑑𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝐴𝑡𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 8 8 8
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜 𝑓 𝑑𝑒𝑡𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑞𝑢𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠 150 300 150
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜 𝑓 𝑠𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑑 𝑝𝑜𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝑒𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑟 4 4 4
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜 𝑓 𝑠𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑑 𝑝𝑜𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝑑𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑟 4 4 4
𝜆focal 1.0 1.0 1.0
𝜆L1 5.0 5.0 5.0
𝜆iou 2.0 2.0 2.0
𝜆track 1.0 1.0 1.0
𝜆aux 1.0 1.0 1.0
𝜆inter 1.0 1.0 1.0
𝜆r 0.2 0.2 0.2
𝜆n 0.4 0.4 0.4
𝜆c 0.4 0.6 0.6
𝐶𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑔𝑜𝑟𝑦 𝑛𝑜𝑖𝑠𝑒 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑒 20 20 20
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜 𝑓 𝐷𝑒𝑛𝑜𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑞𝑢𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠 200 200 200
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Figure 10: Visualization of sequences in MOT20 test set.
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