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Abstract

The accurate tracking of live cells using video microscopy
recordings remains a challenging task for popular state-of-
the-art image processing based object tracking methods.
In recent years, several existing and new applications have
attempted to integrate deep-learning based frameworks for
this task, but most of them still heavily rely on consecutive
frame based tracking embedded in their architecture or
other premises that hinder generalized learning. To ad-
dress this issue, we aimed to develop a new deep-learning
based tracking method that relies solely on the assumption
that cells can be tracked based on their spatio-temporal
neighborhood, without restricting it to consecutive frames.
The proposed method has the additional benefit that the
motion patterns of the cells can be learned completely by
the predictor without any prior assumptions, and it has the
potential to handle a large number of video frames with
heavy artifacts. The efficacy of the proposed method is
demonstrated through biologically motivated validation
strategies and compared against multiple state-of-the-art
cell tracking methods.

1 Introduction

For several decades, tracking of solid objects in video
recordings has been a partially solved problem. Classical
image processing-based pattern matching approaches, such
as Scale-Invariant Feature Transform (SIFT) [1] combined
with Random Sample Consensus (RANSAC) [2], have the
potential to track objects with fixed shapes invariantly to
shift, scale, rotation, and partially to lighting conditions.
Furthermore the extension of such methods with variants
of the Kalman filter [3][4] can introduce object velocity or
other degrees of freedom into the estimation, which can
substantially reduce the position estimation noise, partic-
ularly when the introduced additional parameters tend to
be continuous. However, these methods base their esti-

mation on prior assumptions, which greatly reduces their
capabilities when the assumptions do not hold true. These
limitations are especially apparent in live cell tracking on
videomicroscopy recordings, as cells tend to change shape
and morphological description rapidly, unpredictably, and
in a highly nonlinear manner. Additionally, cells can grow
and divide with time, have no real velocity, and often ex-
hibit unpredictable behavior as a living, non-rigid object.
Furthermore, cells on the same recordings tend to be very
similar, making the task even more challenging. Therefore,
the most promising solution to address these issues is using
machine learning, where the feature importances and other
estimates are learned by the model and depend mainly on
the distribution of the training dataset.

In recent years, several cell tracking software and libraries
have switched to machine-learning-based solutions, mainly
utilizing convolutional neural networks (CNNs), as they
generally perform well on image processing tasks. Some
of these tools, such as CellTracker [5], Usiigaci [6], and
YeaZ [7], separate segmentation and tracking and use deep
learning only for high-quality segmentation. However,
they use classical methods, such as the Kalman filter, bipar-
tite graph matching, or other methods for tracking which
ultimately rely on a rigid metric system. In contrast, other
tools, such as CellTrackR [8], and Ilastik [9], adopt deep
learning for tracking either in an end-to-end manner or as a
separate segmentation followed by tracking. This approach
shows advantages both theoretically and empirically, as
demonstrated by the often superior performance of ma-
chine learning based and other data-driven methods when
sufficient amount of training data is available. [10][11]
However, to the best of our knowledge, all of these tools
rely on a frame-by-frame identity matching approach, uti-
lizing only consecutive frames for tracking. This approach
is a major simplification and disregards a large amount of
useful information that could be present in the temporal
neighborhood of the given video frames.
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Therefore, we developed a complete tracking pipeline that
separates segmentation and tracking because end-to-end
training with our method was unfeasible. Our method
uses deep learning for both stages utilizing the temporal
neighborhood of consecutive frames for prediction, makes
skipping of frames possible up to the size of the temporal
neighborhood making the tracking substantially more ro-
bust and uses metrics only between different predictions
for the same cell on the same frame minimizing the in-
troduction of methodical assumptions via the choice of
the similarity metric. The most similar method in the lit-
erature that we know of is DeepTrack [12], which was
recently developed for tracking cars. However, while this
method utilizes the local temporal neighborhood via en-
coding objects using Temporal Convolutional Networks
(TCNs), the network architecture and the metric system
for object matching is substantially different, making our
solution architecturally novel.

1.1 Data Source

The training and validation data used to generate the results
in this paper are videos of budding yeast cells dividing in
a microfluidic device. Cells are S. Cerevisiae wild-type-
like, with W303 genetic background. Yeast is a unicellular
eukaryote, which shares many essential genes and pheno-
types with multi-cellular eukaryotes, such as mammals.
On the other hand, its relatively small genome (∼ 12×106

base pairs), short doubling time and easy genetic tools
allow to perform experiments in a short time and with lim-
ited costs. Such experiments would be very costly or even
impossible to do in higher eukaryotes. Not surprisingly,
many discoveries performed in higher eukaryotes were
inspired by original studies performed in yeast.

In the experiments, cells were grown overnight at 30 ◦C
in complete YPD medium and synchronized by the use of
the pheromone α-factor. Imaging started when they were
released from this stimulus. Cells were free to grow and
duplicate, trapped in the microfluidic device to prevent
them from moving in the field of view. Images were ac-
quired every 3 minutes for 3.5 hours using a DeltaVision
Elite imaging system equipped with a phase-contrast ob-
jective. The field of view is a square of 111.1 µm size,
resulting in a 512x512 pixels image. The duration of the
cell-cycle of the analysed cells is ∼ 1.5 hours, while their
size is ∼ 5µm.

The segmentation and tracking models were trained on
a dataset comprising of 314 movies, and for validation
purposes during model design, 35 additional movies were
used. These movies were acquired using the same micro-
scope, objective, and image size, but with varying dura-
tions and time-lapses. On average, each movie contained
35.8 frames and 20.2 individual cells to be tracked. The
training and validation sample numbers of the segmenta-
tion model were independent of model parameters, while
for the tracking model, the model parameter tracking range
(TR) substantially influenced the number of available sam-
ples, as shown in Table 1. Further details on the model

Tracking
Range

Valid Local
Tracks Training Samples Validation Samples

1 99019 88993 10026
2 64659 58059 6600
3 47940 43018 4922
4 37347 33487 3860
5 29888 26769 3119
6 24373 21803 2570
7 19931 17819 2112
8 16278 14533 1745
9 13301 11847 1454
10 10915 9709 1206

Table 1: Number of valid local tracking samples for model
training in function of tracking range (TR), and the disri-
bution of training and validation samples.

parameter TR will be discussed in Section 2.2. For final
testing and evaluation of the tools and model parameters,
5 additional independent recordings were used, containing
a total of 4629 total number of identified cell instances.

1.2 Segmentation Introduction

In case of tracking pipelines not trained in an end-to-end
manner, segmentation is commonly employed as a pre-
liminary stage before tracking. The reason being that the
detection of the objects is mandatory for tracking, and
detection via segmentation can provide essential informa-
tion about the objects present, simplifying and improving
the manageability of the tracking task. In the context of
cell tracking, high-quality segmentation of cells is also im-
portant from a biological perspective as it offers valuable
information regarding the size and shape of cells, as well
as serving as a quality check for the tracking process.

From both the target and solution architecture perspectives,
segmentation can be classified into semantic segmentation
and instance segmentation. In the realm of CNN-based
image processing, semantic segmentation is typically con-
sidered the easier task and can be accomplished using
relatively simpler network architectures like SegNet [13],
U-Net [14], and others. However, accurately separating ob-
jects of the same category after semantic segmentation can
be highly challenging and may necessitate the utilization of
classical image processing methods, which we previously
discussed as being less desirable. On the other hand, recent
advancements in deep learning, particularly the introduc-
tion of Mask R-CNN-like architectures [15], have made
it possible to achieve instance segmentation solely based
on deep learning techniques. Although these architectures
tend to be more complex and rigid due to the combination
of convolutional, fully connected, and potentially other
network connection types, they are highly valuable when
it is essential to separate instances of objects belonging to
the same category.

In our approach, we employ a distinct step of Mask
R-CNN-based instance segmentation prior to tracking,
grounded in the previously described arguments. This
step serves two purposes: to provide accurate segmenta-
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tion results and to serve as initialization for the tracker.
Additionally, the tracking method itself partially relies on
segmentation too. However, in this context, the objective
is to separate a single cell from the background and other
cells, rendering semantic segmentation adequate for the
task. In subsequent sections we give a detailed architec-
tural description for of both components of our pipeline.

1.3 Tracking Introduction

While deep-learning based segmentation has gained pop-
ularity in modern cell tracking software, tracking often
relies on comparing consecutive frames using metrics like
Euclidean distance or Intersection over Union (IOU). In
contrast, more advanced but still rigid methods, such as
variants of the Kalman filter, consider motility patterns
along with position and shape for tracking. Following such
frame-to-frame similarity measures, various techniques,
including variants of the Hungarian method [16] can be
employed for optimal assignment without repetition.

However, these methods are sensitive to several hyper-
parameters, artifacts, and unusual cases. Even with perfect
segmentation and correct assignment, frame-to-frame met-
rics are not expected to yield a perfect match unless the
object moves in a completely predictable way, with es-
timable process and measurement noises. [4] This sensitiv-
ity arises due to the movement, speed, shape changes, and
other descriptors of the object, as well as environmental
factors such as lighting conditions. Consequently, manual
fine-tuning of parameters on a per-recording basis, or even
adopting different parameters within a single record, is
often necessary.

Machine-learning based techniques offer an alternative to
address these challenges, as they can learn the movement
patterns of the tracked object and adapt to environmental
changes when provided with diverse training data. Artifi-
cial data augmentation can also be used to enhance data
variety or simulate specific anomalies. However, in popular
cell tracking software, these solutions are usually imple-
mented on a frame-to-frame level, potentially leading to
sensitivity to unexpected temporally local anomalies, such
as changes in lighting conditions or administration of drugs
that alter cell movement patterns or morphology.

Instead we propose a multi-frame based assignment
method that predicts the position of a marked cell on sev-
eral consecutive frames using a state-of-the-art segmen-
tation network. The assignment of local tracks is then
carried out using the Hungarian method, permitting multi-
ple frame skipping on a hierarchical level that decreases
with increasing temporal distance.

2 Architectural Design and Features

2.1 Instance Segmentation

The emergence of Mask R-CNNs and similar architectures,
coupled with the availability of libraries and software pack-

Detectron2 transformations

Transformation Parameters

Random Brightness Intensity Min = 0.7, Intensity Max = 1.3, P = 0.2
Random Contrast Intensity Min = 0.7, Intensity Max = 1.3, P = 0.2
Random Flip P = 0.1
Random Extent Intensity Min = 0.7, Intensity Max = 1.3, No Shift, P = 0.2

Albumentations transformations

Transformation Parameters

Grid Distortion Num Steps = 10, Distort Limit = 0.2, P = 0.2
Elastic Transformation Alpha = 991, Sigma = 8, Alpha Affine = 50, P = 0.2

Table 2: Data augmentation transformation parameters for
Detectron2 and Albumentations-based instance segmenta-
tion training

ages utilizing it, has greatly simplified instance segmen-
tation for various applications. This holds true for seg-
menting living cells as well, although quality can greatly
vary depending on the cell type and the training data at
hand. Therefore, instead of focusing on developing a novel
architecture, we trained an instance segmentation model
using the Detectron2 [17] environment. To improve the
performance and robustness of the model, we employed
extensive data augmentation techniques during the training
process.

The specific model we chose was a Mask R-CNN architec-
ture with ResNet-50 feature pyramid backbone pretrained
on the COCO instance segmentation dataset [18] with 128
ROI heads for the single ”cell” object type. The model was
trained through 120,000 iterations with a base learningrate
of 0.0025, minibatch size of 4 and otherwise the deafult
parameters of the Detectron2 environment. For artificial
data augmentation, we employed various transformation
options provided by the Detectron2 environment and the
Albumentations library [19]. The chosen transformations
and their respective parameters are summarized in Table 2.

The trained instance segmentation model showed excep-
tional performance in both object detection and shape
recognition. Therefore we decided to not only use its
results as inputs for the subsequent tracking method in
the pipeline but also utilize them as the final segmentation
output. This decision was made in contrast to the option
of using segmentation estimates of the tracking method.
Examples of such instance segmentation results can be
seen in Figure 1. This approach effectively combines the
strengths of both stages of the pipeline.

2.2 Tracking

Our method is based on the concept that, although the
direction of time is important in cell tracking, certain mor-
phological changes such as cell growth generally occur
in the positive temporal direction. Therefore, having in-
formation about the future position of the cell can be ad-
vantageous for tracking. As a result, we have developed
a time-symmetric tracking method that utilizes the local
temporal neighborhood in both the negative and positive
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Figure 1: A showcase of robust segmentation results, de-
picting accurate cell detection and segmentation under
varying lighting conditions, while effectively avoiding de-
tection of obviously dead cells.

temporal directions. Based on this architecture, the model
learns to capture the direction of time and temporally uni-
directional changes from the data, instead of relying on a
temporally biased architecture. Our approach draws no-
table inspiration from the 2019 study of X. Wang [20].
However, instead of using cycle consistency losses, we
sought to create an architecture that remains invariant to
the direction of time itself. After the predictions are gener-
ated by this architecture, the resulting local tracks can be
optimally matched and linked together based on prediction
information within their temporal overlaps.

Local Tracking

The local tracking around a single frame is performed on
all cells individually distinguished by the previous instance
segmentation step via a neural network designed for seman-
tic segmentation. The channel parameters of this network
can be defined the tracking range (TR) parameter. The
segmentator model input for a single cell instance consists
of (TR + 1 + TR) + 1 images as channels of the single
input where TR+ 1 + TR images are raw video frames
centered around the frame on which the given cell is to be
tracked, while on the additional 1 channel a single white
dot marks the cell to be tracked at its centroid and the rest
of the image is black. The determination of the centroid
coordinates (xc, yc) is based on the segmentation instance
for the given cell using image moments. The equations are
as follows:

xc =

∑∑
x · I(x, y)∑∑
I(x, y)

(1)

yc =

∑∑
y · I(x, y)∑∑
I(x, y)

(2)

The target outputs for the local tracker consist of n+1+n
frames, containing the segmentation of the cell marked on
the last channel of the input. An illustration of this local
tracking architecture is presented in Figure 2.

The reason for using the centroid of the segmentation and
not the segmentation itself in the input is that according
to our experiments if the segmentation information would
be present there, the local tracker would not learn how to
perform semantic segmentation. Instead it would copy the
input segmentation to all outputs, providing false segmen-
tations to all outputs except the middle one. However via
using the centroid as a marker, the local tracker is forced to

Figure 2: Depiction of input and output information struc-
ture of local tracking via segmentation with local tracking
range (TR) = 2. Notice that while the left to right pos-
itive temporal direction of the data is recognizable from
cell growth, and the model learns this during training, the
architecture itself has no built in directional preference,
resulting in a completely data-driven estimation for local
tracking.

learn how to perform segmentation for the single marked
cell on all temporal instances present, and thus it will be
able to perform tracking via segmentation. Furthermore,
if a cell instance is temporally close to the beginning or
end of the recording, such that it is within n frames of
the boundary, direct forward or backward tracking using
a kernel size of n+1+n is not feasible. Nevertheless, the
number of channels, which determines the local tracking
distance, is a fixed parameter of the network architecture.
To address this issue, we incorporate temporal padding by
repeating the first or last frame. Additionally, we ensured
that such instances are included during training to make the
network capable of handling such edge cases and maintain
its temporal invariance.

Based on empirical evidence, we found that among the
tested semantic segmentation models, variants of the
DeepLabV3+ [21] architecture from Pytorch Segmenta-
tion Models [22] yielded the best performance for this
task. The models were trained through 20 epochs with a
minibatch size of 10 in all experiments using stochastic gra-
dient descent optimizer with cosine annealing learning rate
scheduling having warm restarts during the first 15 epochs,
and a gradual cooldown during the last 5 epochs. The
model output had sigmoid activation with binary crossen-
tropy loss.

Artificial data augmentation of the local tracking samples
was performed using the torchvision transformations li-
brary [23]. For positional transformations random hori-
zontal flip [p=0.5] and random affine [degrees=(-40, 40),
scale=(0.7, 1.3), p=0.4] transformations were uniformly ap-
plied to the input and ground truth data. For color transfor-
mations color jitter [brightness=0.5, contrast=0.5, p=0.4]
transformation was applied for each input frame individu-
ally to improve model robustness for unexpected lighting
artefacts.
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Global Tracking

As the output of local tracking, a single cell instance
marked by the video frame and its position is tracked for-
wards and backwards through TR frames. This local track-
ing output can be obtained for each cell instance detected
by the instance segmentation step, serving as the input for
global tracking. Therefore the aim of global tracking is
to match local tracks based on the semantic segmentation
predictions in their overlapping areas, and chain them to-
gether based on ID matching creating full cell tracks based
on a globally optimal consensus.

In practice, at first, we obtain this global consensus on a
t to t + 1 level, as usually the cells can be tracked from
one frame to the next. However, if a cell instance did
not receive any matches above the minimal requirement
threshold, the matching can be repeated for larger temporal
distances. This secondary matching is performed after all t
to t+1 matching is done, and only between the remaining
candidates. Secondary matching is also performed hier-
archically in terms of temporal difference meaning that
temporally closer instances get matched first and only the
remaining ones can get matched later with larger temporal
differences. The maximal possible matching distance is
2TR, but matches over TR are unreliable as they are based
on relatively few segmentation predictions, and only indi-
rectly contain information about the segmentation of the
central cell instances to be matched. Therefore we believe,
using TR as the maximal temporal distance between local
track matching is logically the most sound choice, but in
practice other choices could have minor benefits depending
on the dataset.

Based on this methodology, the global consensus of ID
matching can be turned into a one-to-one assignment prob-
lem for N × M candidates, where N is the number of
candidates in frame t and M is the number of candidates
in frame t + ∆t where 1 < ∆t ≤ 2TR. Such assign-
ment problems can be optimally solved by variants of the
Hungarian method in polynomial time even for non-square
matrices, but this requires a sound metric choice to mea-
sure the goodness of the candidate matches. In our case
these candidate matches are the 2TR+ 1−∆t segmenta-
tion pairs in the overlapping temporal region of the local
tracks to be compared. Therefore in an ideal scenario
where perfect segmentations are achieved in local tracking,
any metrics that solely compare segments within the same
frame and calculate the average of these comparisons could
be employed. This is because segmentation instances be-
longing to the same cell should result in a perfect match.
However in practice, the mean of Intersection over Union
(IOU) turned out to be the best metric choice as it takes
both the positional and morphological differences of the
segmentations into account, and gives 0 similarity for seg-
mentations with no overlap regardless of the distance. This
process of calculating the metric similarity measure based
on local tracks is depicted in Figure 4.

After computing the selected metric between all global
tracks of frame t and t+∆t, a threshold can be employed

Figure 3: A side by side display of tracking results, demon-
strating successful tracking of all cells in the same record-
ing with a temporal difference of 8 frames. New cells
were appropriately assigned new IDs while maintaining
consistent tracking of existing cells.

Figure 4: Schematic structure of the metric similarity mea-
surement step between 2TR + 1 long local tracks of dif-
ferent cell instances on frames with a temporal distance
of ∆t. The solid lines indicate the central segmentation
instances with a ∆t temporal distance to be matched, while
the arrows indicate the similarity metric between the seg-
mentation estimates for each time frame. Subsequently,
the individual metric results are averaged to obtain a single
measure of similarity.

to establish a minimum required similarity based on the
metric results. This step eliminates candidates that do not
meet the desired level of similarity. Subsequently, the Hun-
garian method can be applied to determine the optimal
global consensus for ID matching between frame t and
t+∆t, as depicted in Figure 5. Via performing these steps
in the hierarchical approach as described earlier, complete
global tracks are generated based on a global consensus of
similarity, which solely relies on the prediction capabili-
ties of the local tracker. An example of successful global
tracking using this pipeline is presented in Figure 3.

Skipped Instance Interpolation

By employing the aforementioned methodology for global
tracking, we can effectively address inconsistency errors
in segmentation that commonly arise in realistic scenar-
ios when ∆t > 1. In such cases, although the resulting
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Figure 5: Illustration of the metric similarity based as-
signment step using the Hungarian method for non-square
matrices. Newly unassigned cells, such as cell number 4
receive a new ID, while the previously assigned cells retain
the ID of their corresponding previous instances.

tracks will be complete, they may not be continuous, and
segmentations for missed frames will be absent. To tackle
this issue, we use a positional linear interpolation method,
which is described by the following equations:

∆c(x, y) =

(t− tlast)cnext(x, y)+

(tnext − t)clast(x, y)

tnext − tlast
(3)

S(x, y) = Slast(x, y) + c(x, y) (4)
Here, S(x, y) and t represent the interpolated segmenta-
tion and its corresponding time, respectively. Slast(x, y),
clast(x, y), and tlast denote the segmentation, centroid, and
time of the last occurrence of the cell with the given ID,
while cnext(x, y) and tnext represent the centroid and time
of the next occurrence of the cell with the given ID. Al-
though this method only shifts the segmentation from the
last occurrence to the linearly interpolated position with-
out altering its shape, in practice the results have proven
satisfactory. Still, in the future, incorporating a method
that linearly interpolates the shape of the segmentation
by considering both the last and next occurrences could
potentially yield minor improvements.

3 Evaluation

For evaluation purposes, we opted to calculate F-scores
based on binary decisions of correctness for segmentation
and tracking, instead of utilizing continuous regression
metrics. This approach offers a clear numerical evaluation
of the capabilities of the compared tools and tool versions.
F-scores for segmentation were computed using IOU, with
a minimum similarity threshold of 0.5. We selected this
threshold as it is strict enough to assess the accuracy of cor-
rect cell detection while disregarding minor segmentation
discrepancies that hold minimal biological significance. In
the case of tracking evaluation, F-scores were also calcu-
lated based on the segmentation IOU, with the additional

Figure 6: Comparative evaluation of segmentation and
tracking performances of Phylocell, YeaZ and our pipeline
based on F-measures of segmentation IOU and tracking
link matches with enabled and disabled border track predic-
tions. Disabled border tracks present an unbiased compari-
son between the tools, while enabled border tracks show
results with the unaltered outputs.

inclusion of ID matching. True positive values, also re-
ferred to as ”links” were registered if the segmentations
matched on the same frame, and the IDs matched consec-
utively for both the prediction and the ground truth. This
tracking evaluation method of link matching is described
in the work of M. Primet (2011) [24].

3.1 Comparative Evaluation

For comparative evaluation, we selected Phylocell [25]
[26] and YeaZ [27] as the two other cell tracking tools for
comparison. The reason behind this choice was that the
ground truth training and testing data were generated using
Phylocell and were later manually corrected by experts.
On the other hand YeaZ provides a fair comparison to
our solution as it employs a similar segmentation pipeline
and a somewhat comparable tracking pipeline, utilizing
the Hungarian method. As the ground truth data excludes
cells that eventually leave the microscope’s field of view
throughout the recording (from now on referred to as ”bor-
der tracks”), we conducted two evaluation scenarios for
the tools. In one scenario, border tracks were removed in
post-processing from all predictions to ensure an unbiased
comparison, while in the other scenario, the prediction
results were left unaltered.

The segmentation and tracking F-measure results are de-
picted in Figure 6. It is evident that our solution substan-
tially surpasses both other tools in terms of segmentation
and tracking quality, particularly in the more equitable
scenario where the border tracks were eliminated. In the
unaltered prediction case, the performance of Phylocell
remained comparable to its prior results since the tool
already automatically removes most border tracks. Con-
versely, YeaZ and our solution exhibited notably lower
performance due to domain discrepancy between the pre-
dictions and ground truth data. Nevertheless, even in this
case, our solution outperformed Phylocell in terms of ex-
pected F-score values, although with a substantially higher
degree of variance on the lower side.
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Figure 7: Comparative evaluation of tracking F-scores in
function of local tracking ranges, backbone model com-
plexities and global consensus metrics with enabled and
disabled border track predictions. Disabled border tracks
present an unbiased comparison between the parameters,
while enabled border tracks show results with the unaltered
outputs.

3.2 Hyperparameter Dependencies

The parameters we considered to have a major impact on
tracking performance for both local and global tracking
are the local tracking range, the complexity of the local
tracker model backbone, and the metric used for global
consensus.

The differences in tracking F-scores resulting from these
parameters are presented in Figure 7. Somewhat surpris-
ingly, we observed minimal differences in performance
based on the local tracking range and model complex-
ity. Furthermore, smaller local tracking ranges exhibited
marginally better performance, suggesting that the ben-
efits of larger tracking kernels were outweighed by the
increased model complexity, which slightly hindered train-
ing. On the other hand, these results also indicate that
lightweight models with smaller local tracking ranges and
simpler backbones are suitable for tracking predictions,
resulting in substantially shorter inference times. As an ad-
ditional benefit, while performing inference without GPU
acceleration remains slower by orders of magnitude, it is
more reasonable with such lightweight models, making
initial pipeline testing more accessible. As anticipated, the
use of IOU as the metric for global consensus substan-
tially outperformed Euclidean distance, underscoring the
importance of incorporating cell morphology in short-term
tracking.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented a comprehensive pipeline
for cell segmentation and tracking of budding yeast cells,
introducing a novel architecture for cell tracking based
on local time-symmetric tracking and global optimal as-
signment. Our approach incorporates re-trainable neural
networks for both the segmentation and tracking stages, en-
abling the architecture’s potential for generalization across
different cell types, provided labeled training data is avail-
able. The extensive evaluation of our method, utilizing
an F-score based metric system separately for segmenta-
tion and tracking, highlights its effectiveness. Empirical
results from rigorous testing demonstrate that our pipeline
achieves state-of-the-art performance, outperforming the
compared tools YeaZ and Phylocell in both segmentation
and tracking tasks. This indicates the robustness and poten-
tial applicability of our method in cell tracking scenarios.
By combining the advantages of deep learning-based seg-
mentation and time-symmetric local tracking with linear
optimal assignment based on the Hungarian method, we
have developed a promising pipeline that has the potential
to substantially contribute to cell tracking tasks in biologi-
cal research.
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