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Deep Temporal Sequence Classification and
Mathematical Modeling for Cell Tracking in Dense

3D Microscopy Videos of Bacterial Biofilms
Tanjin Taher Toma, Yibo Wang, Andreas Gahlmann, Scott T. Acton

Abstract—Automatic cell tracking in dense environments is
plagued by inaccurate correspondences and misidentification of
parent-offspring relationships. In this paper, we introduce a novel
cell tracking algorithm named DenseTrack, which integrates deep
learning with mathematical model-based strategies to effectively
establish correspondences between consecutive frames and detect
cell division events in crowded scenarios. We formulate the cell
tracking problem as a deep learning-based temporal sequence
classification task followed by solving a constrained one-to-one
matching optimization problem exploiting the classifier’s confi-
dence scores. Additionally, we present an eigendecomposition-
based cell division detection strategy that leverages knowledge
of cellular geometry. The performance of the proposed approach
has been evaluated by tracking densely packed cells in 3D time-
lapse image sequences of bacterial biofilm development. The
experimental results on simulated as well as experimental fluores-
cence image sequences suggest that the proposed tracking method
achieves superior performance in terms of both qualitative and
quantitative evaluation measures compared to recent state-of-the-
art cell tracking approaches.

Index Terms—Cell tracking, deep learning, temporal sequence
classification, eigendecomposition, bacterial biofilms.

I. INTRODUCTION

CELL tracking in time-lapse microscopy image sequences
is a challenging multi-object tracking task that is essen-

tial for research focusing on the behaviors of individual cells
in a population. Because large numbers of cells need to be
tracked to make statistically significant conclusions, accurate
and robust automated tracking approaches are required. Au-
tomated tracking involves identifying and linking instances of
the same biological cell and perhaps their offspring in consec-
utive frames of an image sequence. Accurate reconstructions
of cell trajectories enables researchers to extract biologically
and biophysically relevant parameters, such as cell growth
and division rate, cell adhesion and dispersal frequencies,
death rate, as well as changes in cellular motion patterns. All
these observables can provide quantitative insights into how
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population behaviors emerge from the underlying behaviors
of individual cells [1], [2]. The cell tracking problem often
becomes challenging to solve in the presence of high cell
density, fast motion, and frequent division events.

There are two main categories of automatic cell track-
ing methods: tracking-by-contour evolution and tracking-by-
detection. The contour evolution-based methods involve find-
ing the object contour in the current frame given an initial
contour from the previous frame [3]–[6]. Contour evolution-
based approaches solve the segmentation and tracking tasks
simultaneously by solving an iterative PDE-based energy
functional. In contrast, the tracking-by-detection approach sep-
arates the segmentation and tracking task by first performing
the segmentation of the individual instances in all the frames
and then establishing the temporal associations between the
segmented cells of consecutive frames [7]–[9]. While tracking-
by-contour evolution is effective in certain scenarios, such
as when morphological changes of cells are imaged at high
magnification, it suffers in situations with low frame rates, high
cell density, high motility, and frequent cell divisions. This is
due to the underlying assumption of unambiguous spatiotem-
poral overlap between the corresponding cell regions [1],
[2]. Tracking-by-detection methods are more effective in such
scenarios, and their reduced computational complexity has
further led to their widespread adoption for tracking large
numbers of cells over longer time periods [10], [11]. In
this paper, we focus on tracking-by-detection and present an
algorithm to effectively track crowded cells over time in 4D
(3D space plus time) data.

Over the years, numerous tracking-by-detection approaches
have been proposed. The simplest methods use basic nearest-
neighbor techniques to match cells between frames based
on features such as intensity distribution, morphology, and
size [12], [13]. More complex features, such as features of
the cell’s neighborhood [14] or features derived from a graph
structure [15], have also been exploited. However, nearest-
neighbor methods that rely on a distance or similarity function
are not effective for establishing correspondence in dense cell
tracking scenarios, as they often lead to incorrect associa-
tions due to sub-optimal user-defined distance or similarity
measures [16], [17]. There also exist graph-based tracking
approaches where cells are represented as nodes in a graph,
and association hypotheses are represented as edges linking the
nodes [18]–[21]. Such structures allow the tracking problem
to be formulated as a graph-matching problem. However,
the underlying problem formulation of graph-based tracking
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methods typically entails solving an optimization problem
with numerous regularization terms, which poses challenges
in tuning many hyperparameters.

Furthermore, probabilistic approaches for correspondence
finding have also been proposed. These include joint prob-
abilistic data association (JPDA) [22], [23] and multiple
hypothesis-based tracking (MHT) [24]–[26]. The classical
Kalman filter or its probabilistic variants have also been used
to predict the position of the cells in the next frame [27], [28].
While these traditional methods have demonstrated effective-
ness in many applications, they often rely on simplistic as-
sumptions about cell behavior. For example, they may depend
on a specific cell motion model or the selection of a particular
probability distribution to represent the likelihood of object
appearance and disappearance within the field of view. These
assumptions do not necessarily hold true in all scenarios [29].
Most importantly, these classical approaches are fully based
on fixed models and hence cannot leverage the advantages of
learning representative information from a training dataset.

The utilization of deep learning techniques in cell tracking
has typically been limited by the unavailability of ground
truth annotations for time-lapse image sequences, in particular
for 3D images. Several deep learning-based methods have
been developed for cell tracking. One such approach models
cell tracking as an edge classification problem in a direct
graph using a graph neural network [30]. While estimating
the entire set of cell trajectories at once with a graph neural
network seems efficient, it can lead to numerous incorrect
associations, particularly in dense or long image sequences,
as many edges need to be classified simultaneously. Another
cell tracking approach employs two separate U-Nets for cell
likelihood detection and motion estimation [31]. Although the
motion estimation strategy can be useful for tracking high-
motility cells, simply relying on likelihood detection may not
be as effective as segmenting all the cells prior to tracking
in the case of dense neighborhoods. Other recent approaches
that rely on extensive training data and high computational
resources include a deep reinforcement learning method [32]
and a pipeline of Siamese networks [33], both of which
generally depend on large training datasets for optimal per-
formance [34], [35]. Furthermore, authors in [36] presented
a single convolutional neural network for simultaneous cell
segmentation and tracking by predicting cellular embeddings
and clustering bandwidths. Its effectiveness, though, has only
been demonstrated in the context of cell tracking within 2D
image sequences.

A common drawback of all these above-mentioned deep
learning-based tracking approaches is that they do not explic-
itly enforce one-to-one matching between successive frames,
the lack of which can lead to erroneous one-to-many associa-
tions. Additionally, these methods do not incorporate temporal
history to predict associations in the next frame, which can be
necessary when a cell is poorly imaged or segmented in some
frames but better detected in neighboring frames. Furthermore,
some of these approaches have been developed only for 2D
cell tracking.

In our proposed approach, we address these limitations
of existing classical and deep learning-based methods and

present an effective solution that combines a robust deep
learning strategy with mathematical modeling for 3D cell
tracking in dense environments. Additionally, we overcome the
challenge of lacking ground truth annotations for cell tracking
by generating training annotations automatically. We achieve
this by simulating synthetic biofilm image sequences using a
dedicated simulation framework [37], which are then used to
train the deep learning network in our tracking system.

The key contributions of our method are outlined below:
• For frame-by-frame instance matching, our approach es-

timates association scores for potential matches in the
next frame by conducting a deep learning-based temporal
sequence classification task. This enables us to learn the
association task through a data-driven approach rather
than relying on a fixed classical model. Additionally, such
an association score estimation network is trainable with
limited training data compared to existing deep learning-
based cell tracking methods, as the underlying problem
being addressed is a straightforward binary classification
task of predicting correct versus incorrect associations
given a sequence of spatiotemporal features of instances.

• We leverage near-temporal history in our spatiotemporal
feature representation to estimate the association scores,
instead of relying solely on features from the current and
the next frame.

• We enforce one-to-one matching between successive
frames by solving an optimization problem that utilizes
association scores estimated by the classifier. This ad-
ditional matching step, unlike existing deep learning-
based tracking methods, reduces matching errors in high
cell density environments, such as those often seen in
bacterial biofilms.

• For detecting cell division events in bacterial biofilms, we
present a novel strategy based on the eigendecomposition
of unmatched instances in the next frame. This approach
effectively identifies the offspring and their parent in-
stance, even in scenarios where there is minimal overlap
between the parent and daughter instances in the next
frame due to cell motion.

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

Let us consider an image sequence, denoted by S =
{F t}Tt=1, which comprises T frames. Let L be the number
of biological cells present in this sequence. The cell tracking
problem can be stated as follows, (1) determine the trajectory
of each biological cell and (2) identify the parent of each
biological cell in cases where cell existence is due to cell
division. For each biological cell, we need to calculate a set
of information represented by T l = {tlinit, tlfin,C

l, P (l)}.
Here tlinit and tlfin refer to the first and last time points in
which the lth cell appears in the sequence, respectively. Cl

represents the set of coordinates of the lth cell from the first
frame tlinit to the last frame tlfin. Finally, P (l) is a function
that identifies the parent cell of the lth cell, where P (l) = l

′

if l
′

is the parent of cell l, and P (l) = 0 if the cell appearance
is not due to cell division. The objective of cell tracking is to
obtain the set {T 1, ...,TL}.
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(a)

(b)

(c)
Fig. 1. Overview of the proposed tracking approach DenseTrack. In (a) and (b), we depict our frame-by-frame matching technique, which entails calculating
deep learning-based association scores and integrating them into one-to-one matching optimization. (c) illustrates the detection of a cell division event by
identifying the neighboring instance with the minimum projection along the 2nd and 3rd principal components of the unmatched instance in frame t+ 1.

III. PROPOSED SOLUTION

To solve the problem, our method involves initially match-
ing cell instances across consecutive frames, followed by the
detection of division events and the establishment of complete
trajectories. An overview of the proposed approach, called
DenseTrack, is illustrated in Fig. 1.

A. Frame-by-Frame Association

Let F t = {f t
i|i = 1, 2, ..,m} and F t+1 = {f t+1

j |j =
1, 2, .., n} denote two consecutive frames with m and n cell
instances, respectively, where each instance is represented by a

feature vector f . For each instance in frame t, there exist sev-
eral matching candidates in frame t+1, represented by the set
M i = {(f t

i,f
t+1
jki

)|ki = 1, 2, ..., Ni}. These candidates can be
selected from the neighborhood of the projected location of f t

i

in frame t + 1. Our objective is to estimate the likelihood of
each of these candidates being a correct association. For any
candidate ki association, we create a spatiotemporal feature
vector, f tem

i,(jki
) = [f t−r

i , ...,f t
i,f

t+1
jki

]. This vector is formed
by concatenating the feature vector at time t with the feature
vectors from the preceding r time frames and the feature
vector of the candidate at time t+1. Representative features to
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characterize f i at a time point include 3D spatial coordinates
and bounding box measures of the instance.

By leveraging the near-temporal history within our spa-
tiotemporal feature vector, we propose computing the prob-
ability that any candidate association ki is correct, denoted
as P [y = 1|f tem

i,(jki
)], through the execution of a temporal

sequence classification task using deep learning. We have
chosen InceptionTime [38], a widely adopted time series
convolutional neural network model based on the Inception
architecture, for this classification task. By incorporating
Inception modules along with residual connections, the In-
ceptionTime architecture is designed to address overfitting
and vanishing gradient concerns. In Section V-A, we have
demonstrated that the InceptionTime architecture outperforms
other state-of-the-art time series classifiers in this classifica-
tion task as part of our cell tracking framework. We have
pretrained the classification network to distinguish between
correct and incorrect associations (y = 1 or 0). During tracking
execution, the network’s confidence score is utilized as the
association score for the ki candidate association, denoted as
a(f t

i,f
t+1
jki

) = P [y = 1|f tem
i,(jki

);Θ)]. Here, Θ represents the
learned parameters of the network. Overall, with Ni number
of potential associations for the ith instance, there are a total
of N =

∑m
i=1 Ni possible associations between frame t and

t + 1, such that M = ∪mi=1M i exist. The network estimates
association scores for all these N associations in one shot.

Next, we establish a one-to-one correspondence between
frames t and t+1 by solving a constrained optimization prob-
lem, utilizing the calculated association scores. The objective
is to choose the associations from the N potential associations
that maximize the sum of the association scores. Mathemat-
ically, the optimal matching approach involves searching for
a solution represented by a binary vector x0 = {0, 1}N that
maximize the objective function presented in equation (1),

x0 = argmax
x∈{0,1}N

N∑
k=1

(
x(k) a(f t

ik
,f t+1

jk
)
)

(1)

The matching constraint that ensures bi-directional one-to-one
correspondence for the optimization in (1) can be expressed
as follows,

Y x ≤ b (2)

where Y represents a (m+n)×N dimensional system matrix
and b represents a (m + n) dimensional vector of ones. The
system matrix Y is designed as follows,

Y (q, k) =

{
1, if q = ik or jk
0, otherwise

; q = 1, 2, ....., (m+ n)

(3)
The entries of the kth column of Y indicate which cell
instances in frame t and t+ 1 correspond to the kth possible
match (f t

ik
,f t+1

jk
) in M , where k = 1, 2, ...., N . The solution

to the optimization problem in equation (1) is obtained fol-
lowing the proposed one-to-one matching algorithm presented
in Algorithm 1. The algorithm iterates for each instance in
frame t to identify its matching candidate in t + 1 with the
highest association score. In cases where two instances from
t are matched with a single instance in t + 1, the instance

with the higher association score is considered correct, and
the other instance is assigned to its candidate with the next
highest association score. The algorithm continues until all
the matched instances in t + 1 are unique cell IDs. The
computational complexity of the proposed matching algorithm
is O(m log n).

After performing one-to-one matching between any two
consecutive frames t and t+1, the matched instances (x(k) =
1) in frame t+1 are assigned the same identification numbers
or cell IDs as their corresponding instances in frame t. The
unmatched instances (x(k) = 0) in frame t + 1 are labeled
with new cell IDs.

B. Cell Division Detection

To identify division events, we examine the unmatched
instances identified throughout the video sequence since these
instances may result from a cell division event or indicate the
appearance of a new cell in the field of view. To determine if an
unmatched instance is a potential daughter cell, we propose a
novel eigendecomposition-based technique. This approach can
accurately account for the rod-shaped geometry of the bacterial
cell, as well as the fact that division results in the parent cell
splitting into daughter cells along its major axis, as illustrated
in Fig. 1c.

Let the coordinates of an unmatched instance be denoted by
X ∈ Rp×3 with p representing the number of 3D points. The
covariance matrix can be expressed as A = XTX , and we per-
form the singular-value decomposition, [U, S, V ] = svd(A).
The Eigenvector matrix, V = [v1, v2, v3] with vi ∈ R3

contains three principal components, each of dimension 3. We
then consider a neighborhood around X with a neighborhood
size twice the length of X and project each neighboring
cell Yi ∈ Rq×3 onto the 2nd and 3rd principal compo-
nents of X . The resulting projection matrix is expressed as
PMi = YiV2,3 and a single projection value is computed
as PVi = norm(mean(PMi)). Finally, the neighboring cell
Yi with the minimum projection value, argmin{PVi}, is
considered as the other candidate daughter cell of X , denoted
by X

′
.

Now, to further ensure that instances X and X
′

in any frame
t + 1 result from the cell division of a parent cell in frame
t, we compare the volume of the other candidate daughter
cell in the current frame, vol(X

′

t+1), against the volume of
its matched instance in the preceding time frame, vol(X

′

t).
Since cell division leads to the parent cell dividing into two
daughter cells, each with approximately half the volume of the

parent cell, we examine whether the ratio vol(X
′
t)

vol(X
′
t+1)
≈ 50%.

If the condition is satisfied, it suggests that X and X
′

are the
daughters of a parent cell from the previous frame. In such
cases, we assign a distinct new cell ID to the other daughter
cell X ′ to differentiate it from its parent in the previous frame.

C. Generate Complete Trajectories

Following frame-by-frame association and cell division de-
tection, the complete trajectories of the labeled cell instances
can be computed. This process begins by identifying the



5

unique instance IDs in the relabeled sequence. For each unique
instance ID l, the sequence is traversed to determine the initial
and final time frames at which the instance appears, denoted
by tlinit and tlfin, respectively. Additionally, the coordinates of
the lth instance at each time frame between tlinit and tlfin are
extracted and stored in a set of coordinates represented by Cl.
Furthermore, incidents of cell division (P (l) = l′ or P (l) = 0)
are recorded based on the findings from Section III-B.

Algorithm 1 One-to-One Matching between Frames t and t+1

1: Input: Cell IDs for all candidate associations, CN×2 ;
association scores, aN×1

2: Output: Association prediction xN×1 ∈ {0, 1}
3: ki ← no. of nearest neighbors in t+ 1 for ith instance in t

(set to 4)
4: c0 ← unique cell IDs from frame t
5: c1 ← unique cell IDs from frame t+ 1
6: x← zerosN×1 {initialize}
7: conflict← 1 {initialize}
8: D0 [c0[i]]← -1 ∀ i = {0, 1, .., (len(c0)-1)} {initialize a

dictionary for unique IDs of t}
9: D1 [c1[j]] ← -1 ∀ j = {0, 1, .., (len(c1)-1)} {initialize

a dictionary for unique IDs of t+ 1}
10: while conflict > 0 do
11: conflict← 0
12: for i = 0 to (len(c0)-1) do
13: if D0 [c0[i]] = -1 then
14: max loc ← argmaxaki×1 {select association

with max score among ki candidate scores}
15: if D1 [C[max loc, 1]] = -1 then
16: D1 [C[max loc, 1]] ← max loc {update with

new association location}
17: D0 [C[max loc, 0]] ← max loc {update with

new association location}
18: else
19: conflict← 1
20: if a[max loc] > a [D1 [C[max loc, 1]]] then
21: a [D1 [C[max loc, 1]]] ← 0 {indicates no

association}
22: D0 [C[D1 [C[max loc, 1]]]]← -1 {indicates

no association}
23: D0 [C[max loc, 0]] ← max loc {update

with new association location}
24: D1 [C[max loc, 1]] ← max loc {update

with new association location}
25: else
26: a[max loc]← 0 {indicates no association}
27: end if
28: end if
29: end if
30: end for
31: end while
32: x [D0 [c0[i]]] ← 1 ∀ i = {0, 1, .., (len(c0)-1)} ∧

D0 [c0[i]] ̸= -1 {obtain final association prediction}

IV. EXPERIMENTAL FRAMEWORK

In this section, we describe the dataset, provide the imple-
mentation details, discuss the evaluation metrics, and summa-
rize the competing approaches.

A. Dataset

We evaluated the proposed cell tracking method on both
synthetic and real 3D microscopy image sequences of bacterial
biofilms. The synthetic biofilm sequences were generated
using a simulation framework [37] which models biofilm
formation following biophysical rules and represents bacterial
cells with realistic curvilinear morphology. In these synthetic
sequences, starting with one or multiple seed cells, the imaged
biofilm continues to form as the cells grow and divide over
a period of time. We simulated multiple synthetic sequences
with varying number of initial clusters where the seed cells are
placed at random spatial allocations and orientations. These
sequences were generated at a frame interval of 10 seconds.
Each synthetic video has a dimension of 450×450×150×40
voxels in x-y-z-t. The challenge here lies in linking cell
instances within a highly dense environment and detecting
frequent division events.

For cell tracking in real biofilm sequences, we acquired
lattice light-sheet microscopy [39] videos of two kinds of
bacteria species, Escherichia coli and Shewanella oneidensis.
The resolution of each frame in the video is approximately 230
nm in x and y and 370 nm in z, assuming green fluorescent
protein (GFP) excitation and emission. The S. oneidensis
video was captured at a frame interval of 30 seconds over
a total period of 15 minutes, while the E. coli sequence was
captured at a frame interval of 5 minutes over a period of
50 minutes. Shewanella bacteria species exhibit motility in
dense environments, making tracking individual cells over
time challenging. Conversely, the E. coli video has a lower
frame rate and features frequent division events, where cells
divide with changes in orientation and spatial displacement
into the next frame. This presents significant challenges in the
frame-by-frame association and division event detection.

B. Implementation Details

The proposed tracking method has one module that requires
training: the temporal sequence classification network. The
other modules are entirely solved in the online test stage.
We trained the network using synthetic biofilm sequences.
From a training sequence, we randomly sampled trajecto-
ries, represented by a trajectory feature vector f tem

i,(jki
) =

[f t−r
i ,f t−1

i ,f t
i,f

t+1
jki

], between any frame pairs t and t + 1
with corresponding association labels of correct or incorrect
associations (y = 1 or 0). Each f t

i is represented by a 9-
dimensional feature vector including 3D spatial coordinates
and bounding box measures. With a choice of r = 2, we
compute a 36-dimensional feature vector f tem

i,(jki
) for each

candidate association. Additionally, we set the number of
potential associations Ni = 4, with ki = 1, 2, ..., Ni. We
then train the network to minimize a binary cross-entropy loss,
L = −

∑m
i=1 y

(i) log ŷ(i) − (1 − y(i))(1 − log ŷ(i)), where ŷ
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is the predicted association probability for ith trajectory. We
implemented our association network exploiting the Inception-
Time architecture in thetimeseriesAI (tsai) framework [40].
The performance of InceptionTime network on this association
task has been compared against other state-of-the-art time
series networks in Section V-A.

We performed tracking experiments on six synthetic se-
quences and two real biofilm sequences. For synthetic se-
quences, the experiments were performed in a leave-one-out
fashion; that is, the temporal sequence classification network
was pretrained on five sequences, while the tracking algorithm
was evaluated on the remaining sequence. For the real image
sequences of two different biofilm species, the tracking al-
gorithm was executed using a pretrained association network
on the synthetic sequences. Since the proposed method is
a tracking-by-detection approach, prior to performing the
tracking task, the segmentation was performed on each 3D
frame of the video using the biofilm segmentation method
named DeepSeeded, as detailed in our previous work [41],
[42].

C. Evaluation Measures

We evaluated the tracking performance using two already
established cell tracking performance measures. Both mea-
sures are full reference, hence compares the estimated tracks
from the tracking algorithm with respect to the reference
tracks. One measure is called tracking accuracy or TRA,
which is widely adopted by the Cell Tracking Challenge. This
metric, based on representing tracks as an acyclic oriented
graph [43], calculates the cost associated with transforming
a computed graph into the reference one. The cost, referred
to as AOGM (Acyclic Oriented Graph Metric), is computed
as AOGM = wEDED + wEAEA + wECEC. Here, ED
represents the cost of adding edges (resulting from missing
links), EA represents the cost of deleting edges (resulting from
redundant links), and EC represents the cost of altering edge
semantics (resulting from incorrect division detection). The
weights w associated with these cost terms are typically set to
1. In essence, TRA provides a relative cost compared to the
expense of creating the reference graph from scratch, denoted
as AOGM0. Mathematically, the TRA measure is expressed
as:

TRA = 1− min(AOGM,AOGM0)

AOGM0

Additionally, we separately evaluated the cell division de-
tection accuracy in datasets with frequent division events using
a F1 score named Division-F1 [44] represented as follows,

Division-F1 =
2× precision× recall

precision+ recall

Here, precision = TP
TP+FP and recall = TP

TP+FN , where
TP represents the track splitting events detected within time
distance t (t = ±1) of ground truth (GT ) events, FP denotes
the difference between total detected events and TP events,
and FN indicates the difference between total GT events and
TP events. Both of these quantitative metrics are computed
using a publicly available repository [45].

TABLE I
QUANTITATIVE TRACKING EVALUATION ON SIX SYNTHETIC BIOFILM

VIDEOS

Methods TRA Division-F1

DenseTrack 0.942 ± 0.018 0.911 ± 0.022

Ultrack [46] 0.919 ± 0.021 0.864 ± 0.024

GraphOpt [47] 0.915 ± 0.019 0.886 ± 0.022

NearestNbr [48] 0.840 ± 0.022 0.648± 0.025

GNN [30] 0.818 ± 0.026 0.637 ± 0.033

TABLE II
QUANTITATIVE TRACKING EVALUATION ON AN E. coli BIOFILM VIDEO

Methods TRA Division-F1

DenseTrack 0.904 0.877

Ultrack [46] 0.823 0.652

GraphOpt [47] 0.764 0.410

NearestNbr [48] 0.512 0.391

GNN [30] 0.477 0.297

TABLE III
BINARY CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY ON TEMPORAL SEQUENCE

CLASSIFICATION USING VARIOUS CLASSIFIERS, AND USING CLASSIFIER’S
CONFIDENCE SCORES IN A ONE-TO-ONE MATCHING (OTOM )

OPTIMIZATION

Methods Classifier Classifier+OTOM

InceptionTime [38] 0.964 ± 0.007 0.998 ± 0.003

TST [49] 0.886 ± 0.032 0.940 ± 0.013

LSTM-FCN [50] 0.914 ± 0.024 0.958 ± 0.006

GRU-FCN [51] 0.919 ± 0.018 0.952± 0.007

Res-CNN [52] 0.804 ± 0.031 0.909 ± 0.009

D. Competing Approaches

The proposed cell tracking method DenseTrack has been
evaluated against four competing approaches. We selected
three recent methods that have demonstrated state-of-the-art
performance in Cell Tracking Challenge datasets and have
publicly available implementations. One of these methods is
called Ultrack, which utilizes ultrametric contours, a hier-
archical representation of the image boundaries, for linking
detected instances between adjacent frames through a multiple
hypotheses-based technique [46]. Another approach, referred
to as the GraphOpt approach, is a graph-based cell track-
ing method where segmented objects are assigned to tracks
by solving a model-based graph optimization problem [47].
Additionally, we considered a recent deep learning-based cell
tracking approach named GNN, which constructs cell trajecto-
ries using a graph neural network [30]. Finally, we compared
the proposed method against a biofilm-specific tracking ap-
proach [48] known as the NearestNbr tracking method, which
performs frame-by-frame association using Euclidean distance
of the extracted features.
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(a) t = 10 sec (b) t = 20 sec (c) t = 30 sec (d) t = 40 sec

(e) t = 190 sec (f) t = 200 sec (g) t = 210 sec (h) t = 220 sec

(i) t = 420 sec (j) t = 440 sec (k) t = 460 sec (l) t = 500 sec

Fig. 2. Qualitative visualization of cell tracking by DenseTrack in a synthetic biofilm sequence with 50 frames captured at 10 seconds frame interval. We
demonstrate tracking of three particular cells at several frames in the sequence. Each 3D frame is displayed as a maximum intensity projection along z axis.

(a) (b)
Fig. 3. Showing evidence of effective cell division detection over time by the DenseTrack method through (a) space-time plot and (b) volume-over-time plot,
demonstrated for the ’blue’ cell in the synthetic sequence in Fig. 2.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we present both qualitative and quantitative
tracking results obtained from synthetic and real biofilm
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(a) t = 0.5 min (b) t = 2.5 min (c) t = 5 min (d) t = 7.5 min

(e) t = 10 min (f) t = 12.5 min (g) t = 13.5 min (h) t = 15 min

Fig. 4. Qualitative observation of bacterial cell tracking using the DenseTrack method in a real S. oneidensis biofilm sequence, consisting of 30 frames
captured at 30-second intervals. We display the predicted matched instances for a group of randomly selected cells over various time points in the video, each
represented by a distinct color.

(a) (b)
Fig. 5. Visualizing thirty predicted trajectories of the S. oneidensis sequence obtained from (a) the DenseTrack method and (b) the Ultrack method, in
comparison to the corresponding manually labeled ground truth trajectories. The spatial dimension is 244 × 262 × 87 voxels in x-y-z. The trajectories
depicted in Fig.5a exhibit greater alignment with the ground truth.

image sequences. In Fig. 2, we display the tracking results
of a synthetic biofilm sequence obtained from the proposed
DenseTrack algorithm. The algorithm performs the tracking
task for all cell instances. However, for clarity of visual obser-
vation in a dense environment, we demonstrate the predicted
matched instances of three particular cells over the length of
the image sequence, displayed in red, blue, and green. The
figure shows that the DenseTrack method can successfully

associate the same instance of a cell over consecutive time
points, even in such a crowded neighborhood. Furthermore,
the cell division events are also accurately detected by the
proposed method, which is essential for an effective tracking
outcome in such a dataset involving frequent division events.

In Fig. 3, we exhibit additional support for the effectiveness
of the proposed method in cell division detection using a
space-time plot and a volume-over-time plot. We demonstrate
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Fig. 6. Quantitative tracking evaluation on S. oneidensis video in Fig. 4.

these two plots for the ‘blue’ cell of the displayed sequence
in Fig. 2. The space-time plot depicts the x and y coordinates
of the centroid of the ’blue’ cell and its matched instances
over time. The green circle at the bottom represents the
cell’s location in the first frame. Pairs of circles in the same
color indicate that the tracking algorithm detects two daughter
cells in that space and time. The line growing out of the
circle signifies the instance’s growth until it divides again.
Additionally, the space-time plot effectively demonstrates that
the bacterial cell’s division follows a geometric progression,
such as 2, 4, 8, 16, and so forth. Besides, we generate the
volume-over-time plot as shown in Fig. 3b by considering the
volume of only one daughter cell at each division event along
the sequence. The sawtooth pattern of the plot ensures that the
cell divisions are correctly detected by the tracking method,
as the volume increases when the cell grows and decreases as
it splits into daughter cells.

In Table I, we report the quantitative tracking performance
for six synthetic biofilm image sequences in our dataset. These
videos contain an average of 1400 ground truth division events.
The comparison of tracking methods is based on the overall
tracking accuracy (TRA) and the division-specific accuracy
metric (Division-F1). The results indicate that the proposed
DenseTrack method outperforms other methods in both perfor-
mance measures. Additionally, Ultrack and GraphOpt exhibit
reasonable performance in tracking bacterial cells within a
dense biofilm environment. However, the nearest neighbor-
based technique NearestNbr, employing a simplistic Euclidean
distance-based frame-by-frame matching, and the graph neural
network-based approach GNN, predicting one directed graph
for the entire sequence, exhibit lower tracking accuracy in both
measures.

Next, we present the visualization of tracked cell instances
by DenseTrack method for a real biofilm sequence of S.
oneidensis bacteral species in Fig. 4, which was captured at a
30-second frame interval. The matched instances of the same
cell over time are displayed in the same color. The figure
demonstrates that the proposed method accurately tracks most
cell instances. Furthermore, we visualize the predicted trajec-
tories compared to corresponding ground truth trajectories in
Fig. 5. Thirty manually generated ground truth trajectories are

plotted in x-y-z on top of the estimated trajectories by the
tracking algorithm. We compare such trajectory plots from the
proposed DenseTrack method and the best-competing method,
Ultrack, as shown in Fig. 5a and 5b. Observing the figures, it
becomes apparent that predicted trajectories from DenseTrack
demonstrate a higher degree of overlap with the ground truth,
suggesting superior accuracy compared to the Ultrack method.

In Fig. 6, we further present a comparative analysis of
quantitative tracking performance based on the aforementioned
thirty ground truth trajectories. Since the S. oneidensis se-
quence exhibits very few cell division events (only three
ground truth division events in the thirty trajectories), we have
opted not to separately present the Division-F1 measure and
instead focus on reporting the overall tracking score TRA.
The figure reveals that, similar to the results obtained from
synthetic videos, the proposed DenseTrack approach excels
in tracking motile S. oneidensis bacterial cells. While the
Ultrack method also demonstrates reasonable performance
with approximately 90% tracking accuracy, the GraphOpt,
NearestNbr and GNN methods encounter challenges tracking
instances within this real biofilm sequence, leading to lower
TRA scores.

We then showcase the qualitative tracking results of our
proposed approach on an E. coli image sequence in Fig. 7,
captured at a larger frame interval of 5 minutes. In this figure,
we observe that even in a lower frame-rate video with very
frequent division events, the proposed method performs rea-
sonably well in tracking the bacteria cells and their offspring.
Furthermore, we offer a qualitative comparison of spatial
trajectory plots between the proposed method and the Ultrack
method with respect to ten manually generated ground truth
trajectories in Fig. 8. While in comparison to the trajectory
plot for the S. oneidensis sequence (Fig. 5a), the proposed
method exhibits more deviations from ground truth for this E.
coli sequence (Fig. 8a), such deviations are still fewer than
those obtained from the Ultrack method (Fig. 8b).

In Table II, we present the TRA and Division-F1 scores of
the comparative methods based on the ten manually generated
trajectories depicted in Fig. 8. These trajectories cover a total
of 54 ground truth division events. The table illustrates that
our proposed DenseTrack approach achieves superior tracking
performance even in this lower frame rate video (5-minute
interval). Additionally, it is observed that the performances
of the four competing methods deteriorate further, resulting
in lower Division-F1 scores compared to their performance
on synthetic image sequences in Table I. This decrease in
performance in division prediction for the E. coli sequence
may be attributed to the presence of complex division events
accompanied by orientation changes and spatial displacement
in the next frame.

A. Ablation Study

To comprehend the distinct contributions of various com-
ponents in our proposed method, we conduct ablation studies
and report the results in this section. In Table III, we present
quantitative support for our selection of the InceptionTime
classifier in the temporal sequence classification task for
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(a) t = 5 min (b) t = 20 min (c) t = 25 min

(d) t = 35 min (e) t = 45 min (f) t = 50 min

Fig. 7. Visualization of cell tracking results obtained using the DenseTrack method in an E. coli biofilm video consisting of 10 frames captured at five-minute
intervals. The figure displays the tracked instances for randomly selected cells across different time points in the video, each in a unique color.

(a) (b)
Fig. 8. Comparing ten predicted trajectories of the E. coli sequence from (a) the DenseTrack method and (b) the Ultrack method to the corresponding
manually labeled ground truth trajectories. The spatial dimension is 458× 512× 101 voxels in x-y-z. The DenseTrack method shows more overlap with the
ground truth.

frame-by-frame association. The first column presents the
classification accuracy of different classifiers in distinguish-
ing correct from wrong associations in temporal sequences.
We determine classification accuracy based on whether the
confidence score for the ‘correct’ class exceeds that of the
‘wrong’ class for a given association. Among the classifiers,

InceptionTime demonstrates superior performance. However,
classification in the first column may contain errors stemming
from incorrect mappings between frames, such as one-to-
multiple associations. The second column reveals that integrat-
ing the classifier’s confidence scores into one-to-one matching
optimization, as in our DenseTrack framework, enhances clas-
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(a) (b)
Fig. 9. Evidence of exploiting near-temporal history (r = 2) in tracking
performance, on a (a) synthetic biofilm video, and a (b) real biofilm video of
S. oneidensis.

sification performance across all classifiers. Nevertheless, In-
ceptionTime still achieves the best results. These classification
scores are averaged over 30 frame pairs from two synthetic
biofilm videos, each with 15 frames randomly selected.

In Fig. 9, we highlight the importance of leveraging near-
temporal history in the temporal sequence classification task
as part of our proposed tracking approach, rather than solely
relying on cellular attributes from the present frame and
the next frame. The significance is measured in terms of
the overall tracking accuracy measure TRA. In Section III,
we mentioned the use of a spatiotemporal feature vector,
f tem
i,(jki

) = [f t−r
i , ...,f t

i,f
t+1
jki

], formed by concatenating the
feature vector at time t with the feature vectors from the
preceding r time frames and the feature vector at time t+ 1.
The figure illustrates the effect of using r = 2 as in our
proposed method versus the effect of using r = 0. In Fig. 9a,
we observe such a comparison for a synthetic biofilm video,
while in Fig. 9b, we observe it for a S. oneidensis video. The
figures indicate that utilizing near-temporal history (r = 2)
improves tracking accuracy for both the synthetic sequence
and the real biofilm sequence, with a more pronounced im-
provement observed in the real biofilm example.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper introduced a novel cell tracking approach to
effectively track cell instances and their offspring in dense
3D time-lapse microscopy image sequences. We formulated
the cell tracking problem as a frame-by-frame matching task
exploiting a deep temporal sequence classifier’s confidence
scores in a one-to-one optimization framework. Utilizing a
data-driven deep-learning-based classifier as opposed to a fixed
distance or similarity-based measure resulted in better associ-
ation scores for the potential matches between frame pairs.
Additionally, an effective one-to-one matching optimization
formulation with proper constraints presented in this work
ensures superior performance in associating cell instances
within a crowded environment. To detect cell division events
with high accuracy, we also proposed an eigendecomposition-
based strategy that can identify division events even when
daughter instances change orientation and displace spatially
during dividing from the parent instance. We demonstrate the

effectiveness of the proposed method in tracking bacterial cells
from 3D lattice light-sheet image sequences of biofilms. The
proposed method achieved better results than the state-of-the-
art cell tracking approaches.
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