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Abstract

We investigate unsupervised person re-identification (re-
id) with clothes change, a new challenging problem with
more practical usability and scalability to real-world de-
ployment. Most existing re-id methods artificially assume
the clothes of every single person to be stationary across
space and time. This condition is mostly valid for short-term
re-id scenarios since an average person would often change
the clothes even within a single day. To alleviate this as-
sumption, several recent works have introduced the clothes
change facet to re-id, with a focus on supervised learning
person identity discriminative representation with invari-
ance to clothes changes. Taking a step further towards
this long-term re-id direction, we further eliminate the re-
quirement of person identity labels, as they are significantly
more expensive and more tedious to annotate in comparison
to short-term person re-id datasets. Compared to conven-
tional unsupervised short-term re-id, this new problem is
drastically more challenging as different people may have
similar clothes whilst the same person can wear multiple
suites of clothes over different locations and times with very
distinct appearance. To overcome such obstacles, we intro-
duce a novel Curriculum Person Clustering (CPC) method
that can adaptively regulate the unsupervised clustering cri-
terion according to the clustering confidence. Experiments
on three long-term person re-id datasets show that our CPC
outperforms the state-of-the-art unsupervised re-id methods
and even closely matches the supervised re-id models.

1. Introduction
Person re-identification (re-id) aims to match the per-

son identity of bounding box images captured from dis-
tributed camera views [49]. The majority of existing re-
id methods [3–5, 11, 19, 27, 35, 44, 53, 54, 58] assume the
application scenarios without clothes (appearance in gen-
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eral) change. This is limited as almost all persons would
change their clothes at a daily basis if not more frequently.
Hence they are only effective for short-term re-id scenar-
ios. This limitation has led to an emerging research inter-
est on long-term person re-id with focus on clothes changes
[15, 17, 26, 32, 38, 41, 42, 45, 47]. As it is extremely diffi-
cult to collect and annotate the person identity labels under
unconstrained clothes change, most of previous long-term
re-id works resort to creating synthetic datasets (e.g., VC-
Clothes [39]) or small scale real datasets (e.g., Real28 [39]
with 28 person identities, NKUP [41] with 107 person iden-
tities). An exception is DeepChange [45], the latest, largest,
and realistic person re-id benchmark with clothes change,
which however was established at an exhaustive cost. (See
Figure 1 for some samples.) Besides, existing long-term
re-id methods all tackle the supervised learning application
with heavy reliance on large labeled training data.

In light of the significance of long-term person re-id and
its higher creation expense, in this work we introduce the
unsupervised long-term person re-id problem that elimi-
nates the tedious requirement of person identity labeling.
This is an extension of previous unsupervised person re-id
in short-term setting [10, 12, 23, 24, 28, 40, 46, 50, 51, 55].
Whilst existing unsupervised methods [6,12] are applicable,
new challenges emerge from clothes change, which have
never been studied. This is due to a more complex fac-
tor that different people may have similar clothes whilst the
same person might wear different clothes with very distinct
appearance. As a result, the state-of-the-art pseudo-label
based methods [6, 12] would be further challenged signifi-
cantly and finally leading to suboptimal solutions.

To overcome the aforementioned challenges, we in-
troduce a novel Curriculum Person Clustering (CPC)
method. Existing alternatives [6, 12] blindly assign every
training sample with a cluster based pseudo label, which is
error-prone with a highly cumulative propagation risk. In
contrast, we incorporate the curriculum learning strategy
with pseudo labeling for mitigating label errors and their
propagation throughout the training process. This idea is
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Figure 1. Visualizing the intrinsic challenges with long-term person re-id with clothes change. We randomly selected 28 images of a single
person identity from the recent DeepChange [45] dataset. It is clear evident that the appearance difference across different clothes (rows)
is largely unconstrained and typically much more significant than that of the same clothes (each column).

based on our hypothesis that the labeling errors and propa-
gation is a key obstacle for tackling clothes change. Con-
cretely, we derive a confidence index with the correlation
between samples per cluster to regulate the curriculum of la-
beling and model training. At a specific training time, only
a fraction of training samples with sufficient in-training
model’s confidence will be labeled and leveraged for model
training, subject to the confidence index. Our confidence
index is monitored and updated at an epoch basis, so is the
labeling process. In this way, labeling error and its harm can
be significantly restricted and controlled whilst maximizing
the use of training samples.

We summarize our contributions as below:

1. Unsupervised long-term person re-id is introduced for
eliminating the tedious demand of annotating person
identity labels with unconstrained clothes change.

2. To address this challenging problem, we introduce a
novel Curriculum Person Clustering (CPC) method
designed to mitigate the labeling error and its propaga-
tion as suffered in existing unsupervised re-id methods.

3. Extensive experiments on three long-term re-id bench-
marks show that our CPC outperforms existing alter-
natives by a large margin and even matches the perfor-
mance of the state-of-the-art fully supervised models.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2
briefly summarizes related work. Section 3 describes our
Curriculum Person Clustering (CPC). Experimental results
and discussion are presented in Section 4. Finally, we draw
some conclusions in Section 5.

2. Related Work
2.1. Long-Term Person Re-Identification

A few recent person re-id works try to tackle [17, 26, 32,
38, 41, 42, 47] the long-term clothes change situations by
fully-supervised training. Their main motivation is look-
ing for additional supervision for the general appearance
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Figure 2. Overview of our Curriculum Person Clustering (CPC)
method alternating between two steps: (1) Curriculum Person
Clustering: gradually perceiving the person-wise clothes changes
and merging person images from easy to hard, (2) Representation
Learning: Updating the feature encoder with refined clustering re-
sults (i.e., pseudo labels).

features (e.g., clothes, color), to help the model to learn
the cross-clothes invariance. To make full use of the body
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shape information, Yang et al. [47] try to generate contour
sketch images from RGB images and consider the sketch as
the invariance information across different clothes. Hong
et al. [15] also propose to use fine-grained body shape fea-
tures for clothes change re-id, by estimating masks with dis-
criminative shape details and extracting pose-specific fea-
tures. These seminal works provide inspiring attempts for
clothes change re-id, however, two main limitations have
to be considered: (i) Generating contour sketches or other
side-information requires additional model components and
will cause extra computational cost. (ii) To the best of
our knowledge, all the existing models designed for clothes
change re-id can only work in supervised manner, with
lower transferability to the open-world dataset settings.

In this paper, we focus on the unsupervised designs to
tackle the clothes change re-id challenges.

2.2. Curriculum Learning

Curriculum Learning (CL) [2, 43] is a training strategy
that aims to train machine learning models in a meaningful
order, from the easy samples to the hard ones, which mim-
ics the meaningful learning sequence in human courses.
CL can improve the generalization ability and convergence
speed for various machine learning systems. Therefore, this
strategy has been widely studied in various machine learn-
ing applications [1, 13, 20, 31], including computer vision,
natural language processing, etc. In general, a CL based
pipeline has two key components, i.e., difficulty measurer
and training scheduler. Difficulty measurer decides the rel-
ative “easiness” of each data sample, while training sched-
uler decides the sequence of data subsets throughout the
training process based on the judgment from the difficulty
measurer.

In this paper, we propose a Curriculum Person Cluster-
ing (CPC) method for long-term person re-id with clothes
change, by designing a pair of clustering confidence based
difficulty measurer and training scheduler. The parame-
ter of the clustering algorithm will be adaptively updated
according to our difficulty measurer. Based on dynamic
parameters, our person clustering algorithm can automati-
cally select samples for subsequent training steps. Then,
the model can learn samples from easy to hard, and use
our person clustering as the training scheduler to automati-
cally select samples for later training steps without any prior
knowledge.

3. Methodology
We present a novel Curriculum Person Clustering (CPC)

method for unsupervised long-term person re-identification.
As illustrated in Figure 2, our model is trained alterna-
tively between representation learning and curriculum per-
son clustering. In the step of representation learning, we
use the curriculum person clustering results as the pseudo

label supervisions to update the encoder network. In the
step of curriculum person clustering, given the stronger im-
age representations by the updated encoder, we design an
adaptive curriculum learning strategy to automatically op-
timize the person clustering so that the person clusters can
select person samples flexibly based on dynamic criterions.
We use ResNet50 [14] as the encoder network, initialized
by the weights pretrained on ImageNet [7]. The initial rep-
resentations of person images are generated from the en-
coder’s penultimate layer. After each person clustering, we
only leverage images in clusters for subsequent representa-
tion learning. This aims to minimize the errors with cluster
pseudo labels.

In the follows, Section 3.1 presents a baseline based on
clustering and Section 3.2 details the proposed Curriculum
Person Clustering.

3.1. A Baseline: Unsupervised Re-ID by Clustering

We aim to learn a person re-id model from an unlabeled
dataset X = {xn}Nn=1 consisting of N person image sam-
ples with clothes change. We start by applying the encoder
to obtain the initial representations F = {fn}Nn=1, where
fn = ϕ(xn,Θ) ∈ RD. ϕ(·,Θ) is the representation func-
tion with the parameters Θ and D is the embedding dimen-
sion. We then cluster F = {fn}Nn=1 to the pseudo labels
per cluster. After clustering, not every sample falls into
some cluster. Assuming Z out of N samples are associated
with the resulting clusters, we denote their pseudo labels as
L = {lz}Zz=1 while the remaining N − Z samples have no
pseudo labels. With L, we then construct a cluster center
bank M = {mc}Cc=1 ∈ RD×C , where C is the total num-
ber of clusters and mc is defined as:

mc =
1

Pc

∑

lz=c

f lz , (1)

where Pc and f lz are the number and features of the samples
with pseudo label lz = c, respectively.

Given the pseudo labels, we can update the parameter set
Θ of the encoder with the softmax based cross-entropy loss
function:

L(Θ, xn) = − ln
exp(m>ω(xn)

f(xn,Θ)/τ)
∑C

l=1 exp(m>l f(xn,Θ)/τ)
, (2)

where ω(xn) is the pseudo label of image xn and τ is the
temperature parameter to balance the value. Then, we up-
date the cluster center bank at the t-th iteration as:

m
(t)
ω(xn)

← αm
(t−1)
ω(xn)

+ (1− α)f(xn), (3)

where α is the update momentum.
After updating the encoder, we further perform a person

clustering CLUSTER(·,Ψ) to generate updated pseudo
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Figure 3. Preliminary study on the baseline clusters w.r.t. person
identity classes on the training set of DeepChange.

labels for next iteration:

L = CLUSTER(F,Ψ), (4)

where Ψ denotes the parameters for person image cluster-
ing. L = {lz}Zz=1 is the pseudo label set of samples from
the clustering (Z ≤ N ). Again, a proportion of training
images are still likely in isolation and will be left out in rep-
resentation learning.

Preliminary study. This clustering based unsupervised
learning method has been successful in conventional short-
term re-id [6, 12]. However, we find that it is less suited for
the long-term counterpart with clothes change. To reveal the
underlying obstacles, we make an in-depth analysis about
the cluster structure on the training set of DeepChange
dataset. As shown in Figure 3, most clusters fail to span
multiple clothes with the same person. However, it is en-
couraging that most of the clusters involve only a single
person identity. Meanwhile, different clothes of the same
person are mostly split into different clusters. Intuitively,
the key challenge is how to associate these clusters with the
same person identity and different clothes.

3.2. Curriculum Person Clustering

A plausible reason for the baseline’s limitation is that the
clustering criterion is too rigid to accommodate the appear-
ance variation of each person identity. To overcome this
limitation, we propose a curriculum learning based person
clustering method that can adaptively relax the clustering
criterion according to the internal property of each cluster.
For implementing a specific curriculum learning process,
the key is to design properly a difficulty measurer [43] for
quantifying the hardness of tasks. To that end, we exam-
ine the status of clusters as they are the key ingredient in
our unsupervised learning pipeline. We introduce a Relax-
ing Index (RI) in terms of the cluster density (i.e., clustering

Algorithm 1 The training procedure of the proposed Cur-
riculum Person Clustering (CPC) method.

Input: Dataset X = {xn}Nn=1.
1: Initialization: Encoder network parameters Θ.
2: while epoch ≤ total epochs do
3: Extract representations F = {fn = ϕ(xn,Θ)}Nn=1.
4: Generate pseudo lable set L = {lz}Zz=1 based on

CLUSTER(F,Ψ).
5: Update cluster center bank M = {m}Cc=1 based on

L and F;
6: Train encoder to update Θ based on L and loss

Eq. (2).
7: Update relaxing index RI based on Eq. (5).
8: Update CLUSTER(·,Ψ) based on Eq. (10).
9: end while

Output: Encoder parameters: Θ.

confidence) as our difficulty measurer:

RI =
1

Z

Z∑

z=1

S(f(xz),mlz ), (5)

where S(·) is the similarity between a sample and its cluster
center, defined based on Pearson product-moment correla-
tion coefficient [21]:

S(f(xz),mlz ) =

∑D
d=1(f<d>

xz
− fxz )(m<d>

lz
−mlz )

σfxz
∗ σmlz

,

(6)

where f<d>
xz

is the d-th dimension of feature fxz , and fxz

denotes the mean value of fxz over the dimensions. σfxn

and σmlz
are respectively defined as:

σfxz
=

D∑

d=1

‖f<d>
xz

− fxz
‖22, (7)

σmω(xz)
=

D∑

d=1

‖m<d>
lz
−mlz‖22. (8)

Larger RI means higher cluster density. Whenever RI
is over larger (e.g., exceeding a threshold), it is implied that
this cluster involves only a single or a few clothes and has
good potential to expand to accommodate more samples.
We exploit this as a signal for scheduling model training.
Formally, we define a training scheduler δ for curriculum
learning as:

δ = 1(RI > T ), (9)

where T is the threshold of Relaxing Index.
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In general, any existing clustering method is applicable.
In experiments, we find DBSCAN [9] works well. Con-
cretely, to integrate DBSCAN into our CPC framework, we
schedule its maximum neighbor distance parameter as:

ψ(t) = ψ(t−1) + β ∗ δ, ∀ ψ(t−1) ∈ Ψ(t−1), (10)

where β is a hyper-parameter. As a result, it can gradually
expand the clusters from easy tasks (e.g., same clothes) to
hard tasks (e.g., different clothes). The procedure of our
Curriculum Person Clustering (CPC) with the DBSCAN
clustering is summarized in Algorithm 1.

4. Experiment
4.1. Experimental Setting

Datasets We evaluate our method on three long-term
clothes change re-id datasets: DeepChange [45] 1,
LTCC [47] 2, and PRCC [48] 3. DeepChange [45] is the
currently largest available long-term person re-id dataset. It
consists of 178, 407 bounding boxes (resolution of 128×64)
from 1, 121 person identities and 17 cameras, collected
over 12 months. Different from the short-term person re-
id datasets, its unique characteristics and challenges mainly
include: (i) Both its clothes changes and dressing styles are
highly diverse, with the reappearing gap in time ranges from
minutes, hours, and days to weeks, months, seasons, and
years. (ii) Its collected persons across different ages and
professions appear in various weather (e.g., sunny, cloudy,
rainy, snowy, extremely cold) and behaviors (e.g., work-
ing, leisure). (iii) Its raw videos were recorded by 17 out-
door security cameras with various resolutions in a real-
world surveillance system. We follow its official splitting
to perform our experiments (train: #person 450, #bbox
75, 083; validation: #person 150, #bbox 22841; test: #per-
son 521, #bbox 80483). In this paper, major experiments
are evaluated on DeepChange. Moreover, we also pro-
vide evaluations on two commonly used long-term re-id
datasets LTCC [47] and PRCC [48]. LTCC is an indoor
clothes change re-id dataset, with 17, 138 images of 152
identities captured from 12 cameras. PRCC is also an in-
door dataset, with totally 33, 698 images of 221 identities
captured from 3 cameras.

Protocols and metrics As discussed in [45], for long-
term person re-id, the true matches may be captured by
the same camera as the probe image but at a different time
and with different clothes. This is different from traditional
short-term person re-id setting. For performance evalua-
tion, by following the standard practices, we also use both

1https://github.com/PengBoXiangShang/deepchange
2https://naiq.github.io/LTCC_Perosn_ReID.html
3http://www.isee-ai.cn/˜yangqize/clothing.html

Cumulated Matching Characteristics (CMC) and mean av-
erage precision (mAP) as retrieval accuracy metrics.

Competitors As the aforementioned, unsupervised long-
term person re-id is a brand new problem/setting. To
the best of our knowledge, there are no methods/models
that are tailor-made for this challenging task. We thus
have not found any directly comparable methods. Fortu-
nately, currently in short-term person re-id area, some suc-
cessful practices demonstrated that clustering-based deep
models are able to achieve competitive performance un-
der unsupervised setting. In particular, as the state-of-
the-art of clustering-based unsupervised re-id models, self-
paced contrastive learning (SpCL) [12] 4 and cluster con-
trast (CC) [6] 5 are widely studied and even able to beat the
supervised models, so that both of them can stand as our
main competitors. In particular, ReIDCaps [18] is one of the
state-of-the-art method designed for supervised long-term
clothes change re-id, which can be compared with ours indi-
rectly. Moreover, we also compared our method against var-
ious supervised baselines, including classical CNNs used in
re-id (e.g., DenseNet [16]), Vision Transformer [8] and its
variant DeiT [37], etc. Meanwhile, we also compared our
method with strong supervised person re-id models, e.g.,
BNNeck Re-ID [29], OSNet [56].

Implementation details For a fair comparison under sim-
ilar hardware conditions, all experiments were implemented
in PyTorch [30] 6, and run on the Nvidia 1080Ti GPU(s). In
our method, we use ResNet50 [14] as our backbone, and ini-
tialize it with the pre-trained parameters on ImageNet [7].
We optimize the network through Adam optimizer with a
weight decay of 0.0005. There are 50 training epochs in
total, and the learning rate is initially set to 0.00035, mul-
tiplied by a decay factor 0.1 every 20 epochs. The batch
size is 128. The temperature parameter τ in Eq. (2) is set
to 0.05, and the upgrade factor α is 0.2 in Eq. (3). T is
0.8. step is set to 0.01. The maximum neighbor distance
for DBSCAN is initialized as 0.4. ReIDCaps [18] and BN-
Neck re-id [29] use their customized loss functions, while
the other models were trained by minimizing the softmax
based cross-entropy loss. During evaluating and testing, we
extract the features of bounding boxes from the penultimate
layer to perform re-id matching.

4.2. Comparison to State-of-the-Art Methods

Comparison with unsupervised competitors We report
our comparison against the unsupervised baselines in Ta-
ble 1. The unsupervised baselines can be compared as three

4https://github.com/yxgeee/SpCL
5https://github.com/alibaba/cluster-contrast-

reid
6https://pytorch.org/
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Table 1. Comparison with the state-of-the-art deep unsuper-
vised person re-id models and their variants on the test set of
DeepChange dataset. Both rank accuracy (%) and mAP (%) are
reported. † denotes model without training or fine tuning on
DeepChange. “Vanilla clustering”: the clustering based pseudo
labeling. The 1st/2nd best results are indicated in red/blue.

Model Encoder Rank mAP
@1 @5 @10 @20

#1 ResNet50 [14] † ResNet50 15.30 27.38 34.46 42.25 02.12
#2 ViT [8] † ViT 11.10 21.77 28.56 36.81 01.44
#3 Vanilla clustering ResNet50 35.57 45.17 50.44 56.67 09.62
#4 Vanilla clustering ViT 38.05 47.65 52.45 58.48 10.55
#5 SpCL [12] ResNet50 32.93 42.25 47.18 53.16 08.60
#6 CC [6] ResNet50 37.50 45.70 50.70 57.58 10.70
#7 SpCL ViT 37.24 46.68 51.79 57.42 10.58
#8 CPC (Ours) ResNet50 45.90 54.00 58.50 63.30 14.60

Table 2. Comparison with supervised baselines and the state-of-
the-art re-id models on the test set of DeepChange. Both rank ac-
curacy (%) and mAP (%) are reported. (‘R’: RGB, ‘G’: grayscale,
‘E’: edge map, ‘K’: body key point, ‘2br’: two branches, ‘3br’:
three branches) The 1st/2nd best results are indicated in red/blue.

Network/Model Input Rank mAP
@1 @5 @10 @20

#9 ResNet18 [14] R 34.45 46.01 51.72 58.26 08.44
#10 ResNet18 [14] G 26.61 39.02 45.45 53.06 05.49
#11 ResNet34 [14] R 35.21 47.37 53.61 60.03 09.49
#12 ResNet34 [14] G 28.60 41.53 47.98 54.87 06.39
#13 ResNet50 [14] R 36.62 49.88 55.46 61.92 09.62
#14 ResNet50 [14] G 30.04 43.12 49.82 57.04 06.96
#15 ResNet50 [14] E 16.05 28.51 35.59 43.28 03.17
#16 ResNet101 [14] R 39.31 51.65 57.36 63.72 11.00
#17 ResNet152 [14] R 39.84 52.51 58.35 64.75 11.49
#18 MobileNetv2 [34] R 33.71 46.51 52.72 59.45 07.95
#19 Inceptionv3 [36] R 35.02 47.71 53.91 60.64 08.85
#20 DenseNet121 [16] R 38.26 50.27 55.91 62.40 09.12
#21 DenseNet161 [16] R 45.92 56.72 61.79 67.41 12.30
#22 DenseNet169 [16] R 43.40 54.80 60.11 65.90 11.25
#23 DenseNet201 [16] R 44.98 56.13 61.32 66.98 11.71
#24 OSNet re-id ibn x1.0 [56] R 42.75 54.91 60.82 66.80 10.97
#25 OSNet re-id x1.0 [56] R 39.65 52.22 58.32 64.23 10.34
#26 OSNet re-id x0.75 [56] R 39.96 51.89 57.69 63.85 09.92
#27 OSNet re-id x0.5 [56] R 38.09 51.08 56.79 63.27 09.59
#28 OSNet re-id x0.25 [56] R 34.94 47.70 54.10 60.77 08.62
#29 BNNeck re-id ResNet18 [29] R 38.17 51.93 58.08 64.70 09.51
#30 BNNeck re-id ResNet34 [29] R 40.06 53.49 59.55 66.25 10.52
#31 BNNeck re-id ResNet50 [29] R 47.45 59.47 65.19 71.10 12.98
#32 BNNeck re-id ResNet50 [29] G 40.02 54.04 60.19 67.09 09.43
#33 BNNeck re-id ResNet50 [29] E 21.75 35.99 43.11 50.81 03.67
#34 BNNeck re-id ResNet101 [29] R 48.10 60.70 66.10 72.06 13.72
#35 BNNeck re-id ResNet152 [29] R 50.29 62.27 67.85 73.63 14.59
#36 BNNeck re-id DenseNet121 [29] R 47.86 60.47 65.88 71.64 13.41
#37 ReIDCaps [18] (DenseNet121) R 44.29 56.44 62.01 68.01 13.25
#38 ReIDCaps [18] (ResNet50) R 39.49 52.28 58.68 64.99 11.33
#39 ReIDCaps [18] (no auxiliary) R 35.41 46.66 52.09 58.13 09.25
#40 ReIDCaps [18] (no capsule) R 39.38 51.86 57.82 64.44 11.16
#41 ViT B16 [8] R 49.78 61.81 67.38 72.92 14.98
#42 ViT B16 [8] G 38.52 51.85 58.32 65.12 10.63
#43 DeiT [37] R 44.43 56.25 61.82 67.46 13.72
#44 2br DenseNet121 [45] R, E 44.55 56.40 62.03 67.85 11.21
#45 2br DenseNet121 [45] R, G 44.80 56.79 62.48 68.06 11.36
#46 3br DenseNet121 [45] R, G, E 45.36 57.36 62.91 69.29 11.73
#47 CPC (Ours, unsupervised) R 45.90 54.00 58.50 63.30 14.60

groups: (1) #1, #2: backbone networks without training
on DeepChange. (2) #3, #4: general clustering based

unsupervised pipeline with training on DeepChange. (3)
#5, #6, #7: the state-of-the-art unsupervised deep models
designed for short-term person re-id, e.g., SpCL [12],
CC [6]. From Table 1, we observed:
(i) When we extract feature embedding from ResNet50
(pretrained on ImageNet) without any training or fine-
tuning on clothes change dataset, the re-id accuracy is
very low (#1: mAP 02.12%). Similarly, ViT also fails in
this situation (#2: mAP 01.44%), although it is one of the
state-of-the-art networks. This demonstrates that clothes
change re-id is so challenging that general pretrained
networks fail to encode the clothes change patterns.
(ii) Nowadays, the prototype of the state-of-the-art unsu-
pervised deep re-id models (e.g., SpCL [12], CC [6]) is a
framework of alternating iterative steps of person clustering
and pseudo label based encoder updating. Thus, we
evaluate this prototype framework based on two encoder
backbones ResNet50 (#3: mAP 09.62%) and ViT (#4:
mAP 10.55%). This Vanilla framework performs well,
closely matching the re-id-specific models (#5, #6, #7).
(iii) SpCL (#5) and CC (#6) work better on DeepChange
than their prototype (#3, #4), thanks to their re-id specific
designs.
(iv) Ours (#8) outperforms all other unsupervised com-
petitors by a clear margin, achieving the best mAP score
of 14.60%. Particularly, even compared with the state-of-
the-art unsupervised re-id model SpCL variant that was
upgraded (#7) with a stronger encoder ViT, ours still has
clear advantages (mAP: 14.60% vs. 10.58%). This further
demonstrates that our method is effective for the long-term
re-id with clothes change.

Comparison with supervised competitors To further
demonstrate the advantages of our method on clothes
change re-id scenarios, we compared ours with extensive
supervised competitors. As reported in Table 2, we
consider five groups of methods: (1) #9 to #23: Common
CNNs used in re-id; (2) #24 to #36: Several state-of-the-art
short-term re-id methods; (3) #37 to #40: A state-of-the-art
long-term re-id method ReIDCaps [18]; (4) #41 to #43:
Vision Transformer (ViT) [8] and its variant DeiT [37];
(5) #44 to #46: multimodal long-term re-id baselines.
Inspired by the recent practice [45] for long-term re-id, we
perform the experiments by varying the input modalities
and backbones, to fully evaluate the competitors. Based on
Table 2, we mainly observed the follows:
(1) These supervised baselines also fail to tackle the
long-term re-id well, with low retrieval accuracies. Partic-
ularly, even the state-of-the-art supervised short-term re-id
models OSNet re-id and BNNeck re-id (#24 to #36) just
achieve the mAP nearby 10.00% averagely. Meanwhile,
the recently strong multimodal baselines proposed for
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Table 3. Effect of our Curriculum Person Clustering (CPC) on the
test set of DeepChange. Both rank accuracy (%) and mAP (%) are
reported.

CPC
Rank

mAP
@1 @5 @10 @20

#48 × 41.80 51.10 54.10 59.20 12.40
#49 X 45.90 54.00 58.50 63.30 14.60

supervised long-term re-id (#44 to #46) also fail to obtain
a good performance. This demonstrates that the long-term
clothes change patterns are also highly challenging even
under the supervised setting.
(2) Our method (#47: mAP 14.60%) outperforms almost of
these supervised competitors, achieving a very small gap
to the strongest baseline ViT B16 (#41: mAP 14.98%),
although ours is an unsupervised model. Moreover, it is
worth highlighting that ours outperforms ReIDCaps [18]
by a clear margin, although ReIDCaps is a tailor-made
supervised model for long-term re-id (#37 to #40).

Ablative studies To further evaluate the superiority of our
curriculum person clustering, we performed a set of abla-
tion study, as reported in Table 3. If without the curriculum
person clustering, the simplified model (#48) just achieves
a performance of 12.40% and 41.80% respectively on mAP
and rank@1, which are lower than that of our full model
(#49) by a gap of 02.20% and 04.10%. This performance
gap evaluates the effectiveness of our curriculum person
clustering for the clothes change patterns on DeepChange
dataset.

Furthermore, based on our experiments and observa-
tions, we found that, in the clothes change scenarios, only
using the merged samples during each round of person clus-
tering is conducive to model training. Different to ours,
SpCL [12] utilizes both merged and un-merged samples to
train the model, and inside a cluster CC [6] uses the most
dissimilar sample feature as center feature to represent the
whole cluster. On the widely used short-term re-id datasets
without cloth-change, both SpCL and CC obtain good per-
formance, close to the supervised methods. However, the
simplified model of ours (without curriculum person clus-
tering) (#48) outperforms both of them (as mAP compar-
isons from #48 12.40% vs. #5 08.60%, #48 12.40% vs.
#6 10.70%). As discussed earlier, since the distribution of
the person images with clothes change is highly complex,
we think that it is necessary to help the model learn from
easy to difficult, to prevent the relatively difficult samples
from providing incorrect supervision signals for the encoder
model updating.

Figure 4. Illustration of person clustering result comparison on the
training set of DeepChange.
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Figure 5. Illustration of the decreasing trend of cluster number
during training on DeepChange. (Horizontal axis: training epoch,
vertical axis: number of clusters). During training, the number of
clusters gradually decreases and stabilizes.
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Figure 6. The mAP and Rank@1 curves of our method over the
training process on DeepChange. (Horizontal axis: training epoch,
vertical axis: score (%))

Qualitative results (visualization) Addition to the afore-
mentioned purely quantitative analysis, we would further
evaluate our method by some visualizations.
(1) To evaluate the compactness of our result, we plot a
comparison figure to compare the person clustering results
of ours and the general clustering, as shown in Figure 4,
where the height of each bar denotes how many clusters
each person’s samples are divided into. We observe that
compared with the general person clustering, ours produces

7



Table 4. Multimodal input based comparison on the test set of
DeepChange. Both rank accuracy (%) and mAP (%) are reported.
(‘R’: RGB, ‘G’: grayscale, ‘E’: edge map, ‘S’: supervised, ‘U’:
unsuperivsed, ‘R50’: ResNet50) The 1st/2nd best results are indi-
cated in red/blue.

Encoder Sup Input Rank mAP
@1 @5 @10 @20

#50 R50 [45] S R, K 36.53 48.87 54.86 61.47 09.54
#51 R50 [45] S R, E 40.26 52.91 59.11 65.47 10.43
#52 R50 [45] S R, G 40.52 53.65 59.61 65.60 10.22
#53 R50 [45] S R, G, E 41.67 54.28 60.04 66.37 11.03
#54 R50 [14] U R, G 44.20 52.28 56.90 61.30 13.30

Table 5. Comparisons on two widely used clothes change dataset:
LTCC [47] and PRCC [48]. Both rank accuracy (%) and mAP
(%) are reported. FSAM (base) and FSAM (full) denote the base
model and full model of FSAM, respectively. (‘S’: supervised,
‘U’: unsuperivsed)

Method Sup
LTCC PRCC (1-Shot)

Rank@1 mAP Rank@1

#55 PCB [35] S 23.52 10.03 22.86
#56 HACNN [25] S 21.59 09.25 21.80
#57 RGA-SC [52] S 31.40 14.00 42.30
#58 ISP [57] S 27.80 11.90 36.60
#59 Qian et al. [33] S 25.15 12.40 -
#60 FSAM (base) [15] S 29.80 11.80 43.70
#61 FSAM (full) [15] S 38.50 16.20 54.50

#62 SpCL [12] U 21.10 08.26 36.45
#63 CC [6] U 17.00 10.80 36.60

#64 CPC (Ours) U 21.90 12.76 40.80

fewer clusters for each person identity, as the bars of ours
are shorter than that of the general method. This demon-
strates that our person clustering result is more compact on
clothes change datasets.
(2) To evaluate the convergence and stability of our train-
ing, we plot a curve (Figure 5) to illustrate the cluster num-
ber during our training, where we see that the number of
our clusters gradually decreases and stabilizes. Meanwhile,
we also plot the mAP and Rank@1 curves as illustrated in
Figure 6, where we also observe that both values were in-
creasing smoothly during training. This demonstrates that
our method works with good convergence and stability on
clothes change dataset.

Multi-modal input Recent practice [45] demonstrates
that multimodal input (e.g., RGB, grayscale) based late-
fusion models can improve the performance for unimodal
model for supervised long-term re-id with clothes change.
Therefore, by following [45], we further replace our en-
coder network as a two-branch network, where multiple
input modalities RGB and grayscale images are separately

encoded by a multi-branch CNNs, followed by feature con-
catenation. We compared our multimodal variant (#54) with
the recently-released supervised multimodal baselines (#50
to #53) designed for long-term re-id by using ResNet50 as
encoder for a fair comparison, as reported in Table 4, where
we have three main observations:
(1) Multimodal fusions successfully improve the model un-
der the supervised clothes change setting. By mAP com-
parison, both grayscale and edgemap (#51 10.43%, #52
10.22%, #53 11.03%) bring improvements for the purely
RGB model (#13 09.62%).
(2) After injecting grayscale inputs, our variant (#54) still
outperforms the supervised counterparts (#50 to #53), al-
though it is an unsupervised method. It should be noted that
#53 model is supervised and based on three modalities of
RGB, grayscale, and edgemap, but it fails to beat our vari-
ant (unsupervised, based on two modalities), with a clear
mAP gap (#53 11.03%, #54 13.30%).
(3) However, it is interesting to observe that, our RGB and
grayscale based multimodal variant fails to beat our orig-
inal unimodal method (#8). This implies that multimodal
fusion remains challenging with a need for further study
under unsupervised clothes change re-id setting. Thus, we
have not evaluated our method further by involving more
other modalities. This is consistent with the observation
in [22]: grayscale images fail to co-work with RGB images
very well under unsupervised re-id setting. Meanwhile, this
phenomenon further demonstrates that unsupervised long-
term clothes change re-id is a highly challenging task.

Evaluation on more datasets We further compared our
method with the state-of-the-art supervised and unsuper-
vised clothes change re-id models on two commonly used
long-term reid datasets, namely LTCC [47] and PRCC [48].
The results are reported in Table 5. It is observed that com-
pared with the state-of-the-art unsupervised re-id methods,
SpCL [12] (#62) and CC [6] (#63), our CPC (#64) per-
forms the best on both datasets by a clear margin. Further,
our CPC closely matches the performance of the state-of-
the-art supervised methods, with the mAP score even better
than #55 PCB, #56 HACNN, #58 ISP, etc. This consistently
evaluates the superiority of our method in overcoming long-
term re-id challenges.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we, for the first time, proposed and stud-
ied a highly challenging yet critical problem, unsupervised
long-term person re-id with clothes change. Compared with
the conventional unsupervised short-term re-id, this new
problem is drastically more challenging as different person
may have similar clothes whilst the same person can wear
multiple suites of clothes over different locations and times
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with very distinct appearance gaps. To tackle these chal-
lenges, we introduce a novel Curriculum Person Cluster-
ing (CPC) method that can adaptively regulate the unsuper-
vised clustering criterion according to the cluster’s density.
As a result, it can adaptively accommodate person images
with clothes changes into the same clusters. Experiments
on three long-term person re-id datasets demonstrate that
our CPC outperforms the state-of-the-art unsupervised re-
id methods by a clear margin while closely matching the
state-of-the-art supervised re-id models.
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Appendices
We show the cluster change process by our Curriculum Per-
son Clustering (CPC) method on dozens of images from a
single person identity on the DeepChange dataset. From
Figure 7a, 7b, 7c, it is seen that the images are grouped into
multiple clusters by different clothes. As the training pro-
gresses, samples with different clothes are gradually merged
into one cluster as shown in Figure 7d, 7e. Without our
CPC, however, this cross-clothes clustering fails as shown
in Figure 7f. This explains the superiority of our CPC in
tackling the clothes change challenge over existing state-of-
the-art alternatives.
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(a) After Epoch 10 (b) After Epoch 20

(c) After Epoch 30 (d) After Epoch 40

(e) After Epoch 50 (f) After Epoch 50, No CPC

Figure 7. (a-e) The dynamic clustering process of dozens of person images with the same identity but different clothes during training
on the DeepChange dataset. At each epoch, bounding box color indicates the cluster membership. It is seen that our Curriculum Person
Clustering (CPC) learning method can gradually discover the clothes change situations, starting with grouping the same-clothes person
images. (f) Without our proposed CPC method, these person images are usually split into different clusters by different clothes, leading to
a model with low invariance to clothes change.
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We show the cluster change process by our Curriculum
Person Clustering (CPC) method on dozens of images from
a single person identity on the DeepChange dataset. From
Figure 1a, 1b, 1c, it is seen that the images are grouped into
multiple clusters by different clothes. As the training pro-
gresses, samples with different clothes are gradually merged
into one cluster as shown in Figure 1d, 1e. Without our
CPC, however, this cross-clothes clustering fails as shown
in Figure 1f. This explains the superiority of our CPC in
tackling the clothes change challenge over existing state-of-
the-art alternatives.
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(a) After Epoch 10 (b) After Epoch 20

(c) After Epoch 30 (d) After Epoch 40

(e) After Epoch 50 (f) After Epoch 50, No CPC

Figure 1. (a-e) The dynamic clustering process of dozens of person images with the same identity but different clothes during training
on the DeepChange dataset. At each epoch, bounding box color indicates the cluster membership. It is seen that our Curriculum Person
Clustering (CPC) learning method can gradually discover the clothes change situations, starting with grouping the same-clothes person
images. (f) Without our proposed CPC method, these person images are usually split into different clusters by different clothes, leading to
a model with low invariance to clothes change.
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