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Abstract. Multi-Target Multi-Camera Tracking (MTMCT) has broad applications and forms the basis for 

numerous future city-wide systems (e.g. traffic management, crash detection, etc.). However, the challenge of 

matching vehicle trajectories across different cameras based solely on feature extraction poses significant 

difficulties. This article introduces an innovative multi-camera vehicle tracking system that utilizes a self-

supervised camera link model. In contrast to related works that rely on manual spatial-temporal annotations, our 

model automatically extracts crucial multi-camera relationships for vehicle matching. The camera link is 

established through a pre-matching process that evaluates feature similarities, pair numbers, and time variance 

for high-quality tracks. This process calculates the probability of spatial linkage for all camera combinations, 

selecting the highest scoring pairs to create camera links. Then, a transition time is estimated by kernel density 

estimation that provides temporal information on created camera link. Our approach significantly improves 

deployment times by eliminating the need for human annotation, offering substantial improvements in efficiency 

and cost-effectiveness when it comes to real-world application. This pairing process supports cross camera 

matching by setting spatial-temporal constraints, reducing the searching space for potential vehicle matches. 

According to our experimental results, the proposed method achieves a new state-of-the-art among automatic 

camera-link based methods in CityFlow V2 benchmarks with 61.07% IDF1 Score. 

Keywords: multi-camera tracking, camera link model  

CCS Concepts: Camera Networks and Vision 

1.  Introduction 

With the continuous expansion of urbanisation, the city traffic management is becoming more and 

more challenging,  which is calling for the development of intelligent transportation systems within 

the broader concept of smart cities. One of the key enabling elements of those systems is the Multi-

Target Multi-Camera Tracking (MTMCT), which aims to track the vehicles over large areas in 

networks comprised of multiple traffic cameras. The MTMCT can usually be divided into two main  

computational stages: single camera tracking (SCT) and inter-camera tracking (ICT). Over the past 

decades, many researchers have looked into the SCT problem and have created many robust tracking 

algorithms [1, 2, 3]. Building on the foundations of SCT algorithms, we focus on the ICT problem in 

this study. 

 

Despite some promising results have been achieved for MTMCT [18], there are still several challenges 

making multi-target tracking a difficult task [4]. The first challenge is the Dramatic Appearance 

Variabilities: The most popular methodology for matching tracklets across different cameras is by 

comparing the features of different tracklets / objects. Features such as the edges, centroid, stereo 

disparity, texture, motion field, and gradients are often retrieved for association [5]. However, 

variabilities caused by factors like occlusion, changes in illumination, shadows, and non-rigid 

deformation can significantly alter the appearance of the same object. In addition to the appearance 

variabilities, the different Camera Overlapping Ratios (FOV) can also make it difficult to create robust 

algorithms adaptable to various scenes. There are three different scenes, the overlapping FOV, mixed 

FOV and non-overlapping FOV. Both overlapping FOV and mixed FOV would face the problem of  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1. The pipeline diagram of our MCVT system.  

the different overlapping ratios. The level of FOVs overlap affects the formulation of tracking 

problems in multi-camera systems thereby affecting the algorithm performance. Furthermore, the 

Unknown Number of Targets and Cameras also complicates the matching process, as the total number 

of targets is indeterminate, adding complexity to establishing the complete trajectory of each target [6]. 

This issue becomes even more complex when a tracker erroneously produces multiple local tracklets 

for a single target within a single camera [7]. In addition to the above three challenges, there are some 

other challenges includes Camera Motion [8], Varying Object Motion [5] also contribute to the 

difficulties faced in MTMCT. 

 

It is difficult for multi-camera trajectory matching to deal with these problems in a systematic way, 

therefore there are many works focused on using various techniques [9, 10]. By implementing 

constraints, the searching space for potential tracklet matches is reduced, thereby decreasing the 

likelihood of mismatches among visually similar vehicles. Among these constraints, spatial-temporal 

factors are often prioritized for improving the overall performance of our MTMCT algorithm, since 

they have the greatest impact on the searching space. Previous work has manually segmented traffic 

camera scenes into entry and exit zones, and defined to transition time between cameras [11, 12]. The 

effectiveness of these constraints has been proven [11], however, these methods require manual input. 

This may work in the research phases with limited camera number and simple camera network settings 

but such human-labeled approaches are impractical for real-world applications. Often involve more 

complex camera networks, variable transition times or temporal road topology changes which requires 

regular updating, real-world application would thus pose a significant challenge in terms of human 

resources. To mitigate the demand for manual labor, an automated method known as the camera link 

model (CLM) has been developed [15] (initially for multi-camera tracking on people). Later, with the 

rising popularity of the multi camera vehicle tracking (MCVT) problem, CLM was adapted to MCVT 

as well [14, 16, 17]; however, these adaptations still necessitated some human labeling and focused 

primarily on overlapping and mixed FOV. To the best of our knowledge, [18] is the only work that 

applies a self-supervised CLM capable of handling non-overlapping FOV camera networks, but this 

self-supervised CLM still has a focus on overlapping and mixed FOV. Thus, an improved self-

supervised CLM focusing on Non-overlapping FOV capable of automatically generating and updating 

spatial-temporal constraints for MCVT is proposed in this paper.  

 

The pipeline diagram of our proposed system is shown in Figure 1. Initially, each video frame is 

processed using a YOLO [19]-based one-stage object detector. The detection outputs are then utilized 

for extracting deep appearance features. These deep embeddings, combined with the object detection 

results, are used for a DeepSort [1] based SCT. The tracks obtained from the single camera tracking 



 

 

 

 

 

 

phase are then used to train the self-supervised CLM. Finally, by utilizing the spatial-temporal 

constraints generated by the CLM along with the results from single camera tracking, we identify the 

minimal distances pair among cross-camera track pairs. These paired tracks are then assigned the same 

track ID, ensuring consistent identification across multiple cameras. 

 

The rest of this article is structured as follow: an overview for related works is discussed on section 2, 

followed by the methodology part on section 3. The experiments and results are present on section 4. 

Finally, we discuss the conclusion in section 5. 

2.  Related Works 

With the aim of linking the same objects captured by different cameras, object re-identification (Re-ID) 

attracts growing attention recent years. In general, the Re-ID algorithm calculates the similarity 

between each query-gallery pair and finds the best potential matched targets. Based on the input data 

formats, the object Re-ID methodologies can be divided into two types: the image-based approaches 

and the video-based approaches. Technically, video-based Re-ID should achieve better performance 

compare with the image-based one because video-based RE-ID contains more information. Except for 

the features extracted from every single frame, the time-related correlations, i.e., spatial–temporal 

information, trajectory features, vehicle transition order, are also useful in the cross-camera Re-ID 

comparison [20]. Early research [21, 22, 23, 24] focus more on imaged-based object Re-ID due to the 

limitation of SCT algorithm performance and the limitation of computational resources. With the 

mature of SCT algorithms [1, 2, 3] and better hard-ware development, the researchers see the light at 

the end of the tunnel. This rises the tide for video-based Re-ID, which refers to our MTMCT problem.  

 

The MCVT problem has garnered increased attention following the release of the open-source dataset 

-- CityFlow [25] on AICITY challenge [26]. To the best of the our knowledge, CityFlow is the only 

real-world open-source dataset specifically for MCVT problem. There are some other open-source 

MCVT synthetic dataset e.g. Synthehicle [27] as well, but most MCVT research is conducted on the 

real-world dataset. Our review narrows the focus to studies using the CityFlow dataset. Following the 

research development from 2020 to 2021, there is a significant performance improvement shown up 

with the involvement of human-labelled spatial-temporal constraints. According to [11], the use of 

spatial-temporal constraints has contributed to a 0.2346 increase in the IDF1 score, highlighting the 

effectiveness of this approach. However, while human labelling proves beneficial for datasets like 

CityFlow, it is still not applicable for real-world MCVT due to the much more complex and variable 

parameters need to be considered in real-world. Thus, some researchers have looked into CLM to 

automatically generate spatial-temporal constraints. Initially, CLM was applied to non-overlapping 

FOV scenarios for multi-camera people tracking [31, 32]. Later then, [14] brings CLM to MCVT field; 

however, this CLM still relies on human trajectory annotation which doesn’t address the issue. Later, 

[16, 17] introduced an improved version of CLM that can autonomously segment entry/exit zones, yet 

it continued to rely on human-annotated trajectory data to establish zone connections. Finally, [18] 

first try to solve out this human-label demands problem that propose a self-supervised CLM model 

that provides the spatial-temporal constraints without the demand for human annotation. The self-

supervised CLM shows great potential in real-world application and achieves the state-of-art 

performance on overlapped and mix FOV on CityFlow V1 test scenes [16, 17]. However, due to data 

and algorithm limitation of CLM itself, methods based on CLM could not compete with human 

annotated approaches on non-overlapping FOV CityFlow V2 test scenes [18].  

3.  Methodology 

The general architecture of our proposed Multi-Camera Vehicle Tracking (MCVT) algorithm is 

depicted in Figure 1. The whole process involves five steps: object detection, feature extraction, SCT, 



 

 

 

 

 

 

CLM and multi-camera matching. The steps and dataflow are as follows: 1) The object detector 

obtains the bounding box (BBox) location for each detected object in every frames; 2) The cropped 

images of these detected objects are then used as inputs for three different ResNets to extract deep 

appearance features; 3) The SCT utilizes the BBox and Re-ID features to create tracklets for each 

target within a single camera’s view; 4) Utilizing the results from single camera tracking and the deep 

features, we train our CLM; 5) The results from single camera tracking and the deep features are used 

to form a cost-matrix, which is constrained by the spatial-temporal information generated by our CLM. 

This matrix is then solved to match track IDs across cameras. More detailed processes are described 

below. 

3.1 Object Detection 

A reliable vehicle detection is a prerequisite for vehicle tracking. Lots of the MCMCT problems use 

YOLOv5 to be the object detector due to its accuracy and real-time ability. With the development of 

this one-stage detection algorithm, it already iterated to YOLOv9, currently considered the state-of-

the-art in one-stage detectors. For our purposes, we employ the YOLOv9e model, which is pretrained 

on the COCO dataset, to specifically detect car, motorcycle, bus and truck. To prevent the same target 

from being recognized multiple times under different categories, we implement non-maximum 

suppression (NMS) across all detected objects. Additionally, we filter all detection BBoxes within the 

same video frame based on IOU and confidence scores to minimize redundant detections and mitigate 

issues caused by occlusions. 

3.2 Re-ID Feature Extraction  

The deep embedding quality contributes a lot for the final matching results. Building on [11], we 

utilize three distinct ResNet models: ResNet50IBN-a, ResNet101-IBN-a, and ResNeXt101-IBN-a. All 

weights are pre-trained on the CityFlow dataset with a combination of softmax cross-entropy loss 

function and triplet loss [11]. 

                                                   𝐿𝑟𝑒𝑖𝑑 = 𝐿𝑐𝑙𝑠 + 𝛼𝐿𝑡𝑟𝑝                                              (1)                

In this function, 𝐿𝑟𝑒𝑖𝑑 refers to the cost function, 𝐿𝑐𝑙𝑠 and 𝐿𝑡𝑟𝑝 stands for softmax cross-entropy loss 

and triplet loss, with α balancing their weights. Each ResNet model outputs a [2048x1] dimension 

feature, then the final feature of each detected car is the average output of the three models. 

3.3 Single Camera Tracking 

In SCT, we follow the track-by-detection to associate each detection in the video frame with a 

synchronized track id. Considering the computational load and accuracy, we choose DeepSort [1] as 

our main framework. DeepSort integrates a Kalman filter, based on a constant velocity model, to 

predict locations. This prediction is then merged with deep appearance features to formulate tracklets. 

One of its great advantages is it including the Matching Cascade approach to mitigates the impact of 

short-term occlusions, which is a pain point for MCVT problem. 

3.4 Camera Link Model 

The Camera Link Model (CLM) leverages temporal and topological information between different 

cameras to establish spatial-temporal constraints, thereby enhancing the performance of multi-camera 

matching. This model includes camera link information and the transition time distributions between 

adjacent cameras. Specifically, our proposed CLM provides the exit/entry zone pair of adjacent 

cameras with a time-transition kernel estimation window. Basically, if no existing camera need to be 

passed between two cameras, the two cameras form a camera link. For each link, here should have two 

zone pairs. One entry/exit pair and one exit/entry, representing the bidirectional flow between two 

linked cameras. Based on the camera link, high confidence tracklets matching results passing through 

those zone pair are used to perform the kernel density estimation (KDE), which helps the camera link 

time transition estimation. The proposed CLM can be divided into three steps: 1) entry/exit zone  

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Figure 2. CLM illustration  

generation in single camera; 2) entry-exit zone pairing across adjacent camera; 3) camera link 

transition time estimation. An illustration of the CLM for cameras link is shown in Figure 2. 

 

3.4.1 Entry/exit zones generation. Due to road structure and traffic rule, all vehicles follow a certain 

moving pattern. The generation of entry/exit zones is predicated on these distinct patterns. We select 

complete tracklets from SCT and extract the entry and exit points of each tracklet along with their 

vector directions to identify consistent movement patterns. In non-overlapping fields of view (FOV) 

scene, where typically only one camera located on one intersection, the challenge of visual perspective 

arises: vehicles that are closer to the camera appear significantly larger than those further away. This 

will clutter the entry/exit zones, causing a mess for the automatic zone generation. To overcome this, 

we perform a pre-clustering step based on the direction of travel, before the point distance clustering. 

The MeanShift algorithm [33] is used for our clustering process. Figure 3 shows an example for auto-

zone generation process that also illustrate the difference between pre-clustering and non pre-

clustering.  

 

Figure 3. Example for auto zone generation  

After the clustering process, the entry/exit density is calculated to classify different clusters into 

certain zone type. The definition is as follows: 

                                                   𝐷𝑒 =
𝑁𝑒,𝑘

𝑁𝑒,𝑘+𝑁𝑥,𝑘
, 𝐷𝑥 =

𝑁𝑥,𝑘

𝑁𝑒,𝑘+𝑁𝑥,𝑘
                                       (2)             

                               zone class =   {

𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑦 𝑧𝑜𝑛𝑒                                    𝑖𝑓 𝐷𝑒 > 𝜌𝑒 ,
𝑒𝑥𝑖𝑡 𝑧𝑜𝑛𝑒                                        𝑖𝑓 𝐷𝑥 > 𝜌𝑥,

𝑢𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑓𝑖𝑛𝑒𝑑 𝑧𝑜𝑛𝑒                          𝑒𝑙𝑠𝑒.            
           (3) 

In this function, 𝑁𝑒,𝑘 means the number of entry points in this cluster and 𝑁𝑥,𝑘 means the number of 

exit points in this cluster. If the entry/exit density is higher than certain threshold 𝜌, a rectangle 

window that encompass all points inside this cluster will be defined as the corresponding entry/exit 

zone.  

 

3.4.2 Entry-exit zone pairing across adjacent camera. Following automatic zone generation, we 

establish camera links by defining entry-exit zone pairs across adjacent cameras. Each entry-exit zone 

pair represents the path a vehicle takes when it exits from one camera's zone and enters another 

camera's zone, without deviating onto side roads. This ensures that the trajectory of the vehicle is 

continuously tracked across multiple camera views. To find the entry-exit zone pair between adjacent 



 

 

 

 

 

 

cameras, some high confidence tracklets across those zones are selected to find the best entry-exit 

zone pair. To minimize errors from less reliable tracklets, tracklets with time higher than 𝜌𝑡 and the 

moving distance higher than 𝜌𝑑 are selected as the high confidence tracklets. These tracklets are then 

compiled into a potential zone matching database. A pre-tracklet matching for each potential zone pair 

is conducted using the same approach as in multi-camera matching, but without incorporating spatial-

temporal constraints. This cost-matrix formation and solving procedure will be detailed explained in 

the later section. 

 

To assess the confidence of each zone pair, we introduce a zone pair confidence score calculated from 

the preliminary tracklet matching results. This zone pair confidence score consists three parts 1) the 

average cosine distance between tracklet pairs, 2) the number of matched high confidence tracklets, 

and 3) the time variance of these matched tracklet pairs. This zone pair confidence score function is 

formed as follows:                                  
                                𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 =  −𝛼𝐷𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑒 + 𝛽𝑁𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟 − 𝛾𝑉𝑎𝑟𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒                                 (4)            

In this function, 𝛼, 𝛽, 𝛾 are coefficients that weight the importance of each component in the score 

evaluation. 𝐷𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑒 is the average cosine distance for paired tracklets, 𝑁𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟 is the number of 

pair tracklets and 𝑉𝑎𝑟𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒 represents the variance for transition time for each pre-matched tracklet pair. 

Considering our test dataset road topology, each camera connects with 1 adjacent camera, the 

calculation process follows with the sequence [c041,c042], [c042,c043]…[c045,c046]. And the zone 

pair corresponding for the highest confidence score are select to be the entry/exit zone pair. This 

method ensures that the most reliable pathways between cameras are identified based on quantifiable 

metrics, facilitating accurate vehicle tracking across camera networks. 

 

3.4.3 Camera link transition time estimation. To estimate the transition time of each camera link, the 

high confidence tracklet pre-matching results for paired zone are used. The transition time for pair 

tracklets is basically calculated by:  

𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛 =  𝑇𝑒𝑥𝑖𝑡 − 𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑦                                                 (5)            

We then filter out any negative transition times (𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛 < 0), as these are not feasible. The remaining  

𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛 is used to do a gaussian kernel density estimation (KDE) to find the time transition estimation 

between two cameras. Comparing with set hard-removal time-window between linked camera, the 

KDE approach aligned the transition possibility for each transition time that contribute a better way to 

identify the potential pair across different cameras. This KDE result provides hard temporal removal 

constraints (if the possibility is too low) while also contributes to build the cost matrix. 

3.5 Multi-Camera Matching 

With the temporal and spatial information provided by our CLM, we can start the matching process. 

The multi-camera matching is mainly relied on solving cost matrix of tracklets across different 

cameras. Our cost matrix is consisted of by 1) deep appearance distance; 2) transition time estimation; 

3) spatial-temporal information mask. The first step is to calculate distance between each tracklet. This 

tracklet feature is derived from the object Re-ID feature that is processed by the temporal attention 

mechanism [34] to generate a 2048x1 dimension feature. The deep appearance distance of tracklets 𝑇𝑖 

and 𝑇𝑗 can be computed using cosine similarity distance: 

       𝐷𝑖𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑠(𝑇𝑖 , 𝑇𝑗) = 1 −
𝐹(𝑇𝑗)×𝐹(𝑇𝑖)

|𝐹(𝑇𝑗)|×|𝐹(𝑇𝑖)|
                                          (6)            

 

Where 𝐹(𝑇𝑗) is the feature of tracklet 𝑇𝑗  and 𝐹(𝑇𝑖) is the feature of tracklet 𝑇𝑖 . Besides the cosine 

distance, the transition time estimation is a taken into account. Combing those two parameters 

together, the cost distance is formed: 

 

𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡(𝑇𝑖, 𝑇𝑗) = 𝛿𝐷𝑖𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑠(𝑇𝑖 , 𝑇𝑗) − 𝜖𝐾𝐷𝐸(𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛(𝑇𝑖, 𝑇𝑗))                (7) 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Here, 𝛿  and 𝜖  are coefficient weights for the appearance and transition time factors in the cost 

function, 𝐾𝐷𝐸  represents the kernel density score for the transition time. A higher KDE score 

indicates a more likely transition between the cameras. From all those above we can get the cost 

matrix C for m tracklets as: 

 

𝐶 = [
𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡(𝑇1, 𝑇1) … 𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡(𝑇1, 𝑇𝑚)

⋮ ⋱ ⋮
𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡(𝑇𝑚, 𝑇1) … 𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡(𝑇𝑚, 𝑇𝑚)

]           (8)             

After forming the initial cost matrix, a spatial-temporal mask inspired by [11] is used to filter unlikely 

matching pairs that reduce the searching space. For tracklet 𝑇𝑖 and 𝑇𝑗, we decide whether they conflict 

with each other by Table 1. 

 Table 1. Spatial-temporal confliction rule. 

tracklet in query camera tracklet in gallery camera Time Conflict 

paired entry zone paired exit zone 𝐾𝐷𝐸(𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛) < 𝜌 TRUE 

paired entry zone paired entry zone Any 𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛 TRUE 

paired exit zone paired entry zone 𝐾𝐷𝐸(𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛) < 𝜌 TRUE 

paired exit zone paired exit zone Any 𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛 TRUE 

Unpaired entry and exit zone Any tracklets Any 𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛 TRUE 

Any tracklets Unpaired entry and exit zone Any 𝑇𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛 TRUE 

 

Table 1 lists all possible situation that two tracklets will conflict with each other. Once a tracklet entry 

or exit in the entry/exit zone it will be assigned into the entry/exit zone dataset. The paired entry/exit 

zone in Table 1 represents any tracklets that entry/exit into our camera view through the camera link 

model generated zone pair.  For this spatial-temporal mask, it will form a mask matrix: 

𝑀𝑎𝑠𝑘(𝑇𝑖, 𝑇𝑗) = {
𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒     𝑖𝑓 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑓𝑙𝑖𝑐𝑡 =  𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒 
𝐹𝑎𝑙𝑠𝑒       𝑒𝑙𝑠𝑒                               

                      (9)             

 

𝑀 = [
𝑀𝑎𝑠𝑘(𝑇1, 𝑇1) … 𝑀𝑎𝑠𝑘(𝑇1, 𝑇𝑚)

⋮ ⋱ ⋮
𝑀𝑎𝑠𝑘(𝑇𝑚, 𝑇1) … 𝑀𝑎𝑠𝑘(𝑇𝑚, 𝑇𝑚)

]         (10) 

Finally, we combine the cost matrix with our spatial-temporal mask: 

�̂� = 𝐶 ⊙ 𝑀          (11) 

where, ⊙ represents the product of the corresponding elements of the matrix. The constrained cost 

matrix is thus obtained, which is used for subsequent tracklets clustering. After filtering through the 

spatial-temporal mask, the searching space is significantly narrowed. In this case, we greedily select 

the smallest pair-wise distance to match the tracked vehicles. For each ordered transition, we further 

remove the pairs which conflict with previously matched pairs and pairs that have distance higher than 

threshold 𝑆𝑦𝑐ℎ𝑇ℎ𝑟𝑒𝑠ℎ. We repeat the process until there is no valid transition pair or the minimum 

distance is larger than a threshold. 

4.  Experiments and Results 

4.1 Dataset 

CityFlow [25] is the most representative and the largest MCVT dataset that captured in the actual 

scene of the city. The dataset includes at least 3.25 hours of traffic video at 960p resolution from 40 

cameras across 10 intersections in a medium-sized US city, covering a total length of approximately 

2.5 kilometers. It features a variety of road camera setting topologies, including non-overlapping, 



 

 

 

 

 

 

mixed, and overlapping FOV. The test set consists of 6 cameras with non-overlapping FOV, which we 

use to validate our proposed algorithm. 

4.2 Evaluation Metric 

For MCMOT problem, many evaluation metrics are used including but not limited on: MOTA, IDF1, 

HOTA and so on. In our task, we choose IDF1 [35] to be the metric to evaluate the performance of our 

proposed algorithm. IDF1 calculates the ratio of the number of correctly identified detections to the 

ground truth and the average number of calculated detections.  

𝐼𝐷𝐹1 =
2𝐼𝐷𝑇𝑃

2𝐼𝐷𝑇𝑃 + 𝐼𝐷𝐹𝑃 + 𝐼𝐷𝐹𝑁
                                     (12)             

where IDTP, IDFP, and IDFN represent the counts of true positive, false positive, and false negative 

identifications, respectively. 

4.3 Implementation Details 

The algorithm was implemented using PyTorch 1.7.1 and executed on one Nvidia RTX 4070 Ti GPU. 

For object detection, the YOLOv9e model pre-trained on coco dataset is applied. The detection 

confidence score threshold is set to be 0.2, with NMS-IOU set 0.45. In the feature extractor training 

process, we respectively use ResNet50-IBN-a, ResNet101-IBN-a and ResNeXt101-IBN-a as the 

backbone for training and  those trained networks are used to extract 2048 × 1 dimension deep 

feature. In SCT, the DeepSort-based framework was employed, with a minimum confidence score of 

0.2 and a minimum IOU of 0.5 between predicted and current BBoxes. For camera link mode, the 

threshold for entry/exit zone definition  𝜌𝑒 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝜌𝑥 is 0.8; the high confidence track is filtered by 𝜌𝑡 =
2𝑠 and 𝜌𝑑 = 200𝑝𝑖𝑥𝑒𝑙𝑠. The zone pair confidence score weights 𝛼, 𝛽, 𝛾 are set to be 0.7, 0.003 and 

0.00001, respectively, This was found to give the best results. For multi-camera matching,  𝛿 and 𝜖 are 

set to be 1, -0.5 and the KDE filter 𝜌 is set to be 0.001. In total 170 tracks across multiple cameras in 

our test set are detected, and the resulting IDF1 score of 0.6107 surpassed all other camera link-based 

approaches. 

4.4 Ablation Study 

An ablation study was conducted to determine the individual contributions of different modules within 

our proposed framework. This study helps to isolate the effects of each component on the overall 

performance, as detailed in Table 2.  

Table 2. Different module influence on final performance. 

Method  IDF1 IDP IDR Precision Recall 

Baseline 0.4125 0.4807 0.3612 0.5189 0.39 

+ Parameter Fine Tuning 0.4462 0.4791 0.4175 0.5197 0.4528 

+ Yolov9 0.4524 0.4988 0.4139 0.5396 0.4477 

+ Cosine Similarity 0.4686 0.5063 0.4362 0.5432 0.4679 

+ Temporal Attention 0.485 0.5273 0.449 0.5556 0.4731 

+ Spatial Constraint (CLM) 0.5733 0.6248 0.5296 0.6512 0.552 

+ Temporal Constraint (CLM) 0.6107 0.6471 0.5782 0.6636 0.593 

 

According to the ablation study, the result highlights the substantial impact of the proposed CLM, 

which includes both spatial and temporal constraints, on improving the tracking performance by 

0.1257 IDF1 score. However, the limitation of the dataset size and some potential flaws on our 

algorithm prevent us from leveraging the entire potential of the spatial-temporal constraints compared 

with human-labelled constraints. A bigger dataset (longer video footage for each camera) might lead a 

better training on our CLM, which potentially reveal further benefits of our approach.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

5.  Conclusion 

In this paper, we present a MCVT framework that incorporates improved CLM. Building on mature 

methodologies for object detection, feature extraction and SCT, this method introduces novel 

advancements in spatial-temporal constraints and multi-camera matching modules. The proposed 

CLM is capable of generating spatial-temporal constraints autonomously, mitigating the need for 

human intervention. Our ablation study validates the effectiveness of these spatial-temporal constraints 

within the multi-camera matching process. The innovative approach achieves the 0.6107 IDF1 score, 

surpassing all other camera link model-based methods. This indicates the potential of our framework 

to provide accurate and reliable spatial-temporal constraints, which essential for future large-scale 

MTMCT applications. 
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