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Abstract. Most existing multi-object tracking methods typically learn
visual tracking features via maximizing dis-similarities of different in-
stances and minimizing similarities of the same instance. While such a
feature learning scheme achieves promising performance, learning dis-
criminative features solely based on visual information is challenging
especially in case of environmental interference such as occlusion, blur
and domain variance. In this work, we argue that multi-modal language-
driven features provide complementary information to classical visual
features, thereby aiding in improving the robustness to such environ-
mental interference. To this end, we propose a new multi-object tracking
framework, named LG-MOT, that explicitly leverages language informa-
tion at different levels of granularity (scene-and instance-level) and com-
bines it with standard visual features to obtain discriminative represen-
tations. To develop LG-MOT, we annotate existing MOT datasets with
scene-and instance-level language descriptions. We then encode both
instance-and scene-level language information into high-dimensional em-
beddings, which are utilized to guide the visual features during train-
ing. At inference, our LG-MOT uses the standard visual features with-
out relying on annotated language descriptions. Extensive experiments
on three benchmarks, MOT17, DanceTrack and SportsMOT, reveal the
merits of the proposed contributions leading to state-of-the-art perfor-
mance. On the DanceTrack test set, our LG-MOT achieves an absolute
gain of 2.2% in terms of target object association (IDF1 score), com-
pared to the baseline using only visual features. Further, our LG-MOT
exhibits strong cross-domain generalizability. The dataset and code will
be available at https://github.com/WesLee88524/LG-MOT.

Keywords: Multi-object tracking · Language-guided features · Cross-
domain generalizability

1 Introduction
Multi-Object Tracking (MOT) is one of the fundamental problems in computer
vision, where the aim is to simultaneously identify and track multiple objects in
a video. MOT plays a crucial role in numerous real-world applications such as
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• Gender
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• ···

...
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Fig. 1: (a) Extending MOT datasets with instance-and scene-level language descrip-
tions to design a language-guided MOT method. Here, we show example instance-and
scene-level annotated descriptions for different frames in a video. (b) Intra-domain per-
formance comparison between our LG-MOT and the baseline when training on MOT17
train set and testing on MOT17 test set. (c) Cross-domain performance comparison
when training on MOT17 train set comprising predominantly outdoor scenes and test-
ing on DanceTrack test set comprising indoor scenes. Here, IDF1, HOTA, and MOTA
metrics are higher the better, whereas IDSW is lower the better. Our LG-MOT achieves
superior performance compared to the baseline only using the visual information.

visual surveillance, autonomous driving, UAV navigation, and intelligent video
analytics. Most existing MOT approaches [3,48,49,51,52] typically rely on learn-
ing visual features for object detection and tracking sub-tasks. While initial
works utilized hand-crafted visual features to encode instance-specific informa-
tion, later works employed features from deep neural networks to learn discrim-
inative representations. However, learning discriminative features solely based
on visual information is challenging especially in complex scenes with different
viewing conditions and challenging scenarios such as occlusion and blur. Further,
this also limits the generalization abilities in scenarios such as domain shift (e.g.,
outdoor to indoor scenes).

Owing to advances in object detection techniques [13, 24, 43, 53], detection-
based tracking methods [7, 14, 27, 44, 49] is one of the predominant paradigms
to solve the MOT task. This paradigm divides the problem into (i) detecting
the object at each frame and (ii) performing data association, i.e., linking the
object to the trajectory. Given high-precision object detection, data association
is critical for multi-object tracking performance. Several existing works aim to
improve the performance of multi-object tracking by increasing the scale [12,21,
28, 47] and diversity [10, 11, 36] of the dataset. However, they typically rely on
visual information for data association problem within multi-object tracking.

Recently, multi-modal approaches leveraging both vision and language in-
formation have shown promising results demonstrating better generalization ca-
pabilities [30]. Language information has been used as a complementary cue to
enhance the performance for many different vision tasks [2,13,22,24,35,42]. We
note that language descriptions can provide complementary information about
object concepts when performing data association within multi-object tracking.
This can further aid in improving the generalizability of multi-object trackers in
domain shifts.

In this work, we explore how to effectively leverage language information
for improving data association within multi-object tracking. Language informa-
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tion can be introduced at different levels of granularity for the data association
within multi-object tracking. Instance-level descriptions such as clothing infor-
mation (e.g. color) can provide useful object-centric information. Additionally,
scene-level descriptions such as shooting conditions and viewpoints can provide
useful holistic information about the sequence. To this end, we extend existing
multi-object tracking datasets with instance-and scene-level language descrip-
tions. We then design a multi-object tracker that effectively utilizes these lan-
guage descriptions during training to learn a discriminative representation for
better data association.

Contributions: We propose a new multi-object tracking framework, named
LG-MOT, that effectively leverages language information at different granularity
during training to enhance object association capabilities. To this end, we extend
existing multi-object tracking datasets with instance-and scene-level descriptions
(see Fig. 1(a)). Our proposed LG-MOT uses the embeddings of these instance-
and scene-level language descriptions from the pre-trained and frozen CLIP text
encoder [30] and aligns it with the standard visual features to guide visual feature
learning during training. During inference, our proposed LG-MOT only uses
visual features without language descriptions.

Extensive experiments on multiple benchmarks, MOT17 [28], Dancetrack [36]
and SportsMOT [10], reveal the effectiveness of the proposed methods leading
to superior performance compared to existing methods in the literature. On the
DanceTrack test set, our LG-MOT achieves an absolute gain of 2.2% in terms of
target data association (IDF1 score), compared to the best existing tracker [8]
in literature. Further, our LG-MOT exhibits favorable performance in case of
domain shift (see Fig. 1(b)), against the baseline using only visual information.

2 Related Work

Existing MOT methods can be broadly classified into detection-based MOT
methods, joint detection and tracking methods, and prediction-based MOT meth-
ods [9, 26]. Detection-based MOT methods [1, 5, 40, 44, 49] and joint detection
and tracking methods [39, 50] obtain the deep visual features of object slices
through the detector or detect part, and then perform similarity computation
and correlation on them. Since the deep features show the correlation between
the appearance of each object, their quality directly affects the tracking perfor-
mance. Such deep features are easily interfered with by complex environments,
resulting in object association failure. As transformer technology [20, 31, 53] is
applied to more and more computer vision tasks, prediction-based MOT track-
ers [46,48,51] have also been proposed relies on the transformer, which improves
the correlation method by interacting object samples and test images in each
transformer module to obtain more comprehensive correlation and achieve the
most advanced performance. However, the current transformer-based MOT still
suffers from poor detection and tracking effects for small objects and dense
scenes.
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Several recent works [23,38,41,45] explore the use of language cues to facili-
tate multi-object tracking. They use instance-level language signals as additional
cues and combine them with commonly used visual cues to compute the final
tracking result with a view to obtaining a stronger representation of the object.
RMOT [41] uses language expressions as semantic cues to guide the prediction
of multi-object tracking. OVTrack [23] focuses on the use of pre-trained visual
language models as potential knowledge representations to solve the open-world
multi-object detection and tracking problem. Z-GMOT [38] proposes a query-
guided matching mechanism to efficiently detect invisible object classes and solve
the problem of detecting and tracking class agnostic objects. Recently LTrack [45]
introduces an online pseudo-text description generated method from the vision
language model which is interfered with by visual information like occlusion.
Moreover, these methods need language information not only during training
but also inference.
Our Approach: Different from existing works that typically rely only on visual
information, we leverage multi-granularity (instance-and scene-level) language
descriptions to complement standard visual features during training via distilla-
tion from a pretrained textual encoder of a vision language model. Our approach
only leverages the language information during training and utilizes standard vi-
sual features during inference. To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to
explore leveraging multi-granularity language descriptions to complement stan-
dard visual features for improved multi-object tracking.

3 Proposed Method
Motivation. Multi-object tracking (MOT) aims to simultaneously locate, iden-
tify, and track multiple objects in a video [26]. Most existing multi-object track-
ing methods typically learn visual tracking features via maximizing dis-similarities
of different instances and minimizing similarities of the same instance [1, 34, 40,
44, 49–51]. However, it is challenging to learn discriminative features with only
visual information, especially in case of environmental interference such as occlu-
sion, blur, and domain variance. We note that language descriptions can provide
complementary information about object concepts when performing data as-
sociation within multi-object tracking. This can further aid in improving the
generalizability of multi-object trackers in domain shifts. Inspired by this, we
propose a multi-granularity language-guided approach for multi-object tracking.

3.1 Baseline Framework

We base our work on the recently introduced MOT tracker, SUSHI [8], which is
a tracking-by-detection MOT framework built on MPNTracker [6]. Here, MOT
is posed as a minimum flow cost problem in four steps: graph construction,
feature encoding, message passing, and training prediction. In this framework,
it is given as input a set of object detections O = {o1, ..., on}, where n is the
total number of objects for all frames of a video. Firstly, it models the data
association with an undirected graph G = (V,E) in which each node corresponds
to an object, i.e., V := O. Edges represent association hypotheses among objects
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A male person
wearing red shirt 
and black pants.

A scene captured by 
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2. What color is the shirt?
3. What color are the pants?
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(a) Annotation Pipeline (b) Training Pipeline (c) SUSHI Block

Node initialization

GNN
Message Passing

Fig. 2: Overview of the annotation pipeline and our framework LG-MOT. We first
place the instance crop into three frozen visual-language models to obtain a textual
description of the instance’s tag, attributes, and caption. Then, we use a Large Lan-
guage Model in conjunction with the design questions to obtain instance-level language
descriptions. Since there are not many scenes and they are easily distinguishable, we
directly label them manually at scene level. During training, our ISG module aligns
each node embedding ϕ(bki ) with instance-level descriptions embeddings φi, while our
SPG module aligns edge embeddings Ê(u,v) with scene-level descriptions embeddings
φs to guide correlation estimation after message passing. Our approach does not re-
quire language description during inference.

at different frames E ⊂ {(u, v) ∈ V × V | u ̸= v} . Secondly, nodes and edges
update features of each other through GNN message passing, converting the
multi-object tracking problem into an edge classification problem, details in [6].

The baseline SUSHI handles long video clips by splitting them into subclip
hierarchies, thus achieving high scalability for the long video tracking problem.
The basic unit of SUSHI is the SUSHI block, which is made up of MPNTracker
and processes a sub-clip. Each SUSHI block internally constructs a graph in
which nodes represent the trajectories of previous levels, and edges represent the
hypothesis model of the trajectory. As multiple SUSHI blocks are stacked, the
trajectory gradually grows, resulting in an object trajectory that spans the entire
input video clip. Next, we propose to explicitly leverage instance-and scene-level
language information to complement standard visual features for improved intra-
domain and cross-domain multi-object tracking.

3.2 Language-Guided MOT

Here we introduce our proposed Multi-Granularity Language-Guide Multiple
Object Tracker (LG-MOT), based on SUSHI and language information. As dis-
cussed earlier, the visual feature learning scheme of MOT suffers from the impact
of environmental interference in some degree. Therefore, to better extract dis-
criminative features, we propose to use the domain-invariant language descrip-
tion to guide tracking feature learning. To achieve this goal, we need to extend
the existing MOT training sets with language descriptions. Fig. 2(a) shows the
details of the annotation pipeline for generating multi-granularity language de-
scriptions (Sec. 3.3). With the generated language descriptions, Fig. 2(b) gives
the overall architecture of our proposed multi-object tracking framework LG-
MOT, which can be summarized as follows:
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Formally, for a given video sequence S ∈ RT×H×W×3 as input, a detector
(e.g., YOLOX [15] in SUSHI) first detects the object on each frame, then obtains
the bounding boxes (bboxes) B = {bki |i = 1, ..., N, k = 1, ..., T} of the objects
and generates the visual embeddings ϕ(B) = {ϕ(bki )|i = 1, ..., N, k = 1, ..., T}
of the objects based on these bboxes, where i represents object id, k represents
the frame index where object i appears and N,T represent the total number of
objects and frames. The next step is to build a graph model G = (V,E) based
on the detected objects. In the initialization phase of a graph node, the instance-
level text Tinst is aligned with the instance appearance, and then the information
of the entire graph is propagated. Specifically, we input the instance description
text Tinst into the pretrained CLIP [30] text encoder, obtain the embedding φi

of the instance description, and then align it with the object visual embedding
ϕ(bki ) through the knowledge distillation method (see 3.4). Afterward, the scene
text features φs are aligned with the graph edge embeddings Ê(u,v) obtained
after passing through the message passing network in the same way, where u, v
represents the node and s represents the index of sequence (scene), (see 3.5).
Finally, the edge embeddings Ê(u,v) are hypothesized to be classified and passed
to the next level of SUSHI for further tracking.

3.3 Multi-Granularity Language Descriptions

To use language information to aid multiple object tracking, we first annotate
the training sets and validation sets of commonly used MOT datasets including
MOT17 [28] , DanceTrack [36] and SportsMOT [10] with language descriptions
at both scene and instance levels.

We determine the scene attributes such as camera motion state, shooting
angle, and shooting conditions [28]. Due to the limited shooting conditions in
the MOT datasets, the objects are small and it is difficult to distinguish the
details of the instance attributes. Therefore, we identify gender, shirt color, and
trousers color attributes as instance-level for language descriptions.

– For instance-level language annotations, we first generate generic tags, at-
tributes, and captions using pre-trained off-the-shelf models [4] for instance
crops (Fig. 2(a)). In order to obtain instance-level language descriptions, we
use a pre-trained Large Language Model [17] along with our design questions
‘What is gender’, ‘What color is the shirt’, ‘What color are the pants’. To
prevent inaccurate annotation caused by different occlusions of the slices in
different frames, we only count the slices of the object whose visibility is
greater than 0.5. Simultaneously, we statistically search for the maximum
value of the occurrence of each attribute in multiple results for the same
object and use this as the final annotation of the object.

– For scene-level language annotation, we directly use the scene attributes
from [28] for each sequence of MOT17 and manually label DanceTrack and
SportsMOT with their scene-level language descriptions.

As a result, we obtain instance-level text descriptions, such as ‘A male person
wearing a red shirt and black pants,’ and scene-level text descriptions, such as
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Table 1: Statistics of scene-level and instance-level language descriptions in our built
languaged-based MOT17-L, DanceTrack-L and SportsMOT-L.

Dataset Videos
(Scenes)

Annotated
Scenes

Tracks
(Instances)

Annotated
Instances Annotated Boxes Frames

MOT17-L 7 7 796 796 614,103 110,407
DanceTrack-L 65 65 682 682 576,078 67,304
SportsMOT-L 90 90 1,280 1,280 608,152 55,544

Total 162 162 2,758 2,758 1798,333 233,255

Scene language description

Instance language description
0. A male person wearing a white shirt and blue pants.
5. A female person wearing a brown shirt and brown pants.
6. A male person wearing a grey shirt and grey pants.
8. A male person wearing a brown shirt and grey pants.

...

Scene language description
A scene captured by a static camera from a medium 

viewpoint indoor. 

Instance language description
0. A female person wearing a black shirt and black pants.
1. A female person wearing a grey shirt and black pants.
2. A female person wearing a white shirt and grey pants.
3. A female person wearing a black shirt and grey pants.
4. A female person wearing a grey shirt and white pants.

...

A scene captured by a moving camera from a medium 
viewpoint on a sunny day. 

Scene language description

Instance language description
4. A male person wearing a white shirt and red pants.
5. A male person wearing a white shirt and red pants.
6. A male person wearing a black shirt and black pants.
8. A male person wearing a black shirt and black pants.
9. A male person wearing a white shirt and red pants.
10. A male person wearing a black shirt and black pants.

...

A scene captured by a moving camera from a high 
viewpoint on a foggy day. 

Fig. 3: Examples of the multi-granularity language annotations. Each scene has only
one scene-level language description, and each object in the sequence has only one
instance-level language description.

‘A scene captured by a static camera from a medium viewpoint on a sunny day.’
These datasets are referred to as MOT17-L , DanceTrack-L and SportsMOT-L,
respectively. As shown in Tab. 1, we annotate all training set parts and validation
set parts in these three datasets, with a total of 162 scene descriptions and
2,758 instance descriptions. Fig. 3 presents some examples of multi-granularity
language annotations.

3.4 Instance-level Semantic Guidance (ISG)

Our approach semantically aligns instance-level language descriptions with vi-
sual objects for association in SUSHI. By learning the high-level semantics of
visual objects through language descriptions, the model improves its correla-
tion ability under difficult environmental conditions like occlusion. To this end,
we first convert previously annotated instance-level language descriptions into
text embeddings using a text encoder of a pre-training visual-language model,
CLIP [30]. Specifically, as mentioned before, each SUSHI block connects the
instances detected in multiple frames of the sequence to each other to form a
graph. In the low-level SUSHI block, each node represents the visual embed-
ding of the instance corresponding to each frame of the video sequence, while
in the high-level SUSHI block, each node stores the visual embedding of the
instance trajectory. Each node has a dimension of Rm, where m = 2048. The
edges between nodes represent the similarity of the two nodes which represent
visual similarity, motion information, distance, time difference, and other infor-
mation about the two nodes. To introduce instance-level language information
into nodes, we compute the distribution matching between visual embeddings of
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each node and text embeddings of each instance description for semantic guid-
ance as

LISG =
1

V

V∑
i=1

σ(ϕi) log
σ(ϕi)

σ(φi)
, (1)

where ϕi is the embedding of node i and φi is the embedding corresponding to
instance-level language descriptions Tinst by the CLIP text encoder, V represents
nodes, and σ denotes the softmax operation.

3.5 Scene-level Perception Guidance (SPG)

In SUSHI, information is transferred between nodes and edges after the com-
pletion of graph construction. We obtain nodes and edges containing full graph
information after multiple iterations and classify the edge embedding to predict
whether two nodes connected by an edge belong to the same object. The edge
embeddings do not contain global scene information after the graph network in-
formation is propagated because SUSHI directly uses instance-level object slices
to calculate visual embeddings during initialization. In contrast, scene informa-
tion has a greater impact on data association. For example, the thresholds for
object association vary greatly under different lighting conditions. Our goal is to
use scene-level linguistic descriptions to guide correlation predictions in different
situations. It is therefore necessary to pass scene semantic information to edge
embeddings that are responsible for predicting association patterns. To achieve
this, we maximize the distribution matching between edge embedding and text
embedding of scene language description processed by CLIP text encoder as

LSPG =
1

E

V∑
u=1

V∑
v=1

σ(Ê(u,v)) log
σ(Ê(u,v))

σ(φs)
, Ê ⊂ {(u, v) ∈ V × V | u ̸= v} (2)

where Ê(u,v) is the embedding of edge (u, v) obtained after message passing net-
work and φs is the embedding corresponding to scene-level language descriptions
by the CLIP text encoder, E represents the total number of edges in the graph,
V represents the nodes, and σ denotes the softmax operation.

3.6 Overall Loss Formulation

Training. We follow the SUSHI training pipeline. To classify edges, we use an
MLP with a sigmoid-valued single output unit, that is denoted as N class

e . We
use the binary cross-entropy Lc of our predictions over the embeddings produced
in the last message passing steps, with respect to the target flow variables y. For
every node u in V , we use instance-level loss LISG to bring the visual distribution
closer to the language description. For every edge (u, v) ∈ E, we use scene-level
loss LSPG to distill scene information into edge classification embeddings. Our
overall loss is written as L = Lc + αLISG + βLSPG, where Lc represents binary
cross-entropy loss, α and β are hyper-parameters.
Inference. We follow the SUSHI inference pipeline. During the inference, we
only use video information and do not need any language information.
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Table 2: Impact of different language descriptions. ‘Intra-domain’ refers to training
on MOT17-L set and testing on MOT17 test set. ‘Cross-domain evaluation’ refers to
training on MOT17-L set and testing on DanceTrack validation set. Our method has
totally 16.3% improvement in terms of IDF1 on cross-domain evaluation.

(a) Intra-domain evaluation

Scene Instance IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ MOTA ↑ IDSW ↓

80.5 65.2 80.7 1335
✓ 81.2 65.3 80.7 1290

✓ 81.3 65.5 80.8 1198
✓ ✓ 81.7 65.6 81.0 1161

(b) Cross-domain evaluation

Scene Instance IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ MOTA ↑ IDSW ↓

37.4 45.6 87.9 3134
✓ 48.8 53.2 87.2 2162

✓ 51.8 55.1 88.6 2035
✓ ✓ 53.7 56.0 88.9 2073

4 Experiments

In this section, we first present ablation study to show the efficacy of our proposed
method, and then compare our method with some state-of-the-art methods.

4.1 Datasets and Implementation Details

Dataset and Evaluation Metrics. We employ the language-annotated datasets
MOT17-L, DanceTrack-L and SportsMOT-L, extended on MOT17, DanceTrack
and SportsMOT training sets, to train our method. We evaluate our method
on original MOT17, DanceTrack and SportsMOT test sets, where MOT17 con-
tains outdoor scenes, DanceTrack contains indoor scenes and SportMOT con-
tains both. Following existing MOT methods, we adopt IDF1 [33], HOTA [25],
MOTA [18], and IDSW [33] as the metrics for performance evaluation. IDF1 pri-
oritizes the length of time that the algorithm tracks a specific object, assessing
mainly the continuity of tracking and the accuracy of re-identification. HOTA
measures detection and association accuracy equally and is also found to be more
consistent with human intuition. IDSW is the total number of identity switches.
MOTA focuses more on detection accuracy assessment.
Model Architecture and Training. We follow the training strategy in SUSHI [8].
Due to the limitation of training resources, we use 4 levels of SUSHI blocks, where
the blocks respectively contain 5, 25, 75, and 150 frames. We use the same ReID
model [16] like SUSHI. Cross-level GNNs [6] are jointly trained in batches of 8
clips for 150 epochs with a learning rate of 3×10−4 and a weight decay of 10−4.
We use a focal loss with γ = 1 and the Adam optimizer [19].
Object Detections. We follow SUSHI and obtain object detection results from
YOLOX [15] trained like [49].
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Table 3: Impact of different scene-level attributes. ‘Intra-domain’ refers to training
on MOT17-L set and testing on MOT17 test set. ‘Cross-domain’ refers to training on
MOT17-L set and testing on DanceTrack validation set. It has 11.4% improvement in
terms of IDF1 on cross-domain evaluation.

(a) Intra-domain evaluation

View-
point

Camera
motion Condition IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ MOTA ↑ IDSW ↓

80.5 65.2 80.7 1335
✓ 80.8 65.2 80.7 1316
✓ ✓ 81.0 65.3 80.7 1302
✓ ✓ ✓ 81.2 65.3 80.7 1290

(b) Cross-domain evaluation

View-
point

Camera
motion Condition IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ MOTA ↑ IDSW ↓

37.4 45.6 87.9 3134
✓ 47.1 51.8 87.7 2475
✓ ✓ 47.2 52.8 88.4 2349
✓ ✓ ✓ 48.8 53.2 87.2 2162

4.2 Ablation Study

Here we perform intra-domain and cross-domain ablation studies to show the
efficacy of different designs: scene-level and instance-level language descriptions,
different scene-level attributes, and different instance-level attributes.
Effect of different levels of language description. Tab. 2 shows ablation
study on scene-and instance-level language descriptions. We train the model on
MOT17-L set and present the results on MOT17 test set (intra-domain) and
DanceTrack validation set (cross-domain). Among the four metrics, the MOTA
focuses on detection capabilities, and the others (IDF1, HOTA, and IDSW)
more focus on object association. Our method can improve multi-object tracking
capabilities on both intra-domain evaluation and cross-domain evaluation. On
intra-domain evaluation, scene-level description provides 0.7% improvement and
instance-level description presents 0.8% improvement in terms of IDF1. When
using both scene-level and instance-level descriptions to guide feature learn-
ing, our method outperforms the baseline by 1.2% in terms of IDF1. Compared
to intra-domain evaluation, our method provides more improvements on cross-
domain evaluation. For instance, our method outperforms the baseline by 16.3%
in terms of IDF1 and 10.4% in terms of HOTA, respectively.
Effect of different scene-level attributes. There are three different at-
tributes in scene-level language description: camera viewpoint, camera status,
and shooting conditions. Tab. 3 shows the impact of progressively integrating
different scene-level attributes. We train our model on the MOT17-L set and eval-
uate it on both MOT17 test set and DanceTrack validation set. The baseline only
uses the visual information without any scene-level attributes. On intra-domain
evaluation, when only integrating view-point information, it has the IDF1 score
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Table 4: Impact of different instance-level attributes. ‘Intra-domain’ refers to training
on MOT17-L set and testing on MOT17 test set. ‘Cross-domain’ refers to training on
MOT17-L set and testing on DanceTrack validation set. It presents 14.4% improvement
in terms of IDF1 on cross-domain evaluation.

(a) Intra-domain evaluation

Gender Shirt
color

Pant
color IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ MOTA ↑ IDSW ↓

80.5 65.2 80.7 1335
✓ 80.9 65.4 80.7 1249
✓ ✓ 81.0 65.4 80.7 1253
✓ ✓ ✓ 81.3 65.5 80.8 1198

(b) Cross-domain evaluation

Gender Shirt
color

Pant
color IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ MOTA ↑ IDSW ↓

37.4 45.6 87.9 3134
✓ 47.5 51.8 88.1 2224
✓ ✓ 49.8 53.4 88.3 2070
✓ ✓ ✓ 51.8 55.1 88.6 2035

of 80.8%, outperforming the baseline by 0.3%. When further integrating cam-
era motion information, it has the IDF1 score of 81.0%. Finally, it achieves the
IDF1 score of 81.2% by integrating three attributes, outperforming the baseline
by 0.7%. Moreover, scene-level attributes provide more improvements on cross-
domain evaluation. When only integrating view-point information, it has the
IDF1 score of 47.1%, outperforming the baseline by 9.7%. When integrating all
three attributes, it achieves the IDF1 score of 48.8%, outperforming the baseline
by 11.4%. It demonstrates that these scene-level attributes are complementary
and beneficial to improve tracking, especially in cross-domain setting. We think
this is because scene-level information can better guide discriminative tracking
feature learning by providing some implicit information such as the degree of
occlusion and lighting. For instance, the camera viewpoints correspond to occlu-
sion levels in some degree, where the higher the viewing angle, the less occlusion.
The shooting conditions can reflect lighting degree.
Effect of different instance-level attributes. There are three attributes
in the instance-level language description: gender, shirt color, and pants color.
Tab. 4 presents the impact of progressively integrating different instance-level
attributes. We train our model on the MOT17-L set and evaluate the model on
both MOT17 test set and DanceTrack validation set. The baseline only uses the
visual information without any instance-level attributes. On intra-domain evalu-
ation, when only integrating gender information, it has the IDF1 score of 80.9%,
which outperforms the baseline by 0.4%. When integrating all three instance-
level attributes, it has the IDF1 score of 81.3%. Compared to the baseline, it
has 0.8% improvement in terms of IDF1. Moreover, we observe that instance-
level attributes present more significant improvements on cross-domain evalua-
tion. When only integrating gender information, it achieves the IDF1 score of
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Fig. 4: Visualization of maintaining object identity. (a) Intra-domain evaluation results
showing. We train and test our model both on the MOT17 dataset. (b) Cross-domain
evaluation results showing. We train the model on the MOT17 dataset and test on
the DanceTrack test set. Results show that our model using scene-and instance-level
language description always tracks the same object and ID is not switched in both
situations. It can not only improve the tracking performance of our model on the
same distributed data but also improve the generalization ability. Additional results
are presented in the supplementary material.

47.5%, outperforming the baseline by 10.1%. When further integrating another
two instance-level information, it further presents 4.3% improvement in terms
of IDF1. It demonstrates that these instance-level attributes are complemen-
tary and beneficial for improved tracking, especially in cross-domain setting. We
think that, it is difficult to learn discriminative features only relying on visual
information, especially under the cross-domain scenarios. Compared to visual
information, language description such as the color of the target clothes is inher-
ently domain-invariant. As a result, it becomes easy to learn domain-invariant
features by employing language description to guide feature learning.

Visualization. To better demonstrate the superiority of our proposed method
LG-MOT, we visualize some tracking results of our method and the baseline
SUSHI in Fig. 4. We present both intra-domain and cross-domain results, where
the intra-domain results are from the test set of MOT17 and the cross-domain
results are from the test set of DanceTrack. In intra-domain comparison (a), the
persons are heavily occluded or blurry. The baseline method SUSHI struggles
to track these persons. Compared to the baseline, our proposed method is able
to accurately track them across different frames. In cross-domain comparison
(b), the persons are crowded, and it is challenging to track the target persons
in the crowded condition. Compared to the baseline, our proposed method also
successfully tracks the target persons. We think that the language information
guidance during training helps learn more discriminative features, which are
robust to the variance of occlusion, blur, and crowd.
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Table 5: Intra-domain comparison on MOT17 test set with private protocol, where
our method is trained on MOT17-L and other methods are trained on original MOT17
train set. For fair comparison, SUSHI† and our LG-MOT use the same 4-layer structure.

Method IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ MOTA ↑ IDSW ↓

LTrack [45] 69.1 57.5 72.1 2100
ByteTrack [49] 77.3 63.1 80.3 2196
MOTRv3 [46] 72.4 60.2 75.9 2403
FineTrack [32] 79.5 64.3 80.0 1272
StrongSORT++ [14] 79.5 64.4 79.6 1194
MotionTrack [29] 80.1 65.1 81.1 1140
BoT-SORT [1] 80.2 65.0 80.5 1212
Deep OC-SORT [27] 80.6 64.9 79.4 1023
SUSHI† [8] 80.5 65.2 80.7 1335
LG-MOT (Ours) 81.7 65.6 81.0 1161

Table 6: Intra-domain comparison on DanceTrack test set, where our method is trained
on DanceTrack-L and other methods are trained on original DanceTrack train set. For
fair comparison, SUSHI† and our LG-MOT use the same 4-layer structure. LG-MOT
outperforms SUSHI by 2.2% on both IDF1 and HOTA.

Method IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ MOTA ↑ DetA ↑ AssA↑

ByteTrack [49] 53.9 47.7 89.6 71.0 32.1
OC-SORT [7] 54.6 55.1 92.0 80.3 38.3
StrongSORT++ [14] 55.2 55.6 91.1 80.7 38.6
GHOST [34] 57.7 56.7 91.3 - -
SUSHI† [8] 58.3 59.6 89.5 80.5 44.3
LG-MOT (Ours) 60.5 61.8 89.0 80.0 47.8

4.3 Intra-domain Comparison with SOTA

MOT17. Tab. 5 compares our proposed method LG-MOT with some state-of-
the-art methods on MOT17 test set. In the private setting, our proposed method
achieves superior performance on tracking-related metrics IDF1 and HOTA. In
terms of IDF1, our proposed method outperforms SUSHI and Deep OC-SORT
by 1.2% and 1.1% in terms of IDF1, which highlights the importance of linguistic
information. In terms of HOTA, our method outperforms SUSHI and Deep OC-
SORT by 0.4% and 0.7%.
DanceTrack. Tab. 6 compares our proposed method with some state-of-the-art
methods on DanceTrack test set. Our proposed method has significant improve-
ments on tracking-related metrics IDF1 and HOTA. For example, GHOST [34]
has the IDF1 score of 57.7%, SUSHI has the IDF1 score of 58.3%, and our
method has the IDF1 score of 60.5%. Namely, compared to GHOST and SUSHI,
our method has 2.8% and 2.2% improvements on IDF1 respectively. Similarly,
our method is 5.1% and 2.2% better than GHOST and SUSHI on HOTA.
SportsMOT. Tab. 7 compares our proposed method with some state-of-the-art
methods on SportsMOT test set. Our method showcases notable advancements
in tracking performance metrics, particularly IDF1 and HOTA. Compared to
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Table 7: Intra-domain comparison on SportsMOT test set, where our method is
trained on SportsMOT-L and other methods are trained on original SportsMOT train
set. For fair comparison, SUSHI† and our LG-MOT use the same 4-layer structure.

Method IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ MOTA ↑ IDSW ↓

TransTrack [37] 71.5 68.9 92.6 4992
ByteTrack [49] 69.8 62.8 94.1 3267
OC-SORT [7] 72.2 71.9 94.5 3093
SUSHI [8] 75.8 74.2 90.4 2906
LG-MOT (Ours) 77.1 75.0 91.0 2847

Table 8: Cross-domain comparison: training on MOT17 or MOT17-L train set, and
testing on DanceTrack test set. LG-MOT outperforms SUSHI by 11.2% on IDF1 and
6.3% on HOTA.

Method IDF1 ↑ HOTA ↑ MOTA ↑ IDSW ↓

MOTR [48] 45.2 44.5 82.2 2331
OC-SORT [7] 49.8 47.2 84.2 1965
SUSHI† [8] 42.5 49.7 89.2 2881
LG-MOT (Ours) 53.7 56.0 88.9 2073

OC-SORT and SUSHI, our method has 4.9% and 1.3% improvement on IDF1
and outperforms them by 3.1% and 0.8% on HOTA.

4.4 Cross-domain Comparison with SOTA

Tab. 8 further performs a cross-domain comparison, where the methods are
trained on MOT17 or MOT17-L train set and tested on DanceTrack test set. Our
proposed method significantly outperforms these state-of-the-art methods on
tracking-related metrics IDF1 and HOTA. For example, our method outperforms
OC-SORT [7] and SUSHI by 3.9% and 11.2% in terms of IDF1, and by 8.8%
and 6.3% in terms of HOTA. It demonstrates that our proposed method has a
good domain generalization ability.

5 Conclusion

We propose a multi-object tracking framework, named LG-MOT, that lever-
ages language descriptions to complement standard visual features. We extend
multi-object tracking data sets with language descriptions at both scene-and
instance-level. Our LG-MOT utilizes the embeddings of these instance-level and
scene-level descriptions from the pre-trained CLIP text encoder and then uses it
to align the conventional visual features during training. We conduct experiments
to validate the merits of our proposed contributions. Our LG-MOT achieves fa-
vorable performance, especially improving the data association leading to state-
of-the-art results on three datasets. We also test our approach in a cross-domain
setting (outdoor to indoor scenes), demonstrating strong generalizability.
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