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Unleashing the Potential of Tracklets for
Unsupervised Video Person Re-Identification

Nanxing Meng†, Qizao Wang†, Bin Li, Xiangyang Xue

Abstract—With rich temporal-spatial information, video-based
person re-identification methods have shown broad prospects.
Although tracklets can be easily obtained with ready-made
tracking models, annotating identities is still expensive and
impractical. Therefore, some video-based methods propose using
only a few identity annotations or camera labels to facilitate
feature learning. They also simply average the frame features
of each tracklet, overlooking unexpected variations and inherent
identity consistency within tracklets. In this paper, we propose the
Self-Supervised Refined Clustering (SSR-C) framework without
relying on any annotation or auxiliary information to promote
unsupervised video person re-identification. Specifically, we first
propose the Noise-Filtered Tracklet Partition (NFTP) module to
reduce the feature bias of tracklets caused by noisy tracking
results, and sequentially partition the noise-filtered tracklets into
“sub-tracklets”. Then, we cluster and further merge sub-tracklets
using the self-supervised signal from tracklet partition, which
is enhanced through a progressive strategy to generate reliable
pseudo labels, facilitating intra-class cross-tracklet aggregation.
Moreover, we propose the Class Smoothing Classification (CSC)
loss to efficiently promote model learning. Extensive experiments
on the MARS and DukeMTMC-VideoReID datasets demonstrate
that our proposed SSR-C for unsupervised video person re-
identification achieves state-of-the-art results and is comparable
to advanced supervised methods.

Index Terms—Person re-identification, Unsupervised learning,
Video tracklets, Reliable clustering

I. INTRODUCTION

PERSON Re-IDentification (Re-ID) aims to retrieve a
query identity from a gallery of disjoint cameras [1],

[2]. In recent years, person Re-ID has made great progress
with the prosperity of deep neural networks. Compared with
image-based methods [3]–[12], video-based methods [13]–
[20] usually achieve better performance with the help of rich
temporal-spatial information. Nonetheless, prevailing video-
based approaches predominantly rely on supervised learning,
necessitating costly cross-camera tracklet annotations, thereby
impeding their broader deployment in practical real-world
settings. Given the substantial challenges and impracticalities
associated with obtaining a wealth of annotated tracklets,
alternative strategies have emerged: (1) One-shot based meth-
ods [21]–[24] propose to label only one tracklet for each
identity; (2) Tracklet association based methods [17], [25],
[26] explore the correspondence of within-camera and cross-
camera tracklets, which assumes the camera labels are avail-
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Fig. 1. Limitations of directly applying clustering on tracklets to obtain
pseudo labels. Different shapes denote different identities, and the same
shapes with various colors represent different tracklets of the same pedestrian.
Due to the noises and unexpected variations within tracklets (marked in yellow
ovals), (a) different individuals are wrongly clustered, and (b) tracklets of the
same person are incorrectly pushed away.

able. However, these methods still require several pedestrian
tracklet annotations or camera information, thereby restricting
their universal applicability in diverse real-world scenarios.

Drawing inspiration from established practices in unsuper-
vised image-based Re-ID methods [27]–[31], a more practical
and feasible solution is to perform the clustering algorithm
to generate pseudo identity labels for training. One of the
most direct ways is to conduct clustering directly based on
the tracklet features. However, since tracklets are obtained
using off-the-shelf tracking models in an unsupervised manner,
noisy frames caused by tracking errors are inevitable, and
some difficult frames, e.g. with heavy occlusions or appearance
variations, can also introduce bias to the tracklet features.
On the one hand, as illustrated in Fig. 1 (a), with the
tracklet overlapping between pedestrians, the tracklet features
of different individuals may be close in the embedding space,
so that different identities are incorrectly assigned the same
pseudo label. On the other hand, as shown in Fig. 1 (b),
due to the presence of occlusions and background variations,
tracklets of the same identity may be mistakenly assigned
to different clusters. The noises and unexpected variations
of tracklet features would weaken the representativeness and
discriminability of tracklets, undermining their capacity to
accurately depict distinct identities and reducing their ef-
fectiveness in distinguishing between identities. As a result,
imprecise clustering results can lead to noisy pseudo labels to
misguide the learning of the model. Additionally, we notice
that the noises within a tracklet and the similarity between
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tracklets exhibit locality. For example, the overlapping of the
two pedestrians only exists in some of their whole tracklets in
Fig. 1 (a), and there are similar visual features in local tracklets
in Fig. 1 (b). It is worth exploring and taking advantage of this
locality to help refine clustering results, promoting effective
feature learning.

Therefore, we first propose the Noise-Filtered Tracklet
Partition (NFTP) module. It filters noisy frames within each
tracklet in an adaptive manner and then sequentially partition
each tracklet into multiple segments, referred to as “sub-
tracklets”. Based on noise-filtered sub-tracklets, we propose
the self-supervised refined clustering to generate pseudo la-
bels effectively. To improve the quality of generated pseudo
labels, it first acquires reliable sub-clusters via performing
clustering under strict restrictions, and then merge sub-clusters
into ultimate clusters. More specifically, we propose to make
use of the identity consistency between sub-tracklets, that
is, sub-tracklets from the same original tracklet share the
same identity, to merge sub-clusters. In this process, due to
the inherent local temporal-spatial similarity between track-
lets, noise-filtered sub-tracklets would act as the intra-class
relays to aggregate different cross-camera tracklets of the
same pedestrian. As our method does not rely on annotations
or auxiliary information, it inevitably encounters clustering
inaccuracies, which can exert a notable impact on the model’s
learning process. Of particular concern is that during the
early stages of training, the model’s poor feature extraction
capabilities may exacerbate the prevalence of such clustering
mistakes. Additionally, as training goes on, the model becomes
more robust and the extracted features become more reliable.
Therefore, we propose a progressive merging strategy to
alleviate the impact of inevitable clustering inaccuracies on
model learning, which improves the discriminative ability and
robustness of the model effectively. Eventually, with reliable
pseudo labels and sub-tracklets with less feature bias, we
propose the Class Smoothing Classification (CSC) loss to
effectively guide the model learning at a more fine-grained
sub-tracklet level. By iteratively performing our proposed self-
supervised refined clustering and effective feature learning, the
capability and robustness of the model can be significantly
enhanced. Our contributions can be summarized as follows:

(1) We propose a novel unsupervised video person Re-
ID framework based on self-supervised refined clustering,
without using any additional information. It unleashes the
potential of tracklets with the help of noise-filtered sub-
tracklets, effectively reducing clustering errors and enhancing
model capability.

(2) We propose to take advantage of the identity consistency
within tracklets and treat sub-tracklets as intra-class relays
to facilitate intra-class cross-tracklet aggregation, resulting
in reliable clustering results. Furthermore, we introduce a
progressive merging strategy and the class smoothing classifi-
cation loss at the sub-tracklet level to promote feature learning.

(3) Our proposed method achieves state-of-the-art results on
the MARS and DukeMTMC-VideoReID datasets for video-
based person Re-ID, surpassing other unsupervised methods
by a large margin, and achieves comparable results with
advanced supervised methods.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Unsupervised Video Person Re-Identification

To alleviate the difficulty of labeling identities, early unsu-
pervised video person Re-ID methods are based on one-shot
learning [19], [21]–[24], which requires at least one annotated
tracklet for each person identity, and technically they are semi-
supervised. For instance, Liu et al. [23] use each training
tracklet as a query, and perform retrieval in the cross-camera
training set. Together with the initial labeled data, Wu et
al. [21] propose a progressive sampling method to increase the
number of the selected pseudo-labeled candidates step by step
to generate an enlarged training set. However, relying on one
labeled tracklet for each identity still restricts their flexibility
in real-world applications. To eliminate the need for identity
annotations, existing methods for unsupervised video person
Re-ID can be broadly categorized into two types: tracklet
association based methods and clustering-based methods.

Tracklet association based methods tend to investigate track-
let association across different cameras [17], [20], [25], [26].
For example, Li et al. [25] simultaneously conduct tracklet
association learning within-camera and across-camera, as well
as a soft labeling approach to mitigate penalties for potentially
positive samples. Chen et al. [26] explore local space-time
consistency within each tracklet from the same camera view
and global cyclic ranking consistency between tracklets across
disjoint camera views. Zang et al. [17] also explore the poten-
tial of local-level features for unsupervised learning. However,
the reliance on additional camera information renders them
inflexible in real-world applications where such information
may be inaccessible.

Clustering-based methods provide a more effective way for
unsupervised person Re-ID [32]–[39]. They adopt clustering
for pseudo identity labels, which are used for model opti-
mization. Fan et al. [32] propose a progressive unsupervised
learning method that iterates between pedestrian clustering
with K-means [40] and fine-tuning the model. However, it
requires a pre-defined number of clusters, which can be
impractical in real-world applications. Bottom-Up Clustering
(BUC) [33] progressively incorporates samples into clusters,
but negative samples can be inevitably included, impacting the
quality of the generated pseudo labels. Following BUC, some
works alleviate the adverse impact of noisy frames during
clustering [35] or introduce a dispersion-based criterion to
achieve high-quality clustering [36]. Wu et al. [34] design a
comprehensive unsupervised learning objective that accounts
for tracklet frame coherence, tracklet neighborhood compact-
ness, and tracklet cluster structure. Xie et al. [38] resample and
re-weight the hard frames in tracklets to improve clustering
ability. However, due to the inherent suboptimal clustering
robustness of these methods, it is difficult for them to achieve
satisfactory performance.

B. Self-Supervised Learning for Person Re-Identification

Self-supervised learning aims at utilizing the intrinsic char-
acteristics of data by designing unsupervised auxiliary supervi-
sory signal for feature learning [34], [41]–[43]. In the context
of person Re-ID, it plays a crucial role due to the inherent
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Fig. 2. The framework of our proposed SSR-C. During each training epoch, our proposed Noise-Filtered Tracklet Partition (NFTP) module would filter noisy
frames within each tracklet, and further sequentially partition each tracklet into multiple sub-tracklets. Different shapes (e.g., triangle and circle) correspond
to different tracklets, different colors (e.g., red and blue) denote different identities, and various transparencies of the same color represent the sub-tracklets of
each tracklet. With noise-filtered sub-tracklets, we can acquire reliable sub-clusters via strictly restricted clustering, and then sub-clusters are merged leveraging
the self-supervised signal from tracklet partition and following a progressive merging strategy. Finally, we design the Class Smoothing Classification (CSC)
loss, which leverages the obtained accurate pseudo labels to effectively improve the discriminative ability of the model.

difficulty of manual annotation in this task. For example, Tang
et al. [41] use the model itself to create supervision on the
iterative pseudo-labeling process. A popular self-supervised
learning method in person Re-ID is contrastive learning [44].
It involves creating positive and negative pairs, and training
the model to maximize similarity between positives while
minimizing it between negatives. With this paradigm, Jiang
et al. [42] design a triplet loss to model the self-supervised
constraint of data samples in cross domain, and Wu et al. [34]
perform self-supervised tracklet frame coherence constraint
based on augmented frames. Dou et al. [43] construct pos-
itive pairs from inter-frame images by modeling the instance
association as a maximum-weight bipartite matching problem
and further present a reliability-guided contrastive loss to
suppress the adverse impact of noisy positive pairs. Different
from existing methods, we take advantage of the intrinsic
identity consistency signal to perform self-supervised refined
clustering, so as to obtain more accurate pseudo labels and
facilitate effective feature learning.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

A. Clustering-based Framework Overview

We first provide the overview of the clustering-based
baseline that is based on the original tracklets. During
the training process, given an unlabeled training set X =
{T1, T2, · · · , TN} of N tracklets, where each tracklet contains
Li frames, i.e., Ti = {xi,j}Li

j=1. M frames of each tracklet are
randomly selected and average pooled to figure out the feature
embedding vi for each tracklet. Formally,

vi =
1

M

M∑
j=1

ϕ (θ;xi,j) (1)

where vi ∈ Rd, and ϕ is the feature embedding model param-
eterized by θ. For notation simplicity, we denote ϕ (θ;xi,j)
as fi,j ∈ Rd. Since the identity annotations of tracklets
are inaccessible under the unsupervised setting, a density-
based clustering method DBSCAN [45] is performed to obtain
pseudo labels, which does not require prior knowledge of the
total number of identities.

After applying DBSCAN, tracklets clustered together are
assigned to the same pseudo label and isolated outliers are
simply discarded. Then, we can get a “labeled” dataset X̂ =
{(Ti, ŷi)}Ni=1, where 1 ≤ ŷi ≤ n denotes the pseudo label
of the i-th tracklet, and n is the total number of clusters.
Additionally, we calculate the centroid of each cluster by
averaging tracklet features within it to initialize the memory
V ∈ Rn×d. Based on the pseudo labels and the memory,
InfoNCE [46] loss is adopted for the model training. Formally,

Lc = − log p(ŷi | Ti,V ) = − log
exp

(
vi

⊤ · V ŷi
/τ

)∑n
j=1 exp (vi

⊤ · V j/τ)
(2)

where V j is the j-th entry of V , and τ is the temperature pa-
rameter [47] to control the softness of probability distribution
over classes. During back-propagation, we update V with the
momentum update strategy as follows:

V j ← αV j + (1− α) vj (3)

where vj is the average of tracklet features with the pseudo
label j in this mini-batch.

To further distinguish easily confused sample pairs and
improve the inter-class separability, similar to [48], we also
maintain an additional hard memory V h storing the hard
tracklet feature of each class. V h is updated in a similar way
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as Eq. 3, except that we mine the hardest sample in the mini-
batch for the hard memory update. Specifically, we compute
the cosine similarity between each sample with pseudo label
ŷi in the mini-batch and the corresponding memory entry V h

ŷi
,

and the hardest sample for class ŷi is the one with the lowest
cosine similarity. The overall loss function is formulated as:

Lh = − log
(
p
(
ŷi | Ti,V

h
))

(4)

L = γ1Lh + γ2Lc (5)

where γ1 and γ2 are hyper-parameters to balance between
Lh and Lc. By iteratively performing clustering and model
training, the feature extraction capability of the model as
well as the accuracy of the obtained pseudo labels could be
gradually enhanced.

B. Noise-Filtered Tracklet Partition

Performing clustering on tracklet features can generate
inaccurate pseudo labels since there are numerous harmful
frames and unexpected variations within tracklets. Thus, we
propose the Noise-Filtered Tracklet Partition (NFTP) module
to eliminate these negative impacts, further promoting our
proposed self-supervised refined clustering.
Noisy frame filtering. At the beginning of each epoch, we
use the latest model to extract the frame features {fi,j}Li

j=1
of each tracklet Ti, and then average them to get the center
feature Ci as follows:

Ci =
1

Li

Li∑
j=1

fi,j (6)

Intuitively, noisy frames will deviate more from the center of
the tracklet than other frames. Therefore, inspired by [35], we
apply an adaptive threshold to filter out noisy frames, which
is computed as:

qi =
1

Li ∗ δ

Li∑
j=1

dist (fi,j , Ci) (7)

where dist (fi,j , Ci) is computed as (1− fi,j · Ci)
2 and fi,j ·

Ci denotes the cosine similarity between each frame fi,j
and the center feature Ci. δ is a hyperparameter that ad-
justs the degree of noise filtering. For each frame xi,j , if
dist (fi,j , Ci) > qi, it is considered a noisy frame. The thresh-
old qi is dynamically adjusted according to the frame features
and the length of tracklets, so that noises within tracklets can
be effectively filtered. To help understand the effectiveness
of noisy frame filtering, we provide more discussions on the
impact of δ on the adaptive threshold and the visualization of
noisy frames in Figs. 5 and 7, respectively.
Tracklet partition. To alleviate unexpected variations within
tracklets, given each noise-filtered tracklet T̂i = {xi,j}L̂i

j=1,
where L̂i is the number of frames, we employ a sequentially
equidistant partition strategy to divide each tracklet T̂i into
multiple “sub-tracklets”. Formally,

T̂i =
{
ŜT i,t

}n′
i

t=1
, ŜT i,t = {xi,j}t·lj=1+(t−1)l (8)

where n′
i represents the number of the sub-tracklets from

tracklet T̂i, and l is the fixed partition stride. After parti-
tion, the unlabeled training dataset can be re-formulated as
X =

{
ŜT 1, ŜT 2, · · · , ŜTNs

}
, where Ns =

∑N
i=1 n

′
i is the

total number of sub-tracklets.

C. Self-Supervised Refined Clustering

Based on the noised-filtered sub-tracklets, we propose the
self-supervised refined clustering to obtain accurate pseudo
labels. As shown in Fig. 2, it first generates reliable sub-
clusters and then merges them in a self-supervised manner
to aggregate cross-camera tracklets of the same identity.
Reliable sub-cluster generation. DBSCAN [45] is em-
ployed for clustering, which utilizes a scanning radius hyper-
parameter, denoted as eps, to regulate the size of the cluster.
To ensure the consistency of identities within clusters, we
set a strict constraint condition of small eps. In this way,
only more reliable sub-tracklets, i.e., sub-tracklets with rel-
atively close feature distance with each other, are considered
to share the same identity. We can get the labeled dataset
X̂ = {(ŜT i, ŷi)}N

s

i=1, where ŷi denotes the pseudo label
of the i-th sub-tracklet. Since our proposed NFTP module
has filtered noises within sub-tracklets, the distance between
sub-tracklets of different identities is extended. They are
harder to be clustered under the strict clustering constraint,
alleviating the problem in Fig. 1 (a). However, there are still
spatial-temporal changes in each tracklet, such as complicated
backgrounds or illumination variations, so sub-tracklets of the
same tracklet can also be grouped into different clusters under
such a strict clustering process. Therefore, we further merge
the obtained clusters, which are viewed as “sub-clusters”, to
form the ultimate clustering results.
Sub-cluster merging. The natural self-supervised signal from
the tracklet partition in Sec. III-B can serve as a guide for
sub-cluster merging. Since sub-tracklets are obtained through
the sequential partition, various sub-tracklets from the same
tracklet indicate the same identity. Additionally, as observed
in Fig. 1, cross-camera tracklets may contain similar local
areas, so that cross-camera sub-tracklets of the same identity
can be clustered into the same sub-cluster. With the merging
process based on the self-supervised signal from the tracklet
partition, various cross-camera tracklets of the same identity
can be effectively aggregated together.
Progressive merging strategy. Considering the feature ex-
traction capability of the model is inferior at the early training
stages, and improves as training progresses, we incorporate a
progressive strategy to facilitate effective sub-cluster merging
as shown in Fig. 3. For a clear description, we define two
terms here:

Definition 1: Given a tracklet TA, if its sub-tracklets STA

are assigned to several sub-clusters {ca, cb, · · · , cZ}, then
these Z sub-clusters are considered Directly Reachable (D.R.)
with each other.

Definition 2: Given tracklets TA and TB , if sub-tracklets
STA are assigned to sub-clusters ca and cb, and sub-tracklets
STB are assigned to sub-clusters cb and cc, then the two sub-
clusters ca and cc are considered Reachable (R.).
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Fig. 3. Illustration of our proposed progressive strategy for sub-cluster
merging. Based on the reliable sub-clusters, only directly reachable sub-
clusters are merged during the early stages of training, while all reachable
sub-clusters are merged later.

During the early stages of training, due to the poor feature
extraction ability, sub-tracklets from different identities may be
assigned to the same sub-cluster. To avoid error propagation
during the merging step, we only merge directly reachable sub-
clusters (Def. 1) at the early training stages. As training goes
on, the model becomes more robust and sub-clusters become
more reliable. Therefore, we propose to merge all reachable
sub-clusters (Def. 2) after the learning rate decay. Benefiting
from the progressive merging strategy, reliable clusters can
effectively promote feature learning of the model, making it
less affected by clustering noises.

After sub-cluster merging, each cluster with refined pseudo
label ỹi is composed of multiple sub-clusters. As illustrated
in Fig. 3, we denote the set of all pseudo labels ŷ of
these sub-clusters as Pi. Finally, with our proposed self-
supervised refined clustering, we can get the dataset X̃ =
{(ŜT i, ŷi, ỹi)}N

s

i=1 with two kinds of pseudo labels for each
sub-tracklet.

D. Training

Generally, we follow the training framework as introduced
in Sec. III-A, except that we apply our proposed SSR-C at
the sub-tracklet level. The training procedure of our proposed
SSR-C framework is provided in Alg. 1. At the beginning
of each epoch, we first freeze the model and apply our
proposed NFTP module to obtain noisy-filtered sub-tracklets.
Then, we extract the features of noisy-filtered sub-tracklets
via Eq. 1, with the only difference that we randomly sample
M frames for each noisy-filtered sub-tracklet rather than the
original tracklet. Subsequently, our proposed self-supervised

Algorithm 1: The training procedure of SSR-C
Input: Unlabeled training set X = {T1, T2, · · · , TN};

Number of tracklets N ; CNN model ϕ (θ); Total
training epoch EP ; Training iterations per epoch
ITER.

1 for epoch ← 1 to EP do
2 Freeze the model ϕ (θ);
3 // Perform the NFTP module
4 for i ← 1 to N do
5 Ci ← Compute the center feature of Ti via Eq. 6;
6 T̂i ← Filter noisy frames in Ti via Eq. 7;
7 ŜT ← Partition T̂i into sub-tracklets via Eq. 8;
8 end
9 X ← {ŜT 1, ŜT 2, · · · , ŜTNs}

10 // Perform self-supervised refined clustering
11 for i ← 1 to Ns do
12 vi ← Compute the feature of ŜT i via Eq. 1;
13 end
14 ŷ ← Perform reliable sub-cluster generation;
15 ỹ ← Perform progressive sub-cluster merging;
16 X̃ ← {(ŜT i, ŷi, ỹi)}N

s

i=1;
17 Initialize V and V h with sub-cluster feature centers;
18 // Train the model with X̃
19 Unfreeze the model ϕ (θ);
20 for iter ← 1 to ITER do
21 {ŜT i}Bi=1 ← Sample a training batch;
22 for i ← 1 to B do
23 vi ← Extract the feature of ŜT i via Eq. 1;
24 Optimize θ via Eqs. 9, 10 and 5;
25 end
26 Update V and V h via Eq. 3;
27 end
28 end

Output: Optimal θ.

refined clustering method is conducted based on the sub-
tracklet features. After that, the memories V and V h are
initialized with sub-cluster feature centers. With abundant
pseudo labels of sub-tracklets and feature centers generated
by self-supervised refined clustering, we design an effective
loss, namely Class Smoothing Classification (CSC) loss, to
effectively guide the model learning at the fine-grained sub-
tracklet level, while both V and V h are updated using sub-
tracklet features with Eq. 3. By iteratively performing our
proposed self-supervised refined clustering with NFTP and
effective model optimization, the feature extraction capability
and robustness of the model can be significantly enhanced.
Class smoothing classification loss. Based on the abundant
pseudo labels ŷ and ỹ as well as the Pi set obtained with
our proposed self-supervised refined clustering, we define the
Class Smoothing Classification (CSC) loss as follows:

Lcsc
c = −

∑
j∈Pi

sj log
exp

(
vi

⊤ ·V j/τ
)

exp (vi
⊤ ·V j/τ)+

∑
k/∈Pi

exp (vi
⊤ ·V k/τ)

(9)

sj =

{
1− λ+ λ

K , j = ŷi
λ
K , otherwise

, ∀j ∈ Pi (10)

where λ is the smoothing term, K is the cardinal number of
the positive set Pi. Similarly, we can define Lcsc

h and apply
the overall loss functions as Eq. 5.
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We note that some works [25], [37], [49], [50] simply
select K potential positive samples to mitigate the impact of
clustering errors. They adopt feature similarity as metrics and
treat K as a predefined hyper-parameter, which limits their
methods in two ways. (1) The feature extraction ability of
the model is changing at different training stages, making it
difficult to determine the number of positive samples. What’s
worse, there are various positive samples for different people,
so a static K makes lots of samples mistakenly optimized. (2)
Some hard potential positive samples would not be identified
simply based on feature similarity. In contrast, our method
effectively addresses these problems by determining the value
of K dynamically based on both feature similarities and guid-
ance of self-supervised signals. With the empowerment of our
proposed NFTP module and self-supervised refined clustering,
accurate K positive sub-clusters can guide the learning of
the model in the fine-grained sub-tracklet embedding space,
significantly improving its discriminative ability.

Our proposed CSC loss also exhibits significant differences
from the widely-used label smoothing regularization [51].
Formally, we set small non-zero values for the weight of
potential positive classes in Eq. 10, but the weights of negative
classes are still 0. In contrast, label smoothing regularization
sets all weights of negative classes to small non-zero values.
Moreover, CSC loss aims to optimize the model in a more fine-
grained sub-tracklet embedding space leveraging our refined
pseudo labels ŷi and ỹi, while label smoothing regularization
is used to avoid overfitting.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets and Evaluation Protocol

Datasets. We evaluate our method on two widely used video
person Re-ID datasets, i.e., MARS [52] and DukeMTMC-
VideoReID [21]. MARS is captured by six cameras on a
university campus. It contains 17,503 tracklets for 1,261
distinct identities and 3,248 distractor tracklets, which are
divided into 625 identities for training and 636 identities for
testing. DukeMTMC-VideoReID (Duke-V) is derived from
DukeMTMC [53], which is captured in outdoor scenes with
noisy backgrounds and suffers from illumination, pose, and
viewpoint changes and occlusions. Duke-V is split following
the protocol [54], with 2,196 tracklets of 702 identities for
training and 2,636 tracklets of other 702 identities for testing.
Evaluation metrics. The Cumulative Matching Characteris-
tic (CMC) at Rank-1/5/10, and the mean Average Precision
(mAP) are used for performance evaluation.

B. Implementation Details

We adopt ResNet-50 [55] pre-trained on ImageNet [56] as
our backbone model and use GeM pooling [57] to obtain
the feature embedding of each frame. During training, we
set the batch size to 32 and total training epochs to 150.
Each tracklet is sequentially partitioned every l = 32 frames
to obtain sub-tracklets. For each sub-tracklet, we randomly
sample M = 8 frames with a stride of 4 to form a sub-tracklet
segment. Images are resized to 256 × 128 and augmented
by horizontal flipping and random erasing [58]. As for the

optimizer, AdamW with a weight decay of 0.0005 is adopted
to update the parameters. The learning rate is initialized to
3.5×10−4 with a decay factor of 0.1 every 50 epochs. At the
beginning of each epoch, we use DBSCAN [45] and Jaccard
distance [59] for clustering with the eps set to 0.25 and the
minimal number of samples for each cluster set to 2. For
hyper-parameters, λ and δ are set to 0.1 and 0.7, respectively.
Following [48], we simply set τ , α, γ1, and γ2 to 0.05, 0.1,
0.5, and 0.25, respectively.

C. Comparison with the State-of-the-Art

In Tab. I, we present a comparative analysis of our pro-
posed SSR-C against state-of-the-art methods on two large-
scale video-based person Re-ID datasets. Our proposed SSR-
C surpasses all state-of-the-art unsupervised methods, which
overlook not only the unexpected noises and variations within
tracklets but also abundant useful identity information in track-
lets, by a large margin without whistles and bells. For instance,
SSR-C surpasses SRC [38], which resamples and re-weights
the hard frames in tracklets to improve clustering ability,
with 18.8%/12.9% mAP/Rank-1 on Duke-V, and surpasses
SSL [37], which utilizes re-assigned soft label distribution
to learn from similar images with smooth constraint, with
35.1%/22.8% mAP/Rank-1 on MARS. Relatively speaking,
one-shot learning based and tracklet association based methods
usually achieve better performance as shown in Tab. I, partly
attributed to their utilization of a few identity annotations or
camera metadata for guidance. However, our proposed SSR-C
still shows great superiority over them in performance, without
relying on any auxiliary information. For example, on MARS,
our proposed method significantly outperforms the state-of-
the-art one-shot learning based method ProLearn [19], which
uses a progressive sampling strategy during the training pro-
cess, and improves mAP by 36.1%. SSR-C also shows great
superiority to the advanced tracklet association based method
UAAL [20], which uses the association ranking method to
discover positive and negative tracklets pairs for triplet loss
training, with an improvement of 18.6% in mAP. It is worth
noting that, without expensive annotations or cumbersome
modules, our method is competitive with advanced supervised
methods [14], [15], [18] on both datasets. The results demon-
strate that SSR-C is capable of generating reliable pseudo
labels to achieve effective feature learning and improve the
discriminative ability of the ReID model.
More comparison with image-based methods. In Tab. II, we
also compare with state-of-the-art image-based unsupervised
person Re-ID methods [28]–[30] by replicating their results
on the video-based MARS and Duke-V datasets. Note that we
adopt tracklet partition for all these image-based methods on
Duke-V, otherwise they struggle to converge as observed in
Tab. III (see detailed discussion in Sec. IV-D). Among them,
SPCL [28] adopts hybrid memory and improves clustering
with reliability criterion. Differently, SSR-C promotes unsu-
pervised video person Re-ID with reliable self-supervised re-
fined clustering and our proposed CSC loss. SSR-C surpasses
SPCL significantly on MARS and Duke-V. SSR-C also beats
the state-of-the-art unsupervised method PPLR [29], which
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TABLE I
COMPARISON WITH STATE-OF-THE-ART METHODS ON TWO VIDEO PERSON RE-ID DATASETS, i.e., MARS AND DUKE-V. “LABEL” AND

“CAMERAS” DENOTE REQUIRING ONE TRACKLET ANNOTATION FOR EACH PERSON OR CAMERA LABELS, RESPECTIVELY. SUPERVISED METHODS USING
MANUALLY ANNOTATED IDENTITY LABELS ARE REPRESENTED BY “†”. THE BEST RESULTS ARE SHOWN IN BOLD.

Methods Extra
Info.

MARS Duke-V

mAP Rank-1 Rank-5 Rank-10 mAP Rank-1 Rank-5 Rank-10

AGRL† [15] 81.9 89.5 96.6 - 95.4 97.0 99.3 -
VRSTC† [18] Labels 82.3 88.5 96.5 97.4 93.5 95.0 99.1 99.4
STGCN† [14] 83.7 89.9 96.4 - 95.7 97.3 99.3 -

DGM+IDE [22] 16.9 36.8 54.0 - 33.6 42.4 57.9 68.3
Stepwise [23] 19.6 41.2 55.5 - 46.7 56.2 70.3 79.2
Race [24] Label 24.5 43.2 57.1 62.1 - - - -
EUG [21] 42.4 62.6 74.9 - 63.2 72.7 84.1 -
ProLearn [19] 42.6 62.8 75.2 80.4 63.3 72.9 84.3 88.3

DAL [26]

Cameras

23.0 49.3 65.9 72.2 - - - -
UTAL [25] 35.2 49.9 66.4 - - - - -
UAAL [20] 60.1 73.2 86.3 89.5 87.0 89.7 97.0 98.6
uPMnet [17] - - - - 76.9 83.6 93.1 -

OIM [60]

None

13.5 33.7 48.1 54.8 43.8 51.1 70.5 76.2
TSSL [34] 30.5 56.3 - - 64.6 73.9 - -
DBC [36] 31.7 58.5 70.1 73.5 67.4 75.6 88.5 91.0
BUC [33] 38.0 61.1 75.1 80.0 61.9 69.2 81.1 85.8
NHAC [35] 40.1 61.8 75.3 79.9 76.0 82.8 92.7 95.6
SSL [37] 43.6 62.8 77.2 80.1 69.3 76.4 88.7 91.0
SRC [38] 40.5 62.7 76.1 80.0 76.5 83.0 93.3 95.0
RPE [39] 40.4 63.3 75.4 80.6 71.5 77.8 89.3 91.7

SSR-C (Ours) None 78.7 85.6 93.0 95.1 95.3 95.9 99.2 99.6

TABLE II
COMPARISON WITH IMAGE-BASED METHODS ON THE MARS AND

DUKE-V DATASETS. “CAMERAS” DENOTES REQUIRING CAMERA LABELS.
OUR PROPOSED TRACKLET PARTITION IS ADOPTED FOR COMPARISON

METHODS ON DUKE-V TO ENSURE CONVERGENCE.

Methods Extra
Info.

MARS Duke-V

mAP Rank-1 mAP Rank-1

ICE [30] Cameras 72.3 81.0 86.6 88.2
SPCL [28] None 44.7 59.5 77.0 79.5
PPLR [29] None 53.6 65.9 86.1 86.2

SSR-C (Ours) None 78.7 85.6 95.3 95.9

utilizes both global and local features, with the improvement
of 25.1% and 9.2% mAP on MARS and Duke-V, respectively.
Moreover, SSR-C surpasses ICE [30], which utilizes additional
camera information, by a large margin on both benchmarks.

D. Ablation Studies

In this section, we first investigate the effectiveness of
each component in our proposed SSR-C framework through
detailed ablation experiments in Tabs. III, IV, V and VI. Then,
to help understand our proposed method and demonstrate its
superiority, we conduct in-depth analyses of different values
of hyper-parameters and their impacts in Figs. 4 and 5, and
compare the clustering statistics between the baseline and our
method in Fig. 6.
Effectiveness of NFTP. Taking the noises and unexpected
variations within tracklets into account, our proposed NFTP
module enables reliable clustering. As shown in Tab. III,
Method 2 with NFTP brings 10.4% mAP improvement over

Method 1 (Baseline) on MARS, and a more remarkable perfor-
mance improvement is observed on Duke-V. However, directly
applying InfoNCE loss based on the original tracklets fails to
converge. We argue that tracklets in Duke-V are much longer
than MARS (167.6 v.s. 59.5 frames per tracklet on average),
which implies more severe variations in tracklets. If we simply
average frames within each tracklet without NFTP, the tracklet
features with bias would result in inaccurate pseudo labels,
and further cause the degradation of the optimization. In
contrast, partitioning each tracklet yields sub-tracklets with
relatively mild feature changes, which facilitates the feature-
based clustering algorithm to obtain accurate pseudo labels.
Given that applying NFTP may also increase the amount of
training data, we further investigate its influence in Tab. V.
The results demonstrate that simply increasing the sampling
number of frames has little impact on performance, further
demonstrating the effectiveness of NFTP.

Effectiveness of CSC loss and self-supervised refined clus-
tering. Based on the abundant pseudo labels generated with
our self-supervised refined clustering, we design CSC loss for
effective optimization with dynamically mined positive sam-
ples. As shown in the shaded area in Tab. III, compared with
Method 2, incorporating either R. or D.R. sub-cluster merging
strategy and training with InfoNCE loss show inferior results
on MARS. The reason is that although our proposed self-
supervised refined clustering produces reliable optimization
guidance, InfoNCE still optimizes the model in the coarse
tracklet granularity after violent sub-cluster merging. Besides,
fusing sub-clusters can inevitably involve negative identities,
especially when the capability of the model is weak at the
early training stage. However, as the results of Methods 5 and
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TABLE III
ABLATION STUDIES ON THE MARS AND DUKE-V DATASETS. “SSR” DENOTES OUR PROPOSED SELF-SUPERVISED REFINED CLUSTERING, WHICH

FIRST GENERATES RELIABLE SUB-CLUSTERS AND THEN MERGES THEM SELF-SUPERVISED. “R./D.R.” AND “PM” REFER TO MERGING
REACHABLE/DIRECTLY REACHABLE SUB-CLUSTERS THROUGHOUT TRAINING AND THE PROGRESSIVE MERGING STRATEGY, RESPECTIVELY.

Methods NFTP SSR InfoNCE CSC MARS Duke-V

R. D.R. PM mAP Rank-1 mAP Rank-1

1 (Baseline) ✓ 63.9 75.4 3.2 4.0
2 ✓ ✓ 74.3 82.2 91.7 93.6
3 ✓ ✓ ✓ 72.9 80.4 94.0 94.4
4 ✓ ✓ ✓ 72.5 80.2 94.2 94.5
5 ✓ ✓ ✓ 78.3 84.5 94.8 95.4
6 ✓ ✓ ✓ 77.6 84.1 95.0 95.4

7 (Ours) ✓ ✓ ✓ 78.7 85.6 95.3 95.9

TABLE IV
INFLUENCE OF NOISE FILTERING AND TRACKLET PARTITION IN OUR

PROPOSED NFTP MODULE.

Methods MARS Duke-V

mAP Rank-1 mAP Rank-1

Baseline + NF 71.4 80.7 7.3 9.5
Baseline + TP 72.5 79.8 87.4 89.0
Baseline + NFTP 74.3 82.2 91.7 93.6
SSR-C − NF 73.8 81.9 93.8 94.6

SSR-C 78.7 85.6 95.3 95.9

6 show, our proposed CSC loss can take full advantage of
the abundant supervision ŷ and ỹ from self-supervised refined
clustering. The two complement and promote each other,
enhancing the discriminative ability of the model significantly.
Effectiveness of progressive merging strategy. Compared
with Methods 5 and 6, Method 7 (Ours) yields an additional
improvement on both datasets. The results demonstrate the
effectiveness of our progressive merging strategy in adapting
the optimization to the feature extraction capability of the
model at different training stages.
More ablation studies of noise filtering and tracklet
partition. We provide more detailed ablation results of our
proposed NFTP module, which contains two key designs
of noise filtering and tracklet partition. (1) Noisy filtering
is to handle harmful frames as depicted in Fig. 1 (a). In
unsupervised learning, noisy frames in tracklets can lead to
inaccurate clustering and wrong pseudo labels, thereby hurting
model learning. More intuitively, adopting noisy filtering to
the baseline in Tab. IV shows its effectiveness. (2) Tracklet
partition is designed to alleviate unexpected variations within
tracklets as depicted in Fig. 1 (b). Moreover, it helps explore
locality within tracklets and enables our progressive self-
supervised refined clustering for reliable pseudo labels. We
only adopt tracklet partition to the baseline and SSR-C in
Tab. IV, and the results show its non-negligible necessity. (3)
To promote learning and avoid the potential loss of comple-
mentary features within tracklets, we propose a progressive
merging strategy to merge sub-tracklets of the same identity
effectively. We have shown its effectiveness in Tab. III.
Influence of the amount of sampled frames. In Tabs. III
and IV, we notice a remarkable performance improvement

TABLE V
THE IMPACT OF THE DIFFERENT NUMBERS OF SAMPLED FRAMES PER

TRACKLET (# FRAMES) ON THE DUKE-V DATASET.

Methods # Frames mAP Rank-1 Rank-5

Baseline 8 3.2 4.0 7.1
16 8.5 11.5 19.2

Baseline + TP 4 87.2 88.5 97.2
Baseline + NFTP 4 92.4 93.7 98.4

SSR-C
4 93.5 94.3 99.0
8 95.3 95.9 99.2
16 94.9 95.3 99.3

on the Duke-V dataset after applying our proposed NFTP
module (especially its tracklet partition design), while the
baseline based on the original tracklets fails to converge.
Given that applying NFTP may also increase the amount
of training data, we further investigate the influence of the
number of sampled frames and NFTP on the Duke-V dataset
in Tab. V. Firstly, we try different numbers of sampled frames
for each tracklet using the baseline method without applying
NFTP. The results show that simply increasing the number of
sampled frames for each tracklet is useless for enabling model
convergence. However, when incorporating tracklet partition,
which alleviates the negative impact of unexpected variations
within tracklets, a huge performance improvement is observed.
Note that on Duke-V, sampling 16 frames per tracklet (Line
2) is roughly equal to the data volume of sampling 4 frames
per tracklet after partition (Line 3), but the performance of the
former is still unsatisfactory. The results indicate that simply
increasing the number of sampled frames almost has no effect
on optimization, emphasizing the indispensable role of the
tracklet partition design. It alleviates the tracklet feature bias
by dividing the tracklets into sub-tracklets and helps improve
clustering results for more accurate pseudo labels. What’s
more, our proposed NFTP module can better promote learning
with noisy frames being filtered, as shown in Line 4 of Tab. V.

We also explore the influence of the different numbers of
sampled frames after incorporating NFTP in our proposed
SSR-C framework in Tab. V. Note that after applying NFTP,
we sample frames in the sub-tracklet level, rather than the orig-
inal tracklet. Considering the training costs and performance,
we sample 8 frames for each sub-tracklet in our experiments.
It is worth mentioning that with various numbers of sampled
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 4. Influence of different values of (a) l, (b) K, (c) λ. The ablation experiments are performed on the Duke-V dataset and the optimal hyper-parameter
values are directly applied to MARS without further tuning.

TABLE VI
INFLUENCE OF DIFFERENT POOLING STRATEGIES. GAP AND GMP

DENOTE GLOBAL AVERAGE AND MAX POOLING, RESPECTIVELY.

Poolings MARS Duke-V

mAP Rank-1 mAP Rank-1

GAP 72.4 80.5 94.5 95.2
GMP 77.1 83.3 93.7 94.2
GeM 78.7 85.6 95.3 95.9

frames, we all achieve impressive results, greatly surpassing
existing state-of-the-art methods. The results demonstrate the
effectiveness of our proposed SSR-C framework.
Influence of different pooling strategies. GeM pooling
generalizes max and average pooling and is more robust to
noises in the unsupervised scenario, so it is adopted in SSR-C
to obtain the feature embedding of each frame. We compare
different pooling strategies in Tab. VI and find GeM more
effective. Note that by adopting either GAP or GMP, our
method still surpasses state-of-the-art methods on both datasets
by a large margin, showing its effectiveness and robustness.
Analysis of l. Tracklet partition stride l controls the granularity
of sub-tracklet representation. As shown in Fig. 4 (a), large l
exacerbates variations within tracklets and contributes to infe-
rior performance, which confirms our motivation. Conversely,
small l brings redundancy and a massive data column. For a
tradeoff between performance and efficiency, we set l = 32.
Analysis of K. The value of K in our CSC loss is dynamically
determined considering different numbers of positive sub-
tracklets for different people. Besides dynamicity, CSC loss
guides learning at the fine-grained sub-tracklet level. We
compare with methods using a fixed K design [25], [37]
in Tab. I and SSR-C shows great superiority. We also try
manually setting K with different values in Fig. 4 (b). They
all perform worse and the optimal K needs cherry-pick.
Analysis of λ. As stated in Eq. 10, λ controls the weight of
smoothing assigned to K positive sub-clusters. When λ = 0,
the model does not consider other positive sub-tracklets from
the same tracklet or different tracklets with the same identity.
Since it pushes different sub-clusters with the same identity
away, it achieves sub-optimal results as shown in Fig. 4 (c).
Compared to the widely used InfoNCE loss, CSC loss shows

(a) 
(a) (b)

(b) 

Fig. 5. (a) Influence of different values of δ on the performance, and (b)
the average number of filtered frames at different epochs with various
values of δ. The ablation is performed on Duke-V and the optimal value are
directly applied to MARS without further tuning.

better performance for different choices of λ. As the value
of λ increases, higher weights are assigned to other potential
positive sub-clusters, which would distract the model learning,
so we observe a downward trend in performance in Fig. 4 (c).
The best results are achieved when λ = 0.1.
Analysis of δ. We try various values of δ for noise filtering
in Fig. 5 (a), and note an overall performance improvement.
According to Eq. 7, as the value of δ increases, more frames
would be identified as noises and filtered. When δ is relatively
small, some noisy frames cannot be filtered, which would
misguide clustering and result in sub-optimal results. As δ
is overly large, the model also achieves inferior results, since
more frames are identified as noises and some frames that
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(b)

(a)

Fig. 6. The statistical information of clustering. The number of correct
clusters, cross-camera clusters, and incorrect clusters using “Baseline +
NFTP” and our proposed method are displayed, respectively. Cross-camera
clusters are a subset of correct clusters. For each dataset, the ground truth
number of identities is shown in the upper right.

contain useful information may be filtered excessively. In our
experiments, noises within tracklets can be effectively filtered
with δ = 0.7.
Amount of filtered noisy frames. The results in Fig. 5 (b)
support our deduction that more frames can be filtered as δ
increases. According to Fig. 5 (a), the optimal performance is
achieved when setting δ to 0.7, which filters about an average
of 30 frames per tracklet. As shown in Fig. 5 (b), we also
observe that even when the value of δ remains constant, the
number of filtered noisy frames varies dynamically as the
training progresses. When δ is less than 0.6, more noisy frames
are filtered in the later training stage. However, when the value
of δ is larger than 0.6, the number of filtered noisy frames
gradually decreases along with the training process. Intuitively,
relatively easier frames should be used for model learning
at first, and as the feature extraction capability of the model
improves, some moderately hard frames can be incorporated
to enhance the robustness of the model. When δ = 0.7, which
is the value used in our experiments, the trend of the number
of filtered noisy frames matches the above expectation.
Statistics of clustering. To intuitively show why our proposed
SSR-C can better guide model learning, we also compare
its statistics of clustering with “Baseline + NFTP” (Since
without NFTP, the model would not converge on Duke-V as
discussed in Sec. IV-D). As shown in Fig. 6, our proposed
SSR-C contributes to more correct clusters on both datasets.
What’s more, it exhibits significantly fewer incorrect clusters.

1185c2t004

0325c6t0009

331c1t005

(b)

(a)

(c)

Noise-Filtered 

Tracklets
Noisy Frames

Fig. 7. Visualizations of filtered noisy frames. For each tracklet, the first row
displays the heavily noisy frames that are filtered during the whole training
stage, and the second row displays some frames with relatively mild noise
that are only filtered during the early stage.

We also compare the number of clusters with cross camera
samples, i.e., cross-camera clusters. The more correct cross-
camera clusters of SSR-C indicate that our model can learn
richer information from multiple camera views and further
enable cross-camera identity matching.

V. VISUALIZATIONS

In this section, to intuitively demonstrate the superiority
of our proposed method, we provide visualizations of noisy
frames, clustering and retrieval results on MARS, along with
in-depth analysis and discussions.
Visualization of noisy frames. The presence of noisy frames
can render each tracklet feature non-discriminative, misleading
the clustering algorithm to generate incorrect pseudo labels
and disturbing feature learning. Especially when we apply
our proposed tracklet partition, sub-tracklets with noises may
cause relay errors in the following sub-cluster merging step.
Therefore, noise filtering plays a pivotal role in SSR-C. To
intuitively understand how it works and show its effectiveness,
we visualize the filtered noisy frames at different training
stages in Fig. 7. As shown in Fig. 7 (a) and (b), there may
be occlusions caused by other pedestrians or objects. If we
perform clustering based on the unfiltered tracklet features,
tracklets belonging to different individuals may be close in the
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(a) Baseline

(b) Ours

Fig. 8. Clustering results of (a) the baseline and (b) our proposed SSR-C. Different colors denote different identities and different shapes represent
different tracklets. Various transparencies of the same color and shape denote the sub-tracklets of each tracklet. The green/red circles show the correct/wrong
results. The left/right results of each sub-figure correspond to the early/late training stage. Best viewed in color and zoomed in.

embedding space and be wrongly clustered. Similarly, frames
with great scale changes and background interference can also
be regarded as noises and be filtered, as shown in Fig. 7 (c).

What’s more, some slightly noisy frames are discarded
during the early training stages, but are included for training
later. For example, as shown in the first row of Fig. 7 (a)
and (b), there are heavy occlusions from other pedestrians or
objects, thereby only limited identity information remains in
them. Since there is no supervision of ground-truth identities,
these noisy frames can interfere with the tracklet features,
which in turn interferes with reliable clustering and disrupts
the model optimization. Nevertheless, as shown in the second
row of Fig. 7 (a) and (b), some noisy frames can still contain
useful identity information. With moderate noises, they can
help the model deal with occlusion interference in the real

world. Therefore, thanks to our dynamic noise-filtering design,
they can be used for robust feature learning. Another example
is shown in Fig. 7 (c), where with the pedestrian walking into
the room and away from the camera, the scale varies and the
background interference increases. As the training progresses,
some difficult noisy frames (in the first row) are filtered all the
way, while some moderately challenging frames (in the second
row) are gradually used for subsequent model optimization.
Since the model’s capability and robustness improve as train-
ing, gradually introducing relatively hard frames can improve
its robustness in dealing with various interference.
Clustering results. We also use t-SNE [61] to visualize the
clustering results in Fig. 8. For the baseline based on tracklets,
since there are noises within tracklets, different identities are
aggregated together incorrectly at the early stage in Fig. 8 (a).
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Query Ours Baseline + NFTP

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Fig. 9. Visualization of top eight retrieval results of our proposed SSR-C and “Baseline + NFTP” on MARS, respectively. The correct and wrong
results are in green and red boxes, respectively. To simplify the presentation, we showcase only the first frame of each tracklet.

When it comes to the later training stage, the clustering results
are still unsatisfactory with a lot of wrong clusters. In contrast,
for SSR-C, multiple sub-tracklets from the same tracklet,
acting as intra-class cross-tracklet relays, can effectively ag-
gregate various cross-camera tracklets of the same identity as
shown at the bottom of Fig. 8 (b). Additionally, although some
tracklets with different identities are wrongly clustered in the
early training stage, they are separated in the later training
stage. By comparing the clustering results at the late training
stage in Fig. 8, we can observe that SSR-C contributes to better
intra-class compactness and inter-class separability. Therefore,
SSR-C can generate more accurate pseudo labels and promote
the feature extraction capability of the model.

Retrieval results. To intuitively demonstrate the effectiveness
of our method, we visualize the retrieval results in Fig. 9.
Considering the poor performance of the baseline, we com-
pare the retrieval results between our proposed SSR-C and
“Baseline + NFTP”. As shown in Fig. 9, SSR-C can better
encourage the model to learn useful identity information. For
example, “Baseline + NFTP” may be influenced by similar
color appearance information as shown in Fig. 9 (a), while
our method can deal with it well to some extent. The results
of (b) and (d) in Fig. 9 show that our proposed SSR-C is more
capable of attending to the effective regions of pedestrians, and
(c) and (d) in Fig. 9 demonstrate its effectiveness in handling
view changes and scene variations. Due to poor clustering
accuracy, “Baseline + NFTP” cannot handle complicated
variations and visual interference, leading to wrong matches.
Overall, the results validate the heightened robustness of our

proposed SSR-C across diverse challenging scenarios, includ-
ing lighting variations, scene changes, viewpoint changes,
similar appearances and misalignment induced by tracking.
Moreover, even without relying on extra information, SSR-C
demonstrates improved feature learning and retrieval results.

VI. CONCLUSION

To overcome the dependence on identity labels and exploit
rich information naturally in tracklets, we propose the Self-
Supervised Refined Clustering (SSR-C) framework for unsu-
pervised video person Re-ID. It unleashes the potential of
tracklets for effective model optimization. Specifically, we first
design the NFTP module to eliminate the noises in tracklets
and partition each tracklet into multiple sub-tracklets. With
noise-filtered sub-tracklets, we take advantage of the self-
supervised signal that the sub-tracklets from the same track-
let indicate a consistent identity, and propose a progressive
merging strategy to achieve reliable clustering and generate
accurate pseudo labels. To exploit the associations between
sub-tracklets and facilitate feature learning, we further propose
CSC loss. Without relying on manual annotations or auxiliary
information, SSR-C approaches advanced supervised methods
in performance. There is no additional overhead during infer-
ence, making it efficient in real-world applications. Extensive
experiments demonstrate its effectiveness and superiority. In
the future, it is promising to investigate different partition
strategies to address variations within long tracklets more
effectively and filter noisy frames dynamically according to
the model’s ability at different training stages.
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[57] F. Radenović, G. Tolias, and O. Chum, “Fine-tuning cnn image retrieval
with no human annotation,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and
Machine Intelligence, vol. 41, no. 7, pp. 1655–1668, 2018.

[58] Z. Zhong, L. Zheng, G. Kang, S. Li, and Y. Yang, “Random erasing
data augmentation,” in Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial
Intelligence, vol. 34, no. 07, 2020, pp. 13 001–13 008.

[59] Z. Zhong, L. Zheng, D. Cao, and S. Li, “Re-ranking person re-
identification with k-reciprocal encoding,” in Proceedings of the IEEE
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2017, pp.
1318–1327.

[60] T. Xiao, S. Li, B. Wang, L. Lin, and X. Wang, “Joint detection and
identification feature learning for person search,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2017,
pp. 3415–3424.

[61] L. Van der Maaten and G. Hinton, “Visualizing data using t-sne,” Journal
of Machine Learning Research, vol. 9, no. 11, 2008.


	Introduction
	Related Work
	Unsupervised Video Person Re-Identification
	Self-Supervised Learning for Person Re-Identification

	Proposed Method
	Clustering-based Framework Overview
	Noise-Filtered Tracklet Partition
	Self-Supervised Refined Clustering
	Training

	Experiments
	Datasets and Evaluation Protocol
	Implementation Details
	Comparison with the State-of-the-Art
	Ablation Studies

	Visualizations
	Conclusion
	References

