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PhyTracker: An Online Tracker for Phytoplankton
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Abstract—Phytoplankton, a crucial component of aquatic
ecosystems, requires efficient monitoring to understand marine
ecological processes and environmental conditions. Traditional
phytoplankton monitoring methods, relying on non-in situ
observations, are time-consuming and resource-intensive, limiting
timely analysis. To address these limitations, we introduce
PhyTracker, an intelligent in situ tracking framework designed
for automatic tracking of phytoplankton. PhyTracker overcomes
significant challenges unique to phytoplankton monitoring, such as
constrained mobility within water flow, inconspicuous appearance,
and the presence of impurities. Our method incorporates three
innovative modules: a Texture-enhanced Feature Extraction (TFE)
module, an Attention-enhanced Temporal Association (ATA)
module, and a Flow-agnostic Movement Refinement (FMR)
module. These modules enhance feature capture, differentiate
between phytoplankton and impurities, and refine movement
characteristics, respectively. Extensive experiments on the PMOT
dataset validate the superiority of PhyTracker in phytoplankton
tracking, and additional tests on the MOT dataset demonstrate
its general applicability, outperforming conventional tracking
methods. This work highlights key differences between phyto-
plankton and traditional objects, offering an effective solution
for phytoplankton monitoring.

Index Terms—Phytoplankton Observing and Analysis, Object
Tracking

I. INTRODUCTION

PHYTOPLANKTON is a general term for plant microorgan-
isms, particularly referring to microalgae (see Fig. 1) [1].

Phytoplankton is a vital component of aquatic ecosystems, with
their activities serving as key indicators for marine ecological
processes and environmental conditions [2]. Consequently,
monitoring phytoplankton holds significant importance in
maintaining the stability of aquatic ecosystems, safeguarding
water resources, and advancing scientific exploration [3].

Traditional efforts on monitoring phytoplankton mainly rely
on the so-called non-in situ observation approach, that is to
collect water samples and bring them back to the laboratory
with manual observation [4]. This approach not only consumes
considerable time and human resources but also fails to analyze
phytoplankton timely. To overcome this limitation, we develop
an intelligent tracking framework, called PyTracker, that can be
deployed on the ocean to monitor phytoplankton in a way of in
situ observations. This framework is designed to automatically
localize and categorize phytoplankton and then track them
constantly observed in the microscope. The results can provide
versatile information in monitoring phytoplankton, and can be
utilized for further analysis such as density estimation, action
recognition, pose estimation, etc.
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Fig. 1. The pedestrian dataset (on the left) and the planktonic dataset
(on the right) have different characteristics.

However, tracking phytoplankton is significantly more chal-
lenging compared to the scenario of tracking general objects on
the ground, which mainly lies in the following three aspects:

1) Inconspicuous appearance: Phytoplankton commonly
exhibit tiny sizes, light colors, erratic forms, and straight-
forward textures. These characteristics significantly in-
crease the challenge of identification than general objects
on the ground.

2) Complex monitor scenario: The water samples usually
contain impurities dispersed throughout the entire view
of observation. These impurities look very similar to phy-
toplankton, posing challenges to the accurate monitoring
of phytoplankton.

3) Different monitor pipeline: Tracking objects on the
ground, particularly pedestrians and vehicles, typically
utilizes general video cameras and is performed under
a wild scenario. However, the pipeline of our task
is notably different, which involves extracting water
samples from the ocean and gradually passing them
through the microscopes for analysis. Under this scenario,
the mobility of phytoplankton is highly constrained, and
their movement within this pipeline is mainly driven by
water flow, resulting in a highly uniform trajectory of
these phytoplankton.

These differences greatly limit the application of conven-
tional tracking methods for ground monitoring to phytoplankton
monitoring [5]–[7]. As such, developing a tracking framework
devoted to this task is necessary.

In this paper, we conduct an in-depth analysis of the unique
characteristics of phytoplankton and proposes a new method
called PhyTracker devoted to accomplishing the tracking of phy-
toplankton. Our method achieves tracking in an online manner,
which continuously track the phytoplankton alongside water
flows with a meticulously designed architecture. Specifically,
our method features three designs: 1) Since the appearance
of phytoplankton is inconspicuous, we describe a Texture-
enhanced Feature Extraction (TFE) module to improve the
capture of appearance features, with the incorporation of dilated
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convolutions and SRM filters. 2) Floating impurities likely
disrupt the temporal association of phytoplankton, causing
the chaotic target correlation between frames before and
after the tracking process. To mitigate this, we propose an
Attention-enhanced Temporal Association (ATA) module to tell
apart phytoplankton and impurities. The core of this module
is an attention mechanism, which can effectively associate
corresponding features from consecutive frames, eliminating
the interference caused by impurities. 3) Trajectories are an
important characteristic of phytoplankton. However, in our
monitor pipeline, trajectories of phytoplankton are highly
consistent, concealing the characteristic of phytoplankton
movement. Therefore, we describe a Flow-agnostic Movement
Refinement (FMR) module, which can recover the characteris-
tics of each phytoplankton movement, making phytoplankton
more discriminative.

Extensive experiments are conducted on a large-scale public
phytoplankton tracking dataset (PMOT) [8], demonstrating the
superiority of our method in tracking phytoplankton. Moreover,
we validate our method on the general object tracking dataset
(MOT) [9] in comparison to recent conventional tracking
methods. The results surprisingly corroborate that our method
can still outperform others.

The contributions of this paper can be summarized in three-
fold:

1) We thoroughly examine the major differences between
traditional objects (such as pedestrians and vehicles) and
phytoplankton, highlighting three key aspects: different
monitor pipelines, inconspicuous appearance, and com-
plex monitor scenarios.

2) To address these challenges, we propose an online
tracker with three key improvements: a Texture-enhanced
Feature Extraction (TFE) module, an Attention-enhanced
Temporal Association (ATA) module and a Flow-agnostic
Movement Refinement (FMR) module. Each module is
developed to handle corresponding challenge.

3) We conduct comprehensive experiments on both the
phytoplankton dataset and the general object tracking
dataset. The results demonstrate the effectiveness of
the proposed method, particularly in the context of
phytoplankton tracking.

II. BACKGROUNDS AND RELATED WORKS

Phytoplankton. Phytoplankton are plant-like life forms (see
Fig.1) that play an indispensable role in marine ecosystems.
Through photosynthesis, they absorb carbon dioxide and release
oxygen, providing a crucial source of oxygen for marine life,
while also fixing carbon in organic matter [10]. When they die,
some of the organic carbon settles to the ocean floor, forming
sediments and participating in long-term carbon storage and the
Earth’s carbon cycle [11]. Phytoplankton are also the foundation
of the marine food chain. They are consumed by zooplankton
and other organisms, thereby supporting the entire marine
ecosystem [12]. Additionally, phytoplankton play a role in
regulating the global climate by modulating the reflectivity of
the ocean surface, and by absorbing and releasing heat. They

also impact the chemical composition of the atmosphere, thus
affecting atmospheric circulation and climate.

Monitoring Phytoplankton. Observing and real-time mon-
itoring of phytoplankton species, density, and concentration
have significant implications for humans and nature [13]–[15].
Firstly, changes in phytoplankton species and density can
reflect the ecological health of water bodies. By monitoring
phytoplankton, we can promptly detect abnormal changes in
ecosystems and take appropriate measures [16]. Secondly,
phytoplankton are very sensitive to environmental factors
such as light, temperature, and carbon dioxide. Monitoring
changes in phytoplankton can provide valuable data on climate
change [17] Moreover, phytoplankton form the base of the
marine food chain. Their density and distribution directly affect
the reproduction and survival of other marine organisms. By
monitoring phytoplankton, fishery managers can predict the
density and distribution of fish resources, thereby formulating
more effective fishery management strategies [13]. Additionally,
certain species of phytoplankton can proliferate under specific
conditions, forming harmful algal blooms (such as red tides),
which lead to oxygen depletion in water bodies, release toxins,
and pose threats to aquatic life and human health. Real-time
monitoring of phytoplankton can provide early warnings of
harmful algal blooms, reducing their negative impacts [18].

Traditional monitoring methods, referred to as non-in-situ
observation, involve the collection of water samples and their
observation under microscopes by trained personnel [4], [19],
[20]. However, these techniques require a lot of time and
human resources and lack the ability for timely phytoplankton
analysis. Recently, advancements in hardware have made in-
situ observation feasible by integrating digital microscopes,
flow pumps, and computational chips into a single device [21].
While this device shows promising potential for phytoplankton
monitoring, the algorithms specifically dedicated to this task
remains unexplored. Typically, tracking is the prerequisite task
for monitoring phytoplankton. Given the tracking results, we
can futher analyze the activities of phytoplankton. However,
existing tracking algorithms are designed for ground scenario.
Compared to the ground scenario, tracking phytoplankton poses
unique challenges due to the different monitor pipelines, the
inconspicuous appearance of phytoplankton, and the complexity
of monitoring scenario. Therefore, there is an urgent need to
develop a devoted tracking framework for phytoplankton.

Object Tracking. The existing tracking methods are mainly
designed for ground scenarios, focusing on tracking general
objects such as vehicles and pedestrians [22]–[26]. To obtain
the trajectory of objects, Object extraction, temporal association
and motion prediction are three important aspects in multi-
object tracking within video sequences. According to the
tracking pipeline, existing methods can be divided into two
categories: Offline tracking and Online tracking.

Offline Tracking. Offline tracking allows the use of infor-
mation from subsequent frames and is formulated as a graph
model for a globally optimal solution [27]–[29]. However, this
setup makes it not suitable for practical applications due to its
reliance on future frame data.

Online Tracking. Online multi-object tracking involves
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Fig. 2. Overview of PhyTracker. PhyTracker receives the current frame picture and the previous frame picture at a time, as well as the
trajectory information integrated from all previous frames, to assist in the tracking of the current frame.

Fig. 3. Each row displays the focus points of the algorithm on a single
target only. The first column is the original image, the second column
is DLA34+ByteTrack, and the third column is PhyTracker.

calculating the match between current object detection and
existing trajectories based on the available data [30]–[33]. The
nature of online tracking requires that the decision for each
frame’s tracking outcome must rely solely on information
from the current and previous frames. It is imperative that
the algorithm cannot use the current frame’s data to alter the
results of previous frames. Therefore, this paper focuses on
the setting of onlione tracking.

III. MOTIVATION AND PRELIMINARY VALIDATION

The straightforward solution for tracking phytoplankton
is to directly adapt existing tracking methods into this task.
However, these methods are designed for ground scenarios
and focus on tackling common challenges such as occlusions,
target matching between frames, and camera jitters. Thus they
do not align with the scenario of phytoplankton in aquatic
environments. Unlike conventional tracking targets such as
pedestrian and vehicles, phytoplankton exhibits significant

differences in data characteristics, including their unique low-
contrast color features, the stark contrast between aquatic and
ground environments, and their distinct movement patterns
compared to other organisms. These differences significantly
hinder the application of existing methods to phytoplankton
monitoring. To validate this, we adopt the recent tracking
methods ByteTrack [34] to our task. As shown in Fig. 3, it can
be seen that the generated attention heatmaps of ByteTrack
can hardly concentrate on the phytoplankton, indicating the
infeasibility of directly adopting existing tracking methods.

IV. METHOD

This paper describes an online tracker, PhyTracker, devoted
to monitoring phytoplankton. Compared to existing tracking
methods, our method features three major improvements. First,
we introduce a Texture-enhanced Feature Extraction (TFE)
module to enhance the appearance distinction of phytoplank-
ton. This improvement enables the phytoplankton becoming
more detectable. Second, we propose an Attention-enhanced
Temporal Association (ATA) module, which optimizes the
feature distances between targets in adjacent frames, enhancing
the capacity of model to distinguish between similar phyto-
plankton, as well as impurities and phytoplankton. Furthermore,
we introduce a Flow-agnostic Movement Refinement (FMR)
module, which effectively reduces feature confusion from
similar motion trajectories between different tracking entities
and preserves original movement offset information, thereby
enhancing sensitivity to individual movement characteristics.
These three improvements correspond to solving the three
difficulties in phytoplankton monitoring, as described in Sec.1.

A. Problem Setup

Denote a video sequence with total N frames as V =
{It}Nt=1, where It ∈ Rh×w×3 refers to the t-th frame. Suppose
this video sequence contains D phytoplankton. The goal of
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Fig. 4. We use three consecutive SIE modules(Semantic Information
Extraction module) to extract semantic feature. The core of the SIE
network is the SRM filter.

our method is to output the trajectories of all phytoplankton
{Ti}Di=1 within the video sequence V . The i-th trajectory is a
collection of bounding boxes at corresponding frames and its
class label, defined as Ti = {(bi,t1 , ..., bi,tN ), yi}, where bi,tj
is the bounding box of i-th phytoplankton at temporal index
tj , tN is the length of trajectory and yi represents category.

B. Framework Workflow

The workflow of our method is inspired by TraDes [35].
Given a frame It, it is first passed into Texture-enhanced
Feature Extraction (TFE) module to extract appearance features
of phytoplankton as f t ∈ Rh

4 ×
w
4 ×64. Then the feature of

current frame f t and the one of previous frame f t−1 are
sent into the Attention-enhanced Temporal Association (ATA)
module, to build the correlations between these two features.
Based on the correlations, ATA can predict the movement
offsets of phytoplankton. Then the movement offsets are
forwarded into Flow-agnostic Movement Refinement (FMR)
module, which eliminates the effect of water flows and fuses
the knowledge from previous frames into the head network for
final prediction.

C. Texture-enhanced Feature Extraction

Phytoplankton often exhibit appearance similar to their
natural aquatic environments, making it difficult for traditional
methods to capture discriminative features. In light of this,
we propose a Texture-enhanced Feature Extraction (TFE)
module to enhance feature extraction of phytoplankton (see
Fig. 4). Inspired by [36], [37], this module extracts the noise
information combined with semantic information to enrich
the representation of phytoplankton features. Specifically, to
amplify the subtle textures, we employ dilated convolutions [38]
to expand the receptive field without increasing computational
load. Then several SIE blocks are proposed to refine the features.
SIE block is composed of convolution layers and SRM layers.
SRM filters were originally designed to address the issues of
image denoising and edge preservation in image processing.
Under the microscope, there are situations where the flow
image is unclear and there are many impurities. In response to
this, we have modified the SRM filter to match the effectiveness
of extracting additional information from phytoplankton data.

The SRM layer is three 5×5 convolutional kernels with fixed
values that remain unchanged, the kernels are:
0 0 0 0 0
0 −1 2 −1 0
0 2 −4 2 0
0 −1 2 −1 0
0 0 0 0 0



−1 2 −2 2 −1
2 −6 8 −6 2
−2 8 −12 8 −2
2 −6 8 −6 2
−1 2 −2 2 −1



−1 −1 −1 −1 −1
−1 0 0 0 −1
−1 0 8 0 −1
−1 0 0 0 −1
−1 −1 −1 −1 −1


(1)

The features from SIE blocks are then integrated with the
original images, which are sent into a DLA34 network [39].
This module can reveal differences in textures between phy-
toplankton and the aquatic environment, which are not easily
observable in the RGB space.

D. Attention-enhanced Temporal Association

Effectively associating the features of phytoplankton across
frames is crucial for accurate tracking results. However,
temporal association in our task is challenging, due to the
widespread impurities in observing scenario and similar-
appearance phytoplankton of different types.

To address this issue, we propose an Attention-enhanced
Temporal Association (ATA) module, which is designed to
effectively find the feature association of same target across
consecutive frames. The core of this module is a newly
proposed Two-Stage Cross-Attention (TSCA) operations based
on existing self-attention mechanism [40], [41]. As shown in
Fig. 5, the first stage is a feature refinement block, which
enhances the features of current frame f t and previous frame
f t−1. Then the enhanced features are executed a cross-attention
operation to model the temporal associations.

Specifically, in the first stage, the feature f t−1 is sent into the
CP and CB modules, and then added with f t−1 for refinement.
Different from f t−1, the feature f t is separately processed
by Conv and CP modules, and calculates attention by matrix
multiplication. The multiplication result is then sent into CB
block, and perform residual connection with f t for refinement.
In the second stage, the refined features are performed similar
operations. But the difference is that we performance cross-
attention operations to obtain the intermediate feature ωt. Let
Q represent query features obtained from f t−1, and K,V
represent key and value features obtained from f t. Inspired
by [41], the cross-attention operation can be defined as

CA(Q,K, V ) = ϕq(Q)(ϕk(K)TV ), (2)

where ϕq and ϕk are the normalization functions for query and
key features, implementing by normalization methods:

ϕq(Q) = softmaxrow(Q)

ϕk(K) = softmaxcol(K),
(3)

note that softmaxrow, softmaxcol denotes the application of
the softmax function along each row or column of the
corresponding input.

It is important to note that the feature ωt represents a feature
that enhances the association of the same tracking target in the
current frame feature f t and the past frame feature f t−1.
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Fig. 5. We take the basic features of three consecutive frames as input and output the similarity information between frames.

Fig. 6. Each line in the graph represents the similarity between points.

Fig. 7. The figure shows the calculation process of generating offsets
from the Similarity Map, and the generated offsets are stored in the
Ot in FMR.

Inspired by [35], we then seek the similarity between adjacent
features ωt−1 and ωt to obtain higher level associations. These
two features are sent into a convolution block σ and then
perform matrix multiplication with each other to create a four-
dimensional similarity matrix S ∈ Rh′×w′×h′×w′

, where h′ =
h
8 , w

′ = w
8 . The element S(i, j, k, l) denotes the similarity

between the location of (i, j) in the current frame t and the
location of (k, l) in the previous frame t− 1 (see Fig. 6).

Based on this similarity matrix S, we can generate the
offset information following [35]. As shown in Fig. 7, for a
phytoplankton centered at the location of (i, j) in the current
frame t, we can fetch its two-dimensional similarity map Ci,j ∈
Rh′×w′

from matrix S. This similarity map Ci,j stores the
similarities among the phytoplankton and all locations in the
previous frame t− 1. To calculate the offset, Ci,j is first max
pooled by 1× w′ and h′ × 1 kernels and then normalized by
a softmax function to obtain two vectors, CX

i,j ∈ [0, 1]1×w′

and CY
i,j ∈ [0, 1]h

′×1, respectively. These two vectors represent
the likelihood of this phytoplankton appearing on horizontal
and vertical locations in frame t. Then we create two offset
templates T X

i,j ∈ R1×w′
, T Y

i,j ∈ Rh′×1 in the horizontal and
vertical directions, respectively, which are calculated by

T X
i,j (l) = (l − j)× s, 1 ≤ l ≤ w′

T Y
i,j(k) = (k − i)× s, 1 ≤ k ≤ h′ (4)

where s is the feature stride of ωt
s. T X

i,j (l) refers to the
horizontal offset when the phytoplankton appears at the location
of (:, l) in frame t − 1. Let Ot = [OX

t ,OY
t ] be the offset

information, containing the horizontal and vertical offsets
respectively. Each offset can be inferred by the dot product
between the likelihoods and actual offset values as

OX
t = CX

i,jT X
i,j , OY

t = CY
i,jT

Y
i,j . (5)

By applying this offset information, we can obtain the
temporal association between the previous frame and the
current frame. This offset information is then sent into the
third module FMR to eliminate the impact of displacement
caused by phytoplankton in the past frames.

E. Flow-agnostic Movement Refinement

The motion characteristics of phytoplankton under this
scenario are mainly driven by water currents, exhibiting
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Fig. 8. The interior of the dashed line represents the FMR module at
frame t, while the rest represents external variables.

highly consistent movement trajectory characteristics within the
pipeline. This phenomenon may lead to an undue reduction of
feature differences of different phytoplankton classes, degrading
the tracking performance.

To this end, we propose a Flow-agnostic Movement Re-
finement (FMR) module (see Fig. 8). This module aims to
eliminate the effect of similar motion trajectories caused by
water flow and amplify the differentiation between different
phytoplankton individuals at the feature level. To achieve this,
we need to first estimate the movement of water flow. Since
the movement of all phytoplankton is driven by water flow, we
can average the movement of all phytoplankton over all frames
to represent water movement. Nevertheless, our framework is
running online, which means it is impossible to access the future
frames. To compensate, we maintain an offset memory bank and
store the offset Ot constantly. Then we can average the offset in
the bank as λt =

1
t

∑
(Ot + ...+O0). In the current frame t,

we subtract λ from the offset Ot to obtain the movement
characteristics of phytoplankton, which serves as an extra
feature added with the original offset Ot to form flow-agnostic
feature Ωt. This process can be written as Ωt = 2Ot − λt.

Then we propagate the features Ht−1 from the previous
frame to the current refined offset Ωt using a deformable
convolution [42], inspired by [35]. The feature Ht−1 is
calculated as

Ht−1 = ωt−1 ◦ Pt−1, (6)

where ◦ is the Hadamard product, Pt−1 is the class-agnostic
center heatmap produced from the head network (we use the
same head network as CenterNet [43]).

V. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental Settings

Datasets. Our method is validated on two public datasets,
PMOT [8] and MOT [9].

1) The PMOT dataset is a synthetic dataset specifically
designed for phytoplankton tracking tasks, encompassing
a total of 21 categories. It simulates video footage of
plankton observed in flowing pipes under a microscope,
making it the first synthetic dataset of its kind. Tracking
phytoplankton in real-world environments involves much
more complex scenes compared to laboratory settings.

Therefore, we expanded our dataset to simulate the
presence of noise found in real-world scenarios. The phy-
toplankton dataset we use is derived from modifications
to the PMOT2023 dataset. We integrated data collected
over the years from our laboratory, selecting the most
suitable portions for inclusion. Based on this, we applied
transformations such as occlusions, gray processing,
blurring and salt-and-pepper noise to simulate complex
underwater environmental conditions. Depending on
the degree of added noise, we classified the entire
phytoplankton dataset into three difficulty levels: no noise
for easy difficulty; a lower degree of noise for medium
difficulty; and a higher degree of noise for hard difficulty.
As shown in Fig. 9. This allowed us to validate the
model’s generalization capabilities under more realistic
conditions. The entire dataset consists of 9 original video
segments and 63 noise-added video segments, with the
length of the transformed videos matching that of the
original videos. The composition of the dataset is shown
in Table I. The ablation studies were evaluated using the
phytoplankton dataset.

2) To fully demonstrate the effectiveness of our method,
we conducted experiments on the MOT dataset, a
widely recognized benchmark in the field of multi-object
tracking. The MOT dataset is designed to present a range
of complex scenarios, including busy streets, shopping
malls, parks, and other environments, and is provided by
the MOT Challenge organization. The MOT17 dataset
includes annotations for the training set but does not
provide annotations for the test set; performance metrics
can only be obtained by uploading the tracking results
to the MOTChallenge website for evaluation. In our
experiments with the MOT17 dataset, we performed an
overall algorithm evaluation using only the training set.
Specifically, we divided the training set into two halves:
one half was used for training, and the other half was
used for testing.

Evaluation Metrics. Following previous methods [35], we
employ CLEAR-MOT metrics [44] to evaluate the tracking
performance. This metric consists of various indicators, in-
cluding MOTA, IDF1, IDs, FP, FN. The explanation of each
indicator is introduced as follows:

- MOTA is a comprehensive evaluation metric used to
measure the overall performance of a tracker across the
entire dataset;

- IDF1 measures a tracker’s ability to maintain correct
identity labels throughout an entire sequence;

- False Positives (FP) refer to instances where the tracking
algorithm erroneously detects the presence of a target
that does not exist in reality;

- False Negatives (FN) refer to instances where the tracking
algorithm fails to detect a target that is actually present;

- Identity switches (IDs) occur when the tracking algorithm
mistakenly changes the identifier of a target during the
tracking process.

Among these indicators, MOTA and IDF1 stand out as the
most important for evaluating tracking performance.
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TABLE I
DURING TRAINING, WE ONLY USE THE ORIGINAL IMAGES FROM THE TRAINING SET FOR TRAINING.

Number of Frame Images TRAIN VAL TEST

State Total number Video 1 Video 2 Video 3 Video 1 Video 2 Video 3 Video 1 Video 2 Video 3

initial 36000 9000 9000 9000 1800 1800 1800 1200 1200 1200

noise 252000 63000 63000 63000 12600 12600 12600 8400 8400 8400

Fig. 9. The three rows represent easy, medium, and hard difficulty levels, with no noise added in the easy level. Each column represents a
type of added noise, with no gray processing present in moderate difficulty.

TABLE II
PERFORMANCE OF DIFFERENT ALGORITHMS ON THE NO-NOISE

PHYTOPLANKTON DATASET.

Method IDF1↑ MOTA↑ FP↓ FN↓ IDs↓
Sort (ICIP’16) [45] 69.3 55.4 171 3829 392

DeepSort (ICIP’17) [46] 24.7 39.1 1906 4032 53
DeepMot (CVPR’20) [47] 16.9 40.8 2038 3737 52
TraDeS (CVPR’21) [35] 85.4 78.3 417 1641 81
BotSort (Arxiv’22) [48] 57.9 40.0 594 5239 70

ByteTrack (ECCV’22) [34] 84.6 71.8 588 2183 2
UAVMot (CVPR’22) [49] 83.2 69.7 601 2375 11
StrongSort (TMM’23) [50] 48.3 37.0 792 4612 794

UCMCTrack (AAAI’24) [51] 61.2 56.4 153 2467 425
BoostTrack (MVA’24) [52] 86.4 75.6 306 1746 6

TLTDMOT (CVPR’24) [53] 85.2 74.3 307 1557 46
PhyTracker 88.4 80.8 356 1482 55

Implementation Details. For training, the input image size
was uniformly adjusted to 860 × 640, and the learning rate was
decreased at the 40th and 50th epochs. We utilized the DLA34
network [39] for feature extraction and trained on a single 4080
GPU for 60 epochs, with a batch size set to 5 and an initial
learning rate of 2.5×10−4. In the inference phase, the tracking
confidence threshold was set to 0.4, the input image size was
set to 640 × 960, and input was based on the previous two
consecutive frames simultaneously. In the comparative analysis
of tracking-by-detection approaches, CenterNet is consistently
utilized as the detection framework, with DLA34 serving as its
backbone architecture. The remaining parts follow the default
settings of TraDeS [35].

To enhance generalization capabilities and prevent overfitting,
we incorporated data augmentation into our training process
with a certain probability for each set of data. The primary
techniques used include flipping, cropping, scaling, and trans-
lating, among others. Regarding training duration, both our
method and the comparison method adhere to the same number
of training epochs, which is 60. When training PhyTracker, we
standardized the input image size to 860 × 640 and reduced
the learning rate at the 40th and 50th epochs.

We use the general objectives as in [35], which is defined

as L = Ldet + Lmask + LCVA, where Ldet is the detection
loss [43], Lmask is the instance segmentation loss [54], and a
ReID loss [55].

Compared Methods. To ensure the thoroughness of our
experiments, we selected several methods with differing focuses
for comparative analysis: SORT [45], DeepSORT [46], Strong-
SORT [50], BotSORT [48], DeepMOT [47], ByteTrack [34],
and UAVMOT [49]. The introduction of each method is as
follows:

- SORT (ICIP’16) [45]: SORT is a simple and real-time
multi-object tracking algorithm that uses a Kalman
filter and the Hungarian algorithm for data association,
significantly enhancing tracking accuracy and speed.

- DeepSORT (ICIP’17) [46]: DeepSORT is an algorithm
that builds upon SORT by incorporating ReID (Re-
identification) and appearance features of detection boxes.
It utilizes a Matching Cascade approach to reduce the
number of target ID switches.

- DeepMOT (CVPR’20) [47]: DeepMOT introduces a
deep Hungarian network that uses dual bidirectional
recurrent neural networks (BRNN) [56] to convey global
information within the cost matrix. Its loss function is
designed based on two differentiable evaluation metrics,
which optimize the network’s output allocation matrix
to enhance accuracy.

- TraDeS (CVPR’21) [35]: TraDeS is an online joint
detection and tracking model that utilizes tracking cues to
aid in end-to-end detection. It infers target tracking offsets
from cost measures, which are used to propagate previous
target features to improve current target detection and
segmentation.

- BotSORT (Arxiv’22) [48]: BotSORT integrates the
advantages of motion and appearance information with
camera motion compensation and a more precise Kalman
filter state vector, achieving accurate tracking results.

- ByteTrack (ECCV’22) [34]: ByteTrack employs a multi-
match approach during tracking. It initially matches
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TABLE III
GRAY PROCESSING IS NOT APPLIED IN THE MEDIUM DIFFICULTY LEVEL. IN THE HARD DIFFICULTY LEVEL OF GRAY PROCESSING, WE

CONVERT ALL IMAGES TO GRAYSCALE. IN THE TABLE BELOW, IF THE VALUE OF THE MOTA METRIC IS LESS THAN OR EQUAL TO 0, IT IS
REPRESENTED BY "-".

MOTA EASY MEDIUM HARD

NONE Occlusion Blurring Salt and Pepper Occlusion Gray Processing Blurring Salt and Pepper

Sort (ICIP’16) [45] 55.4 28.5 43.0 0.7 18.5 12.4 18.4 0.3

DeepSort (ICIP’17) [46] 39.1 - 24.1 - - - - -

DeepMot (CVPR’20) [47] 40.8 2.8 32.3 0.2 - - - -

TraDeS (CVPR’21) [35] 78.3 52.0 44.1 0.7 45.1 27.5 - -

BotSort (Arxiv’22) [48] 40.0 16.4 9.5 0.3 9.7 9.5 - -

ByteTrack (ECCV’22) [34] 71.8 36.2 56.8 1.1 24.4 17.1 12.1 0.5

UAVMot (CVPR’22) [49] 69.7 35.7 57.0 1.1 24.7 17.8 12.7 0.6

StrongSort (TMM’23) [50] 37.0 27.0 35.1 0.9 3.2 10.5 - 0.2

UCMCTrack (AAAI’24) [51] 56.4 11.5 31.3 0.1 8.6 15.3 - -

BoostTrack (MVA’24) [52] 75.6 44.5 58.6 1.3 36.4 28.1 26.1 0.6

TLTDMOT (CVPR’24) [53] 74.3 45.0 54.2 0.9 32.6 17.7 17.7 -

PhyTracker 80.8 52.4 53.2 1.4 45.4 31.9 24.9 0.8

TABLE IV
IN MOT17, PhyTracker OUTPERFORMS TRADES IN IDF1, MOTA,

AND FN METRICS.

Method IDF1↑ MOTA↑ FP↓ FN↓ IDs↓
TraDeS [35] 58.2 51.8 1091 2554 38
PhyTracker 60.4 53.6 1123 2465 41

high-scoring detection boxes with existing tracks, then
matches lower-scoring boxes with tracks that were not
matched in the first round, addressing the scenario of
object occlusions. Additionally, it solely uses the Kalman
filter and Hungarian algorithm, eliminating the need for
a ReID model.

- UAVMOT (CVPR’22) [49]: UAVMOT is an algorithm for
drone viewpoints, based on improvements over FairMOT.
It incorporates three key components: an ID feature
update module, an adaptive motion filter, and gradient
balanced focal loss. These enhancements respectively
strengthen the reID feature connections between adjacent
frames, address the complex motion in drone video
footage, and optimize the training of heatmaps.

- StrongSORT (TMM’23) [50]: StrongSORT has made
a series of improvements over DeepSORT, such as
improving the appearance feature extractor, introducing
an inertia term to smooth feature updates, utilizing a
Kalman filter designed for nonlinear motion, and adding
a cost matrix that incorporates motion information.

- UCMCTrack (AAAI’24) [51]: In multi-object tracking,
irregular camera motion has always been a challenge.
This is because the rapid movement of the camera can
cause abrupt changes in the positions of the objects in
the frame, making it difficult to associate them with their
past trajectories. UCMCTrack establishes a connection
between the motion state of the objects and the ground in
the image. It employs a mapped Mahalanobis Distance as
an alternative to IoU to measure the similarity between

the objects and their trajectories.
- BoostTrack (MVA’24) [52]: Handling unreliable detec-

tions and avoiding identity switches are crucial for the
success of multi-object tracking. BoostTrack incorporates
a confidence score for detection tracklets and utilizes it
to scale the similarity measure. To reduce ambiguities
caused by using IoU, BoostTrack proposes a novel
addition of Mahalanobis distance and shape similarity to
enhance the overall similarity measure.

- TLTDMOT (CVPR’24) [53]: TLTDMOT introduces a
series of strategies to address the long-tail distribution
problem in the field of multi-object tracking. These
strategies include two data augmentation techniques,
namely Static Camera Viewpoint Augmentation and
Dynamic Camera Viewpoint Augmentation. Additionally,
TLTDMOT incorporates a Group Softmax module for
re-identification purposes.

These methods include both tracking by detection and end-
to-end tracking approaches. Their improvement directions vary,
with some focusing on filtering detection boxes and some on
addressing camera shake issues. All these methods are trained
and tested under a same configuration with our method.

B. Experimental Analysis

We evaluated 12 different methods on the phytoplankton
dataset and the MOT17 dataset. For detailed metrics of the
testing performance of the twelve methods on the phytoplankton
dataset without noise, refer to Table II. MOTA and IDF1 metrics
reflect the overall tracking performance, while FN and FP
indicate detection performance. Among the five evaluation
metrics, PhyTracker achieved the best results in IDF1, MOTA,
and FN. Our ratings in FP and IDs are also better than most
algorithms. The overall comparison results in the phytoplankton
dataset are illustrated in Table III. PhyTracker achieved the
best results in the dataset under noise-free conditions, as well
as in scenarios with added noise, including occlusion, gray
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Fig. 10. Each row in the figure represents four consecutive frames. The first row is PhyTracker, the second row is ByteTrack, and the third row
is UCMCTrack. The category names from top to bottom are: sanguinea, chaetoceros curvisetus, cladocera, sanguinea, eucampia zoodiacus.

processing and salt-and-pepper noise. In the blurring data,
PhyTracker performs slightly worse than BoostTrack [52]. This
is because the blurring process degrades the image quality,
leading to poorer feature extraction by the network. End-
to-end algorithms like PhyTracker directly track using the
extracted features, making them more susceptible to the effects
of blurring. In contrast, tracking-by-detection algorithms like
BoostTrack first generate bounding boxes and then pass them
to the tracking component for further processing. During
this process, bounding boxes with low confidence are not
completely discarded, which reduces the impact of blurring on
tracking-by-detection algorithms. In contrast to earlier methods
such as DeepSort [46], our approach employs an end-to-end
model, eliminating reliance on detection accuracy. Unlike recent
methods like TLTDMOT [53], PhyTracker focuses more on the
unique characteristics of phytoplankton data. By enhancing the
feature representation and association of phytoplankton while
mitigating the impact of moving features on overall recognition,
PhyTracker consistently outperforms other methods.

To represent the differences between PhyTracker and other
methods, we tested the data without added noise using
PhyTracker, ByteTrack [34] and UCMCTrack [51], with the
results shown in Fig. 10. As evident from the comparison,
mainstream multi-object tracking methods do not perform
well on phytoplankton data. The tracking performance of
PhyTracker, ByteTrack, and UCMCTrack under occlusion
conditions is shown in Fig. 11. After adding occlusion, the
performance of ByteTrack and UCMCTrack decreased, but
PhyTracker still performed well. Compared to these two
methods, PhyTracker, which relies on the FMR module capable
of associating all previous frames, is better suited for tracking

plankton under more challenging conditions.
We conducted a comparison between TraDeS [35] and

PhyTracker in MOT17 dataset, with the results illustrated in
the provided Table IV. Training under the same conditions,
PhyTracker performs better than TraDeS. This indicates that
our improvements based on the characteristics of phytoplankton
are still effective in pedestrian data, especially regarding the
strategies for feature enhancement and strengthened association
for tracking objects.

TABLE V
WE TESTED THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE THREE MODULES UNDER
DIFFERENT EMBEDDING SCENARIOS, VALIDATING THE EFFICACY

OF EACH MODULE.

Scheme TFE ATA FMR IDF1↑ MOTA↑
1 Baseline 85.4 78.3
2 ✓ 87.2 80.2
3 ✓ ✓ 87.2 80.4
4 ✓ ✓ 87.5 80.5
5 ✓ ✓ 86.7 79.5
6 PhyTracker ✓ ✓ ✓ 88.4 80.8

C. Ablation Study

In this section, we validate the effectiveness of PhyTracker
through ablation studies. All experiments were conducted on
the phytoplankton dataset and its noise-augmented sections. To
ensure a fair evaluation of each component’s performance,
our training and testing details are consistent with those
described in the Implementation Details section above. When
testing a specific module, no changes were made to the
remaining modules. Compared to TraDeS, PhyTracker focuses
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Fig. 11. Each row in the figure shows four consecutive frames: the first row is PhyTracker, the second row is ByteTrack, and the third row is
UCMCTrack. The category names from top to bottom are: sanguinea, skeletonema, thalassionema nitzschioides, protoperidinium, tintinnid.

more on the feature representation, enhanced association, and
trajectory influence of plankton. We implemented these aspects
respectively in TFE, ATA, and FMR. To verify the effectiveness
of the three modules we proposed, we conducted five sets of
experiments. These involved incorporating only TFE under the
same conditions, adding both TFE and ATA, adding both TFE
and FMR, adding both ATA and FMR, and finally integrating
all three modules. As shown in the Table V, there is a noticeable
increase in scores after incorporating each module, compared
to the baseline alone. With all three modules integrated, in
comparison to the baseline, MOTA and IDF1 scores increased
by 2.5% and 3%, respectively.
Effect of TFE. We tested the effectiveness of the TFE module
details using phytoplankton data and conducted three sets of
experiments for comparison:

1) Study on SRM Filters. In the TFE module, we employed
three fixed SRM convolutional kernels for detecting weak edges,
strong edges, and sharpening, respectively. As shown in Eq. 1.
To validate the effectiveness of this combination, we compared
it with another set of three fixed commonly used SRM
convolutional kernels: horizontal edge detection, vertical edge
detection, and sharpening. The results are shown in Table VI.
Compared to commonly used SRM convolution kernels, the
improved SRM convolution kernel we use has improved IDF1
and MOTA metrics by 1.9% and 1.2%, respectively. The
commonly used convolution kernels for comparison are as
follows:

−1 −2 −4 −2 −1
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
1 2 4 2 1



−1 0 0 0 1
−2 0 0 0 2
−4 0 0 0 4
−2 0 0 0 2
−1 0 0 0 1




0 0 −1 0 0
0 0 −1 0 0
−1 −1 9 −1 −1
0 0 −1 0 0
0 0 −1 0 0

 (7)

TABLE VI
MODE1 IS OURS, AND MODE2 IS ANOTHER SET OF

CONVOLUTIONAL KERNELS USED FOR COMPARISON.

PhyTracker Mode1 Mode2 IDF1↑ MOTA↑
SRM ✓ 86.5 79.6
SRM ✓ 88.4 80.8

2) Study on TFE module. To validate the significant ef-
fectiveness of the TFE module on phytoplankton data, we
conducted a comparison using the CBAM module, which
integrates channel and spatial attention mechanisms. In this
experiment, we replaced the TFE module in the model with
the CBAM module, keeping all other parts unchanged. Using
the TFE module compared to the CBAM module improved
IDF1 and MOTA by 3.1% and 2.7%, respectively. As shown
in the Table VII. Compared to other commonly used modules,
the TFE module has advantages in extracting plankton features
due to its unique structure and specifically designed SRM.

TABLE VII
THE FIRST LINE INDICATES THE USE OF CBAM, AND THE SECOND

LINE INDICATES THE USE OF TFE.

Baseline+ATA+FMR CBAM TFE IDF1↑ MOTA↑
+ ✓ 85.3 78.1
+ ✓ 88.4 80.8

3) Study on SIE module. In the TFE module, we utilize
the SIE module to extract semantic information and enhance
the feature representation of tracking targets. To validate the
effectiveness of the SIE module, we removed it from the TFE
module and conducted training under the same conditions.
The results, as shown in the Table VIII, indicate that after
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removing the SIE module, the IDF1 and MOTA scores dropped
by 1.4% and 0.9%, respectively. Compared to using backbone
network alone for image feature extraction in TraDeS, the SIE
module first employs 3×3 convolutions and SRM convolutions
to extract semantic information specific to phytoplankton. This
enriched information is then passed into the backbone network
for further feature extraction, resulting in more comprehensive
corresponding features.

TABLE VIII
WE REMOVED THE SIE SUB-MODULE FROM THE TFE MODULE

WHILE KEEPING ALL OTHER CONDITIONS UNCHANGED TO VERIFY
THE EFFECT OF SIE.

PhyTracker SIE IDF1↑ MOTA↑
TFE × 87.0 79.9
TFE ✓ 88.4 80.8

Effect of ATA. In the ATA module, we refine the past frame
feature f t−1 to compute query, and refine the current frame
feature f t to compute key and value. Attention computation is
then performed in the second layer. To verify the effectiveness
of this structure, we conducted two sets of experiments. 1) The
overall structure is modified to sequentially perform attention
computation twice, with the input to the second layer being
the single tensor output from the first layer. 2) We exchanged
the query, key, and value calculated for the past and current
frames. As shown in Table IX, after altering the structure,
the IDF1 and MOTA scores dropped by 1.1% and 0.4%,
respectively. After swapping the variables corresponding to
the two frames, the IDF1 and MOTA scores dropped by 2.0%
and 0.7%, respectively. This indicates that simply applying or
stacking transformer does not effectively suit the application
of phytoplankton data and can cause the algorithm’s focus to
shift. To eliminate this bias, we first refine the features of each
frame and then apply attention calculations only to the refined
features, thereby minimizing the influence of non-tracking
targets as much as possible.

TABLE IX
EXP1 CORRESPONDS TO 1), EXP2 CORRESPONDS TO 2), AND EXP3

IS OUR METHOD.

PhyTracker Exp1 Exp2 Exp3 IDF1↑ MOTA↑
ATA ✓ 87.3 80.4
ATA ✓ 86.4 80.1
ATA ✓ 88.4 80.8

Effect of FMR. To verify the necessity of the dual-branch struc-
ture in the FMR module and the rationality of its computational
design, we conducted two sets of experiments. 1) We removed
the tracking offset branch for the current frame, retaining
only the branch used to eliminate past motion characteristics.
2) We modified the matrix calculation for removing past
characteristics, specifically changing the calculation of memory
offset to λt = Ot + λt−1. Removing one branch resulted
in IDF1 and MOTA scores dropping by 1.0% and 0.5%,
respectively. After modifying the matrix calculation, IDF1 and
MOTA scores dropped by 0.4% and 0.3%, respectively. As
shown in Table X, When we remove the tracking offset of the

current frame, the tracker’s performance significantly declines
due to the lack of this feature. However, unreasonable feature
fusion can also negatively impact the tracker. Our method has
achieved optimal results overall.

TABLE X
EXP1 CORRESPONDS TO 1), EXP2 CORRESPONDS TO 2), AND EXP3

IS OUR METHOD.

PhyTracker Exp1 Exp2 Exp3 IDF1↑ MOTA↑
FMR ✓ 87.4 80.3
FMR ✓ 88.0 80.5
FMR ✓ 88.4 80.8

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we develop PyTracker, an intelligent in
situ tracking framework to address the critical challenges
of phytoplankton monitoring. Unlike traditional non-in situ
methods, PyTracker offers an automated and timely solution
for monitoring phytoplankton, thereby enhancing the efficiency
and accuracy of ecosystem analysis. Confronting difficulties in
this task, including their constrained mobility, inconspicuous
appearance, and the presence of impurities in water samples, our
method proposes three novel modules: the Texture-enhanced
Feature Extraction (TFE) module for improved feature capture,
the Attention-enhanced Temporal Association (ATA) module
for distinguishing phytoplankton from impurities, and the Flow-
agnostic Movement Refinement (FMR) module for refining
movement characteristics. These innovations collectively en-
hance the tracking performance and reliability of the system.

Through extensive experiments on the PMOT dataset, Py-
Tracker has demonstrated superior performance in tracking
phytoplankton. Moreover, our method has shown its versatility
and effectiveness on the MOT dataset, surpassing conventional
tracking methods. This work not only underscores the impor-
tance of tailored tracking solutions for aquatic environments
but also sets a foundation for future advancements in marine
ecological monitoring and scientific exploration.
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