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Abstract

Object perception from multi-view cameras is crucial for in-
telligent systems, particularly in indoor environments, e.g.,
warehouses, retail stores, and hospitals. Most traditional
multi-target multi-camera (MTMC) detection and tracking
methods rely on 2D object detection, single-view multi-
object tracking (MOT), and cross-view re-identification
(ReID) techniques, without properly handling important 3D
information by multi-view image aggregation. In this paper,
we propose a 3D object detection and tracking framework,
named MCBLT, which first aggregates multi-view images
with necessary camera calibration parameters to obtain 3D
object detections in bird’s-eye view (BEV). Then, we intro-
duce hierarchical graph neural networks (GNNs) to track
these 3D detections in BEV for MTMC tracking results. Un-
like existing methods, MCBLT has impressive generalizabil-
ity across different scenes and diverse camera settings, with
exceptional capability for long-term association handling.
As a result, our proposed MCBLT establishes a new state-
of-the-art on the AICity’24 dataset with 81.22 HOTA, and
on the WildTrack dataset with 95.6 IDF1.

1. Introduction

Detecting and tracking objects across multiple cameras is
a crucial problem for 3D environment understanding, par-
ticularly in retail or warehouse settings, for various appli-
cations, including inventory management, security surveil-
lance, or customer behavior analysis. In these use cases,
a typical multi-camera system involves numerous cameras
with diverse viewing angles and fields of view (FoV). While
some cameras usually have overlapping FoVs, others may
not share any common visual space. However, this task
presents significant challenges such as occlusions, varying
lighting conditions, and the need to maintain consistent ob-
ject identification across different camera views. Moreover,
the integration of 3D spatial information from multiple 2D
views requires sophisticated algorithms to handle camera
calibration errors and perspective distortions. Addressing
these issues is crucial for developing robust multi-camera

Figure 1. Comparison among three types of MTMC tracking
methods. (a) conducts 2D detection separately and associates ob-
jects among different views by appearance-based ReID; (b) con-
siders geometric constraints as well besides appearance for cross-
view association; (c) achieves multi-view association in early stage
by feature-level aggregation.

detection and tracking systems that can reliably operate in
complex environments.

Existing MTMC tracking methods can be divided into
three categories: (i) late multi-view aggregation, (ii) late
multi-view aggregation with geometric projection, and
(iii) early multi-view aggregation, as shown in Fig. 1. Late
multi-view aggregation pipelines detect objects in each
camera view as 2D bounding boxes, with some methods
tracking these 2D detections separately before associating
them across cameras using re-identification (ReID) embed-
dings and spatial constraints. Late multi-view aggregation
pipelines with geometric projection pipelines [8, 35, 36]
further perform additional projections using camera calibra-
tion matrices to achieve spatial association for each cam-
era view into a global coordinate system. Recently, [30]
demonstrated the possibility of early aggregation before any
perception steps in each camera view. This method first
fuses multi-view image information into a unified 3D space
and directly conducts both detection and tracking in this
3D space, which can significantly improve detection quality
and avoid association errors due to unreliable spatial align-
ment among different camera views. However, its detection
network is designed for a fixed multi-camera scene, so it is
not flexible for different environments, different numbers of
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cameras, or different camera placements. Therefore, it does
not have good scalability for large scenes with a large num-
ber of cameras. Furthermore, the tracking of [30] merely
relies on a heuristic Kalman filter, which is prone to drifting
and struggles with long-term occlusion handling.

In this work, we propose MCBLT, a robust and
generalizable method for Multi-Camera Bird’s-eye-view
Long-term Tracking in various complex multi-camera in-
door/outdoor public environments. Our proposed approach
leverages a unified BEV representation and spatio-temporal
transformers to directly infer 3D object bounding boxes.
Then, the well-localized 3D detections are backprojected
to 2D camera images and matched with 2D detections for
optimal 2D appearance feature extraction. This allows us
to benefit from both highly accurate 2D and 3D detections
for ReID and long-term tracking. For the temporal associ-
ation of detections, we introduce the first 3D tracking-by-
detection approach utilizing hierarchical graph neural net-
works (GNNs) [5]. The lightweight hierarchical structure
allows us to learn a GNN tracking model that directly pre-
dicts associations for up to thousands of frames. Compared
to prior 2D GNN tracking solutions [5], we scale the abil-
ity to bridge occlusion gaps by an order of magnitude. Our
model consists of a hierarchy of GNNs that associate 3D de-
tections via geometrical and multi-view ReID embedding
features. To track objects across very long sequences, we
introduce a novel global tracking layer that replaces hand-
crafted heuristics required to run the GNN in a sliding win-
dow fashion [5] with a model layer that operates globally
over the video sequence and matches incoming objects with
past tracks. The global layer requires no additional train-
ing and significantly boosts occlusion handling and overall
tracking performance.

We evaluate MCBLT on a large-scale synthetic indoor
MTMC dataset AICity’24 [32] and a real-world outdoor
MTMC dataset WildTrack [6]. MCBLT achieves SOTA on
both datasets, with 81.22 HOTA on AICity’24, and 95.6
IDF1 on WildTrack.

Overall, our contributions can be summarized as follows:
• The first MTMC method efficiently performs early multi-

view image aggregation for 3D perception.
• A ReID feature extraction method for MTMC tracking

based on a 2D-3D detection association algorithm.
• The first hierarchical GNN-based 3D multi-object track-

ing method and a novel global tracking block that unlocks
long-term associations across thousands of frames.

• We achieve state-of-the-art performance on both the AIC-
ity’24 and WildTrack datasets.

2. Related Works
Multi-View Object Detection Object detection from
multi-view images is an essential technique for understand-
ing 3D geometric information and handling occlusion. With

proper synchronization and calibration, images from multi-
ple viewing angles can be integrated into the same space
to accurately learn 3D geometry, e.g., 3D locations, dimen-
sions, and orientations. To begin with, researchers develop
multi-view object detection methods based on some classi-
cal approaches, e.g., conditional random field (CRF) [1, 26],
probabilistic modeling [9, 27], and etc., to aggregate infor-
mation from multiple views.

Afterward, when deep learning became popular, peo-
ple started introducing multi-view object detection meth-
ods based on neural networks. MVDet [11] introduces
an end-to-end method, based on convolutional neural net-
works, which projects dense 2D image features from cam-
eras to a unified ground plane. After spatial aggregation on
the projected features by ground plane convolution, MVDet
predicts a pedestrian occupancy map to obtain the final
detection results. However, MVDet cannot handle differ-
ent camera settings, e.g., different numbers of cameras or
placements, so that cannot be generalized easily to diverse
environments. BEVFormer [18, 37] proposes the spatio-
temporal transformer to fuse multi-view features into BEV
features, which achieves impressive detection accuracy for
autonomous driving related applications. The proposed
spatio-temporal transformer is based on deformable atten-
tion [47] and to sample BEV features from 2D image fea-
tures by grid-based reference points in BEV, which has sim-
ilar setups with our smart city applications. Therefore, in
this work, we aim to adapt BEVFormer under MTMC en-
vironments, whose cameras are static but with more dis-
tributed placements and variations.

Multi-Target Multi-Camera Tracking Recent MTMC
tracking methods can be divided into three categories as
shown in Fig. 1. Late multi-view aggregation methods [4,
10, 12–14] for MTMC tracking usually adopt a two-stage
pipeline, i.e., 2D detection and tracklet generation within
each camera view followed by tracklet association across
all the cameras. Here, some cross-view association meth-
ods [10, 14] consider certain geometric constraints, e.g.,
epipolar geometry constraints or multi-view triangulation.
In contrast, others [12, 13] consider both spatial and tem-
poral constraints, e.g., camera link model. Follow-up works
demonstrate that spatial association is much easier and more
accurate to be done with ReID features in a unified space
by geometrical projections [8, 22, 35, 36]. LMGP [22] for-
mulates a spatial-temporal tracking graph, whose nodes are
tracklets from the single-camera tracker, and edges include
both temporal and spatial distances. Whereas ReST [8] first
conducts spatial association and then the temporal associa-
tion across frames using GNNs.

Early multi-view aggregation for MTMC tracking is first
proposed by EarlyBird [30]. It first projects 2D image
features into BEV by calibrated projection matrices, fol-
lowed by stacking and aggregating into BEV features. A
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CenterNet-based [46] decoder is appended to obtain detec-
tions and ReID features in BEV. As for tracking, EarlyBird
follows the idea proposed by FairMOT [43], which asso-
ciates detections in the temporal domain with ReID features
for appearance and a Kalman filter [15] for motion predic-
tion. However, the detection network in EarlyBird is de-
signed for a fixed multi-camera scene, specifically training
and inference are under the same scene and the same camera
settings. Therefore, it is not flexible for different environ-
ments, different numbers of cameras, or different camera
placements, which affects its generalizability. As we will
show in Sec. 4, EarlyBird is also not reliable for long video
clips due to its limited long-term association capabilities.

Therefore, we will address the aforementioned limita-
tions and introduce an early multi-view aggregation based
MTMC tracker, which is 1) generalizable for different
scenes and camera settings; 2) more reliable with better
long-term association to deal with very long video clips.

3. MCBLT Framework
In this section, we introduce our proposed multi-camera 3D
object detection and tracking method in three folds, i.e., 3D
object detection, ReID feature extraction, and multi-object
tracking in BEV. The overall pipeline is shown in Fig. 2.

3.1. Coordinate Systems and Projection
We first define the 3D world coordinates W and 3D cam-
era coordinates

{
Ci
}V

i=1
for each specific scene. Besides,

we also define the 2D image pixel coordinates
{
U i

}V

i=1
for

each camera image. Here, V is the number of camera views
in the scene. The goal is to project multi-view camera infor-
mation to the 3D world and perform detection and tracking
inW without further cross-view spatial association.

The origin of W is defined around the center of the
scene, lying on the ground plane. Axes x and y are par-
allel to the ground plane, and z is vertically pointing up.
The origin of Ci is defined at the camera center. Axis x
points right, y points down, and z points forward. A 3D
point x = [x, y, z]⊤ in the world coordinates W can then
be projected to the pixel coordinates U i in the i-th camera
view as u = [u, v]⊤. This projection can be done by

s

(
u
1

)
= Pi

(
x
1

)
= Ki

[
Ri|ti

]
3×4

(
x
1

)
, (1)

where s is the scale factor, Pi is the projection matrix, Ki is
the intrinsic matrix, and Ri, ti are rotation and translation.

3.2. Multi-View 3D Object Detection
To aggregate multi-view image information in the early
stage, we consider projecting image features into bird’s-eye
view (BEV) and conducting object detection in 3D space.
We leverage BEVFormer [18], a 3D object detector from

surrounding camera views developed for autonomous driv-
ing applications, with adaption in Sec. 4.1. The key idea
of aggregating multi-view information in BEVFormer is to
sample Nref 3D reference points in BEV coordinates, and
project these reference points to 2D camera views to sam-
ple features from the corresponding image feature maps.

Towards this end, multi-view images
{
Iit
}V

i=1
at frame

t are input into the image backbone to obtain multi-view
image features

{
F i
t

}V

i=1
. The spatial encoder then aggre-

gates
{
F i
t

}V

i=1
to BEV features Bt. We adopt the spatial

cross-attention (SCA) [18] for this aggregation,

SCA(Qp, Ft) =
1

|Vhit|
∑
i∈Vhit

Nref∑
j=1

Attn(Qp,P(p, i, j), F i
t ).

(2)
Here, Q ∈ RH×W×C represents BEV queries, which are
pre-defined learnable parameters used as queries. Qp ∈ RC

is the query at p = (x, y) in the BEV plane. Vhit represents
the camera views, where the projected 2D reference points
fall in. i is the index of the camera view, and j is the index
of the reference points. Attn(·) is the deformable attention
layer proposed in [47]. P(p, i, j) is to project the j-th 3D
reference point to the i-th camera view. The 3D to 2D pro-
jection is described in Eq. (1).

Afterward, a temporal BEV encoder [37] is adopted to
better incorporate temporal information. Here, a temporal
self-attention (TSA) layer [18] is utilized to gather the BEV
feature history,

TSA(Qp, Q,Bt−1) =
∑

S∈Q,Bt−1

Attn(Qp, p,S), (3)

where Qp represents the BEV query located at p = (x, y).
Finally, a deformable DETR head [47] is followed to pre-

dict 3D bounding boxes from BEV features provided by the
temporal encoder. We use Focal loss for classification train-
ing and L1 loss for bounding box regression supervision.

3.3. Multi-View ReID Feature Extraction
Appearance features are crucial for tracking tasks, espe-
cially for cross-view tracking, since object appearances
from different cameras might differ due to varied illumi-
nations and viewing angles. The naı̈ve way to obtain the
appearance feature for each 3D detection from BEVFormer
is to project the 3D bounding box to each camera image and
extract ReID features by the projected box.

However, the projected 3D bounding boxes are usually
much larger than the actual objects in the image (see Fig. 3).
This will include noisy background or other nearby objects
in the target object so that affect the quality of the ReID fea-
tures. Therefore, we propose a 2D-3D detection association
algorithm to effectively find the best 2D bounding box for
each 3D detection.
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Figure 2. The overall framework of MCBLT. First, multi-view images at frame t are passed through the image backbone to obtain multi-
view image features. A spatial encoder is then introduced to aggregate multi-view image features to BEV features Bt, followed by a
temporal encoder to aggregate BEV features within a temporal window. A DETR-based decoder is utilized to obtain object detection
results, which are in the format of 3D bounding boxes. To get reliable ReID features for the detected objects, a ReID feature extraction
module is proposed, including a 2D ReID feature extractor and a 2D-3D detection association algorithm. Finally, SUSHI-3D is designed
to achieve multi-object tracking in BEV to obtain the final MTMC tracking results. (SUSHI Block graphics are from [5].)

Figure 3. Illustration on 2D detection (in blue) and the correspond-
ing projected 3D detection (in green).

With 3D detections and ReID features of each 2D de-
tection, we then assign each 3D bounding box with one or
more ReID features, by introducing a 2D-3D detection as-
sociation algorithm to create a mapping from the 3D bound-
ing box set to the 2D bounding box set. First, we project 3D
bounding boxes to 2D in each camera view, then we com-
pute a cost matrix between 2D detections and projected 3D
detections by

cij =

λ
∥∥∥bc3D

i − bc2D
j

∥∥∥
2
, if IOU(b3D

i ,b2D
j ) ≥ 0.1,

+∞, otherwise,
(4)

where bc2D is the bottom center point of the 2D bounding

box, bc3D is the bottom center point of the 2D area of the
projected 3D bounding box, and λ is a robustness factor to
handle 2D occlusions

λ = 1(v3D
i ≥ v2D

j ) + α1(v3D
i < v2D

j ). (5)

Here, we set α > 1 to penalize if b2D is lower than b3D.
We utilize the Hungarian algorithm to achieve the final as-
signment. Moreover, the 3D detections can be verified here
through the following strategy: a 3D detection will be re-
moved if it cannot be matched with any 2D detections from
all camera views. The detailed algorithm is described in Ap-
pendix B.1.

3.4. 3D Multi-Object Tracking with GNNs
The early multi-view aggregation of our MCBLT frame-
work allows us to perform multi-object tracking (MOT) di-
rectly in 3D world coordinatesW . Graphs provide a natural
framework to address the long-term association challenges
in MTMC tracking within a tracking-by-detection setting.
We build on SUSHI [5], originally designed for 2D track-
ing, to introduce the first hierarchical GNN-based tracking
solution in 3D space. To this end, we first extend its graph
formulation and features to 3D. Then we tackle the weak-
nesses of SUSHI’s long-term tracking, i.e., heuristic match-
ing of overlapping windows and occlusion handling being
limited to the window size by introducing a novel global
block to the hierarchy. Overall, we demonstrate long-term
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tracking on a previously unseen temporal scale (SUSHI:
512 frames vs. MCBLT full sequence).

MOT graph formulation. In the common graph formu-
lation of multi-object tracking [42], each node v ∈ V mod-
els a detection connected with edges e ∈ E representing
association hypotheses in an undirected graph G = (V,E).
Learning or optimizing the graph connectivity results in ob-
ject tracks T across time. Nodes and edges are initialized
with object identity-relevant information projected to the
embedding space. These embeddings encode geometrical,
appearance, and/or motion features to infer the object iden-
tity via graph connection. More specifically, edges contain
distance information between their connecting nodes, e.g.,
cosine distances of ReID features. With the help of mes-
sage passing, first introduced to MOT by [3], information
is shared and distributed across the graph. The procedure
iteratively updates the node hi and edge h(i,j) embeddings
via the following rules

(v → e) h
(l)
(i,j) = Ne

([
h
(l−1)
i , h

(l−1)
j , h

(l−1)
(i,j)

])
, (6)

(e→ v) m
(l)
(i,j) = Nv

([
h
(l−1)
i , h

(l)
(i,j)

])
, (7)

h
(l)
i = Φ

({
m

(l)
(i,j)

}
j∈Ni

)
, (8)

with Ne and Nv representing learnable functions, [·] de-
notes concatenation, Ni ⊂ V is the set of adjacent nodes
to i, and Φ denotes summation, maximum or an average.
Finally, a binary edge classification and linear program that
ensures the network flow integrity (single edge in and out
of a node) yields identity-consistent object trajectories.

To model long-term object associations across thousands
of frames in a computationally feasible manner, we follow
prior work to sparsify the fully connected MOT graph via
an initial graph pruning [3] and a hierarchical model archi-
tecture [5]. During graph construction, the pruning utilizes
the same aforementioned object identity cues to remove un-
likely edges, i.e., object associations. This approach not
only increases the feasible number of input frames for the
graph model but improves overall performance by reducing
the imbalance between positive and negative edge classi-
fications. Splitting the input frames into non-overlapping
sub-graphs processed by a hierarchy of GNNs boosts the
modeling capacities even further. To this end, the graph
formulation is extended to nodes representing tracklets and
each hierarchy level merges nodes from previous levels,
thereby, providing the inputs for subsequent levels.

Tracking with GNNs in 3D space. The generalizable and
versatile graph structure as well as node and edge feature
design in [5] facilitates its application to 3D space. For
MCBLT, we replace the 2D geometry, appearance, and mo-
tion feature encodings with MTMC 3D counterparts.

Figure 4. GNN hierarchy of MCBLT for tracking. We process
long sequences in a near-online fashion with stride s. But in con-
trast to [5], we omit overlaps between windows and heuristics. To
associate incoming with past tracks, MCBLT uses a global merg-
ing block. The global block requires no additional training.

For the geometry embeddings, we encode xyz-center
distances for an edge connecting nodes i and j via

(xi − xj , yi − yj , zi − zj) . (9)

In contrast to 2D bounding boxes, geometric distances in
3D are not impacted by projection distortions and camera
distance scaling.

MCBLT extracts appearance information in the form of
multi-view ReID features obtained via 3D-2D projection
and detection association (described in Sec. 3.3). To pro-
vide our graph model with view-consistent and stable ap-
pearance cues, we compute cosine distances of ReID fea-
tures averaged across all cameras in which the object is ob-
servable.

In contrast to 2D tracking, our strong combination of
true-to-scale 3D geometry and multi-view appearance ren-
ders the impact of linear motion features negligible. Hence,
we opted for a more efficient graph formulation without mo-
tion features but with larger input time spans. We leave
the exploration of more sophisticated motion models for 3D
GNN tracking open for future research.

Long-term tracking with global block. Due to their
larger camera coverage, multi-camera setups can observe
objects across longer time spans and, therefore, pose
uniquely challenging long-term tracking problems. For ex-
ample, AICity’24 [32] consists of sequences with up to 24k
frames including object occlusions for up to 2k frames, a
magnitude longer compared to popular single-view tracking
benchmarks [21] The original SUSHI [5] inference com-
putes overlapping graph outputs and associates tracks via
handcrafted and, therefore, error-prone matching heuristics.

In this work, we propose a novel near-online inference
and global tracking block that associates previous tracks
with predictions on the incoming frames. Figure Fig. 4
depicts our new inference without graph overlaps. Our
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GNN hierarchy first processes the non-overlapping incom-
ing frames with regular SUSHI blocks and then associates
objects across the full sequence with the final global track-
ing block. We process the entire sequence in a sliding win-
dow fashion.

The global block shares weights with the previous hier-
archy level and thus requires no additional training. Our
MCBLT removes potential biases in previous heuristics in
GNN-based tracking and unlocks occlusion handling be-
yond the number of frames per graph.

4. Experiments
4.1. Datasets
AICity’24 Dataset [32] is an MTMC tracking benchmark
consisting of 6 different synthetic environments, e.g., ware-
houses, retail stores, and hospitals, developed using the
NVIDIA Omniverse Platform [23]. The dataset includes
90 scenes, 40 for training, 20 for validation, and 30 for test-
ing, with a total of 953 cameras, 2,491 people, and over
100 million bounding boxes. Besides, we also include 30
additional scenes with similar camera settings for BEV-
Former training. In this dataset, persons are annotated as
3D bounding boxes with 3D locations, dimensions, and ori-
entations. Long-term tracking performance is crucial for
AICity’24 [32] as it evaluates identity consistency across
sequences with up to 24k frames including occlusions rang-
ing up to 2k frames.

WildTrack Dataset [6] is a real-world MTMC tracking
benchmark containing a single sequence of a scene where
7 synchronized cameras cover over a 36×12 m space at
a 1920×1080 resolution. There are 400 fully annotated
frames per camera at 2 FPS with a total of 313 identities
and 42,721 2D bounding boxes. As for the 3D annotations,
there is no 3D bounding box available. A grid is defined on
the ground plane and all persons are annotated by the corre-
sponding grid indices, which can be mapped to 3D locations
on the ground plane in meters. Following the experiment
setting in [8, 11, 30], we use the first 360 annotated frames
as the training data and evaluate the rest 40 frames.

4.2. Implementation Details
BEVFormer adaption for MTMC environments. The
original BEVFormer is developed for autonomous driving
applications with moving cameras but fixed camera settings,
i.e., a fixed number of cameras and fixed relative camera
placement. For MTMC environments, we usually have dy-
namic camera systems across different scenes. AICity’24
dataset, for example, has 6 different indoor environments
with cameras ranging from 7 to 16. Therefore, we re-design
the spatial cross-attention layers to enable a dynamic num-
ber of cameras for different scenes and remove camera em-
beddings. Besides, we apply a transformation on the origi-

nal 3D world coordinates to shift the origin to the center of
the scene (see Appendix A.2). Moreover, we implement an
additional Circle Non-Maximum Suppression (NMS) with
a threshold of 0.2m to filter nearby false positives. Since
there is no 3D bounding box annotation in the WildTrack
dataset, we remove the bounding box dimension and ori-
entation regression losses during BEVFormer training. We
use a default 3D bounding box dimension (width, length,
height) of [0.6, 0.6, 1.7] and zero rotation for later 2D-3D
detection association.

2D detector. We use DINO [41] with FAN-small back-
bone [45]. The detector is pre-trained on a subset (800k
images) of the OpenImages dataset [17], pseudo-labeled by
a DINO detector trained on 80 COCO classes. Then, the de-
tector is fine-tuned on a proprietary dataset with more than
1.5 million images and more than 27 million objects for the
person class.

ReID feature extraction. We extract ReID features for
each 2D bounding box from the 2D detector. Our person-
centric ReID model is based on the SOLIDER [7], a self-
supervised learning framework with a Swin-Tiny Trans-
former [19] backbone. The model uses image crops of size
256×128 as input and outputs a feature of dimension 256
enhancing memory efficiency and throughput. We pre-train
the model on a proprietary dataset of 3 million unlabeled
image crops. The supervised fine-tuning is performed on
a collection of both real and synthetic datasets which in-
cludes characters from Market-1501 [44], AICity’24 [32]
and additional propitiatory datasets totaling the object count
to 3,826 identities and image count to 82k object crops. We
analyze the ReID feature quality in Appendix C.

4.3. Results on AICity’24 Dataset
The AICity’24 benchmark adopts the Higher Order Track-
ing Accuracy (HOTA) scores [20] for evaluation. HOTA
is computed on the 3D locations of objects, with repetitive
data points removed across cameras for the same frame. Eu-
clidean distances between predicted and ground truth 3D
locations are converted to similarity scores using a zero-
distance parameter. These scores contribute to the calcu-
lation of localization accuracy (LocA), detection accuracy
(DetA), and association accuracy (AssA).

MCBLT reaches SOTA on the AICity’24 benchmark on
all metrics with improvements of +9.28 on HOTA, +2.91
on DetA, +4.38 on AssA, and +1.85 on LocA. These
significant improvements demonstrate MCBLT’s effective-
ness in advancing multi-camera tracking performance. We
present qualitative results on the AICity’24 dataset in Fig. 5
by projecting 3D detections with track IDs to each camera
view and plot their 3D locations on the floor plans. Overall,
our quantitative and qualitative results show that MCBLT
achieves robust MTMC detection and tracking accuracies
in various indoor environments.
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Figure 5. Visualization of MTMC detection and tracking results for three different scenes in AICity’24 test set. The tracked objects are
shown as colored dots in the BEV floor plans, and object 3D bounding boxes are projected and drawn in each camera view.

Method HOTA↑ DetA↑ AssA↑ LocA↑

Asilla [31] 40.34 53.80 32.50 89.57
ARV [29] 51.06 54.85 48.07 89.61
UW-ETRI [38] 57.14 59.88 54.80 91.24
FraunhoferIOSB [28] 60.88 69.54 55.20 87.97
Nota [16] 60.93 68.37 54.96 90.62
SJTU-Lenovo [34] 67.22 84.03 55.06 93.82
Yachiyo [39] 71.94 72.10 71.81 88.39

MCBLT (Ours) 81.22 86.94 76.19 95.67

Table 1. Results on AICity’24 test set. The first place is in bold,
and the second place is underlined.

Scene Warehouse Retail store Hospital Overall

Accuracy 99.4% 95.2% 91.2% 96.9%

Table 2. Detection association accuracy among different scene
types on AICity’24 dataset.

Besides, we evaluate the 2D-3D detection association al-
gorithm to ensure we have high-quality ReID features as-
signed to each 3D detection. This evaluation is based on
the association results between ground truth 2D and 3D an-
notations in the AICity’24 training set. We introduce the
evaluation metric, detection association accuracy, defined
as the number of corrected matches divided by the number
of matched ground truth 2D bounding boxes. The evalua-
tion results are shown in Tab. 2. We can find that even in
crowded hospital scenes, our algorithm can achieve above
90% accuracy, illustrating its robustness. More visualiza-
tions based on predictions are shown in Appendix B.2.

4.4. Results on WildTrack Dataset
The WildTrack dataset evaluates tracking results in the
ground plane with a 1m threshold for GT assignment.
The primary metrics are IDF1 [25], Multi-Object Track-
ing Accuracy (MOTA), and Mutli-Object Tracking Preci-
sion (MOTP) [2]. Furthermore, we report the number of
Mostly Tracked (MT) and Lost (ML) tracks in percentages.

WildTrack only provides limited training data (360

Method IDF1↑ MOTA↑ MOTP↑ MT↑ ML↓

KSP-DO [6] 73.2 69.6 61.5 28.7 25.1
KSP-DO-ptrack [6] 78.4 72.2 60.3 42.1 14.6
GLMB-YOLOv3 [24] 74.3 69.7 73.2 79.5 21.6
GLMB-DO [24] 72.5 70.1 63.1 93.6 22.8
DMCT [40] 77.8 72.8 79.1 61.0 4.9
DMCT Stack [40] 81.9 74.6 78.9 65.9 4.9
ReST [8] 86.7 84.9 84.1 87.8 4.9
EarlyBird [30] 92.3 89.5 86.6 78.0 4.9

MCBLT (Ours) 93.4 87.5 94.3 90.2 2.4
MCBLT† (Ours) 95.6 92.6 93.7 80.5 7.3

Table 3. Results on WildTrack test set. The first place is in bold,
and the second place is underlined. † uses the same detections as
EarlyBird [30].

frames), while transformer-based networks, e.g., BEV-
Former, generally require larger amounts of data to unfold
their potential. Thus, to have a fair comparison, we re-
port our results under two settings: (i) MCBLT with de-
tections from BEVFormer, (ii) MCBLT† using the same de-
tections as EarlyBird (based on MVDet [11] with ResNet-
18 backbone). MCBLT achieves the state-of-the-art with
+1.1 IDF1 improvement over EarlyBird [30] even if it
reaches a slightly lower MOTA score (as expected due to
the transformer backbone). MCBLT† significantly outper-
forms EarlyBird with +3.3 IDF1 and +3.1 MOTA while
using the same detections, demonstrating the efficacy of our
methods.

We provide qualitative results on WildTrack in Fig. 6.
In addition, we present additional results on WildTrack by
pre-training BEVFormer on the large-scale synthetic dataset
(AICity’24) and finetuning on the small WildTrack dataset
in the supplementary material Appendix A.3.

4.5. Ablation Studies
Multi-view object detector configuration analysis. To
verify we have the best BEVFormer model for multi-view
3D object detection, we conduct several ablation studies on
backbone selection and parameter tuning to improve the de-
tection results. The results are shown in Tab. 4. We use a
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Figure 6. Visualization of MTMC detection and tracking results on WildTrack test set. The tracked objects are shown as colored poles
projected in each camera view. The poles are defined by their 3D foot points and a pre-defined human height (1.7m).

Backbone BEV Reso. Voxel Size Epochs mAP

ResNet-50 50×50 2.0 m 24 83.14
ResNet-101 200×200 0.5 m 24 88.64
ResNet-101 200×200 0.5 m 48 95.36

Table 4. Ablation studies on the configurations of our multi-view
object detector. The evaluation is done on the customized valida-
tion set of the AICity’24 dataset.

customized validation set from the AICity’24 dataset, in-
cluding around 3k frames from warehouse, hospital, and
retail store scenes. More results shown in Appendix A.1.
According to the results in Tab. 4, we use ResNet-101 with
higher BEV resolution as our 3D detector.

Long-term association analysis. The length of se-
quences and occlusion gaps common in MTMC bench-
marks without full camera coverage of the environment
pose unique challenges to our tracking model and infer-
ence. To process arbitrarily long sequences, SUSHI [5]
uses heuristics to stitch overlapping graphs in a sliding win-
dow fashion. In Tab. 5, we compare the heuristic match-
ing of SUSHI with our global block for long-term associ-
ation. Rows 1-4 demonstrate how increasing the window
size gradually improves the association performance, i.e.,
HOTA and AssA. The last row replaces all heuristics with
our novel global merging block while using the same learn-
able weights as row 4. Our global merging block increases
overall performance by +4.42 HOTA by scaling the associ-
ation window to the full length of the video.

To further illustrate the superiority of our learned GNN
approach, we evaluate progressively longer subsets of a
selected AICity’24 scene in Tab. 6. The BEV-KF base-
line represents heuristic online trackers like EarlyBird [30]
commonly only evaluated on short tracking challenges like
WildTrack. From 1,000 frames to the full AICity’24 length,
MCBLT only drops by 4.58 HOTA points compared to
the massive performance decrease of 43.35 utilizing only
a Kalman filter. Such trackers fail to tackle the long-term
tracking challenges common in MTMC benchmarks.

Long-term Asc. Max. Window HOTA AssA DetA

Heuristics [5]

480 51.87 31.26 86.12
960 62.50 45.25 86.36
1920 71.88 59.78 86.47
3840 76.80 68.22 86.49

Model (Ours) Global 81.22 76.19 86.94

Table 5. SUSHI inference ablation on the AICity’24 test set. Rows
1 to 4 rely on heuristic matching to track overlapping sliding win-
dows inferred by the SUSHI GNN hierarchy. Our final tracking
solution (the last row) applies a global merging block to associate
without graph overlaps.

Method # of frames HOTA AssA DetA

MCBLT

1,000 95.09 95.77 94.41
3,000 93.62 92.37 94.89
5,000 91.85 88.82 94.98

10,000 91.06 88.33 93.89
23,994 90.51 88.05 93.03

BEV-KF
(baseline)

1,000 63.49 45.29 89.01
3,000 45.28 22.86 89.71
5,000 35.54 14.23 88.79

10,000 27.91 8.87 87.80
23,994 20.15 4.67 86.91

Table 6. Tracking comparisons with increasing video lengths from
a warehouse scene in AICity’24 dataset. The baseline BEV-KF is
based on the detection results from BEVFormer processed by a
Kalman filter based tracker [33] used in EarlyBird [30].

5. Conclusion
This paper proposed MCBLT, an accurate and robust multi-
camera 3D detection and tracking framework, based on
early multi-view aggregation, in environments monitored
by static multi-camera systems. The proposed framework
has impressive generalizability for diverse scenes and cam-
era settings. It also has a powerful capability for long-term
association to track objects in very long videos. As a result,
MCBLT achieves SOTA on both the AICity’24 dataset and
the WildTrack dataset.
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MCBLT: Multi-Camera Multi-Object 3D Tracking in Long Videos

Supplementary Material

A. Experiments on Mutli-View 3D Detector

A.1. 3D Object Detector Comparisons

We conducted experiments on different settings for our
3D object detector in Tab. 7. We considered both BEV-
Former [18] and BEVFormer v2 [37] with ResNet-50,
ResNet-101, and V2-99 backbones. The maximum number
of cameras for training is reported for each experiment due
to the limitation of H100 GPU memory. All experiments
were trained for 24 epochs with a learning rate of 2× 10−4.

Method Backbone Max # of
Cameras

mAP

BEVFormer [18] ResNet-50 16 83.14
BEVFormer [18] ResNet-101 15 88.64
BEVFormer v2 [37] ResNet-50 15 82.78
BEVFormer v2 [37] ResNet-101 15 85.03
BEVFormer v2 [37] V2-99 14 79.95

Table 7. 3D object detection results with different detectors on a
customized AICity’24 validation set.

Compared with BEVFormer, BEVFormer v2 receives
relatively lower mAP by adding the perspective supervision.
Therefore, the perspective supervision may not be helpful
for our MTMC application for model convergence. As for
the V2-99 backbone, we need to decrease the number of
camera views during the training to fit our GPU memory
of around 80 GB. This will downgrade the detection per-
formance significantly. In the future, we will improve the
memory efficiency to make it possible to utilize larger im-
age backbones.

A.2. Scene Re-Centering for BEVFormer

The definition of the BEV coordinate system is important
for BEVFormer training. In the original autonomous driv-
ing settings, the origin is located on the ego-vehicle, which
is the center of the area to be perceived. In our MTMC set-
tings, we define the origins of the multi-camera scenes as
the centers of the floor plans and transform the annotations
and calibration matrices to the newly defined BEV coordi-
nates. We call this step “re-centering”.

In Tab. 8, we evaluate the model performance on the
WildTrack dataset before and after this re-centering step.
Before the re-centering, the origin was defined at the cor-
ner of a scene. We notice that re-centering can dramatically
improve the detection performance by +22.33 mAP, espe-
cially for those objects farther from the origin.

Method mAP

Baseline 66.03
+ re-centering 88.36
+ pre-training 92.03

Table 8. A comparison of detection results on the WildTrack
dataset with re-centering and pre-training.

A.3. Pre-Training on AICity’24 Dataset

Since WildTrack is a small dataset with only 400 frames in
total, we considered training BEVFormer with a pre-trained
model on the AICity’24 dataset, which is a much larger
dataset with various scenes. As shown in Tab. 8, this pre-
training leads to +3.67 detection performance improvement
on the WildTrack test set. This also illustrates the important
role of large and well-annotated synthetic datasets in boost-
ing the performance on limited real data.

B. Detection Association Algorithm

B.1. Algorithm Details

Algorithm 1: 2D-3D detection association
Input : 2D detection set Dv from camera v; 3D

detection set E from BEVFormer with all
camera views; projection matrix Pv of
camera v.

Output: Mapping of indices from E to Dv .
1 E ← filter E by confidence score;
2 E ← CircleNMS(E , δ);

// optional, δ: NMS threshold

3 Ev ← Pv(E); // projected 3D boxes

4 for camera v to V do
5 Initialize the cost matrix cv = [cvij ] as zeros;
6 for b3D

i from Ev do
7 for b2D

j from Dv do
8 cvij ← compute cost by Eq. (4);
9 end

10 end
11 Matches mv ← Hungarian(cv,∆);

// ∆: cost threshold

12 end

The detailed 2D-3D detection association algorithm is
shown in Algorithm 1. We set the threshold for CircleNMS
to δ = 0.2m and set the cost threshold to ∆ = 150.
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Figure 7. Visualization of 2D-3D detection association results.

B.2. Visualization
We visualized some 2D-3D detection association results on
sample frames of the AICity’24 and WildTrack datasets
in Fig. 7. The associated bounding boxes are in the same
color, where the smaller ones are 2D detections and the
larger ones are projected 3D detections from BEVFormer.
Those 2D detections in white are not associated with any
3D detections.

B.3. Improvements with Detection Association
We compared the tracking performance of MCBLT with
and without the proposed 2D-3D detection association algo-
rithm in Tab. 9. The baseline result is based on the ReID fea-
tures extracted from the large projected 3D bounding boxes
shown in Fig. 3. With the noisy background or other ob-
jects included in the image crops, ReID feature quality will
be significantly affected.

Method IDF1 MOTA MOTP MT ML

Baseline 63.2 73.4 93.7 24.0 4.0
+ det association 93.4 87.5 94.3 90.2 2.4

Table 9. A comparison of results on the WildTrack test set with
our 2D-3D detection association algorithm.

C. ReID Feature Quality Analysis
We conducted ReID feature quality analysis on both the
AICity’24 and WildTrack datasets. For the AICity’24

dataset, we sampled 500 characters with their 2D bounding
boxes and object IDs from the ground truth across all scenes
and cameras from the test set. The total object image crop
count is 40,000. We filtered out 2D bounding boxes that are
smaller than 5,000 pixels, as well as those whose aspect ra-
tio (i.e., width / height) is less than 0.15. Similarly, for the
Wildtrack dataset, we sampled 330 characters from the se-
quence and applied the same filters bringing the total object
crop count to 41,284.

Dataset Rank-1 Rank-5 Rank-10 mAP

AICity’24 95.02 97.44 98.08 73.85
WildTrack 77.18 84.49 87.97 63.11

Table 10. Evaluation on our ReID feature quality.

We evaluated the ReID feature quality by the mean av-
erage precision (mAP), rank-1, rank-5, and rank-10 accura-
cies. The evaluation results are shown in Tab. 10. We found
that the feature quality on the WildTrack dataset is worse
than that on the AICity’24 dataset. This is because i) Wild-
Track is a real-world dataset with more noises and diverse
illuminations from different camera views; ii) 2D bounding
box annotations are not as accurate as the synthetic AIC-
ity’24 dataset. Nevertheless, our MCBLT achieved impres-
sive results on WildTrack based on these ReID features.
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D. Model Time Complexity Analysis
Although MTMC detection and tracking tasks do not usu-
ally require real-time performance and are tolerant to time
delays, we record the running time of the proposed MCBLT
pipeline in Tab. 11 to provide a rough impression of the
complexity of the model. The model inference is conducted
on one single NVIDIA A100 GPU, with 10 cameras in the
scene. Our method achieves around 1.5 FPS end-to-end
before any further model optimization. The 2D detection,
ReID, and tracking models are very efficient and can oper-
ate in parallel with BEVFormer so that their running time is
negligible.

Detection Tracking
BEVFORMER 1.6 FPS SUSHI

452.7 FPSDINO 65.0 FPS SOLIDER 58.9 FPS

Table 11. MCBLT model efficiency analysis.

E. Overall Visualization
We also visualized MTMC detection and tracking results of
MCBLT on the AICity’24 and WildTrack datasets. Please
find the demos in the attachment.
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