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Simultaneously Recovering Multi-Person Meshes
and Multi-View Cameras with Human Semantics

Buzhen Huang, Jingyi Ju, Yuan Shu, and Yangang Wang, Member, IEEE

Abstract—Dynamic multi-person mesh recovery has broad
applications in sports broadcasting, virtual reality, and video
games. However, current multi-view frameworks rely on a time-
consuming camera calibration procedure. In this work, we focus
on multi-person motion capture with uncalibrated cameras,
which mainly faces two challenges: one is that inter-person
interactions and occlusions introduce inherent ambiguities for
both camera calibration and motion capture; the other is that a
lack of dense correspondences can be used to constrain sparse
camera geometries in a dynamic multi-person scene. Our key
idea is to incorporate motion prior knowledge to simultaneously
estimate camera parameters and human meshes from noisy
human semantics. We first utilize human information from 2D
images to initialize intrinsic and extrinsic parameters. Thus,
the approach does not rely on any other calibration tools
or background features. Then, a pose-geometry consistency is
introduced to associate the detected humans from different
views. Finally, a latent motion prior is proposed to refine the
camera parameters and human motions. Experimental results
show that accurate camera parameters and human motions can
be obtained through a one-step reconstruction. The code are
publicly available at https://github.com/boycehbz/DMMR.

Index Terms—Multi-person mesh recovery, camera calibration,
motion prior and cross-view correspondence.

I. INTRODUCTION

RECOVERING multiple human motions from videos is
essential for many applications, such as social behavior

understanding, sports broadcasting, virtual reality applications,
etc. Numerous previous works have focused on capturing
multi-person motions from multi-view input, employing ge-
ometry constraints [1]–[6] or optimization-based model fit-
ting [7]–[10]. While these works have made remarkable
advances in multi-person motion capture, they all rely on
accurately calibrated cameras [11] to build view-view and
model-view consistency. Few works focus on multi-person
motion capture from uncalibrated cameras. Mustafa et al. [12]
constructed a two-stage framework that first calibrates the
camera using the static geometry and then generates 3D human
models from dynamic object reconstruction with segmenta-
tions. Regression-based pose estimation is also used to find
pose pairs for calibration [13]. However, these methods require
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a large space distance among the target people and can not
capture interactive human bodies.

In this paper, we address the problem of simultaneously
recovering multiple human body meshes and camera parame-
ters from multi-view videos. There are two primary challenges.
The first one is that inter-person interactions and occlusions
introduce inherent ambiguities for camera calibration and
motion reconstruction. Ambiguous low-level visual features
lead to severe low and high frequency noises in detected
human semantics (e.g., 2D pose [14], appearance [8]), which
causes difficulties in establishing view-view and model-view
consistency. The other is that the lack of sufficient local image
features (e.g., SIFT [15]) can be used to constrain sparse
camera geometries in a dynamic multi-person scene.

To tackle the obstacles, our key-idea is to utilize human
motion prior knowledge to assist the simultaneous recovery
of camera parameters and dynamic human meshes from
noisy human semantics. Specifically, we first detect 2D
and 3D poses from the input videos using state-of-the-art
pose detectors [16], [17]. The initial intrinsic and extrinsic
camera parameters are then estimated from the 2D poses
with human cues of upright standing human and cross-view
pose similarity. However, due to severe mutual occlusions, the
detected poses contain a lot of high-frequency joint jitters, and
the identities of each pose cannot be associated via person
re-identification [18], [19] or temporal tracking [20], [21].
We therefore propose a pose-geometry consistency based on
pose similarity and geometric constraint to further exploit
human information to reduce the noises. Compared to previous
work [22], the consistency is more robust to less accurate
camera parameters and human scale variations. With the
consistency, a convex optimization is constructed to associate
the human poses from different views and temporal frames.

Once the association is complete, we simultaneously opti-
mize cameras and multi-person motions based on the predicted
2D poses. As the joint optimization is a highly non-convex
problem, we introduce a compact latent motion prior to reduce
the number of optimization variables. We adopt a variational
autoencoder [23] (VAE) architecture for our motion prior.
Unlike existing VAE-based motion models [24]–[26], we use
the bidirectional Gate Recurrent Unit (GRU) [27] as the
backbone and design a latent space that considers both local
kinematics and global dynamics. As a result, our latent prior
can be trained on a limited number of short motion clips [28]
and used to optimize long sequences. Although the motion
prior can generate diverse and temporally coherent motions, it
is not robust to noise in motion optimization. We found that
linearly interpolating the latent code of VPoser [29] produces
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Fig. 1. Overview of our method. Since directly optimizing cameras and human motions from noisy detections (a) always leads to suboptimal solutions, we first
initialize the cameras with human cues. Next, we introduce a pose-geometry consistent association (b) to establish cross-view and temporal correspondences
for the detected human semantics. We further train a latent motion prior for the optimization to obtain accurate camera parameters and coherent human
motions from the associated inputs (d).

consecutive poses. Inspired by this observation, we propose a
local linear constraint on motion latent code during model
training and optimization. This constraint ensures that the
motion prior produces coherent motions from noisy inputs. In
addition, to maintain local kinematics, we incorporate a skip-
connection between explicit human motion and latent motion
code in the model. By using the noisy 2D human semantics
as constraints, we can simultaneously recover human motions
and camera parameters by optimizing both the latent code and
cameras.

A preliminary version of this paper appeared in [22],
which introduces a method to recover multi-person motions
with extrinsic camera parameters using human semantics. The
present work makes the following additional contributions.
1) We incorporate a camera intrinsics estimation based on
standing human height to construct a complete calibration
framework, and thus the method can simultaneously recover
human meshes and both intrinsic and extrinsic parameters
from multi-view human videos. 2) To obtain more stable initial
extrinsics, we exploit 3D pose similarity among different views
to decompose the extrinsic camera parameters. 3) Since the
error of the physics-geometry consistency in the previous ver-
sion [22] is proportional to the depth, a person in the distance
may be erroneously removed by the denoising procedure. We
further improve the consistency with the pose similarity term,
which is robust to the human distance and scene size. With
the pose consistency, we also avoid the pose tracking required
in the previous work [22]. 4) We also propose a progressive
and multi-stage optimization strategy with a pose initialization
to improve robustness to the local minima. 5) Additional
experiments are conducted to prove the effectiveness of each
component. We further compare with the latest multi-person
mesh recovery approaches to demonstrate the accuracy of our
method.

The main contributions of this work are summarized as
follows.

• We propose a framework that simultaneously recovers
multi-person motions and accurate camera parameters
from detected human semantics without the need for any
calibration tools.

• We propose a calibration-free pose-geometry consistency

to establish cross-view and temporal relationships among
human semantics.

• We propose a compact motion prior trained on short
motion clips that can be used for both generating and
capturing long motion sequences.

II. RELATED WORK

Multi-view Human pose and shape estimation. Reconstruct-
ing human pose and shape from multi-view inputs has been a
long-standing problem. Historically, human segmentation [30],
[31], depth [10], [11], appearance [8] and location [9] have
been utilized to establish spatio-temporal correspondences for
model-based fitting. In contrast, a few works [2]–[5], [14],
[32] first establish view-view correspondences via geometric
constraints and then reconstruct through triangulation or op-
timization. MvPose [1] considers both geometric and appear-
ance constraints simultaneously. However, all these methods
rely on accurate camera parameters. Besides, 2D poses and
appearance can be easily affected by partial occlusions, which
is very common in multi-person interaction sceneries. To
recover multiple human meshes from uncalibrated cameras,
some works [12], [33] first calibrate the camera using the static
geometry from the background and then generates 3D human
models with multiple constraints. Ershadi et al. [13] realized
reconstruction via the similarity of the detected 3D poses from
different views. However, these methods require a significant
amount of space between the target individuals and cannot
capture interactive human bodies.
Extrinsic camera calibration. Conventional camera calibra-
tion methods rely on specific tools (e.g., checkerboard [34] and
one-dimensional objects [35]), leading to two separate stages
for calibration and reconstruction. To address this obstacle,
a few works [36]–[39] estimate camera parameters from the
semantics of the scene (e.g., lines on the basketball court).
Other methods obtain the extrinsic camera parameters from
the tracked human trajectories [40], [41], silhouettes [42], 2D
poses [43], and human meshes [44] in more general multi-
person scenes. Nevertheless, getting accurate human semantics
from in-the-wild images itself is a challenging problem. State-
of-the-art 2D/3D pose estimation frameworks [16], [17], [45]
can hardly get accurate 2D/3D keypoints in multi-person
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scenes, and thus strongly affect the calibration accuracy. To
reduce the ambiguities generated by human interactions and
occlusions, we propose a pose-geometry consistent association
and a robust latent motion prior to remove the noises, realizing
multi-person reconstruction and extrinsic camera calibration in
an end-to-end way.
Intrinsic camera calibration. Current intrinsic camera cali-
bration requires a known object (e.g., checkerboard [34] and
deltoid grids [46]) to determine the focal length, which is
impracticable to utilize these special tools on the internet im-
ages. Therefore, there are some works estimating the intrinsic
parameters with the vanishing points [47]. Huang et al. [40]
tracked walking individuals and utilized their trajectories to
determine vanishing points or interactions for calibration.
However, this method has limitations concerning the types of
motion it can handle. In addition, those approaches need to
detect parallel lines and solve their intersection points, which
would inevitably lead to errors. In contrast to existing works,
our method uses the keypoints of upright standing people to
initialize intrinsic parameters and refines the results with dense
correspondences, avoiding the need for specific long human
motions and other restrictions.
Motion prior. Traditional marker-less motion capture re-
lies on massive views to provide sufficient visual cues [5].
Thus, applying strong and compact motion prior [7] to pro-
vide additional knowledge in motion capture has attracted
wide attention. Historically, Gaussian Process Latent Variable
Model [48] succeeded in modeling human motions since it
takes uncertainties into account, but is difficult to make a
smooth transition among mixture models. Huang et al. [49]
used a low-dimensional Discrete Cosine Transform basis [50]
as the temporal prior to capture human motions. With the
development of deep learning, VIBE [51] trains a discrimina-
tor to determine the quality of motion, but one-dimensional
variables can hardly describe dynamics. Lohit et al. [24]
and Luo et al. [25] trained VAEs based on temporal con-
volutional networks and represent motion with latent code.
However, these methods use latent code in a fixed dimension,
which is not suitable for dealing with sequences of varying
lengths. MotionVAE [26] constructs a conditional variational
autoencoder to represent motions of the two adjacent frames.
Although this structure solves the problem of sequence length
variation, it can only model sequence information of the past,
which is not suitable for optimizing the whole sequence. In
this paper, we propose a motion prior that contains local
kinematics and global dynamics of the motion. The structure
of the model makes it suitable for large-scale variable-length
sequence optimization.

III. METHOD

Our goal is to simultaneously recover multiple human
motions and camera parameters from multi-view videos. As
shown in Fig.2, we first estimate the initial camera intrinsics
and extrinsics from detected 2D and 3D poses (Sec.III-B).
With the initial camera parameters, we then propose a pose-
geometry consistency based on pose similarity to identify
each person from the detected human semantics (Sec.III-C).

Fig. 2. We show the pipeline of our method and the relationships between
different modules. With the aid of a motion prior, our method can simulta-
neously recover precise camera parameters and human meshes from detected
human semantics.

We further introduce a latent motion prior (Sec.III-D), which
contains human dynamics and kinematics, to assist in the
estimation from noisy inputs. Finally, with the trained motion
prior, we design an optimization framework with a progressive
strategy to simultaneously recover accurate camera parameters
and human motions (Sec.III-E).

A. Preliminaries

Human motion representation. We adopt SMPL [52] to
represent human motions, which consists of shape β ∈ R10,
pose θ ∈ R72 and translation T ∈ R3 parameters. To learn
a generalized motion prior, we use a 6D representation [53]
for the body pose and do not consider the global rotation
R ∈ RT×3. Finally, a motion that contains T frames is
represented as X ∈ RT×138.
Camera representation. We adopt the pinhole camera model
and follow previous works [54]–[56] by assuming that the
principal point of the camera coincides with the image center.
Thus, the intrinsic camera parameter can be denoted as:

K = [fx, fy,
w

2
,
h

2
] (1)

where the w and h are the width and height of the RGB image.
The fx and fy are focal lengths. We represent the extrinsic
camera parameter to be E ∈ R6, which contains 3-dimensional
rotation and translation, respectively.
2D and 3D pose detection. We first use an off-the-shelf 2D
pose estimation [16] to get 2D poses for each person, which
will be used to construct the data term of the optimization. In
addition, we also estimate the initial 3D pose using [17] for
each detected 2D pose. Although the initial 3D pose may be
inaccurate, it is sufficient to initialize the camera parameters
and construct view-view consistency.

B. Camera Initialization

To avoid the use of special calibration tools (e.g., checker-
board [34]), our method only relies on detected human seman-
tics to obtain initial cameras.
Initial intrinsics estimation. Upright standing humans can
provide multiple parallel lines extending from their head
keypoints XH ∈ R3 to the midpoint between their ankle
keypoints XB ∈ R3. These lines are also perpendicular to
the ground plane. To identify upright standing humans among
all detections, we leverage the predicted initial 3D poses by
evaluating the SMPL parameters of the joints in the spine
and legs (e.g., rotations less than a certain threshold). In
addition, the corresponding 2D keypoints xH and xB can
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be obtained through the 2D pose detection, which can be
utilized to calculate vanishing points [47] for intrinsic param-
eter estimation. The vanishing points will be the intersection
points of all the lines extending from xH to xB in the 2D
image plane. However, due to the inherent inaccuracy of the
initial 2D and 3D poses, the results may not be reliable.
To address this issue, we employ a RANSAC algorithm for
further filtering. In this process, we first select two parallel
lines to calculate a vanishing point in the 2D image plane. To
determine the correctness of a line from another individual,
we compute the center point between the head and middle
ankle keypoints in the 2D image. Subsequently, we establish a
new line connecting the vanishing point and the center point.
If the angle γ between the new and original lines exceeds
a predefined threshold, we remove the individual from the
list of upright standing human candidates. This procedure is
iteratively executed for all samples, following the principles
of the RANSAC algorithm.

With the estimated vanishing points, we follow [56] to
use these keypoints to estimate initial intrinsics. In contrast
to [56], which assumes a constant human height, we can
obtain the height h from the detected 3D pose, making it
applicable to more generalized scenarios. Without loss of
generality, we first shift the 2D keypoints with the camera
principal point and denote the 2D kyepoints in homogeneous
representation with x̂H and x̂B , and the intrinsic matrix takes
the form K̂ = diag (fx, fy, 1). Thus, we have the projection
equations: λH,ix̂H,i = K̂XH,i and λB,ix̂B,i = K̂XB,i, where
λ represents the unknown depth of the keypoint. Another
constraint can be derived from the human height:

λH,ix̂H,i − λB,ix̂B,i = hi · K̂N , (2)

where N is the ground normal, and h is the human height from
the detected 3D pose. The unknown depth λ can be eliminated
by multiplying x̂H,i × x̂B,i:

(x̂H,i × x̂B,i) K̂N = 0. (3)

With more than two people, we can solve the function by the
least square method, and K̂N is the vertical vanishing point,
which can be denoted as v ≜ K̂N . Since the ankle centers
xB of different standing humans can be spanned to the ground
plane, which is orthogonal to the ground plane normal. We
then use this constraint to decompose the intrinsic parameters.

vT (λB,ix̂B,i − λB,j x̂B,j) K̂
−TK̂−1 = 0, (4)

where K̂−⊤K̂−1 ≜ diag
(
1/f2

x , 1/f
2
y , 1

)
can be obtained

with more than three people. It should be noted that when
the captured people are less than 3, we can still use the
same person from different frames to calibrate the camera.
The method with only the detected keypoints can significantly
simplify the current intrinsic camera calibration system, and
we then use the parameters as the initial values for the
subsequent procedures.
Initial extrinsics estimation. Since the triangulation in the
previous work [22] requires human identities and is not
robust to estimate acceptable initial values. In this work, we
improve the extrinsics estimation with the pose similarity.

GRU GRU

Encoder ఏ೔ ௜ Decoder
Fig. 3. The motion prior is a symmetrical encoder-decoder network, which
compactly models human dynamics and kinematics. The prior can be trained
on short clips and used to fit long sequences.

We first rigidly align the 3D poses from different views
to build the correspondences with aligned joint errors. The
rotation transformations among the paired poses from different
views can be regarded as the inverse transformations of the
cameras. By assigning the extrinsic parameters of the first
camera to be an identity matrix, we can obtain the rotation
for the other cameras with the transformations. Then, the
translation of each camera can be regressed by the 2D pose
and the corresponding 3D pose with the initial intrinsics [57].
Although the parameters may not be accurate, it is adequate
for the initial values for the association (Sec.III-C) and joint
optimization (Sec.III-E).

C. Pose-geometry Consistent Association

We then propose a pose-geometry consistent association
to build model-view and view-view correspondences for the
detected 2D semantics. The previous work [22] requires the
users to manually identify each human in different views and
then uses a pose tracking [18], [58] with a denoising frame-
work to associate the humans in different frames. The method
loses a lot of valid poses that just have the wrong identity.
In addition, the error of the physics-geometry consistency in
the denoising framework is proportional to the distance from
the person to the camera, which is ineffective in a large-scale
scene. Therefore, we replace the physics term [22] with a
pose similarity term and propose a pose-geometry consistent
association to avoid the limitations.

Given 2D poses with corresponding 3D poses, we use the
similarity of 3D poses to associate the 2D poses. For a detected
3D pose Xi from the view i, we first transform the pose to
the world camera system with the initial extrinsic parameters
Ei. Thus, the temporal pose similarity can be defined as:

Li
t = ||Xt−1 − X̂i||, (5)

where Xt−1 is the 3D pose in the previous frame and X̂i is
the transformed Xi. Li

t measures the similarity between Xt−1

and X̂i, which is employed to associate the most similar pose
among all detections in adjacent frames. In addition, the spatial
pose similarity between view i and view j is:

Li,j
s = ||X̂i − X̂j ||. (6)

We average the paired 3D poses to obtain Xt to calculate the
temporal pose similarity in the next frame (Eqn.(5)).

However, with only the above constraints, the people that
have similar poses may be erroneously associated. Thus, we
further utilize a set of optical rays, which come from the
optical center of the camera and pass through corresponding
2D joint coordinates, to construct an additional geometric term
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to constrain the spatial position. For view i, the ray in the
plücker coordinates is represented as (ni, li). We enforce the
rays from view i and view j to be coplanar precisely:

Li,j
g = nT

i lj + nT
j li. (7)

We combine these constraints as the pose-geometry consis-
tency to associate the detected poses from different views. The
pose cost and geometric cost of different views are represented
in matrices P and G.{

Pi,j = Li
t + Lj

t + Li,j
s

Gi,j = Li,j
g

, (8)

where Pi,j and Gi,j are pose cost and geometric cost of
view i and view j. We use a positive semidefinite matrix
M ∈ {0, 1}v×v [59] to represent the correctness of corre-
spondences among different views. Our goal is to solve M,
which minimizes the pose-geometry consistency cost:

argmin
M

f(M) = −cg⟨G,M⟩− cp⟨P,M⟩, (9)

where cg , cp are 0.7 and 0.3 in our experiment. ⟨⟩ denotes
the hadamard product. A semi-positive definite matrix M
can ensure the correspondences between different views to
be correct, thus reducing the influence of the noises. During
the iteration, the M is a real matrix whose element values
are in the range of 0 - 1. The alternating direction method of
multipliers [60] is adopted to solve this problem. We choose
the result with the highest number of corresponding views
in M as the final output, which we subsequently utilize for
joint optimization. Any results lacking corresponding views
are considered incorrect detections. In conclusion, we employ
the estimated M to extract accurate detections.

In the first frame, we do not apply the Eqn.(5) in the Eqn.(8)
and then average the paired 3D poses to obtain X0. Thus,
the view-view correspondences for each human can be auto-
matically built, which avoids the manually identifying in the
previous work [22]. After the association, the filtered 2D poses
will be used in Eqn.(17) to find optimal motions.

D. Latent Motion Prior

With the initial cameras and associated 2D poses, we can
optimize cameras and SMPL models by a non-linear fitting.
However, simultaneous optimization of multi-person motions
and camera parameters from noisy 2D poses is a highly non-
convex problem and is likely to get stuck in the local minima.
To address this challenge, we design a compact VAE-based
latent motion prior to obtain accurate and temporal coherent
motions. The prior has three strengths. 1) It contains compact
dynamics and kinematics to reduce computational complexity.
2) It can be trained on short motion clips and applied to long
sequence fitting. 3) The latent local linear constraint ensures
robustness to noisy input. The details are described as follows.
Model architecture. Our network is based on VAE [23],
which shows great power in modeling motions [25], [26].
As shown in Fig.3, the encoder consists of a bidirectional
GRU, a mean and variance encoding network with a skip-
connection. The decoder has a symmetric network structure.

Different from previous work [26], the bidirectional GRU
ensures that the prior is able to see all the information from
the entire sequence and that the latent code can represent
global dynamics. However, the latent prior encoded only by
features extracted from GRU is difficult to reconstruct accurate
local fine-grained poses when used for large-scale sequence
optimization. Thus, we construct a skip-connection for the
encoder and decoder, respectively, allowing the latent prior to
accurately capture the refined kinematic poses and the global
correlation between them. Besides, we design the latent code
z ∈ RT×32 whose frame length T corresponds to the input
sequence. Thus, our prior can be trained on a limited amount
of short motion clips [28] and be applied to long sequence
fitting.
Training. In the training phase, a motion X is fed into the
encoder to generate mean µ (X ) and variance σ (X ). The
sampled latent code z ∼ qϕ (z | µ (X ) , σ (X )) is then decoded
to get the reconstructed motion X̂ . The reparameterization
trick [23] is adopted to achieve gradient backpropagation. We
train the network through maximizing the Evidence Lower
Bound (ELBO):

log pθ (X ) ≥ Eqϕ [log pθ (X | z)]
−DKL (qϕ (z | X ) ∥pθ (z)) .

(10)

The specific loss function is:

Lvae = L6d + Lv + Lkl + Llinear, (11)

where L6d and Lv are:

L6d =

T∑
t=1

∥∥∥Xt − X̂t

∥∥∥2 , (12)

Lv =

T∑
t=1

∥∥∥Vt − V̂t

∥∥∥2 , (13)

where Vt is the deformed SMPL vertices of frame t. Lv

guarantees that the prior learns high fidelity local details.

Lkl = KL(q(z | X )∥D(0, I)), (14)

Although applying the above constraints can produce di-
verse and temporal coherent motions, it is not robust to
noisy 2D poses. The jitter and drift of 2D poses and identity
error will result in an unsmooth motion. Inspired by the
interpolation of VPoser [29], we add a local linear constraint
to enforce a smooth transition on latent code:

Llinear =

T−1∑
t=1

∥zt+1 − 2zt + zt−1∥. (15)

When the motion prior is applied in long sequence fitting,
the parameters of the decoder are fixed. The latent code is
decoded to get the motion X̂ ∈ RT×138.

E. Joint Optimization of Motions and Cameras

Optimization variables. Unlike traditional structure-from-
motion (SFM), which lacks structural constraints among 3D
points and is vulnerable to noisy input. We directly opti-
mize the motion prior, so that the entire motions are under
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(a) RGB (b) MvPose (c) VPoser-t (d) DMMR (e) Ours

Fig. 4. Qualitative comparison with multi-view methods on Campus (Row 1) and Panoptic (Row 2) datasets. Campus captures humans in a large scene (we
zoom in for better visualization). DMMR cannot reconstruct humans in the distance, and MvPose [1] also fails on these cases due to the mismatched 2D
pose and the lack of prior knowledge.

inherent kinematic and dynamic constraints. The optimiza-
tion variables of V views videos that contain N people are
{(β, z,R, T )1:N , (E ,K)1:V }.
Objective. We formulate the objective function as follows:

argmin
(β,z,R,T )1:N ,(E,K)1:V

L = Ldata + Lprior + Lpen, (16)

where the data term is:

Ldata =

V∑
v=1

N∑
n=1

σn
v ρ (ΠEv,Kv (J

n)− pn
v ) (17)

where ρ is the robust Geman-McClure function [61]. p, σ
are the filtered 2D poses and its corresponding confidence. J
is the skeleton joint position generated by model parameters.

Besides, the regularization term is:

Lprior =

N∑
n=1

∥zn∥2 +
N∑

n=1

∥βn∥2 +
N∑

n=1

Llinear. (18)

Llinear is the same as Eqn.(15). We further apply a collision
term based on differentiable Signed Distance Field (SDF) [62]
to prevent artifacts generated from multi-person interactions.

Lpen =

N∑
j=1

N∑
i=1,i̸=j

∑
vt∈Vj

−min(SDFi(vt), 0), (19)

where SDF(vt) is the distance from sampled vertex vt to the
human mesh surface.
Optimization. The multivariate optimization is a challenging
problem even with the proposed compact motion prior. To
make the optimization to be tractable, we further propose
several optimization strategies. 1) We use the initial 3D poses
to initialize the SMPL parameters before the optimization.
2) We partition the entire sequence into multiple batches,
with each batch comprising F frames. We optimize F frames
for the first time and progressively add more batches in the
optimization objective until all frames are optimized. 3) We
employ a strategy inspired by SMPLify [63], dividing the
optimization into 3 substages. The camera parameters, global
human positions, and body poses are optimized in the different
substages. The above strategies make the optimization to be
more robust and accurate.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we conduct several evaluations to demon-
strate the effectiveness of our method. The comparisons in
Sec.IV-C demonstrate that our method is capable of recovering
multiple human bodies from videos and achieves a state-
of-the-art performance. Then, we prove that the accurate
camera parameters can be obtained from joint optimization in
Sec.IV-D. Finally, several ablations in Sec.IV-E are conducted
to evaluate key components.

A. Datasets

Campus and Shelf [4] The Campus and Shelf datasets con-
tain more than 3 characters with partial occlusions and across-
view ambiguities. We follow the same evaluation protocol as
in previous works [64] and compute the PCP (percentage of
correctly estimated parts) scores to measure the accuracy of
3D pose estimation.

Panoptic [65] This dataset is captured in a studio with 480
VGA cameras and 31 HD cameras, which contains multiple
people engaging in social activities. We conduct qualitative
and quantitative experiments on 160906 pizza1 sequence with
HD cameras.

MHHI [66] is a multi-person dataset that contains complex
and extreme poses as well as fast motion. The Fight sequence
is publicly available and captured in a marker-based manner.
For a fair comparison, quantitative experiments are conducted
on this sequence.

OcMotion [67] is a 3D dataset that contains object-occluded
humans. We evaluate our method on this dataset to reveal the
superiority of our approach on occluded monocular scenarios.
We use the sequence 0013, 0015, 0017, 0019 for quantitative
evaluation.

Human3.6M [68] is a large-scale, single human dataset
captured in a controlled scene, which consists of 11 subjects
with 4 views. It provides accurate 3D joint positions and
camera parameters. We follow [49], [69] to use S9 and S11
for evaluation.

3DHP [70] is captured using a multi-view system. The
standard testset contains 1 view under indoor and outdoor
scenes. We use the testset to evaluate our method in the single-
view setting.
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AMASS [28] is a large collection of 15 motion capture
datasets with a unified SMPL representation. The dataset is
used for motion prior training.

vPTZ [71] is a dataset captured with three (outdoor) to four
(indoor) static Axis P1347 cameras, as well as one spherical
Point Grey Ladybug3 camera. It captures surveillance scenar-
ios. We use it to evaluate the estimated cameras.

3DMPB [57] contains multi-view images with close-range
viewpoints. We adopt this dataset to evaluate our method in
more complex camera settings.

MvMHAT [72] is a benchmark for the multi-view multi-
human association and tracking task. We use its testing set
with static cameras to evaluate pose-geometry consistent as-
sociation.

B. Implementation Details

Due to the limited human motion data, we use data augmen-
tation to enhance the generalization performance of the model
when training the motion prior. The strategy mainly includes 1)
Upsampling and downsampling. We upsample or downsample
the origin sequences to generate motions in different frame
rates. 2) Reverse sampling. We sample the sequence from the
end frame to the start frame to generate a new sequence. 3) Flip
sampling. Since the human body is symmetrical, we generate
new motions by following the kinematic tree of the human
model to mirror the motion across the left and right. We train
the prior using short motion clips with 16 frames.

Although the motion prior is compact, jointly optimizing
large-scale multi-person motion sequences and camera pa-
rameters is still a highly non-convex problem. To reduce
the solution space, we use the initial camera parameters to
initialize the global positions and rotations of human models
in each frame. The coarse 3D skeleton joint positions are first
triangulated. Then we rigidly align the models to the esti-
mated 3D joints. The rotations and translations of the aligned
models are used as initial values for the joint optimization.
Our optimization is implemented in PyTorch [73] using L-
BFGS [74] optimizer. Due to the pose initialization, the joint
optimization is accelerated compared to DMMR [22]. On a
desktop with an Intel(R) Core(TM) i9-9900K CPU and a
GPU of NVIDIA GeForce RTX 2080Ti, 30s 5-view RGB
videos with 4 people take about 5.5 min to fit, in which the
pose-geometry consistent association takes about 40s and joint
optimization spends 4.8min.

C. Human Motion Capture from RGB Videos

We first conducted qualitative and quantitative comparisons
on Campus and Shelf datasets to demonstrate the accuracy
of captured human motions. Several baseline methods that
regress 3D poses are compared. Belagiannis et al.introduced
the concept of 3D pictorial structure for multi-person 3D
pose estimation, applied to both multi-view images [4] and
videos [14]. Other recent works [1], [3], [32], [75], [76]
are based on calibrated cameras. They directly estimate joint
positions and thus have a smaller deviation in joint definition
than mesh-based methods, which inherently can achieve more
accurate results. The quantitative results in Tab.I demonstrate

TABLE I
COMPARISON WITH BASELINE METHODS THAT ESTIMATE

MULTI-PERSON 3D POSES. THE NUMBERS REPRESENT THE PERCENTAGE
OF CORRECTLY ESTIMATED PARTS (PCP). ”VPOSER-T” IS A

COMBINATION OF VPOSER [29].

Method Campus Shelf
A1 A2 A3 A1 A2 A3

Belagiannis et al. [4] 82.0 72.4 73.7 66.1 65.0 83.2
Belagiannis et al. [14] 93.5 75.7 85.4 75.3 69.7 87.6
Bridgeman et al. [32] 91.8 92.7 93.2 99.7 92.8 97.7
Dong et al. [1] 97.6 93.3 98.0 98.9 94.1 97.8
Chen et al. [75] 97.1 94.1 98.6 99.6 93.2 97.5
Zhang et al. [3] – – – 99.0 96.2 97.6
Chu et al. [76] 98.4 93.8 98.3 99.1 95.4 97.6
Zhang et al. [77] – – – 99.5 97.0 97.8
Zhang et al. [78] 98.2 94.1 97.4 99.3 95.1 97.8
Dong et al. [79] – – – 99.1 93.5 98.1
VPoser-t [29] 97.3 93.5 98.4 99.8 94.1 97.5
DMMR [22] 97.6 93.7 98.7 99.8 96.5 97.6
Ours 98.1 93.6 98.7 99.8 96.5 98.1

TABLE II
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON WITH MULTI-PERSON MESH RECOVERY
METHODS ON MHHI DATASET. THE NUMBERS REPRESENT THE MEAN

DISTANCE BETWEEN MARKERS AND THEIR PAIRED 3D VERTICES IN mm.

Method 1 view 2 views 4 views 8 views 12 views
Liu et al. [10] - - - - 51.67
Li et al. [9] 1549.88 242.27 58.42 48.57 43.30
Li et al. [8] - 63.93 37.88 32.73 30.35
VPoser-t [29] 158.33 60.02 38.46 32.11 31.48
DMMR [22] 140.96 58.04 37.86 30.92 29.83
Ours 123.64 53.41 36.83 30.72 29.80

that our method can also outperform them in some cases on
Campus and Shelf datasets in terms of PCP. In Fig.4 (Row 1),
the Campus dataset captures a large scene, and the humans
are in the distance. We found that DMMR does not produce
satisfactory results for individuals positioned far from the
camera since the error of the filtering is proportional to the
depth change. While our method is more robust with the pose-
geometry consistent association. We further compared to the
latest mesh-based methods [22], [77]–[79] in Tab.I. Some of
them also use numerical optimization to achieve multi-person
motion capture [22], [77], [78]. Due to the pose-geometry
association and motion prior, our method can still achieve
state-of-the-art in most cases.

We then evaluated our method on MHHI dataset. Only a
few works [8]–[10] have successfully reconstructed closely
interacting humans from multi-view input. However, all of
these works rely on accurately calibrated camera parameters.
We conducted quantitative comparisons with these methods in
Tab.II. In the single-view case, since the motion prior provides
additional prior knowledge, our method generates far more
accurate results than [9]. In addition, the proposed approach

TABLE III
COMPARISON ON SINGLE-PERSON DATASETS. ”MPJPE” AND
”PA-MPJPE” ARE MEASURED IN mm. ”ACCEL” REPRESENTS

ACCELERATION ERROR IN mm/s2 . OUR METHOD PRODUCES MORE
ACCURATE AND TEMPORALLY COHERENT RESULTS. ”∗” DENOTES

LEARNING-BASED REGRESSION.

Method Human3.6M 3DHP
PA-MPJPE MPJPE Accel PA-MPJPE MPJPE Accel

∗Li et al. [69] 43.8 64.8 – 65.1 97.6 –
∗Liang et al. [80] 45.1 79.9 – – 62.0 –
Huang et al. [49] 47.1 58.2 – – – –
VPoser-t 34.7 53.5 10.2 73.5 103.6 105.4
w/o local linear 32.5 44.2 7.1 64.7 99.1 43.7
Ours 30.3 43.3 4.6 62.4 90.2 32.3
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(a) Shelf (b) Campus (c) MHHI (d) Panoptic (e) OcMotion

Fig. 5. We show more results on different datasets. Our method can estimate accurate cameras and motions in a one-step reconstruction.

(a) RGB (b) VPoser-t (d) VPoser-t(c) Ours (e) Ours

Fig. 6. Comparsion with VPoser-t on single-view cases.

achieves competitive results with fewer views. Besides, we
further compared with DMMR in this dataset. Since we use
the initial poses for initialization, our method significantly
improves the performance and robustness on sparse cameras.

Li et al. [69] and Liang et al. [80] trained neural networks to
regress SMPL parameters from multi-view images. Huang et
al. [49] proposed an optimization-based method for fitting
the human model to multi-view 2D keypoints. We compared
our method with these baselines on single-person datasets.
As shown in Tab.III, we reported the mean per joint posi-
tion error (MPJPE), the MPJPE after rigid alignment of the
prediction with ground truth using Procrustes Analysis (PA-
MPJPE) to evaluate the accuracy of estimated skeleton joints.
Furthermore, we used the acceleration error (Accel), which
is calculated as the difference in acceleration between the
ground-truth and predicted 3D joints, to describe the quality of
the predicted motion. The results in Tab.III demonstrate that
our method achieves state-of-the-art. Besides, with the local
linear constraint, the acceleration error decreases by 2.5 on
Human3.6M dataset, proving that it produces more coherent
motions.

To further demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
method on single-view cases, we show the qualitative results
on 3DHP and Human3.6M in Fig.6. Due to the ambiguity
of symmetrical skeleton joints in the side view, VPoser-t

cannot use temporal information to penalize incoherent results.
With the local kinematics and global dynamics in the motion
prior, our method can produce more accurate results in these
situations.

D. Camera Calibration Evaluation

We then conducted experiments to evaluate our camera
calibration. We first compared the accuracy of the intrinsic
camera calibration for initial values with other methods on
vPTZ dataset [71]. As mentioned in Sec.III-A, the image
origin coincides with the camera’s principal point, and we
do not focus on distortion calibration. So that we follow
previous works [54], [56] to use the normalized deviation of
the estimated focal length from the ground-truth focal length,
i.e., |f̂−f |

f ×100%, to evaluate our intrinsics estimation, where
f̂ and f are estimated and true focal lengths. The quantita-
tive results are shown in Tab.IV, which reveal a significant
improvement compared with previous works. Liu et al. [55]
used noisy foreground masks as input. However, they relied on
prior knowledge of the relative distribution of human heights
to achieve robust camera calibration. Other works [41], [54],
[56], [81] assume that human height remains constant. In
contrast, we estimate the human height through the human
mesh, which is estimated by [17], so we can get a more precise
human height for each person and achieve more accurate
intrinsics prediction.

We also qualitatively and quantitatively evaluate the esti-
mated camera parameters on Panoptic and Shelf dataset. Since
a rigid transformation exists between the predicted camera
parameters and the ground-truth, we follow [37] to apply rigid
alignment to the estimated cameras. We first compared with
PhotoScan 1, a commercial software that reconstructs 3D point
clouds and cameras. As shown in Tab.V, PhotoScan fails to

1https://www.agisoft.com/
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TABLE IV
EVALUATION OF THE ESTIMATED INTRINSIC PARAMETERS ON VPTZ

DATASET. THE NUMBERS ARE FOCAL LENGTH ERRORS IN %.

Method Outdoor
cam131

Outdoor
cam132

Indoor
cam132

Liu et al. [55] 1 29 -
Brouwers et al. [81] - 15 24.92
ESTHER [41] - 10.14 12.07
Fei et al. [56] 4.7 0.35 10.74
Krahnstoever et al. [54] - 9.47 -
Initial ours 0.96 0.26 3.90

(a) PhotoScan (b) Ours

Fig. 7. We conducted a comparison with PhotoScan on Panoptic using 31-
view input. Our method accurately estimates all camera parameters from noisy
human semantics, whereas PhotoScan only obtains a subset of cameras.

work for sparse inputs (Shelf dataset) since it relies on the
dense correspondences between each view. We evaluate the
results with position, angle, and re-projection errors. Under rel-
atively massive views, our method outperforms PhotoScan in
all metrics. Fig.7 shows the results on Panoptic dataset with 31
views. The cameras in red and blue colors are the ground-truth
and the predictions, respectively. PhotoScan only captures part
of the cameras with low accuracy. On the contrary, our method
successfully estimates all the cameras with complete human
meshes. In addition, the SMPL skeleton and motion prior can
provide inherent geometric constraints (i.e., bone length and
symmetry) and motion prior knowledge for the 3D points.
These constraints are crucial for camera calibration using
noisy 2D poses. To further demonstrate the effectiveness of
our simultaneous optimization, we compare it with a separate
estimation method. This method initially refines the initial
camera parameters using noisy 2D poses and then reconstructs
3D body meshes with the refined cameras. We found that
our method is more robust to noisy inputs, and thus can
obtain more accurate cameras on Panoptic and Shelf datasets.
Compared to the previous version, we use pose information
from different views to estimate the initial extrinsics, which
is more robust and accurate than triangulation. With the joint
optimization, the final results gain significant improvement.
Our method achieves better performance both from massive

and sparse inputs with the pose-geometry association and the
motion prior. The re-projection error is the most important
metric in calibration. On Shelf dataset, the ground-truth cam-
eras are not very accurate. We found that our method with
intrinsics estimation even outperforms the ground-truth.

E. Ablation Study

Pose-geometry consistent association. We conducted ablation
on the pose-geometry consistent association to reveal its
significance in associating noisy human semantics. In Tab.VI,
we first remove the filtering based on the physical-geometry
consistency proposed in DMMR. Thus, the input 2D poses
contain many noisy detections. The results on Shelf dataset
show that the noises severely affect the motion capture perfor-
mance for sparse camera inputs. DMMR applies the filtering
and achieves better results. However, it relies on optical lines
and is not robust to depth variations and inaccurate cameras.
Fig.10 shows the filtering cannot get correct results for the
people in the distance. When the initial intrinsic parameters
are inaccurate, the performance of the filtering is strongly
affected due to the incorrect optical lines. On the contrary,
our association is robust since the rigid pose alignment is
independent of the focal length. In addition, the filtering also
discards some detections, which have the correct 2D pose
and the wrong identity. To fully exploit the 2D detections,
we replace the filtering with the association. The poses with
the same identity are selected from the detections, and thus
all valid poses can be used to constrain human motions.
We further evaluate our pose-geometry consistent association
using the standard cross-view pose matching benchmark, the
MvMHAT dataset [72]. Previous cross-view pose association
methods have primarily been employed in multi-view human
tracking (e.g., MvMHAT [72]), relying on human appearance
cues for association. In contrast, our approach leverages 3D
information to enhance the association process. Benefited from
advanced 3D pose estimators, our association method with the
spatial pose similarity cost is more robust to different camera
views. The results, presented in Tab.VIII, demonstrate that our
method significantly outperforms DMMR and also surpasses
MvMHAT in terms of AIDP.
Motion prior. Although our motion prior is train on short
motion clips (i.e., 16 frames), its recurrent structure enables it
to effectively model long motions, such as those comprising
384 frames on the MHHI dataset. Furthermore, in contrast to
explicit SMPL parameters, our motion prior employs a latent
representation, reducing the number of optimization variables
in motion capture by 53%. To demonstrate its superiority, we
conducted a comparison with VPoser-t, which is a combination
of VPoser [29], as shown in Tab.VI. Since Vposer-t lacks
global dynamics, the results show that the standard variance
of our method on MHHI is smaller. Tab.V, Tab.VI, and Fig.8
demonstrate that VPoser-t is more sensitive to noisy detections
due to the lack of temporal constraints. Additionally, the
local linear constraint plays a crucial role in maintaining
smooth transitions between each frame of the latent code.
To investigate its impact, we conducted experiments with
and without the local linear constraint during motion prior
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TABLE V
EVALUATION OF ESTIMATED CAMERA PARAMETERS. THE ”focal” VALUE REPRESENTS THE FOCAL LENGTH ERROR IN PERCENTAGE. ”Pos.” AND
”Ang.” DENOTE THE POSITION ERROR AND ANGLE ERROR BETWEEN THE PREDICTED CAMERAS AND THE GROUND-TRUTH CAMERA PARAMETERS,

MEASURED IN MILLIMETERS (mm) AND DEGREES (deg), RESPECTIVELY. ”Reproj.” IS RE-PROJECTION ERROR IN PIXELS. THE ”INITIAL” VALUES
CORRESPOND TO THE COARSE CAMERA PARAMETERS ESTIMATED IN SEC.III-B. ADDITIONALLY, WE EMPLOY THE NOTATIONS ”+ext.” AND ”+int.” TO
INDICATE SIMULTANEOUS OPTIMIZATION OF EXTRINSIC AND INTRINSIC CAMERA PARAMETERS. WE ALSO COMPARE OUR METHOD WITH A SEPARATE
ESTIMATION APPROACH REFERRED TO AS ”SEPARATE OURS,” WHICH INITIALLY REFINES THE INITIAL CAMERA PARAMETERS USING NOISY 2D POSES

AND SUBSEQUENTLY RECONSTRUCTS 3D BODY MESHES WITH THE REFINED CAMERAS.

Method Panoptic Dataset Shelf Dataset
focal
(%)

Pos.
(mm)

Ang.
(deg)

Reproj.
(pixel)

focal
(%)

Pos.
(mm)

Ang.
(deg)

Reproj.
(pixel)

Ground-truth - - - 22.51 - - - 18.50
PhotoScan 5.04 505.02 35.29 188.18 - - - -
Initial DMMR [22] - 3358.51 44.30 637.21 - 1532.42 26.86 79.34
Initial ours 5.50 2603.47 28.77 266.96 8.15 605.88 9.72 44.94
Separate ours 5.50 945.64 2.81 28.41 7.74 55.14 2.10 18.73
VPoser-t [29] +ext. - 118.88 0.64 22.76 - 34.30 0.59 18.83
DMMR [22] +ext. - 101.25 0.59 22.69 - 23.18 0.52 18.70
Ours +ext. - 116.29 0.67 22.56 - 23.22 0.50 18.63
VPoser-t [29] +int +ext. 5.50 834.31 1.68 23.18 7.14 44.26 2.11 14.35
DMMR [22] +int +ext. 5.50 723.01 1.47 23.10 7.11 32.89 1.78 14.57
Ours +int +ext. 5.47 635.88 1.34 22.89 6.14 26.45 1.32 11.33

(a) w/o association (b) VPoser-t (d) VPoser-t + ext(c) Ours (e) Ours + ext
Fig. 8. Ablation study on pose-geometry consistent association and motion prior. Without the association, the optimization cannot obtain accurate motion
due to the influence of noises. Due to the absence of motion dynamics, VPoser-t is hard to estimate plausible cameras and motions when the cameras are not
provided.

TABLE VI
ABLATION STUDY ON POSE-GEOMETRY CONSISTENT ASSOCIATION AND MOTION PRIOR. ”MEAN” AND ”STD” REPRESENT THE MEAN DISTANCE

AND CORRESPONDING STANDARD DEVIATION BETWEEN THE VERTICES AND MARKERS.

Method MHHI Campus Shelf OcMotion
Mean↓ Std↓ A1↑ A2↑ A3↑ A1↑ A2↑ A3↑ MPJPE↓ PA-MPJPE↓ PVE↓

VPoser-t [29] 31.48 11.54 97.3 93.5 98.4 99.8 94.1 97.5 99.6 60.9 102.8
DMMR w/o filtering [22] 32.31 12.17 96.7 93.0 96.8 92.4 89.8 91.6 - - -
DMMR w/o local linear [22] 30.25 11.07 97.0 93.5 98.4 99.8 95.4 97.3 99.3 61.8 101.0
DMMR [22] 29.83 9.87 97.6 93.7 98.7 99.8 96.5 97.6 94.2 57.3 99.6
Ours 29.80 9.89 98.1 93.6 98.7 99.8 96.5 98.1 88.2 53.4 95.3
VPoser-t [29] +ext. 43.72 19.57 89.4 83.2 84.1 97.4 89.7 89.7 - - -
DMMR w/o filtering [22] +ext. 49.34 24.37 86.3 82.1 84.0 91.5 86.7 88.6 - - -
DMMR w/o local linear [22] +ext. 35.25 17.07 92.4 82.3 83.4 97.5 90.4 93.3 - - -
DMMR [22] +ext. 34.44 10.57 92.3 84.6 85.1 98.4 91.5 94.4 - - -
Ours +ext. 33.26 10.52 93.1 86.7 90.1 98.4 92.1 94.6 - - -
Separate ours 63.61 23.01 87.2 83.2 82.6 93.8 82.6 83.5 - - -
VPoser-t [29] +int +ext. 56.21 20.11 88.2 83.0 83.4 96.7 86.6 86.5 - - -
DMMR [22] +int +ext. 39.45 13.23 88.1 84.3 86.3 96.9 87.4 88.6 - - -
Ours +int +ext. 37.78 12.31 90.7 86.8 89.8 97.8 90.1 93.6 - - -
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TABLE VII
ABLATION STUDY OF MOTION PRIOR COMPONENTS. ”W/ BASIC GRU”
INDICATES THE USE OF A SINGLE GRU INSTEAD OF THE BIDIRECTIONAL
GRU. ”W/O SKIP-CONNECTION” AND ”W/O LOCAL LINEAR” REFER TO

THE MOTION PRIOR WITHOUT THE SKIP-CONNECTION AND LOCAL LINEAR
CONSTRAINT.

Method MHHI
Mean↓ Std↓

VPoser-t [29] 31.48 11.54
w/ basic GRU 31.96 9.93
w/o skip-connection 32.34 10.34
w/o local linear 30.10 11.14
Motion Prior 29.80 9.89

TABLE VIII
WE ASSESS THE PRECISION OF MULTI-VIEW SUBJECT

ASSOCIATION (AIDP) [72] USING THE MVMHAT DATASET TO
DEMONSTRATE THE EFFECTIVENESS OF OUR POSE-GEOMETRY

CONSISTENT ASSOCIATION APPROACH. THE ASSOCIATION METHOD USED
FOR MVPOSE ALSO RELIES ON OUR INITIAL CAMERA PARAMETERS.

WHEN COMPARED TO DMMR, WE OBSERVE THAT THE SPATIAL POSE
SIMILARITY COST PLAYS A CRUCIAL ROLE IN CROSS-VIEW ASSOCIATION.

Method MvPose [1] DMMR [22] MvMHAT [72] Ours
AIDP 26.3 39.4 53.0 55.1

training. As shown in Tab.VI, the absence of the local linear
constraint resulted in a small gap on mean distance error
on MHHI dataset. However, it led to a significantly larger
standard variance. This outcome highlights the effectiveness
of the constraint in modeling temporally coherent motions.
In order to assess the effectiveness of other components, we
further conducted ablation studies as presented in Tab.VII. We
first replace the bidirectional GRU with a basic backbone that
contains a single GRU. The difference in mean distance error
between ”w/ basic GRU” and ”Motion Prior” demonstrates
that the bidirectional GRU is more effective in modeling
long-term motion prior knowledge. Additionally, ”w/o skip-
connection” refers to a model in which the skip-connection
in the motion prior has been removed. Without this module,
the prior predominantly focuses on global motion information,
potentially hindering the reconstruction of local fine-grained
poses. We also conducted an experiment to demonstrate the

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 9. We conducted qualitative experiments to assess the performance of
our simultaneous optimization approach in scenarios with a larger number of
individuals. These experiments were carried out on Panoptic (a) and 3DMPB
dataset (b). Additionally, we evaluated our method in a close-range viewpoint
setting using 3DMPB dataset (c). The results demonstrate the adaptability of
our method to more complex environments.

generative ability of our motion prior. Randomly sampling the
latent code for each frame will lead to an incoherent motion.
Thus, we sampled the latent code of the start and end frames
from the standard Gaussian distribution and generated the code
of the entire motion with linear interpolation. Fig.11 compares
the motion prior with and without the local linear constraint.
The results show that the interpolated latent code will produce
preternatural interpenetration without the constraint. On the
contrary, with the local linear constraint, we can generate tem-
poral coherent and diverse motions by linearly interpolating
the sampled latent code.
Camera estimation. The results in Tab.V show that the
camera parameters are significantly improved with the simulta-
neous reconstruction, which can achieve a similar performance
to the ground-truth. We further compared the joint accuracy
of the simultaneous reconstruction to the motion capture
with ground-truth cameras in Tab.VI. With the influence of
less accurate cameras, the motion capture can still achieve
satisfactory performance. Besides, we also compared our si-
multaneous optimization with the separate estimation method.
In Tab.VI, we observed that the performance degradation of the
separate estimation method on the Shelf is greater than that on
the Campus. This difference can be attributed to the presence
of more complex occlusions on Shelf dataset. In contrast, the
calibration and reconstruction can promote each other in our
simultaneous optimization, making the framework more robust
to noisy inputs.
Robustness to occlusions. Occlusions are common in real-
world scenarios. To explicitly evaluate the performance of
our method on the occlusion dataset, we conducted the ex-
periments on OcMotion dataset, which contains real object
occlusions. Although it is a multi-view dataset, we use the
monocular video as input for evaluating the occlusion sensitiv-
ity. The quantitative results on multi-person datasets in Tab.VI
demonstrate that our method is more robust to the occlusions
than VPoser-t.
Scalability. Due to the flexibility of association with respect
to the number of people and the representation of motion
by independent motion priors, our method can be extended
to accommodate scenes with a higher number of individuals.
In Fig.9 (a, b), we present qualitative results obtained from
the Panoptic and 3DMPB datasets, each featuring 8 and 5
people, respectively. Our method consistently delivers satis-
factory results in these scenarios. Additionally, we evaluate
our method from a close-range viewpoint, as depicted in
Fig.9 (c). Despite significant deviations between the initial
camera parameters and the actual values in such views, our
simultaneous optimization still yields favorable outcomes.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes a framework that directly recovers
human motions and camera parameters from sparse multi-view
video cameras. We introduce a camera initialization based
on pure human cues for simultaneous reconstruction. Unlike
previous work, which fails to establish view-view and model-
view correspondences with less accurate cameras, we intro-
duce a pose-geometry consistent association to select correct
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(a) w/ filtering +int. +ext. (b) w/ association +int. +ext.

Fig. 10. The filtering in DMMR [22] is not robust for humans standing
far away from the camera, while the association is generalized to depth and
inaccurate cameras.
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Fig. 11. Our motion prior can also be applied to generative tasks. With the
local linear constraint, the motion prior can generate natural and plausible
meshes.

2D poses from the detected human semantics. In addition, we
also propose a novel latent motion prior to jointly optimize
camera parameters and coherent human motions from slightly
noisy inputs. The proposed method simplifies conventional
multi-person mesh recovery by incorporating calibration and
reconstruction into a one-step reconstruction framework.

However, it’s important to note that our method does have
some limitations. First, knowledge of the exact number of
people in the scene is required as we need to assign a motion
prior to each individual. Second, the current method relies
on human semantics for camera estimation. Consequently, the
framework may encounter challenges when there is minimal
or no visible portion of a person in the image. Lastly, the
current implementation is limited to static cameras and does
not support moving cameras. In the future, to incorporate
physical priors to decouple camera motions and human dy-
namics for moving cameras and perform the calibration and
mesh recovery in large-scale scenarios may be a prospective
direction. We view these limitations as opportunities for future
research, providing fertile ground for further exploration and
expansion of our simultaneous optimization framework.
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