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Abstract

Dynamic urban environments, characterized by moving cam-
eras and objects, pose significant challenges for camera tra-
jectory estimation by complicating the distinction between
camera-induced and object motion. We introduce MONA, a
novel framework designed for robust moving object detec-
tion and segmentation from videos shot by dynamic cam-
eras. MONA comprises two key modules: Dynamic Points Ex-
traction, which leverages optical flow and tracking any point
to identify dynamic points, and Moving Object Segmenta-
tion, which employs adaptive bounding box filtering, and the
Segment Anything for precise moving object segmentation.
We validate MONA by integrating with the camera trajec-
tory estimation method LEAP-VO, and it achieves state-of-
the-art results on the MPI Sintel dataset comparing to exist-
ing methods. These results demonstrate MONA’s effective-
ness for moving object detection and its potential in many
other applications in the urban planning field.

Introduction
In recent years, advancements in artificial intelligence (AI)
have spurred the development of innovative systems that are
transforming urban environments. Notable examples include
Autonomous Driving Systems (ADS) (Lang et al. 2019; Shi
et al. 2019; Shi, Wang, and Li 2019) and low-altitude econ-
omy system (Huang et al. 2024; Li et al. 2024), which are re-
shaping urban mobility and infrastructure. Concurrently, so-
phisticated Human Motion Recovery (HMR) techniques (Ye
et al. 2023; Shin et al. 2024; Shen et al. 2024) and hu-
man understanding methodologies (Chen et al. 2024a; Guo
et al. 2022; Jiang et al. 2024) have enhanced the capabilities
of human-AI collaboration in urban planning (Wang et al.
2019; Nikolakis, Maratos, and Makris 2019).

However, the complexity of urban scenarios poses sig-
nificant challenges for existing methods in ADS (Shi et al.
2019; Lang et al. 2019), Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV)
motion planning (Zhou et al. 2021; Tordesillas and How
2023; Wu, Zhao, and He 2024), and HMR (Shin et al. 2024;
Shen et al. 2024). These data-driven approaches often strug-
gle to perform optimally across diverse and intricate real-
world conditions. While increasing the volume of training
data can enhance their performance by exposing models
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to a broader range of scenarios, the acquisition of marker-
based datasets—datasets with precise ground truth (GT) val-
ues—is prohibitively expensive. This limitation hampers the
scalability and effectiveness of such methods.

Conversely, markerless datasets, which rely on pseudo-
GT annotations generated through automated pipelines ap-
plied to vast quantities of online videos, offer a cost-effective
alternative for augmenting training data (Lin et al. 2023).
To leverage these markerless datasets effectively for applica-
tions in urban planning, it is essential to accurately estimate
camera trajectories. This requirement arises because most
online videos are captured using dynamic, moving cameras
that do not provide GT camera trajectories.

Existing camera trajectory estimation techniques, includ-
ing optical flow-based methods such as Droid-SLAM (Teed
and Deng 2021) and DPVO (Teed, Lipson, and Deng 2023),
as well as Tracking Any Point (TAP) approaches like LEAP-
VO (Chen et al. 2024b), primarily rely on RGB video inputs
to recover camera motion. However, their performance de-
teriorates in the presence of large moving objects—such as
pedestrians and vehicles—that occupy significant portions
of the frame. These dynamic objects can mislead the mod-
els, resulting in inaccurate trajectory estimations.

A promising strategy to mitigate this issue involves de-
tecting and masking moving objects within the video frames
during the bundle adjustment (BA) process. The primary
challenge, therefore, is how to effectively detect moving ob-
jects in videos captured by dynamic cameras. Traditional
moving object detection methods, which typically depend
on background subtraction and motion detection using RGB
data (Ellenfeld et al. 2021), encounter substantial difficul-
ties in dynamic camera scenarios. These challenges include
distinguishing between camera-induced motion and object
motion, managing motion blur, and handling occlusions in
cluttered urban environments (Yazdi and Bouwmans 2018).

To address these limitations, we propose a novel frame-
work MONA, Moving Object detection from videos shot by
dyNAmic Camera. Our approach comprises two main mod-
ules: Dynamic Points Extraction and Moving Object Seg-
mentation. The Dynamic Points Extraction calculates the
probability of selected points within the video are dynamic
(moving) similar to LEAP-VO (Chen et al. 2024b). Subse-
quently, an optical flow-based thresholding strategy is em-
ployed to classify each point as either dynamic or static.
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Figure 1: The overall pipeline of MONA. Our method consists of two main modules: Dynamic Points Extraction and Moving
Object Segmentation. In Dynamic Points Extraction, random points are selected and LEAP-VO estimates the probability of
each point being dynamic. RAFT then computes the optical flow, and a post-processing algorithm combines these results to
identify dynamic points. In Moving Object Segmentation, YOLO detects all object bounding boxes, which are filtered using
the dynamic points through our designed adaptive bounding box filter to identify moving objects. Finally, the filtered bounding
boxes are used as prompt input to SAM to get the segmentation of the moving objects from the input video.

The Moving Object Segmentation leverages the identified
dynamic points to segment moving objects. This is achieved
by utilizing YOLO (Khanam and Hussain 2024) to detect
objects in each frame and determine the bounding boxes
(bboxes) that encompass the dynamic points through our
proposed adaptive bbox filtering algorithm. These bboxes
serve as prompt inputs to the Segment Anything Model
(SAM) (Kirillov et al. 2023), which generates precise masks
of the moving objects. We validate our framework through
downstream tasks, such as camera trajectory estimation,
demonstrating state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance on the
MPI Sintel Dataset (Butler et al. 2012).

Methods
In this section, we introduce MONA, a framework for de-
tecting moving objects in videos captured by dynamic cam-
eras. The system overview is shown in Fig. 1. Given an
input video sequence V = [F1, . . . , FT ], where Ft rep-
resents the frame at time t, MONA firstly uses Dynamic
Points Extraction to detect all dynamic points Xd based
on LEAP-VO (Chen et al. 2024b), RAFT (Teed and Deng
2020) and our post-processing algorithm. Subsequently, our
method uses Moving Object Segmentation to detect and seg-
ment all moving objects based on the input dynamic points,
YOLO (Khanam and Hussain 2024), SAM (Kirillov et al.
2023) and our adaptive bounding box filter.
Dynamic Points Extraction. This module identifies dy-
namic points within the video. Following the approach of
LEAP-VO (Chen et al. 2024b), we initially select n ran-
dom detection points X = [x1, . . . ,xn] and m anchor points
from the first frame. Anchor points are chosen based on im-
age gradients by dividing each frame Ft into k×k grids and

selecting the point with the highest gradient in each grid. We
then apply the TAP method from CoTracker (Karaev et al.
2024) to obtain the trajectories a and visibility v for both
detection and anchor points, shown as

(a, v) = CoTracker(V,xq, tq), (1)

where xq is the selected point and tq is the index of the
frame from which xq is extracted. The image features for
each frame of the video are extracted by a CNN, and we
calculate point features f through bilinear sampling from the
image feature map at query points xq .

Next, we compute the probability that each detection
point xi is dynamic by utilizing the anchor-based pixel
tracking strategy from LEAP-VO. The core idea is to com-
pare the movement patterns of detection points with those
of anchor points to infer the dynamic probability of each xi.
Let x = [x, y] represent the pixel coordinates, where x and y
are assumed to be independent. The trajectory distribution of
pixel x is modeled as the product of two univariate Cauchy
distributions as

p(x|V,xq) = p(x|V,xq) · p(y|V,xq), (2)

where xq is the query point. The probability density function
(PDF) of coordinates can be calculated as

p(x|V,xq) =

(
1
2

)
!
(
S+1
2 − 1

)
!

πS/2|Σx|1/2

×
[
(x− µx)

⊤Σ−1
x (x− µx) + 1

]−S+1
2 , (3)

where µx is the location matrix and Σx is the scale matrix
respectively, the PDF of y is calculated similarly. The scale



Method ATE (m)↓ RPE trans. (m)↓ RPE rot. (deg)↓
DROID-SLAM (Teed and Deng 2021) 0.175 0.084 1.912
Tartan VO (Wang, Hu, and Scherer 2020) 0.238 0.084 1.305
Dytan VO (Shen et al. 2023) 0.131 0.097 1.538
DPVO (Teed, Lipson, and Deng 2023) 0.076 0.078 1.722
LEAP-VO (Chen et al. 2024b) 0.068 0.035 0.150
MONA+ LEAP-VO (Ours) 0.029 0.013 0.054

Table 1: Comparison of the performance between methods on MPI Sintel Dataset. Compared to the original LEAP-VO, our
proposed method (MONA+ LEAP-VO) has achieved over 60% improvement on ATE, RPE trans. and RPE rot., demonstrating
that MONA’s performance on moving object detection and its effectiveness of MONA in camera trajectory estimation tasks.

matrices Σx and Σy are constructed by kernel-based esti-
mation to ensure they are symmetric and positive definite,
we apply a linear kernel to projected point features and add
regularization, as shown in Eq. 4.

Σx = f⊤x fx + λI (4)

λI is the regularization term. The Σy can be calculated using
similar procedure shown in Eq. 4.

After obtaining the dynamic probability p for each point
x, a threshold is required to classify points as dynamic
or static. Manually setting a fixed threshold is suboptimal
due to varying camera movements across different frames
within the same video. To address this, we propose a post-
processing step that dynamically determines the thresh-
old for each frame by integrating optical flow information.
Specifically, we compute the optical flow ut(x) for each
pixel using RAFT (Teed and Deng 2020) and calculate the
mean magnitude m̄t for frame Ft. This adaptive threshold-
ing approach ensures more accurate identification of dy-
namic points by accounting for the specific motion charac-
teristics of each frame. The m̄t is calculated as

m̄t =
1

|Ω|
∑
x∈Ω

∥ut(x)∥, (5)

where Ω denotes the set of all points (pixels) in the frame and
|Ω| represents the total number of points. Using the mean
magnitude m̄t, we dynamically scale the threshold θt for
identifying dynamic points in frame t. Detection points x
in frame t with magnitudes exceeding θt are classified into
the dynamic points list xd and will input to Moving Object
Segmentation for the segmentation of moving objects.
Moving Object Segmentation. To segment moving objects
from the dynamic points list xd, objects in each frame are
first detected using YOLO, resulting in bounding boxes
B = b1, . . . , bn. Since YOLO cannot differentiate between
static and dynamic objects, an adaptive bounding box fil-
ter is applied using xd and B to exclude bounding boxes
bi corresponding to static objects. Let Di denote the num-
ber of dynamic points within bounding box bi. Manually
setting a threshold based on Di may inadvertently classify
larger bounding boxes as moving objects. To ensure consis-
tency across varying bounding box sizes, a threshold τ0 is
established for moving objects within the video. The small-
est bounding box bu in B where Du exceeds τ0 is identified,

and its area is used as the unit area. Subsequently, the thresh-
old τ it for each bounding box bi in frame t is scaled based
on the ratio of the area of bi to that of bu, shown as

τ it = τ0 ×
Area(bi)
Area(bu)

, u = argmin
b∈B

{Area(b) | Du ≥ τ0}

(6)
The filtered bounding boxes are defined as Bfiltered ={
bi | Di ≥ τ it , bi ∈ B

}
, which determine whether the

bounding boxes belong to truly moving objects. Bfiltered de-
notes high-quality prompts to SAM for segmentation.

Experiments and Results
Currently, no public dataset is available to directly evaluate
detection accuracy and mask quality for moving objects in
videos captured by moving cameras. Therefore, we selected
camera trajectory estimation as our downstream testing task,
based on the hypothesis that accurately detecting and mask-
ing moving objects enhances camera trajectory estimation.
By masking dynamic objects, the model can focus on static
regions, improving the selection of tracked points and re-
ducing noise from moving entities. For this purpose, we in-
tegrate our method with LEAP-VO (Chen et al. 2024b), a
camera trajectory estimation method, to evaluate MONA’s
performance for moving object detection by analyzing the
output estimated camera trajectory of MONA+LEAP-VO.

For an initial qualitative evaluation, we compared the
original LEAP-VO, MONA+LEAP-VO, and the ground
truth trajectories using raw videos from the MPI Sintel
dataset (Butler et al. 2012). Figure 2 shows two selected
examples, demonstrating that our method significantly en-
hances trajectory estimation. By accurately detecting and
masking moving objects during bundle adjustment in LEAP-
VO, MONA+LEAP-VO produces camera trajectories that
closely match the ground truth, regardless of the complexity
of the camera motion. These results highlight the robustness
and adaptability of our approach across various scenarios.

To quantitatively evaluate our proposed method, we com-
pared the original LEAP-VO with MONA+LEAP-VO on the
MPI Sintel dataset (Butler et al. 2012) for camera trajectory
estimation. As shown in Table 1, we assessed performance
using three metrics: Absolute Trajectory Error (ATE), Rel-
ative Translation Error (RPE trans), and Relative Rotation
Error (RPE rot). MONA+LEAP-VO achieved over a 60%
improvement across all metrics, significantly outperforming



Figure 2: Qualitative Comparison on Estimated Cam-
era Trajectory between different methods. We run orig-
inal LEAP-VO and LEAP-VO with MONA on MPI Sintel
Dataset (Butler et al. 2012). Two estimated trajectories are
selected as the comparison. The MONA+LEAP-VO provides
a more accurate estimated trajectory as it is more similar to
the GT, which demonstrates the effectiveness of our method
in camera trajectory estimation tasks.

existing SOTA methods. These results validate the effective-
ness of our approach in enhancing trajectory estimation ac-
curacy, particularly in scenarios with moving objects.

The substantial improvements of MONA+LEAP-VO in
camera trajectory estimation are due to its enhanced selec-
tion of tracked points in the TAP pipeline through moving
object detection and segmentation. While LEAP-VO ini-
tially selects random points and filters dynamic ones by
comparing them to anchor points, this approach does not
consistently avoid dynamic object regions due to the diffi-
culty in determining optimal thresholds. By incorporating
MONA, it can address this limitation by first detecting all
moving objects and getting their masks. Then, the randomly
selected points inside the moving objects mask can be fil-
tered in the bundle adjustment process in LEAP-VO, thereby
improving the quality of output estimated camera trajectory.

Figure 3: Qualitative Ablation Study of MONA. We visu-
alize and compare the quality of masks produced by differ-
ent prompts input to SAM: (b) pure dynamic points (c) pure
bounding boxes (without filtering), and (d) bounding boxes
with dynamic points filtering strategy.

Ablation Study. We compared the segmentation results pro-
duced by three approaches: using only dynamic points as
prompts, using YOLO’s raw bounding boxes, and using our

filtered bounding boxes. The visualization of Fig. 3 visu-
alizes these results. Using only dynamic points as prompts
resulted in incomplete masks and incorrect segmentations
(Fig. 3 (b)), while YOLO’s raw bounding boxes failed to dis-
tinguish between static and dynamic objects ((Fig. 3 (c))). In
contrast, our pipeline, which incorporates filtered bounding
boxes, consistently produced accurate and effective segmen-
tation masks for moving objects (Fig. 3 (d)). These find-
ings demonstrate the superiority of our approach in accu-
rately detecting moving objects and generating high-quality
masks, which are essential for improving the performance
of downstream tasks like camera trajectory estimation.

Conclusion
In this paper, we introduce MONA, a robust framework for
detecting moving objects in RGB videos captured by dy-
namic cameras. Our method effectively separates camera-
induced motion from object motion in in-the-wild footage.
MONA enhances various tasks, particularly camera trajec-
tory estimation, by complementing existing approaches.
When integrated with LEAP-VO, MONA achieves state-of-
the-art performance on the MPI Sintel Dataset. Given that an
accurate camera trajectory estimation is essential for creat-
ing markerless datasets used in ADS, UAV motion planning,
and HMR, MONA offers new opportunities in both datasets
and other applications in the urban planning domain.
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