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Abstract

The state-of-the-art in biometric recognition algorithms
and operational systems has advanced quickly in recent
years providing high accuracy and robustness in more
challenging collection environments and consumer applica-
tions. However, the technology still suffers greatly when ap-
plied to non-conventional settings such as those seen when
performing identification at extreme distances or from el-
evated cameras on buildings or mounted to UAVs. This
paper summarizes an extension to the largest dataset cur-
rently focused on addressing these operational challenges,
and describes its composition as well as methodologies of
collection, curation, and annotation.

1. Introduction

The Biometric Recognition at Altitude and Range (BRIAR)
Program is a US Government sponsored initiative to ad-
vance the state of the art of biometric recognition under
challenging conditions. The overarching goal is to de-
velop end-to-end software systems capable of overcoming
severe atmospheric distortion and difficult imaging con-
ditions, perform person detection and tracking, and fuse
multi-modal data for effective biometric recognition. To
enable the development, testing, and evaluation of these
software systems, the BRIAR Testing and Evaluation Team
has gone great lengths to build and extend a one-of-a-kind
dataset of images and video over the course of multiple data
collection events. The BRIAR Government Collections 3
(BGC3) and 4 (BGC4) expand the BRIAR dataset [7] to

Figure 1. Sample images from the BRIAR dataset. The dataset’s
rich spectrum of diverse participants allows for analysis of many
facets of demographic diversity. Subjects in figures have con-
sented to appearing in publications.

additional locations, more complex scenarios, and new sen-
Sors.

1.1. Contributions

The introduction of the BRIAR dataset has been a monu-
mental contribution to the biometrics community, and rep-
resents a major step forward for the computer vision com-
munity at large. It is the first dataset is of its kind, and
has been a foundational benchmark in over 100 papers on
biometrics and turbulence mitigation. Incorporating the
BGC3 and BGC4 collections, the dataset consists of over
475,000 images and 3,450 hours of video of 1,760 subjects
each in two sets of clothing, spanning three locations with
varying climate and weather, captured using commercial-
to military-grade and specialized cameras at ranges up to
1,000-m, at view angles up to 50°, and during both con-



strained and unconstrained imaging scenarios. Model de-
velopment and testing is driven by continued expansion of
the dataset and efforts to improve its quality by refining col-
lection, curation, and annotation methods [4]. The addition
of more diverse data, both in terms of the demographics
pool of its enrolled subjects and the imaging conditions of
the collection, will help to ensure that recognition models
are equitable and robust [5].

The BRIAR dataset is already being utilized across a di-
verse range of research initiatives. Those interested in ac-
cess to the BRIAR data should contact the authors, who
will coordinate the request to the appropriate government
contact. BRIAR BGC1-4 is complemented by additional
datasets collected under related efforts [8—10, 16, 18, 22],
many of which are openly available.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In
Section 2 we provide background information addressing
the challenges and considerations in biometrics at long-
range and high-altitude and a summary of related work in
this topic area. Section 3 provides a detailed overview of the
data collection methodology and highlights its unique ele-
ments. Section 4 includes statistical breakdowns of the most
recent additions to the dataset. Section 5 details the chal-
lenges and methodology used in curating such a feature-
rich dataset with emphasis on the curation pipeline, qual-
ity analysis, metadata construction, annotations, evaluation
protocol design, and other associated activities. Finally,
Section 6 provides discussions and concluding remarks in-
cluding plans for future extensions to the ongoing program.

2. Background and Related Work

The widespread availability of datasets used for facial
recognition has rapidly grown in recent years. However, the
majority of these are focused on compliant biometric cap-
turing and collected either by utilizing controlled acquisi-
tion or by scraping the internet for high quality images. The
BRIAR dataset is unique in that it considers whole-body
signatures (face, body, and gait) at long range and extreme
pitch angles while participants perform a mixture of struc-
tured and open-ended activities under realistic operational
conditions.

There exists a small body of work prior to the BRIAR
program that considers the impact of long-range imaging
to the performance of facial recognition models. Such
works include the studies and datasets listed in Table 1. Al-
though these works demonstrate the need for further study,
they do not provide the required experimental diversity to
explore performance impacts related to clothing changes,
multiple environmental conditions, sensor/optical configu-
ration, subject demographics, or other factors that can only
be teased out via a large and complex dataset.

3. Data Collection Methods

The BGC3 and BGC4 collections build off the work and es-
tablished procedures of previous collections and reuse much
of the infrastructure and equipment of [7]. These additional
data collections for the BRIAR project incorporate new sen-
sors, important updates to collection systems and software,
new locations around the country, and new scenarios in or-
der to produce useful data for the development and testing
of robust recognition models.

The majority of the BRIAR dataset consists of videos
and images collected at an indoor controlled location and an
outdoor field setting, and features individual subjects. How-
ever, the BGC3 collection saw the introduction of group ac-
tivities in the field, featuring multiple subjects. Addition-
ally, the BGC4 collection participants were recorded during
scenarios held in a mock-city setting, dubbed Hogan’s Alley
by the collection team, often featuring multiple subjects.

Continuous improvements are made to custom systems
and software over the course of the program to address bugs
and issues and to add additional tracking or collection ca-
pabilities given site- and collection-specific priorities and
requirements.

3.1. Privacy, Security, and Well-being

Ethical research is an extremely important concern within
the biometrics community; it is a concern that this work
does not take lightly. All BRIAR dataset collection efforts
are performed with a privacy-first and safety-first approach.
Subject recruitment, informed consent, participation, and
data handling procedures are approved by an Institutional
Review Board (IRB), and the utmost care is taken to en-
sure that the data is collected and stored ethically and safely.
Furthermore, the BRIAR dataset itself is de-identified, and
does not associate any media with the actual identity of
any of the participants. Instead, each subject is assigned
a unique subject ID (e.g. G03045, G04237), which is used
to label the data from the collection activities they partici-
pate in. Subjects may withdraw from the collection at any
time, and their data cannot appear in publications without
additional explicit consent.

3.2. Controlled Collection

The controlled scenarios were kept consistent with previous
collections. The only exception was the separation of the
“random walk” and “cell phone” activities [7], which were
previously combined in a single recording.

Image data was collected at two stations, both of which
had three Nikon DSLR cameras arranged on a 12-foot tall
vertical stand. These cameras are triggered remotely to
capture sets of images of the subject as they turn to face
along several specified directions relative to the cameras,
with one station collecting passport-style photos with neu-
tral and smiling facial expressions, and the other collecting



| Dataset or Study Name Citation Year | Distance Subjects | Notes
UTK-LRHM [20] 2007 300m 48 Visible
UMD Remote [17] 2010 250m 17 Visible
NFRAD [15] 2011 50m 60 NIR and Visible
WVU FRAD NIR Mid-Range [6] 2012 120 m 103 NIR and Visible
WVU FRAD DB3 Outdoor [6] 2012 400m 16 SWIR
WVU FRAD DB2 Indoor [6] 2012 106m 50 SWIR
UCCS Large Scale [19] 2013 100m 308 Visible
UMD LDHF [13] 2014 150m 100 NIR and Visible
1JB-S Janus Surveillance [12] 2018 150m 202 Visible
HBRC-500 [9] 2023 500m 250 Visible and LWIR
Accenture-MM 1 [18] 2024 500m 227 Visible
BRIAR BGC 1-4 (this paper) [7] 2024 1000m 1173** | Visible, SWIR* MWIR"*, LWIR*

Table 1. Comparison of the BRIAR dataset to similar large-scale, long-range, and/or multimodal studies.

* Nonvisible is currently held back for future research efforts.

** The dataset includes an additional 587 distractors with indoor images only.

whole-body photos in a neutral standing position and with
arms and legs extended in an x-shape pose (similar to TSA
screening). Figure | provides some examples of the neu-
tral expression and pose images. An application was devel-
oped as an extension to the existing BRIAR Human Sub-
jects Testing Application (BHST App) to provide an inter-
face to the cameras for capturing, tracking, and download-
ing images. The new system eliminated the extensive cor-
rection and manual checking needed due to the unreliability
of the previous manual remote triggering, the independent
internal clock of each DSLR camera, and human error.

3.3. Field Collection

The field portion of the collection takes place in a 10x10-
m square marked-off area, where subjects are instructed by
a proctor to perform activities like standing facing along a
series of colored lines or walking around randomly within
the square. Subjects are recorded during these activities by
commercial surveillance cameras, specialized long-range
cameras, and unmanned aerial platforms focusing on the
activity area from up to 500-m away in BGC3 and 720-m
away in BGC4 (see Figure 2 for example images). Previ-
ously, subjects completed outdoor activities in both clothing
sets. Starting with BGC3, subjects completed the outdoor
field portion of the collection wearing only one clothing set
in order to reduce the time required for participation, which
could be up to four hours total.
The field portion of the BRIAR collections saw more
substantial changes following BGC2, including the intro-
duction of new activities, examples of which can be seen in
Figure 3:
¢ Cell Phone: the subject is instructed to walk around ran-
domly in the field area while pretending to text and re-
ceive a phone call.

* Box Stack: the subject is instructed to randomly place a
cardboard box in the field area, stack another box on top

Figure 2. Sample frames of videos captured by various platforms
during BGC3 and BGC4 (clockwise from the top-left): ground
camera at 500m, rooftop camera at 720m, elevated close-range
camera, UAV platform.

of it, then return both to their original locations.

* Backpack: the subject is instructed to pick up and put on
a weighted backpack in the center of the field area, walk
around the area randomly, then return the backpack to the
center.

* Group Backpack: Up to three subjects walk around ran-
domly in the field area and pass a weighted backpack back
and forth between them as they walk.

* Pointing (BGC4 only): the subject is instructed to look
around and physically point to cameras and UAVs they
can see.

The BGC3 collection event was conducted over August
and September, 2022, in Oak Ridge, Tennessee. The host-
ing location for BGC3 was the same as BGC1, and the ge-
ometry of the field deployment followed a similar template
with a few significant differences (see Figure 4 for layout



Figure 3. Frames of subjects participating in some of the new field
scenarios (clockwise, starting from the top-left): “backpack”, “cell
phone”, “box stack”, and “group backpack”.
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Figure 4. Overview of the BGCS3 field collection layout. Labelled
areas: (i) close-range mast-mounted cameras, (ii) fish-eye weather
camera, (iii) outdoor collection tent, (iv) UAV control center, (v)
UAV landing zone, (vi) 100-m range cameras, (vii) 200-m range
cameras on scaffolding, (viii) 300-m range cameras, (ix) 380-m
range cameras, (x) 400-m range cameras, (xi) 500-m range cam-
eras

details).

BGC4 took place over the month of January, 2023, in
a suburb of Chicago, Illinois. The low temperatures and
snow not only presented interesting atmospheric imaging
challenges, but also had a detrimental effect on the hardware
and sensors used during the collection. Several sensors and
pieces of equipment were damaged or malfunctioned, some
had to be replaced, and some were not always accessible
to be adjusted or fixed due to weather. View angles and
locations were highly varied, with two stations located on
rooftops, and most cameras shooting over a mix of asphalt
and grass (see Figure 5 for layout details). The weather ran a
gamut of fairly temperate conditions to frigid temperatures
and significant snow accumulation towards the end of the
collection.
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Figure 5. Overview of the BGC4 field collection layout. Labelled
areas: (i) close-range mast-mounted cameras, (ii) fisheye weather
camera, (iii) outdoor collection tent, (iv) UAV control center, (v)
UAV landing zone, (vi) 180-m range cameras, (vii) 330-m range
rooftop cameras, (viii) 140-m range camera, (ix) 720-m range
rooftop cameras

3.4. BGC4 Mock City: Hogan’s Alley

A subset of the subjects were also recorded in scenarios
taking place in an indoor street scene. The area was con-
structed to resemble a commercial/urban street setting with
false storefronts, asphalt paving, sidewalks, streetlights, a
fire hydrant, and other similar infrastructure. Balconies and
windows on the upper story made it convenient to set up
elevated camera views, as seen in Figure 6. In one corner,
the collection team set up a mock market area with a table
of snacks and smaller tables and chairs to sit at. A car was
parked in the street for the subjects to interact with. Individ-
ual subject activities in the mock city were not timestamped,
instead, the proctor recorded only the entry and exit times
of each subject. The BHST app was extended so that each
subject’s ID, clothing set number, and mock city entry and
exit times could be recorded along with the rest of the nor-
mal collection data.

Participants were given fake money to use in the mock
market and were instructed by proctoring staff to enter the
street scene and complete activities posted on numbered
signs throughout the area; however, the activities in the
mock city were purposefully unstructured, and participants
were not required to complete any of them. Several partici-
pants could be active at one time. Generally, subjects would
enter the mock city after they had completed the field and
controlled portions of the collection, and once several sub-
jects had completed most of the activities, they would exit
as a group.

Figure 7 shows the locations of the suggested scenarios,
where the subjects were instructed to e.g. sit on the bench
for 30 seconds, remove and replace a box from the backseat
of the car, or use fake money to purchase snacks from the
market.

The Hogan’s alley scenarios and data collection were in-
tended to produce more naturalistic data for research and
development with several subjects coming in and out of



Figure 6. Example frame from a camera on the balcony of Hogan’s
Alley.

vii

Figure 7. Overview of the BGC4 mock city layout: a simulated
street scene. Labelled areas: (i) subject entrance/exit, (ii) lamp-
post mounted camera, (iii) bank storefront, (iv) parked car, (v)
pharmacy storefront, (vi) bench, (vii) mock market/cafe setup

camera views, performing unstructured, everyday actions
in videos that are not strictly curated.

4. Dataset Summary

The figures below summarize statistics for the BGC3 and
BGC4 data sets. The BGC3 data set consists of over 45,000
images and 38,000 videos. The BGC4 data set consists of
over 80,000 images and 45,000 videos. This data is further
split into the BRIAR Research Set (BRS) and BRIAR Test
Set (BTS) intended for model training and testing respec-
tively. The complete curated data of each subject is assigned
to one of these subsets with the intention of keeping the dis-
tribution of subject demographics consistent between BRS
and BTS datasets.

Figures 8 and 9 show the distribution of subject sex, race,
age, height and weight of BGC3 and BGC4 subjects, re-
spectively. Age, height, and weight have similar, approxi-

BGC3 Demographics

Sex Race

Female

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

/. Black or African American
L il Asian

N o

Unspecified
White

BGC4 Demographics

Sex Race

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

PZA Black or African American
2 il Asian

Unspecified
Pected wi

hite Other

Figure 8. Overview of sex and ethnicity statistics for BGC3 (top)
and BGC4 (bottom) subjects

mately normal distributions across the two data sets. The
two data sets also have nearly identical makeups of subject
sexes, with specified sexes being slightly more female than
male. Both BGC3 and BGC4 subjects overwhelmingly re-
port “white” as their race.

Figure 10 shows the distribution of the number of sin-
gle BGC3/4 subject videos among distance, elevation, and
yaw angle relative to the subject. Figure 11 shows the distri-
bution of the number of BGC3/4 group videos among dis-
tance, elevation, and yaw angle relative to the group.

5. Data Curation Methodology

The following section details the specific strategies and
technologies used in the annotation and curation process of
the BRIAR datasets. This section additionally discusses up-
grades and changes to procedures used to curate the previ-
ous BGC1/2 datasets [7].

5.1. Data Curation Pipeline

The collected data was curated such that there is no more
than one video or image for each unique subject, activ-
ity, clothing set, and sensor. For each curated video a
corresponding XML file was generated that describes the
activity details, subject demographics, camera specifica-
tions, camera measurements, and weather/atmospheric con-
ditions. After curation, a set of quality assurance steps were
taken to improve the overall quality of the final dataset.
Each category of sensor warrants a slightly different cura-
tion process and so each has its own curation pipeline. Sim-
ilarities and differences between these pipelines are shown



Surviellance | Specialized | UAVs | Images
1. Data Cleaning and Compilation (Section 5.1.1)
a. Automated Timestamp validation via internal clock X X X X
b. Manually Update sensor position metadata X X X
c. Re-annotate corrupt timestamps X
d. Match recordings to BHST subject trigger timestamps X
2. Video and Image Extraction (Section 5.1.2)
a. Cut videos clips unique to each activity/subject/station/clothing set X X X
b. Convert raw NEF images to JPEG X
3. XML Data Generation (Section 5.1.3)
a. Link subject metadata* to images and video X X X X
b. Link Field Measurements** to images and video X X X
c. Link subject metadata with individual activities X X X
d. Record all linked information in associated XML file X X X X
4. Quality Assurance and Finalization (Section 5.1.4)
a. Validate all videos/images for first and last subject of collection each day X X X X
b. Sanity-check metadata values recorded for first and last subjects of each day | X X X X
c. Validate XMLs against XSD schema X X X X
d. Partition videos and images into BRS/BTS splits X X X X

Table 2. Overview of data curation pipeline separated into relevant tasks by data type. Each row in the table denotes a sequential step in
the annotation and curation process. *subject metadata includes demographics, activities, and camera specifications **field measurements

include activities, weather, CN2, camera measurements
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Figure 9. Overview of age, height, weight statistics for BGC3
(top) and BGC4 (bottom) subjects

in Table 2.

5.1.1. Data Cleaning and Compilation

Before videos and images were extracted, the collection’s
raw data had to be organized and checked for inconsisten-
cies. It was expected that there would be a few issues with
the metadata detailing which subjects performed certain ac-
tivities: ferrying subjects between multiple concurrently
running collection locations and dealing with de-identified

Single Subject Videos at Long Range Single Subject Videos at Short Range

Sensor Type
4000 B surveillance
specialized
3000
2000
1000
600 6

200 400
Distance (m)

Sensor Type
BN surveillance

ll) 12
Dlstance (m)

Video Count
1o

=}

Single Subject Videos by Elevation Single Subject Videos by Yaw Angle

6000

20000 Sensor Type Sensor Type
B surveillance 5000 B surveillance
specialized specialized
15000
4000
"
£
5
S
2 10000 3000
=2
>
2000
5000
| | . | H
I Ll
0 2 4 6 8 —100 100 700
Elevation (m) Angle

Figure 10. Number of videos captured of a single subject per dis-
tance, elevation, and yaw angle relative to subject location

subject ID numbers is bound to produce mistakes. Initial
validation tests were run to identify and fix these mistakes.
These scripts ensured that timestamp data did not show a
subject appearing in two locations or activities at once, and
that there were no overlapping time records of different sub-
jects performing an activity at the same location. For the
timestamp collisions that were detected, video from the lo-
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Figure 11. Number of multi subject videos captured per distance,
elevation and yaw angle relative to subject group location

cations and times in question were manually checked and
cross referenced with known imagery of subjects to cor-
rect the records. As a second initial validation test, a few
videos from each day of collection were randomly selected
and spot-checked at specific timestamps that could be veri-
fied against a known subject activity.

Once these to steps were complete, the surveillance, spe-
cialized, and still image sensors were associated with man-
ual measurements taken during the collections. These mea-
surements include the distance to subject, sensor height,
sensor yaw in relation to the subject, and sensor pitch angle.
In addition to these measurements, all sensor specifications
are recorded in a csv file detailing the manufacturer, model,
minimum / maximum focal lengths, and capture spectrum.

The specialized cameras and UAV platforms required ad-
ditional data processing due to their non-standard formats
and configurations. The long-range specialized R&D cam-
eras capture pre-cut raw and compressed video recordings
via timing triggers broadcast over UDP by the BHST app.
The format and set of metadata tags included in the videos
recorded by the UAV platforms were often unique to that
platform, so several tools in combination were required to
extract their timestamp metadata. Additionally, because
they could not be connected to the GPS-synchronized Net-
work Time Protocol (NTP) servers [3] that set the inter-
nal clocks of the ground sensors and recording systems,
the UAV time metadata was manually aligned by visually
matching to video from a synchronized camera.

5.1.2. Video and Image Extraction

Referencing the timestamps recorded at the start and end
of each subject activity, each video was cut into segments
using FFMPEG [1]. The videos were cut such that each
curated segment is specific to a subject, clothing set, and
activity. All videos with a compatible codec were con-
verted to an .mp4 container and non-compatible file formats
were preserved. Raw images were captured and stored in a
.NEF container. These raw files are provided in the curated
dataset as well as an accompanying .jpg file that was ex-
tracted directly from the raw file.

5.1.3. XML Metadata Generation

In order to provide context for all of the activities that were
recorded during the collection event, a corresponding meta-
data file was generated for each curated video. All of the in-
formation used to populate this metadata file was loaded at
this stage in the pipeline. The final metadata file contains in-
formation regarding the subject demographics, the weather
conditions, and scintillometer (CN2) readings at the time of
the activity, as well as the sensor details described above.
Weather and atmospheric details in the metadata file in-
clude: temperature, wind chill, heat index, relative humid-
ity, wind speed, wind direction, barometric pressure, and
solar loading. An XSD schema is used to ensure XMLs fol-
low a standard format, and automated tests are run against
the XML data to ensure realistic values are recorded. The
XSD schema is included along with dataset documentation.

5.1.4. Quality Assurance and Finalization

To verify that the data was curated correctly, manual an-
notators checked every video and image from the first and
last subject of each day during the collection event and val-
idated their timestamps, content, and accompanying meta-
data. Once these checks were completed, the data was par-
titioned into BRIAR Research Set (BRS) and BRIAR Test
Set (BTS) data, meant for training and testing, respectively.
The BRS and BTS sets are subject-disjoint and balanced
with respect to subject demographics.

5.1.5. Group Activity Curation

Aside from the standard single subject activities there were
also activities which involved multiple subjects participat-
ing in one video. The curation process for these activities
was very similar to the standard curation pipeline with a
few key differences. In the single subject activity videos
the subject ID was used in the directory structure of the fi-
nal curated video path. Instead of listing multiple IDs, the
group scenario videos were placed into a separate directory
and labeled with a unique group scenario identifier. The
XML metadata files contain multiple subject demographic
sections, one for each subject in the recorded activity. Be-
cause of their unstructured nature, some of the longer BGC4
mock city scenarios were evenly split into smaller segments



such that no curated video exceeds 20 minutes in duration.
Like the field group scenario videos, each of the segments
was assigned a unique group scenario identifier, with the
majority of videos not requiring a split.

5.2. Annotations

Automated annotations were generated using a chain of
open-source and pre-trained models. Whole-Body (WB)
detection was done with YOLOVS and a fine-tuned ver-
sion was used on long-range and aerial videos [11]. 3D
human mesh reconstruction with Meshtransformer and 2D
keypoint estimation with DARK was performed on the WB
detection results [14, 21]. Re-ID with DG-Net++ was then
performed on the pose results to determine whether or not
a WB detection was the intended subject [23]. The pose
information helped narrow the gallery to reference images
at a similar yaw angle to the detections. BoT-SORT was
used for track generation, which leveraged the Re-ID re-
sults for better track consistency [2]. Finally, various post-
processing steps were performed, such as estimating the
head bounding box from the 3D mesh and 2D keypoints
and removing spurious tracks.

Manual annotations were performed on specific video
frames to either verify or correct the automatic annota-
tions. The main task given to manual annotators was to
verify that the correct subject was associated to a given
track, because the main goal of the project is identifica-
tion. To save on cost given the size of the dataset, only
the first and last frame of a track were used for verifica-
tion instead of every frame of a track. Other tasks involve
manual annotation of frame ranges with unexpected miss-
ing whole-body detections, which is more common in low
image quality conditions. The resulting sparse manual an-
notations were then merged with automatic annotations to
produce an XML with metadata and annotations for each
video in the dataset. Additionally, any non-subject persons
that were visible, such as data collection proctors, were cen-
sored by insertion of a black rectangle in the video to satisfy
IRB protocols.

5.3. Evaluation Protocol Design

The evaluation protocol design incorporates all BTS data
collected to date, reflecting the growing complexity of the
BRIAR program. The BTS set is partitioned into probe and
gallery sets with probe sets further categorized into two ma-
jor types: Facelncluded and FaceRestricted. The Faceln-
cluded probe set contains data where faces are visible and
have a head height of at least 20 pixels, ensuring that each
subject in every probe has at least one detectable face. In the
FaceRestricted probe set, all faces are either occluded, have
low resolution (less than 20 pixels in head height), or are
not present. Pose estimation was the key parameter used to
group these categories. The probe set in the evaluation pro-

tocol is composed of data from long-range cameras, close-
range cameras with elevations up to 50° and UAVs. Each
probe consists of 5- to 15-second video clips that are ex-
tracted from the captured activities in the field. Biometric
algorithms are tasked with identifying these probes against
the people found in the gallery. The evaluation protocol de-
sign for the BRIAR dataset utilizes two types of galleries,
simple and blended.

» Simple: This collection features various body and face
images captured from different perspectives. It includes
walking video sequences from various angles to support
gait recognition. It is intended to represent an ideal en-
rollment for whole body and face recognition algorithms.

* Blended: While the Simple gallery serves as a base-
line throughout the phases in the BRIAR Program, the
Blended gallery was introduced to simulate more real-
istic conditions. It is named “blended” because 60% of
the subjects utilize a full gallery, identical to the Simple
gallery format. However, 40% of the subjects have fewer
images, incorporating a smaller number of walking se-
quences for both indoor and outdoor settings. For 20% of
subjects, media are chosen from mugshot photos and indi-
rect angles from close-range ground and elevated surveil-
lance camera feeds using both field and controlled col-
lection data. The remaining 20% of subjects’ media are
chosen from walking sequences that include only views
directly facing the camera. This simulates realistic oper-
ational data found in law enforcement databases includ-
ing mugshot like images and video from security choke
points.

6. Conclusions and Future Work

The BRIAR Program is continuing to refine and expand its
dataset, incorporating additional locations, subject scenar-
ios, and complexity. Currently, BGC5 and BGC6 remain
to be fully curated and released. These releases, BGC3 and
BGC4, have placed a greater emphasis on data collection
with an expanded range, locations, and conditions: particu-
larly winter weather and clothing. Additional group scenar-
ios and the mock city data provide new challenges relating
to occlusion, detection, and tracking. These updates enable
researchers to develop more generalizable models that can
better handle a wider range of conditions.

Future work will focus on enhancing data quality
through improved curation and annotation processes. The
goal is to develop new methods that can measurably im-
prove both the BRS and BTS datasets.

To date, the dataset comprises 1,173 full subjects and
587 distractors, encompassing over 475,000 images and
3,450 hours of video. This extensive resource is designed
to support research in biometric identification at long-range
and from elevated positions, ultimately contributing to crit-
ical security and intelligence requirements.
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