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Abstract—Motion models play a great role in visual tracking
applications for predicting the possible locations of objects in the
next frame. Unlike target tracking in radar or aerospace domain
which considers only points, object tracking in computer vision
involves sizes of objects. Constant velocity motion model is the
most widely used motion model for visual tracking, however,
there is no clear and understandable derivation involving sizes
of objects specially for new researchers joining this research field.
In this document, we derive the constant velocity motion model
that incorporates sizes of objects that, we think, can help the
new researchers to adapt to it very quickly.

Index Terms—Visual tracking, Motion models, Constant ve-
locity, Derivation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Visual tracking is an active research field in computer
vision which has got many applications such as intelligent
surveillance, autonomous driving, robot navigation, human-
computer/robot interaction, augmented reality, medical ap-
plications, visual servoing, motion-based recognition, video
indexing, etc. Generally, the main components of visual
tracking are object detection, appearance modeling, motion
modeling and filtering. Tracking-by-detection is the most
widely accepted visual tracking paradigm in computer vision
community [[1] [2]].

The Bayesian approach is the main approach for estimating
the trajectories of targets as they move in the scene. The Bayes
filter has two steps: the prediction step which predicts the
target state based on dynamical model and the update step
which updates the resulting density using a newly available
measurement. Two known implementations of this filter are
the Kalman filter and its extended versions [3], and the particle
filter (PF) [4], both for single-target tracking. These filters can
be extended to track multiple targets using data association
i.e. finding associations between targets and observations.

The single-target tracking task can be modeled using the
state and the measurement equations [3]] which describe the
probabilistic dependence between the latent state variable and
the observed measurement.

xp = £ (Tp—1, Up—1, Wp—1) (D

and
2k = gk (Tk, vk) 2)

where f;, and g; are non-linear, time-varying functions,
{uk—1, k € N} is the known control input which is not neces-
sarily available (usually used in robotics), and {wy_1, k € N}
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and {vy, k € N} are assumed to be independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d) stochastic processes. Usually, Eq (@) is
assumed to be a Markov process i.e. state xj_; contains all
measurement information z;_; up to time k — 1. Most of the
time, the function f; is obtained using a state-space mode
(also referred to as the time-domain approach).

The goal of tracking is to estimate the states of targets
which can be the positions, velocities and sizes of targets.
The state sequence is assumed to be stochastic and, therefore,
it is looking for the probability density function (pdf) of the
target states. Thus, tracking is to estimate py;(2x|21:1), the
pdf of the target being in state =, given all the measurements
2y up to time k, based on Eq (1)) and Eq ). The estimation is
accomplished recursively in two steps: prediction and update.

The prediction step uses the dynamic model defined in
Eq (@ to obtain the prior pdf using Chapman-Kolmogorov
equation given by

Prjk—1(Tr|21:0-1) = /fk|k71(xk|x)pk71|kfl(x|21:k—l)d$
3)
with pi_1jx—1(2r—1]21:k—1) known from the previous itera-
tion and the transition density fyj,—1(2x|zr—1) determined
by Eq (@.
The update step uses Bayes’ rule once the measurement z
is available to get the posterior pdf

Pein (e ]21a) = gr 2|2k ) Prjk—1 (Tr|21:8-1) @
| ' I gk (zr|@)prjp—1 (@) 2101 ) d

where the likelihood gy (zx|xy) is determined by Eq (@).
Since Egs (@) and cannot be solved analytically, under
the assumption of linearity for Eqs (1)) and @) and Gaussianity
of the prior py_1|4—1(2x—1|21:k—1) and of the two noise
sources, wi—1 and vy, an optimal solution can be obtained us-
ing a Kalman filter [3]]. If Eqs (1) and () are mildly non-linear,
it can be solved sub-optimally using the extended Kalman filter
(EKF) [3] and unscented Kalman filter (UKF) [5]. The UKF
can handle severe non-linearities with more accuracy than the
EKF with the same computational complexity. However, a
Gaussian assumption is still made. If the true density is non-
Gaussian, none of KF, EKF and UKF can handle this; only
the particle filter [4] can manage such scenarios. A review
of multi-target filters such as probability hypothesis density
(PHD) filter and multiple hypothesis tracking (MHT) is given
in [6] and their implementation is given here]. Kalman-filter

A state-space model is a mathematical model of a physical system that
is represented by first-order differential equations or difference equations, or
possibly by vector-matrix structures.
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based multi-sensor data fusion is given in [7] [8]] [9]. Multi-
target visual tracking by fusing data from overlapping cameras
is also given in [10].

II. MOTION MODELS

There are a variety of motion models in the literature [11]
such as Constant Velocity (CV), Constant Acceleration (CA),
Constant Turn (CT), Random Walk (RW), etc. When a linear
Gaussian system is assumed, the constant velocity motion
model can be used with a Kalman filter [3]; RW motion model
can also be used with the Kalman filter. In fact, you can reduce
tracking errors by using a more complex motion models such
as CA or CT. To do that, you need to define a different tracking
filter such as EKF or UKF.

For visual tracking, the constant velocity motion model
is the most widely used motion model since movements
of, for instance, pedestrians can be described well enough
using this motion model. For filtering simulation [3] [12]
which deals with points, there are derivation of many motion
models including for maneuvering targets [11]. However, for
visual tracking which includes sizes of objects into account
while tracking, there is no clearly understandable and ex-
plicit derivation for new researchers even though many visual
tracking methods [13] [L] [14] [1S] [L6] [L7] use the CV
motion model in many forms of target representations such
as detection box centre with width and height [1], [2], with
area (scale) and aspect ratio [14], with height and aspect
ratio [13], etc. and with or without velocities of the sizes
of objects. In the following section, we derive the constant
velocity motion model for objects represented with width and
height in addition to detection box centre as an example and,
obviously, the other forms can be derived using the same
fashion.

III. DERIVATION OF A DISCRETE CONSTANT VELOCITY
MOTION MODEL

The Kalman filter [3] is a closed-form solution of the
Bayes filter that assumes a linear Gaussian system. Each target
follows a linear Gaussian model:

fre—1(2[¢) = N(x; Fr—1¢, Qr—1) )
gk (z|7) = N(2; Hyz, Ry,) 6)

where fjx—1(.|¢) is the single target state transition prob-
ability density at time k given the previous state ¢ and
gk (z|z) is the single target likelihood function which defines
the probability that z is generated (observed) conditioned on
state . N(.;m, P) denotes a Gaussian density with mean
m and covariance P; Fj_;, and Hj are the state transition
and measurement matrices, respectively. Qx—1 and Ry are
the covariance matrices of the process and the measurement
noises, respectively. Note that the control input uy_1 in Eq (1)
is assumed zero here which is usual in visual tracking. The
measurement noise covariance R; can be measured off-line
from sample measurements i.e. from ground truth and detec-
tion of training data [3] as it indicates detection performance.

Now, our goal is to get the formulation for Fj, Qx, Hg
and Rj. Let’s assume the detection box centre points to be
estimated are denoted by (s k, Y»,x), and the width and height
of the detection box in image coordinates to be estimated
are represented by wy 5, and hy i, respectively, at time k. The
velocities of the detection box centre points are also denoted
by iy % and ¥, .

1) Derivation for Fy_1 and Qp—1: If the velocity of a
target is constant i.e. for a uniform rectilinear motion, the
process model for the target as it moves from time k£ — 1
to time k£ can be given as

Top—1 + AT Ty 1

Ty =
. (M

Tph—1 =

where &, ;1 is acceleration and AT is the sampling period.

However, the assumption of perfect constant velocity is un-

realistic, particularly for real world applications. Therefore, a

relaxation is allowed by introducing a piecewise constant white

acceleration, thus, a realistic process model can be given as
2

To ke = Tok—1 + ATTp 1 + Wy k—1 (8)

2

where &y ,—1 = w,, ,—1. This piecewise constant white accel-
eration can be described by a zero-mean Gaussian white noise
as

Wy k-1 = Epp—1 ~ N(0, U?c,kfl) C)

where 0925, x_1 1s a variance which controls the level of relax-
ation of the constant velocity assumption.

Therefore, as a target moves from time k — 1 to time k, the
target state evolves as

. AT?
o k-1 + ATTp g1 + 5= We k-1,

Ty = -

Yook =  Yokh—1+ DT Ypr—1+ ATTwy,k—la

T = Top—1+ ADTwg 1, (10)
Yok = Ubk—1 + DTwy 1,

Wk = Whk—1+ W k-1,

how =  hog—1 + Wh k-1,

where the sampling period AT is defined as the time between
frames; usually assumed to be 1 second. wg k—1, Wy k-1,
Wy, k—1 and wy, —1 are the process noises corresponding to
Tp, Yp, Wy and hy, respectively. These are basically zero-mean
Gaussian white noises.

If we consider the velocity of a bounding box height, for
example, the equation for the height and its velocity in Eq
is modified as

j AT?
hop -1 + AThy k-1 + =5~ Wh k-1,
ho k-1 + AT wp k-1,

ho. 1 = (11)
hoi =
Similar method applies if we are interested in including the
velocity of width of a detection box.
For now we focus on Eq (without width and height
velocities) whose state-space model can also be expressed as
a vector-matrix representation in the following form



Th,k 1 0 AT 0 0 0 Th,k—1 Twmykfl
yb,k O 1 O AT O O yb_,kfl Agz wy,k—l
Tp k _ 0 0 1 0 0 0 Thk—1 4 AT Wy j—1 (12)
Uk 00 O 1 00 Ub,k—1 ATwy -1
Wy, k 0 0 0 0 1 0 Wy, k—1 Wy k—1
h ke 0 0 O 0 0 1 hp k-1 Wh k—1
SN—— —),_/
Xk Fr—1 X1 Wi_1
Eq can be expressed as .
Qk—l = COU(Wk_l) = E[Wk_lwk,l] (14)
X =Fp 1 X1+ Wi (13)

where the value of the state transition matrix Fj_; is given in
Eq (12) and W1 ~ N(0,Qk—1). Thus, the value of Qp_1
can be obtained by taking the covariance of Wj_; as

AT?
— Wz k-1
AT?
2 Wy, k—1
- E ATwg j—1 AT2w AT?
ATw D) z,k—1 D)
y,k—1
W, k—1
Q Wh,k—1
k—1 rATY o AT? 2
0 AT* 2 0 AT? o
5 4 “wy 2 Yy
AT 2 2 2
_ i, ATBO AT?oy, 0
2 2 2
0 =5 0w, 0 AT O,
0 0 0 0
L O 0 0 0

In this derivation for ()1, two ideas are important:

o Blwg g—1ws k—1] = o, . Similarly, Elwy x—1wy k1] =

2 — 52 —

Ty Elwy g—1ww k1] = 0y, and Elwp g 1w k1] =
2 2 . . o 5 .

oy, Where oy, is the variance (oy,, = 4/0y, is the

standard deviation).

o Elwg r—1wy k—1] = 0 because there is no correlation be-
tween x-axis and y-axis. Similarly, E|wy k—1Wy k—1] =
0, E[ww7k_1wh7k_1] =0, etc.

This finalizes the derivation for Fj_; and Qp_q. It is
also important to note that some researchers give the same

: 2 2 2 2 :
values for the variances (o Ow,» Ow, and oy, ) during

Wy ? Wy

their experiment, just for simplification, though it might be
important to properly tune them individually.

2) Derivation for Hy and Rj: We can derive Hy and Ry
with the same approach we used for deriving Fj,_1 and Qr—1
above. Accordingly, the observation at time k£ can be given as

Zek =  Tuk + Uz k,
Zyk = Ybk T Uyk, (16)
Zwk = Whk + Uy k,
Zhk = hok + Unk,

where E[Wj,_1W;L ] is the expected value or mean of
Wi—1 WL | and W} | is the transpose of Wy_1. Now, Qk—1
can be given as

Wy k—1 ATwz -1 ATWy k-1 Ww k-1 Wh k-1 ”v

1 5)

oeENv O O O O
ENO O O O O

where (23 1, 2y,) are the centre point of a detection box at
time k, and z, and zjj are the width and height of a
detection box in image coordinates at time k. Uz k, Uy k> Vuw,k
and vy, ; are observation noises corresponding to zg k, Zy.k»
zw,r and zp , respectively, which are basically zero-mean
Gaussian white noises. For instance, v ; ~ N (0, agm .)- The
state-space model in Eq [I6 can also be represented using the
following state-space model, particularly using a vector-matrix
representation

Ty k
Zz.k 1 0 00 0 O UYb,k Vg, k
Zy.k o 01 0 0 0 O :Z'Tb_’k + Uy, k
Zok | {00 0 0 1 0| | 9s Vu
Zh,k 00 0 0 01 Wy, k Uh,k
z H o %
k k —_———— K

Xk

a7)

Here the Hy, is arranged in such a way that it can map the state
space into the observation space. Eq (17) can be expressed as

Zy = Hpy X, + Vi (18)



where the value of the measurement matrix Hj is given in
Eq (@@ and Vi ~ N(0, Ry). Thus, the value of Ry can be
obtained by taking the covariance of V}, as

Ry, = Cov(Vy) = E[V, V1] (19)
Now, Ry can be given as
Ve, k
= F Uy k [vkvkvkvhk]
'Uwyk x, Y, w, 3 b)
Vh,k
B o2 0 0 0 20)
_ 0 agy 0 0
0 0 agw 0
0 0 0 a?,h

where E[vm,kvy7k] = 0, E[Uz,kvw,k] = 0, E['Uw,kvh,k] =0
and so on because they are uncorrelated. It is also important
to note that some researchers give the same values for the
variances (o , o, , o7 and o7 ) for simplification during
their experiment, however, it might be important to properly
tune them individually. This finalizes the derivation for Hj
and Ry.

Similar approach can be used to derive the CV motion
model for any target representation you use for visual tracking
such as detection box centre with area (scale) and aspect
ratio [14], with height and aspect ratio [15], etc. and with

or without velocities of the sizes of objects.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this short document, we have derived the constant veloc-
ity (CV) motion model for visual tracking applications which
include not only detection box centre but also the size of
the detection box in a very explicit and understandable way,
particularly for detection box centre with width and height of
the detection box. We also gave insight for deriving the CV
motion model for any target representations for visual tracking
tasks. We think that this clear and explicit derivation of the
CV motion model can help new visual tracking researchers to

adapt to this research field very quickly.
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