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Abstract—To account for joint tracking and classification
(JTC) of multiple targets from observation sets in presence
of detection uncertainty, noise and clutter, this paper develops
a new trajectory probability hypothesis density (TPHD) filter,
which is referred to as the JTC-TPHD filter. The JTC-TPHD
filter classifies different targets based on their motion models
and each target is assigned with multiple class hypotheses.
By using this strategy, we can not only obtain the category
information of the targets, but also a more accurate trajectory
estimation than the traditional TPHD filter. The JTC-TPHD filter
is derived by finding the best Poisson posterior approximation
over trajectories on an augmented state space using the Kullback-
Leibler divergence (KLD) minimization. The Gaussian mixture is
adopted for the implementation, which is referred to as the GM-
JTC-TPHD filter. The L-scan approximation is also presented for
the GM-JTC-TPHD filter, which possesses lower computational
burden. Simulation results show that the GM-JTC-TPHD filter
can classify targets correctly and obtain accurate trajectory
estimation.

Index Terms—Multi-target tracking, trajectory RFS, joint
tracking and classification.

I. INTRODUCTION

The probability hypothesis density (PHD) filter [1]–[3] is a
widely used approach in the multi-target tracking, which aims
to model the appearance and disappearance of targets, false
detections and misdetections of measurements based on the
random finite set (RFS) [1]. The PHD filter is known for its
low computational burden, which considers a Poisson multi-
target filtering density. If the prior or posterior density is not
Poisson, the PHD filter finds the best Poisson approximation
to enjoy a conjugate closure by minimizing the Kullback-
Leibler divergence (KLD) [4]. There are several common
implementations for the PHD filter, such as sequential Monte
Carlo (SMC) [5] or Gaussian mixture (GM) [3]. Following
the same routine, the cardinalized PHD (CPHD) filter [6], the
multi-Bernoulli (MB) filter [7], the Poisson multi-Bernoulli
mixture (PMBM) filter [8], the generalized labeled multi-
Bernoulli (GLMB) [9], [10] filter, and the labeled multi-
Bernoulli (LMB) filter [11] are also devised.

In the multi-target tracking, we also need to obtain more
accurate trajectory estimation and eliminate the trajectory
fragmentation [12]. Recently, using a set of trajectories as the
posterior density [13]–[16] or a (labeled) multi-target state
sequence posterior [12] provides an efficient approach to the
requirements above. Among these approaches, the trajectory
PHD (TPHD) filter [13] establishes trajectories from first
principles using trajectory RFSs. The TPHD filter propagates

the best Poisson multi-trajectory approximation using the KLD
minimization [4]. The Gaussian mixture is proposed to obtain
a closed-form solution of the TPHD filter, which is given as
the GM-TPHD filter. Meanwhile, the L-scan approximation
strategy is suggested to achieve the fast implementation of the
TPHD filter by only updating the multi-trajectory density of
the last L and keeps the rest unchanged.

The joint tracking and classification (JTC) [17]–[23] of
targets is also a critical problem in radar detection fields. For
example, in the battlefield surveillance, we need to identify
incoming aircrafts and missiles instead of only considering
tracking them. Generally, the motion models [17] or other
characteristics of targets like the extended target model [19]
are related to their categories. In principle, correctly classi-
fying targets and assigning a class-matched filter can also
improve the accuracy of both detection and track estimation.
In [17], the JTC model is extended to the PHD filter with
the particle implementation, which considers each target class
is assigned with a class-matched PHD-like filter. This filter
propagates particles based on their class-dependent motion
models in the prediction step and exchanges the mutual
information between these PHD-like filters by updating the
particle weights. Later, in [18], the Gaussian implementation
of the jump Markov system [24]–[27] PHD (JMS-PHD) filter
combined with the JTC model is discussed. Both above JTC
methods are based on the estimation of the mixed density
probability, and the classification is significantly dependent
on the estimation. It is worth noting that, in [22], the GLMB
filter is combined with a novel joint decision and estimation
algorithm [28], [29] based on the generalized Bayes risk to
solve the JTC problem. Such risk defined in the GLMB filter
involves both the estimation costs of cardinality and states,
and the classification cost.

In this paper, the concept of JTC is developed into the trajec-
tory RFS. Combined with the JTC model, a new TPHD filter is
proposed to obtain the trajectory information and classify dif-
ferent kinds of targets, which is referred to as the JTC-TPHD
filter. In this filter, we assign possible category hypotheses for
each trajectory and the corresponding multiple motion models
for each category. After the prediction and update step, the
category hypothesis with the maximum posterior probability
is extracted to serve as the classification result of the target at
this moment, and then the trajectory estimation of the target is
extracted from this category hypothesis. Besides, the Gaussian
mixture is adopted to obtain an efficient implementation of the
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JTC-TPHD filter, named as the GM-JTC-TPHD filter. The L-
scan approximation of the GM-JTC-TPHD filter is adopted
to deal with the huge computational burden caused by the
increasing length of trajectory. Simulation results demonstrate
the GM-JTC-TPHD filter can achieve excellent performance
in tracking and classification.

II. BACKGROUND

This section provides a brief review of the TPHD filter.
The notation instruction is given in section II-A. The Bayesian
filtering recursion for trajectories is elaborated in section II-B.
Finally, the recursion of the TPHD filter is given section II-C.
Further details can be found in [13].

A. Sets of Trajectories
The trajectory state X = (β, x1:ζ) consists of a finite

sequence of target states x1:ζ = (x1, ..., xζ) that is born at time
step β with length ζ [13]. For a trajectory (β, x1:ζ) that exists
from time β to β+ζ−1, the variable (β, ζ) belongs to the set
Uk = {(β, ζ) : 1 ≤ β ≤ k and 1 ≤ ζ ≤ k−β+1}. Therefore,
a single trajectory up to time step k belongs to the space
Tk = ](β,ζ)∈Uk{β} × Rζ×nx , where ] denotes the disjoint
union, × denotes a Cartesian product, and nx represents the
dimension of target state. Supposing there are Nk trajectories
at time k, the set of trajectories is denoted as

Xk = {X1, ..., XNk} ⊂ F(Tk), (1)

where F(Tk) is the respective collections of all finite subsets
of Tk. The inner product between two real valued functions a
and b is 〈a, b〉, which equals to

∫
a(x)b(x)dx. The generalized

Kronecker delta function is expressed as,

δA(B) ,

{
1, if B = A

0, otherwise,
(2)

and the inclusion function is given as

1Y (X) ,

{
1, if X ⊆ Y
0, otherwise.

(3)

B. Bayesian Filtering Recursion
Given the posterior multi-trajectory density πk−1(·) at time

k− 1 and the set of measurements zk at time k, the posterior
density πk(·) can be obtained by using the Bayes recursion

πk|k−1 (Xk) =

∫
f (Xk|Xk−1)πk−1 (Xk−1) δXk−1, (4)

πk (Xk) =
`k (zk|Xk)πk|k−1 (Xk)∫
`k (zk|Xk)πk|k−1 (Xk) δXk

, (5)

where f(·|·) denotes the transition density, πk|k−1(·) denotes
the predicted density, `k (zk|X) denotes the density of mea-
surements of trajectories. As the measurements come from the
target states of a single frame time, `k (zk|Xk) can be also
written as

`k (zk|Xk) = `k (zk|τk (Xk)) , (6)

where τk(X) denotes the corresponding multi-target state at
the time k. Similarly, the measurement likelihood lk(z|X) of
the single trajectory X = (β, x1:ζ) equals to lk(z|xζ).

C. The TPHD Filter
The TPHD filter considers a Poisson multi-trajectory density

vk(·) at time k, which is expressed as

pk({X1, ..., XNk}) = e−λkλnk

Nk∏
j=1

p̄k(Xj), (7)

where p̄k(·) denotes the single trajectory density and λk ≥ 0.
A Poisson PDF is characterized by its PHD [4]

Dk(X) = λkp̄k(X). (8)

The clutter RFS is also Poisson with intensity κ(z). The TPHD
filter follows the assumptions [13]:
• The trajectories st time k consist of surviving trajectories

at time k − 1 with surviving probability pS,k (·), and
the trajectories born at time k with the PHD γk(·) of
a Poisson density. The birth and the surviving RFSs are
independent of each other.

• The trajectory RFS at time k−1 is Poisson and the clutter
RFS is also Poisson and independent of measurement
RFS.

Given the posterior PHD Dk−1(β, x1:ζ−1) at time k−1 and
the transition density f(xζ |xζ−1), the prediction step of the
TPHD filter is obtained by

Dk|k−1 (X) = γk (X) +DS
k (X) , (9)

where

γk (X) = γk
(
k, x1

)
, (10)

DS
k (X) = pS,k

(
xζ
)
f
(
xζ |xζ−1

)
Dk−1

(
β, x1:ζ−1

)
. (11)

As only alive trajectories are considered in [13], if ζ 6=
k−β+1, DS

k (X) equals to zero. Besides, in (11), it is required
β ∈ {1, 2, ..., k − 1} to represents the trajectories born before
time k. The update step of the TPHD filter is obtained by

Dk (X) =Dk|k−1 (X) (1− pD,k
(
xζ
)
) (12)

+Dk|k−1 (X) pD,k(xζ)

×
∑
z∈Zk

lk(z|xζ)

κ(z) +
〈
pD,k · lk (z|·) , Dτ

k|k−1

〉 ,
where

Dτ
k|k−1

(
xζ
)

=

k∑
β=1

∫
Dk|k−1(t, x1:k−β+1)dx1:k−β , (13)

with ζ = k−β+1, which denotes the PHD of the prior target
density at time k.

III. THE JTC-TPHD FILTER

In this section, the recursion of the JTC-TPHD filter is
elaborated. The JTC-TPHD filter can classify the target when
tracking and each target is assigned with multiple class hy-
potheses. Using this strategy, we can obtain both the category
information of the targets and a more accurate trajectory
estimation than the traditional TPHD filter. In Section III-A,
the JTC model is presented. In Section III-B, the JTC-TPHD
filter is derived in detail.



A. The Joint Tracking and Classification Model

Assume that a considered target possesses the class hypoth-
esis c ∈ Ck at time k, where Ck represents the state space
of classes. Each target class is then characterized by a finite
number of possible motion models denoted by r ∈ M(c),
where r denotes the possible motion model and M(c) denotes
the corresponding space of motion models with class c. The
class state is augmented to the trajectory state, and the state
space of the augmented trajectories is defined as

Y = ](β,ζ)∈Uk{β} × Rζ×nx × C, (14)

where Y represents the space of the augmented trajectories
Xc, which consists of trajectories X and the corresponding
classes c, i.e. Xc = (X, c). For a single trajectory X at
time k, the classification result is determined by the category
hypothesis with the maximum posterior probability density
at this moment. Given the sets of measurements z1:k from
time 1 to k, the prior density Pr(c|z1:k−1) and the likelihood
function p(zk|·) of of class c, the posterior probability density
is computed by the Bayes rule

Pr (c|z1:k) =
p(zk|c, z1:k−1)Pr(c|z1:k−1)∑

c′∈Ck p(zk|c
′, z1:k−1)Pr(c′|z1:k−1)

. (15)

Besides, we define the density of augmented trajectory sets
as the augmented multi-trajectory density. The augmented
trajectory RFS is denoted as

Xc = {Xc = (β, x1:ζ , cζ) ∈ Y}. (16)

More specifically, considering an augmented trajectory pos-
sesses a motion model rζ , then the state is expressed as

Xc,r = (β, x1:ζ , cζ , rζ) ∈ Y×M(cζ), (17)

For an augmented trajectory Xc,r = (β, x1:ζ , cζ , rζ) with a
motion model at time k, its transition density is given as
f̂(Xc,r|X̃c,r), where X̃c,r = (β, x1:ζ , cζ , rζ) represents the
state at time k−1. In some applications, the switch of motion
models are independent of the trajectory states, which is given
as fr(rζ |rζ−1). However, for a certain target, its class does
not change with time. In other words, there is no transition
between different target classes without considering spawning
targets. Besides, the transition f̂(Xc,r|X̃c,r) is considered as
the first-order Markov process, thus the following equation is
established

f̂(Xc,r|X̃c,r) =f
(
xζ |xζ−1, rζ−1

)
fr
(
rζ |rζ−1

)
δcζ [c

ζ ]

× δx1:ζ (x1:ζ)δβ [β]δζ+1[ζ], (18)

In this paper, the measurements are only concerned about
target states of a single frame time, thus the measurement
likelihood lk(z|Xc,r) can be simplified to

lk(z|Xc,r) = lk(z|xζ). (19)

B. The JTC-TPHD Filter

Following the work of the JTC-PHD fillter [17], the re-
cursion of the JTC-TPHD filter not only extends the JTC
model into trajectory RFS, but also presents the prediction and
update process of the categories and multiple motion models
of targets in detail. The JTC-TPHD filter follows the same
assumptions as the TPHD filter [13], which is not elaborated
here. Combined with JTC model, the PHD of the multi-
trajectory density (8) at time k is expressed as,

Dk(X) =
∑
cζ∈C

Dc,k(Xc) =
∑
cζ∈C

∑
rζ∈M(cζ)

Dr,k(Xc,r), (20)

where Dc,k(Xc) and Dr,k(Xc,r) represent the PHD of the
augmented multi-trajectory density considering class and the
PHD of the augmented multi-trajectory density with motion
model r, respectively. By propagating the PHD Dc(Xc) of
the augmented trajectory Xc = (β, x1:ζ , cζ), the recursion of
the JTC-TPHD filter is given as follows,

Proposition 1. Given the posterior PHD Dc,k−1(Xc) at time
k − 1, which equals to

Dc,k−1
(
β, x1:ζ−1, cζ−1

)
(21)

=
∑

rζ−1∈M(cζ−1)

Dr,k−1
(
β, x1:ζ−1, cζ−1, rζ−1

)
,

the predicted PHD Dc,k|k−1(Xc) of the augmented multi-
trajectory density is obtained by

Dc,k|k−1 (Xc) = γc,k (Xc) +DS
c,k (Xc) , (22)

where

γc,k (Xc) =γc,k
(
k, x1, c1

)
, (23)

Dζ
c,k (Xc) =δcζ−1(cζ)

∑
rζ∈M(cζ)

∑
rζ−1∈M(cζ−1)

fr
(
rζ |rζ−1

)
× pS,k

(
xζ−1, cζ−1

)
f
(
xζ |xζ−1, rζ−1

)
(24)

×Dr,k−1
(
β, x1:ζ−1, cζ−1, rζ−1

)
,

As indicated by (24), for surviving trajectories, the pre-
diction step includes the switches of different target motion
models of the same class and the prediction of trajectory states.
Note that, different from [17], the previous states of trajectories
are retained in (24).

Proposition 2. Given the predicted PHD Dc,k|k−1(Xc) at
time k, the posterior PHD Dc,k(Xc) of the multi-trajectory
density is obtained by

Dc,k

(
β, x1:ζ , cζ

)
=Dc,k|k−1

(
β, x1:ζ , cζ

)
(1− pD(xζ , cζ))

+Dc,k|k−1
(
β, x1:ζ , cζ

)
pD(xζ , cζ)

×
∑
z∈Zk

lk(z|xζ)
κ(z) + Θk [z,Xc]

, (25)



where

Θk [z,Xc] =
∑
cζ∈C

∫
pD(xζ , cζ) · lk(z|xζ) (26)

×Dτ
c,k|k−1(xζ , cζ)dxζ ,

Dτ
c,k|k−1(xζ , cζ) =

k∑
β=1

∫
Dc,k|k−1(β, x1:k−β+1, ck−β+1)

×dx1:k−β . (27)

In Proposition 2, ζ = k−β+1, and Dτ
c,k|k−1(xζ , cζ) denotes

the PHD of the prior density of augmented targets at time k.
The updated PHD contains information about the trajectories,
corresponding classes and motion models.

IV. THE GAUSSIAN MIXTURE IMPLEMENTATION

In this section, the Gaussian mixture is presented to obtain
a closed-form implementation for the JTC-TPHD filter, which
is referred to as the GM-JTC-TPHD filter. There are some
notations given as follows. At time k, the Gaussian density of
a trajectory which is born at time t of length i is given as

N (Xc,r;β, m̂
k(r), P̂ k(r)) = N (x1:ζ ; m̂k(r), P̂ k(r)) (28)

× 1M(c)(r)1Uk [β, ζ]1Ck(c),

with the mean m̂k ∈ Rζ×nx and the covariance P̂ k ∈
Rζnx×ζnx . For a matrix V , the notation V[n:m,s:t] represents
the submatrix of V for rows from time steps n to m and
columns from time steps s to t. The notation V[n:m] is used
to present the submatrix of V for rows from time steps n to
m. Besides, the notations V[n,s:t] and V[n] represent V[n:n,s:t]
and V[n:n], respectively. The recursion of the GM-JTC-TPHD
filter follows the assumptions of

Assumption 1: The transition of target state and observation
function are the linear Gaussian model

f
(
xζ |xζ−1, rζ−1

)
=N

(
xζ ;F (rζ)xζ−1, Q(rζ)

)
, (29)

l
(
z|xζ

)
=N

(
z;Hxζ , R

)
, (30)

where F ∈ Rnx×nx denotes the state transition matrix and
Q ∈ Rnx×nx is the process noise covariance. H ∈ Rnz×nx
is the observation matrix and R ∈ Rnz×nz denotes the
observation noise covariance.

Assumption 2: The values of surviving probability and
detection probability are considered as class dependent in the
implementation, which are expressed as, pS(c) and pD(c),
respectively.

Assumption 3: The PHD of the birth density γc,k at time k
is a Gaussian mixture

γc,k (Xc) =

Jkγ (c
k)∑

j=1

ωkγc,j(c
k)

∑
rk∈M(ck)

ωkγr,j(r
k) (31)

×N
(
Xc,r; k, m̂

k
γ,j(r

k), P̂ kγ,j(r
k)
)
,

where Jkγ ∈ N represents the number of Gaussian components.
For the j-th birth component at time k, ωkγc,j and ωkγr,j
represents the weight of components and motion models,

respectively. The mean and covariance of the Gaussian density
are expressed as m̂k

γ,j ∈ Rnx and P̂ kγ,j ∈ Rnx×nx , respec-
tively.

Proposition 3. The posterior PHD Dc,k−1(Xc) at time k− 1
can be given as the Gaussian mixture as follows

Dc,k−1 (Xc) =

Jk−1(ck−1)∑
j=1

ωk−1c,j (ck−1)
∑

rk−1∈M(ck−1)

ωk−1r,j (rk−1)

×N
(
Xc,r;βj , m̂

k−1
j (rk−1), P̂ k−1j (rk−1)

)
, (32)

where, at time k − 1, the length ζk−1j of the j-th augmented
trajectory Xc,r is given as k−βj . The mean and covariance of
the Gaussian density are given as m̂k−1

j (rk−1) =∈ Rζ
k−1
j ×nx

and P̂ k−1j (rk−1) ∈ Rζ
k−1
j nx×ζk−1

j nx , respectively. Then the
prior PHD Dc,k|k−1(Xc) is given as

Dc,k|k−1(Xc) =γc,k(Xc) +DS
c,k(Xc), (33)

DS
c,k (Xc) =

∑
rk∈M(ck)

Jk−1(ck−1)∑
j=1

pS(ck−1)δck−1(ck)ωk−1c,j (ck−1)

×
∑

rk−1∈M(ck−1)

wk−1r,j (rk−1)fr(r
k|rk−1)

×N
(
Xc,r;βj , m̂

k|k−1
s,j (rk), P̂

k|k−1
s,j (rk)

)
,

(34)

where

m̂
k|k−1
s,j (rk) =

[
m̂k−1
j (rk−1)

F (rk)m̂k−1
j,[k−1](r

k−1)

]
, (35)

P̂
k|k−1
s,j (rk) =

[
P̂ k−1j (rk−1) P1

P>1 P2

]
, (36)

P1 =P̂ k−1j,[βj :k−1,k−1](r
k−1)F (rk)>, (37)

P2 =F (rk)P̂ k−1j,[k−1,k−1](r
k−1)F (rk)> +Q(rk).

(38)

Propositions 3 is the consequence of Proposition 1. The
prediction step of trajectory in the GM-JTC-TPHD filter roots
in the change of the target state and the prediction of motion
models depends on the transition density function fr(·|·).

Proposition 4. If at time k, the prior PHD Dc,k|k−1(Xc) is
given as the Gaussian mixture of the form

Dc,k|k−1 (Xc) =

Jk|k−1(ck)∑
j=1

ω
k|k−1
c,j (ck)

∑
rk∈M(ck)

ω
k|k−1
r,j (rk)

×N
(
Xc,r;βj , m̂

k|k−1
j (rk), P̂

k|k−1
j (rk)

)
,

then, given a measurement set Zk, the posterior PHD
Dc,k(Xc) is given as



Dc,k (Xc) =(1− pD(ck))Dc,k|k−1(Xc) (39)

+
∑
z∈Zk

Jk|k−1(ck)∑
j=1

ωkc,j(c
k, z)

∑
rk∈M(ck)

ωkr,j(r
k, z)

×N
(
Xc,r;βj , m̂

k
j

(
rk, z

)
, P̂ kj (rk)

)
,

where

ωkr,j(r
k, z) =

ω
k|k−1
r,j (rk, z)qj(r

k, z)

φj(ck, z)
, (40)

ωkc,j(c
k, z) =

pD(ck)ω
k|k−1
c,j (ck)φj(c

k, z)

κ(z) +
Jk|k−1∑
l=1

∑
ck∈C

pD(ck)ω
k|k−1
c,l φl(ck, z)

,

(41)

φj(c
k, z) =

∑
rk∈M(ck)

ω
k|k−1
r,j (rk, z)qj(r

k, z), (42)

z̄j(r
k) =Hm̂

k|k−1
j,[k] (rk), (43)

Sj(r
k) =HP̂

k|k−1
j,[k,k] (r

k)H> +R, (44)

qj(r
k, z) =N (z; z̄j(r

k), Sj(r
k)), (45)

P̂ kj (rk) =P̂
k|k−1
j (rk)−KjHP̂

k|k−1
j,[k,βj :k]

(rk), (46)

Kj =P̂
k|k−1
j,[βj :k,k]

(rk)H>(Sj(r
k))−1. (47)

Different from the JTC-PHD filter [17], the GM-JTC-TPHD
filter aims at the whole trajectory in the update step. It not only
updates the estimation of the target state at current time, but
also smooths the estimation of previous states. When there
is only one case of the target class c, the GM-JTC-TPHD
filter degrades into the GM-JMS-TPHD filter [30], which only
considers tracking maneuvering targets without classification.

Similar to the traditional GM-TPHD [13] filter, the num-
ber of Gaussian components for the GM-JTC-TPHD filter
increases as time progresses. Hence, to limit unbounded Gaus-
sian components, the pruning and absorption techniques are
needed, which can be found in [13]. In addition, the L-scan
approximation [13] is also needed to deal with the increasing
length of trajectories, which only updates the multi-trajectory
density of the last L time and leaves the rest unaltered. At
the end of each recursion, the classification result of the j-th
target is determined by

max
c∈Ck

ωkc,j(c
k), (48)

then the estimation of the number of alive trajectories of all
possible classes at time k is given as

Nk = round(

Jk∑
j=1

∑
ck∈Ck

ωkc,j(c
k)). (49)

The state estimations of Nk trajectories are given as{(
β1, ζ

k
1 , m̂

k
1

)
, ...,

(
βNk , ζ

k
Nk , m̂

k
Nk

)}
.

V. SIMULATIONS

This section presents numerical studies for the GM-JTC-
TPHD filter. A six targets simulation is set inside of a
three-dimensional space with the size of [−8000, 12000]m×
[−12000, 6000]m× [0, 10000]m for 100 seconds. The target
state matrix is given as xk = [px, ṗx, py, ṗy, pz, ṗz], where
px, py, pz denote the position information and ṗx, ṗy, ṗz rep-
resent the velocity information. Consider an nonlinear obser-
vation process

zk = hk(xk, vk) =


tan−1

(
px,k
py,k

)
tan−1

(√
r1

pz,k

)
√
r2

+ vk, (50)

where vk ∼ N (·; 0, Rk) and Rk =
diag([(π/180)2, (π/180)2, 10]>)2. By using the extended
Kalman (EK) [31] filter to local linearizations of the
(nonlinear) mapping hk, we can obtain an approximate linear
observation matrix (30)

H =
∂hk(xk, 0)

∂xk
(51)

=


py,k
r1

0
−px,k
r1

0 0 0
px,kpz,k
r2
√
r1

0
py,kpz,k
r2
√
r1

0
−√r1
r2

0
px,k
r2

0
py,k
r2

0
pz,k
r2

0

 ,
where r1 = p2x,k + p2y,k and r2 = p2x,k + p2y,k + p2z,k.
The targets are divided into two classes: the plane (cp) and
unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) (cu). In other words, the space
of class is given as C = {cp, cu} = 2. In this scenario, the
plane goes into the nosedive from the high, belonging to the
weak maneuvering target and the UAV flies at a low altitude,
belonging to the high maneuvering target. The maneuvering
motion model consists of the CT and CV modes. The linear
state transition matrices for the CV and CT models are given
as follows

FCV =I3 ⊗

[
1 δt

0 1

]
, (52)

FCT =



1 δt 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 sinζδt
ζ 0 − 1−cosζδt

ζ

0 0 0 cosζδt 0 −sinζδt
0 0 0 1−cosζδt

ζ 1 sinζδt
ζ

0 0 0 sinζδt 0 cosζδt


, (53)

QCV =QCT = σ2
vI3 ⊗

[
δt4

4
δt3

2
δt3

2 δt2

]
, (54)

where I3 represents the 3 × 3 unit matrix, σ2
v = 5ms−2, ⊗

represents the Kronecker product and δt = 1s denotes the
sampling interval. The plane consists of three motion modes
i.e. M(cp) = 3 with the linear motion, a counterclockwise
turn rate of −4◦/s and a clockwise turn rate of 4◦/s. For



Fig. 1. The true trajectory of the Planes and UAVs in 100s. The start and
end points for each trajectory are marked by o and ∗, respectively. The targets
classes, as well as their birth and death time are marked in this Fig.

Fig. 2. The trajectory estimation and classification results of the GM-JTC-
TPHD filter at time k = 47.

the plane, the notation ζ equals to −4π/180 or 4π/180. The
UAV consists of three motion modes i.e. M(cu) = 3 with the
linear motion, a counterclockwise turn rate of −15◦/s and
a clockwise turn rate of 15◦/s. For the UAV, the notation ζ
equals to −15π/180 or 15π/180. The surviving probabilities
of the plane and UAV are given as pS(cp) = pS(cu) = 0.99.
The detection probabilities of the plane and UAV are given as
pD(cp) = 0.99, pD(cu) = 0.95, respectively. The number of
clutter per scan is Poisson distributed with mean λc = 30. We
assume that surviving probabilities, detection probabilities and
clutter rate are given as a prior knowledge. The initial models
of targets are shown in Table I and the death time here refers
to the last time a target existing.

Besides, the birth process is Poisson with parame-
ters Jkγ = 4, ωkγc = 0.03 × [0.5, 0.5], ωkγr =

[0.3, 0.35, 0.35] and P̂ kγ = diag([50, 50, 50, 50, 50, 50])2. For
each j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} , m̂k

γ,1 = [0, 0, 0, 0, 8000, 0]>, m̂k
γ,2 =

[−1000, 0, 1000, 0, 9000, 0]>, m̂k
γ,3 = [0, 0, 100, 0, 7500,

0]>, m̂k
γ,4 = [50, 0, 50, 0, 0, 0]>The value of the L-scan ap-

proximation is set as L = 5. The switching between different

TABLE I
THE INITIAL TARGET STATES

Birth State Birth Time Death Time

Plane 1 [0,−100, 0,−200, 8000,−60]> 1 55

Plane 2 [−1000, 120, 1000, 50, 9000,−120]> 25 100

Plane 3 [0, 150, 100,−200, 7500,−40]> 35 100

UAV 1 [0, 110, 0,−100, 0, 100]> 1 75

UAV 2 [100, 150, 0,−180, 10, 50]> 25 100

UAV 3 [−100,−90, 10, 200, 0, 100]> 30 90

10 20 30 40 50

Time(s)

0

0.5

1

P
C

UAV 1

10 20 30 40 50

Time(s)

0

0.5

1

P
C

UAV 2

Plane

UAV

10 20 30 40 50

Time(s)

0

0.5

1

P
C

UAV 3

10 20 30 40 50

Time(s)

0

0.5

1

P
C

Plane 1

10 20 30 40 50

Time(s)

0

0.5

1

P
C

Plane 2

10 20 30 40 50

Time(s)

0

0.5

1

P
C

Plane 3

Fig. 3. It shows the classification histories of trajectories in Fig. 2 with
one Monte Carlo experiment, where the word PC is the abbreviation of the
probability of classes. The classification results of targets of a single frame
time is the class with the maximum probability at this moment.

motion modes in both classes is taken as the same, which is
given by the following Markovian model transition probability
matrices

fr(r
i|ri−1) =


0.8 0.1 0.1

0.1 0.8 0.1

0.1 0.1 0.8

 , (55)

In pruning and absorption, the threshold of weight is Γp =
10−5, the threshold of absorption is given as Γa = 4 and
the maximum is limited as Jmax = 50. The trajectory metric
error (TM) [32] with parameters p = 2, c = 100, γ = 1 is
used to characterize the error between the estimated and truth
for the GM-JTC-TPHD filter. By running 1000 Monte Carlo
experiments, the performance of the GM-JTC-TPHD filter is
given as follows.

It can be seen from Fig. 2 that the GM-JTC-TPHD filter
can achieve excellent performance in the estimation of the
trajectory states and classification results. Then, it can be
seen from Figs.3 and 4 that the GM-JTC-TPHD filter can
correctly classify the plane and UAV with time progressing,
but performs fluctuation with the changes of the number of
targets. Finally, the influence of different values of the L-scan
approximation is shown in Fig. 5. As expect, an increasing
L can improve estimation performance and reduce the errors,
while the improvement becomes less and less with increasing
L. In addition, The averaged times to run one Monte Carlo
iteration with a 2.8 GHz Intel i7 laptop are given as : 8.69



10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Time(s)

0

1

2

3

4

5

n
u
m

b
e
r

Truth-Plane

Est-Plane

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Time(s)

0

1

2

3

4

5

n
u
m

b
e
r

Truth-UAV

Est-UAV

Fig. 4. The average estimation of the target number of two classes in the
GM-JTC-TPHD filter with multiple Monte Carlo experiments.
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Fig. 5. The RMS trajectory metric error of all alive trajectories with different
L, considering both classes.

seconds, 9.21 seconds, 15.57 seconds and 28.13 seconds, with
L ∈ {1, 5, 10, 30}. It is worth nothing that, when L = 1, the
GM-JTC-TPHD filter is equivalent to the GM-JTD-PHD filter
[17] in Fig. 5. In addition, considering both the computational
efficiency and performance, L = 5 is a suitable value in this
scenario.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the recursion of the JTC-TPHD filter is de-
rived, which can not only estimate trajectories, but also classify
different kinds of targets. The Gaussian mixture implementa-
tion is presented for the JTC-TPHD filter, which is referred
to as the GM-JTC-TPHD filter. The L-scan approximation is
also applied to the GM-JTC-TPHD filter to achieve a fast
implementation. Simulation results demonstrate that the GM-
JTC-TPHD filter can achieve excellent performance in both
tracking and classification. However, this paper only considers
the classification based on the target state and motion models
of a single frame time. Future works will research the special
association between trajectories and classes to obtain a better
classification results.
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