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Abstract—Existing trackers usually select a location or pro-
posal with the maximum score as tracking result for each frame.
However, such greedy search scheme maybe not the optimal
choice, especially when encountering challenging tracking scenar-
ios like heavy occlusions and fast motion. Since the accumulated
errors would make response scores not reliable anymore. In this
paper, we propose a novel multi-agent reinforcement learning
based beam search strategy (termed BeamTracking) to address
this issue. Specifically, we formulate the tracking as a sample
selection problem fulfilled by multiple parallel decision-making
processes, each of which aims at picking out one sample as
their tracking result in each frame. We take the target feature,
proposal feature, and its response score as state, and also consider
actions predicted by nearby agent, to train multi-agents to select
their actions. When all the frames are processed, we select
the trajectory with the maximum accumulated score as the
tracking result. Extensive experiments on seven popular tracking
benchmark datasets validated the effectiveness of the proposed
algorithm.

Index Terms—Visual Tracking, Multi-Agent Reinforcement
Learning, Beam Search, Local and Global Search, Greedy Search

I. INTRODUCTION

THE goal of visual tracking is to search for target object in
subsequent frames according to its initial state in the first

frame. With great progress achieved in recent years, tracking
techniques are widely used in many applications, such as video
surveillance, robots and autopilot. Nevertheless, due to various
challenging factors, such as heavy occlusion and fast motion,
the performance of existing trackers in a complex environment
is still far from satisfactory.

Existing trackers generally adopt either online or offline
learning schemes to conduct tracking [1]–[6]. Online learning
trackers update their appearance models on-the-fly, while
offline learning trackers use the appearance models pre-trained
on other datasets. However, according to our observation, both
of existing online learning and offline learning trackers apply
a greedy search strategy to perform tracking, that is, only
the result with the highest confidence score predicted by the
tracker at each frame will be considered as the final tracking
result. Although this greedy search strategy can achieve good
performance on simple videos, existing methods can be still
very vulnerable to challenging factors like occlusions and
motion blurs. For example, to update tracking models, online
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learning trackers can only use the sample initialized in the first
frame and noisy results obtained during tracking, making them
difficult to identify and correct unreliable target appearances
learned from inaccurate results. For the offline trained trackers,
their parameters are fixed and thus can not depict the varia-
tions of the target object comprehensively. Therefore, existing
methods that force the tracker to locate the target and learn
the target appearance only based on the maximum response
scores can be still prone to drifting. This inspired us to think
do we have to make the tracker predict the only one location
for each frame in such a greedy manner?

Recently, image captioning [7], [8], which takes an image
as input and outputs a sentence to describe the contents of
a given image, draws increasing attention among researchers.
The relating algorithms mainly maintain multiple candidate
words and utilize the beam search algorithm to select the
best sentence. This motivates us to design a novel search
strategy for visual tracking to handle various issues caused by
regular greedy search as mentioned above. Although directly
introducing the beam search into visual tracking is an intuitive
approach, the vanilla beam search algorithm which selects the
top-k candidates could still deliver similar effects with greedy
algorithms. The top-k candidate samples in practical tracking
can be very similar to each other. Therefore, the original
beam search mechanism would not be superior on tracking
comparing with the regular greedy search algorithms. As a
result, how to design a more suitable beam search algorithm
for visual tracking remains an open question.

In this paper, we introduce a novel multi-agent reinforce-
ment learning (MARL) based beam search policy to magnify
the benefits of beam search for tracking and alternate the
commonly used greedy search-based strategy. The comparison
between greedy search and the proposed MARL-based beam
search is illustrated in Fig. 1. Specifically, we formulate the
visual tracking as a sample selection problem. Different from
the trackers [9]–[13] that also perform tracking based on
sample selection, we introduce a multi-agent reinforcement
learning framework for tracking the target. In the proposed
framework, we employ different agents and apply a multi-
agent decision making process to estimate the state of the tar-
get object based on candidate states in each frame. We define
each candidate state according to a proposal (a bounding box
area that potentially contains the target) and extracts its state
representation based on the confidence score of the proposal,
the CNN features within the proposal, and the CNN features of
the target. Proposals and their confidences are obtained from a
joint local and global search architecture according to previous
tracking locations and target-aware attention regions [14]. A
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Fig. 1. Comparison between greedy search and our proposed MARL based beam search for visual tracking.

recurrent neural network (bi-directional GRU [15]) is further
utilized to comprehensively encode candidate states into a uni-
fied state feature. Then, we introduce parallel decision making
processes which assign different policy networks for various
agents. A policy network takes the unified state feature as input
and selects the best candidate state as the tracking result for the
agent in current frame. To boost the communication between
nearby agents, we also feed the actions chosen by the previous
agent into the subsequent one. After selecting different target
states with different agents, we can then apply the beam
search to update the maintained multiple tracking trajectories
until current frame. These operations are executed until the
end of video sequence. Lastly, the best-scored trajectory will
be chosen as the tracking result of current video. Following
reinforcement learning paradigm, we optimize the proposed
multi-agent beam search network with the policy gradient
method (Proximal Policy Optimization algorithm, PPO [16]).
The overall pipeline of our tracker can be found in Fig. 2.

Comparing with existing visual trackers, the features and
differences of this work can be concluded as follows: (1).
Frame-level vs Trajectory-level decision: Different from pre-
vious algorithms which employ frame-level decision strategy
for visual tracking, we adopt the MARL based beam search
to exploit the trajectory-level decision. In practice, our tracker
can realize a powerful reasoning procedure in a global view
for some challenging frames. (2). Ensemble of multi-trackers
vs Beam search-based single tracker: Traditional ensemble
learning-based trackers usually adopt multiple trackers which
may bring extremely high time and space complexity. In
contrast, our proposed beam search can be integrated with
only one tracker, but also achieves high-performance tracking.
(3). Single-agent vs Multi-agent RL: Previous RL based
tracking algorithms all follow a single-agent setting, while
our tracker is developed based on a multi-agent RL paradigm.
By cooperating multiple agents in our method, the tracking
performance can be further improved.

To sum up, the contributions of this paper can be summa-
rized in the following three aspects:
•We analyze the limitations of greedy search used in regular

visual tracking framework and propose to conduct tracking
with multi-agent reinforcement learning based beam search

strategy, termed BeamTracking. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first attempt to perform beam search based single
object tracking task under a multi-agent reinforcement learning
framework.
• We formulate the visual tracking task as a sample se-

lection problem that can be tackled with multiple parallel
Markov decision making processes. We propose a multi-agent
reinforcement learning framework to fulfill the sequential
decision-making problem.
• We integrate the MARL beam search strategy into mul-

tiple trackers and conduct experiments on multiple popular
tracking benchmark datasets. These results fully validated the
effectiveness and generalization of our proposed approach.

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we will give a review on greedy search
based, reinforcement learning based, and ensemble learning
based trackers. Due to the limited space in this paper, the
following survey papers [1]–[3], [17], [18] and paper list 1 are
recommended to find more related trackers.

Greedy Search based Tracking. The classification based
trackers take the visual tracking as a binary classification
problem, and they learn a classifier online and discriminate the
given proposal is a target object or background. Some success-
fully trackers like traditional trackers Struck [9], SOWP [19]
and deep learning trackers MDNet [10] are very popular in the
tracking community. Pu et al. [20] propose a recurrent memory
activation network (RMAN) to exploit the untapped temporal
coherence of the target appearance for visual tracking. There
are also some works that attempt to improve the overall
performance from different perspectives, such as ensemble
learning [21], improve tracking efficiency [11], meta-learning
[22] and joint local and global search [14].

Benefiting from the offline training with large-scale datasets,
the Siamese network based trackers achieve good performance
on recent tracking benchmarks. SiamFC [23] and SINT [24]
are early works to introduce the Siamese network by designing
fully convolutional architecture and instance matching for
tracking, respectively. Later, the modules proposed in object

1https://github.com/wangxiao5791509/Single_Object_Tracking_Paper_List

https://github.com/wangxiao5791509/Single_Object_Tracking_Paper_List
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detection community are modified for tracking task like RPN
module [25], [26], re-detection module [27]–[30], anchor-free
module [31], [32], adversarial training [33], [34], etc. Besides,
there are also many works introduce new learning schemes,
for example, meta-learning [22], [35], reinforcement learning
[36]–[38], unsupervised learning [39]. Recent works demon-
strate that the new architectures like Transformers [40] are also
improve the Siamese tracker significantly [41], [42]. Although
these trackers achieve good performance on some benchmarks,
however, nearly all of these trackers adopt a greedy search
strategy for final tracking (including the Correlation Filter
based trackers [43]–[45]), which will make it difficult for
the tracker to revise its past predictions based on future
observations. In this paper, we propose a novel MARL-based
beam search algorithm to achieve multiple-trajectory tracking,
which demonstrates significant improvement compared with
regular greedy search.

Reinforcement Learning based Tracking. Deep rein-
forcement learning (DRL) drawing more and more attention
to computer vision researchers. There are already some works
propose to introduce the DRL into the visual tracking com-
munity [33], [36], [38], [38], [46]–[51]. Specifically, Yun et
al. [36] propose a tracker that is controlled by sequentially
pursuing actions learned by deep reinforcement learning. The
use of reinforcement learning enables even partially labeled
data to be successfully utilized for semi-supervised learning.
Chen et al. [51] take tracking as a continuous reinforcement
learning problem and train an actor-critic network to move the
bounding box directly to locate the target object. Zhang et al.
[46] also treat the tracking problem as a sequential decision-
making process and historical semantics encode highly rel-
evant information for future decisions. They formulate their
model as a recurrent convolutional neural network agent that
interacts with video overtime and achieve good performance
on tracking benchmark. James et al. [47] propose to learn
an optimal decision-making policy by formulating tracking as
a partially observable decision-making process. Hence, their
agent can adaptively decide where to look, when to reinitialize,
and when to update its appearance model for the tracked
object. Wang et al. [33] utilize RL to learn to generate hard
instance samples and integrate with Siamese tracker for robust
tracking. Different from these trackers which utilize single
agent to optimize their target and adopt greedy search for
visual tracking, in this work, we formulate the visual tracking
as multi-agent decision-making process and propose a novel
beam search strategy to handle the issues caused by greedy
search.

In contrast, multi-agent reinforcement learning attempts
to achieve maximum reward through the communication of
multiple agents. More interestingly, these agents may have
different outcomes depending on what the other agents are
doing [52]. MARL have been widely used in many computer
vision tasks, such as multi-object tracking [48], [53], [54],
action recognition [55] and traffic light control [56], [57]. To
the best of our knowledge, this paper is the first work to
introduce the idea of multi-agent reinforcement learning for
visual tracking.

Ensemble Learning based Tracking. Seldom of ex-

isting trackers model visual tracking from the view of multi-
trajectory analysis [58] [59]. Specifically, MTA is proposed in
[58] to conduct tracking by trajectory selection in tracking pro-
cedure based on STRUCK [60]. Their tracking performance
is limited by manual designed features and untrainable multi-
trajectory analysis. Wang et al. proposed the DeepMTA [61] by
introducing multi-trajectory analysis based on dynamic target-
aware attention and trajectory evaluation networks. MHT [59]
is developed based on empirically defined track tree con-
struction and updating scheme. It also relies on hand-crafted
features and detection results to solve multi-object tracking
problems.

Some researchers resort to the ensemble learning for high-
performance tracking by fusing multiple experts. Specifically,
the MEEM [62] is developed to address the model drift issue
with a multi-expert restoration scheme. CF2 [63] adaptively
learn correlation filters on each convolutional layer to encode
the target appearance and hierarchically infer the maximum
response of each layer to locate targets. HDT [64] use different
CNN features and hedge several CNN trackers into a stronger
one with an adaptive Hedge method. Besides, the AdaBoost
is used for tracking with ensemble learning, such as [65]–
[67]. MCCT [68] is proposed by Wang et al. for accurate
object tracking, called the Multi-Cue Correlation filter based
Tracker. [69] fuses multiple trackers based on appropriately
mixing the prior state of the trackers. It also updates the
target appearance model according to the track-quality level.
[70] first group trackers into clusters based on the spatio-
temporal pair-wise correlation, then the reverse-time analysis
is employed to select the high-quality clutters for late fusion.
[71] presents a generic framework for combining or selecting
online the different components of the processing chain of a
set of trackers. HMMTxD is proposed in [72] which fuses ob-
servations from complementary out-of-the box trackers and a
detector with a hidden Markov model. Wang et al. [73] jointly
learn the unknown trajectory of the target and the reliability of
each tracker for ensemble-based tracking, termed FHMM. Xie
et al. [74] achieve multi-tracker fusion by removing the bad
trajectories based on the pair-wise correlation, which can be
obtained between different tracker pairs. Different from these
works, we propose a novel multi-agent reinforcement learning
based beam search strategy for visual tracking, which can
maintain multiple tracking results for each frame. Our tracker
can realize video-level decision which will be more beneficial
for tracking.

III. TRACKING BY MARL BASED BEAM SEARCH

In this section, we first give an overview of our proposed
visual tracking system. Then, we dive into the details of how
we implement MARL based beam search for tracking. After
that, we talk about the objective functions used in our tracking
framework. Finally, we introduce the details in the tracking
phase.

A. Overview

As shown in Fig. 2, we first collect candidate states of the
target object for each frame based on binary classification
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Fig. 2. Pipeline of the proposed MARL based beam search for visual tracking. The RT-MDNet [11] is adopted as an example.

based tracking framework. Specifically, the local and global
proposals are extracted around previous tracking results and
attention regions. The response scores of these proposals
can be attained with an online learned classifier. Then, we
concatenate the target object features, the features within
proposals, and the response scores of proposals to form
candidate states. Subsequently, a bi-directional GRU network
is utilized to encode the states into one feature representation.
Note that the historical candidate proposals are memorized to
facilitate current prediction. For each frame, we employ policy
networks, i.e., multiple agents, to output diverse actions for
beam search-based tracking. The selections of different agents
are enhanced by the communications between nearby agents.
That is, we input the action chosen by the previous agent
into the subsequent one. As a result, this multi-agent system
generates multi-trajectory tracking results. After spanning the
entire video sequence, the response score of an obtained
trajectory can be computed by simply summarizing the scores
of proposals that belong to the corresponding trajectory. We
select the trajectory with the maximum accumulated response
score as the final tracking result of testing video sequence.

B. Candidate States Generation via Local-Global-Search

To effectively apply beam search for tracking, we need
multiple reliable but diverse tracking results. We achieve this
goal by employing multiple agents and let each agent find
the best state of the target from multiple candidate states. We
generate candidate states based on joint local and global search
results. The local search provides accurate tracking results for
simple videos but can be extremely vulnerable to challenging
factors, such as fast motion, heavy occlusion, and out-of-
view, which are frequently occurred in a practical tracking
environment. The global search then complements the local
search to improve the tracking robustness in these challenging
scenarios.

For local search-based tracking, we generate candidate
states based on the binary classification-based multi-domain
convolutional neural network, i.e., MDNet [10] and RT-
MDNet [11]. In these trackers, dozens of proposals are sam-
pled around previous tracking results. Then, these trackers
feed sampled proposals into a binary classifier to select the
best-scored proposal as the result of the current frame. After
tracking, they generate positive and negative training samples
and train their network on-the-fly. Different from MDNet,

the RT-MDNet greatly improves the tracking efficiency by
introducing a fast adaptive RoI-Align scheme for feature
extraction of sampled proposals. In practice, by applying these
trackers to perform local search for the target, we can obtain a
rich collection of proposals and their confidence scores, thus
forming multiple candidate states.

For global search-based tracking, we mainly follow [14]
and adopt Target-aware Attention Network (termed TANet)
to locate the target object from the global view in this
paper. In particular, we adopt ResNet-18 [75], which is pre-
trained on ImageNet [76], to extract features of initial target
object and global video frame. The features maps of target
object are then utilized as convolutional filter and implement
convolutional operation on the feature maps of global video
frame. The processed feature maps will be fed into a decoder
network gradually by skip-connections. The decoder network
will generate the corresponding attention map where the
target object related regions will be highlighted. With the
generated attention of target, we can sample global search-
based proposals for the target. These proposals are also fed
into the local search tracker to obtain confidence scores. This
procedure is illustrated in Fig. 2.

As mentioned in previous sections, the commonly used
greedy search strategy that selects the proposal with maxi-
mum response score as the result of the current frame can
already work well on simple videos. However, this mecha-
nism still suffers from drifting in challenging scenarios under
the tracking-by-detection framework. To address this issue,
we propose to perform beam search on multi-trajectory in-
formation for more robust tracking. The multi-trajectory is
obtained with a multi-agent reinforcement learning (MARL)
framework, which will be introduced in the following sections.

C. Preliminaries of Reinforcement Learning

To achieve beam search-based tracking, we formulate visual
tracking as a sample selection problem that can be tackled
with Markov decision process (MDP). To describe a MDP,
we introduce its basic elements: (S,A, T,R, γ), where S is a
set of states st, t is used to denote time step, A is a set of
actions at, T is the transition probability of the next state
given current state and action 2, R is the reward function

2In our case, given the current state and action, the transition probability
is determined.
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r(st, at) for each intermediate time step t, and γ is the
discount factor which usually set as 0.9. The actions are taken
from a probability distribution called policy π given current
state (at ∼ π(st)). Under MDP, it is straight-forward to apply
the reinforcement learning technique to learn the policy π or
the tracking model. By maximizing the rewards, reinforcement
learning can achieve better tracking performance. Many visual
trackers are developed based on this idea [33], [36], [38],
[38], [46]–[51]. Different from previous works, this paper
develops a novel beam search-based policy with multi-agent
reinforcement learning for visual tracking, which can track the
target object by analyzing multiple tracking results.

D. MARL Framework

The introduction of MARL framework is to magnify the
benefits of beam search for tracking. In general, the MARL
employs different agents to perform tracking. Each agent fol-
lows a typical reinforcement learning framework. Therefore,
we need to define the state representation, the action space, the
decision making policy, and the reward function for training
each agent. In this section, we will describe in details how we
define these concepts to fulfill tracking.

1) State Representation: As described in the introduction,
we obtain the state representation for each agent based on a
collection of candidate state representations. Candidate state
representations are generated according to proposals by the
joint local and global search. Confidence scores and CNN
features define candidate state representations.

Formally, we introduce the following symbols to help de-
scribe state representations. Given current frame from a video
sequence, we first collect n proposals P = {p1, p2, ..., pn}.
Each pi is a 4-D vector describing the coordinates of the four
corners of a bounding box area. For the collected proposals, we
use the symbols S = {s1, s2, ..., sn} to represent correspond-
ing confidence scores predicted by the local search tracker.
Then, we denote F = {F1, F2, ..., Fn} as the features extracted
from CNN for all the collected proposals. Each Fi is originally
a tensor with the size C × H ×W , and we then reshape it
into a 1-D vector. We also extract the visual feature (denoted
as F̂ ) of the target object initialized in the first frame. Many
previous works have validated the importance of initial target
object patch for practical tracking [14], [24], [25], [77]. Then,
for the i-th proposal, we concatenate its confidence score si,
the convolutional feature within its bounding box area Fi, and
the initial target feature F̂ into a unified feature vector. We
use [F̂ ,F,S] to represent the collection of this concatenation
operation according to the collection of proposals P.

After collecting the candidate state representations, we then
extract a unified state representation for agents. In our MARL
framework, each agent will learn a decision making policy
to select a candidate state that best describes the target state
in current frame. To learn a good decision making policy,
it is important that each agent can observe more about the
environment that surrounds the target. Rather than modeling
the whole image that introduces excessive computational costs,
we propose that the candidate representations already provides
informative but diverse observation about the surrounding

environments, since proposals are generally close to the target.
Accordingly, we apply a bi-directional GRU network on all
the collected candidate representations to encode environments
into an unified state representation:

h+t = GRU([F̂0,F,S]t, h+t−1) (1)

h−t = GRU([F̂0,F,S]t, h−t+1) (2)

where h+t and h−t denote the hidden state of the forward
and backward GRUs at time t, respectively. The bi-directional
states h+t and h−t are concatenated together as the feature
vector of unified state representation. We use H = [h+t ,
h−t ] to represent this concatenation. In practice, the collected
candidate state representations [F̂0,F,S], whose total feature
dimension is 9218, are transformed into a 1-D feature vector
with the dimension of 1024 using GRU.

2) Action Selection: By taking the unified state represen-
tation as input, we define that the action space of each agent
is to predict the proposal index that indicates the proposal
selected as the tracking result for current frame. We formulate
this action space as a continuous action space and normalize
the action values into 0 ∼ 1. Then, the true index of selected
proposals can be obtained by multiplying the action value with
the number of extracted proposals.

A decision making policy network is assigned to each agent
to decide which action to take. The network directly predicts
the action value. Besides, we also boost communication be-
tween decision making policy networks of different agents by
devising a novel sequential action selection mechanism. More
specifically, in addition to the unified state representation, we
also input to each agent the action selected by the previous
agent to encourage diversified proposals selection results. For
the first agent, we input the action selected by the greedy
search mechanism to start the action selection procedure, as
shown in Fig. 2.

3) Reward Function: For the reward function, we take the
IoU between selected proposals and ground truth bounding
box as an evaluation metric to encourage the selected proposals
to be as close to ground truth as possible. More specifically,
if the agent selects the proposal whose IoU with the ground
truth is larger than a pre-defined threshold value, then this
agent is rewarded by +1; otherwise, it will be punished by
-1. It is also worthy to note that all the agents share the
same reward function. Following existing RL algorithms [78],
[79], we also utilize accumulated discounted rewards, i.e., the
rewards obtained in a more distant future contribute less to the
current step. Therefore, the discounted return for each agent
at time step t can be formulated as:

Rt =

T−t∑
k=0

γkrk+t, (3)

where γ is a discount factor and equal to 0.9 in all our
experiments.

E. The Training

The objective of our proposed MARL framework is to
maximize the expected reward. Although many reinforcement
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learning algorithms can be adopted for this task, such as DQN
[79] or REINFORCE [80], in this paper, we adopt the Prox-
imal Policy Optimization Algorithms (PPO) [16] to optimize
the parameters of bi-directional GRU and policy network due
to its stability and efficiency. Compared with regular policy
gradient methods, PPO propose to force the ratio between the
updated and previous policy to stay within an interval which
can handle the issue of destructively large policy updates in
the learning phase, as noted in [16]. Formally, given the action
space, the objective of PPO can be expressed as:

JCLIP (θ) = E[min(ρtÂ(s, a), clip(ρt, 1− ε, 1 + ε)Â(s, a))]
(4)

where ρt =
πθ(at|st)
πθold (at|st)

denote the ratio between two policies,
πθ is a stochastic policy and πθold is the policy before the
update. The function clip(ρt, 1− ε, 1 + ε) constrains the ratio
within [1− ε, 1 + ε] and ε is a hyper-parameter. Â(s, a) is an
estimator of the advantage function at time step t, which can
be obtained by:

Â(s, a) = Q(s, a)− V (s); (5)

where V (s) is state-value functions which measures the ex-
pected return of states s; Q(s, a) is the action-value function
similar to V (s), but it is used to measure the expected return
of a pair of state and action (s, a).

In this paper, the PPO is implemented based on actor-
critic architecture which contain two branches, i.e., the actor
network (policy function) and critic network (value function).
Following many works [55], [78], [79], [81] which utilize
entropy regularization H to prevent policies from becoming
deterministic, we also adopt this technique to encourage
exploration in the training phase. In other word, the agents
are encouraged to select more diverse proposals with larger
entropy. Therefore, the learning objective for actor network
can be formulated as:

Jactor(θ) = JCLIP (θ) + c1H(s, πθ(.)) (6)

where c1 is a hyper-parameter. For the critic network, we
compute the mean squared error between the discounted return
R and estimated state-value V (s) to update its parameters:

Jcritic(θ) = (Rt − V (s))2 (7)

The overall training process is summarized in Algorithm 1.

F. Beam Search-based Tracking

In our proposed beam search-based tracking strategy, mul-
tiple tracking results are selected in each frame and will
be maintained until processing the whole video sequence.
Different from vanilla beam search mechanism that selects
results with top-k confidence scores, our strategy select results
from the proposed MARL framework.

Before tracking the target in a test video, we first pre-train
the local search tracker following the protocol of MDNet and
RT-MDNet and pre-train the global search tracking following
TANet. Note that we also follow MDNet and utilize the
bounding box regression, short and long-term update strategy
for more accurate tracking. When processing the test video,

Algorithm 1 Offline Training of the Beam Search Policy.
Input: Training videos C and it’s ground truth G
Output: Beam Search Policy

1: Initialize RT-MDNet with θRT

2: Initialize policy and value function parameters with θ0 and φ0

3: Initialize the replay buffer D, beam width B
4: for episode = 1, M do
5: # Training Sample Collection
6: Randomly select a clip of frames {Xk, Xk+1, ..., Xk+T }
7: Draw samples {S+

1 , S−
1 } to fine-tuning RT-MDNet

8: for frame t = 2, T+1 do
9: Feed extracted proposals into RT-MDNet to get state

10: Select B actions (a1t , a
2
t , ..., a

B
t ) according to current policy

and exploration rate, recurrently
11: Execute B actions, observe reward rt and next states
12: Store transitions in D
13: end for
14: # Policy Optimization
15: Sample mini-batch of N transitions Dk = {τi} from D
16: Compute the Returns Rt and estimated advantage Ât based on

current value function Vφk .
17: Update policy by optimizing Eq. (6)
18: Update value function by optimizing Eq. (7)
19: end for

in each coming frame, we conduct Gaussian sampling on
both local and global search regions to obtain candidate state
representations and the unified state representation. Then,
we feed the state representation and other information as
mentioned previously into different agents to select their own
tracking results. After all the agents have selected their results,
we maintain these results and conduct similar operations for
subsequent frames until the end of testing video. Once all the
video frames are processed, we can obtain multiple tracking
trajectories. In this paper, we simply summarize all the scores
of the corresponding trajectory and select the best scored one
as the tracking result of the current video sequence.

It is worthy to note that it is not intuitive to apply aforemen-
tioned method for the Siamese network based trackers (DiMP
[82] is tested in this work), due to the fact that these trackers
directly predict a response map instead of proposals. Hence,
we modify the output action of each agent as two values, i.e.
the coordinates of selected location in current response map.
We set the actions of previous agent and the response map as
the state for the subsequent agent and the definition of reward
remains the same.

IV. EXPERIMENT

A. Datasets and Evaluation Metric

We utilize TLP [83] and DTB [84] to train our multi-agent
beam search network, which totally contain 120 video se-
quences. The following tracking datasets are used for inference
and compare with other state-of-the-art trackers: OTB2015
[85], TC128 [86], UAV123 [87], LaSOT [88], GOT-10K [89],
VOT2018-LT [90], and VOT2019-LT [91].

PR (Precision Rate) and SR (Success Rate) are used for
the evaluation which widely used in the tracking community.
The first evaluation metric illustrates the percentage of frames
where the center location error between the object location and
ground truth is smaller than a pre-defined threshold (20 pixel
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threshold are usually adopted). The second one demonstrates
the percentage of frames the Intersection over Union (IoU) of
the predicted and the ground truth bounding boxes is higher
than a given ratio. In addition, the AO (Average Overlap) is
also used for the evaluation of GOT-10K dataset which denotes
the average of overlaps between all ground truth and estimated
bounding boxes. As noted in [89], the AO is recently proved to
be equivalent to the area under curve (AUC) metric employed
in OTB-100 [85], and LaSOT [88]. For the VOT2018-LT
and VOT2019-LT datasets, we adopt their default metrics as
the evaluation criteria, i.e., Precision, Recall, and F1-score.
Specifically, the definition of these metrics are:

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
, Recall =

TP

TP + FN
(8)

F1− score = 2× Precision×Recall
Precision+Recall

(9)

where TP, FP and FN are used to denote the True Positive,
False Positive and False Negative, respectively.

B. Implementation Details

For the training of TANet, the batch size is 20, initial
learning rate is 0.0004, the maximum epoch is 15. The ground
truth mask used for the training is obtained by filling the target
and background regions with white and black pixels. For the
beam search policy network, the learning rate for the actor
network and critic network are 0.001 and 0.005, respectively,
entropy weight c1 is set as 0.005, γ is 0.9, τ is 0.8. The input
dimension of bi-directional GRU is 9218 and the encoded
hidden state is 1024. It is also worthy to note that the pre-
trained RT-MDNet [11]3 is utilized in the training phase of
our beam search policy network due to its high efficiency.
But the learned beam search policy also works well when
integrating with MDNet [10]4 according to our experimental
results. To validate the generalization of our proposed beam
search strategy, we also integrate it with strong tracker DiMP
[82] to check the final results. The code will be released at
https://github.com/wangxiao5791509/BeamTracking.

C. Comparison on Public Benchmarks

In this subsection, we report our tracking results and
compare with other state-of-the-art trackers on seven popular
tracking benchmark datasets.

Results on OTB-2015 [85]: OTB2015 is the first large-
scale standard benchmarks for visual tracking proposed by
Wu et al. It contains 100 video sequences which reflect 9
challenging attributes, such as illumination variation, scale
variation, occlusion, deformation. We compare our tracker
with PGNet [92], Ocean [31], PTAV [93], SiamRCNN [27],
CREST [94], TANet [95], GCT [96], and MDNet [10] on
this benchmark. From the Table I, we can find that the base-
line method MDNet achieves 0.868|0.645 on the OTB-2015
tracking benchmark. Our approach can obtain 0.886|0.653
on this benchmark, which are significantly better than the
baseline method and also other compared tracking algorithms,

3https://github.com/BossBobxuan/RT-MDNet
4https://github.com/HyeonseobNam/py-MDNet

such as PTAV, CREST, TANet, and GCT. The results on
this benchmark dataset fully demonstrate the effectiveness and
advantages of our tracker.

Results on TC128 [86]: TC128 is specifically designed for
the evaluation of color related trackers which contains 129
testing video sequences. As shown in Table I, the baseline
method MDNet achieves 0.797|0.569 on the PR/SR. In con-
trast, our proposed beam search policy achieves better results
on this benchmark (0.806|0.583) than baseline method and
other compared trackers, including GradNet [97], PTAV [93],
ACT [51], MEEM [62], SINT [24], ADNet [36], and RT-
MDNet [11]. These experimental results also demonstrate the
effectiveness of our proposed beam search strategy for visual
tracking.

Results on UAV123 [87]: UAV123 is a dataset specifi-
cally designed for UAV tracking which contains 123 video
sequences. From Table I, the MDNet achieves 0.747|0.528 on
the PR|SR, while our tracker improve them to 0.773|0.668.
Our tracker also outperform the DTNet [98], SiamRPN [25],
and DaSiamRPN [99].

Results on GOT-10K [89]: GOT-10K is constructed based
on the backbone of WordNet structure [100]. It populates the
majority of over 560 classes of moving objects and 87 motion
patterns. It contains 10,000 videos totally, with more than 1.5
million manually labeled bounding boxes. The authors select
280 videos as the test subset and the rest of videos are used
for training. As we can see from Table I, our tracker achieves
better results than the baseline method DiMP [82]. Specifically
speaking, the DiMP achieves 0.673|0.785 on the AO|SR0.50,
respectively. When integrating the multi-agent beam search
strategy, our tracker obtained 0.685|0.800 on the two met-
rics, respectively. Compared with other trackers including
ATOM [101], GOTURN [102], SiamFC [23], SiamFC++ [32],
Ocean [31], KYS [103], and D3S [104], our overall tracking
performance are also better than theirs. This fully validated
the effectiveness and advantages of our proposed multi-agent
beam search policy for visual tracking.

Results on LaSOT [88]: LaSOT is the currently largest
long-term tracking dataset which contains 1400 video se-
quences with more than 3.5M frames in total. The average
video length is more than 2,500 frames and each video
contains challenging factors deriving from the wild, e.g., out-
of-view, scale variation. It provides both natural language
and bounding box annotations which can be used for the
explorations of integrating visual and natural language features
for robust tracking. For the evaluation of LaSOT dataset, we
test our tracker based on the Protocol II which contains 280
videos. As shown in Fig. 3, the baseline method MDNet
achieves 0.351|0.381 on the PR and SR respectively on the
LaSOT benchmark dataset. Our proposed tracker achieves
better results than the baseline, i.e., 0.368|0.399 on the
two evaluation metrics respectively. When integrated with
strong trackers like DiMP, our proposed MARL based beam
search strategy can also improve over this baseline. Specif-
ically, the DiMP achieves 0.605|0.661|0.629 on Precision
Plot, Normalized Precision Plot and Success Plot, while we
attain 0.615|0.671|0.639 respectively. The experiments on this
benchmark demonstrate the effectiveness and generalization

https://github.com/wangxiao5791509/BeamTracking
https://github.com/BossBobxuan/RT-MDNet
https://github.com/HyeonseobNam/py-MDNet
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TABLE I
TRACKING RESULTS ON OTB-2015, TC-128, UAV123, GOT-10K, VOT2018-LT, AND VOT2019-LT DATASET.

Algorithm PGNet Ocean PTAV SiamRCNN CREST TANet GCT MDNet Ours
OTB-2015 0.892|0.691 0.920|0.684 0.848|0.634 0.891|0.701 0.838|0.623 0.791|0.646 0.854|0.648 0.868|0.645 0.886|0.653

Algorithm GradNet PTAV ACT MEEM SINT ADNet RT-MDNet MDNet Ours
TC-128 0.764|0.556 0.741|0.544 0.738|0.532 0.675|0.483 0.711|0.521 0.761|0.558 0.767|0.559 0.797|0.569 0.806|0.583

Algorithm DTNet SAMF SRDCF ECO SiamRPN DaSiamRPN THOR MDNet Ours
UAV123 0.726|0.539 0.592|0.396 0.676|0.464 0.741|0.525 0.748|0.527 0.796|0.586 0.758|0.697 0.747|0.528 0.773|0.668

Algorithm ATOM GOTURN SiamFC SiamFC++ Ocean KYS D3S DiMP Ours
GOT-10K 0.556|0.634 0.347|0.375 0.348|0.353 0.595|0.695 0.611|0.721 0.636|0.751 0.597|0.676 0.673|0.785 0.685|0.800

VOT2018-LT PTAV+ SYT SINT-LT MMLT DaSiam-LT MBMD SiamRPN++ DiMP Ours
Precision 0.595 0.520 0.566 0.574 0.627 0.634 0.646 0.660 0.683

Recall 0.404 0.499 0.510 0.521 0.588 0.588 0.419 0.583 0.613
F1-score 0.481 0.509 0.536 0.546 0.607 0.610 0.508 0.619 0.646

VOT2019-LT ASINT CooSiam Siamfcos-LT SiamRPNs-LT mbdet SiamDW-LT SiamRPN++ DiMP Ours
Precision 0.520 0.566 0.574 0.627 0.634 0.649 0.627 0.655 0.679

Recall 0.499 0.510 0.521 0.588 0.588 0.609 0.399 0.572 0.601
F1-score 0.509 0.536 0.546 0.607 0.610 0.629 0.488 0.611 0.638

of our proposed modules for tracking. Compared with other
state-of-the-art trackers, such as SiamFC++ [32], LTMU [105],
Ocean [31], and TANet [95], our results are also better than
them. These results fully demonstrate the good performance
of our tracker on the long-term dataset.

Results on VOT2018-LT [90]: VOT2018-LT is a long-term
dataset which contains 35 videos with a total length of 146,817
frames. It is calculated that the target object will disappear
for 12 times and each lasting on average 40 frames for each
video. As shown in Table I, the baseline DiMP achieves 0.660,
0.583, 0.619 on the Precision, Recall and F1-score, while our
method achieves 0.683, 0.613, 0.646, respectively. In addition,
our tracker also outperforms other compared trackers by a
large margin. This experiment validates that our MARL based
beam search strategy are effective for visual tracking.

Results on VOT2019-LT [91]: VOT2019-LT totally con-
tains 50 videos with 215,294 frames and each video con-
tains on average 10 long-term target disappearances. Based
on VOT2018-LT, this dataset introduces external 15 videos
which are more challenging. We also evaluate our tracker
on a more challenging VOT2019-LT dataset in Table I. The
baseline tracker DiMP attains 0.655, 0.572, 0.611, while we
achieve 0.679, 0.601, 0.638 on Precision, Recall and F1-
score, respectively. Compared with other long-term trackers,
our results are also better than them which demonstrate the
advantages of our proposed MARL beam search strategy.

D. Ablation Study

1) Component Analysis: In this section, we conduct ab-
lation studies on the GOT-10K and VOT-2016 dataset. The
MDNet and RT-MDNet are adopted as the baseline tracker re-
spectively. Various search strategies are discussed as described
below:
• Vanilla Greedy Search (VGS): This inference approach

is widely used in existing visual trackers. We take this
search strategy as our baseline method.

• Global Search (GS): We take the global proposal into
baseline tracker to achieve joint local and global search.

• Single-Agent Greedy Search (SAGS): Following greedy
search used in popular tracking algorithms, we train a

greedy search policy with single agent based reinforce-
ment learning. Then, we integrate it into the baseline
tracker to discuss the difference between greedy select
policy and our learning-based select policy.

• Naive Beam Search (NBS): We adopt beam search
algorithm for tracking, which target at selecting and
maintaining the top-k proposals for each video frame
according to the classification score.

• Multi-Agent Beam Search (MABS): Following the idea
of beam search algorithm, we utilize our multi-agent
reinforcement learning based beam search policy for
visual tracking.

TABLE II
COMPONENT ANALYSIS ON THE GOT-10K AND VOT-2016. AO|SR AND

AUC SCORE ARE REPORTED ON THE TWO DATASETS, RESPECTIVELY.

Index VGS GS SAGS NBS MABS GOT-10K VOT-2016
¬ 3 0.299|0.303 0.644
 3 3 0.381|0.402 0.692
® 3 3 0.383|0.407 0.723
¯ 3 3 0.399|0.439 0.710
° 3 3 0.412|0.449 0.730

As shown in Table II, we can find that the baseline
method which adopt Vanilla Greedy Search for visual tracking
achieves 0.299|0.303 on AO|SR, respectively. When com-
bining the TANet model with baseline method for joint
local and global search, the tracking performance can be
significantly improved to 0.381|0.402. This experiment fully
validated the effectiveness of our introduced TANet. When
integrating with our single agent based search strategy, i.e.,
MDNet+GS+SAGS, we can further improve the result to
0.383|0.407. This result fully validated the effectiveness of
our proposed non-greedy search algorithm (Comparing with
regular classifier based trackers which always select the pro-
posal with maximum score, our tracker select the proposal
our agent recommended). On the basis of this implementation,
we propose a novel beam search strategy for visual tracking
based on MARL. As shown in Table II, we can find that our
beam search achieves the best tracking performance on this
benchmark compared with other search strategies, including
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Fig. 3. Tracking results on LaSOT dataset. Best viewed by zooming in.

greedy search, single agent search. It is also worthy to note
that our MARL based beam search (0.412|0.449) also achieves
better results than naive beam search policy (0.399|0.439). It
is because the naive beam search policy only select the top-k
proposal for each frame, however, these proposals sometimes
are nearly the same. Our beam search policy select the
proposals recommended by various agents which will get rid
of such greedy property, therefore, we can obtain better results.

In addition to aforementioned analysis, we also combine
these search strategies with RT-MDNet and test them on the
VOT-2016 dataset. Due to the fact that our proposed approach
have multiple tracking results for each frame, therefore, the
default evaluation metric of VOT-2016 is not suitable for the
evaluation. In this experiment, we adopt the AUC score as
the evaluation metric. From Table II, we can draw similar
conclusions with the experimental results based on MDNet.
Specifically, compared with naive beam search, our MARL
based beam search scheme obtain +2% points improvement.
These experimental results fully validate the effectiveness and
advantages of our proposed MARL based beam search scheme
for visual tracking task.

2) Analysis on Number of Trajectories: As shown in Fig.
4, it’s easy to find that our model can obtain better results
when increasing the beam width, i.e., the number of tracking
trajectories. Specifically, we can obtain 0.383|0.407 on PR|SR
if the beam width is 1; when the beam width is increased to
2, 3, 5, we can attain 0.390|0.409, 0.412|0.449, 0.420|0.460,
respectively.

3) Attribute Analysis: In this paper, we analyse the attribute
results of our tracker based on LaSOT tracking benchmark. As
shown in Fig. 5, it is intuitive to find that our tracker is robust
to many challenging factors, such as out-of-view, rotation,
camera motion, low resolution and fast motion, compared with
other tracking algorithms. This experiment fully validated the
effectiveness and robustness of our tracker when tracking in
complex scenarios.

E. Efficiency Analysis

When integrating our proposed search scheme into MDNet
and RT-MDNet, we can achieve 0.67 and 4.27 FPS, respec-
tively. Although our tracker achieves lower running efficiency
based on the two trackers, however, our tracker can improve

Fig. 4. Results with various number of trajectories on GOT-10k dataset.

corresponding tracking algorithms significantly on multiple
benchmark dataset. When combining it with DiMP tracker
[82], our tracker can run at 22.65 FPS, meanwhile, the overall
results can also be improved.

F. Discussion

We compare our proposed algorithms with other state-of-
the-art trackers on multiple benchmark datasets in previous
sections. In this section, we focus on the comparison with RL
based trackers and ensemble learning based trackers.

Compare with RL based trackers: In the experi-
ments, we compare our tracker with other RL based tracking
algorithm, including ADNet [36], ACT [51], DTNet [98].
Specifically, ADNet achieves 0.903|0.659, 0.880|0.646 on
OTB-2013 and OTB-2015 dataset, respectively and our results
are all better than theirs, i.e., 0.940|0.686, 0.886|0.653. On
the TC128 dataset, we also outperform the ACT which is
developed based on MDNet and RL (ACT: 0.738|0.532, Ours:
0.806|0.583). DTNet is developed by Song et al. for adaptive
switch between detection and tracking based on hierarchical
RL algorithm published in Neurips-2020. We also outper-
form this tracker (Integrated version: ACT+FCT+SiamFC) on
UAV123 dataset, i.e., 0.773|0.668 vs 0.726|0.539, on PR|SR
respectively. From all the comparisons with RL trackers, we
can find that our proposed MARL-based beam search strategy
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Fig. 5. Attribute analysis of PR and SR on the LaSOT benchmark. Best viewed by zooming in.

indeed achieves better results and this fully demonstrate the
leading performance in the family of single object tracking
algorithms based on RL.

Compare with ensemble learning based trackers: The
ensemble learning based trackers are also related with our
proposed algorithms. The ensemble trackers reviewed in
related work are used for the comparison, for example,
MTA [58], DeepMTA [61], MEEM [62], CF2 [63], HDT
[64], MCCT [68], Xie et al [74]. Specifically, the MTA
achieves 0.838|0.595 on the OTB-2013 dataset, while we get
0.940|0.686 which are significantly better than theirs. Our
results are also comparable with MCCT [68] (0.928|0.714)
on this benchmark. The DeepMTA [61] further extend MTA
with deep neural networks and achieve 0.799|0.650 on the
OTB-2015 dataset, in contrast, we can attain 0.886|0.653
on this benchmark dataset. Our results are also better than
CF2 [63] (0.837|0.562), HDT [64] (0.848|0.564). Xie et
al. [74] (0.927|0.873) outperform ours on this benchmark,
however, their tracker needs multiple trackers for final fusion
which may needs more memory. In addition, their results
on large-scale benchmarks are still unknown, in contrast,
we can achieve good performance on both short and long-
term tracking datasets. On the TC-128 dataset, the MEEM
[62] achieve 0.675|0.483, while we can attain 0.806|0.583.
Therefore, according to aforementioned analysis and com-

parison, we can find that our results are better than most
of the ensemble trackers. These experimental results fully
demonstrate the advantages over existing ensemble trackers.

G. Visualization

In this section, we demonstrate some illustrations of tracking
results on the LaSOT benchmark dataset in Fig. 6. It is easy to
find that our tracker can obtain better results in challenging en-
vironments than the compared method, including SiamRPN++
[26], SiamFC++ [32], TANet [95], DiMP [82] and Ocean [31].
It is also worthy to note that the TANet [95] also adopts local-
global search scheme for tracking, however, it sometimes lose
the target object. For example, the black rectangle (i.e., the
TANet) fail to locate the bike in frame 395 (second row).
It also predict the wrong scale of target object like the car
in third row. These qualitative analysis fully demonstrate the
good performance of our tracker which is developed based on
MARL based beam search scheme. More tracking results can
be found in our demo video on the project page.

H. Failed Cases

Although our tracker attains better results on many video
sequences, however, it still suffers from the challenging fac-
tors, like small object with dense distractors, as shown in Fig.
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Fig. 6. Visualization of tracking results of our and compared trackers. The corresponding demo videos can be found in our project page.

Fig. 7. Failed cases of our tracking algorithm in complex scenarios.

7. Due to the dense background objects, our tracker fail to
locate the right object, for example, the cow and coin in the
first and second row, respectively. In our future works, we will
consider to adopt the graph matching algorithms to model the
temporal relations of target object and background distractors
between consecutive frames to help addressing this issue.

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORKS

In this paper, we propose a novel beam search policy
for visual tracking based on multi-agent deep reinforcement
learning. We attempt to select multiple candidate locations as
tracking result of current frame instead of only one location
predicted by greedy search. We formulate the multiple can-
didate locations selection as a multi-agent decision making
problem and optimized with PPO algorithm. We also introduce
the global search module TANet to handle the re-detection
problem in long-term tracking task. Extensive experiments on
multiple tracking benchmark datasets fully demonstrate the
effectiveness and generalization of our beam search strategy
for tracking. In our future works, we will consider to model

the relations between target object and the background objects
to handle the issue of similar target objects for more accurate
tracking.
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