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Brief Abstract

Object movement identification is one of the most researched problems in the
field of computer vision. In this task, we try to classify a pixel as foreground or
background. Even though numerous traditional machine learning and deep learning
methods already exist for this problem, the two major issues with most of them
are the need for large amounts of ground truth data and their inferior performance
on unseen videos. Since every pixel of every frame has to be labeled, acquiring
large amounts of data for these techniques gets rather expensive. Recently, Zhao
et al. [1] proposed one of a kind Arithmetic Distribution Neural Network (ADNN)
for universal background subtraction which utilizes probability information from
the histogram of temporal pixels and achieves promising results. Building onto
this work, we developed an intelligent video surveillance system that uses ADNN
architecture for motion detection, trims the video with parts only containing motion,
and performs anomaly detection on the trimmed video.

1 Literature review

Motion detection aims to find regions related to moving objects, and background subtraction is a
widely used technique for this task. Herein, every pixel of each video frame is compared against
their historical counterparts or a background model, depending on the technique, and then
classified into foreground or background. Pixels that differ significantly from the reference are
classified as moving objects or foreground, and static pixels are referred to as background. This
section will discuss some of the previously proposed methods related to background subtraction,
video surveillance, and anomaly detection.

Many background modeling techniques based on mathematical theories, like the temporal
average [2], temporal median [3], or the histogram over time [4], have been proposed for motion
detection by a stationary camera. But these are not robust to challenges in surveillance videos
such as dynamic background, object shadow, camera jitter, weather conditions (either snow or
rain), and variations in illumination. To overcome these problems, several motion-detection
methods, like Temporal Differencing [5], Three-frame Difference [6], Gaussian mixture model [7],



DSTEI [9], etc, have been presented over the past years.

Temporal Differencing, proposed by Cheung et al. [5], is used for detecting temporal changes
in intensity in video frames. However, its main drawback is that the detected objects are
incomplete and poorly presented.

In the Gaussian mixture model proposed by Stauffer and Grimson [7], the temporal histogram
of each pixel is modeled using a mixture of K Gaussian distributions to precisely model a dynamic
background. This method produced a real-time tracker which can deal with lighting changes,
repetitive motions from clutter, and long-term scene changes. Later, Chan et al. [8] proposed a
Generalized Stauffer-Grimson (GSG) algorithm for background subtraction in dynamic scenes.
In this method, the statistics required for online learning of dynamic texture are derived from
generalizing the GMM proposed by Stauffer and Grimson [7].

The Difference-based Spatio-Temporal Entropy Image (DSTEI) by Jing et al. [9] is an entropy-
based method for human motion detection. A Spatio-temporal histogram is generated by
accumulated pixels obtained by the difference between consecutive images. This histogram is
then normalized to calculate the degree of randomness and magnitude of entropy to denote
the significance of motion. In this method, noises are assumed to follow Gaussian distribution.
However, these assumptions, such as heavy shadows or sudden illumination changes, will be
violated in some cases.

Soumyadip Sengupta et al. [10] proposed a background matting technique that generated
high-quality foreground and alpha mattes in natural settings. In this method, a deep learning
framework is developed and trained on synthetic-composite data and then adapted to actual data
using an adversarial network. Even though providing an additional photo of the background
requires a small amount of foresight, it is far less tedious than creating a trimap for traditional
matting methods.

In 2017, Dan Yang et al. [11] proposed a multi-feature background approach for complex
video scenes that measures the stability of features and then selects different dominant features
to model the background from the pixel and time-sequence domains. This Stability of Adaptive
Features approach showed promising results on both complex and baseline scenes.

For applications of background subtraction in real time, Z. Kuang et al. [12] proposed a
combination of the Horn-Schunck optical-flow estimation technique [13] and autoencoder neural
networks that solve the problem of motion blur in real-time background subtraction during
video conferencing. This method uses an optical-flow-based model to extract motion features
between every two frames and then combine these features with the appearance feature from
the original frame. An encoder-decoder network in combination with CNN is then used to learn
and predict a mask output for the human head and shoulders for background subtraction.

Similarly, for real-time background subtraction, DK Yadav et al. [14] proposed a Pixel
Intensity Based (PIBBS) system that first models the background, then extracts moving objects
with a threshold and updates the background using a feedback-based background updation
scheme. To improve the detection quality, this system also uses morphological operators as the
last step.

Bruno Sauvalle et al. [15] proposed using an autoencoder to model the background of a
video as a low-dimensional manifold. The output of this autoencoder is then compared with
the original image to compute the segmentation masks. In this method, the autoencoder is also
trained to predict the background noise, which allows it to compute a pixel-dependent threshold
for each frame to perform the foreground segmentation. Without using temporal or motion
information, this method could perform at par with state-of-the-art solutions on CDnet 2014 [16]



and LASIESTA [17] datasets.

To overcome the problem of camera jitter and sudden changes in illumination, Ye Tao et al.
[18] proposed a generative architecture for unsupervised deep background modeling, which
learns the parameters automatically and uses intensity and optical flow features between a
reference and a target frame. This system generates a background with a probabilistic heat map
of the color values for a given input frame. This method could also be applied to unseen videos
without re-training. When tested, this method shows promising results over state-of-the-art
[19]120]]21] methods on the SBMnet dataset[22].

Guanfang Dong et al. [23] proposed a novel denoising neural network model called Feature-
guided Denoising Convolutional Neural Network (FDCNN) to denoise the images produced
by portable devices. This technique employed a hierarchical denoising framework driven
by a feature masking layer. The feature extraction algorithm used in this method is based
on Explainable Artificial Intelligence (XAI) for medical images. Similarly, Yingnan Ma et al.
[24] proposed an Edge-guided Denoising Convolutional Neural Network which can preserve
important edge information in ultrasound images when removing noise. This method increases
the recognition of various organs in ultrasound images.

Jhony H. Giraldo et al. [25] proposed a new algorithm called Graph Background Subtraction
(GraphBGS). It is composed of instance segmentation, background initialization, graph construc-
tion, and graph sampling. Unlike Deep Learning methods for background subtraction which
require vast amounts of data, this method is a semi-supervised algorithm inspired by the theory
of recovery of graph signals.

To generate descriptions of human actions and their interactions, Zijian Kuang et al. [26]
proposed a technique that utilizes an Actor Relation Graph (ARG) based model with novel
improvements for group activity recognition. This method also used MobileNet as the backbone
to extract features from each video frame.

To accurately perform background subtraction in a freely moving camera, Zhao et al. [27]
developed a novel method called “the integration of foreground and background cues.” The
underlying motivation in this technique is to utilize the exclusiveness between these cues to
compensate for their corresponding defects. The foreground is segmented by combining super-
pixels with proximity under multiple levels.

As video resolution and, subsequently, the video size is increasing daily, Ruixing et al. [28]
proposed a method to compute the optimal image resolution adaptively. This is achieved by
exploiting the correlation between an image’s gray-value distribution and resolution. This
approach was proposed to increase the performance of multi-object online tracking and learning.
A novel tracklet reliability assessment metric was also introduced in this paper to eliminate the
incorrect samples and can recover occluded targets.

As a unique application of neural networks in multimedia, C. Sun et al. [29] proposed a 2-step
product re-identification (Re-ID) method which involves image feature extraction and a feature
search and retrieval engine. To extract the features of the input image, a novel AlphaAlexNet, an
extended version of the AlexNet, is being used. Vearch, a visual search system, is used as the
image search similarity engine. The new model - AlphaAlexNet, demonstrated improved object
detection accuracy of Vearch.

To classify two distributions without using just histograms and incorporating a deep learning
network to learn and classify distributions automatically, Chunqiu Zhao and Anup Basu [30]
proposed a novel vessel segmentation method based on distribution learning using a spatial
distribution descriptor (RPoSP) under multiple scales. Here, statistical distributions are indirectly
forced as an input to a CNN for distribution learning. The proposed approach showed promising



results when compared to existing state-of-the-art methods[31][32] on the DRIVE[33] dataset.

Yongxin Ge et al. [34] proposed the Deep Variation Transformation Network (DVTN) model,
which uses pixel variations to detect the background. This model assigns the probability to
each pixel, and then by using thresholding, it computes whether it’s background or foreground.
This model compares the pixel variation instead of distributions. Previously used models
in background detection usually fail when they encounter similar observations, causing false
detections. The DVTN analyzes the pixel variations in a new space, where the above observations
are classified easily. This model outperforms the traditional background detection models by
showing astonishing results on the CDnet2014 dataset.

However, all of the methods mentioned above require either a large amount of ground truth
data or result in inadequate performance on unseen videos. Zhao and Basu [35] proposed a
Deep Pixel Distribution Learning (DPDL) technique to overcome these issues. Unlike typical
approaches, which compare new frames to a formulated background model, this technique
focuses on comparing pixels” current and historical frames. This method uses a novel pixel-
based feature called the Random Permutation of Temporal Pixels (RPoTP) to represent the
distribution of past observations for a particular pixel. Subsequently, a CNN is used to learn
whether the current pixel is foreground or background. Adding on to this method, Zhao et al.
[36] later proposed a new Dynamic Deep Pixel Distribution Learning (D-DPDL) technique. In
this method, the RPoTP feature is dynamically permuted in this method for every training epoch.
To compensate for the random noise generated in this process, a Bayesian Refinement model is
used and improve the accuracy.

Zhao et al. [1] also proposed an Arithmetic Distribution Neural Network architecture demon-
strating even better performance than the D-DPDL method. The input in the ADNN method is
histograms of subtractions between current pixels and their historical counterparts. The sum
and product arithmetic distribution layers proposed here demonstrate a better ability to clas-
sify distributions than the convolutional layers in D-DPDL. Moreover, the number of learning
parameters used in ADNN architecture (0.1 Million) is significantly less than that used in the
D-DPDL method (7 Million).

Coming onto detecting anomalies in videos, Virender Singh et al. [37] proposed an approach
to detect variation from the norm in real-world CCTV recordings. This method uses two deep
learning models (CNN and RNN) to learn a general anomaly detection model with a poorly
labeled dataset. The training dataset has been doubled by flipping the videos horizontally, thus
increasing the testing accuracy. The overall accuracy of the model is 97.23

Y Fan et al. [38] proposed a technique that first converts the video clips of an ongoing event
into Dynamic Images, which can simultaneously capture the appearance and temporal evolution
of the occurrence. The approach uses dynamic images of two categories of video clips and
involves training a detector based on deep-learning techniques.

Yu Tian et al. [39] proposed a weakly-supervised anomaly detection algorithm, Robust
Temporal Feature Magnitude learning (RTFM), aiming to identify snippets containing abnormal
events. This method trains a feature magnitude learning function to effectively recognize the
positive instances, substantially enhancing the robustness of this method to the negative instances
from abnormal videos. RTFM achieves significantly improved subtle anomaly discriminability
and sample efficiency.

The Weakly Supervised Video Anomaly Detection(WSVAD) [40]-[42] method for anomaly
detection suffers from the wrong identification of normal and abnormal instances during the
training process. Kapil Deshpande et al. [43] proposed better-quality transformer-based features
named Videoswin Features, followed by an attention layer to capture long and short-range



dependencies in the temporal domain. This method extracts better-quality features from available
videos resulting in better performance.

2 Method

In this work, we implemented an Arithmetic Distribution Neural Network [1] to develop a video
surveillance system for identifying object movement in a static video. In this ADNN model,
the arithmetic operations are utilized to introduce the arithmetic distribution layers, including
the product and sum distribution layers. Outputs from these layers are combined and passed
through a classifier for accurate classification. We chose this architecture because it requires
training only one network, with limited training data, and it works well with unseen test videos.
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Figure 1: The flow diagram of our proposed approach
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Upon successful object movement detection using background subtraction, we further ana-
lyzed the results obtained from ADNN to filter out their anomalous activities.

2.1 Motion detection - Arithmetic Distribution Neural Network

In this work, we used ADNN proposed by Zhao et al. [1] to detect motion in the input surveil-
lance video. This paper proposed arithmetic distribution layers, which are a new type of network
layer that is designed to improve distribution analysis in classification tasks. These layers, which
include product and sum distribution layers, are an alternative to convolution layers. During
the forward pass of the proposed arithmetic distribution layers, the input distributions are
processed using the distributions in the learning kernels to generate the output distributions.
In the backpropagation process, the gradient of the distributions in the learning kernels with
respect to the network output is calculated to update the learning kernels. These operations are
based on histograms and arithmetic distribution operations rather than the matrix arithmetic
operations used in traditional convolution layers.

To improve the accuracy of the foreground mask generated, an improved Bayesian refinement
model is used. This model takes into account the correlations between pixels by using a mixture
of Gaussian approximation functions rather than just Euclidean distance, as in the original
Bayesian refinement model. The Bayesian refinement model is used to iteratively refine the
foreground mask, with the output of the arithmetic distribution neural network serving as the
initial binary mask for the iteration process.
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Figure 2: Arithmetic distribution neural network for background subtraction

After obtaining the refined foreground masks from the ADNN architecture, we utilize a
python script to generate a trimmed video from a set of input frames by using a threshold value
on the frames generated by the Bayesian refinement model. The threshold value determines the
minimum number of white pixels (foreground pixels) that must be present in a frame in order
for it to be included in the trimmed video. For this work, we are using a threshold value of 5% to
generate the trimmed videos.

Frames from ADNN Output

Frames after Bayesian Refinement

Figure 3: Generation of trimmed video from input frames passed through the ADNN (arithmetic
distribution neural network)

2.2 Anomaly Detection

Following the works of Waqas Sultani et al. [44], we have put into use their novel Multiple
Instance Learning framework for the second part of our system. Once we obtain the trimmed
video from the previous step, we use that as the input in this step. In this, a training set of
positive (containing an abnormality someplace) and negative (having no anomaly) videos are
used to train the anomaly detection model. Then each video is divided into a sequence of
non-overlapping temporal segments.
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Figure 4: Anomaly detection flow diagram

Each video in the training set can be represented as a bag, and each video segment represents
an instance in the bag. After extracting C3D features from video segments using a pre-trained
3D convNet, a fully connected neural network is trained using the novel ranking loss function; it
computes the ranking loss between the top-rated occurrences in the positive bag and the negative
bag.

In conclusion, the proposed method for detecting anomalies in surveillance videos consists
of two main steps. First, the ADNN architecture is used to detect motion in the input video
and generate a refined foreground mask. This mask is then used to create a trimmed video,
which is used as input for the second step of the system. In this step, we used a pre-trained
multiple instance learning model trained on a set of positive and negative videos and used to
classify each temporal segment in the test video as normal or anomalous. The predicted scores
for each segment are then combined to generate a prediction (anomaly graph) for the entire
video. By combining these two approaches, the system is able to effectively detect abnormalities
in surveillance videos, even when they only occur for a short period of time or are only present
in a small number of segments.

3 Results

In this section, we will discuss our experimental results for two different videos. Table 1 compares
the full video and trimmed video for two different videos, labeled Video 1 and Video 2. For
Video 1, the full video had a duration of 06:37 minutes, a size of 90.5 MB, and contained 11937
frames. The anomaly detection process for this video took 789 seconds. The trimmed video
for Video 2 had a duration of 04:09 minutes, a size of 68.5 MB, and contained 7470 frames. The
anomaly detection process for this video took 540 seconds, which is lower than the time taken
for the full video.

For Video 2, the full video had a duration of 04:59 minutes, a size of 40.6 MB, and contained
8990 frames. The anomaly detection process for this video took 610 seconds. On the other hand,
the trimmed video for Video 2 had a duration of 1:04 minutes, a size of 10.2 MB, and contained
1950 frames. The anomaly detection process for this video took 137 seconds, which is also lower
than the time taken for the full video.



Duration Size Frames Anomaly
(mm: ss) (MB) Detection
(cpu - sec)
Full Video 06:37 90.5 11937 789
Video 1
Trimmed Video (Combined) 04:09 68.5 7470 540
Full Video 04:59 40.6 8990 610
Tideo2
Trimmed Video (Combined) 1:04 10.2 1950 137

Table 1: Comparison of results for trimmed and full-length videos

The graphs obtained after anomaly detection are shown below. These are the relative anomaly
scores of each video segment (32 in this case). We can see that the anomalous regions in the
trimmed video are more focused, and there are comparatively fewer inactive regions. Moreover,
the overall structure of the graphs is similar for both the original and trimmed videos, indicating
that trimming down the video does not affect the anomaly identification and the relative scores
of different segments.
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Figure 5: The graphs indicate anomaly scores of the video2 (left) and its trimmed version (right)
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Overall, the results in Table 1 show that the trimmed videos had shorter durations and
smaller sizes compared to the full videos. Additionally, the anomaly detection process for the
trimmed videos took much less time than the full videos in both examples. This suggests that
using trimmed videos leads to a more efficient anomaly detection process.

4 Discussion

The results presented above demonstrate the effectiveness of our ADNN-based video surveillance
system in identifying object movement and filtering out anomalous activities. As shown, the
trimmed videos had shorter durations, smaller sizes and required less time for anomaly detection
compared to the full videos in both examples. This suggests that the ADNN model and the use
of trimmed videos lead to a more efficient and effective video surveillance system. Additionally,
the ADNN model we employed has the advantage of requiring only limited training data and



being able to perform well with unseen test videos. This makes it a suitable choice for practical
implementation in real-world scenarios.

In conclusion, our ADNN-based video surveillance system has demonstrated its ability to
accurately detect object movement and filter out anomalous activities, making it a promising
solution for video surveillance applications.

5 Future Work

In the future, we plan to work on making the ADNN model more efficient at inferring foreground
masks, as it currently takes a significant amount of time to process videos. This will be a major
challenge, but we believe it is necessary in order to make the system more practical and useful in
real-world scenarios.

Additionally, we will work on generating a better test dataset to further evaluate the adapt-
ability of this system. This will help us to better understand the limitations and potential
improvements of the system. Overall, the goal would be to improve the efficiency of the ADNN
model in order to make it a useful tool for video surveillance and anomaly detection applications.
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