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Figure 1. CoTracker is a new dense point tracker. It can track 70k points jointly on a single GPU and exploit the correlation between
different tracks to improve its performance. It has exceptional long-term tracking performance even in the presence of occlusions or when
points leave the camera view (examples from DAVIS [32], the bottom row shows object tracks only).

Abstract

We introduce CoTracker, a transformer-based model that
tracks dense points in a frame jointly across a video se-
quence. This differs from most existing state-of-the-art ap-
proaches that track points independently, ignoring their
correlation. We show that joint tracking results in a sig-
nificantly higher tracking accuracy and robustness.

We also provide several technical innovations, includ-
ing the concept of virtual tracks, which allows CoTracker to
track 70k points jointly and simultaneously. Furthermore,
CoTracker operates causally on short windows (hence, it
is suitable for online tasks), but is trained by unrolling the
windows across longer video sequences, which enables and
significantly improves long-term tracking.

We demonstrate qualitatively impressive tracking results,
where points can be tracked for a long time even when they
are occluded or leave the field of view. Quantitatively, Co-
Tracker outperforms all recent trackers on standard bench-
marks, often by a substantial margin. Code and model
weights are available at: https://co-tracker.github.io/

1. Introduction

Establishing point correspondences is a fundamental prob-
lem in computer vision, necessary for many downstream
tasks. Here, we are interested in estimating point correspon-
dences in videos containing dynamic objects and a moving
camera. Specifically, given one or more 2D points which
are the projection of certain physical points of the underly-
ing 3D scene, the goal is to find the location of the same
physical points in all other frames of the video.

There are two variants of this problem. In optical flow,
the objective is to estimate the velocity of all points within
a video frame. This estimation is performed jointly for all
points, but the motion is only predicted at an infinitesimal
distance. In tracking, the goal is to estimate the motion
of points over an extended period of time. For efficiency,
tracking methods typically focus on a sparse set of points
and treat them as statistically independent. Even recent
techniques such as TAPIR [11] and PIPs++ [52], which em-
ploy modern architectures and can track points even in the
presence of occlusions, model tracks independently. How-
ever, this approximation is crude as points are often strongly
correlated (e.g., when they belong to the same object).
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In this paper, we hypothesise that accounting for the cor-
relation between tracked points can significantly improve
performance. Thus, we introduce CoTracker, a new neu-
ral tracker that, compared to prior deep networks for optical
flow and point tracking, supports joint estimation of a very
large number of tracks simultaneously. CoTracker outper-
forms prior trackers on all common tracking benchmarks
by substantial margins, is based on a simple and extensible
architecture, and is as flexible as prior solutions for single-
point tracking, meaning that it can track arbitrary points,
selected at any spatial location and time in the video, and
support arbitrary configurations of such points.

We show that tracking more points jointly significantly
improves tracking metrics. In fact, we also show that in-
jecting additional support points (i.e., points that are not re-
quested by the user but help the tracker) can further improve
performance, and we study several support configurations.

CoTracker achieves its high performance also due to sev-
eral other innovations in its design and learning formula-
tion. The network is a transformer operating in a sliding
window fashion on a two-dimensional representation of to-
kens, where dimensions are time and the set of tracked
points. Via suitable self-attention operators, the transformer
can consider each track as a whole for the duration of a
window and can exchange information between tracks, thus
exploiting their correlation. When tracking a very large
number of points, furthermore, CoTracker introduces in its
transformer design a small number of representative vir-
tual track tokens, switching from expensive self-attention
between virtual tracks to cross-attention between the latter
and the real ones. This way, CoTracker can jointly track a
near-dense set of tracks on a single GPU.

Another important contribution is unrolled training. Co-
Tracker is an online algorithm that processes videos in a
serial fashion via a sliding window. Within a window, the
tracks are initialized with queried points, and the network
is tasked with progressively refining these initial estima-
tions through iterative applications of the transformer. Each
subsequent overlapping window starts with refined predic-
tions of the previous window and updates tracks for the new
frames. We mask out points that have not yet been initial-
ized in the current sliding window, which allows initializing
tracks from any point in the video, including in the mid-
dle of a window, and to join windows together. We show
that, by training the network by unrolling several sliding
windows, CoTracker achieves excellent long-term tracking
performance as well.

We train CoTracker on the synthetic TAP-Vid-
Kubric [10] and evaluate it on three different bench-
marks, TAP-Vid-DAVIS, PointOdyssey [52] and Dynami-
cReplica [23]. Our architecture works well for tracking sin-
gle points and excels for groups of points, obtaining state-
of-the-art tracking performance in several benchmarks.

2. Related work

Optical flow. Optical flow estimates dense instantaneous
motion. Originally approached by studying the colour con-
stancy equation [3, 4, 17, 27], optical flow is nowadays tack-
led by using deep learning, starting with FlowNet [12, 19].
More recently, DCFlow [48] has introduced the computa-
tion of a 4D cost volume, used in most follow-up works [41,
43, 45]. Notable is RAFT [43], which introduced incre-
mental flow updates and inspired a wave of subsequent
works [22, 22, 47, 49]. We also adopt 4D cost volumes
and iterated updates, but apply them to tracking.

Transformers [44] have also been applied to the optical
flow problem [18, 36, 50]. Flowformer [18] drew inspi-
ration from RAFT and proposed a transformer-based ap-
proach that tokenizes the 4D cost volume. GMFlow [50]
replaced the update network with a softmax with self-
attention for refinement. Perceiver IO [20] proposed a uni-
fied transformer for several tasks including optical flow.

Optical flow can in principle be applied to tracking by in-
tegrating predictions over time, but this open-loop approach
accumulates errors in the form of drift, which motivates de-
veloping dedicated architectures like ours.

Multi-frame optical flow. There have been several ap-
proaches [21, 28, 33, 35] to extend optical flow to multi-
ple frames. Traditionally, Kalman filtering [9, 13] was a
staple mechanism to ensure temporal consistency. Modern
multi-frame methods produce dense flow. RAFT [43] can
be applied in a warm-start manner [39, 42] for multi-frame
optical flow estimation. However, these methods are not
designed for long-term tracking and do not consider points
occluded for a long time. VideoFlow [35] extends optical
flow to three and five consecutive frames by integrating for-
ward and backward motion features during flow refinement.
MFT [31] conducts optical flow estimation between distant
frames and chooses the most reliable chain of optical flows.
Our tracker scales to produce semi-dense tracks.

Joint Tracking. Before the emergence of deep learning,
some authors proposed handcrafted joint trackers [2, 34],
but there is less work on doing so with modern deep net-
work architectures like ours. Our work is weakly related to
multiple object tracking [8] where tracking through occlu-
sions [51], with changes in appearance [29], and with tem-
poral priors [37] have been extensively studied. However,
our focus is the tracking of points, not objects.

Tracking any point. TAP-Vid [10] introduced the problem
of tracking any physical point in a video and proposed a
benchmark and a simple baseline method for it, but is un-
able to track occluded points. PIPs [15] revisits the clas-
sic Particle Video [34] problem by introducing a model for
point tracking through occlusions. The method tracks se-
lected points with a fixed sliding window and restarts from
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(T, N, 2)

<latexit sha1_base64="/IaEc7G84YAxdUtN4xMQODI6qQI=">AAACCHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqEsXBovgqiRdqMtCN65KBfuAJpTJ5KYdOpmEmYlQQpdu/BU3LhRx6ye482+cthG09cDA4Zx7uHNPkDIqleN8GaW19Y3NrfK2ubO7t39gHR51ZJIJAm2SsET0AiyBUQ5tRRWDXioAxwGDbjBuzPzuPQhJE36nJin4MR5yGlGClZYG1qkXwJDynABXIKZmo9k0PeDhjzCwKk7VmcNeJW5BKqhAa2B9emFCsljHCcNS9l0nVX6OhaKEwdT0MgkpJmM8hL6mHMcg/Xx+yNQ+10poR4nQjyt7rv5O5DiWchIHejLGaiSXvZn4n9fPVHTt55SnmQJOFouijNkqsWet2CEVQBSbaIKJoPqvNhlhgYnuQJq6BHf55FXSqVXdy2rttlapO0UdZXSCztAFctEVqqMb1EJtRNADekIv6NV4NJ6NN+N9MVoyiswx+gPj4xui6Jmt</latexit>

CNN

<latexit sha1_base64="ei1qXxquCDwOGZN+3AwDxEzTMAc=">AAAB8HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hd0cNMeAF48RzEOSJczOziZD5rHMzAphyVd48aCIVz/Hm3/jJNmDJhY0FFXddHdFKWfG+v63t7G5tb2zW9or7x8cHh1XTk47RmWa0DZRXOlehA3lTNK2ZZbTXqopFhGn3WhyO/e7T1QbpuSDnaY0FHgkWcIItk56jLTCMcHGDitVv+YvgNZJUJAqFGgNK1+DWJFMUGkJx8b0Az+1YY61ZYTTWXmQGZpiMsEj2ndUYkFNmC8OnqFLp8QoUdqVtGih/p7IsTBmKiLXKbAdm1VvLv7n9TObNMKcyTSzVJLloiTjyCo0/x7FTFNi+dQRTDRztyIyxhoT6zIquxCC1ZfXSadeC65r9ft6tdko4ijBOVzAFQRwA024gxa0gYCAZ3iFN097L96797Fs3fCKmTP4A+/zBwCpkII=</latexit>

broadcast
<latexit sha1_base64="ei1qXxquCDwOGZN+3AwDxEzTMAc=">AAAB8HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hd0cNMeAF48RzEOSJczOziZD5rHMzAphyVd48aCIVz/Hm3/jJNmDJhY0FFXddHdFKWfG+v63t7G5tb2zW9or7x8cHh1XTk47RmWa0DZRXOlehA3lTNK2ZZbTXqopFhGn3WhyO/e7T1QbpuSDnaY0FHgkWcIItk56jLTCMcHGDitVv+YvgNZJUJAqFGgNK1+DWJFMUGkJx8b0Az+1YY61ZYTTWXmQGZpiMsEj2ndUYkFNmC8OnqFLp8QoUdqVtGih/p7IsTBmKiLXKbAdm1VvLv7n9TObNMKcyTSzVJLloiTjyCo0/x7FTFNi+dQRTDRztyIyxhoT6zIquxCC1ZfXSadeC65r9ft6tdko4ijBOVzAFQRwA024gxa0gYCAZ3iFN097L96797Fs3fCKmTP4A+/zBwCpkII=</latexit>

broadcast

Figure 2. CoTracker architecture. We compute convolutional features ϕ(It) for every frame and process them with sliding windows. In
order to initialize track features Q, we bilinearly sample from ϕ(It) with starting point locations P . Locations P also serve to initialize
estimated tracks P̂ . See Fig. 3 for a detailed visualization of one sliding window.

the last frame where the point is visible. However, the
model loses the target if it stays occluded beyond the size
of the window. While the original Particle Video does track
points jointly, PIPs and TAP-Vid track points in parallel, but
independently. TAPIR [11] proposes a feed-forward point
tracker with a matching stage inspired by TAP-Vid [10]
and a refinement stage inspired by PIPs [15], which fur-
ther improves tracking. PointOdyssey [52] addresses long-
term tracking with PIPs++, a simplified version of PIPs,
and introduces a benchmark for long-term tracking. How-
ever, both of these methods still track points independently.
OmniMotion [46] optimizes a volumetric representation for
each video, refining estimated correspondences in a canon-
ical space. However, this approach requires test-time op-
timization, which, due to its cost, is not suitable for many
practical applications, especially online ones.

Trackers and optical flow estimators are often trained us-
ing synthetic datasets [5, 12, 24, 30, 40, 52], as annotating
real data can be challenging. Synthetic datasets provide ac-
curate annotations, and training on them has demonstrated
the ability to generalize to real-world data [30, 40].

3. CoTracker

Our goal is to track 2D points throughout the duration of a
video V = (It)

T
t=1, which is a sequence of T RGB frames

It ∈ R3×H×W . The goal of the tracker is to predict N point
tracks P i

t = (xi
t, y

i
t) ∈ R2, t = ti, . . . , T , i = 1, . . . , N ,

where ti ∈ {1, . . . , T} is the time when the track starts. The
tracker also predicts the visibility flag vit ∈ {0, 1} which

tells if a point is visible or occluded in a given frame. To
make the task definition unambiguous [10], we assume each
point is visible at the start of their track (i.e., viti = 1). The
tracker is thus given as input the video V and the starting
locations and times (P i

ti , t
i)Ni=1 of N tracks, and outputs

an estimate (P̂ i
t = (x̂i

t, ŷ
i
t), v̂

i
t) of the track locations and

visibility for all valid (t ≥ ti) times.

3.1. Transformer formulation

We implement the tracker as a transformer neural network
(Figs. 2 and 3) Ψ : G 7→ O. The goal of this transformer
is to improve an initial estimate of the tracks. Tracks are
encoded as a grid of input tokens Gi

t, one for each track
i = 1, . . . , N , and time t = 1, . . . , T . The updated tracks
are expressed by a corresponding grid of output tokens Oi

t.

Image features. We extract dense d-dimensional appear-
ance features ϕ(It) ∈ Rd×H

k ×W
k from each video frame

It using a convolutional neural network (trained end-to-
end). We reduce the resolution by k = 4 for effi-
ciency. We also consider several scaled versions ϕs(It) ∈
Rd× H

k2s−1 × W

k2s−1 , of the features with strides s = 1, . . . , S
and use S = 4 scales. These downscaled features are ob-
tained by applying average pooling to the base features.

Track features. The appearance of the tracks is captured
by feature vectors Qi

t ∈ Rd (these are time-dependent to
accommodate changes in the track appearance). They are
initialized by sampling image features at the starting loca-
tions, and then they are updated by the neural network, as

3



<latexit sha1_base64="3PQz0+Lyk1FpK9/tbwcsZZseM4U=">AAACFHicbVDLSgMxFM34rOOr6tJNsBUqQpnpQl0W3LhswT6gHUsmvW1DM5khyQhlmI9w46+4caGIWxfu/BvTaQVtPRA4nHMvN+f4EWdKO86XtbK6tr6xmduyt3d29/bzB4dNFcaSQoOGPJRtnyjgTEBDM82hHUkggc+h5Y+vp37rHqRiobjVkwi8gAwFGzBKtJF6+fOuD0MmEgpCg0xtJqJY42L9LikFZ2nR7oLo/5i9fMEpOxnwMnHnpIDmqPXyn91+SOPArFNOlOq4TqS9hEjNKIfU7sYKIkLHZAgdQwUJQHlJFirFp0bp40EozRMaZ+rvjYQESk0C30wGRI/UojcV//M6sR5ceUkWFASdHRrEHOsQTxvCfSaBaj4xhFDJzF8xHRFJqOlA2aYEdzHyMmlWyu5FuVKvFKrOvI4cOkYnqIRcdImq6AbVUANR9ICe0At6tR6tZ+vNep+NrljznSP0B9bHN0GsnkM=</latexit>

input Q(m) <latexit sha1_base64="QGrCiQtBxOWer1mAiVaacvtCH2E=">AAACEHicbVC7SgNBFJ2Nr7i+opY2g4kYm7CbQi0DNtpFMA/ILsvs5CYZMju7zMwKYckn2PgrNhaK2Fra+TdOHoImHhg4nHMPd+4JE86UdpwvK7eyura+kd+0t7Z3dvcK+wdNFaeSQoPGPJbtkCjgTEBDM82hnUggUcihFQ6vJn7rHqRisbjTowT8iPQF6zFKtJGCwqkXQp+JjILQIMd2yUsGrHwT6LOS7YHo/hhBoehUnCnwMnHnpIjmqAeFT68b0zQyccqJUh3XSbSfEakZ5TC2vVRBQuiQ9KFjqCARKD+bHjTGJ0bp4l4szRMaT9XfiYxESo2i0ExGRA/UojcR//M6qe5d+hkTSapB0NmiXsqxjvGkHdxlEqjmI0MIlcz8FdMBkYSaDpRtSnAXT14mzWrFPa9Ub6vFmjOvI4+O0DEqIxddoBq6RnXUQBQ9oCf0gl6tR+vZerPeZ6M5a545RH9gfXwD416ccA==</latexit>

�(It)

<latexit sha1_base64="CM7cuN5zYNgiZlMS047MFTNHBmk=">AAACG3icbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1fVZdugq0gCGVmFuqy4MZlBfuAdiiZzJ02NJMZkkyhDP0PN/6KGxeKuBJc+DemD0FbLyQczoPkniDlTGnH+bIKa+sbm1vFbXtnd2//oHR41FRJJik0aMIT2Q6IAs4ENDTTHNqpBBIHHFrB8Gaqt0YgFUvEvR6n4MekL1jEKNGG6pW8bgB9JnIKQoOc2MzcRhoBztKQaMCV+MKt2F0Q4Y+nVyo7VWc2eBW4C1BGi6n3Sh/dMKFZbOKUE6U6rpNqPydSM8phYnczBSmhQ9KHjoGCxKD8fLbbBJ8ZJsRRIs0RGs/Y34mcxEqN48A4Y6IHalmbkv9pnUxH137ORJppEHT+UJRxrBM8LQqHTALVfGwAoZKZv2I6IJJQ04GyTQnu8sqroOlV3cuqd+eVa86ijiI6QafoHLnoCtXQLaqjBqLoAT2hF/RqPVrP1pv1PrcWrEXmGP0Z6/MbyE+hLQ==</latexit>

iterative update m + 1

<latexit sha1_base64="N7kAU5Xspt8KvHRtXQAveDF+hEw=">AAACFHicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPEVdekm2AoVoSRdqMuCG5cV7AOaWCbT23boZBJmJoUS8hFu/BU3LhRx68Kdf+O0jaCtBwYO59zDnXuCmFGpHOfLWFldW9/YLGyZ2zu7e/vWwWFTRokg0CARi0Q7wBIY5dBQVDFoxwJwGDBoBaPrqd8ag5A04ndqEoMf4gGnfUqw0lLXOvcCGFCeEuAKRGaWvCFW6Ti7T8vOWVYyPeC9H7NrFZ2KM4O9TNycFFGOetf69HoRSUIdJwxL2XGdWPkpFooSBpnpJRJiTEZ4AB1NOQ5B+unsqMw+1UrP7kdCP67smfo7keJQykkY6MkQq6Fc9Kbif14nUf0rP6U8ThRwMl/UT5itInvakN2jAohiE00wEVT/1SZDLDDRHUhTl+AunrxMmtWKe1Gp3laLNSevo4CO0QkqIxddohq6QXXUQAQ9oCf0gl6NR+PZeDPe56MrRp45Qn9gfHwDgjmebA==</latexit>

v̂(0)

<latexit sha1_base64="jCoU0+DFcCp2jQQHUvX/gNPYwVk=">AAACDnicbVC7SgNBFJ31GdfXqqXNYhKITdhNoZaBNJYRzAOSNcxObpIhM7PLzKwQlv0CG3/FxkIRW2s7/8bJQ9DEAwOHc+7hzj1hzKjSnvdlra1vbG5t53bs3b39g0Pn6LipokQSaJCIRbIdYgWMCmhoqhm0YwmYhwxa4bg29Vv3IBWNxK2exBBwPBR0QAnWRuo5xW4IQypSAkKDzOxC7S4t8fOsYHdB9H/knpP3yt4M7irxFySPFqj3nM9uPyIJN3HCsFId34t1kGKpKWGQ2d1EQYzJGA+hY6jAHFSQzs7J3KJR+u4gkuYJ7c7U34kUc6UmPDSTHOuRWvam4n9eJ9GDqyClIk40CDJfNEiYqyN32o3bpxKIZhNDMJHU/NUlIywxMR0o25TgL5+8SpqVsn9RrtxU8lVvUUcOnaIzVEI+ukRVdI3qqIEIekBP6AW9Wo/Ws/Vmvc9H16xF5gT9gfXxDW1Gm6k=</latexit>

C(m)

<latexit sha1_base64="yxFbY9TONPFF3rxIpiM1IKvOWhw=">AAACDnicbVC7SgNBFJ31GdfXqqXNYhKITdhNoZYBG8sEzAOSGGYnN8mQmdllZlYIy36Bjb9iY6GIrbWdf+MkWUETDwwczrmHO/cEEaNKe96Xtba+sbm1nduxd/f2Dw6do+OmCmNJoEFCFsp2gBUwKqChqWbQjiRgHjBoBZPrmd+6B6loKG71NIIexyNBh5RgbaS+U+wGMKIiISA0yNQu1O+SEj9PC3YXxOBH7jt5r+zN4a4SPyN5lKHWdz67g5DE3MQJw0p1fC/SvQRLTQmD1O7GCiJMJngEHUMF5qB6yfyc1C0aZeAOQ2me0O5c/Z1IMFdqygMzybEeq2VvJv7ndWI9vOolVESxBkEWi4Yxc3XozrpxB1QC0WxqCCaSmr+6ZIwlJqYDZZsS/OWTV0mzUvYvypV6JV/1sjpy6BSdoRLy0SWqohtUQw1E0AN6Qi/o1Xq0nq03630xumZlmRP0B9bHN4OWm7c=</latexit>

Q(m)

<latexit sha1_base64="QiHE+eFjSik8RaHt+ogywaoAfxs=">AAACC3icbVDLSsNAFJ34rPEVdekmtAiuStKFuiy4cVnBPqAJZTK5aYdOZsLMRCihezf+ihsXirj1B9z5N07bCNp6YOBwzj3cuSfKGFXa876stfWNza3tyo69u7d/cOgcHXeUyCWBNhFMyF6EFTDKoa2pZtDLJOA0YtCNxtczv3sPUlHB7/QkgzDFQ04TSrA20sCpBhEMKS8IcA1yaotcZ7m2A+DxjzZwal7dm8NdJX5JaqhEa+B8BrEgeWrihGGl+r6X6bDAUlPCYGoHuYIMkzEeQt9QjlNQYTG/ZeqeGSV2EyHN49qdq78TBU6VmqSRmUyxHqllbyb+5/VznVyFBeXmPOBksSjJmauFOyvGjakEotnEEEwkNX91yQhLTEwHyjYl+Msnr5JOo+5f1Bu3jVrTK+uooFNURefIR5eoiW5QC7URQQ/oCb2gV+vRerberPfF6JpVZk7QH1gf3wRhm50=</latexit>

output

<latexit sha1_base64="Pf+xfuYzjQbjPp2/5KOg9KSEHTA=">AAACFHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqEs3wVaoCCXpQl0W3LisYB/QxDKZ3rZDJ5MwMxFKyEe48VfcuFDErQt3/o3TNoK2Hhg4nHMPd+4JYkalcpwvo7Cyura+Udw0t7Z3dves/YOWjBJBoEkiFolOgCUwyqGpqGLQiQXgMGDQDsZXU799D0LSiN+qSQx+iIecDijBSks968wLYEh5SoArEJlZ9kZYpY3sLq2Ep1nZ9ID3f8yeVXKqzgz2MnFzUkI5Gj3r0+tHJAl1nDAsZdd1YuWnWChKGGSml0iIMRnjIXQ15TgE6aezozL7RCt9exAJ/biyZ+rvRIpDKSdhoCdDrEZy0ZuK/3ndRA0u/ZTyOFHAyXzRIGG2iuxpQ3afCiCKTTTBRFD9V5uMsMBEdyBNXYK7ePIyadWq7nm1dlMr1Z28jiI6Qseoglx0geroGjVQExH0gJ7QC3o1Ho1n4814n48WjDxziP7A+PgGpceegw==</latexit>

P̂ (m)

<latexit sha1_base64="yxFbY9TONPFF3rxIpiM1IKvOWhw=">AAACDnicbVC7SgNBFJ31GdfXqqXNYhKITdhNoZYBG8sEzAOSGGYnN8mQmdllZlYIy36Bjb9iY6GIrbWdf+MkWUETDwwczrmHO/cEEaNKe96Xtba+sbm1nduxd/f2Dw6do+OmCmNJoEFCFsp2gBUwKqChqWbQjiRgHjBoBZPrmd+6B6loKG71NIIexyNBh5RgbaS+U+wGMKIiISA0yNQu1O+SEj9PC3YXxOBH7jt5r+zN4a4SPyN5lKHWdz67g5DE3MQJw0p1fC/SvQRLTQmD1O7GCiJMJngEHUMF5qB6yfyc1C0aZeAOQ2me0O5c/Z1IMFdqygMzybEeq2VvJv7ndWI9vOolVESxBkEWi4Yxc3XozrpxB1QC0WxqCCaSmr+6ZIwlJqYDZZsS/OWTV0mzUvYvypV6JV/1sjpy6BSdoRLy0SWqohtUQw1E0AN6Qi/o1Xq0nq03630xumZlmRP0B9bHN4OWm7c=</latexit>

Q(m)

<latexit sha1_base64="q8HH8SZpzSqHAAJRFr2ClVUAJec=">AAACD3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqks3wVatUErShbosuHElFfqCJpTJ5LYdOpmEmYlQQv/Ajb/ixoUibt2682+cPgRtPTBwOOce7tzjx4xKZdtfRmZldW19I7tpbm3v7O7l9g+aMkoEgQaJWCTaPpbAKIeGoopBOxaAQ59Byx9eT/zWPQhJI15Xoxi8EPc57VGClZa6uVPXhz7lKQGuQIzNQrF+VrotBecF0wUe/OjdXN4u21NYy8SZkzyao9bNfbpBRJJQxwnDUnYcO1ZeioWihMHYdBMJMSZD3IeOphyHIL10es/YOtFKYPUioR9X1lT9nUhxKOUo9PVkiNVALnoT8T+vk6jelZdSHicKOJkt6iXMUpE1KccKqACi2EgTTATVf7XIAAtMdAfS1CU4iycvk2al7FyUK3eVfLU4ryOLjtAxKiIHXaIqukE11EAEPaAn9IJejUfj2Xgz3mejGWOeOUR/YHx8A8rqmyo=</latexit>

(T 0, N, d)
<latexit sha1_base64="nbalF/ID6NaAdAZY/1W2cG1hDkU=">AAACDnicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqks3wbZQoZSkC3VZcONKKvQhNKFMJjft0MkkzEyEEvoFbvwVNy4UcevanX/j9CFo64GBwzn3cOceP2FUKtv+MnJr6xubW/ltc2d3b/+gcHjUkXEqCLRJzGJx52MJjHJoK6oY3CUCcOQz6Pqjq6nfvQchacxbapyAF+EBpyElWGmpXyi7PgwozwhwBWJiliqt6k21flYyXeDBj9wvFO2aPYO1SpwFKaIFmv3CpxvEJI10nDAsZc+xE+VlWChKGExMN5WQYDLCA+hpynEE0stm50ysslYCK4yFflxZM/V3IsORlOPI15MRVkO57E3F/7xeqsJLL6M8SRVwMl8UpsxSsTXtxgqoAKLYWBNMBNV/tcgQC0x0B9LUJTjLJ6+STr3mnNfqt/Vio7KoI49O0CmqIAddoAa6Rk3URgQ9oCf0gl6NR+PZeDPe56M5Y5E5Rn9gfHwDEmSaxw==</latexit>

(T, N, 2)

<latexit sha1_base64="nbalF/ID6NaAdAZY/1W2cG1hDkU=">AAACDnicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqks3wbZQoZSkC3VZcONKKvQhNKFMJjft0MkkzEyEEvoFbvwVNy4UcevanX/j9CFo64GBwzn3cOceP2FUKtv+MnJr6xubW/ltc2d3b/+gcHjUkXEqCLRJzGJx52MJjHJoK6oY3CUCcOQz6Pqjq6nfvQchacxbapyAF+EBpyElWGmpXyi7PgwozwhwBWJiliqt6k21flYyXeDBj9wvFO2aPYO1SpwFKaIFmv3CpxvEJI10nDAsZc+xE+VlWChKGExMN5WQYDLCA+hpynEE0stm50ysslYCK4yFflxZM/V3IsORlOPI15MRVkO57E3F/7xeqsJLL6M8SRVwMl8UpsxSsTXtxgqoAKLYWBNMBNV/tcgQC0x0B9LUJTjLJ6+STr3mnNfqt/Vio7KoI49O0CmqIAddoAa6Rk3URgQ9oCf0gl6NR+PZeDPe56M5Y5E5Rn9gfHwDEmSaxw==</latexit>

(T, N, 2)

<latexit sha1_base64="vNAtx9xEOYQBEg7yshXOzp1z2cc=">AAACEHicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPEVdekmWERXJelCXRbcuKxgH9CEMpnctENnJmFmIpTQT3Djr7hxoYhbl+78G6dtBG09MHA45x7m3hNljCrteV/Wyura+sZmZcve3tnd23cODtsqzSWBFklZKrsRVsCogJammkE3k4B5xKATja6nfucepKKpuNPjDEKOB4ImlGBtpL5zFkQwoKIgIDTIia0lFipJJQdpByDiH6PvVL2aN4O7TPySVFGJZt/5DOKU5NzECcNK9Xwv02GBpaaEwcQOcgUZJiM8gJ6hAnNQYTE7aOKeGiV2zRrmCe3O1N+JAnOlxjwykxzroVr0puJ/Xi/XyVVYUJHlGgSZf5TkzNWpO23HjakEotnYEEwkNbu6ZIglJqYDZZsS/MWTl0m7XvMvavXberXhlXVU0DE6QefIR5eogW5QE7UQQQ/oCb2gV+vRerberPf56IpVZo7QH1gf3xKFndE=</latexit>

transformer
<latexit sha1_base64="LBKoZHQhzHjmNTvePbsgCX0hJfg=">AAACA3icbVC7SgNBFL3rM8ZX1E6bwSDYGHdTaMqAjWUE84BkCbOTSTJkZneZuSuEJWDjr9hYKGLrT9j5N06SLTTxwMDhnHu5c04QS2HQdb+dldW19Y3N3FZ+e2d3b79wcNgwUaIZr7NIRroVUMOlCHkdBUreijWnKpC8GYxupn7zgWsjovAexzH3FR2Eoi8YRSt1C8dMR8ZcoKZsdIlCcUIReTg3i27JnYEsEy8jRchQ6xa+Or2IJcquM0mNaXtujH5KNQom+STfSQyP7R064G1LQ6q48dNZhgk5s0qP9CNtX4hkpv7eSKkyZqwCO6koDs2iNxX/89oJ9it+KsI4sbnY/FA/kQQjMi2E9ITmDOXYEsq0sH8lbEhtH2hry9sSvMXIy6RRLnlXpfJduVitZHXk4ARO4Rw8uIYq3EIN6sDgEZ7hFd6cJ+fFeXc+5qMrTrZzBH/gfP4ATd+X6g==</latexit>

cross-track/time attention

<latexit sha1_base64="WH2MyXsAXunXMrATGkscCwoOs8w="></latexit>
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estimated
tracks

Figure 3. CoTracker architecture. Visualization of one sliding window with M iterative updates. During one iteration, we update point
tracks P̂ (m) and track features Q(m). Q(0) is initialized with the initially sampled features Q for all sliding windows, P̂ (0) with the starting
locations for the first window. For other windows, P̂ (0) starts with predictions for frames processed in the preceding sliding window, and
with the last predicted positions for the unseen frames. We compute visibility v̂ after the last update M .

explained below.

Correlation features. In order to facilitate matching tracks
to images, we adopt the correlation features Ci

t ∈ RS

of RAFT [43]. Each Ci
t is obtained by comparing the

track features Qi
t to the image features ϕs(It) around the

current estimate P̂ i
t of the tracks’s location. Specifically,

the vector Ci
t is obtained by stacking the inner products

[Ci
t ]sδ = ⟨Qi

t, ϕs(It)[P̂
i
t /ks + δ]⟩, where s = 1, . . . , S

are the feature scales and δ ∈ Z2, ∥δ∥∞ ≤ ∆ are offsets.
The image features ϕs(It) are sampled at non-integer lo-
cations by using bilinear interpolation and border padding.
The dimension of Ci

t is
(
2∆ + 1)2S = 196 for our choice

S = 4;∆ = 3.

Tokens. The input tokens G(P̂ , v̂, Q) code for position,
visibility, appearance, and correlation of the tracks and is
given by the following concatenation of features:

Gi
t = (P̂ i

t − P̂ i
1, v̂

i
t, Q

i
t, C

i
t , η(P̂

i
t − P̂ i

1))+η′(P̂ i
1)+η′(t).

(1)
All the components except the last one have been introduced
above. The last component is derived from the estimated
position: it is the sinusoidal positional encoding η of the
track location with respect to the initial location at time t =
1. We also add encodings η′ of the start location P i

1 and for
the time t, with appropriate dimensions. In fact, we found it
beneficial to separately encode the position of points at the
first frame and their relative displacement to this frame.

The output tokens O(∆P̂ ,∆Q) contain updates for lo-
cation and appearance, i.e. Oi

t = (∆P̂ i
t ,∆Qi

t).

Iterated transformer applications. We apply the trans-
former M times in order to progressively improve the track
estimates. Let m = 0, 1, . . . ,M index the estimate, with
m = 0 denoting initialization. Each update computes

O(∆P̂ ,∆Q) = Ψ(G(P̂ (m), v̂(0), Q(m))).

and sets P̂ (m+1) = P̂ (m)+∆P̂ and Q(m+1) = Q(m)+∆Q.
The visibility mask v̂ is not updated by the transformer, but
once after the last of the M applications of the transformer
as v̂(M) = σ(WQ(M)), where σ is the sigmoid activation
function and W is a learned matrix of weights. We found
iterative updates for the visibility did not further improve
the performance, likely due to the fact that visibility highly
depends on predicting an accurate location first.

For m = 0, the estimates P̂ (0), v(0) and Q(0) are ini-
tialized by broadcasting the initial values P i

ti (the location
of query point), 1 (meaning visible) and ϕ(Iti)[P

i
ti/k] (the

appearance of the query point) to all times t = 1, . . . , T .

3.2. Transformer architecture and virtual tracks

The transformer Ψ interleaves attention operators that op-
erate across the time and track dimensions, respectively.
Factorising the attention [1] across time and tracks makes
the model computationally tractable: the complexity is re-
duced from O(N2T 2) to O(N2 + T 2). However, for very
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(b) all target points (d) global (e) SIFT(a) single target point (c) local

Figure 4. Tracked and support points. We visualize different configurations of points along with their tracks. Points represent the start
of each track, which clearly illustrates grids of points in (c) and (d). (a) A single target point in a sequence from TAP-Vid-DAVIS. (b)
All target points — observe that they tend to cluster on objects of interest, potentially giving our tracker an ’unfair’ advantage compared
to single-track methods. (c) A local grid of support points. (d) A global grid of support points. (e) SIFT support points. We evaluate
CoTracker by combining different configurations of support points, as described in Sec. 3.5

large values of N , this cost is still prohibitive, especially
when tracking points densely in a video. We thus propose a
new design, in which we introduce K virtual tracks tokens,
where K ≪ N is a hyperparameter. These are just added
as additional tokens to the input grid with a fixed, learnable
initialization and removed at the output. They participate in
time attention as regular tracks, and in cross attention with
all other tracks, reducing the cost to O(NK +K2 + T 2).

Starting with DETR [6], various computer vision trans-
formers have used learnable queries. For instance, [20] uses
them to decode dense outputs. Our virtual tracks are differ-
ent, however: they mirror and shadow the computation of
the prediction targets (i.e., the tracks), actively participating
in the calculations to reduce the computational burden.

3.3. Windowed inference

A key advantage of formulating tracking as iterated updates
is that it can easily support a sliding window application to
process long videos. Consider in particular a video V of
length T ′ > T longer than the maximum window length T
supported by the architecture. To track points throughout
the entire video V , we split the video in J = ⌈2T ′/T − 1⌉
windows of length T , with an overlap of T/2 frames.1

Let the superscript (m, j) denote the m-th application of
the transformer to the j-th window. We thus have a M × J
grid of quantities (P̂ (m,j), v̂(m,j), Q(m,j)), spanning trans-
former iterations and windows. Quantities m = 0 and
j = 1 are initialized as for the single window case. Then,
the transformer is applied M times to obtain the estimate
(M, 1). The latter is used to initialize estimate (0, 2) by
broadcasting the known quantities as before. Specifically,
the first T/2 components of P̂ (0,2) are copies of the last T/2
components of P̂ (M,1); the last T/2 components of P̂ (0,2)

are instead copies of the last time t = T/2−1 from P̂ (M,1).
The same update rule is used for v̂(0,2), while Q(0,j) is al-
ways initialized with initial track features Q. This process
is repeated until estimate (M,J) is obtained.

1We assume that T is even. The last window is shorter if T/2 does not
divide T ′.

3.4. Unrolled window training

We found it important to learn the windowed transformer
in an unrolled fashion in order to learn to handle semi-
overlapping windows. The primary loss is for track regres-
sion, summed over iterated transformer applications and
windows:

L1(P̂ , P ) =

J∑
j=1

M∑
m=1

γM−m∥P̂ (m,j) − P (j)∥, (2)

where γ = 0.8 discounts early transformer updates. Here
P (j) contains the ground-truth trajectories restricted to win-
dow j (trajectories which start in the middle of the window
are padded backwards). The second loss is the cross entropy
of the visibility flags L2(v̂, v) =

∑J
j=1 CE(v̂

(M,j), v(j)).
While only a moderate number of windows are used in the
loss during training due to the computational cost, at test
time we can unroll the windowed transformer applications
arbitrarily, thus in principle handling any video length.

Implementation details. A technical difficulty is that the
number of tracks N is not fixed, but varies from window
to window as new points can be added to the tracker at any
time. While conceptually this is handled by simply adding
more tokens when needed, in practice changing the number
of tokens makes batching data for training difficult. Instead,
we allocate enough tokens to support all points that must be
tracked, regardless of which window they are added in, and
use masking to ignore tokens that are not yet used.

3.5. Support points

CoTracker can take advantage of tracking several points
jointly. It is typical for applications to have several points to
track, but in some cases, one might be interested in tracking
a few or even a single point. In fact, single-point tracking is
a case we consider in the evaluation for fairness (Sec. 1).

In practice, we found it beneficial to track additional
‘support points’ which are not explicitly requested by the
user, particularly when the goal is to track only a few of
them. Moreover, we have found that different configura-
tions of such support points can lead to small differences
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in performance. We experiment with various configura-
tion types, visualized in Fig. 4. With the “global” strategy,
the support points form a regular grid across the whole im-
age. With the “local” strategy, the grid of points is centred
around the point we wish to track, thus allowing the model
to focus on a neighbourhood of it. We also test using the
SIFT detector [26] to select support points. Note that these
patterns are only considered at inference time and are used
to improve the accuracy of the tracker for the target points.

4. Experiments
We thoroughly evaluate CoTracker on standard real and
synthetic tracking benchmarks to assess its performance
and generalization properties in difficult conditions and
against numerous state-of-the-art trackers.

Single target tracks. We pay particular attention to the de-
sign of the evaluation protocol to ensure its fairness. Specif-
ically, we note that existing benchmarks contain ground
truth tracks which are concentrated on a few foreground ob-
jects, potentially revealing the presence of such objects to
a joint tracker like ours. In order to ensure that no ground-
truth information is leaked to our tracker, in the “single tar-
get track” protocol we track one benchmark point at a time,
but automatically add additional support points (Sec. 3.5) to
allow the model to perform joint tracking. In this way, our
comparison is fair to single-point trackers. Furthermore, by
comparing different configurations of such support tracks,
we can better quantify the importance of joint tracking.

Datasets and evaluation protocol. We use TAP-Vid [10],
a collection of four tracking benchmarks, three real ones
for evaluation and a synthetic one for training. The latter
is TAP-Vid-Kubric, also used by several prior works to
train their trackers. It consists of sequences of 24 frames
showing 3D rigid objects falling to the ground under grav-
ity and bouncing, generated using the Kubric engine [14].
Point tracks are selected randomly, primarily on objects,
and some on the background. Objects occlude each other
and the background as they move.

For evaluation, we consider the TAP-Vid-DAVIS set, con-
taining 30 real sequences of about 100 frames. Points are
queried on random objects at random times and evaluation
assesses both predictions of positions and visibility flags.
This uses two evaluation protocols. In the “queried first”
protocol, each point is queried only once in the video, at the
first frame where it becomes visible. The tracker is expected
to operate causally, predicting positions only for future
frames. In the “queried strided” protocol, points are queried
every five frames and tracking is bidirectional. Given that
most trackers (ours, PIPs, PIPs++) are causal, we run them
twice, on the video and its reverse. We assess tracking ac-
curacy using the TAP-Vid metrics [10]: Occlusion Accu-
racy (OA; accuracy of occlusion prediction treated as binary

classification), δvis
avg (fraction of visible points tracked within

1, 2, 4, 8 and 16 pixels, averaged over thresholds), and Aver-
age Jaccard (AJ, measuring jointly geometric and occlusion
prediction accuracy). Following [10], the δvis

avg and AJ track-
ing thresholds are applied after virtually resizing images to
256× 256 pixels.

PointOdyssey [52] is a more recent synthetic benchmark
dataset for long-term tracking. It contains 100 sequences
several thousand frames long with objects and characters
moving around the scene. Scenes are much more realistic
than TAP-Vid-Kubric. We train and evaluate CoTracker on
PointOdyssey and report δvis

avg and δocc
avg, δavg. The last two

are the same as δvis
avg, but for occluded and all points, respec-

tively; they can be computed because the dataset is synthetic
so the ground-truth positions of invisible points are known.
We also report their Survival rate, which is the average frac-
tion of video frames until the tracker fails (detected when
the tracking error exceeds 50 pixels).

Dynamic Replica [23] is a synthetic dataset for 3D re-
construction that contains long-term tracking annotations.
It consists of 500 300-frame sequences of articulated mod-
els of people and animals. We measure δvis

avg and δocc
avg on the

“valid” split of this dataset.

Implementation details. Here we provide important im-
plementation details and refer to the sup. mat. for others.
For training, we use 11,000 TAP-Vid-Kubric sequences of
T ′ = 24 frames using sliding window size T = 8 and train
for 50,000 iterations using 32 NVIDIA A100 80GB GPUs
with the batch size of 1. Training tracks are sampled pref-
erentially on objects. During training, we construct batches
of 768 tracks out of 2048 among those that are visible ei-
ther in the first or middle frames of the sequence to train
the tracker to handle both cases. In a similar manner, we
also train a second version of CoTracker on the train split
of PointOdyssey, using 128 tracks randomly sampled from
sequences of length T ′ = 56.

We evaluate joint tracking using different configurations
of target and support points (Sec. 3.5 and Fig. 4). The nat-
ural choice is to jointly track all target points specified in a
given benchmark sequence, which we test for all datasets.
We also assess the benefits of adding various configura-
tions of support points (Sec. 3.5). Furthermore, benchmark
points might be biased for objects, which is particularly ev-
ident in TAP-Vid-DAVIS (Fig. 4). In order to assess Co-
Tracker more fairly against single-point trackers, we thus
also experiment with tracking a single target point at a time,
plus various configurations of support points.

The video resolution can affect tracking performance
substantially. For TAP-Vid-DAVIS, we follow their proto-
col and downsample videos to 256×256, which ensures that
no more information than expected is passed to the tracker.
However, each tracker has a different native resolution at
which it is trained on (384 × 512 for PIPs and CoTracker;
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Method Training data DAVIS First DAVIS Strided Dynamic Replica

AJ ↑ δvis
avg ↑ OA ↑ AJ ↑ δvis

avg ↑ OA ↑ δavg ↑ δvis
avg ↑ δocc

avg ↑

TAP-Net [10] TAP-Vid-Kubric 33.0 48.6 78.8 38.4 53.1 82.3 45.5 53.3 20.0
OmniMotion [46] — — — — 51.7 67.5 85.3 — — —
PIPs [15] FlyingThings++ 42.2 64.8 77.7 52.4 70.0 83.6 41.0 47.1 21.0
MFT [31] Kubric + others 47.3 66.8 77.8 56.1 70.8 86.9 — — —
PIPs++ [52] PointOdyssey — 69.1 — — 73.7 — 55.5 64.0 28.5
TAPIR [11] TAP-Vid-Kubric 56.2 70.0 86.5 61.3 73.6 88.8 56.8 66.1 27.2

CoTracker (Ours) TAP-Vid-Kubric 62.2 75.7 89.3 65.9 79.4 89.9 61.6 68.9 37.6

Table 1. State of the art comparison. We compare CoTracker to the best trackers available on TAP-Vid-DAVIS utilizing both their
“queried first” and “queried strided” evaluation protocols as well as on Dynamic Replica. During evaluation on DAVIS, TAPIR and
PIPs++ have access to all the video frames at once, while we process videos in an online manner, using a causal sliding window.
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Figure 5. Qualitative Results. For PIPs++ (top), many points are incorrectly tracked and end up being ‘stuck’ on the front of the car.
TAPIR (middle) works well for visible points but fails to handle occluded points. As soon as a point becomes occluded, it starts moving
chaotically around the image. Our CoTracker (bottom) produces cleaner tracks. The tracks are also more ‘linear’ than those of PIPs++ or
TAPIR, which is accurate as the primary motion is a homography (the observer does not translate).

Method
PointOdyssey

δavg ↑ δvis
avg ↑ δocc

avg ↑ Survival ↑

TAP-Net [10] 28.4 — — 18.3
PIPs [16] 27.3 — — 42.3
PIPs++† [52] 29.0 32.4 18.8 47.0

CoTracker (Ours) 30.2 32.7 24.2 55.2

Table 2. PointOdyssey. All methods are trained on PointOdyssey.
† results for [52] obtained using released code and model.

512 × 896 for PIPs++); We thus resize videos to the native
resolution of each tracker before running it. For Dynamic

Replica and PointOdyssey, we resize videos to the native
tracker resolution, as there is no prescribed resolution.

4.1. Results

Is joint tracking beneficial? In Tab. 3 we demonstrate the
importance of tracking points jointly, which is the main mo-
tivation of CoTracker. This is achieved by removing cross-
track attention from the tracker, thus ignoring the correla-
tion between tracks entirely. For fairness, we maintain the
same model size and replace the six cross-track attention
layers with twelve time attention layers. We test on TAP-
Vid-DAVIS tracking either a single target point at a time or
all target points simultaneously. We also test different con-
figurations of support points (Sec. 3.5 and Fig. 4): none,
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Attention Points DAVIS First

time joint target support AJ ↑ δavg ↑ OA ↑
(a) ✓ ✗ single — 58.3 71.5 86.4
(b) ✓ ✓ single — 41.1 62.9 75.1
(c) ✓ ✓ single glob. 9×9 56.8 71.2 85.8
(d) ✓ ✓ single SIFT 8×8 57.4 72.1 85.8
(e) ✓ ✓ single loc. 10×10 60.4 75.2 87.5
(f) ✓ ✓ single glob. 5×5

+loc. 8×8
62.2 75.7 89.3

(g) ✓ ✓ all — 57.6 73.2 86.1
(h) ✓ ✓ all glob. 5×5 60.5 75.8 87.6
(i) ✓ ✓ all SIFT 8×8 60.7 75.7 88.1

Table 3. Importance of joint tracking. We compare using time
and cross-track attention, tracking single or multiple target points,
and using additional support points.

Unrolled Training DAVIS First

AJ ↑ δavg ↑ OA ↑

✗ 44.6 60.5 75.3
✓ 62.2 75.7 89.3

Table 4. Unrolled training. CoTracker is built for sliding window
predictions. Using them during training is important.

Num. virt.
tracks

DAVIS First Max. num.
tracks Time [s]

AJ ↑ δavg ↑ OA↑
0 61.6 75.6 88.3 97×97 207.3
32 60.2 74.4 88.5 263×263 26.8
64 62.2 75.7 89.3 263×263 27.9

128 60.9 74.8 88.4 263×263 30.1

Table 5. The virtual tracks allow CoTracker to scale. We report
the maximum number of tracks that can fit on a 80 GB GPU.

global, global and local, global and SIFT grids. We test
grids of different sizes, ranging from 1× 1 to 10× 10, and
for the sake of compactness, we report the best settings.

We find that: (1) for the same number of parameters,
tracking points jointly instead of independently is signifi-
cantly better (+3.9 AJ (a) to (f)); (2) when tracking single
target points, adding support points in a global grid signifi-
cantly boosts performance (+15 AJ (b) to (c)); (3) the latter
is further improved by using a global/local grid (+5.4 AJ
(c)) to (f); (4) the SIFT grid is less good than the global/local
grid (−4.8 AJ (f) to (c)), but slightly better than the global
alone (+0.6 AJ (c) to (d)); (5) adding support points to all
target points is better (+2.9 AJ (g) to (i)). This demonstrates
that tracking points jointly is highly beneficial in all cases.

How does CoTracker compare to prior work? Using
configuration (f) from Tab. 3, in Tab. 1 we compare Co-
Tracker to state-of-the-art trackers on three benchmark
datasets, improving all metrics by substantial margins in all
cases. Note that, for TAP-Vid-DAVIS, we assess tracking a
single target point at a time, plus support points, which is
fair to single-point trackers. Hence, the method advances
the state of the art.

Is unrolled training important? We design CoTracker for
tracking in a windowed manner, and in Tab. 4 we thus assess
the effect of unrolling windows during training (Sec. 3.4).
Switching off unrolled training decreases performance by
18 AJ points, meaning that unrolled training helps to track
over long periods of time, > 10× longer than the sequences
used in training. Hence, unrolled training is important.

Do virtual tracks help CoTracker to scale? In Sec. 4, we
assess the benefits of using virtual tracks. For a fixed mem-
ory budget (80 GB), using virtual tracks allows us to track
×7.4 more point points than without them; in fact, we can
track a whole 263 × 263 grid, which is quasi-dense for the
input video resolution. The number of virtual tracks does
not affect scalability, but affects performance, with the best
results obtained using 64 virtual tracks. The overall accu-
racy is also better when many tracks are utilized as it plays
on the strengths of the joint tracker. Hence, virtual tracks
allow to track almost one order of magnitude more tracks.

4.2. Limitations

While better than other tracker, CoTracker still makes track-
ing mistakes that would be easily avoided by a human. An-
other limitation is that it still processes relatively short win-
dows of points at a time, and thus can fail for points that
stay occluded for the length of multiple sliding windows.
For the same reason, it can fail to track points for thousands
of frames. While joint tracking and unrolled training mit-
igate this, offline applications of the tracker would benefit
from considering all video frames at once.

5. Conclusions

We have presented CoTracker, a transformer-based point
tracker that tracks several points jointly, accounting for their
correlation. CoTracker is state-of-the-art on the standard
tracking benchmarks, often by a substantial margin, can
track through occlusions and when points leave the field of
view, even for hundreds of frames, can track very diverse
configurations of points (target and support), and can track
a very large number of points simultaneously. The trans-
former architecture is flexible and future extensions could
integrate more functionalities, such as 3D reconstruction.
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casens, Lucas Smaira, Yusuf Aytar, João Carreira, Andrew
Zisserman, and Yi Yang. Tap-vid: A benchmark for tracking
any point in a video. arXiv, 2022. 2, 3, 6, 7, 11, 12

[11] Carl Doersch, Yi Yang, Mel Vecerik, Dilara Gokay, Ankush
Gupta, Yusuf Aytar, Joao Carreira, and Andrew Zisserman.
Tapir: Tracking any point with per-frame initialization and
temporal refinement, 2023. 1, 3, 7, 12

[12] Alexey Dosovitskiy, Philipp Fischer, Eddy Ilg, Philip
Hausser, Caner Hazirbas, Vladimir Golkov, Patrick Van
Der Smagt, Daniel Cremers, and Thomas Brox. Flownet:
Learning optical flow with convolutional networks. In Proc.
ICCV, 2015. 2, 3

[13] Michael Elad and Arie Feuer. Recursive optical flow estima-
tion—adaptive filtering approach. J. of Visual Communica-
tion and Image Representation, 9(2), 1998. 2

[14] Klaus Greff, Francois Belletti, Lucas Beyer, Carl Doersch,
Yilun Du, Daniel Duckworth, David J Fleet, Dan Gnanapra-
gasam, Florian Golemo, Charles Herrmann, Thomas Kipf,
Abhijit Kundu, Dmitry Lagun, Issam Laradji, Hsueh-
Ti (Derek) Liu, Henning Meyer, Yishu Miao, Derek
Nowrouzezahrai, Cengiz Oztireli, Etienne Pot, Noha Rad-

wan, Daniel Rebain, Sara Sabour, Mehdi S. M. Sajjadi,
Matan Sela, Vincent Sitzmann, Austin Stone, Deqing Sun,
Suhani Vora, Ziyu Wang, Tianhao Wu, Kwang Moo Yi,
Fangcheng Zhong, and Andrea Tagliasacchi. Kubric: a scal-
able dataset generator. In Proc. CVPR, 2022. 6

[15] Adam W Harley, Zhaoyuan Fang, and Katerina Fragkiadaki.
Particle video revisited: Tracking through occlusions using
point trajectories. In Proc. ECCV, 2022. 2, 3, 7, 12

[16] Adam W. Harley, Zhaoyuan Fang, and Katerina Fragkiadaki.
Particle videos revisited: Tracking through occlusions using
point trajectories. arXiv.cs, abs/2204.04153, 2022. 7

[17] Berthold KP Horn and Brian G Schunck. Determining opti-
cal flow. Artificial intelligence, 17(1-3), 1981. 2

[18] Zhaoyang Huang, Xiaoyu Shi, Chao Zhang, Qiang Wang,
Ka Chun Cheung, Hongwei Qin, Jifeng Dai, and Hongsheng
Li. Flowformer: A transformer architecture for optical flow.
In Proc. ECCV, 2022. 2

[19] Eddy Ilg, Nikolaus Mayer, Tonmoy Saikia, Margret Keuper,
Alexey Dosovitskiy, and Thomas Brox. FlowNet 2.0: Evolu-
tion of optical flow estimation with deep networks. In Proc.
CVPR, 2017. 2

[20] Andrew Jaegle, Sebastian Borgeaud, Jean-Baptiste Alayrac,
Carl Doersch, Catalin Ionescu, David Ding, Skanda Kop-
pula, Daniel Zoran, Andrew Brock, Evan Shelhamer,
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Figure 6. Single point vs. joint tracking. We qualitatively compare tracking individual points (top row) to tracking all points together
(bottom). Background points are colored cyan while foreground points are magenta. We find that single-point tracking leads to background
points following the object motion, as the model cannot reason well about the global context of the video (cyan points in later frames).
Tracking points together results in better tracks for foreground and background points.
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Figure 7. Number of points. Accuracy for additional global grid
and local grid points. We compute δvisavg on TAP-Vid-DAVIS to
find the optimal grid sizes. We use 25 & 64 because of speed and
higher occlusion accuracy (89.3 vs. 88.7).

A. Additional ablations

Here we provide additional ablation experiments that sup-
plement the model choices from the main paper.

Single vs. joint point tracking. In Fig. 6, we demonstrate
the importance of joint tracking. We track a grid of points
starting at the first frame and compare CoTracker trained
with and without cross-track attention. Joint tracking pro-
vides a global context and allows for better reasoning about
the positions of occluded points.

Support points. We test different configurations of support
points in Fig. 8. While adding SIFT [26] support points
is better than sampling points uniformly on a global regu-
lar grid, adding a local grid yields significantly better re-
sults. The combination of global and local grids is slightly
better, and in Fig. 7 we further test this combination with
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Figure 8. Accuracy on TAP-Vid-DAVIS depending on the num-
ber of additional local, global grid and SIFT points. When com-
bining point sources, we use (close to) the same number of points.

different grid sizes ranging from 4 × 4 to 10 × 10. We
find that a configuration of 25 global and 64 local points
is optimal for TAP-Vid-DAVIS in terms of speed and ac-
curacy. While there are differences in performance across
these hyper-parameters, the overall impact on performance
is less than one percentage point for a wide variety of con-
figurations.

Training sliding window size. In, Tab. 6 we ablate the slid-
ing window size during training. While CoTracker can ben-
efit from larger window sizes, the length of our training se-
quences from Kubric [10] is limited to 24 frames. There-
fore, there is a trade-off between the context length and the
ability to propagate predictions to future sliding windows.
A sliding window of 8 is optimal for our training dataset.

Inference sliding window size. In Tab. 7, we examine the
impact of the sliding window size on the performance of a
model trained with a sliding window of T = 8. We find that



Window size DAVIS First

AJ < δxavg OA

4 56.7 73.1 86.5
8 62.2 75.7 89.3
16 61.1 75.5 88.4

Table 6. Training sliding window size. We train and evaluate
CoTracker with varying window lengths. As the training data only
contains sequences of length 24, the model does not benefit from
training with a bigger sliding window.

Window size DAVIS First

AJ < δxavg OA

4 54.9 70.8 83.2
8 62.2 75.7 89.3
16 54.6 68.8 82.9

Table 7. Inference sliding window size. The model is trained
with sliding window size T = 8. The same window size gives the
best results.

the model performs best when the training and evaluation
window sizes are identical.

B. Efficiency
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Figure 9. Efficiency. We track N points sampled on the first frame
of a 50-frame video of resolution 256×256 using a NVIDIA A40
48GB GPU, and report the time it takes the method to process the
video.

In Fig. 9 we evaluate efficiency of PIPs++ [52],
TAPIR [11] and CoTracker on a 50-frame video of reso-
lution 256× 256 by running them on a A40 GPU. We track
points sampled on a regular grid at the first frame of the
video and report the time it takes to process the entire video
sequence. CoTracker is slower than TAPIR but faster than
PIPs++ (while achieving better accuracy than both).

Stride Kinetics First

AJ δvisavg OA

PIPs++ — 58.5 —
TAPIR 49.6 64.2 85.0

CoTracker (Ours) 48.8 64.5 85.8

Table 8. Evaluation on TAP-Vid Kinetics.

Stride DAVIS First

AJ δvisavg OA

8 52.5 68.6 85.7
4 62.2 75.7 89.3

Table 9. Feature stride ablation. Higher resolution features help
to make much more accurate predictions.

C. Evaluation on TAP-Vid-Kinetics

In Tab. 8 we evaluate CoTracker on TAP-Vid-Kinetics, a
dataset of 1144 videos of approximately 250 frames each
from Kinetics [7]. Some of these videos are discontinu-
ous, i.e., they are composed of continuous video chunks.
CoTracker is designed for continuous videos, and TAPIR
contains a matching stage inspired by TAP-Net [10], which
can help with such combined video chunks. This is why
the performance gap between TAPIR and CoTracker for this
benchmark is smaller than for other benchmarks.

D. Implementation Details

In this section, we complete the description of implementa-
tion details from the main paper. We will release the code
and models with the paper.

Feature CNN. Given a sequence of T ′ frames with a res-
olution of 384×512, we compute features for each frame
using a 2-dimensional CNN. This CNN downsamples the
input image by a factor of 4 (feature stride) and outputs fea-
tures with 128 channels. Our CNN is the same as the one
used in PIPs [15]. It consists of one 7× 7 convolution with
a stride of 2, eight residual blocks with 3×3 kernels and in-
stance normalization, and two final convolutions with 3× 3
and 1 × 1 kernels. In Tab. 9, we train CoTracker with two
different feature downsampling factors (strides).

Sliding windows. When passing information from one
sliding window to the next, we concatenate binary masks of
shape (N,T ) with visibility logits that indicate where the
model needs to make predictions. For example, masks in
the first sliding window would be equal to 1 from the frame
where we start tracking the point, and 0 before that. Masks
for all the subsequent sliding windows will be equal to 1 for
the first overlapping T/2 frames, and 0 for the remaining
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T/2. During training, tracking starts either from the first or
from a random frame where the point is visible. If a point
is not yet visible in the current sliding window, it will be
masked out during the application of cross-track attention.

Iterative updates. We train the model with M = 4 itera-
tive updates and evaluate it with M = 6. This setting pro-
vides a reasonable trade-off between speed and accuracy, as
evaluated in Fig. 10. Interestingly, the performance remains
stable for 4-8 iterative updates and begins to degrade slowly
thereafter.
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Figure 10. Inference iterative updates. We ablate the number of
iterative updates M during inference. The network is trained with
M = 4.

Training. CoTracker is trained with a batch size of 32, dis-
tributed across 32 GPUs. After applying data augmenta-
tions, we randomly sample 768 trajectories for each batch,
with points visible either in the first or in the middle frame.
We train the model for 50,000 iterations with a learning rate
of 5e−4 and a linear 1-cycle [38] learning rate schedule, us-
ing the AdamW [25] optimizer.

Augmentations. During training, we employ Color Jitter
and Gaussian Blur to introduce color and blur variations.
We augment occlusions by either coloring a randomly cho-
sen rectangular patch with its mean color or replacing it
with another patch from the same image. Random scaling
across height and width is applied to each frame to add di-
versity.

E. Broader societal impact
Motion estimation, whether in the guise of point tracking
or optical flow, is a fundamental, low-level computer vision
task. Many other tasks in computer vision build on it, from
3D reconstruction to video object segmentation. Ultimately,
motion estimation algorithms are an important components
of a very large number of applications of computer vision in
many different areas. Point tracking has no direct societal
impact; however, positive or negative effects on society can

materialise through its use in other algorithms, depending
on the final application.
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