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ABSTRACT

The Joint Detection and Embedding (JDE) framework has
achieved remarkable progress for multiple object tracking.
Existing methods often employ extracted embeddings to
re-establish associations between new detections and previ-
ously disrupted tracks. However, the reliability of embed-
dings diminishes when the region of the occluded object
frequently contains adjacent objects or clutters, especially
in scenarios with severe occlusion. To alleviate this prob-
lem, we propose a novel multiple object tracking method
based on visual embedding consistency, mainly including:
1) Occlusion Prediction Module (OPM) and 2) Occlusion-
Aware Association Module (OAAM). The OPM predicts
occlusion information for each true detection, facilitating the
selection of valid samples for consistency learning of the
track’s visual embedding. The OAAM leverages occlusion
cues and visual embeddings to generate two separate em-
beddings for each track, guaranteeing consistency in both
unoccluded and occluded detections. By integrating these
two modules, our method is capable of addressing track in-
terruptions caused by occlusion in online tracking scenarios.
Extensive experimental results demonstrate that our approach
achieves promising performance levels in both unoccluded
and occluded tracking scenarios.

Index Terms— Joint Detection and Embedding, Multi-
ple Object Tracking, Visual Embedding Consistency, Track-
Detection Association

1. INTRODUCTION

Online Multiple Object Tracking (MOT) plays an important
role in video surveillance [1], autonomous driving [2], and
many other fields [3]. Given the input video frames, online
MOT methods locate track positions frame by frame while
giving unique identifications for each of them. Though on-
line MOT methods have made significant progress in recent
decades, the persistence of tracking failures due to occlusion
remains a major obstacle to the widespread practical adop-
tion of such methods. In order to resolve the above prob-
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lem, the common practice involves a bottom-up association
strategy [4, 5], which prioritizes track-detection association
as the initial step, followed by track-track association. Within
the track-track association phase, visual embeddings are ex-
tracted for each track using an external re-identification (re-
ID) network, which is then employed to compute the simi-
larity between different tracks. Although those methods can
recover the loss track even if some detections are missed for
a long range due to occlusion, the re-identification network’s
training and inference procedures are time-consuming [6, 7,
8]. Furthermore, the adopted association strategy necessitates
the use of current data to amend the historical segment of the
track, which is not suitable for online tracking.

To mitigate the above issues, methods based on JDE
paradigm are becoming prevalent, which learn both detec-
tion and re-ID embedding extraction in a shared model [9].
In particular, FairMOT [10] achieves a good balance be-
tween tracking performance and efficiency by adopting a
point-based framework. It follows MOTDT [11] and uses a
hierarchical track-detection association method, which com-
bines Kalman filter, re-ID embeddings, and Intersection-over-
Union (IOU) metrics to facilitate the matching of tracks with
detections. OUTrack [12] optimizes the visual embedding by
the unsupervised reID learning which does not require any
(pseudo) identity information nor suffer from the scalabil-
ity issue. What’s more, it designs an occlusion estimation
module which is used to recover the miss detections caused
by occlusions. Although these methods have made notable
progress, they depend on the assumption that the impor-
tance of visual embedding is higher than motion information,
which is not applicable with severe occlusion. Moreover,
these methods do not differentiate between the visual embed-
dings of occluded and unoccluded detections when updating
the track’s embeddings.

To address these issues, we propose a novel multiple ob-
ject tracking method based on visual embedding consistency
to conduct track-detection associations in severe occlusions.
The consistency means the visual embeddings of all detec-
tions belonging to the same track should be similar. Dur-
ing the track-detection association process, a Smooth Visual
Embedding (SVE) is maintained to characterize the visual
feature for each track. The SVE is iteratively refined and up-
dated by the current matched detection. When the detection
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is occluded, the SVE is updated with the embeddings of oc-
cluding detections. This update disrupts the consistency of
the visual embedding in the subsequent association process.
In this paper, we decompose the SVE into two embeddings:
long-term embedding and short-term embedding. Long-term
embedding characterizes the visual feature for unoccluded de-
tections in a track. Short-term embedding characterizes the
visual feature for occluded detections in a track. The two
embeddings can realize the consistency of the track’s visual
embedding in both unoccluded and occluded situations.

Specifically, we devise two modules: Occlusion Prediction
Module (OPM) and Occlusion-Aware Association Module
(OAAM). The OPM predicts occlusion information for each
detection, indicating the degree a detection’s position is oc-
cluded. Through the information, we can select unoccluded
true detections as valid samples to conduct the consistency
learning of the track’s visual embedding. In the OAAM, we
design a two-stage track-detection association strategy. In
each stage, we get the matching result by computing the sim-
ilarities between tracks and detections based on their visual
embeddings and bounding boxes. In stage one, the short-term
embedding is treated as the track’s visual embedding and
updated by each matched detection’s visual embedding. In
stage two, the long-term embedding is treated as the track’s
visual embedding and only updated by the matched unoc-
cluded detection’s visual embedding. The two-stage strategy
dynamically associates and updates the tracks for unocclued
and occluded detections.

To summarize, we make the following contributions:

• We conceptualize the track-detection association under
severe occlusion as the task of preserving visual em-
bedding consistency for both unoccluded and occluded
detections, greatly simplifying the association process.

• We design long-term embedding and short-term em-
bedding to characterize unoccluded and occluded de-
tections, which help maintain the consistency of the
track’s visual embedding in severe occluded situations.

• Based on the above embeddings, we build Occlusion
Prediction Module and Occlusion-Aware Association
Module to dynamically associate and update the tracks
for unoccluded and occluded detections to improve the
matching result under severe occlusion.

2. PROPOSED METHOD

This section begins with the introduction of our method.
As shown in Fig. 1, our method mainly consists of Occlusion
Prediction Module (OPM) and Occlusion-Aware Association
Module (OAAM). Next, we will describe them in detail.

2.1. Occlusion Prediction Module

The OPM is used to generate the occlusion information for
each detection. Inspired by FairMOT [10], we use the Cen-

terNet [13] as our backbone. By adding an extra OPM branch
in the CenterNet architecture, we can predict the degree of
occlusion for each detection.

Structure of OPM. Our OPM branch has a similar struc-
ture to the existing branches in CenterNet. Specifically, the
feature F of 256×H ×W extracted by the backbone is input
into our OPM branch. Then, it is passed through one 3 × 3
convolutional layer with 256 channels and one 1×1 convolu-
tion with 1 channel to produce the desired output. The feature
map produced by our OPM branch is denoted as the occlusion
prediction map Ŝ. Its dimension is 1×H ×W . The response
values at each location of the occlusion prediction map are
bounded within the range of 0 to 1. A response value nearing
1 indicates that the detection associated with that particular
position is experiencing minimal occlusion, while a response
value of 0 signifies that the detection is fully occluded.

Training of OPM. For each Ground Truth bounding box
bi = (xi
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2 . After mapping
the detection center onto the occlusion prediction map, we

obtain the corresponding position as (ĉix, ĉ
i
y) = (⌊ cix

4 ⌋, ⌊ ciy
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We define si = 1 − vi as the ground truth of the oc-
cluded degree for the detection i. Then the response of
GT occlusion map S at the location (x, y) is computed as
Sxy =

∑N
i δ(x− ĉix, y − ĉiy)where N represents the num-

ber of detections in the image and δ is the two-dimensional
impulse function. Then, we use the L1 loss to train our OPM
branch, which considers only the prediction results at the
position of the truth detection center:

Locc =
1

N

∑
xy

{
|Sx,y − Ŝx,y| Sx,y > 0

0 Sx,y = 0
. (1)

Training of Embedding branch. The output map of em-
bedding branch is E ∈ R128×H×W . We take E(ĉix,ĉ

i
y)

∈ R128

as the visual embedding of the detection centered at (ĉix, ĉ
i
y).

These features are learned by a multiclass classifier, where
the labels are the identity numbers of the corresponding de-
tections. In contrast to the training process for embedding
branches in FairMOT, our method involves a sample selection
operation. We select unoccluded detections as valid samples
with occlusion information provided by OPM. We use valid
samples to train our embedding branch, which helps to con-
duct the consistency learning of the track’s visual embedding.

2.2. Occlusion-Aware Association Module

Here, we first design long-term embedding and short-term
embedding to characterize the visual feature for unoccluded
and occluded detections in the track. In OAAM, we design a
two-stage track-detection association strategy by applying the
two embeddings into different stages.

Two visual embeddings. For each track, we define two
visual embeddings: long-term embedding Fl

i and short-term



Fig. 1: Our method mainly includes: 1) Occlusion Prediction Module (OPM) and 2) Occlusion-Aware Association Module
(OAAM). The OPM produces an occlusion prediction map aiding the sample selection in Embedding Learning. The OAAM
is used to build two embeddings based on occlusion prediction to convey the matching between tracks and detections. Better
view in color.
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Fig. 2: Detections have three states: 1) Unocclusion, 2) Part
Occlusion, 3) and Full Occlusion. Part Occlusion means the
occluded detection is still detected.

embedding Fs
i . We divide detections into two groups based on

their degree of being occluded: occluded detections and non-
occluded detections. The long-term embedding is updated
through the visual embedding from matched unoccluded de-
tections. Conversely, the short-term embedding is updated
using the visual embedding of every matched detection with-
out taking into consideration their degree of occlusion. For
each track, we define the updated function as below:

Fl
i = norm(Fl

i+α∗ I(Ŝ(ĉix,ĉ
i
y)

> 0)∗norm(Et
(ĉix,ĉ

i
y)
)), (2)

Fs
i = norm(Fs

i + βt
i ∗ norm(Et

(ĉix,ĉ
i
y)
)), (3)

where α is a fixed weight, usually taking the value of 0.2, and
β is used to dynamically adjust the weight of the detection
according to the degree of its occlusion.

Track-detection Association. In different frames, a
detection may have three states: 1) non-occlusion, 2) part-
occlusion, 3) and full-occlusion, as shown in Fig. 3. The
whole process of the occlusion is shown in Fig. 2. In our

track-detection association algorithm, we design a two-stage
strategy to deal with different states. Before the association
step, we employ a Kalman filter to forecast the position and
size of each track’s bounding box in the current frame.

In stage one, we compute three distances to address the
matching problem arisen during the transition from non-
occlusion to partial occlusion. Specifically, we compute the
Mahalanobis distance Dmah and Intersection over Union
(IOU) Diou between predicted bounding boxes of tracks and
current detections, following SORT [14]. We compute the co-
sine distance Dcos based on short-term embedding. Then, we
fuse them into a single similarity metric by weighting param-
eters: D = γ∗(λ∗Dcos+(1−λ)∗Dmah)+(1−γ)∗(1−Diou),
where γ and λ are set as 0.8 and 0.9 respectively follow-
ing [10].

In stage two, we compute two distances to address the
matching problem that arises during the transition from par-
tial occlusion to non-occlusion. Specifically, for unmatched
tracks and detections in the previous stage, we compute the
Mahalanobis distance Dmah between predicted bounding
boxes of tracks and current detections. We compute cosine
distance Dcos between long-term embeddings of unmatched
tracks and visual embeddings of detections. After the track-
detection association, we update the long-term and short-term
embedding of all matched tracks by Eq. 2 and 3. We initial-
ize unmatched detections into new tracks. For unmatched
tracks, we keep up to 30 frames, spanning the time from full
occlusion to reappearance.

3. EXPERIMENTS

3.1. Implementation Details
We evaluate our method on multiple MOT datasets like
MOT17 [16] and MOT20 [17]. Following the training set-



(a) FairMOT (b) Ours

Fig. 3: Visualization of learned embeddings for unoccluded
detections by t-SNE [15]. (a): the compared method (b): the
proposed method. Different colors indicate different tracks.

Table 1: Comparison of different Data Association Methods.

Method IDF1↑ MOTA↑ FP↓ FN↓ IDs↓
FairMot 70.8 67.7 3220 13878 421

Byte 71.1 67.8 3696 13291 301
Ours 73.5(+2.7) 67.5(-0.2) 2045 15243 362

tings in FairMOT [10], we pre-train our model on Crowd-
Human [18] for 60 epochs with a batch size of 40, the initial
learning rate of 1.83e-4 under decay of 0.1 for 50 epochs.
For testing, we finetune the pre-trained model on MOT17
and MOT20 separately for 30 epochs with a batch size of 40,
the initial learning rate of 1.83e-4 under decay of 0.1 for 20
epochs. For more details, please refer FairMOT [10]. We
use HOTA [19] as the dominant evaluation metric. HOTA
is a sophisticated combination of the detection score and the
association score, which maintains a balance between the
accuracy of detection and association. We also use the met-
rics MOTA, IDs, IDF1 [20], FP, and FN to evaluate tracking
performance.

3.2. Ablation Studies

Here, we perform ablation studies to illustrate the significance
of the designed modules in our method. In this section, our
analysis is performed on MOT17, half of which is used for
training and half for testing.

Visual Embedding Consistency. Different from the
training way in FairMOT, we select unoccluded objects as
training samples to learn the embedding consistency for the
track. We employ t-SNE to visualize the learned embeddings
of unoccluded objects from our method and FairMOT sepa-
rately. As shown in Fig. 3, for the same object, the learned
embeddings from our method are better grouped than those
from FairMOT. It means the extracted embedding learned by
the embedding branch trained with selected samples performs
better for maintaining the visual embedding consistency.

Comparison of different Association Methods. We
compare our Occlusion-Aware Association Module (OAAM)
with association strategies in FairMOT [10], Bytetrack [21].
As shown in Tab. 1, our OAAM superiors other strategies
with higher MOTA, IDF1, and lower IDs. Our OAAM dy-

Table 2: State-of-the-art methods on the test sets of MOT17.

Tracker MOTA↑ IDF1↑ HOTA↑ FP↓ FN↓
TransCenter [22] 73.2 62.2 54.5 23112 123738

FairMOT [10] 73.7 72.3 59.3 27507 117477
PermaTrackPr [23] 73.8 68.9 55.5 28998 115104

CSTrack [24] 74.9 72.6 59.3 23847 114303
TransTrack [25] 75.2 63.5 54.1 50157 86442

Ours 74.5 74.5 60.8 29805 111897

Table 3: State-of-the-art methods on the test sets of MOT20.

Tracker MOTA↑ IDF1↑ HOTA↑ FP↓ FN↓
FairMOT [10] 61.8 67.3 54.6 103440 88901

TransCenter [22] 61.9 50.4 - 45895 146347
TransTrack [25] 65.0 59.4 48.5 27197 150197

CSTrack [24] 66.6 68.6 54.0 25404 144358
Ours 68.1 70.3 57.8 26536 129045

namically utilizes the embedding consistency for unoccluded
detections to re-establish associations between newly de-
tected objects and previously disrupted tracks.

3.3. Benchmark Results
We compare our method with the state-of-the-art trackers on
the test set of MOT17 and MOT20 under the private detection
protocol in Tab. 2 and Tab. 3. All results are obtained from
the published codes or corresponding papers. For MOT17,
our method achieves the best IDF1 and HOTA. This obser-
vation demonstrates that our training strategy effectively pre-
serves the consistency of visual embeddings for unoccluded
detections, a crucial factor in re-establishing connections be-
tween previously interrupted tracks and current detections.
Our MOTA metric is 0.7 lower than the best 75.2. This occurs
because, in some cases, abrupt changes from occluders result
in a significant alteration to the occluded detection’s visual
embedding, leading to the failure of track-detection associa-
tions. In our future work, we will try to solve this problem.
For MOT20, wo also obtains similar achievement to MOT17
with the best MOTA, IDF1, and HOTA metrics.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel multiple object tracking
method based on visual embedding consistency to conduct
online data association in severe occlusions. We design long-
term embedding and short-term embedding to characterize
the visual feature for unoccluded and occluded detections in
the track, which maintain the consistency of the track’s vi-
sual embedding in severe occluded situations. Then, we adopt
a two-stage track-detection association strategy to dynami-
cally associate and update the tracks for unoccluded and oc-
cluded detections by applying the two embeddings into differ-
ent stages. Extensive experiments have demonstrated the ef-
fectiveness of our methods. In the future, we will further try
to pursue better visual embedding consistency for occluded
situations with other degradations.
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