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Abstract

This technical report presents the 1st winning model
for UG2+, a task in CVPR 2024 UAV Tracking and Pose-
Estimation Challenge. This challenge faces difficulties
in drone detection, UAV-type classification, and 2D/3D
trajectory estimation in extreme weather conditions with
multi-modal sensor information, including stereo vision,
various Lidars, Radars, and audio arrays. Leveraging
this information, we propose a multi-modal UAV detec-
tion, classification, and 3D tracking method for accu-
rate UAV classification and tracking. A novel classifi-
cation pipeline which incorporates sequence fusion, re-
gion of interest (ROI) cropping, and keyframe selection
is proposed. Our system integrates cutting-edge classifi-
cation techniques and sophisticated post-processing steps
to boost accuracy and robustness. The designed pose
estimation pipeline incorporates three modules: dynamic
points analysis, a multi-object tracker, and trajectory com-
pletion techniques. Extensive experiments have validated
the effectiveness and precision of our approach. In ad-
dition, we also propose a novel dataset pre-processing
method and conduct a comprehensive ablation study for
our design. We finally achieved the best performance in
the MMUAD dataset in classification and tracking. The
code and configuration of our method are available at
https://github.com/dtc111111/Multi-Modal-UAV .

1. Introduction

Unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), commonly referred to
as drones, have become increasingly accessible and played
an important role in various fields, such as transporta-
tion [2, 3, 24], photography [17, 48, 49, 53, 54, 61], and
search [43, 45], bringing considerable benefits to the gen-
eral public. However, the proliferation and capabilities of
small commercial UAVs have also introduced multifaceted

security challenges that extend beyond conventional con-
cerns.

In recent years, there has been a significant surge in re-
search focused on anti-UAV systems. Despite this interest,
the majority of existing systems operate on a single-modal
basis. The UG2+ Challenge at CVPR 2024 aims to push
the boundaries by requiring participants to develop a novel
multi-modal anti-UAV system. This challenge involves the
joint estimation of UAV 3D trajectories and the identifica-
tion of UAV types. The UG2+ competition organizers col-
lect their own dataset: MMAUD dataset [55]. The core of
this challenge is how to effectively utilize multi-modal in-
formation to achieve both robust 3D UAV position estima-
tion and UAV type classification, even in challenging con-
ditions where single sensors may fail to acquire valid in-
formation. For the classification task, the key challenge is
when drones operate at high altitudes or encounter extreme
visual conditions. Existing methods struggle to detect small
drones due to their compact size, resulting in a smaller vi-
sual presence. For the tracking part, it is also difficult to
detect and estimate the 3D position of the small drone with
the reduced Radar Cross Section, noisy lidar points, and in-
terference from surrounding dynamic objects.

To this end, we propose our multi-modal method, which
effectively leverages various Lidars and camera informa-
tion. There are two parts in our network: the classification
network and the pose estimation pipeline. For the classifi-
cation network, We first carry out pre-processing and serial-
ization of the dataset to implement data augmentation, in or-
der to cope with adverse weather conditions. The 3D UAV
pose estimation method proposed leverages lidar data due to
the unreliability of visual depth information and radar data.
Instead of direct network training, a pipeline is devised to
exploit features such as spatial density, motion signature,
and trajectory smoothness in an unsupervised manner, sup-
plementing label-provided semantic information. Overall,
our contributions are shown as follows:
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• We propose the first multi-modal UAV classification and
3D pose estimation method for accurate and robust anti-
UAV system.

• A novel classification pipeline is introduced, incorporat-
ing sequence fusion, region of interest (ROI) cropping,
and keyframe selection. Our system integrates advanced
classification techniques and post-processing steps to en-
hance accuracy and robustness. Extensive experiments
validate the effectiveness and precision of our approach.

• A pose estimation pipeline is proposed with dynamic
points analysis, multi-object tracker, and trajectory com-
pletion. Extensive experiments demonstrate the effective-
ness and accuracy of our system. We achieve the best
performance in UG2+ challenge in CVPR 2024.

2. Related Work
Detection and Classification. UAV detection [20, 26, 41]
and classification techniques [35, 47, 60] have seen sig-
nificant advancements with the integration of deep learn-
ing methodologies across various sensor modalities. High
resolution range sensor, such as MIMO radar [14] and Li-
dars [12], which directly utilize the point cloud for classifi-
cation. In addition, radar-based detection systems utilize the
micro-Doppler effect [1] to identify UAVs by their unique
rotational patterns. Vision-based detection systems utilize
neural networks to process visual data from cameras. Mod-
els from the YOLO series [13, 38, 39] exhibit high accu-
racy in bounding box classification and regression. Liu. [25]
propose a enhance detection and classification methdos us-
ing clustering SVM, achieving better performance. Some
methods use segmentation methods[10, 19, 27, 36, 57] to
improve the detection performance.

Despite these advancements, challenges persist due to
the diversity in UAV sizes and dynamic behaviors. En-
vironmental factors like weather conditions, background
noise, and the presence of other wireless signals can inter-
fere with detection systems [59]. Addressing these chal-
lenges requires a sensor fusion framework. Some methods
estimate the vehicle pose and shape [8]. Some methods
harness the capabilities of multiple sensor types, blending
their strengths to enhance the robustness and accuracy of
UAV detection and classification. For example, integrating
radar and vision data combines the radar’s ability to pen-
etrate adverse weather conditions with the high-resolution
imaging provided by cameras. This multi-sensor fusion ap-
proach has been successfully applied in various research ef-
forts, such as those documented in studies like [50–52, 58],
demonstrating superior performance compared to systems
relying on a single sensor.
3D Tracking. UAV 3D tracking [9] has various application
in real-world such as military, transportation [21, 32, 33],
and security [45, 46]. Some systems integrate the Bayesian
tracking framework, employing techniques like Kalman fil-

ter [44] and particle filter [29] to maintain robust tracking
performance. Some methods use learning-based method to
improve the accuracy. Lan et al. [15] applied the sparse
learning method to RGB-T tracking, thereby removing the
cross-modality discrepancy. Liu et al. [28] proposed a
mean-shift-based method which transformed the target po-
sition to 3D coordinates using RGB and depth images.
Moreover, the development of advanced algorithms for data
fusion, such as the use of deep neural networks for fea-
ture extraction and decision-level fusion, has been a signif-
icant area of progress. These algorithms can learn com-
plex relationships and correlations between data from dif-
ferent sensors, resulting in a more comprehensive under-
standing of the environment [30, 31]. Some SLAM meth-
ods [4, 5, 7, 16, 18] are also used in 3D tracking method to
further improve the accuracy.

Additionally, the transformer-based algorithms [22, 23]
for multi-object tracking could be adapted for UAV detec-
tion scenarios. These algorithms [37], originally from the
field of natural language processing, have shown their ef-
fectiveness in handling complex data associations and could
potentially improve the tracking of UAVs in multi-sensor
environments [56]. Some methods use joint learning meth-
ods [6, 11, 40, 42] to learn the UAV pose and the type si-
multaneously.

3. Method
Our algorithm workflow is illustrated in Fig. 1. The input
multi-modal sensor data is processed through two pipelines:
UAV type classification and 3D tracking. The UAV type
classification pipeline primarily utilizes image data, while
the UAV pose estimation pipeline primarily utilizes data
from Lidars and radar. In this section, we will describe the
details.

3.1. UAV Type Classification

The trajectory of UAV movement typically exhibits conti-
nuity, facilitating the utilization of contextual information
for training the classifier. Additionally, upon examination
of the dataset, we identified numerous sequences as sub-
sets of a broader sequence, termed as real sequences. Fur-
thermore, our analysis revealed that sensor data concerning
UAVs often exhibits sparsity, with merely a few pixels or
points belonging to the targets at high altitudes. This inher-
ent constraint significantly increases the difficulty of single-
frame classification.

Previous sequential tasks usually extend the model
through the temporal axis or employ a transformer archi-
tecture. However, for the MMAUD dataset, most frames do
not provide valid information as mentioned above. There-
fore, we adopt the following strategy to accomplish the clas-
sification task in three steps: sequence fusion grounded in
feature similarity, region of interest cropping, and keyframe
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Figure 1. Overview of multi-modal UAV classification and tracking framework.

selection utilizing YOLOv9-e, classification, and post-
processing.

3.1.1 Sequence Fusion Based on Feature Similarity

We have formulated two assumptions to guide the construc-
tion of the real sequences. Firstly, each real sequence con-
tains only one UAV. Secondly, there exists a substantial tem-
poral gap between consecutive real sequences.

By observing the foreground and background, we sam-
ple the data from the original sequence at a ratio of 1/100.
Subsequently, we leverage the EfficientNet-B7 [34] pre-
trained on ImageNet to extract feature representations from
the sampled images. Feature aggregation is accomplished
by averaging the representations extracted from the sam-
pled images. Then we extract representational features
from each original sequence, compute the cosine similarity
of each representation, and apply a threshold to group se-
quences to construct the real sequences in both the training
and test phases.

3.1.2 ROI Crop and Keyframe Selection Based on
YOLOv9

During the training phase, we apply YOLOv9-e [39] with-
out finetuning on all images of the real sequences with se-
lection of airplane to get the ROI of UAV. Although there
are misclassifcations in zero-shot results, this process still
helps us automatically select enough UAV images to train
the classifier. Following the cropping and rescaling of the
ROI from the detection results, we additionally utilize a ran-
dom sampling procedure to mitigate class imbalance during
training (N ≤ 300 for each real sequence).

During the test phase, we also employ YOLOv9-e [39]
to detect the UAV in a zero-shot manner, and rank the confi-
dence scores for detection == “airplane”. Ideally, we aim to

use the most clearly detected image for per-image classifi-
cation as the prediction for the entire real sequence, assum-
ing each sequence contains the same type of UAV. While
confidence does not directly indicate how clear the UAV
image is, it does reflect the model’s confidence. Therefore,
we use this metric to identify k keyframes and employ a soft
classification strategy by aggregating the softmax probabil-
ities from these keyframes.

3.1.3 Classification and Post-Processing

The training dataset is small because only UAVs close to
the ground (≤ 10m) and centered in the camera’s view can
be effectively detected. Therefore, the detection networks
are supposed to be light-weight models. Here, we train
EfficientNet-B7 [34] to obtain the initial results.

During the test phase, we apply our classification model
on each keyframe of the real sequence and add the softmax
results of each sequence to form a soft majority vote strat-
egy. Finally, we retrieve the data sequence predictions from
the real sequences.

3.2. UAV Pose Estimation

Tracking UAVs in complex weather conditions and at high
altitudes presents significant challenges. Given the unre-
liability of visual depth information at long distances, our
pose estimation method primarily utilizes point cloud data
from Lidar and radar. Upon examining the dataset, it be-
came apparent that although UAV flight trajectories exhibit
high diversity, the acquisition environment remains fairly
uniform, and the labeling only includes point annotations
for the UAVs. Consequently, rather than directly training
a neural network for pose estimation, we suggest a pipeline
that investigates features such as spatial density, motion sig-
natures, temporal consistency, and trajectory smoothness
in an unsupervised manner to enrich the semantic details
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Figure 3. The pipeline of dynamic point analysis module. We
first accumulate 20 frames of point clouds as a temporal window.
Then we use an unsupervised clustering method to cluster the point
clouds and extract the feature of each group. The LSTM module
with MLP head can finally decompose the dynamic points.

provided by the labels. Our pose estimation pipeline com-
prises three key modules: dynamic point cloud analysis, a
multiple object tracking module, and trajectory completion.
The pipeline of our pose estimation framework is shown in
Fig. 2.

3.2.1 Dynamic Point Analysis

When UAVs operate at higher altitudes, they constitute only
a small portion of the overall point cloud. Directly training
a segmentation network on this data tends to yield subopti-
mal outcomes, such as classifying all points as background.
Noting that UAVs generally operate in clear skies away
from other objects, we design a two-stage approach to ad-
dress these challenges. First, we employed an unsupervised
clustering method to cluster the point cloud data. Then, we
extract relevant geometric and motion features from these
clusters to decompose the dynamic points. The framework
of our dynamic point analysis method is illustrated in Fig. 3.

We begin by accumulating 20 frames of point clouds to
create a temporal window. Within this window, we extract
motion features, such as the velocity vector of the center

points. We incorporate temperal dropout, temperal reverse,
and spatial rotation to augment the point cloud. Then, we
extract seven-dimensional features. Subsequently, we de-
sign a network that includes an attention-based LSTM mod-
ule for temporal analysis, a Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP)
for sequence classification, and a PointNet-based module
for center regression of the detected UAV clusters. This
comprehensive approach allows for precise tracking and
classification of UAVs.

Instead of relying on the last hidden state of the LSTM
module alone to encapsulate the sequence, we have inte-
grated an attention mechanism that combines all hidden
states into a comprehensive representation. This mecha-
nism dynamically assigns importance weights to each of
the hidden states, effectively combining them into a single
weighted feature set. By selectively highlighting the most
salient elements, the model’s ability to cope with long se-
quences and recognise complex motion patterns is greatly
enhanced.

Cluster classification is conducted using an MLP head,
with ground truth generated through the nearest neigh-
bor association between the UAV pose labels and the es-
timated cluster centers. To mitigate overfitting, we have
implemented a range of point cloud augmentation tech-
niques. These include global rotation, temporal reversion,
and frame dropout, which enhance the model’s robustness
through spatial-temporal augmentation.

While the cluster center can initially be predicted as the
geometric mean within the cluster, issues such as incom-
plete point clouds and potential distance-related measure-
ment biases in the dataset necessitate a more robust ap-
proach. Therefore, we employ an additional MLP specif-
ically for the task of center regression. Our observations
indicate a strong correlation between the regression error
and the cluster center in the training data. To tackle this,
we develop a nonlinear model for bias correction. Specifi-
cally, we use a third-order polynomial feature transformer
to expand the three-dimensional coordinates into a 24-



dimensional feature space. We then perform linear regres-
sion to delineate the relationship between these expanded
features and the observed bias. The corrected cluster cen-
ter is determined by adjusting the initial estimate with the
predicted bias, enhancing the accuracy of our localization.

3.2.2 Multiple Object Tracking

In the detection process, there exists an inherent trade-off
between accuracy and recall, often leading to results that
include both clutter and missed detections. Additionally,
despite corrections, the predicted cluster center may exhibit
a zig-zag pattern, particularly in sparse point clouds. To
address these challenges, we implement a multiple object
tracker that helps filter out clutter and smoothens trajecto-
ries. We employ the linear Kalman filter as the backbone of
our tracking framework. Within this framework, new tracks
are initiated from unassociated measurements, and existing
tracks are terminated when their covariance exceeds a pre-
defined threshold. This approach enhances the clarity and
reliability of the tracking outcomes.

Since the effectiveness of our proposed center regression
module, we set low diagonal values in the noise covariance
matrix. In addition, since we prioritize recall over accuracy
in our classification module, there could be some clutters
which are wrongly classified as UAV. Therefore, we set the
association threshold low so that the predicted trajectories
are robust to the possible clutter from the detector.

3.2.3 3D Trajectory Completion and Smoothing

Given the strict threshold applied in the deletion process, the
estimated trajectories might appear fragmented. However,
for pose estimation tasks, we can access entire trajectories
without causal constraints. This access to contextual infor-
mation allows for more effective trajectory prediction and
completion, which helps address issues related to missed
detections and lost trackers. To enhance the trajectory con-
tinuity, we employ a third-order autoregressive (AR) model
for trajectory completion. This model utilizes data from the
previous three time steps to predict the subsequent step in
the sequence, thereby providing a more cohesive and con-
tinuous trajectory estimation.

When faced with missing observations or lost trackers
in the input data, the autoregressive (AR) model is capable
of generating predictions using the available information.
However, the absence of data introduces uncertainty and
can impact the accuracy of these predictions. To mitigate
these effects, we interpolate the predicted trajectories ac-
cording to the specific timestamps of the test data and apply
smoothing techniques to enhance the trajectory’s continuity
and accuracy.

Considering that UAVs commonly employ spline ap-
proximation in their path planning modules, we choose B-

spline interpolation for the smoothing process. This method
is particularly well-suited for creating smooth and flexible
trajectories, making it ideal for adapting the UAV’s flight
path to the dynamic conditions typically encountered dur-
ing operations. This approach helps ensure that the trajec-
tory remains reliable and precise, even in the presence of
data gaps.

4. Experiment

4.1. MMUAD Dataset Analysis

The competition is based on a subset of data from the com-
prehensive MMAUD dataset. Participants are tasked with
classifying four types of drones: Phantom 4, M300, M30T,
and Mavic 3, and estimating their pose. The dataset pro-
vides unsynchronized measurements from various sensors,
including stereo fisheye cameras, two types of Lidars (conic
3D Lidar and peripheral 3D Lidar), and 4D millimeter-wave
radar. For training, the competition offers 102 training se-
quences and 16 validation sequences, each lasting approx-
imately 20 seconds and 5 seconds, respectively. The final
evaluation is conducted on a test set consisting of 59 se-
quences. The ranking in this challenge is determined based
on two criteria: i) Mean Square Error (MSE Loss) com-
pared to the ground truth labels of the test set, and ii) the
classification accuracy of UAV types in the test set.

The dataset employs a sensor rig consists of four sensors,
including
• Stereo Fisheye Cameras: These cost-effective cameras

offer a panoramic 180-degree field of view (FoV), cre-
ating a dome-shaped detection volume that is instrumen-
tal in horizon scanning and providing a wide coverage
area for UAV detection. Their affordability and wide FoV
make them ideal for continuous surveillance.

• Conic 3D Lidar: This upward-facing Lidar has a 70-
degree conic FoV and is adept at detecting objects at dis-
tances of up to 300 meters. Its conic scanning pattern
complements the fisheye cameras by focusing on a cen-
tral area and extending the range of detection beyond the
visual capabilities, ensuring that distant drones are cap-
tured.

• Peripheral 3D Lidar: With a 360-degree horizontal and
a 59-degree vertical FoV, this Lidar provides comprehen-
sive peripheral coverage on the ground level, effectively
detecting nearby threats within a 70-meter range. It col-
laborates with the conic Lidar to ensure that the detection
system has no blind spots and covers both close and far
distances.

• Mmwave Radar: Operating at 77GHz, this radar boasts a
120-degree horizontal and a 30-degree vertical FoV, ca-
pable of sensing moving objects at distances of up to 350
meters. The radar’s ability to detect motion is particu-
larly valuable, as it can track the trajectory of drones and



5m 10m 20m

Mavic 3

M30T

M300

Phantom 4

Figure 4. We visualize the distribution of images in the test
datasets.

is less affected by environmental conditions like lighting
or weather.
Together, the combination of these sensors expands the

perception field-of-view. The stereo fisheye cameras pro-
vide broad situational awareness, while the conic and pe-
ripheral Lidars offer detailed detection at varying distances.
The mmWave radar enhances the system’s ability to track
moving targets over a considerable range. The primary
challenge of this dataset lies in effectively harnessing the
complementary information from the four types of sensors
to achieve robust perception.

In Fig. 4, we visualize some example images of four
types of drones at three different altitudes (5m, 10m, 20m).
At low altitudes, the UAVs are clearly identified at 5 me-
ters with clear details for classification. However, at alti-
tudes over 20 meters, the UAV becomes a point target or
even unobservable, thus making visual classification dif-
ficult. Fig. 5 highlights some challenging cases for low-
altitude visual detection, including color similarity, motion
blur, sun glare, small objects, incomplete objects, and edge
distortion of fish-eye camera.

In Fig.6, we visualize example sequences of point cloud
measurements. In Fig.6 (a), we observe the co-existence of
measurements from both conic Lidar and radar. However,
it is evident that the conic Lidar produces a higher quality
point cloud compared to the radar, which appears sparse
and inconsistent. In Fig.6 (b), we notice the UAV crossing
the field of view of two Lidars. In Fig.6 (c), we observe
position bias at high altitudes due to insufficient resolution.
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Figure 5. Some corner case in images.
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Figure 6. Some examples of point cloud measurements: (a) is
a typical case where both radar and conic Lidar return measure-
ments. (b) is the cases where the UAV crosses through the FoVs
of two Lidars (c) shows the bias in the measurement in the high
altitude.

These challenges inspire the design of our pose estimation
pipeline as late fusion.

4.2. Experimental Results

We present the 3D pose estimation performance and UAV
type classification performance of our system on test
dataset. In Tab. 1, we can see that we achieve the best per-
formance on 3D tracking and UAV type classification. Our
UAV classification method successfully fuses information
across sequences, utilizing a soft vote strategy to accurately
identify the type.

For the point cloud-based UAV detector, the validation
accuracy is 0.9998 and the recall is 0.9184. For the cen-
ter regression task, the MSE loss decreased from 0.27 to
0.05. These results indicate that our lightweight detection
framework can successfully detect UAVs and predict the
cluster centers. The detection results for the test sequences
are shown in Fig. 7. We can see that there are some noisy
detections and missed trajectories. After applying the mul-
tiple object tracker, the noisy detections are filtered out and
the trajectory is smoothed, as shown by the red curves. Fi-
nally, the missed trajectories are interpolated using the con-
textual information, as shown by the blue trajectories. As
shown in Tab. 1, the pose MSE is 2.21 on the test dataset.
The performance gap between the validation and test sets is
due to extrapolation error, where the trajectories in the ini-
tial or ending stages are missed by our detector for a long



Rank Participant Entries Pose MSE Loss ↓ UAV Type classification Accuracy ↑
1 Ours 19 2.21375 0.8136
2 Gaofen Lab 7 7.299575 0.322
3 sysutlt 39 24.50694 0.322
4 casetrous 1 56.880267 0.2542
5 NTU-ICG 7 120.215107 0.322
6 MTC 26 189.669428 0.2724
7 gzist 1 417396317 0.2302

Table 1. Competition ranking list in test dataset. We achieve the best performance in both pose estimation accuracy and UAV type
classification accuracy, and we are far ahead of other groups.
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Figure 7. Detection results and predicted trajectories for the test
set: The red curves are the trajectories given by the tracker and the
blue curves are the trajectories after completion.

period. In such cases, the contextual information is insuf-
ficient to infer the trajectory, leading to accumulated errors
and thus a larger error. In future work, we will incorporate
the data-driven prediction module into the entire framework
to address this limitation.

5. Conclusion
In summary, we propose the first multi-modal anti-UAV
system, achieving accurate 3D UAV tracking and UAV type
classification. The multi-modal dataset pre-processing and

sequential method significantly improve the classification
performance. The proposed tracking module with dynamic
point analysis, multi-head tracking, and 3D trajectory pre-
diction further improve the UAV tracking accuracy. As a
result, we finally achieve the 1st place in Ug2+ challenge in
CVPR 2024. We hope our system can provide new insights
and ideas to professionals involved with multi-modal anti-
UAV systems.
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