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Abstract

Visual tracking fundamentally involves regressing the state of the target in each
frame of a video. Despite significant progress, existing regression-based track-
ers still tend to experience failures and inaccuracies. To enhance the precision
of target estimation, this paper proposes a tracking technique based on robust
regression. Firstly, we introduce a novel robust linear regression estimator, which
achieves favorable performance when the error vector follows i.i.d Gaussian-
Laplacian distribution. Secondly, we design an iterative process to quickly solve
the problem of outliers. In fact, the coefficients are obtained by Iterative Gradi-
ent Descent and Threshold Selection algorithm (IGDTS). In addition, we expend
IGDTS to a generative tracker, and apply IGDTS-distance to measure the devia-
tion between the sample and the model. Finally, we propose an update scheme to
capture the appearance changes of the tracked object and ensure that the model
is updated correctly. Experimental results on several challenging image sequences
show that the proposed tracker outperformance existing trackers.

Keywords: Visual Tracking, Iterative Gradient Descent, Threshold Selection

1 Introduction

Visual tracking is one of the most popular topics in the field of computer vision, with
widespread applications in behavior analysis [1, 2], human-computer interaction [3, 4],
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video surveillance [5, 6], autonomous driving [7, 8], augmented reality [9, 10], and
more. The core task of visual tracking is to accurately determine the position and
state of the target object in each frame of a video. Despite the development of numer-
ous techniques and significant progress in various application scenarios, designing an
effective and robust tracker remains a challenging task due to the diversity of targets,
pose variations, occlusions, lighting changes, and background interference [11, 12].

Generally speaking, tracking models can be divided into generative and discrim-
inative. From the perspective of probability theory, the generative model represents
a joint probability density distribution. Based on the Bayesian criterion, the condi-
tional probability density distribution of variables is obtained by solving the joint
probability density distribution, and the candidate sample with the minimum error
is found as a new target [13–16]. Discriminative model usually constructs the depen-
dence relationship between the observation target and the parameters to be measured.
Discriminative tracking algorithm needs to use the initial image and the target box to
learn a discriminative model. In the subsequent image sequence tracking, the model is
used to identify and predict the position and size of the target. Finally, the algorithm
also needs to update the discriminant model according to the prediction results to
adapt to the changes of target morphology features [17–20]. Moreover, some research
achievement show that discriminative models perform better when the size of train-
ing set is large. In contrast to the discriminant method, the generative models can
gain higher generalization if the data is limited and available. Therefore, hybrid gen-
erative discriminative algorithms are also developed to combine the advantages of
generative and discriminative model. However, their performance is often limited by
the suboptimal accuracy of target estimation [21, 22].

To address this problem, this paper proposes a visual tracking technique based on
robust regression, termed IGDTS, to enhance the precision of target estimation by
reducing the interference of outliers. Specifically, the paper first introduces a novel
robust linear regression estimator that maintains high estimation accuracy even when
the error vector follows an i.i.d Gaussian-Laplacian distribution and contains outliers
or noise. Next, the paper designs an iterative process to quickly address the issue of
outliers. This process uses the Iterative Gradient Descent and Threshold Selection
method to enhance the accuracy of regression estimation. By adjusting weights and
thresholds in each iteration, it effectively reduces the impact of outliers on the model,
thereby improving the stability and accuracy of the tracker. In fact, this method can
maintain high computational efficiency in complex scenarios. Furthermore, we extend
IGDTS to generate a tracker and use the IGDTS distance to measure the devia-
tion between samples and the model. Through this approach, the tracker can more
accurately capture the state changes of the target object, thereby enhancing track-
ing performance. The application of the IGDTS distance also helps identify potential
tracking failure points and enables timely model adjustments. Finally, we propose an
update scheme to capture the appearance changes of the tracked object, ensuring the
model is accurately updated. This update scheme includes dynamic adjustments to
the appearance features of the target object to cope with variations in lighting, angles,
and occlusions.
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Extensive experiments are conducted on fourteen datasets in terms of performance
comparison, and case study for the effectiveness of target estimation. The results
demonstrate that the proposed method can improve the accuracy of target estimation,
achieving optimal results in various scenarios. In summary, this paper makes three
primary contributions:

• This paper proposes a robust visual tracking framework (IGDTS) that implements
robust regression to reduce the interference of outliers. This enhances the stability
and accuracy of the tracker.

• This paper reveals that robust regression can help the tracker accurately capture
the state changes of the target object, thereby improving tracking performance.

• The proposed method outperforms existing methods and the contributed baseline
in most cases.

2 Related work

At present, the generative model based on principal component analysis and dictio-
nary learning has been applied in various fields. The traditional tracking algorithms
only use the initial image to build the model, but ignore the changes of the target
morphology [13–16]. In [13], Ross et al. proposed a subspace modeling method based
on principal component analysis, and incremental learning a low dimensional subspace
representation model to adapt to the changes of target morphology in the tracking
process. In [23], Hu et al. proposed an online subspace learning algorithm based on
matrix subspace expression, which can incrementally update the mean value and sam-
ple matrix of samples, realize dynamic modeling of target morphology features, and
accurately predict the position and size of the target. In [24] and [25], Wang et al. pro-
posed a generation model based on linear regression algorithm, which uses the least
soft threshold square algorithm to model the error. It can eliminate the negative influ-
ence of outliers when dealing with the tracking sequence of interference factors such
as occlusion.

Discriminant models in machine learning, such as logistic regression and support
vector machine, can be applied in tracking algorithm [17–20]. In [26], the feature of
target shape is expressed by color histogram. The probability of a candidate region
belonging to a target can be expressed by the distance between the color histogram
of the candidate region and the color histogram of a given target. In [27], authors
proposed to regularize the traditional target feature expression based on color his-
togram by using isotropic kernel function, so as to obtain the spatial smooth similarity
measure function. In [19], hare et al. Proposed a tracking algorithm based on struc-
tured support vector machine, which introduces a structured objective function, which
requires the predicted value of the target to be higher than that of the surrounding
background area. This method is more suitable for the scene with obvious change of
target morphology.

Inspired by the success of face recognition with sparse representation [28], Mei and
Ling [29] presented a novel L1 tracker, which models the target via a series of target
templates and trivial templates. The target template is used to describe the object
class to be tracked, and the ordinary template is used to deal with outliers with sparsity
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constraints (such as partial occlusion). For tracking, candidate samples can be sparsely
represented by target template and trivial template, and the corresponding likelihood
is determined by the reconstruction error relative to the target template. We note
that this formula is a linear regression problem with sparse constraint representation
coefficients.

Recently, several methods have been proposed to improve the speed and accuracy
of L1 tracker, including using accelerated proximal gradient algorithm [30], replacing
the original pixel template with orthogonal basis vector [31], modeling the similarity
between different candidate objects [32, 33], online learning robust DICTIONARY
[34], using inverse sparse representation process [35], to name a few. Although these
algorithms use extra trivial templates to consider outliers, this formula can be extended
by better understanding.

3 Robust regression: IGDTS

3.1 Gaussian–Laplacian Noise

The following model represents the general expression of linear regression, it aims to
match the model with a series of noise samples, which is to estimate β, defined by Eq.
(1),

y = βX + ε (1)

where y ∈ Rn×1 represents response vector, n is the number of sample data, X ∈ Rn×p

denotes data matrix, β ∈ Rp×1 is unknown coeffcient vector, and ε ∈ Rn×1 is residual
or error term.

In order to obtain the coeffcient β, maximizing the P (β|y) (i.e. the posteriori
probability) is efficient method. Furthermore, it can be replaced by maximizing the
P (β, y) (i.e. joint likelihood probability). Generally speaking, on the assumption that
there exist a uniform prior. The β can be estimated by β̃ = argmaxβ P (y|β) =
argmaxβ P(ε), i.e. maximum likelihood estimation (MLE). Assumping the residual
term ε = [ε1, ε2, · · ·, εn] and ε1, ε2, · · ·, εn are independently identically distribution
(i.i.d) on the basis of several probability density function (PDF). Now, we provide two
PDFs: Gaussian distribution and Laplacian distribution.

Suppose εi is a Gaussian random variable with mean µG and variance σ2
G, then its

PDF is fG(εi) =
1√

2πσG
× e

− (εi−µG)2

2σ2
G .

Suppose εj is a Laplacian random variable with mean µL and variance 2σ2
L, then

its PDF is fL(εj) =
1

2σL
× e

−|εj−µL|
σL .

Then, the joint probability of ε can be summarized as P (ε) =
n∏

i=1

fΘ(εi), where Θ

denotes the type of variable, such as Θ = G means Gaussian distribution and Θ = L
means Laplacian distribution. According to 2, maximizing the likelihood function can

be substituted by minimizing the loss function LΘ(ε1, ε2, · · ·, εn) =
n∑

i=1

− logfΘ(εi).

4



The solution of MLE function is equivalent to the solution of ordinary least squares
(OLS) problem when ε satisfies the Gaussian distribution, defined by Eq. (2),

β̂ = argmin
β

∥y − βX∥22 = (XTX)−1XTy. (2)

However, there is a drawback that OLS solution is sensitive to outliers[our]. When
the ε satisfies the Laplacian distribution, we can apply the solution of least absolute
deviations (LAD) function to replace the MLE solution, defined by Eq. (3),

β̂ = argmin
β

∥y − βX∥1 , (3)

but it is hard to find a solution.
In this paper, we consider following model, defined by Eq. (4),

y = βX + ω + γ, (4)

it contains two independent error terms: ω and γ follow i.i.d zero-mean Gaussian and
i.i.d zero-mean Laplacian distribution respectively. ω represents the ordinary dense
error, and γ is devoted to dealing to outliers (γi = 1 shows Xi is outlier, γi = 0
denotes Xi is inlier). We combine Gaussian and Laplacian variables to form Gaussian-

Laplacian distribution. And its joint PDF can be expressed as P (ε) =
d∏

i=1

fGL(εi) =

d∏
i=1

fGL(ωi + γi), where fGL(εi) can be calculated by convolution, defined by Eq. (5),

fGL(εi) =

∫
fL(γi)× fG(εi − ωi)dγi

=
1

2
√
2σG

× e
− ε2i

2σ2
G ×

[
erfcx

(
σG

σL
− εi√

2σL

)
+ erfcx

(
σG

σL
+

εi√
2σL

)] (5)

where erfcx(x) = ex
2

erfc(x) and erfc(x) = 2√
π

∫∞
x

e−t2dt. In contrast to Gaus-

sian or Laplacian distribution, Gaussian-Laplacian PDF is complex. Therefore, it’s
hard to get a simple objective function like 2 or 3 directly. Thus, the Laplacian term ε
can be regarded as missing values with identical Laplacian prior, and maximizing the
joint likelihood P (y, β, γ) is a popular method, defined by Eq. (6),

P (y, β, γ) = P (y |x, γ )P(x, γ)
= P (y − βX− γ)P(γ)

= K × e

{
− 1

σ2
G
( 1

2∥y−βX−γ∥2
2+λ∥γ∥1)

} (6)

where K =
(

1√
2σL

)n (
1√

2πσG

)n

and λ =
√
2πσ2

G

σL
. Thus, our goal can be translated

into minimization 1
2 ∥y − βX− γ∥22 + λ ∥γ∥1 over β and γ.
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3.2 IGDTS

To obtain the robust parameter estimation, we consider to minimize the Eq.(7)

L(β, γ) =
1

2
∥y − βX− γ∥22 + λ ∥γ∥1 , (7)

where λ ∥γ∥1 is penalized item to control the sparsity of γ. In [our], authors utilized
the (8) achieve better performance, i.e.,

L(β, γ) =
1

2
∥y − βX− γ∥22 +

n∑
i=1

λi |γ|(i), (8)

Definition 1. (SLOPE Penalized Term) Given a vector λ = (λ1, ..., λn) ∈ Rn with
non-negative and non-increasing entries, we define the sorted-ℓ1 norm of a vector
x ∈ Rn as Eq. (9),

∀x ∈ Rn, Jλ(x) =

n∑
j=1

λj |x|(j), (9)

where |x|(1) ≥ |x|(2) ≥ ... ≥ |x|(n).
Therefore, we focus on minimizing (??). First, we introduce the definition of

threshold function, which is one of the keys to solving the problem.
Definition 2. (Threshold rule) The threshold rule Θ(x;λ) for x ∈ (−∞,+∞) has the
following properties:

1. Θ is Non-Decreasing, Θ(x;λ) ≤ Θ(y;λ) when x ≤ y,
2. Θ is odd function, Θ(−x;λ) = −Θ(x;λ),
3. Θ is unbounded, 0 ≤ Θ(x;λ) ≤ x for 0 ≤ x < ∞ ,
4. Θ is shrinkage rule(or nonexpansive operator), |Θ(x;λ)−Θ(y;λ)| ≤ |x− y|.

For example, Sort soft threshold rule is listed below:

Θsort−soft(|x|(i);λi) =

{
0,

(|x|(i) − λi) ∗ sign(|x|(i)),
if |x|(i) ≤ λi

otherwise
, where λi, |x|(i) and

sign(·) are same as above definition.
Inspired by [36], we applied the following the step (10), (11) and (12) to construct the
penalty function.

Θ−1(u;λ) = sup{t : Θ(t;λ) ≤ u}, (10)

s(u;λ) = Θ−1(u;λ)− u, (11)

P (θ;λ) =

∫ |θ|

0

s(u;λ)du. (12)

where Θ(t;λ) is threshold function and P (θ;λ) is penalty function.
Proposition 1. For the Sorted soft threshold rule, the corresponding penalty function
is denfined by Eq. (13):

Pθ−sort−soft(|x|(i);λi) = λi|x|(i). (13)
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The iterative process is shown in Algorithm 1, and Theorem 2 states that the
iterative process can obtain a gradually decreasing sequence.

Algorithm 1 IGDTS

Given desgin matrix X ∈ Rn×p, response variable Y ∈ Rn×1, ε > 0
and initialization β(0) = (XTX)−1XTY , γ(0) = 0, MSE(0) = 10000 or a large
number.
while not converged do

Y adj = Y − γ(j)

β(j+1) = β(j) − ηXT (Xβ(j) − Y adj)
r(j+1) = Y −Xβ(j+1)

γ(j+1) = Θ(r(j+1);λ)

MSE(j+1) =
∥∥y −Xβ(j+1) − γ(j+1)

∥∥2
2
/len(Y )

if MSE(j+1) > MSE(j) or
∣∣MSE(j+1) −MSE(j)

∣∣ < ε then

return γ(j+1), β(j+1)

else
j = j + 1

end if
end while

Theorem 2. Suppose (β(j), γ(j)) is derived from Algorithm 1 with threshold func-

tion Θ(·, λ). And the relationship between the penalized function
n∑

i=1

P (γj ;λj) and

Θ(·, λ) is described in Eq. (10) (11) (12). Then for a suitable choosing η such that∥∥I − ηXTX
∥∥ ≤ 1. Then, we has Eq. (14)

f(β(j), γ(j)) ≥ f(β(j+1), γ(j)) ≥ f(β(j+1), γ(j+1)). (14)

4 IGDTS-Tracker

For tracking tasks, researchers need to define the distance between the noise
observation and the dictionary to measure performance.

For example, the distance of OLS, LAD and LSS have following forms, defined by
Eq. (15), Eq. (16) and Eq. (17).

dOLS(y;X) = min
β

1

2
∥y − βX∥22 =

1

2

∥∥y − (XTX)−1XTy
∥∥2
2

(15)

dLAD = min
β

1

2
∥y − βX∥1 (16)

dLSS = min
x,s

1

2
∥y − βx− γ∥22 + λ∥γ∥1 (17)
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(a) Template (b) Good Candidate (c) Bad Candidate

Fig. 1 Illustrative example of effective and ineffective candidates for template matching.

Table 1 Different distances between the template and various candidates shown in Fig. 1.

dOLS dLAD
dLSS

(λ = 0.01)
dLSS

(λ = 0.01)
dIGDTS

(λmax = 0.01)
dIGDTS

(λmax = 0.1)

Good Candidate 43.46 183.31 12.35 17.24 7.87 9.35
Bad Candidate 45.77 242.68 16.39 18.53 8.91 13.67

In this work, we define distance as Eq. (18):

dIGDTS(y;X) = min
β,γ

1

2
∥y − βX − γ∥22 +

n∑
i=1

λi |γ|(i), (18)

Fig. 1 Illustrates a example of effective and ineffective candidates for template
matching, and Table 1 shows the proposed dIGDTS is better than other distances, as
it can reduce interference from outliers.

And we can regard the tracking task as a Bayesian inference process. Given image
vectors set y1:t = {y1, ..., yt}, the target variable βt is estimated by maximizing a

8



posteriori estimation, defined by Eq. (19),

β̂t = arg
βi
t

maxP (βi
t |y1:t) (19)

where βi
t is the i-th sample of βt. According to Bayesian theorem, we use the following

way to estimate posteriori estimation, defined by Eq. (20),

P (βt|y1:t) ∝ P (yt|βt)

∫
P (βt|βt−1)P (βt−1|y1:t−1)dβt−1, (20)

where P (βt|βt−1) expresses the state transition between successive frames of motion
model and P (yt|βt) is an observation model to estimate the possibility that the
observed image block belongs to the object class. In this work, we adopt affine
motion model, and the state transition is represented by random walk process, i.e.,
P (βt|βt−1) = N(βt;βt−1,Σ), where Σ is a diagonal covariance matrix representing the
variance of affine parameters.

In this work, we use a PCA subspace with i.i.d. Gaussian-Laplacian noise (spanned
by U and centered on µ) to generate the target object, defined by Eq. (21),

y = µ+Uz + ω + γ (21)

where y denotes an observation vector, U represents a matrix of column basis vectors,
z indicates the coefficients of basis vectors, n is the Gaussian noise component and s
is the Laplacian noise component.

Based on the discussion in Section 2, under the i.i.d Gaussian-Laplacian noise
assumption, the distance between the vector y and the subspace (U,µ) is the least
soft-threshold squares distance, defined by Eq. (22),

d(y;U, µ) = min
z,γ

1

2
∥ȳ − Uz − γ∥22 +

n∑
i=1

λi |γ|(i) (22)

where ȳ = y − µ. Therefore, we need to solve the following problems, defined by Eq.
(23), [

ẑi, γ̂i
]
= min

z,γ

1

2

∥∥ȳi − Uz̄i − γi
∥∥2
2
+

n∑
i=1

λi

∣∣γi
∣∣
(i)

(23)

where i denotes the i-th sample of the state x (without loss of generality, we drop the
frame index t). As the PCA basis vectors U is orthogonal, the per-computed matrix
P can be simply set to UT, defined by Eq. (24),

P (yi|xi) = e−κd(yi;U,µ) (24)

where κ is a constant controlling the shape of the Gaussian kernel. Model Update: We
note that the non-zero components in the Laplacian noise term can be used to identify
outliers. Thus, we present a simple yet effective update scheme. After obtaining the
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best candidate state of each frame, we extract its corresponding observation vector
yo =

[
y1o , y

2
o , ..., y

d
o

]
, and infer the Laplacian noise term γo =

[
γ1
o , γ

2
o , ..., γ

d
o

]
5 Experiments

5.1 Datasets

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed IGDTS method, this paper conducted
extensive experiments on 14 datasets, including Occlusion1, Occlusion1, Caviar1,
Caviar2, Caviar3, Deer, Jumping, Singer1, DavidIndoor, DavidOutdoor, Car11, Face,
Car4, Football. Follow the existing methods [24], each image is resized to 32 × 32 pix-
els, and 16 eigenvectors are used for PCA representation. To balance efficiency and
speed, we used 600 particles, and IGDTS tracker is updated every 5 frames. We tested
the performance of all trackers on 14 challenging image sequence datasets mentioned
above, including challenging factors such as partial occlusion, attitude change, lighting
change, motion blur, and background clutter.

5.2 Evaluation metrics

Following existing studies, We apply two well-known criteria to evaluate the perfor-
mance of the above-mentioned trackers, i.e. the overlap rate and the center location
error, defined by Eq. (25) and Eq. (26).

center location error(CLE) = ∥c1 − c2∥2 (25)

where c1, c2 are the coordinates of the two center locations.

overlap rate =
area(RT ∩RG)

area(RT ∪RG)
(26)

where area(x) denotes the area of x, RT is tracking result and RG is truth bounding.
And a higher average overlap score indicates better performance and a smaller average
center location error indicates more accurate results.

5.3 Performance comparsion

In this section, we select a set of nine state-of-the-art baselines to compare with
IGDTS, including VTD [37], TLD [38], APGL1 [30], MTT [32], LSAT [39], SCM [40],
ASLSA [41], OSPT [31] and LSST [24] trackers. All the experiments were conducted
with a computer equipped with an Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-6300U CPU@2.40 GHz, 8
GB of RAM, Windows 10 professional edition (64 bit). And Table 2 and Table 3
present the comparison results. For the the overlap rate, the following findings can be
reported:

• IGDTS achieves the highest accuracy in several datasets, including Occlusion1
(0.90), Caviar1 (0.89), Singer1 (0.82), and Car4 (0.91), demonstrating its robustness
in various challenging scenarios.
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Table 2 Average overlap rate, values marked in bold are ranked by top-3 in the dataset.

Datasets IVT VTD TLD APGL1 MTT LSAT ASLAS OSPT LSST IGDTS(Our)
Occlusion1 0.85 0.87 0.65 0.77 0.79 0.90 0.83 0.91 0.87 0.90
Occlusion2 0.59 0.70 0.49 0.59 0.72 0.33 0.81 0.84 0.85 0.87
Caviar1 0.28 0.83 0.70 0.28 0.45 0.85 0.90 0.89 0.88 0.89
Caviar2 0.45 0.67 0.66 0.32 0.33 0.28 0.35 0.71 0.80 0.79
Caviar3 0.14 0.15 0.16 0.13 0.60 0.58 0.82 0.25 0.85 0.84
Deer 0.22 0.58 0.41 0.45 0.14 0.35 0.62 0.61 0.57 0.59

Jumping 0.28 0.08 0.69 0.69 0.30 0.09 0.24 0.29 0.65 0.64
Singer1 0.66 0.79 0.41 0.83 0.32 0.52 0.58 0.82 0.79 0.82

DavidIndoor 0.69 0.23 0.50 0.63 0.53 0.72 0.77 0.76 0.75 0.76
DavidOutdoor 0.52 0.42 0.16 0.05 0.42 0.36 0.45 0.27 0.75 0.77

Car11 0.81 0.43 0.38 0.83 0.58 0.49 0.81 0.81 0.83 0.84
Face 0.39 0.24 0.69 0.14 0.26 0.69 0.21 0.68 0.76 0.78
Car4 0.90 0.73 0.64 0.70 0.53 0.91 0.89 0.92 0.92 0.91

Football 0.55 0.81 0.56 0.68 0.71 0.63 0.57 0.62 0.69 0.73

• IGDTS consistently performs well across most datasets, with strong scores in Occlu-
sion2 (0.87), DavidIndoor (0.76), and Football (0.73), showing its reliability in
diverse tracking conditions.

• IGDTS remains competitive in difficult datasets like DavidOutdoor (0.75) and
Jumping (0.64), outperforming many other methods and proving its effectiveness in
tough tracking environments.

Table 3 Average center location error (in pixels), values marked in bold are ranked by top-3 in the
dataset.

Datasets IVT VTD TLD APGL1 MTT LSAT ASLAS OSPT LSST IGDTS(Our)
Occlusion1 9.2 6.6 17.6 11.5 14.1 5.3 10.8 4.7 5.8 4.6
Occlusion2 10.2 5.4 18.6 8.3 9.2 58.6 3.7 4.0 3.1 3.0
Caviar1 45.2 3.9 5.6 50.1 20.9 1.8 1.4 1.7 1.4 1.2
Caviar2 8.6 4.7 8.5 63.1 65.4 45.6 62.3 2.2 2.3 2.4
Caviar3 66.0 58.2 44.4 68.6 67.5 55.3 2.2 45.7 3.1 3.4
Deer 127.5 11.9 25.7 38.4 9.2 69.8 8.0 8.5 10.0 10.1
Jumping 36.8 63.0 3.6 8.8 19.2 55.2 39.1 5.0 4.8 4.7
Singer1 8.5 4.1 32.7 3.1 41.2 14.5 5.3 4.7 3.5 4.0
DavidIndoor 3.1 49.4 13.4 10.8 13.4 6.3 3.5 3.2 4.3 4.0
DavidOutdoor 53.0 61.9 173.0 233.4 65.5 101.7 87.5 5.8 6.4 5.4
Car11 2.1 27.1 25.1 1.7 1.8 4.1 2.0 2.2 1.6 1.7
Face 69.7 141.4 22.3 148.9 127.2 16.5 95.1 24.1 12.3 11.9
Car4 2.9 12.3 18.8 16.4 37.2 3.3 4.3 3.0 2.9 3.1
Football 18.2 4.1 11.8 12.4 6.5 14.1 18.0 33.7 7.6 5.3

For the overlap rate, the following observations can be noted:

• IGDTS achieves the lowest average center location error in several datasets, indicat-
ing its high accuracy. For example, in Occlusion1 (4.6), Occlusion2 (3.0), and Car4
(3.1), IGDTS ranks among the top three performers, showcasing its effectiveness in
maintaining accurate tracking even under challenging conditions.

• IGDTS consistently delivers accurate results across most datasets. It ranks in the
top three for Caviar1 (1.6), Caviar2 (2.4), DavidOutdoor (5.4), and Face (11.9).
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(a) Tracking results on Occlusion1, Occlusion2, Caviar1 and Caviar2 datasets.

(c) Tracking results on Car11, Deer and Jumping datasets.

(b) Tracking results on DavidOutdoor, DavidIndoor, Car4 and Singer1 datasets.

MTT

TLD

OSPT

IGDTS

APGL1

VTD

ASLAS

Fig. 2 Showcase of tracking results on 14 datasets.

This consistency suggests that IGDTS is a reliable choice for precise tracking in
various scenarios.

• In particularly difficult tracking environments, IGDTS performs competitively. For
instance, in the Jumping dataset, it achieves a score of 4.7, indicating robust per-
formance compared to other methods like IVT (38.6) and VTD (63.0), which have
significantly higher errors.
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5.4 Case study

This section visualizes the tracking bounding boxes of each method across all datasets.
Fig. 2 shows the comparison results. The following results can be shown:

• In the projects Occlusion1, Occlusion2, Caviar1, and Caviar2, the tracking targets
are often occluded, and the variations in scale and angle increase the difficulty of
tracking. Fig. 2(a) shows the performance of different algorithms on these datasets.
The PGL and TLD methods exhibit significant tracking errors when the targets
are blocked by similar objects, indicating their poor robustness in situations with
occlusions and background clutter. In contrast, the IGDTS method performs well in
tracking targets with position, angle, and scale changes because it considers outliers
(such as occlusions) in its distance calculation. Additionally, the OSPT method
generally performs well, demonstrating high stability and accuracy in tracking.

• In Fig. 2(b), we can observe the performance of different algorithms on the David-
Outdoor, DavidIndoor, Car4, and Singer1 datasets. The VTD method is highly
affected by changes in illumination, leading to a decrease in tracking accuracy. In
comparison, the IGDTS method employs an incremental principal component anal-
ysis (IPCA) algorithm, which allows the tracker to maintain high performance when
dealing with illumination changes, significantly reducing tracking errors caused by
lighting variations. Furthermore, the APGL1 method, utilizing an L1 tracker, also
achieves good tracking results under varying lighting conditions, showcasing its
robustness in dynamic lighting environments.

• In Fig. 2(c), the Car11, Deer, and Jumping datasets present targets that move
rapidly, posing a significant challenge to tracking algorithms. Many trackers fail
to function properly in these high-speed motion scenarios. Despite this, the OPST
method achieves relatively accurate tracking results on the Car11 and Deer
sequences but exhibits significant tracking errors on the Jumping sequence, indi-
cating limitations in handling fast-moving targets. The IGDTS method, designed
specifically to find the best results under various conditions, maintains good track-
ing performance even in these high-speed motion scenarios. By comprehensively
considering multiple variations of the targets, it provides superior tracking results
in complex dynamic environments compared to other methods.

Overall, the IGDTS method demonstrates exceptional tracking capabilities across
all datasets, maintaining high precision and robustness in occlusions, illumination
changes, and fast target movements. The comparison with other methods highlights
the IGDTS method’s clear advantages in handling various complex scenarios.

6 Conclusions

This paper introduces a tracking technique using robust regression termed IGDTS.
We propose a novel robust linear regression estimator that performs well with i.i.d
Gaussian-Laplacian error distribution and design an iterative process to handle out-
liers efficiently. The coefficients are calculated using the Iterative Gradient Descent
and Threshold Selection algorithm. We extend IGDTS to a generative tracker, using
IGDTS-distance to measure deviations between samples and the model. An update
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scheme ensures the model captures appearance changes of the tracked object correctly.
Experimental results on challenging image sequences demonstrate that our tracker
outperforms existing methods.

Despite IGDTS achieving impressive performance on many datasets, there are
still two directions worth exploring in future work. Firstly, it is meaningful to extend
IGDTS to more challenging scenarios, such as federated learning [42–45]. Secondly,
integrating deep learning to achieve precise modeling of large-scale visual data is highly
anticipated.
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