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Abstract—Multi-object tracking (MOT) in computer vision
remains a significant challenge, requiring precise localization and
continuous tracking of multiple objects in video sequences. The
emergence of data sets that emphasize robust reidentification,
such as DanceTrack, has highlighted the need for effective
solutions. While memory-based approaches have shown promise,
they often suffer from high computational complexity and
memory usage due to storing feature at every single frame.
In this paper, we propose a novel memory-based approach
that selectively stores critical features based on object motion
and overlapping awareness, aiming to enhance efficiency while
minimizing redundancy. As a result, our method not only store
longer temporal information with limited number of stored
features in the memory, but also diversify states of a particular
object to enhance the association performance. Our approach
significantly improves over MOTRv2 in the DanceTrack test set,
demonstrating a gain of 2.0% AssA score and 2.1% in IDF1
score.

Index Terms—Multi-object tracking, Sparse memory ap-
proach, Reidentification, Tracking-by-attention

I. INTRODUCTION

In computer vision, tackling multi-object tracking (MOT)
poses a significant challenge. This task involves precisely lo-
cating and tracking the temporal continuity of multiple objects
within a video sequence [16, 8]. The resultant trajectories of
these objects are invaluable for various applications, spanning
from action recognition to behavior analysis. The critical
challenges of the MOT problem include occlusion, target
rotation, target deformation, blurring, fast-motion objects, and
the complexities introduced by camera motion [14].

Historically, research efforts in Multiple Object Track-
ing (MOT) have primarily pursued two distinct directions:
tracking-by-detection [3, 23] methodologies and end-to-end
models [28, 1, 4, 9]. Tracking-by-detection methods typically
rely on object detectors to identify individual objects within
each frame, followed by the application of filtering techniques
like the Kalman filter to establish correspondence between
bounding boxes across the video sequence [3, 5, 26]. Some
innovations in this realm have focused on enhancing reidenti-
fication by leveraging deep features [23, 13, 17]. In contrast,
end-to-end models represent a more recent paradigm shift,
consolidating both detection and association tasks within a
unified deep-learning framework. Initially, earlier work often
used CNN-based architecture, followed by the propagation

of detected objects into subsequent frames [1, 28]. However,
with the introduction of the DETR (DEtection TRansformer)
model [6], which leverages the Transformer architecture [22]
and stands as a state-of-the-art detector at that time, attention-
based tracking approaches [15, 21, 25], a subtype of end-to-
end models, have emerged, demonstrating promising results in
various tracking scenarios.

In recent years, the emergence of datasets like SportsMOT
[7] and DanceTrack [20] has highlighted the critical need for
robust reidentification methods, especially in scenarios featur-
ing visually similar objects. While memory-based approaches
[4, 9] have shown promise in addressing these challenges, they
often suffer from high computational complexity and memory
usage, primarily due to storing all features for every frame.
This redundancy can be further exacerbated by minor object
movements between frames in high-fps video.

Our proposed method offers a streamlined solution: a sparse
memory that selectively stores critical features based on object
motion and overlapping awareness. This approach leverages
the intuition that an object’s degree of deformation correlates
directly with its movement, thereby minimizing redundancy
and enhancing long-temporal information. To validate our
hypothesis, we incorporate our memory mechanism into the
MOTRv2 [27] model due to its inherent flexibility. MOTRv2
represents a novel hybrid approach, combining tracking-by-
attention and tracking-by-detection methodologies, thus har-
nessing the strengths of robust detectors and a transformer-like
architecture for tracking tasks. This architecture is adaptable
across diverse scenarios due to its separation of detector and
tracker components. By extending this flexibility, we introduce
a novel training-free memory mechanism for object tracking,
thereby enhancing the association performance of the model.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• Introduce a Spatial-aware Sparse Memory, which selec-

tively captures essential features based on object motion.
• Propose an Overlapping-aware Feature Selector, which

effectively reduces noise from overlapping.
• Demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed mem-

ory through improvements in key association metrics
(2.0% AssA score and 2.1% IDF1 score) comparing with
MOTRv2 on the DanceTrack test set, validating its impact
on the model’s ability to re-identify objects.
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II. RELATED WORK

A. Tracking-by-detection

Previous methods in multi-object tracking (MOT) typically
involved training a detector to locate objects in each frame
individually, followed by linking these detections across the
video sequence. One effective tracking method is shown in
the SORT [3] algorithm. SORT predicts where an object will
go next using a Kalman filter and then uses the Hungarian
algorithm to link these predictions with new detections. Deep-
SORT [23] builds on SORT by adding more detailed object
feature matching, which helps in identifying objects again after
they disappear. Another notable approach, BYTETrack [26],
handles situations where detections might have low confidence
due to obstacles or blurriness. BYTETrack deals with these
uncertain detections by associating them in a second pass,
which reduces cases of wrongly identifying objects as absent.
OC-SORT [5] introduces an innovative update mechanism
for the Kalman filter: when an object reappears after being
lost, the filter’s parameters are adjusted based on the new
observation. Deep OC-SORT [13] extends this idea by also
updating deep features adaptively for object reidentification,
guided by the confidence scores of detections.

B. End-to-end Approaches

End-to-end object tracking models utilize two main ap-
proaches: tracking-by-regression and tracking-by-attention.
Tracking-by-regression propagates object detections from one
frame to the next, bypassing traditional matching methods.
For example, Tracktor [1] uses a regression head to determine
object existence in subsequent frames, while CenterTrack [28]
predicts detections based on object centers from previous
frames. With the introduction of DETR [6], a new approach
emerged, integrating detection and tracking using Transformer
architecture. TrackFormer [15] builds on this, using an at-
tention mechanism in the Transformer to treat objects from
previous frames as queries for subsequent frames, enhancing
tracking effectiveness. Similarly, MOTR [25] extends this
concept by aggregating track queries across multiple frames.
TransTrack [21] employs an IoU matching mechanism instead
of a regression head for determining new object appearances
or tracking previous ones.

C. Hybrid Approaches and Memory-based Approaches

Although tracking-by-attention methods are effective, they
struggle with adapting to diverse object classes, requiring
simultaneous training for detection and tracking. MOTRv2
[27] addresses this by combining tracking-by-detection and
tracking-by-attention, using a pretrained detector and an at-
tention mechanism to propagate objects across frames. Studies
have shown that memory mechanisms enhance reidentification
[9, 4] in MOT. Unlike SOT, which deals with fewer objects,
MOT involves more objects, making memory management
challenging. Therefore, instead of storing object features at
each frame, we propose a novel approach for memory, which
stores object sparsely.

MOTRv2 MOTRv2 MOTRv2

Spatial-aware Sparse Memory

❋ ❋ ❋

Proposals

Proposals Proposals

Timeline

Fig. 1. Our proposed method seamlessly integrates into the MOTRv2 [27]
model as a training-free module, preserving MOTRv2’s flexibility for various
applications. As depicted in the figure, the pipeline takes proposals generated
by YOLOX [10] and previously tracked objects (detailed in Section III-A)
as input for MOTRv2. The Spatial-aware Sparse Memory (SASM), further
explained in Figure 2, then processes MOTRv2’s outputs.

III. METHOD

In this section, we present our method, which builds on the
MOTRv2 [27] model known for its flexibility and superior
tracking capabilities. We enhance MOTRv2 by introducing
a memory module to improve reidentification performance.
As shown in Figure 1, our memory module filters the object
embeddings produced by MOTRv2 in each frame to retain
the most important features. These selected features are then
propagated to the next frame to aid in object localization. The
filtering process includes two modules: Spatial-Aware Sparse
Memory (SASM) and Overlapping-Aware Feature Selector
(OFS), detailed in Sections III-B and III-C respectively.

A. Revisiting MOTRv2

Y Zhang et. al. propose integrating the YOLOX [10] object
detector to provide detection priors for MOTR [25]. By
providing detection priors, YOLOX reduces the burden on the
tracker, which would otherwise be responsible for handling
both detection and tracking tasks.

1) Proposal query generation: In this approach, for each
frame t, YOLOX generates Nt proposals P , each character-
ized by center coordinates (xt, yt), height ht, width wt, and
confidence score st. Initially, a query mechanism similar to the
DAB-DETR [11] architecture is employed for the first frame
The confidence scores are also integrated into the proposal
queries qt using sine-cosine positional encoding.

2) Proposal propagation: After positional encoding by
YOLOX proposals P0 in the first frame, proposal queries are
further refined by self-attention and interact with image fea-
tures through deformable attention to produce track queries qtr0
and relative offsets (∆x,∆y,∆w,∆h). The final prediction Y0

is obtained by combining the proposals P0 with the predicted
offsets.



Moving 
distance

Moving 
distance

Tim
eline

Filtering

Accumulate 
distance Filtering

O
verlapping-aw

are 
Feature Selector

Large-displacement 
object

Small-displacement 
object

Tem
poral O

bject M
em

ory

Fig. 2. The Spatial-aware Sparse Memory (SASM) takes the output of
MOTRv2 as input, which includes both object queries and coordinates. From
the object coordinates, the module filters out small-displacement objects to
accumulate distance to the next frame, and stores only objects with large
displacement, as described in Section III-B. The Overlapping-aware Feature
Selector (OFS) plays a crucial role in selecting the best features of each
instance since the last memory update, as described in Section III-C.

In subsequent frames, the object queries qtr
t−1 and predic-

tions from the previous frame are propagated and concatenated
with the proposals from the new frame Pt.

B. Spatial-aware Sparse Memory

In this study, our objective is to optimize memory utilization
in video processing by minimizing redundancy in object infor-
mation storage. We propose a sparse storage strategy tailored
to capture significant object deformations between frames,
thereby avoiding unnecessary data retention during periods of
minimal change. Acknowledging the diverse deformation char-
acteristics across objects, a uniform storage approach proves
inefficient. Consequently, we hypothesize a direct relationship
between an object’s movement dynamics and its deformation
profile in video sequences, motivating an adaptive memory
management scheme.

Our approach leverages the displacement of each object’s
centroid as a decisive criterion for selective memory storage.
By dynamically adjusting storage intervals based on real-time
deformation analysis, our method aims to enhance storage
efficiency while minimizing redundancy information. Figure
2 delineates the architecture of our proposed memory man-
agement system, encompassing the following methodological
steps:

1) Calculating Moving Distance: In frame t, the moving
distance di,t of object i is determined by the Euclidean
distance between its centers in frames t and t − 1. In
particular, this distance is computed as the ||·||2 norm of
the vector difference between the centers ci,t and ci,t−1,
respectively, where ci,t denotes the center coordinates of
the bounding box for object i in frame t, extracted from
Yt:

di,t = ||ci,t − ci,t−1||2 (1)

2) Accumulating Moving Distance: If the moving dis-
tance di,t does not surpass ϵ, it is accumulated with
the moving distance of the object in the next frame
t+1. This accumulation accounts for gradual movement
across consecutive frames.

di,t+1 = di,t+1 + di,t

Otherwise, if the computed moving distance di,t exceeds
a predefined threshold ϵ, indicating significant motion,
the object’s features are stored in memory. This step en-
sures that only objects undergoing substantial movement
are considered for memory storage. Additionally, with a
higher ϵ, longer temporal information of the object can
be stored, but it may also lead to the omission of some
important features.

3) Updating Object Query Feature: The new object
query feature qi,t+1 for frame t + 1 is computed as a
weighted average of the previous query feature qi,t and
the average query features qi,j of the i-th object stored
in memory. This update mechanism incorporates both
the current state of the object and historical information
stored in memory, ensuring adaptability to changes in
object appearance and position over time.

qi,t+1 = α · qtr
i,t +

(1− α)

m

∑
j

qtr
i,j (2)

where j indexes frames in the memory, m is the number
of frames in the memory, and α is a hyperparameter
determining the bias towards the current feature or the
feature in memory.

These steps collectively form a coherent framework for
selective features stored in memory, leveraging object move-
ment as a key criterion for memory allocation and ensuring
the diversity of object state in object tracking across frames.
As a result, this sparse memory strategy not only addresses
the issue of bias towards the latest appearances of objects in
feature representation but also facilitates the capture of longer
temporal information by reducing redundancy when compared
with dense memory.

C. Overlapping-aware Feature Selector

Empirical observations reveal that object features are often
incorrectly stored during occlusion or overlap, introducing
noise. To address this, we propose selectively storing object
features in memory.

A simplistic approach of waiting for unobstructed views
leads to significant temporal gaps. Instead, we select the
feature from the frame with the lowest Intersection over Union
(IoU) with other objects since the last update. This minimizes
erroneous features and ensures smoother continuity.

We define the stored feature q̂i,t at frame t as:

q̂tr
i,t =

{
qtr
i,t if IoUi,t < IoUi,k

qtr
i,k otherwise

(3)

where qtr
i,t is the feature of object i at frame t, and qtr

i,k

is the feature at frame k with the highest IoU. This selection
process retains more reliable features, reducing noise and e

As a result, this selective feature storage strategy contributes
to our tracking system’s overall efficiency and effectiveness,
enabling more accurate and reliable object tracking over
extended durations.



IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Dataset and Metric

In this paper, we evaluate our methods on the DanceTrack
[20] dataset. This dataset requires tracking multiple objects
with uniform appearance and diverse motion.To ensure fair
comparisons, we assess our methods using well-known metrics
as employed in previous works [25, 27]: HOTA [12] to evalu-
ate our method and analyze the contribution decomposed into
detection accuracy (DetA) and association accuracy (AssA);
MOTA [2]; IDF1 [18] metrics.

B. Implementation Details

This study leverages the power of MOTRv2 [27], a model
jointly trained on the CrowdHuman [19] and DanceTrack [20]
datasets, for object tracking. We utilize pre-trained weights
from MOTRv2 and employ YOLOX [10] for object proposal
generation, using the publicly available pre-trained model from
the DanceTrack GitHub repository1. Other MOTRv2 settings
remain unchanged.

For the Spatial-aware Sparse Memory (SASM), we utilize
two hyperparameters: the maximum number of stored objects
(capped at 10) and the moving distance threshold (set to 0.1 of
the image size), which were determined through experiments
detailed in Section IV-D3.

C. Comparing with SOTA

To demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed method,
we compared our performance with existing state-of-the-art
(SOTA) methods on the DanceTrack dataset represented in
Table I. Our method’s ability to leverage sparse memory
for enhanced object re-identification and tracking consistency
during object deformation drives this achievement. As shown
in Table I, our approach achieves significant improvements
over MOTRv2, with gains of 2.0 and 2.1 points, respectively,
in AssA and IDF1 metrics. These improvements translate to
a HOTA score of 71.2, which convincingly underscores the
efficacy of our memory-based strategy. Furthermore, despite
employing the same object proposals, our method exhibits a
marginal but notable DetA improvement of 0.3 compared to
MOTRv2. This enhancement can be attributed to our method’s
superior object-tracking consistency.

D. Ablation study

To comprehensively evaluate the efficacy of our proposed
method, we conduct experiments across three critical dimen-
sions: assessing the effectiveness of each module, exploring
alternative design choices for these modules, and rigorously
selecting hyperparameters. To ensure fairness in comparison,
we perform an ablation study on the validation set to identify
the optimal design choices and hyperparameters.

1https://github.com/DanceTrack/DanceTrack

TABLE I
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF SOTA METHODS.

Methods HOTA DetA AssA MOTA IDF1

CenterTrack [28] 41.8 78.1 22.6 86.8 35.7
TransTrack [21] 45.5 75.9 27.5 88.4 45.2
ByteTrack [26] 47.7 71.0 32.1 89.6 53.9
QDTrack [17] 54.2 80.1 36.8 87.7 50.4
MOTR [25] 54.2 73.5 40.2 79.7 51.5
OC-SORT [5] 55.1 80.3 38.3 92.0 54.6
MeMOTR [9] 68.5 80.5 58.4 89.9 71.2
MOTRv2 [27] 69.9 83.0 59.0 91.9 71.7
MOTRv3 [24] 70.4 83.8 59.3 92.9 72.3

Ours 71.2 83.3 61.0 92.0 73.8

1) Effectiveness of each module: To initiate our experimen-
tation, we systematically incorporated each module into the
baseline model, MOTRv2 [27], in an iterative manner, leading
to the results depicted in Table II. Our analysis indicates
that integrating the Spatial-aware Sparse Memory (SASM),
as elaborated in Section III-B, improves the IDF1 score by
1.0 and the AssA score by 1.0. Nevertheless, we observed
performance degradation in specific videos due to noise stem-
ming from object feature overlap within the stored memory.
To tackle this issue, we introduce the Overlapping-aware
Feature Selector (OFS) detailed in Section III-C. This addition
substantially improves tracking consistency by enhancing both
detection accuracy (DetA by 0.3) and tracking accuracy (AssA
by 0.4).

TABLE II
THE EFFECTIVENESS OF EACH PROPOSED MODULE

Methods HOTA (↑) DetA (↑) AssA (↑) IDF1 (↑)

Baseline 65.4 79.0 54.4 67.1
+ SASM 66.1 (+0.6) 79.1 (+0.1) 55.4 (+1.0) 69.4 (+1.0)
+ OFS 66.5 (+0.4) 79.4 (+0.3) 55.8 (+0.4) 69.5 (+0.1)

2) Alternative design comparison: Our work introduces
two memory modules: the Spatial-aware Sparse Memory
(SASM) and the Overlapping-aware Feature Selector (OFS).
We conducted a series of empirical studies to optimize each
module’s design. The first investigation focused on memory
density, comparing feature storage at every frame (dense
memory) with a sparse approach (Table III). In both exper-
iments, the maximum stored features were capped at 10. In
particular, dense memory exhibited significantly lower perfor-
mance across all metrics in the DanceTrack validation set.
We attribute this disparity to rapid object deformation. For
stationary objects, dense memory features tend to bias towards
the current state, often missing sudden deformations common
in the DanceTrack dataset. In contrast, our method stores fewer
features during minor object deformations while preserving
longer temporal information, aiding in more accurate object
state associations.

Our next investigation focused on addressing the challenge
of handling overlapping object features during storage. As



TABLE III
COMPARISON BETWEEN MEMORY TYPES AND DIFFERENT STRATEGIES

Design Performance Metrics (↑)
HOTA DetA AssA IDF1

Dense 64.5 78.3 53.3 67.2
Sparse (Ours) 66.1 (+1.6) 79.1 (+0.8) 55.4 (+2.1) 69.4 (+2.2)

Delaying 66.0 79.0 55.3 68.8
OFS (Ours) 66.5 (+0.5) 79.4 (+0.4) 55.8 (+0.5) 69.5 (+0.7)

described in Section III-C, we explored two approaches:
delaying storage until encountering a frame with optimal
object positioning or storing the feature at the best location
since the last storage. Our findings uncovered a significant
drawback with the delay approach: large gaps between feature
storage events due to frequent object overlaps (Table III).
Both experiments used the SASM module to ensure a fair
comparison.

3) Hyperparameters: We conducted thorough experiments
to explore our algorithm’s sensitivity to hyperparameters.
Initially, we focused on determining the optimal number of
frames to store in memory for each object. Our investigation
revealed that utilizing 10 frames yielded the most favorable
outcomes. Conversely, as detailed in Table IV, alternative
configurations resulted in notably inferior performance. This
discrepancy arises from the inherent challenge of aligning
memory features with object features, a task complicated
by the absence of explicit training in our algorithm. The
more extended number of frames (≥ 15 frames) of memory
exacerbates this issue by introducing sparse data and noise
from tracking failures, leading to a substantial mismatch
between memory and object features. Conversely, a paucity
of frames (5 frames) constrains the algorithm’s capacity to
capture sufficient temporal information.

We also evaluated the impact of adjusting the threshold on
our algorithm’s performance (Table IV). Setting the threshold
(ϵ) to 0.05 aligns closely aligns the algorithm’s performance
with the baseline. However, thresholds exceeding 0.1 relative
to image size result in prolonged movement distances, de-
laying feature storage in memory. This exacerbates dispar-
ities between stored and current object features, leading to
a performance decline to around 65.8%. Nonetheless, even
with highly sparse memory, our algorithm shows performance
improvements compared to the baseline, achieving 65.4%.

The ablation study on hyperparameters underscores a crit-
ical issue inherent in the method: its sensitivity to hyperpa-
rameter settings. This sensitivity arises from the challenge of
effectively managing the gap between memory features and
current features.

E. Qualitative result

Our approach stands out for its proficiency in tracking
objects across two crucial qualitative scenarios: maintaining
consistency during changes in viewpoint and re-identifying
them after missed detections. As depicted in Figure 3, consider

TABLE IV
COMPARISON BETWEEN DIFFERENT PARAMETERS: MOVING THRESHOLD

VS MEMORY LENGTH

Parameter Performance Metrics (↑)
HOTA DetA AssA IDF1

Moving Threshold (ϵ)

0.05 65.5 79.1 54.5 68.7
0.1 66.5 79.4 55.8 69.5
0.2 65.7 79.1 54.8 68.5
0.3 65.9 79.2 55.1 68.7
0.4 65.8 79.0 55.0 68.5

Memory Length (# features)

5 66.0 79.1 55.2 68.9
10 66.5 79.4 55.8 69.5
15 65.8 79.1 54.9 68.5
20 65.6 78.6 54.9 68.6

Timeline

Ours

MOTRv2

Fig. 3. Qualitative results for tracking consistency

a person (ID 3) whose appearance alters due to a body rotation.
In such instances, MOTRv2 faces challenges, often assigning a
new ID when the person turns around. Conversely, our method
capitalizes on its extensive temporal memory, ensuring the
retention of the object’s original ID.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, by introducing a novel memory mechanism,
our study builds upon the previous MOTRv2 framework, a
hybrid architecture for Multiple Object Tracking (MOT) prob-
lems. Specifically, we focus on optimizing feature selection for
object memory within the MOT context, which often involves
numerous objects and quickly escalates in complexity with
dense memory. Unlike prior approaches, we propose a sparse
memory scheme based on object movement.

This study presents an effective method for sparsely storing
object features based on their movement and overlapping
patterns. As demonstrated through experiments, this results in
significant performance enhancements over baseline methods.
Additionally, we thoroughly evaluate each model design to
glean deeper insights into this approach.

However, despite the benefits of our training-free approach,
we acknowledge that the sensitivity of memory object features
to hyperparameters can pose challenges in aligning them with
the MOTRv2 pipeline. This issue warrants further investigation
to design adaptors that can seamlessly integrate the features
of each module into an end-to-end model architecture.
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