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Abstract: This paper proposes an incremental extremely random forest (IERF) algorithm, dealing with online
learning classification with streaming data, especially with small streaming data. In this method, newly arrived
examples are stored at the leaf nodes and used to determine when to split the leaf nodes combined with Gini index,
so the trees can be expanded efficiently and fast with a few examples. The proposed online IERF algorithm gives
more competitive or even better performance, than the offline extremely random forest (ERF) method, based on the
UCI data experiment. On the moderate training datasets, the IERF algorithm beats the decision tree reconstruction
algorithm and other incremental learning algorithms on the performance. Finally, the IERF algorithm is used to
solve online video object tracking (multi-object tracking also included) problems, and the results on the challenging
video sequences demonstrate its effectiveness and robustness.

Key words: online learning; incremental learning; extremely random forest classifier
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YU PAINE A B B I I AE 2R 24 30 )8, R AE UL, 7EZR PR (BL 5 2 B ARERER) SN H i/ 2] 7 s G 500F.

ASCRE S STk AR

1) Wit T — M SRR 4 2% ) IMIERF 73 28488 10 45 58 A IR EIEE I FE A RS Sl A2 /N PEAS B 45 D0 T AR SCH2 H 1
BRI AR 43 A B HEAT DA R T T ik £ 5 18 etk B ST (Wi B LA AR 2 (extremely random forest,
TR BRERF) 23 28 2% AH 245 23 B A0 110 14 B, 7 155 1) T 5 0 43 248 1 ff 236 55 07 T A 224 610 00 228 e S0 1 4 R0V E A At
JUP 32 ZER 3 &2 S 5V

2) REASSCER H IR IERF S35 N A /N BE AR B0 U 1) — A B —— PR A7 2 PR ) 8, A SCR S T
IERF 432 4% B 7E 28 WU R 50023, BB 7E H AR AN R A2 KR BEAR AL DL S B2 %88 5 S O 1, S 6 H A s e mT
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(3) S Hh A I HE AR 1 AR — B
A2 B — AN A 2
248 S T AREARTE T e b
et S T A AR i B A I AEETE T R 1
TR [T 5 R g RN BRACAE AR S 28 bR ad i R E
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22 HAEEHEEEFENITE
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A REASE ot BEAR B KA 20, Gini REUIVEL 0 <13 p? <101 Emtropy WASHE {5 et IR,
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#H*I T Classification error Ifii & ,Gini 24075 18 T A AR 1 LU ¢ 2R, e S AN [ 28 AREA (1 B 451 A2 £k,
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o 388t 2 3] BN ERFAL L A 28 26 4k 2% ST M ERFALVEEAT LA, DL IERFELVE 1 IE A P 3 J5 , 21 3. 3710 70 38 5 1
P A AR b NG IERFEE Y T0fh A BRI 2 ) BIEREAT X HL A BT A B | ERFARLVE (1) M g

AT R AL 8% 2 ST B4R, 5 T USPS K H LIBSVMEHE 4 LASR, Ho A 1ok A UCIE 45 R 1 6N i
0T 33071 4 4B B S B 00 B R S 30 2 HE 7/ EHR 4, P T 58 3. 271 FH 25 3.3 75 [ ot L sz 56 F LFH 3R 2 7 1) H5c i
£ FEARIENALFE 8t G045 2518, BE AR S P 1Y R 45 T8 32 PR P (R B 4 2 /NN R AR B 4, A > 1) 4y
KINBAEA B, BT B S RE A 42 JURETE R 26 1 F Waveform2 B s A s A5 A Bl & B A S s o 7
AL SRS R AR BRI, I U C LR S 56 A5 1 240 AN 2R3 £ Hh RE LA B (AN I B — IR AL IERF VL
23] BT VIR AR A 5% =) s be AR AT S b |ERFEVEA BRI SR FEAS 5286 72,3 GHz,1GB PC_F AT

Table 1 The first dataset list used in the experiment of section 3.1

R1 HILTRE T ERESIR

Dataset Class Attribute Training set size Test set size
Iris 3 4 100 50
Wine” 3 13 36 142
Waveform2” 3 40 300 4700
Semeion” 10 256 797 796
USPS 10 256 7291 2007
Letter 26 16 16 000 4000
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Table 2 The second dataset list used in the experiments of section 3.2 and 3.3

&2 3.2 WAL 3.3 WL P IR RS R

Dataset Class Attribute Training set size Test set size
Spam 2 57 3221 1380
lonosphere” 2 34 300 51
Waveform” 3 21 300 4700
Vehicle” 4 18 761 85
Satellite 6 36 4435 2000
Segment 7 19 2079 231
Vowel” 1 10 891 99

31 HHABESHAEE
311 S REESE AN E

15 2500 24 B 2 B0 ARY W |ERF ALV IR P 8, 2538 1 (A v AR UE IERFAL VLA 11 1) 43 28 1E A 20 UG 11
B2 TF A b T, 23 24 B {E 2 B AR % B AR A IR B Ll oo K/ 9%, H oE E[0, 1] N BERATTR AR A TR &
bt od% 180,0.1, ..., 1030047 BRAE, X AN 1] oBXUAE I I IERFA L CR F SO 23 B Ge v 43 J i 5 L 1T &5 2% B (nF 4
FECE) AN GBI FF8Y , 5 J5 24 25 1825 5 T DR 22 AT A o 5 3 1) I S .

AN U R HNERFAEAE /NI GRFEA S S EIB1 7500 A0 RN ZRREA S B 171000 3 BR L 6N s
SEREAT S0 SRR UGB ATIN A BAR AR B LR 20 A — AN ZREE RN — AN IRALE, 3% B S TR SRR 4 AR L.

IERF STAEAR oUE PR RN 1 Fis, ™ a €[0,0.2] B, e Hdin 4 1/ J8 iRk HAase, ™

a > 0.2 I T Bl L M0 KRR R TT UK, 2 a > 0.5 I, T B4 i)/ FA iR R B8R X 2 11 T ol K351
I S 20 BRI, A TR 028 RE 0 I, B 59 4 Bt 4 Waveform2,Wine LL % Iris b, cd3lT 1 I 733588 L4858 4 K30

20 Letter USPS Semeion
; 30 _ 5 :
25t [=Classification error rate %] 25]  [=Classification error rate %] 4ol [=Classification error rate %|
20 § 20 :
: 30]
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: - o 20| o
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[ : | e |
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Fig.1 Classification error rates of IERF with different o
Bl 1 A Ul T IERF Sk 43 R

IERF SLyARIA 57 % B (47 i (250 ) AN R i) 14 S5 R AR TR Ll a1 D6 R 49 Sl o 1) 2 81 3 . i 5
IO &5 Tl LLE R AR A T o2 O I IERF S35 AL sl If i~ A 25 e 16 22 B 70 &3 2% J5 AR K, 9 HLR IR 1 5
V) T 38 K, 3K 2 i1 T B o/, B AN 5 i 1) 2 B4R B 1T 22 N T 9 B0 1ERF 80325 AR e i) it =4 s 4t 3
% FH BV MK Y o >05 B, HE 2 ] LLGE H AN FEEIEAE NI IERF 2™ S ARR Rl 2 Bl 2 i
Waveform2,Wine EA % Iris, iX thA#RE T 4 ] 73 AR TE adE I 1 I 5842 2R 3K

LEE IR IERF BAM R R A B A 2% 8 DU R N5 0 [) T8 46 TR 3%, AT 1AL B AE AU A B @=0.2, 1
T 0~0.5 Z 0] 4 IERF Sk BEEL A &1 14 40 28 100 38, SOOR KR 17 3 22 1A 280 53 2% B R IR Bt 1R T4 @=0.2 6f B
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400000;--:.. 150000F "™, 30000} :
o 'L\ |
300000f "\,\ n, l\.\
. 100000] = 20000) 5
200000} Ry ™, RN
Tmeld 50000 s 10000 : TBeea
100000) k Ny : ~~
\-"1 :
0 02 04 06 08 1 02 04 06 08 1 02 04 06 08 1
a a a
Waveform2 Wine Iris
1500 - 100 - 250 -
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: e s
----- : “Heo o
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N ) \
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Fig.2 Model complexities of IERF with different «
B2 AFE T IERF Sk R 5 i
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Fig.3 Training time of IERF with different o
Bl 3 A ol K IERF SV 2RI ) T 45

3.1.2 oA VO A B A IR B

W23 e PR AR 0 < o <1 Pk B S B AR 2 T 3G BE 4 5L T M7 s o R LB e T
ARAIE 53 248 35 B85 T8 T I 1) 5 I8 B8040 48 v A A P e 20E, 358 50 23 IS 38 10 40 1) 4k . BT 10 b o) B fE i L 1) 5 B
BT S50 F .

XL 50 R FH R R R 4 A 0 A AT X L SR, — R R AR 0< o <1 8 I BRIA S $4=0.31
AR g 4 5543 2 WA R R AR SCRILN (our rule); — 2 RS 4% I F2KAE L, REAR(L,, b5 40 2T 5
TS MRERFEAR), LR K TE T L, FEARBE AF Ry 35 53 43 24 W 45 Bk 4y %of L 300 (contrast rule).

o SRR AS IR B 2 24RO IERF BVE 43 I AE R 1 (/NI ZRAE AR Bd 48 132 AT 50 IR, 78 KN G A B 4
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FIZ24T 10 RN R AERIARAE R 4> S50 B R 25 3.0.1 9. FRATTT B Al R0 DU) 1 S AR AR 1 2 ) 0 s R B P
PRI T fBER S I PR A AR B DA S A A AR 1 o R R R AT T Sk, Wk 3.

Table 3 Comparison results between different split rules

R3O R LR A (0 B A R

Average number of leaves ~ Average number of stored

Average split times per tree Classification error rate (%)

Dataset per tree samples per leaf node
Our rule Contrast rule Our rule Contrast rule Our rule Contrast rule Our rule Contrast rule

IRIS 9 3 1561 1047 14 27 9.8 22.0
Wine 6 0 688 50 7 18 14.60 69.71
Waveform?2 136 46 9.31x10° 3.36x10° 3 20 19.11 31.13
Semeion 449 197 2.66x10* 1.38x10* 3 W 10.18 19.13
USPS 2.1x10° 0.67x10° 1.37x10° 0.44x10° 35 157 5.53 13.21
Letter 5.8%x10° 2.9%x10° 3.47%10° 1.93x10° 8 29 5.75 9.58

M 3 T LLUE K D LE R (4 1ERF 55032, 335 73 R I B2 328 /) T 5K B A SO ) 803 4 IR B ) o
HESECT B A B IR A B B 38 22, Y U050 0 R B TR, 23 R ek bt S 30T SRR
W RUBCE (R A A A Sy S AR (W) 5 0% AR /N AR 1) 43 S R D) BRI ER 3 Pl T LU SR S B R 17
B, 3 R B R K i TSR FH A SO B 500 AR I 7 Wiine: B A B BU R U) /g 4500 FE AR TS Rl b 34k
PRI AR AN L, LA R RO 0 R A — TR IR i 2 S By B AR e A R

25 BT A SCTE 0 < o <1 B0 R BIE S 502 IE A 230,

3.2 |IERFE X 5ERFE ZHIXT LL LI

h B \ERFAL % f IE T 1, A K 38 B 2% ) B IERF AL VA RIIL Bt 2% 3 I ERF 549, 7E 2% 21 Spam, lonosphere,
Waveform,Vehicle,Satellite, SegmentFi VowelixX 74N UCIH 45 48 EadEAT 0f L 52 5, 43 0 ELASE W 38 19 0 S EAfl o . A
T % BE DL S YN Gk T) T4 6 28 2,475 F 45 HY A IERFAT VR RERFAL L IR 40 P RE S BT T 4631 o A s
oW O U T TN A AT T B

PR SRR N IR A B 4 Bz A7 500K, K 2 ke A 800 B 132 47 102 I Zi A 70 0 0 42 (¥ K1) 3 L3 2.
P A3 458 FH L00AR B IERF AT 2 S B B 8 A= 0.31, H ARG FEA  ERFALVE AT ] SClk[22] (2R A S 50
3.2.1 IR K LG

AT LU HY NERFELVEL 1 73 2 11 1 %6 15 88 2R it 2 o IR ERFELVA A 1, 4L 2 7 5 Lo 4l 4 H AR TERFA
155, G 1onosphere 34 45 . h & 34 5 2% 5] IERFALVL A2 B0 715 2 30 LUERFALVE 1 2 ABAEAH 1R /N 1 1l
B0 AR ERFALVE SR VIR IN 5] JT 49 %2 LLERFHIL A /.

Table 4 Comparison results between IERF and ERF
% 4 |ERF HykY5 ERF HIAM LR 45 1

Dataset Classification accuracy (%) Number of leaves Training time (s)
ERF IERF ERF IERF ERF IERF
Spam 95.83 95.04 51 155 59 384 16.125 3.131
lonosphere 92.55 94.12 7134 8202 0.500 0.206
Waveform 83.39 82.42 10 782 15919 0.583 0.312
Vehicle 74.00 71.51 29 812 42910 1.796 0.862
Satellite 91.57 89.29 83 659 109 954 14.619 3.125
Segment 98.23 97.72 24 051 37 493 2.901 1.081
\Vowel 98.26 97.78 33769 48 874 2.198 0.846

AT 2,475 XERFHIEAERFEIR AN [ T4 EAT T HLAL M X 45 A R IERES B Bl S o, ILRS.
B PR LA A A B AT 100K (K1 A, REAS S B SCILER 2,415

MRS T LA Y, @rean FIAEAR AN, BEWINERF 23 288 85 115 150 _E A7 il (0 AR i 5 2, ey w0 A2 1 o £ s 2 e
RN 8 =5 TR I I E e IR AN E AR AN T4 A S B NERF LI IR 15 15020 2K A B, R e 55 2.4 vh &
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SEESP S S f % <1REMS AT EIH L, BEIERFSLIE I 18] T4 10 % 24/ T ERFALA.

Table 5 Analysis on the running time of IERF
F 5 |ERF HVLI R TF4Y (153 #r

Dataset Dmean P D n P, Pnean
n D
Spam 65 296 41 3221 0.146
lonosphere 12 54 11 300 0.196
Waveform 4 113 12 300 0.126
Vehicle 5 331 14 761 0.155
Satellite 18 709 19 4435 0.151
Segment 12 298 15 2079 0.114
Vowel 4 393 16 891 0.110

322 MEFEHE S

ERFHLIEN TR e s BT R AR PR, 7 I ERFELVARS T 5 (1 AU vk, 1X UK IERFALVA AIERF
ORI T S (R AR B4 AT T SE S

Fe 27 B MLk £E34N M £ 45 £ - Vehicle, Waveform Al lonosphere. 52 56 4 i e 75 2% 53 )L.0,0.1,...,0.5 %1 5T %,
R 28 3 B0 S 1) T AT RE AR I N e 753 L4 e 75 0 310 SR 3 AR g P g M 7 T P Mg o 2L i s g B Ry
RIS A AT Y & 1 BARHE S8 o, 7 A 39 AL N0, 0) 23 A (4 Bt AL 28038 im A A Sl xoh 19 ) J A L, )
A R AR B9 1 28 S bR i (AR

W 7 S 2 SN B AT 7, A G5 SR RT LU H B A I RS 20 ) 0 |ERF L 1) 23 S 4 1 28 AR R FR L 7
VehiclefIWaveform# 4 4 14> S M ff 5 15 U ERF57 1%, 7€ lonosphere 54 & I L 2 48 FERFAL L. 5256 1E 1
IERFALIELREE T 0 Hs i 7 BA 1R 47 A e P 13— .

Vehicle Waveform lonosphere
70y A 2
60t [ Classification error rate of ERF % [ Classification error rate of ERF % [© Classification error rate of ERF %
5 % Classification error rate of IERF %] s0b  [XClassification error rate of IERF % 15} XClassification error rate of IERF %)
40)
20] 10]

37q: x ——F —— ——% o
2 10) g
10

0

0 01 02 03 04 05 0 01 02 03 04 05 0 01 02 03 04 05
Noise level Noise level Noise level

Fig.4 Noise data experiments
Bl o4 R S

33 IERFEESHMAELIGEF I E IR LKL

DRI AR SCHR HY 1ERF S0 R 1 fi, AT 1A 48 T 2y JUA 2L I 7R S 3G 2 2 S0k 5 B A 5 1T BV
Online Adaboost % 7%A1 Online SVM &k Hdh ITH 8k LSRR R 5573 25851 Online Adaboost 5% Al
IERF SVEHSH AT A AL ARG 1.4 Fh e 2 18 5 2% S) VLA R 2 10 7 MBI AR B0y AT T 5256,
331 BEVEMMEA . AHRY B S EC S SIS DL i

ITI B SRR Y SR (1) 18 B 2 o S0k B 24T IR I GRAE A I B PR SR 5 I T S50 30 A M A8 i ik 5K
R I8 e 5 S e, LA CR A e ST b SR 2 e PR 140 A e 5 i e 11 D7 V2 SRR [O] v A O B ik 4R T AT
) P B T 4 VT T A B 5 0 88 v F R SRR DA BORs 2 S HRE I IR B AR T B2 A C ARG ST

OnlineAdaboost %157 F |32 18 H1 1) Ozal™ '} Online Adaboost. M1 #3:.Ozal ™R S04 v 42 8 TR 3 A G
R4 AN A B3040 1) 30K il A T 23 AT R A IR B DR IR RE AR A AN 99 40 R TR KO IRGK SR iR I A 4 AR
Poisson(A) ™ A= 1 BE LI AR 80 21 R 1 — AN FE AR E0 19 43 247 10 5k 388 DR SRk /N Y A 23 A0 1 2 450 A, 30 T o504
GG R H A T 5 1ERF HEXT L FATTIE R 100 AR o S 11 4 55 40 28 2%, W s T3 R I ik

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



2070 Journal of Software #AF33Rk Vol.22, No.9, September 2011

Sk 5B, 44 OnlineAdaboost. M1 503251 H C++ACHS S

FT SVM (W TE 4k 3 2 % S) BEAA AR 2 (0 2 5005000 BB AR ¥ — {43 251 T1 532 OnlineAdaboost.M1 £.7%:
DLRASSCHE Y 1ERF SVEHE AT LA B 22 2501 73 2K 0 T8 T B, FRAT) X LI £ SCHR[4] P 45 th ) m] Ab 2R 22 28
5l 53 2810 MCSVM B3 SCHR 4] R F 3 AR R 48 02120 AR 5 (A A R — AN BT RE AR, 4 AR 11 43 2

ARSCHE I IERF HAE H 100 BRAK, 73 24 0 {H 2 81 4=0.31, K FH TCARAL 1) C++ACRS S L.
332 XfLhsrs

SIAE R 2 A 7 ANEER AR, T A NSRRI AR IS AT 50 IR E R AR R 4 BT
10 IR IBAT I, A B 42 A1 BE AL RN 20 oA — AN U G AR — AN IR AR, U R FNAR AR 19 R 40 W38 2.5 A B LA
RIUAN T J7 VEREAT YN A N I 8080 4 P BE RISt B CAN T IBT) — AN N RFE AR AT 22 20 B2 T IR kE A 4
T o) e T B AR B R I G AR

I3 IE A 2RO YN ST [R) TT 45 1) 45 SR L% 6 Fk 7 MR p il LUB H IERF 5503643 8 1E A 28 22 B Bl A T 3L
fb ST, O BB AR IR (8] TR, LL g SR A 2 59 2 22 %8 1) OnlineAdaboost 5710 43 2 1 B B0 ot v S i
BT S (IR (R T4 Ak K Bl an & 6 F3k 7 h OlineAdaboost 75 K Il ZiFE A% 4i 4 Spam 1 Satellite
IS ST AL R, BA A AT 4 S B B X A B R T S B R A S 1R AR B s SN LR O, 2 AR
R SRR 11 S T4 J B 2 5 B Online. Multi-SVMY A530k ) DUERGGHE A 31 22 S B4 43 248 1) 38 27 o B R) T4 4 4
AL b BN (B 7E 2 B 4 150 28 I 6 AN &, 491 il Spam, lonosphere, Vehicle,Segment AT Vowel 254 4 -
[ 43 1 1 2 B AR T I A vk,

Table 6 Classification accuracy of all methods (%)
F6 FINVEMGRIEHE (%)
Dataset ITI Online adaboost MCSVM IERF
Spam 91.52 — 83.41 95.04
lonosphere 88.23 90.98 84.31 94.12
Waveform 71.44 81.67 84.38 82.42
Vehicle 68.23 77.88 64.71 71.51
Satellite 83.25 — 89.25 89.29
Segment 97.83 97.66 93.91 97.72
Vowel 75.75 88.89 70.71 97.78
Table 7 Training time of all methods (s)
R T AT E T ©)
Dataset ITI Online adaboost MCSVM IERF
Spam 60.103 — 1.391 2.931
lonosphere 0.629 7.818 0.016 0. 206
Waveform 2.062 9.387 0.015 0.312
Vehicle 3.134 88.825 0.078 0.862
Satellite 235.009 — 3.563 6.250
Segment 77.506 224.587 0.625 1.081
\Vowel 40.575 679.407 0.063 0.846

4 TELALSRERER

IERFSLIETT LA A SR W FH T Mt o A 2 A0 AR Bk ) AL A RO 2% 5 3 v A TR0 A0 1L 4% T T S8 s 0 2
SIRIREA SR AR AT AR D, DR, AR SCHR U A TERF R0V T 4 3 P T A 16/ RO 7 80 I P A 9% 6 T 532 L
BIUF B IR R S 56 vl BAAIE B, T IERFSEIR A 7 L W MRR B 570 A8 SR PR B8 T REWS Ao MU ER B¢ F A 4, 0F HL
Foa% 2 HARY) R ERER 1A BE

A A T ERFIKAE S MR I 505 AR 5 405 i 500 N T B S Py 7 R S 6 45 2R
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41 EFIERFRIELISIIRE X

FRATTH5 \ERFELTE A [ Y1 M 420 28 25 ke e LA S BRI H b () 70 26 B, ]I 453 2 FIERF AR 838 1) 2 8
99 3 SR AN SR BRER S T SE L 2 H b BB L AOD BR A

(1) WIaaAR BLAESS 1 Ml I £ 0k 3% H BRI R BOE SR AS I 25 1ERF 53 28 8% H FR X 38K 38 4% 7] LA
H1 P T B AR E 58 B, AT DG 40 AR 5503 191 3 R0 58 1 A0 5 H R A (K0 HETE XA b TEFE AR XIS, 2 Ab
(1 758 53 R0 R DAy SO AR DX A/ R U £ P 5% A% DAy AR S AT Ak B ARLRT - M 38 T 5 B R B & R 1
R 6, JF ELAEWS AL IERF 2 2488 FLAT PR (¥ 22 2 UM AE WA LR BE DU T 45 1ERF 70 R 838 2 08 11 Y11 25
B FRAAE LE R A DCION S A DIl g L A K 1 1, D 28 7 6 1 ) DU L 8, HL A B B AL, A
T 1 AN 9% 9 45 38 K/ B B 5 RN T BEAL ™ 26 5 5 ORI AR S B T VR W PEACEAT AL B, 55 1 T | 100
ANZE AT BIREAL 5 B 1 SR 21 (1) T 45 e BRIV RT A 20 58 20 2K 4 R D SR 4K

(2) FELIG R S B R A48 22 2 B P (K U R VI ZRHEZR D 1ERF 23 888 S (O R ICFEA LU SE
O 2 > AR SR FH B T 7 PEURIBE 2 7 16 7 B (HOG) 80 43 31 40 Jh 1 AN 0 4% i) (ol 25 48 g G At 2K 52 1 5
AiE), AEPTANRFAE A3 18] R 23 BN ZRP A 1ERF 2328 R 3 8 17 3%, 1 A 20 2K 8 70 00 0[] — W00 At P 5t
170 KPR B A ] 1R 73 AR AT 70 H 5 BAG E m IFEARAZ Sy HoG  ZS (R 73 SR 4 BEAT 1Y B2 > IR I
HOG “ [A] ) 7> R s R A — T8 43 A 5 AR 8L vt (RO PR AR 45 U6 2% 1) 0 s AT 1 B2 3]

(3) HARERERR BL SRR IEZS A Y) 1ERF 73 88545 ™ 26— A P, s 015 T 2 7 A 0 23 IR B
HEAT B A B 24 B — WUELA PO I R 0 LA R camshift SR £ T E H AR AR AL
42 ARMIRRWEER

ATy WA R REATURE 511 (% BR 4 SR NERF 23 25 28 A0 B (K FE AT T 9% 9 1% 28 K/ - 48 e AR A 15 B B
FEINBANJ7 Tl (R HS LR €4 B 77 AR by BUEASRE A [ I AL 25 94 U7 1l biins (R HOGHRFAE . B N FEAE 4% 7] F [ IERF 43
B K 1,2 B0 Sy T BB W7 S8 K R A7 4 T | ERF S0 1 FRRE AR 5 353X L SR FH B {38 FH S5 W8 TN 1) 2
T PR IR e 25 37 AR I B U R0 PR 5 110 A% 1 47 0L, Ti% 3 10~50.

V<15 P RIS 1K [ PETS2001, 45 FAIE W] 7 A SC 7 i AT % H AR BB A0 6 . 1616 1817 4 fragrtrack 7 745127
AL 7 = 0T b 45 5L [ 6 v (1 FL450F 51| Rotating Girlsk A Stan Birchfield [ Sk 3B 35503 42, W04 A4 3k 58
PRI B M 5, 5 3 B AR A PR A B R AR AL B T R AT AT 41 Sy vestersk H David  Ross I ER EF AT AT AR 4R,
H T 52 B8 ' B 2 A5, DA R H AR ik K R E 2 3, B AR Ab A AR T B2 k. th 6. 7 0r 0L 7F Bk
At LR fragrtrack 77 26 B H B 6 580 A0 HE A, AT 5 SRR B 2K TG T AR SC 77 12 e B8 S I 2 ) S 5 hf
FIbs 0 A 1 R TR L A M Aff R

(a) Initial frame - (b) Frame-25 . (c) Frame-40 - (d) Frame-64
() WA (b) 5 25 (c) %5 40 1 (d) 5 64 M

Fig.5 Tracking result pedestrian and car sequences from PETS2001,
both the pedestrian and the car were tracked by our approach
5 PETS2001 47 A\ 5 VAZEALARUT 51 1) B 5 SR A S0k [l B R BER T 4T AR 2=
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By | g

"~ (a) Initial frame (b) Frame-117 (c) Frame-137 (d) Frame-200
(a) Wi (b) 5 117 i (c) 58 137 i (d) 5 200 i

Fig.6 Tracking result of Ref.[27] (dot) and our method (line) on head tracking sequence
Kl 6 SCRR[271CACIRHAIE X ) FIUAS SCEEVE (BetR AT DX 480) 1) Sk MR A0 51 BR R 25 2R

(a) Initial frame (b) Frame-446 (c) Frame-476 (d) Frame-537
() Hahmi (b) % 446 i (c) 3 476 M (d) %% 537 i

Fig.7 Tracking result of Ref.[27] (dot) and our method (line) on Sylvester sequence
7 SCHR[27) (R REE T X 380) FAS SCELVE (LR FE TE X 380) 1K) Sylvester A7 51 R i 25 1

R8P T R3NP P51 N 7 vk BRI A S L I B v 45 S IE 0 BB (iR el T TR s k.
W H bR 1A 25% LA _E B BE BRI, I8 3 MTECHE K Bl AR A B R A B X DA 4 S A SO AR i
AT 30 1) 565 LS00 AT WD LR 40, i 82 BRI 4 30 I I ERF 79 288 8% 1) 7F £ 488 5 2% o) SR8 4 SRAF I 7 AR SCHE i
IERFH 1 ] S 0 FH A S 1k A SC ) PR IR B2 R H A AL C++ RS S I BT A 5 3 3976 2.3 GHz,1GB PC F 58 k.
BEXF 320 x 240 K /NIRE (ORI P 45, A S ST Ak I JEE Oy Sfps.

Table 8 Tracking results of all methods
F 8 KL HPRIRERSI 4R

Video sequence Object Ref.[27] Our method
Car and girl Multiple object — 67167
Head sequence Single object 403/500 500/500

Sylvester sequence Single object 467/600 600/600
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BAIE T A I8 SE MBS 0 i 4R 15 b, 15 2 T B 0 2 30 SR PO A SCSVA A 20 SRR Al 3 A I [] T 9 4%
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