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[Abstract] The existing target object algorithms based on Transformer do not fully use Transformer's long-distance
dependence attribute, resulting in insufficient discriminability of the.features extracted by the algorithm and poor tracking
stability. To improve the object tracking ability,a object tracking algorithm CTTrack is proposed for complex scenes, combining
the advantages of convolution and Transformer.In terms-of feature extraction, the algorithm combines the rich local information
of convolution and long-distance dependence attribute of Transformer to construct a general object tracking backbone network
CTFormer, by concatenating convolution and window attention in a hierarchical structure.In feature fusion, only the Cross-
Attention Mechanism (CAM ) is used to construct the feature mutual enhancement and aggregation networks , which simplifies
the network structure and improves tracking speed.In search area selection, the tracking strategy of adaptive search area
adjustment is designed based on object motion speed estimation.The experimental results show that the Average Overlap(AO)
of CTTrack on GOT-10k dataset is 70.3% , which is 3.2 percentage points higher than that of TransT and TrDiMP, and the
Area Under the Curve(AUC) .onithe UAV 123 dataset is 71.1%, which is 2.0 and 3.6 percentage points higher than on TransT
and TrDiMP, respectively. The AUC on the TrackingNet, LaSOT,OTB2015,and NFS datasets, are 82.1%,66.8%,70.1%,
and 66.3% ,respectively, with real-time tracking at a speed of 43 frames/s.

[Key words] siamese network; Transformer object tracking; window attention; cross-attention; motion estimation;
search area

DOI:10. 19678/j. issn. 1000-3428. 0064096

EEUH :FRH AP EE G FH R A T 238 W PR S 19 298 B H AR IR ER 7 987 (62101529) .

EEBN: EHT(1996—) , B3 LA 5848, £ 7 1) H AR B ER s SR AR GBS AR5 ) B9 00 I I A 05 29 26 50101 4 3
WFSE O A 0 B R BB 54

%5 H #7:2022-03-04 & B H #1 :2022-04-21 E-mail: wangchunlei20@mails.ucas.ac.cn



282 Computer Engineering

R TR 202344 H 15 H

0 ik

P H A BR B R 1T 5L B S ek b Y
W,z N TS B R BT TGN A
HEELRTETSE AHEBRESTH T2 T
P GHEFY R AR Ak S 00T R ) H AR BR AR
DU A, S A 2 T R 0 Bk S B g Y o 4R
bro DR, 7606 2 SR AT HR R, 3R SR AR R Ay
Yyt iy B RS BE B L L

LA, FE T AR AR 2% 1 BB O vk DR 2L A R
JE Ve L A RE PR Y AR ST R R B A R R AR Y
] o SiamFC" 4 [ 57 B HURe 22 A2 W 45 51 A H A B
R B bR R R AR S AT R RE AL B R IR A v
JZ [ 4% AlexNet & HURFE | 3 33 45 FH BE 5 WA 53 2 1Y
AHARUYE S SR Ak i kR B R — AN B T
SiamRPN"* 5 A il 451 42k 1 19 X 35 $2 1 ¥ %% (Region
Proposal Network, RPN) 5| A 2| B 5 8.7k v, fF —5E
FEPE Lok T SiamFC Al R ] BT, BR 5 K B ekt
BRI R L (H A RPN BB AT 6 T #8825
B, A W 25 6 TR S 800 T S Siam RPN+
A1 SiamD W' 3 35 T BE 40 BT 22 A= 190 465 B it B v 1)
BOK T M 45 AR JZE 1Y AlexNet,GoogleNet 55 1
F R JZ 1Y ResNet'” |, o0 Jg 28 B9 10 & $2 4L 52 i
Seml o BTN BUIE ) SiamF 44" Al SiamCAR™
SR K B A5 K Y Anchor-Free 3 i 51 A £
PRI A S G iR S R Y [ R T R R
K B . 2020°4F F % A9 TransT'® | STARK' |
TrDiIMP"'? 25 83k 7R 25 AR W 4% |- 5] A Transformer'
HEATREAE 3 58 RN G, R 5 T B30k A R B O

AR BAT 3 F Transformer' ™! H A HR I 5375 16 1
[ AT - =R (S N s = N N g | A
Transformer i 17 ¢ 1IE (4 3 58 F1 @l 5, K 75 20 F
Transformer [ £ IR 2§ 481 8 M, Tk 56 &k %
Transformer i L % . 1L Ab, Transformer A5 %] T 1
P25 ) 28 ELAT B R A T A, T B0 OQ TR TR Y N 4%
Ui N1 AP = W S N I TR E RS AN SRR i
Ja P R BOLE B IO B SRR A B TC TRGR R T ) R AR A
BARN, 45 B R 28 I 4% e % £ R 1) Jmy F A Ak EL
TR BN B, 345 BEHRAY B 2R 50 R R R
() PR B B, A SCHE AT SRR LAl R A B 6
1 Transformer AY B A5 B 5 59 CTTrack. A 7843 )
FH 45 B0 22 0 2% 5 Transfomer 19 55 M, % i — 4
Ee NN SR 7Y i 7= o G S U DS R EORE S = WA B - o T N
FEAE T3 9 5 A M 4%, i 5 2319 g i - i 4
TR T B O bR R B R R B X D R AR
o B bRtz 2 L B s &S AR R X R R
E 4 [0) 38 43 2 Bl Ak T E 1A N Bl 2 R R X
(SR, i — 20 4 PR

1 HxXxIE

11 FAMKERREREE X

A 2% AR BB S 0A B R A B DR ARG
R A, o, SiamFC 85 Bl Ay 2 A 2R
A R BRI 265, Je S 500k R Z2 A R A 1 DA [R] £ 32
FTRZ . SiamFC™ [ 4% 25 4 &l 1 97 .

z

127x127%x3

Hj

P

17x17x1

22x22x 128

255x255x%3

B 1 SiamFC M4 45H
Fig.1 Structure of SiamFC network

SiamFC"*' #4743 3 A R4 S22 e /4> 43
S AR R 2 TS R R ) R A B
T 2% o $ BURRAIE , I AR 73 32 A R E B 0 45 1
1548 R BRI FE EE T8 AR, IS e (5], i L
Pl w07 A i v 1 7 5 6 I 2 H b T B H B A4
5 J A i 7 LR AT X = AR AR E o AR B TS 2R
F AR A X 2 R B R A R R B B AL,

1.2 Transformer B 5 F3

Transformer 3\ T 2017 4E 9% 412 1, 5 - 9% 0 FH THL
w5 BRI, R ML 2H B A A - A 1 S5 A
J& S 58 e AL T Transformer ™ (1 58 U 75 25 Bl [ 4R
W E AT S TR R R AF, B O 2 BUR I R i1
(Long Short=Term Memory , LSTM )" [ 2% i~y F SR 15
A TR AT Y R AESE . M 2020 4 TT 4 , Transformer
e v B F 5 LA GE 4 8, DETR' 45 3% 36 T
Transformer B — 1> 1) 3y 1Y H A5 4G I AE B2 , 76 1
IATAT S SR BT BUS AR . %2 DETR ™
1 5% WAl , Transformer 7E 71 53 ML A0 & 451 $ul 110 3 % i
VIiT ' 8 G HF 43 A [l B /N e i — 4~ 58 & T
FELI 0 24 25 4, 78 KRS 508 42 1 3K 45 15 T ResNet”
HIPERE , b5 5 4 58 2 JC 6 B Transformer W 45 76 1153
ML B G0 HL AT 458 8 (9 Pl 474 |, {H J2& X Transformer
FRR TSR AE WA 55 hoxfE UAS 20
2 AxEHEZE

B RF 2R AR 2% H bR IR BRI AR 2 A b R R T
% R TEAN R S A 22 AT R R, AR SCHR HH A5 B A
FH Transformer' ™! it F b5 B B 8 5 CTTrack , H: R 4% 4%
FENE 2 iR . 1Z M 45 25 5 6 T Transformer ™ 945
P i A B T W 4% CTFormer , AR F BB R
HLH] ( Cross-Attention Mechanism , CAM ) ¥4 % — > faj 2.
HREIE BB 50 5 R A 45 (BECN) o &0 7E 4 # i f v
9 2 DX Jal 3 8 PRI M %) [) R, A S Hh 45 iz s ikt A
TE N R 2R XY SR M AAS .



Faok 4l

T B, IKREMN, 2 H % . 455 B Transformer (4 H b iR &2 5874 283

i -

Flatten

el

|

Classification

2 CTTrack WM& 4#
Fig.2 Structure of CTTrack network

CTTrack %4 5k 54N 45

D TR SR A SCIE ) CTFormer 265 (14 i
3B B, I R4S 3B B R A2 AT 1645 T
KA, 2400 SO E IR AR R AR A (A5 . R AR A%
AL RAE , A SC IR B X5 2 J2 FNEE 3 2 AR HE A T
PR & T

2) Flatten # £t | i 12 Flatten A5 B 3 2% & T /9 4%
B R ) 2 R GE B R . Flatten A ER B Sy 78R 1Y)
GRRZR 1< 1 AER, 8 R Syt 38 140256

3)FHIE B 3G 5 5 R A W o X 24 o S KR
HEATRAIE B3GR 5 RGNS A2y CAM B2 A
R AT B AR o A IR S I 1 2 R Y
AR AE PR IE S A PE 11 [] sh 4R A5 55 A0 i PE g o

4) AR PE R CAM B B 5 B AN 2 21
AR AL I A Rl 7 T o CAM A BR BE E AT 12 B e iy
B R AT R A R AT 4 R A R
g W= SRR R 2

5) sk M4, Hikit-5% DETR™ Bk fhi—4~
BRS T —AMHS L . B s —4
ReLU ¥ iif pR 800 22 J2 &GN 1L ( Multi-Layer Perceptron,,
MLP) 2l A% , X} EEASRRAE o] S E AT T . 320845 S T
BRI ) 1 ARG 5 S o R AL [l )5 43 S Fl 5
b BT 7E X 3R I — A0 AR A, IR FH 4328 29 S a3 25 25
A T M R BDEE T4 2845 40 Feden HOMEL 2 BT )5
O3 SN Fre 2 ME — K S As AR o BN Sk R H Anchor-
Free W , 56 4= 7 JE 56 50 TR A B a5 A, fiff S SC
2 1 19X 28 235 K6y T 7 3% o

K R B T S DETR ™ B35 25 01, R A
FrRifE ) — o058 SURAE R o 2640 ¢, = (1) Pl

Ly== > [ log,(p)+1 -y)log,(1-p)] (D)
i=1

Forp oy om0 iR B ELSEAR 48, 1 TS, 0 0
S5 p, AR BN S i REAS D AT SR ME R o [ml AR R
BRECR HT L1515 F GIOU ik iYLt 4 &, =0 (2)
F 7

N
Luy= Do Laoy (b b)+ 4, L, (b, )] (2)
i=1

b b FEAREE AT (30 FHE 3 b FR I — (L B2
FHE ; GIOU R I 2% A, 0 2; LI BRI REL A, HS.
2.1 CTFormer 8 FM%&

B AR 289 Tz W T H A R R 40 s A
Y AlexNet,GoogleNet ] ResNet'” & T I’ 4% —
B R A LR . I, BT s AR AR Y
FRAE R R A IREE S BAEEAEH HE, AN
SiamRPN++"" 1 ResNet” if F TR 51T 55 v, %Z [R
T P R 4% — L1 B 7F ResNet” |
H SR 4 Transformer' ™ 2544 1 VIT ' B 4 7E -G 40 2%
£ 45 b3R5 8 T ResNet iy P i, 1H 2 # & 1 11
SA L DL B N T IR ER AT S b . b B
Pl 25 N 45 B AR BE BUCRRAE (4 0 500 R L DX A O
AR H AR R BUR JZ 55 F i 35 BR34BT L
K ML . Transformer'™ K H K IE & K #1 8
PR, B R B 4 R AR AR, L, X S B R
Transformer "' 47 & B 25 & 0] LUAG 0 R #h 45
SbE It RS AN S . mEWRE RN,
Transformer "' P fig (1 58 KA AL 7E T H A5 2 5 Jin (1)
oy Ry =W NSRS W RS DTS (R 7 NI 5 S S
N FE A4 A A B Transformer ™ [ 4 3, AR SCBETT
4% 45 45 f Transformer ' YA B |, /iy 44 4 CTFormer,
LhEF I 3 s o

~

LT T e

B 3 CTFormert&iR45Hy

Fig.3 Structure of CTFormer module



284

Computer Engineering

R TR 202344 H 15 H

ZAEH 3 — 102 (LN) B FUZ (Conv) (£ 2K
HIAL(MLP) (B H{E R 72 (WMSA) A AL, Horbr X'
55RO [+ 2L BN D205,
xRS I+ )R . B R X (3)~K(6)
FTR

x'=Conv(LN(x"))+x' (3)
X =My, (LNE )+ £ (4
£ = Wy (LN 1)) 2 (5
X = My (LNGE )+ 21! (6)

fdi B 7 10 1 2 AR R Transformer' ™ i1 8 4
PER 4y A FERE F1 . Horb %3 1 3 0 IR A 1
RSP R 8By E O NITE /I EE N AN TFERER

HEAELHIHE R, BRABWHOEZE D LEGRER
W) — e 4 Ry R (H R 78 SE PR IR R AT 55 rh fiff
FH ey 383 B AR T 4 Jmy i B T A A0 R RS B 4
Ko YRGS BE I R AR SCHE Rt He A — A R AE L
& U B 42 5 i B ) 1 28 Transformer ™ B,
T 2 HR K A6 4 A C TFormer A B 5 FRUAY % Jin i
AR E O AT —ENE B E, fHAeE 0 EER
TIAAL R BR T 5 A2 1 P, 10 HL B 8 4R A5 & A T
e B R ARAE .

2 PVT!' #l Swin Transformer ™ {4 J2 % , Z< 3C[A]
FE R B A M2 N 45 19 )2 IR A0 45 1 b R 4%
CTFormer 4845 F5 W& 4 FTR .

Stage 1 Stage 2 ! Stage 3 Stage 4
= o o |1 o |
pucd CTFormer .8 CTFormer £ | CTFormer £ ! | CTFormer
e & Block g Block S Block g Block
i [ & ~
x2 x2 ; x8 X2
4 CTFormer M4 43

Fig.4 Structure of CTFormer network

CTFormer W% f 1R JZRFESEHUZ . CTFormer fk |
WAL JZ A, 508 44 B B, & B Bei) CTFormer 5
BRI B o 12,2,8421 o o IR 2 RHE SR B
f#i FH EfficientNetV2™"" R4 B AT 3 4~ B BOR B2 BUR 2 5
i, [ B 978 3% 12 22 B 3l T K 96, BB KOl 4 RRAE
o3 BRI AR 1/4

b Ak JZ A TR B0 2 4% T SRR, O VR R i 5E G
B N 24 KR R i M R Y B PSS R
i T 7y 4 9 e Bt o AN (] B B 11%) ) 4% 1% 38 3% 34 D /)~
18 I8 B T . #F ImageNetlk [ X%} CTFormer ¥
2% IEAT BN 25, Be 3K 45 83.1% 1Y Top<1 MWK | ik
8 ResNet-50'7 1 76.5% , J5 B2 92 5 45 3 T W % W 4%
BN E T IR EEAT S .

22 HEEEESES

Transformer " [ Z2.J2 G - 1% 45 ¥4 ) 12 1
T H AR B B2 48K, 40 STARK'™ | TrDiMP' ™! 25 14 i K
W 400 0 A R B R (BB ) G ) - i B 235 A
Do 26 3o W Ao, 2 R W K B T B B o DL L OE 4R Al
Mo B, THEAST A 2B RN LT A3
FI ] Transformer ™ i) ft # , 4 0 2% TransT ' 1Y 1%
I, ACE H Transformer™ ™ 25 44 vh 1155 BV 78 7 19348
Gyl AR 4y SRR AE . CAM BEE A 25 4 n 8] 5
i

XCAM

Add & LN

Multi-Head
Cross-Attention

5 HERANHIEREXY

Fig.5 Structure of cross-attention mechanism block

CAM B L AR 22 M iy AR 45 & 23k 0 i
& (Multi-Head Cross-Attention, MHCA ) . J4— 14k . T
Tt pet 22 P90 45 TR0 T I A 2 1), 4 A CAMBEER ) 33t
A= (7) A= (8) s

Xeaw = LN(Myyen (X + P X, +P )+ X,) n

X = INF ey (KXea )+ Xeaw) (8)
X, A A P, X, 97 1A B0 T
X, BT — 0 A PR X, B 25 (8] B 4 B
7 B 4 A 35 P O 5% pR B0 R . CAM B Bl i &2 3k
VR R IRAT B4y SR R I L A Bk 2 i
F A — AL 3R A5 0 45 5B 4 3 1 AR 23 SR AT X



Faok 4l

T B, IKREMN, 2 H % . 455 B Transformer (4 H b iR &2 5874 285

28 ik 2 AN PR AR 3 R — > ReL U P bR 2 1811
Tt A 28 0 6% 00 A 24 ) A8 46, D) 1 o A5 1Y 1) 3 IR g
I 2 R 25 E A — L AR AR R AR5 1
A 53 TRFE Xeayo

CAM IR A 28 SUAdE 43 5006 2 443 32 B FREAE A 7
W b HRRE B0 5 R AW XTRRE B R S
RGN 2 52 22 YR ICRE EL ) ) P B SRR AR [ Bl T
1 Bl CAM AR BE 15 24~ 4 S A AR | 3075 e 1z 4]
i R AE B3 5R 5 R A W 45, AH X T STARK!™ |
TrDIMP" ™' 5 52 6 U ZE B 11 Gt i - it 1t 25 44 LA AR 1)
T RN S AM A AAr S AE R T A
Bt 5 P A R AE A R AIG A B A TR A R R R
2.3 BHENIHTPEERXIENERER R

Zot Z R LI AR SR B R XA R/ X R
B AR A R OR R R m, BT B3k A0 TransT ' |
STARK''" 4 3 # — A XF H b ]~ [ 52 R A5 5
) 45 2R DXl A 2 131 e R 8 45 2R DX e ik A
PR PR R B AN O . FEBRERAE 55 H AR
1B SR ARSI H AR R LA 2L i R X
WL K, TRE S 2 Ty FERE SR .
R X BB /N, Y B bR iz shEt S H AR AT g
B L G R BR R o B XX — a8, AR SCHR A
i L1z B AL T B0 A R DX S IR RO R . AR
SCRE WG 4 R DXCUBOR A&l 3, R AT R O AR
FESE SR BFR A LB (X oy )N Vi WX pias Vioa I
(X 30V ies )N (X goyina )o FHAR 2 A0 A5 0 22 1) 11 53
RN (9)~FeC12) iR

(Ax, Ay )=(xy=x [y =YD (9
(Axy, Ay, )= X =X | [ Y2 =i D (100
(Axs, Ay )=(%s =X b Y=Y D (1D
(Axy, Ay ) =% = X5 L Yis=Yis D (12)

I T AT x ANy Filiz B B A B ORME,
A (13)~x(16) 7w -

d,=max(Ax,,Ay,) (13)
d,=max(Ax,,Ay,) (14>
d,=max(Ax;,Ay,) ¢15)
d,=max(Ax,,Ay,) (16)

M3 4 A~ M1 4B B3 iz h B 2 e kMl d, o d, d,
d, A8 2 DX ) R R A s o it 2 S B 3
AR A B R XU KA S s Ml d, d, . d, . d, 1)
KFR, X 17)FR
4,d,,d,dy,d,>25
s=12.5,d,.d,.d,,d, <18 (n
3, He
T L S5 R S O IE 2 R W A X R 8 R X
IR ARS8 B SR e EL A S A B P L i L BE A8 U2 KR
S H R BSOS A EE 1) Padding 34 , A0 4 2

3 KREERSW

3.1 SRS
ARSI A T I i B4R 358 4 Ubuntu20.04

PyTorchl.7.1.Python3.8.8, i {4 fi & & Intel” Xeon”
Platinum 8163 CPU #l GeForce RTX™ 3090 GPU x8.,
P I FETE RTX 3060 FiEAT .

T i T M 2 I ko B, AR SCHE ImageNetlk
b ffi H PyTorch & & T. H. Apex #F 1755 5 , 45 & 14 ot
F1IE )k 56 W&, 5% AdamW 1 4k 2% 1 25 300 4> JH
W . A % E batch size N 128, ¥ M KN
0.001, ¥R F A 5% R IR A 4 25 3 R i T 45 7648
280 ™ i J Zc A Pk RE Ak B AR AT, 3R 45 83.1% 1Y Top-1
HER

Xt A R O 25 Y1 it B, A SCHE GOT-10k™
LaSOT?'.. .COCO'®' TrackingNet > 4 /~3d F (19 H #7 ER
ERACHR A T TN 2R, JT R FHBEAILRAE AR 460 5w A 1
YIZAEAN S ZRBY R R 53 3 i A SR R 128
128 (13 W R IG5y S5 A RSN 256%256 18 % . &
T T R E N le-5, Hih S8 ) R E R
le—4, % F 54 28048 117 ( Distributed Data Paralle,
DDP) i#47 BtL £ K I 2% , 51 GPU ¥ batch size 1% &
9 50, A R VI 2R 400 000 % 15, F 114k 120 4 JH
99, 7E 55 70D F 5 2 2 SO0 0.1
3.2 ZERAW

A S BB A ST S R S IR FAR R IUL R
B & ¥ (STARK' | TransT''*' | TrDiMP''?' | Siam
R-CNN™ | PrDiMP50*! Ocean™ . DIMP50" |
SiamRPN++°" | ATOM ™) ¥ 17 % 1 5 & & 43 #r , LA
BRIk M BE
3.2.1 wEHath

Ry B IE L B P RE L £ X OTB2015" %l 4
H a7 3 Bk G E e T e e S A R 6
B s (R 6 ROR W BP0 T /2 ) B W HTML W) .
55 A~4 5 ) PR E PR R TR L B AR RS Ok

MR AL

— HEIRENE  — A
Ble AEE XTI LR

Fig.6 Prediction results comparison among

TransT === ATOM

different algorithms



286 Computer Engineering

R TR 202344 H 15 H

& 6 H 2T o s v AE Ol LS bR T AE B R TR AE
WA LA CTFormer 1Y T HE | F0030 AE 55 B S bR
HE s 0T, A R v R 2 R O R R A

D5 TP 7258 LA 5055 277 b, 24
B BT, TransT 535 RS H A5, 7655
475 Wi Y T FR S H AR B E R X6 A
PR P S BUR S H IR, X RN
SR X b B R I A RUR AR X I TR BT
Y5 H bR R B 7R 38 &R X8, BT 2 B R AE
NARDHTIYS BER, FEERE AR, UE T
AT R B 25 1 A 2R X IR s A R -

2) HARBERY PR AR, 7255 2 A7 F 90465 733 ik, 24 H
BRI , Trans T ' B0k BRERES IR . 7055 1 289 i
2 R AR T P R, X b Ak BRSO A,
EUERAHE L B AR, 551356 ik, 24 HbR9 R4+
YL PE I, ATOM ) B0k BR R 5, 7 b i R v AR S
Bk —HAREE T H bR AR E IR . R RO LR
DARBURFAE 19 R IR RE AN 2, JCEE MR 4 E A5 1035 20
TIE 52 J3 R A IR BB, 0 1T 00 D AR S T ) i TR 46 4
TIE 3R A 1 5k ) 245 $2 TRURFAE 19 2635 B ) 12 8 0%

3) G RRAR PR AR , AR 34T IR A AT LA . g
Y R & A2 AR AR %o B A R O 48 2N [
(RIRRAR e 25 45 b BR R TEERS | T AR SCH VAR e PR R
Tk B A ST 4R 0 445 45 BB 4R AiF EL A B 17 6 e

4)EBAPRE , S 4155 ATLIE S 24 H br
KA RSO A, X B g B S HE GRS AR B B
B 235 AR A HEAT A A5OSR A ST HE o K LR B
AR, 5 3 24 S AL T Z ek B0 ATOM ™ 4407 R
FEER

B DL 4 T Bk E PR A9 R EE, 3R A 56 e
AR SO WA ROHE O 6 UE AR SR 0 RS A Kk
YET — .

3.2.2 ZEEOM

Sk S JI0 FE 43 b U B AR SCRELR O BOPE L FE AN
FEIEE T KA e R IR, H7E GOT-10k™
B FEF TR SR . GOT-10k'™ 355 2 & Pk AR e
BET LT 10 000 2 4% LS A58 i ML R BRI 563
) B 150 TASF TAREHME . GOT-10k™ & H
B R B B — A TR B, DLOE 24 5 B B (Average
Overlap, AO) Fl i 31 %% ( Success Rate, SR ) 1f A (1)
TR 48R o 388 BRI R AR SO AE GOT-10K2Y L #E17
WF5 HAb BT R H , AR HE IS BN 7 s .

75.0 -
725 F CTTrack ¢ TTrack-Tiny
STARK
700 | 0
< TrDiMP ?
< L &
% 075 FSiamR-CNN 7 40
B PrDIMP50
g 65.0 TransT
L Ocean
o
60.0 |
55k DiMP50
55.0 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 100 20 30 40 50 60

BB /(s
B7 AREEEEGOT-10kBFEE LW FHERELL
Fig.7 Average overall comparison among different

algorithms on GOT-10k dataset

TEEI 7, CTTrack i A< SCHY LA R4S , CTTrack-
Tiny AT 2K CAM @il & B R 8 RAS . A SOk
FLRE A (-2 B2 FE (AO) A 3] 70.3% , 48 F 24 1 &
WA STARK!Y #2755 1.5 A 40 5., e TransT'
I TrDIMP™™ 45 55 24 3.2 & 43 4, 3 %F T Ocean,
PrDiMP50 ., Siam R-CNN 5. 12 3% 34 £2 55 1 5~10 17 43
B BUS TR ROCR . 7R BRER T T I, AR SCUT R Y
SR A LA 43 Mit/s 1S53 Mot/s 114 AR ER H RGBT
v, BA BRI S . 78 GOT-10k £ i 4 A [R5
R PEREXT EL an R 1 s, A R R B I B S

x1 AEAHEZEEGOT-10kHEE FHyiEEERTLE

Table 1 Performance comparison among different

algorithms on GOT-10k dataset %
XS AO SR, 5, SR,
SiamRPN++ 51.7 61.6 32.5
DiMP50 61.1 71.7 49.2
Ocean 61.1 72.1 47.3
PrDiMP50 63.4 73.8 54.3
Siam R-CNN 64.9 72.8 59.7
TrDiMP 67.1 77.7 58.3
TransT 67.1 76.8 60.9
STARK 68.8 78.1 64.1
CTTrack-Tiny 69.6 80.6 61.9
CTTrack 70.3 80.3 63.9
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Table 2 Evaluation indicators comparison among

different algorithms on LaSOT dataset %
(7S AUC P
SiamRPN++ 49.6 56.9
ATOM 51.5 57.6
Ocean 56.0 65.1
DiMP50 56.9 65.0
PrDiMP50 59.8 68.8
TrDiMP 63.9 —
Siam R-CNN 64.8 72.2
TransT 64.9 73.8
STARK 67.1 77.0
CTTrack-Tiny 65.2 75.0
CTTrack 66.8 76.1
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Table 3 Evaluation indicators comparison among

different algorithms on TrackingNet dataset %

Wik AUC P
ATOM 70.3 77.1
SiamRPN++ 73.3 80.0
DiMP50 74.0 80.1
PrDiMP50 75.8 81.6
TrDiMP 78.4 83.3
Siam R-CNN 81.2 85.4
TransT 81.4 86.7
STARK 82.0 86.9
CTTrack-Tiny 81.5 87.3
CTTrack 82.1 87.2
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Fig.8 Evaluation indicators comparison among different algorithms on UAV123 dataset
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Table 4 Evaluation indicators comparisonamong

different algorithms on OTB2015 and NES dataset %
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STT:::TK Zi:; Ziii CTFormer ECN AAS ResNet-50 itcc(;irr' AO/% Eﬁ:%,ﬁf/
PrDiMP50 69.6 63.5 v 46.6 66
DiMP50 68.4 61.8 v 61.0 63
ATOM 66.9 58.4 v 66.1 30
SiamRPN++ 68.7 57.1 Y Y 66.6 33
AR 70.1 66.3 Y 65.8 45
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