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Edge-based wildlife monitoring and tracking method using an
improved YOLOv8 model

Zhang Xingqi Yang Keran Liu Jinjiang Gong Qingchao Xie Yonghua

(School of Computer Science and Control Engineering, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China)

Abstract: This study presents a lightweight multi-object detection and tracking system tailored for intelligent wildlife
monitoring under complex field conditions. To handle background interference, occlusion and limited edge-computing
resources, the proposed framework integrates an improved YOLOv8 with ByteTrack. A global attention mechanism
(GAM) enhances feature focus and noise suppression, while a lightweight YOLO-based tracking backbone (L.-
YOLOTrack) reduces model complexity and supports real-time deployment. In the tracking stage. a structure-aware
calibration loss (SCALoss) improves localization under occlusion and an enhanced extended Kalman filter (EKF) with
adaptive noise adjustment strengthens trajectory continuity under nonlinear motion. Experiments on a wildlife dataset
show that mAP@ 0. 5-0. 95 increases from 40.1% to 45.7% , multiple object tracking accuracy (MOTA) rises by
14.3%, and parameters decrease by 9.3%. The results demonstrate that the proposed system achieves higher

detection accuracy and tracking robustness, offering an efficient and reliable solution for wildlife monitoring.
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T A S, B T AL GE 9 3 2k TSR I R 5 TR e E IR 4
AT A 55 W00 17 By AT AF R AR ST A . Hidp YOLO
(you only look once) Z& #1735 H H bz I 451 355 & B
S, Hh Ultralyties & A6 B9 YOLOvS 76 2809 1 1k L U1l 25 7
5 24T 55 R b ok W olalt R OR AR R 2 —,
BIAE S B 6 00 B A g W Wi g R AT A A
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2 HE % BT A Bl AR 4R R0 R R T2 Bl i i) A RE
AR5 5] KRS H AR RS X 2 ] 1 ] 2
TG B I AR Gy SERRALRE .

i N RS R TS TR PR H RN T 2 A
2k E T M4 (lightweight YOLO-based tracking
backbone, L-YOLOTrack) 5 U aEHHe, LL J2 1 [ /N B A5
R P Bt X PR B A WO T vk . X T IR AR SR A R &
BOAR AN 7 38 B B (floating point operations, FLOPs)
[FIEF S AT R PR A A A B2 S B R MR e . I 4R R 53R 5 5%
UERF ST W], B X0 30 2% 35 45 MR HUAL 03 5 2 URAL R AE 1
R A2 ST R ST s o A A U A R AR

TERE AR & £ 4 |, 51 A E J1 Ml Hl Cattention
mechanism, AM) , Ji H J& 3 16 -5 [ 56 A 19 4 Jm) v = 1 L
il (global attention mechanism, GAM) & #{ UF 5E fig i & #¢
e BT S A1 5 X BR AR AE Y 3R AR 5 R BE T M
FETE/N BAR SR B AR AR R A R R
SRBETHLG, MG BEESAEN - £
ek,

e H bR BR 5 T, 2 G T R /R 2 U8 i (Kalman
filter, KF) 5 &) 27 #] 5% 7% (hungarian algorithm, HA) [ i
P ¢k S A BR B (simple online and realtime tracking,
SORT) K H Bt 1) DeepSORT #£ % H b5 . £ 5 4k 42
BEY RS RAPIEEAS U, AR L B
PES P, W ByteTrack #2 H B “ 3¢ Bt B & A I #E 7 3% m&
(bytetrack, ByteTrack) A K Wil o0y £k HE e 580 35 7 VK 2 1%
R H AR AL PR L Pk BT Uy AR T W S R, R4S
& FE R IZ B U 5 T 5845 OCHE SR Mg B 6 G AU T Ah 7 5
1 PR R AR e T

ET LRI NH RS A 0. A YOLOVS fERRF
i G THT o 0 % 3 A 00 B R B E - 5L ST GAM, B4
BORUAE S 2095 5 TR T M RR AR 0 38 5 IR AR R 5 ok, it
L-YOLOTrack, LA KR REAR 1155 52 Z% B, 52 BLMG B8 15 0%
PP A 5 P 0K, 5 1A G50 IR R0 A v 3 2% BRI (structure-
aware calibration loss,SCALoss) , i i3 filt A JLa] 2% #4 29 3
STV H b5 0430 FHE E LR BE s R n L DI A MG T R R
IR & JE P (extended Kalman filter, EKF) , DL 34 5 X 4 2k 4
BN I8 ZHUIE T Y 0 L A R0 D B W E 5 H AR I
BHL.
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1) B3GR 4

AT 54508 P AR 308 B2 24 T 14 SR L BB A1 R AL e B K30 4
iWildCam 2020 FlZ 08 2E (1) 5 11 3y th 5 20 s ot R
SRS AL I o i R A AR, S RO H b, B
SERGE T 2 BE (Ursus thibetanus) |\ % Jb € (Panthera tigris
altaica) B %% (Sus scrofa) & (Canis lupus) 4 Fh H A 1% %
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P H R ZRE NI RS, SR m S 4 728 5K
FAER PG #3205 27 BB AN R B H 4 09 B RO A
BE(MP4 %20 BRI 1 R . A RS G B
MWidy HA 1 920X 1 080 pixels (78520 BEK . $ds R HE 0t
() 5 B 7 25 2019—2025 4F , BR800 25 18 47 AR MK L L M B bR
S5 My S5 22 B0 ML AU 2 Hh L LA SR AR R 1 I8 8 92 1L Ak
YR REAR AN T . JBAE 1 421 sk/8 Br LA, A AL R
1105 3% /7 BEWLS, B9 5% 1 250 5K /6 BEOLA . I8 952 3K /6 Bk
PSR, AU B YK 2 45 s, 2 SR RE U Sk B U S0
8 630 K, 5 A RIRIL (R 44 BN 25 5 A L A
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Fig. 1 Dataset
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AWEFE AT X-AnyLabeling #1 i T2 8 2 3 )
BEARTE . bR A . i AR N RO PR AR BB it G H
PRAS AR HE AT I 11 FRE NG 404 T G AR (9 b5 3 75 1] dn
Bl 2 Bi7s) o BRTE A BEIE LA R 0 . 1 SHE K I A H AR
AT DL 5 X B 4 AR 1 HE AT DL DX 5 X733 Wi B 5
BERER/ B/ H AR . A bR TE 1R B 3 KIAR fE Pascal VOC
e A7 A2 ) XML ST 800 SO 58 38 4% HAR R 1 L3
FURE A R M BB R 255 8

2 X-AnyLabeling ¥5 E £0405 5
Fig. 2 The X-AnyLabeling annotated dataset
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CSPDarknet53 Jy &t i 1 51 A B85 B BEHB 43 45 #) (cross
stage partial, CSP) %0 % fift B B 0 S OF /b S 8 i, 45 &
e 2 1] 4 738 b fk (spatial pyramid pooling fast, SPPF)
T 22 FROBEFRAE$2 I, I DL B A28 R & 0 246 30 ik R AT 4 7 3
B Z RERAEE U, YOLOV6 Ay 56 6 28 il 78 T I 45
ik SR 45 14 25 S 500k 48 THERAE 3858 L 4 B0 5% 4 Ol i B
F4y 5[] Y S MRS DU Sk 43 288 5 [ 01 3 8 LA B T V0 28
UL YOLOVT slad 97 e i 32 R A W4 32 THR B 53
B LETNR P 45 1) [R] B OR 48 R AP 6 B A3, O R S 806
FRLESE BB B 2 4 25 M 6 O Bt — 45 AR L 3 A
RO YOLOvS AR T A I 7 X /Y 35 7 A8, I e 4l
HE {85 fb I R R » C2f AR B3l 2 B =F & 11 15 J2 748 B2 484 o
RS 545 B0 IR A AE A ey X B #2500 B b5
Tl fU5 RE R RRE 225K A8 dean AR 4R TH 2 596,
B % i — & &k B, YOLOv9, YOLOv1O, YOLOvI1 5
YOLOv12 fE YOLOvS8 #J Anchor-Free #1385 2 2 all | 4%
LA S50 5 5 B ALH . YOLOvY 5l AT X m s
TR A W% 3 T 45 k0 R AT g AR A B, DL SP A A
W SHHE R B AE 1 YOLOvVI0 38 3 35 3 o 46 ) sk 5 4%
HALANE R R A TR A YOLOVLT 7 3k b
b B RRAE SR A B AR T B AR, B AR 4 T R T LR TR
B bR S M YOLOVI2 Wit — % & 2 R
Transformer FFAE #EAL 5 & 4000 NMS i B 5K W5, £2 T4 460
—HPE SRz At A X RROA A ARG B L e 4R
1R AR R A 2 RN O PG , AfE BE R T R R R T
ERFEZWM D g4 LLHERBN, Z5KF,
YOLOv8 e FER0R (G548 55 1t A1 6 52 4% B AR 138 1 P
FTERIMGE N R EP AN 0 G i £ b 1% e A50RR A I B4 7
filt s 2 A6 FRAE 3235 B Ak I £ b 3 GZ B B0 | Y
— AR T A

Y RN 0D Olls = BYi

NT BB ARIRA YOLO #RI7E i 2t 5 3 5
THYZES PERE. AR XA YOLOv5n, YOLOv6n, YOLOv7n,
YOLOv8n.YOLOv10n,YOLOvI1n.YOLOvI2n #47 T &
FEXT L. 5 R0 Sk & (E 58 T AN 5 DI AR O IR AR
RRE AR S s DGR T S T R BE SR RE Y
{8 (mean average precision, mAP) 5 # 3 i & (frames per
second, FPS) &5 S B PR FR

ME 1R, YOLOv6n ¥ B mAP@O0. 5-0. 95 &&= N
51.2% H A P (FE bs = 1.bs = 32 W} FPS 43 % & 802 Al
1234 fps).fH 11. 1 GFLOPs #l 4. 3X 10° S0 1 4315
B & 8 Ks YOLOv7n K & K B (49.9%) #1
13.7 GFLOPs Fl 6. 2X10" S i 32 I ; YOLOv5n e
(4.5 GFLOPs.,1. 9X10° B0 3 & 1] W (fE bs =1.bs =
32 i} FPS 235} 602 11 735 fps) , (EKE BE AR L (45. 7%,
YOLOv8n 7E 8.7 GFLOPs.3.2 X 10" 24 F mAP@O0. 5-
0. 95 53k 40. 3% IR R A 1k (£ bs =1.bs =32 B} FPS
43518 630 1 875 fps) A TR b M ERE. MHZT,
YOLOv10-12 lAYEAEE LA YOLOvSn (X E 4 1% ~
2% R SR T R B 8 HI R 2 T %, B FPS(hs =D 4y
I 590,565 fps i — 5 FEALE 530 fps, H B EAMF
YOLOv8n ] 630 fps . ANFI F 3 215 45 | S Wl i) 75 5K 5
[7] s 235 4 1)1 2 5 W A7 A b ik A B B, TR S
B ST MBS E RS AN KRR
YOLOV8 F/E AT 4, Z-Ah VU 5 %X 3
18 H5 . YOLOvSn 75 i ik 5 P g7 5 - R, Bod &
VERAS SC 10 v A6 I 45 R B R 40 Iy 3 AR R, ok
YOLOv8n N J5 22 1t fb % ffi, 42 1 — # YOLOv8 5
ByteTrack it i L 2 HAr i I 5 ER EF R 5, WA 3
FT7R

#®1 YOLO #EEIXfLE

Table 1 YOLO model comparison
(RN S8 /(X 10%) GFLOPs mAP@0. 5-0.95/%  FPS (bs=1)/fps FPS (hs=32)/Ips
YOLOv5n 1.9 4.5 45.7 602 735
YOLOv6n 4.3 11.1 51. 2 802 1234
YOLOv7n 6.2 13.7 49.9 424 519
YOLOv8n 3.2 8.7 40. 3 630 875
YOLOv10n 2.3 6.7 41.5 590 810
YOLOvlln 2.6 6.5 42.0 565 780
YOLOv12n 2.6 6.5 42. 4 530 745
1.3 YOLOvS it 5k fe

D= S AL

TER 22 = MZ AR IR 24 YOLOvS 15 5 Wil e
HARRE ML TR H AR B R AE, 5 2 2= T . Nk
S — 7] B, AR S GAM™ S o 38 R T8 S AR AR
PR 56 T B 07 O R TH R AE R R B0 b R T S i

GAM e ph 38 38 7 5% 7 f 23S 8] 3 2 0 P40 R Ik 4
R < 3 3 R 7 A A KRR AE B S8 O 2 o AT A B2
MLP+ Sigmoid A A 38 A , DL oh 25 38 55 B A8 38 40
il MR A A SR R K 3% B 4 B+ Sigmoid
iy 2 R, R A E AR XL 38 A R 0 . X BE T A
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Fig. 3 Overall system block diagram

Y525 o] 4 B b X R AR R AT S AN A, S 4R T TR )
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2)L-YOLOTrack #&# ¥+

4 YOLOv8 78 B AR K AT 55 Hh 3= 80 A S i PR g
BIHFEAE T M4 SN FEATEERE SIS
B PE R EA R, XA BER 243 St o 3, 1T
B8 B0 B AR B A, I X TR AR B R R R R
THE BRI I 3 5 b S B A SE R AR EE, O R
G5 P i e R 3 5 6 O 39 4 A A AR SR, R SR T
L-YOLOTrack, HAZ.0 A A 4 iR,

—-{ Coan Coan Conv‘I

Tiny-
Transforme

Tiny-
Transror

Detection
results

Remction
results

F 4 L-YOLOTrack B#FT
Fig. 4 L-YOLOTrack lightweight backbone

A SR YOLOVS H i £ 43 3 C21/C3 e fijfk
Sy By S A T RS R C2f BT, FI 3 X 3 B~
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1X1 R 10 38 3 T 406 3R s, 7 A0 I A1 v T R AAE 5 1 T
AT R R R SRR 50 A AR 43 b 2 30 %6 Fil
3500 . K. H5JE SPPF AL BBk 5 CSP fil & & SPPF-
CSPC #i e, i it 8 38 5 5 5 J2 Bk 4 7 4R TR IR R ik
MR, RERRE RE BT CEBN I, EF Tihm
AR PR AR B 5] AR 8 Transformer 4 i 4% , 1%
1E 1/32 a3 [ R _F #E 47 Self-Attention iz 32, DL W50 4 5
JEAIRE 7 [F) I 3l B0 35 43 BF R AT H RO . IR A
3k (detection head) 5 # I l| 3k (re-identification head, Re-
ID head) R I A7 81, J W] — & T4 i1 R 00 43 3058
R R 5 H A 5T R H bR B 6y RALE , AN 3k e T
SRR

3)SCALoss 4 5 1i H

e B AR Z ) W 037 55 s B R TR I 95 43 28 B RS
D3 25 1Y Bk R A 4K Ht 3C JF e Cintersection over union,
ToUD ¥ LA SE B 31 5 AE 1) 8 v JL ) X 5% . oA 2 T 45 20 7 Ji
P REZARME G =T N2 e, A& S5l A
SCALoss, Hi%iH R [ Zheng 2 2 1 9 SCALoss
FEHE

SCALoss Hi P18 73 2 B . — 2 00 i1 35 & 45 2% Cside-
overlap loss, SO Loss) , il i X 15l 4E 5 F SCHE (1) 98 &
B DXIR2E S AL A AT, O AR T & B R A R I e 2 1 R B A
T AL L ToU 0 2% 7E 8 B SR B AR I H BB BEVH Ok —
JEAA S IE B 2K (corner distance loss,CD Loss) , @ &
T A 55 FLSCAE 4 AN A R IH — fR R IGHE B, e i Bt
HES SRS AIXF 5F . SO Loss Fl CD Loss M 414 itk 1
PRI 25 W B (4 Wig S5 3R B2, 38 W 35 3R T T H A E AL
J¥ . KA SCALoss HHEA N

Lsa = Lso+alep @D
R o HNEKF FEARLET P iE N 0.5,

4)ByteTrack FREFHEZL 119 EKF etk

SY LR Zh Y B br il R 2 I A A i JE M B SRR AE L 4
W5 K N | A s A R R O, X S R R Al H AR
B ZME LM B e R R R . 125t KF TS 3
BTN AR 5 A % A 4 1 BB AL 1 A 0 1 52 Bl TR A
JEA R, 5 i i B AR EE RS 1D 4515 B B B A F 4 () A, 4
K 5 iR AR BE5E LL ByteTrack 22 H b IR i HE 20 8 Ko il 12
SRS | SR | DG B | TE BT By AR AR R 2 M KF B
& EKF,

TEZHAEZE T, YOLOVS #2517 53 58 i s 4 H Ar 4G I
iy L FLHE K BAR S B L EKF AT 21 69 B bk 2
PEAT BAS TN 5 5 A AE S P 4 B 4 AR L
HEEE M A HE OC Bk BR T W Y 1 ByteTrack JBA 19 %
W 2 A T PG o k) 28 R S A T 2 R 5 D
ST B VE R BRI B  RT By — Bt S

Jf HEFXHZ 50 EKF 755 7% B A 3R B th AR 2 M AN 2 1Y
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Fig.5 Multiple object tracking

7] R, AR SO T I

(1) A 3d N M 7S PR LR . AR HE YOLOVS i i iy A il
BT RSN AS A LN M R A, AR e B
A, RAce =11 ¥ W E il ¢ A URIIIC P Y- DR C R (A
T UL X A 3 2 SR T 5 2 R R B DA R AR
T AL , LR m RS A TS . AL A R T T
T2 A8 E S TR 2% 4 Y A g

R EY BT, 7% EKF (NS ES
TR A LT b, 30 B R Ay AORR S ) A AR A AR
52 2 I AR 2t sh SRR L MO B SR T X 3l 4 PR R ) o
JE SEARAT Ay 4 T

2 XWESHR

2.1 ZTHEREMSHES

KFFEMAHETLE I — W& 16 GB RAENAF
(RAM) 5 NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3060 Laptop GPU #) T.
fEuh . TR GPU BA& S En % 2 FiR.

BOff ¥R 85 /2 45 Python 3.8.0, PyTorch 1.13.1,
CUDA 12.0, #8453 YOLOv8n(YOLOvVS f nano
IR A ) 1 Sy 2 il G I HE 48

o oAk BB B M A RS — F O E 640 X
640 pixels, MIEIRBIR BN 52, RA T 04

£2 GPUBEHMIK
Table 2 GPU hardware specifications

S HLAE
e NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3060 Laptop GPU
LR S 6 GB GDDR6
CUDA #1024k 3 840
Lt Ampere (GA106)
GPU i 3 45 % ~1.70 GHz (Boost)

Mosaic # 5% . MixUp . BEHLK P B35 2L & HSV (@R 2 [ 4
B iH H+0. 015, A S+o. 7. M Vo OWAE
B G SRR

YR ILHEFT 120 epoch, AL IE Adam., ¥ 4H 2% >
RYEE N 0. 001, HAEH 80 Hl 100 epoch WF % 0. 1 f% #EAT
FW, KD (Batch Size) B 256, A5 P AR & 1 56
b 9 (T U8 O A B 0. 5, ToU B N 0. 45, AL 3¢
I (Weight Decay) RZEH 5X10 ", BIAHHEE£HS:1:1
F E B 23 S N Gk A 30 TR B A 4R
2.2 EHrIERR

PEB 8 R FE A B (precision) 43 B Z (recall) \mAP,
TP iE B, & B R ER ME B % (higher order tracking
accuracy, HOTA) |, £ H b5 I8 & 4E 5 & (multiple object
tracking accuracy, MOTA) 5 & iy — M 48 45 (ID F1-
Score,IDF1) ,

1) Precision : ffif & 1 I Jky 1F #F A< v B IE O 1IE A A 1
H A

TP
TP+ FP

HoAr, TP (true positives) f& B IF ] 0, FP (false
positives) JE A& 1E B4 .
2) Recall . fiif 1t T4 1EFF A5 g (5 T0I 3 58 ) L il

TP
Recall - m ( 3 )

HH, FN(false negatives) & 15 i 51 51 ,

3 mAP: AR 2 255 PERE . 9 22001 AP W
HE.

AP i BA 2K IR B, S PR (Precision-Recall) i 2 T
1,

1
AP = J precision(r)dr €]

(2)

Precision =

mAP:iEAP, (5)
n -

BB — 1 ToU BRI 0. 5 B 4 46 T 20 S8 B, abt s 7T
E X mAP@O. 5.

13 i
mAP @0.5 = — > AP"* (6)
n o

Z LA ToU BIMEN GEHF M 0.5 F 0. 95.26K 0.05)
FBCOE, LIS E] mAP@O0. 5-0. 95

* 125 »



H49 % L L I S - S
AP @0, 50,55 — L3 Ap o . DIDFL: PEAR B G SR AIRRE 1D RS HE 5 4 [l 1 3
n = iR SR IS W

4)GFLOPs . i 12 452 70 {E B0 YK HIF [ 4k 24 vp iy 55 09 3 42
& BB 8 K L (GFLOPs) R B,

S5YHOTA:: PEAL B A7 R 51 5 BR 5 68 7, 38 2 & % T i
56 25 PR R AR DL L

Correct Matches
HOTA = Total Targets ®

6)MOTA T 2 H b BR B RS B (A R BH M TR 4R iR

2 « ID Precision — ID Recall
ID Precision + 1D Recall

EE N GBI EE 53 AR
k3 Fraagl AL MGl 38 & 1AL (squeeze-and-
25 [ M@ E B S E R 1 Bl
(convolutional block attention module, CBAM) | 4% & %% i
i & 7 WL Cefficient channel attention, ECA) 3k 5 7%

IDF1 = (10)

2.3

excitation, SE ) .

VEHL) . Mis(mismatch) iR VCHELEL, S GAM Xt B& . X EE 38 #5 S0 Precision, Recall, mAP@
MOTA =1—FP+ FN+ Mis 9 0.5-0.95,
xR3 FEHAMBLEHTEE

Table 3 Comparison of attention mechanism structures

b=k kil Precision/ % Recall/ % mAP®@0. 5-0. 95/ % GFLOPs SR/ (X10%)
YOLOvS8n (3££8) 78.0 65.7 40. 3 8.7 3.2
SE 79.5 66.0 40. 8 9.3 3.8
CBAM 80. 2 66. 3 41.0 9.4 3.9
ECA 80.5 66. 5 41. 2 8.9 3.4
GAM (A 30) 81.0 67.0 41.5 9.1 3.6

F 3 W RIR TR IR B 7 AL X A B 1 e RN AR R
WA, JELR YOLOVSn S5 M 3. 2X10° i+ &
8.7 GFLOPs,mAP@0. 5-0. 95 4 40.3% ., 5l A SE.CBAM
AECA ¥ 2 I HLEI G - S 80 FF 55 1 ¥4 r 3
mAP@0. 5-0. 95 4 HI 42 T+ 2 40. 8% .41. 0% M 41. 2%,
AL H) GAM FEEIHLEI S B 3. 6 X10° T
9.1 GFLOPs M % 4+ T, B T # & 1 Precision
(81.0%) Recall (67. 0%) Fil mAP@ 0. 5-0. 95(41.5%),

®4 BE

WO I AR B R AE FR K RE ST A M M e . SRR E L A
SCHIA B TE B I HLH BT R 08 7E 15 B 1 0 v 5 9 U Y [
B, A 2004 TS T e 28R
2.4 BEREREMBOIILLSH

WNFR 4 FTR N T PG S 8 25 FRES 1 % BF A= 3l 4 A )
R B RCR R IR . 7 YOLOV8n 5| A T A% 4
B g FL45 F) MobileNet V3, ShuffleNetV2, GhostNet
EfficientNet Lite SR#EF7 LB L H

KEREMITEE

Table 4 Comparison of lightweight convolution structures

R 25 R Precision/ % Recall/ % mAP@0. 5-0. 95/ % GFLOPs SR/ (X10%)
YOLOv8n (H:4R) 78.0 65. 7 40.1 8.7 3.2
MobileNetV3 79. 8 65. 8 40. 3 6.7 4.4
ShuffleNetV2 78. 4 65.7 10. 9 6.6 3.5
GhostNet 79.5 66. 0 11.0 6.2 3.1
EfficientNet Lite 80.0 66. 2 41. 2 6.0 3.0
L-YOLOTrack (4 3) 80. 2 66. 1 41.4 6.5 2.8

T4 BT Z MR RS G TE AR KT 5 BT R A A A kAR IO ARG T

BRI, H2E YOLOvSn BRI S 4 3.2 X 10°, T4 4
8.7 GFLOPs,mAP@0. 5-0. 95 2 40. 1%, F Mg g1b4k
4 B MobileNetV3. ShuffleNetV2. GhostNet F EfficientNet
Lite 7EU/D T8 2 A 2 808 (19 R I, 35 ST B0 T R W) 22 0 Y
HREIE T . mAP@0. 5-0. 95 fe ik El 41. 2% . AN
L-YOLOTrack #8Ii#t— 25 R 45 S50 % 2. 8 X 10°, I 5B &
9 6.5 GFLOPs, U5 # /= mAP@0. 5-0. 95 4 41. 4% . &
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Table 5 Comparison of loss functions

LA 24 Precision/ % Recall/ % mAP@0. 5-0. 95/ % GFLOPs SR/ (X10%)
YOLOvS8n (F£8) 78.0 65.7 40. 1 8.7 3.2
DIoU 78.5 66. 1 40. 4 8.7 3.2
CloU 79.0 66. 4 40. 6 8.7 3.2
oLIoU 81.3 66. 7 41.3 8.7 3.2
LGIoU 81. 4 68.5 41.7 8.7 3.2
SCALoss (A3 82.3 69. 4 42.0 8.7 3.2

40.6%. FIA oLIoU Ml LGIoU #k— & TF P fiE. mAP@ 5ol ZKF 51.2%

0.5-0. 95 43 Wk 3 41. 3% F1 41. 7% , [6] i Recall o, 5, 5 1%
i, ASSCHRE B SCALoss FEAR R & S E AN
R R, S T &% 5 B9 Precision (82.3%) ., Recall
(69. 4 Y F1 mAP@0. 5-0. 95(42. 0%, 7 WL iZ 1 2% ok £ A 3%
B TR D (A T R
2.6 EKF BRES

WME 6 fron, i T B B EKF 762 H br i
PERE E IR T AR SO R4 KF 5 etk EKF 78 HOTA,
MOTA.IDF13 T3¢ 8 8 45 _F#F 47 X% L. 2ilk i) EKF 7%
X3 TR AR LI BEHEEL T A W W AR T AT IR R T Bk
R A R

M 6 7l LLFE H, EKF £ HOTA (45.3%) . MOTA
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Fig. 6 Performance comparison of EKF
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41.5% . RAREAE T4 L-YOLOTrack 78 /02 %4
EAHEENRMN . B mAP@O. 5-0. 95 &I+ & 41. 4%,
& B FL 2 A e s RO R RE T L R R, E—
M H . SCALoss 1 25 bR KM 51 A 3 58 TF T R TUORY 2,
mAP@0. 5-0. 95 X $] 42. 0%, A& A FIBE G AL T PE fE
Frgei g, b GAM 5 SCALoss B4 B mAP@0. 5-
0.95 K F| 43. 1%, M AFE AL G HY FullModel SEHL T 5%
B mAP @ 0. 5-0. 95 (45. 7%) . /& Precision (85.0%) 5
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Table 6 Ablation experiment on detection performance

BT e Precision/ % Recall/ % mAP@0. 5-0. 95 GFLOPs SRR/ (X10%)
Baseline(YOLOv8n) 78.0 65.7 40. 1 8.7 3.2
+GAM 80. 5 67.0 41.5 9.1 3.6
+L-YOLOTrack 79.8 66. 2 41. 4 6.5 2.8
+SCALoss 82.3 69. 4 42.0 8.7 3.2
+GAM~+L-YOLOTrack 83.2 70. 2 42.3 7.1 2.8
+GAM+SCALoss 84.0 70. 6 43.1 9.5 3.6
+L-YOLOTrack+ SCALoss 83.0 68. 8 42.5 7.3 3.2
FullModel 85.0 71.3 45.7 7.2 2.9
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Table 7 Tracking performance comparison experiment

(%)

R R L HOTA MOTA IDF1
2k KF R AE 42 37.8 36. 5 47.1
et EKF B HE 42 59.8 56.3 52.7

(+EKF) , 3 A 58 44 B DU A R SR 647 X
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Table 8 Comprehensive performance comparison

" . SHa/

T Precision/%  Recall/% mAP@O0. 5-0.95/% GFLOPs (X10%) MOTA/% IDF1/% HOTA/%
YOLOv8n 78.0 65.7 40. 1 8.7 3.2 52.3 48.9 45.6
RT-DETR 81.6 67.9 43.5 60.0 20.0 55.7 52.4 48. 6

DINOv2 83.1 68.5 44.9 69.0 21.0 57.4 53.8 50. 2
YOLOv10n 81.8 68.9 44. 3 6.7 2.3 56. 1 52.6 49. 3
AR SRR 82.5 69. 4 45.7 7.2 2.9 59. 8 56. 3 52.7
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Fig. 7 Detection result
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