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Estimating the Static Parameters in Linear Gaussian
Multiple Target Tracking Models

Sinan Yildinnt-?, Lan Jian§, Sumeetpal S. SinghTom Dean

Abstract—We present both offline and online maximum like- problem. Among the main approaches are the Multiple Hy-
lihood estimation (MLE) techniques for inferring the static pothesis Tracking (MHT) algorithm [22] and the probabitist
parameters of a multiple target tracking (MTT) model with \y1 (PMHT) variant [26], the joint probabilistic data asso-
linear Gaussian dynamics. We present the batch and online . . . . s .
versions of the expectation-maximisation (EM) algorithm or C|at|qn filter (‘]P_DAF) [L, 2], apd the probability hypothesi
short and long data sets respectively, and we show how Monte density (PHD) filter([15, 24]. With the advancement of Monte
Carlo approximations of these methods can be implemented. Carlo methodology, sequential Monte Carlo (SMC) (or p&etic
Performance is assessed in numerical examples using simtdel  filtering) and Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods
dat_a fo_r various scen_arios and a comparison with a Bayesian have been applied to the MTT problem, e.g. SMC and MCMC
estimation procedure is also provided. implementations of JPDA [14, 19], SMC implementations of

the MHT and PMHT [[20| 27], and PHD filter [28, 129,132].
|. INTRODUCTION Compared to the huge amount of work on developing track-

The multiple target tracking (MTT) problem concerns théd algorithms, the problem of estimating the static partense
analysis of data from multiple moving objects which are paff the tracking model has been largely neglected, although
tially observed in noise to extract accurate motion trajges. it is rarely the case that these parameters are known. Some
The MTT framework has been traditionally applied to solvéxceptions include the work of Storlie et al. [25] where they
surveillance problems but more recently there has beerge sugxtended the MHT algorithm to simultaneously estimate the
of interest in Biological Signal Processing, e.g. see [34]. Parameters of the MTT model. A full Bayesian approach for

The MTT framework is comprised of the following ingre-estimating the model parameters using MCMC was presented
dients. A set of multiple independent targets moving in tH8 Yoon and Singh1[34]. Singh et all _[23] presented an
surveillance region in a Markov fashion. The number of teggeapproximated maximum likelihood method derived by using
varies over time due to departure of existing targets (knovnPoisson approximation for the posterior distribution fué t
as death) and the arrival of new targets (known as birtﬂ)i_dden targets which is also central to the derivation of PHD
The initial number of targets are unknown and the maximufffter in Mahler [15]. Additionally, versions of PHD and
number of targets present at any given time is unrestricted. Cardinalised PHD (CPHD) filters that can learn the clutter
each time each target may generate an observation which & and detection profile while filtering are proposed_in][16
noisy record of itsstate Targets that do not generate observa- In this paper, we present maximum likelihood estimation
tions are said to be undetected at that time. Additiondilgre (MLE) algorithms to inferall the static parameters of the MTT
may be spurious observations generated which are unrelgf@del when the individual targets move according to a linear
to targets (known as clutter). The observation set at each tjGaussian state-space model and when the target generated
is the collection of all target generated and false measemésn Observations are linear functions of the target state poedl
recorded at that time, but without any information on thwith additive Gaussian noise; we will henceforth call this
origin or association of the measurements. False meastidinear Gaussian MTT model. We maximise the likelihood
ments, unknown origin of recorded measurements, undeteciénction using the expectation-maximisation (EM) aldumit
targets and a time varying number of targets render the t8kd We present both online and batch EM algorithms. For a
of extracting the motion trajectory of the underlying tamye linear Gaussian MTT model we are able to present the exact

from the observation record, which is known tmacking in recursions for updating static parameter estimate. To és¢ b
the literature, a highly challenging problem. of our knowledge, this is a novel development in the target

There is a large body of work on the development dfacking field. We stress though that these recursions dre no

a|gorithms for tracking mu|tip|e moving targets. These apriOUS by virtue of the model being linear Gaussian. This
gorithms can be categorised by how they handle the databecause the MTT model allows for false measurements,

association (or unknown origin of recorded measurement§)known origin of recorded measurements, undetectedttarge
and a time varying number of targets with unknown birth
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we have to resort to approximation schemes that focus the [I. MULTIPLE TARGET TRACKING MODEL
computation in the expectation(E)-step of the EM algorghm
on the most likely associations; that is, we approximate th
E-step with a Monte Carlo method. For this we employ bot
SMC and MCMC which give rise to the following d|fferentat time ¢ to be the random variableX, € ¥ ¢ R% and

MLE algorithms: ) _ ) Y; € ¥ c R% respectively. The statistical model most

+ SMC-EM and MCMC-EM algorithms for offline estima- commonly used for the evolution of a target and its observa-

tion; and . o tions {X;,Y;},>1 is the hidden Markov model (HMM). In a

« SMC online EM for online estimation. HMM, it is assumed thaf X, },., is a hidden Markov process
We implement these three algorithms for simulated exampl@th initial and transition probability densities,, and f,
under various tracking scenarios and provide recommestuiati respectively, andY;},-, is the observation process with the
for the practitioner on which one is to be preferred. conditional observation density,, i.e.

The EM algorithms we present in this paper can be imple-
mented with any Monte-Carlo scheme for inferring the target X1 ~ ty(+),  Xe| (X101 = @1:0-1) ~ fy([we-1) )
states in MTT and reducing the errors in the approximation y;| ({Xi =i}y {Yi = yi}i#) ~ go(-|2).
of the E-step can only be beneficial to the EM parameter
estimates. We do not fully explore the use of the various MonHere the densitieg,,, f,, and g, are parametrised by a real
Carlo target tracking algorithms that have been proposedvalued vectory) € ¥ C R?%. In this paper, we consider a
the literature and instead focus on the following two. Whegpecific type of HMM, the Gaussian linear state-space model
using SMC to approximate the E-step, we compute the (GLSSM), which can be specified as
best assignments [[18] as the sequential proposal scheme of , ,
the particle filter. ThisL-best assignments approached has #u (%) = N(w; 1, %), fy(a'|z) = N(2'; Fz, W), @
appeared previously in the literature in the context ofKirag, gy (ylz) = N(y; Gz, V).
e.g. see Cox and Millet_[6], Danchick and Newnam [7], N%/

Consider first asingletarget tracking model where a moving
%ject (or target) is observed when it traverses in a suaveié
gion. We define the target state and the noisy observation

et al. [19]. The MCMC algorithm we use for the E-step is thi/"ere N(z;p, Z) denotes the probability density function

MCMC-DA algorithm proposed for target tracking in Oh et allo’ th_e mulUvana’Fe normal distribution with meap and
[20]. For further assessment/comparison of the EM algorith covariancey. In this casey = (i, X, I, G, W’.V)' :
we also implement a full Bayesian estimation approach which!n @ MTT model, the state and the observation at each time
is essentially a Gibbs like sampler for estimating the stagt > 1) are random finite setsf; = (Xi1, X2, "Xt=Kt"_)
parameters that alternates between sampling the tardes std"d Y¢ = (Ye1,Yiz, ..., Yy gy ). Here each element &, is

and static parameter. Note that the Bayesian approach is it State of an individual target and elementsYof are the
novel and as it been proposed by Yoon and Singh [34]. It stinct measurements of these targets at timéhe number

implemented in this work for the purpose of comparison with targetst. underdslurvglllan(;]e changflals over time due to
the MLE techniques. targets entering and leaving the surveillance regionX,

The remainder of the paper is organised as follows. ﬁVOIVeS 00X+, as follows: with probabilityp, each target

Section[l, we describe the MTT model and formulate th&™* ‘s_urvive_s’ and is disp!ace_d Qccording o the state tf"’“’“"’“i
static parameter estimation problem. In Secfioh 11, wesprd ensity f, In @. otherW|§e it dies. The random deletion and
the batch and online EM algorithms. Sectibn] IV c:ontain|¥Iarkov m‘?.“on happens |.nerendentIy for all the elements of
the numerical examples and we conclude the paper wi . In addition to the surviving targets, new targets are ecbat

a discussion of our findings in Sectidil V. The Appendi he number of new targets created per time follows a Poisson
contains further details on the derivation (;f the MTT E istribution with mean\, and each of their states is initiated

algorithm, and details of the SMC and MCMC algorithms Wépdepe.nden.tly according to the |n|t|al_ Qensw in (@. Now
use in this paper. Xt+1. is defined to be the superpo;mon of the states of the
surviving and evolved targets from tinteand the newly born

) targets at time+1. The elements oK, are observed through a

A. Notation process of random thinning and displacement: with prokigbil
We introduce random variables (also sets and mappingg) each point ofX,; generates a noisy observation in the

with capital letters such ax(,Y, 7, X, A and denote their observation spac¥ through the observation densigy, in (2).

realisations by corresponding small case letteng 2, x,a. If  This happens independently for each poin®af In addition

a non-discrete random variahk has a density(z), with all to these target generated observations, false measurearent

densities being defined w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure (d&naitso generated. The number of false measurements collected

by dx), we write X ~ v(-) to make explicit the law ofX. at each time follows a Poisson distribution with megnand

We usely[-|] for the (conditional) expectation operator; fotheir values are uniform ovey. Y, is the superposition of

jointly distributed random variableX, Y andZ and a function observations originating from the detected targets andethe

(z,2) = f(z,2), Bg[f(X, Z)|Y = y] is the expectation of the false measurements.

random variablef (X, Z) w.r.t. the joint distribution ofX, Z A series of random variables, which are essential for the

conditioned ont” = y. Eg[f (X, z)|y] is the expectation of the statistical analysis to follow are now defined. LEf be a

functionz — f(z,z) for a fixedz givenY = y. K? | x 1 vector of 1's and 0’s where 1's indicate survivals
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and 0’s indicate deaths of targets from timte— 1. Fori = Dbe the vector of the MTT model parameters. We can write the
1,..., KP4, joint likelihood of all the random variables of the MTT model

up to timen given@ as
~J1 7d'thtarget at timet — 1 survives to timet

S /-
Ct (Z) - {0 Z’th target at tlmet -1 does not Surv|ve to ' pe(zlzn7X1:H7Y1:n) = pe(len)p(-)(Xlzn|21:n)p0(}’1:n|X1:n, zl:n)

The number of surviving targets at time is K; = where

Kffl S(s 1 S S N n .S x s
>0 CE(i). We also define thél? x 1 vectorI; containing po(zra) = [ | <pz;,( )T PO Ay)

the indices of surviving targets at tine bulie}

®)

i o (1 = pa M PO A et
i) =minQk: > Ci()=ip, i=1,.. K ¢ kY|
j=1

n ki kY
Note thatZ? (i) will also denote the ancestor of targefrom Po(Xtin|21m) = tl:[l (11 fw(ﬁct,jkvtLﬁ(”)_gjﬁ““”) )
time ¢ — 1, i.e. X; 1 j;(;) evolves toX,, for i :bl, LK ! it o
Denoting the number of ‘births’ at time as K, we have T )
Ky = K} + K?. Note that according to these definitions, Po(Yrmfrin, 21n) = tl:[l (D’l ' ng(yt,w(j)ut’i?(J))) )
the surviving targets from timg — 1 are re-labeled as ’
Xi1,..., Xy ks, and the newly born targets are denoted adere PO(k; \) denotes the probability mass function of the
Xt k341, - - Xe,k7. Next, givenK targets we defin€’’ to  Poisson distribution with mean, |Y| is the volume (w.r.t.
be aK} x 1 vector of1’s and0’s wherel’s indicate detections the Lebesgue measure) 0f and the termk{1/kY! in @)
and0’s indicate non-detections. For=1,..., K7, corresponds to the law of;. The marginal likelihood of the
observation sequenge ., is
Cii) = {1 i'th target at timet is detected at time,

0 4'th target at timet is not detected at time ’ po(y1n) = Eo [po(Y1:nXiin, Z1:n)] - (6)

The main aim of this paper is, givéyi;.,, = y1.,, t0 estimate
the static parameté¥* where we assume the data is generated
by some true but unknowé* € ©. Our main contribution is

to present the EM algorithms, both batch and online versions
for computing the MLE of9*:

Therefore, the number of detected targets at tinie K =
S R Cd(i). Similarly, we also define thé¢ x 1 vector I
showing the indices of the detected targets,

k
If@)=min k:> Cij)=iyp, i=1,...,K%
t () J:Zl t (.7) t 0M|_ _ arg%leacz)(pe(}’l;n)-

I¢(i) denotes the label of theth detected target at time For comparison sake we also present the Bayesian estimate of
So the detected targets at timere Xy 1g1y -+ Xo racrey- 0*. In the Baye_sian approach, the_ static _parameter is_ _treated
Finally, defining the number of false measurements at times random variable taking valuésin © with a probability
asK], we havek? = K¢+ K/ and the association from thedensity n(¢) and the aim is to evaluate the density of the
detected targets to the observations can be represented tppsterior distribution of) giveny.,, i.e.

one-to-one mapping 1(0)pe(y1m)
p p(Oly1n) = :
At2{17...,Kt}—>{1,...7Kf} f(_)??(e)pe(Y1n)d9

where at timet the i'th detected target is targef(i) with Yoon and Singhl[34] use MCMC to sample froptd|y:.,)
state valueX, ;a(;) and generated; 4,(;. We assume that which integrates both Metropolis-Hastings and Gibbs moves

A, is uniform over the set of alk?!/K/! possible one-to-
one mappings. To summarise, we give the list of the random I1l. EM ALGORITHMS FORMTT
variables in the MTT model introduced in this section as well |\ s section we present the batch and online EM al-

as a sample r_eglisatio_n of them in Figlie _1‘ . gorithms for linear Gaussian MTT models. The notation is
The main difficulty in an MTT problem is that in generalp o\ed and we provide a list of the important variablesduse

we do not know birth-death '_[imes of targetS' W_hethe_r th€X the derivation of the EM algorithms in TalJe | at the end
are detected or not, and which observation point¥Yip is of the section.

associated to which detected targefXn. Let

7 = (Cf,Cf,Kf,K[,At) A. Batch EM for MTT

be the collection of the just mentioned unknown random GVeN Y1 = yi.,, the EM algorithm for maximising
variables at time. and po(y1.n) in @) is given by the following iterative procedure: if
6; is the estimate of the EM algorithm at tfi¢h iteration, then

0 = (1, s, Pas Mo Ap) € O = U x [0,1]% x [0, 00)? at iterationj + 1 the estimate is updated by first calculating the



MANUSCRIPT SUBMITTED TO ARXIV.ORG, DECEMBER 2012 4

Complete list of random variables of the MTT model

Xtk Yi i K'th target andk’th observation at time.
Xp={X1,...,Xgz}, Ye ={Yi1,...,Y, v }: Sets of targets and observations at titme
K?, Kf Numbers of newborn targets and false measurements atttime
K3, KZ&: Numbers of targets survived from time- 1 to time ¢ and detected at time
K¥,K?: Numbers of alive targets and observations at tm& = K; + K{, KY = K{ + K[.
C{: K{_; x 1 vector of0’'s and1's indicating surviving targets from time— 1 to time .
C: K¥ x 1 vector of(’'s and 1’s indicating detected targets at tine
It' Kt‘ x 1 vector of labels of surviving targets from tinte- 1 to time¢.
It K¢ x 1 vector of labels of detected targets at time

{1,... K8}y — {1,...,K?}: Association from detected targets to observations at time

X1

Fig. 1. Top: Complete list of the discrete random variablek te MTT model. Bottom: A realisation from MTT model: Statesf
a targets are connected with arrows and with its obsenatioien detected. Undetected targets highlighted with stedand false mea-
surements are coloured grey?. = ([],[1,1,1],[1,0,1,1],[0,1,1],[1,1,1,1]); I35 = ([],[1,2,3],[1,3,4],(2,3],[1,2,3,4]); C{, =
(ft,1,0],[0,1,1,1},[1,1,1],[0,1,1,0], [1,1,1,1]); Iiis = ([1,2],[2,3,4],[1,2,3],(2,3],[1,2,3,4]); K5 = (0,3,3,2,4); K{;5 = (3,1,0,2,0);
Ko =1(2,3,3,2,4); K{;=(3,0,21,0), A1.5 = ([4,1],[1,3,2],[3,5,4],[1,2],[3,2, 1,4)).

following intermediate optimisation criterion, which iséwn  S7 ,,(x1.5,, 21.,) are:
as the expectation (E) step,

sztzt k):v“ (k)» szmt k)yt as (k)

Q(9j7 9) = IEO]‘ [IOgPO(Xl:m Zl:na yl:n)lyl:n] t=1 k=1 t=1 k=1
=Ly, [logpe(len) + logpe(xhn, y1:n|Zl:n)|y1:n] . £ T - £ T
’ (7) T 155 () Ty—1 2 (k) It,kxt k> (8)
+[E9]. {10gp9(X1:nay1:n|Z1:n)|y1:n,Zl:n} |y1:n] n ki n ki
CCt 1 zt(k)xt k> Z Z Tt ks Z Z It,k$3:k
t=2 k= t=1k=kj+1 t=1 k=kj+1

The updated estimate is then computed in the maximisation

(M) step These sufficient statistics are related to those used for es-

timating the static parameters of a linear Gaussian single
target tracking model, and this relation will be made more
0;+1 = argmax Q(0;,0) explicit later. The rest of the sufficient statistif§ ,, (z1.,) to
6cO S15,n(21:,) do not depend ox;.,,.

. i . i . [S8,my -+ S15,n] (21:n)
This procedure is repeated undi) converges (or in practice

ceases to change significantly). From equati@hs[{2)-(Sarit n ' T 4 b
_ T 1.8 1.T f
be shown that the E-step at thgth iteration reduces to - Z Zytvat(k)yt,at(k)vktvkt7kt7 -1, ke ki 1
calculating the expectations of fifteen sufficient statsstof =1 k=
X1, 21:m andyi., denoted byS; ,,...,Si5,,. (From now ©)

on, any dependancy oy;.,, in these sufficient statistics and
further variables arising from them will be omitted from thé.et S?, . denote the expectation of the'th sufficient statistic
notation for simplicity.) Sufficient statisticS; ,,(X1.n,, 21:n) 0 W.I.L. the law of the latent variablés;.,, and Z;.,, conditional
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upon the observatiog;.,, for a givend, i.e. 1) Estimation of sufficient statisticdt is easy to calculate
the expectation of the sufficient statistics [d (9) that dd no

o JEo[Smn Xim, Z1:n)|Y1m) 1<m <7, (10) depend orx;.,,. Noting thatZ, is discrete, we simply calculate

mn = [, (S (Z10) ¥1m] < 15. Smon(2z1:) fOr every zi.,,, with a positive mass w.r.t. to the

densitypg(21.,]y1.) @and calculate the expectations as
Then the solution to the M-step is given by a known function

0
A:{(S¢,,....5%.,)} — © such that at iteration Smn = Z Sm.n(21:m)Po (#1:0]Y 1:m)-
Zl:n
0,11 = argmaxQ(6;,0) = A (Sfjnv o ng n) ) For those sufficient statistics inl(8) that dependxan,, con-
0 9 9

sider the last expression il (7) with the following factatien

The explicit expression oA depends on the parametrisatior®f the posterior
of the MTT model, in particular on the parametrisation of the _
matricesF, G, W, V, u,, 3 as in the following example. Po(X1ms 21in[Y1in) = Po(Xaon |21, Y1in)Po (2100 |¥1im)
] This factorisation suggests that we can write the required
Example 1. (The constant velocity model:) Each target has xpectations as
position and velocity in they-plane and hence
Sfmn = [EO [Sm,n(Xlzn7 Zl:n)| yl:n]

Xt = [Xt(1)7Xt(2)’Xt(3)7Xt(4)]T € X = |R2 X [0700)2’ = [EO [[EO [Sm,n(Xl:na Zl:n)| Zl:nayl:nH yl:n] . (11)

where X,;(1), X;(2) are the x and y coordinates and Let us define the integrand of the outer expectationif (11)
X:(3), X:(4) are the velocities inz and y directions. Only which is the conditional expectation
a noisy measurement of the position of the target is avadlabl =

Y P g Szzm(zlzn) - [EG [Sm,n(Xlzna Zl:n)| Zl:n7y1:n] .

[Y:(1),Y:(2)] € YV = [—k,&]%. as a matrix-valued function with domaif”. Then, we can

d abound q 4ob _ H obtain S, ,, by calculatingS?, ,,(z1.,) for every z1,,, with a
We assumed a boundgtiand regard observations that are not, gjsiye mass w.r.t. the densiy(z1.,|y1.») and then calculate
recorded due to being outside this interval as also a missed

detection. With reference t), the single target state-space Sﬁm = Z S8 (Z1m)P0 (Z1m | Y 1em)-
model is i
r 02 vy Ogyo The crucial point here is that it is possible to calculate
o = [Hoa, fiby, 0,0]" , By = ( %” ) 2 IX ) S9 (21.,) for any given zi.,. In fact, the availability of
e boT2x2 this calculation is based on the following faaonditional
Fo < Lo Alxo > , G=(lyx2 02 ) on{Zi},~,, {X4,Y},~, may be regarded as a collection of
O2x2 T2z independent GLSSMs (with different starting and endinggim
W= < Giplzxz O2x2 ) V = 21 possible missing observations) and observations whicmate
0252  02,0ax2 )’ yiexz relevant to any of these GLSSMs the context of MTT, each

. ) GLSSM corresponds to a target and irrelevant observations
Therefore, the parameter vector of this MTT model s ¢orespond to false measurements. We defer details on how
6= (A, A 2 2 g2 g2 57 S8, n(z1:m) is calculated to Sectidn IIHB.
= A0 Afs Pds Pss Bops Hovs Thps Obwr Opr O Ty) - 2) Stochastic versions of EMFor exact calculation of the
The update rule\ for ¢ at the M-step of the EM algorithm is E-Step of the EM algorithm we ne@g(z1:,|y1.») which is
infeasible to calculate due to the huge cardinalityZ5f. We
fibe = 54, (1)/ST5.0s  tiby = S¢.1(2)/ S35 thus resort to Monte Carlo approximations of(z1.n[y1.n)
1, . - . o which we then use in the E-step; in literature this approach
Tip = = Stz ntt (57, — 258 opt, + Si3 nbwity ) M, M) is generically known as the stochastic EM algoritim [[5, 9,
2 ’ . - .
) 1, 0 0 T ; ™o 31]). We know from the previous sections that giveén,, =
Tho = 5 STa.ntr ((57., — 258 opty + STs npwpy ) M, M) 21 the posterior distributioms (x1:n[y1:n, 21:) is Gaussian
ngﬁp —tr (SZ,nMgMP . 2S§_nMpr I Sgyan’Fp) /2359“” and_ c_ondmonal expectations can be evgluated. Th.erelt_oee,
9 0 T o 0 o7 . sufficient to have the Monte Carlo particle approximation fo
UIU = tl’ (54,nM7j MU - 2557HMUFU + SS,nF'U FU) /2511,71’ pe(zl:nb’l:n) Only, Wh|Ch |S expressed as
ol =tr (8¢, —2GSS, +GSY,G") /255, N N
Pa = Sg,n/sf(),na Ps = Slel,n/SleZn’ Z/)\H(Zl:nb’l:n) = ZU)’(:)(SZYL (len), ZU)’(:) =1 (12)
Ab = SfS,n/Sf&n? /\f = Sfél,n/sf&n’ =t =t
Then, the corresponding particle approximations for the ex
where M, = [Izx2 0O2x2],M, = [02x2 2], and F, pectations of the sufficient statistics are
andF, are the upper and lower halves 81, that isF, (i, j) = N () Se (i)
F(i,j) and F,(i,j) = F(2+1i,j) fori = 1,2 and j = g0l 2icawn Smali), 1SmsT,
1,...4. SN w8, (210, 8 <m < 15.
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When 6 changes with each EM iteration, the appropriatehere, fori = 1,. N, we takewil_)1 = 1/N if resampling
update scheme at iteratigninvolves a stochastic approxima-is performed anth L= wg’ | otherwise.

tion procedure where |n the E-step one calculates a weighted\ote that we also need to implement SMC for the online
average otS'f; -+ S n; the resulting algorithm is known Em algorithm in order to obtain a Monte Carlo approximation
as the stochastic apprOX|mat|on EM (SAEM) [9]. Specificallyyf the E-step. Our SMC algorithm calculates théest linear

let v = {7;},-,, called the step-size sequence, be a positig@signments [18] as the sequential proposal; see AppEndix B
decreasing sequence satisfying for details.

Z'yj = 00, Z'yf < 0o0.
i i B. Online EM for MTT

A common ch0|ce isy; =7 for 0.5 < a < 1. The SAEM We showed in the previous section how to implement the

algorithm is given in Algorlthn[ll batch EM algorithm for MTT using Monte Carlo approxima-
Algorithm 1. The SAEM algorithm for the MTT model tions. However, the batch EM algorithm is computationally
Start with6; and S\, ., =0form=1,...,15. Forj =1,2,. demanding when the data sequencg, is long since one
. E-step: Calculate §% . for eachm and then calculate the iteration of the EM requires a complete browse of the data.
weighted averages In these situations, the online version of the EM algorithm
a0 Py which updates the parameter estimates as a new data record
S(J'zn n — ( ) Sf(y]ml’,)L + ’Yero;z],n. (13) . . p p . -
R is received at each time can be a much cheaper alternative.
+ M-stepUpdate the parameter estimate using:) as before  |n this section, we present a SMC online EM algorithm for
linear Gaussian MTT models.
001 = A (Sffi IS n) .

An important observation at this point is that the sufficient
In general, the Monte Carlo approximati@g, (z1.,|y1.») statistics of interest for the EM algorithm have a certain
in (13) is performed either samplingy samples from additive form such that the difference 6f, ,,(x1.n, 21.,) @nd
(21:n|y1:n) using a MCMC method (in which case weightsS,,, ,,—1(X1.n—1, 21.n—1) ONly depends 0,1, Xy, ¥» ). This
(7) =1/N,i=1,...,N) or using a SMC method wittv  enables us to compute the required expectations in thefE-ste
particles Depending on which method is used, we will ca@if the EM algorithm effectively in an online manner. We shall
the resulting algorithm MCMC-EM or SMC-EM, respectivelysee in this section that, with a fixed amount of computaticm an
For MCMC, we use the MCMC-DA algorithm of [20], butmemory per time, it is possible to update fraff) , ;(z1.1-1)
with some refinements of the MCMC proposals. (Details ate Sﬁl_ (21.t) giveny; andz, at timet. To show how to handle
available from the authors.) the sufficient statistics i {8) for the MTT model, we firstrsta
We use SMC to obtain the approximationsvith a single GLSSM and then extend the idea to the MTT
{Po(z1:4|y1:t) }1<i<,, S€Quentially as follows. Assumecase by showing the relation between the sufficient stedisti

that we have the approximation at time- 1 in a single GLSSM and in the MTT model.
N 1) Online smoothing in a single GLSSMZonsider the
Po(21-1|y1i—1) = Zwﬁ)l‘szg?ifl(zl:t*l)- HMM {X,Y:},», defined in [1). It is possible to evaluate

expectations of additive functionals &f;., of the form

To avoid weight degeneracy, at each time one can resample n

from py(z1..—1|y1..—1) to obtain a new collection ofNV Sp(T1:0) = s(z1 +ZS Tyo1,Tt)

particles and then proceed to the timeAlternatively, this t=2

resampling operation can be done according to a criterinith possible dependancy om., also allowed) w.r.t. the

which measures the weight degeneracy (e.g. see Doucet epakterior densitys (1., |y1.») in an online manner using only

[11]). We define theV x 1 random mapping the filtering densities{pg(x¢|y1.t) }1<t<n. The technique is
M {1,...,N} = {1,...,N} based on the following recursion on the intermediate fuomcti

[4, 8]
containing the indices of the resampled particlesILgi) = j p
if the i'th resampled particle is'?)_,. (If no resampling is Ty (2¢) =0 [Se(X1:0)| Xe = 2, Y]
performed at the end of time— 1, thenTI,(i) = ¢ for all =Eq [T{ 1 (Xe—1) + s(Xe—1,2¢)| y1:e—1, 2] (15)
i.) Then, giveny; andIl; = =, the particlezt(l) at timet is

S with the initial conditionT? = . Note that the ex-
sampled from a proposal distribution 1(21) = sz1)

pectation required for the recursion is w.r.t. the backviead-

" (zt Zit())’y“) sition densitypg(x;:_1|y1.+—1,2¢). The required expectation
Eo [Sn(X1:m)|y1:n]) can then be calculated as the expectation
fori =1,..., N. Therefore 2" is connected t@lﬁt(l and of the intermediate functiof? (z,,) w.r.t. the filtering density

the i'th path particle at time is =\") = (=", 2{7))) and its  Po(@nlyrn), that s,
new Welght IS [EG [Sn(Xln)| yl:n] = [EG [Tg(Xn)‘ yl:n] .

(i), (me(3)) ()
0 o P 1 o (yely . 21) 14) Consider now the GLSSM that is defined il (2), where,
Wy~ X Wy X (i) _(m Z)) ( ) . . . .. .
qo(z; " |71t ¥1:t) additionally, Y; is possibly missing/undetected aatf is the
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indicator of detection at time. It is well known that, given for thei, j'th element is a quadratic im;:
{(Y;,C8) = (yi, ¢?) }+>1, the prediction and filtering densities
po(xe|yre—1,¢t, 1) and pg(z¢|yi.s, cf.,) are Gaussians with
means (-1, t1e;) and covariance§X,;_1, ;) and are whereP , ;; is ad, x d, matrix, g ,¢,;; is ad, x 1 vector, and

=0 d T5 _T _
TV 4,5 (e, 1) = @4 PrgijTe + @ g 5% + Mg, (20)

updated sequentially as follows: T1,.,i; IS a scalar. Online smoothing is then performed via the
following recursion over the variable@l,t, Q1 tig Tt
(Btft—1, Seje—1) = Fig_1je—1, FEe 1 FT + W, (16) _ o . . Y Y Y
(Mt\tfl + Et\tflGTl—‘t_lét, =1 Previig = BtTPLt’ijBt +Tct+_1€i€j ’ o
(kajts See)=4 Seje—1 — Sye—1G Ty ' GEyp1) ! (17) @i+ = By @iy + J_Bt (Prtaj + Plyij) b, )
(1tje—1, See—1) 5 @ =0. Tl = Tt + 0 (Praig Do) + fjft,ijbt +bf P 4,i5bt,

wherel'; = G2t|t,1GT +V ande, =y, — Gpy—1. Also, wheree; is thei'th column of the identity matrix of the siz&,,
letting B, = Et|tFT(FEt|tFT + W)L, by = (Ig,xq, — @and t(A) is the trace of the matrixd. For the initial value of
B F)puypy, and Xy = (lg, xa, — BiF)%,, we can show TP (. e)), Praig = cleiel g5 = Oayx1,71,1,5 = 0.
that the backward transition density required for the fatva Therefore, thei, j’'th element of the required expectation at

smoothing recursiod (15) is Gaussian as well time n can be calculated as
=0 d d 7 _
pe(xt_1|yl:t_17 C?:t—la xt) B N (:Et—l; Bt—lxt + bt—17 Et71|t) . [EG [Tl,n,i‘j(Xny Cl:n)‘ Yi:n, Cl:n} =
P T _T _
We define the matrix valued functions tr (Plvnaij (Enln + Mn\n”n\n)) T Qinijhnln + T1nij-
Sy XL x 0,1} x P! —s RieXdm We can similarly obtain the recursions for the other suffitie
myt o k) I

- statistics in terms of variabIeE’myt_,ij,qm_,t,l-jjmyt,ij for the
such thatSmJ(lCl;l,le:l,yl;l) for m = 1,...,7 are in the m'th sufficient statistic (see Appendixl A) [12].
following form:

Remark 1. Note that P, = (Prij)T

! y ! y 7 ! . (similarly for gi:,;) and therefore need only be
thxtxtv thiﬂtyta th—lxt—lv calculated for j > 4. Note that the variables
=1 t=1 =2 (18)  Htfts Sitjes L'ty €65 By by Bijeprs P tigiy Gt i Tmoti
! r o . . obviously depend on?.,, 5. and 6, but we made this

T+ Tt—1T xr1 17 - . P . . .. .
Z t Z t=1%t s ’ 1 dependancy implicit in our notation for simplicity. We will
t=2 t=2

carry on with this simplification in the rest of the paper.
(so,d» = d, andds = 1, elsed,, = d,). These functions
are actually the sufficient statistics in the MTT model cerre
sponding to a single target. Then it is possible to define t
incremental functions

2) Application to MTT:We showed above how to calculate
épectations of the required sufficient for a single GLSSM.
e can extend that idea to the scenario in the MTT case,
where there may be multiple GLSSMs at a time, with different
Sm (X UAX?) x {0,1} x Y — Rbexbm (19) starting and ending times and possible missing obsenation
Recall that at timet the targets which are alive are tlieg
surviving targets front — 1 and thek? newly born targets at
! time ¢, so the number of targets i§ = &k + k°. For each
Sm,l(zlzlac(f;laylzl) = Em(x1,0f,y1)+z Em(:ctfl,a?t,ctd,yt). alive target, we can calculate the moments of the prediction

wheres,,’s are defined such that fon =1,...,7

t=2 densitype (24 k|y1:1—1, 21:¢) for the state
For example,s;(z1,cd,y1) = cfxizt, 53(x1,c¢t,y1) = (F,Utfl\tfl,if(k% Lo ke
Ody xdyr 55(Te—1,@e, ¢ ye) = weaxf, Se(w1, ¢l y1) = a1, (Htft—1,1 Stft—1,5)= FEt‘t,l_’if(k)FT-i-W)’ - )
Sr(zi_1,m¢, ¢ yr) = 04, %a,, €1C. We observe that each suffi- ’ ' (1, ) ki <k < kP

cient statistic is a matrix valued quantity, hence its exgigan ' _
can be calculated using forward smoothing by treating eaBecall thatii(k) appears above due to the relabelling of

element of the matrix Separate|y_ For examp|e, for Surviving targets from time¢ — 1. Also, given the detection
vector ¢ and the association vectar;, we calculate the

o~ moments of the filtering densityg(x; x|y1., 21.¢) for the
L targets using the prediction moments

M=

gl,n(«rlznv C?:n? ylin) =
t

1

we perform forward smoothing for each (Bt ko> Stfek) =
n Tpr—1

G ) . o (Mt\t—l,k + Xhe—1.6G Ty g€tk

St (T1m, Sy Y1in) = Zcffft(l)iﬂt(]% hj=1,...,ds. P , ci(k)=1
t=1 Et|t71,k - Et\tfl,kG FtykGEﬂtfl,k)

It was shown in Elliott and Krishnamurthy [12] that, the (Mt|t71,k72t\t71,k)7 cf (k) = 0.

intermediate function
WhereFt_,k = G2t|t_17kGT + V and €tk = Ytar(il(k)) —

TV, (e, ) = Eo [ S04 (Xve, Ly yre)| ¢l e y1:e]  Gpigje—1,n, Whereidi(k) = Z’j:l (7). Note that if thek’th
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alive target at time is detected, it will be the, (k)’'th detected For the targets born at time (for & + 1 < k < k¥ ), the
target, which explaing;(k) in €. 5. In a similar manner, we variables are set to their initial values in the same way as in
calculate By i, by, and Syj;q 5 USING pugye . @nd Sy, for  SectionT-B1 usingey (k) and, if ¢f(k) =1, Yt,aq (i (k). The
k=1,...,kf in analogy withB;, by, and ¥, . conditional expectations of sufficient statistics
In the following, we will present the rules for one-ste =
g P P Sg%t(zm) =Ly [Tffl,t (Xt721:t)’ y1:t721:t]

update of the expectations
can then be calculated by using the forward recursion viasab
and the filtering moments. Let

gg@,t,k(zltt) =Ly [Tfi,t,k(Xt,k, Z1:t)| Yi:t, Z1:t]

gfn,n(zlzn) - [EH [Sm,n (Xlzna Zl:n)| Yin, Zl:n]

of the sufficient statisticss,,, ,,(x1.n, 21:») that are defined in
(8). Observe that we can write for1 < m < 7,

n denote the expectation of the’th sufficient statistic for the
Srn (X1 21im) = Sm(X1,21) + Zsm(xt_l,xt,zt), (21) k'th alive target at timet, where its(z, j)'th component is
t=2 ~
0 _ . T
where the functions,, can be written in terms of,,’s (19) St k.ij(21:6) = 10 (vat”“’” (“t“*k“t\tvk + Et‘tvk))
as follows: + qg;,t.,k.,ijﬂtlt.,k + Tt kyig -
Ky B 4 Then, the required conditional expectation for th&h suffi-
Sm(X1,21) = Y Sm(@1k (k) Y10y 1 (1)) cient statistic can be written as the sum of two quantities
k=1

kg §fn,t(zlit) = gglive,m,t (Zlit) + §3ead,m,t(zlit)' (22)

_— < d -y . . .
Sm (Xe—1,X¢, 2t) = Z Sm(Te—1 (k) ok € (K): Yran(i(k)))  where the quantities are respectively the contributionthef
k=1 " alive targets at time and dead targets up to timeto the
L conditional expectatio?, ,(z;.;)
+ Y S @k k), Yean (i (k)))- "
k=k:+1

kY
k Sglive,m,t(zlit) = Z ng,t,k(zlit)a
k=1

where, againgj(k) = >/, ¢(j). (Notice that ifcf(k) = 0

this i;(k) can still be used as a convention; since the choice ¢ N

of the observation point ity, is irrelevant as it will have no Sheadmi(zi) =Y Y S0 (zo1)  (29)
contribution being multiplied by (k).) Therefore, the forward 3=1 kze$ (k) =0

smoothing recursion for those sufficient statisticin (@)rae ~

t As (22) shows, we also need to calculat§,,; , ,(z1:¢) at

0 _ 0 each time and by[{23) this can easily be done by storing
T (s 21:) = Bo [T g1 (X, 21:01) SYeadm.i—1(71:4—1) at timet — 1 and using the recursion

+Sm (thlvxtvzt) |Xt7Y1:t—1,21:t—1] ~ ’ ~ ~
can be handled once we have the forward smoothing recursi%hadvmat(Zlﬁt):Sdeadvmat—l(Zlﬁt*1)+ Z S t—1,1(21:2-1)
rules for the sufficient statistics i {118). Fbr=1,..., k7, let kiei (k) =0
T? denote the forward smoothing recursion function fowhere the terms in the sum correspond to targets that tetenina

m,t,k
the m'th sufficient statistic fork’'th alive target at time.. For at timet¢ — 1.
the surviving targetsk’'th target at timet is a continuation  Finally, the sufficient statisticSs ,,(z1.n), - - -, S15.n(21:n)
of the ¢{(k)'the target at timet — 1. Therefore, we have the can be calculated online since we can write for each=
recursion update fof??, , , for 1 <k <k as 8,...,15
it n
T7€17t,k(17t,ka 21:4) = [y [Tg%t_Lig(k)(Xt—l,ig‘(k)a 21:4-1) Smn(21m) = ;Sm(zt)

+5m (X102 (k) T €4 (K) s Yau (i1.00))) | ks Y101, 21:2571} . for some suitable functions,, which can easily be constructed

. from (9). Hence they can be updated online as
For the targets born at time (for & + 1 < k < &k} @ y P

), the recursion function is initiated &8/, , , (z¢k,214) = Smt(21:4) = Smt—1(21:4-1) + Sm(2t)- (24)
Sm(211, ¢l (k)). Therefore, the(i,j)'th component of the

. . . We now present Algorithril2 to show how these one-step
recursion function can be written as

update rules for the sufficient statistics in the MTT moded ca
(Tt gy 21:4) = xz:kpm,t,k,ijIt,k‘i‘qy],;,t’k’ijxt,k+Tm,t,k,ij be implemented. For simplicity of the presentation, we wusié

o ) o a short hand notation for representing the forward recarsio
similarly to the single GLSSM case, where this time we hayg iables in a batch way. Le? ,(z1.0) = (T7

" . . m,t,k(zlit)v k=
the additional subscripk. For surviving targets the recur-q
sion variablesP,, ¢ .ij; Gm.t.k.ijs Tm.t.k.ij TOr €achm, i, j are
updated frornpm,tfl,if(k),ijvqm,tfl,if(k),ijarm,tfl,if(k),ij, by Tﬁ,t,k(zl:t) = (Pt kyig Gmot,k,igs Tmot kyig - all 4, 7)
USING fts—1je—1,i5(k)s Be—1je-1,i5(k)r Bi-13500, bi-1:k)»  denote all the variables required for the forward smoothing
S 1jtis (ke C(k) and,yy g, i (vy) With i} (k) = Z?:l cl(j). recursion for them'th sufficient statistic for thek’'th alive

0
Tt ki

., k¥) where
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target at timef. We can now present the algorithm using thi
notation.

Algorithm 2. One step update for sufficient statistics in the MTT
model _
We have T,zyt,l(zlztfl), Sgead’m’tfl(zhtfﬂ, m 1,..., 7,
S0 i1(z14-1), m =8,...,15 at timet — 1. Givenz, andy:,
- Setiz = 0, ia = 0, Sijivem(21:) = 0 AN Sgem ¢ (21:4)
Sgead’m’tfl(zhtfﬂ for m = 1,...,7.
-fori=1,... k% ; + kb

o ifi <kf ;andci(i) =1, (thei'th target at timet—1 survives),

orif i > kf 1, (a new target is born), set, = i, + 1.

— Incase of survival, usg,_;—1,; andX,_,;_ ; to obtain
the prediction momentg,;_; ;, andX;;_; ;. In case of
birth, set the prediction distribution;_,;, = u and
Et\t—l,i = 2.

x If ¢f(iy) = 1, iz'th target is detectediq = iq + 1.
Use fiy)¢—1,3, and Xyz_q1;, andy, 4,(;,) to update the
filtering momentsgy, |, ;, and X, ;, .
x If cf(iz) = 0, i,th target is not detected: Set
(ut\t,im72t\t,im) = (Nt\tfl,imvzt\tfl,im)-
Form=1,...,7
In case of survival, update the
ab|esTn2,t,iI (#1:¢) using Trz,tfl,i(zlztfl)y Bt—1]t—1,i»
Y=ty bt—1, Bi—1,i, Bp_1je,e C?(ix) and
Yt,ar(iy) 1T ci(iz) = 1. In case of birth, initiate
Totoi, (21:0) USING ¢ (i) ANA Yt 4, i) I ¢ (ia) = 1.
(optional) Calculate Sy, ¢ ;, (21:¢) using 7oy . ;, (21:4),
firjei, and Sy and update %, . (21:0)
Szli/ue,m,t (Zl:t) + Sren,t,im (Zl:t)'
o ifi <kf ,andci(i) =0, thes'th target at timet — 1 is dead.
Form=1,...,7,
— Calculate S, ,_ ;(21:0-1)

Htﬂ\tﬂ,iiﬂnd X afe—1,i-

- gpdate Sgead,m,t(zlit)

Spat—1,i(z1:6-1).

; (Zl:t) = Sglive,m,t(zl5t) + Sgead,m,t(zlit)

*

from  Trme—1,i(21:6—1),

— Sgead,m,t(zlit) +

- (optional) Update S;, ,
form=1,...,7.
- UpdateSm,t(zu) = Sm,t71(Z1;t71) —|—sm(zt) form = 8,...,15.

recursion vari-

for the valuesz;.; = zyz fori = 1,..., N, where we have
the same constraints on the step-size sequgneg,., as

in the SAEM algorithm. This modification reflects on the
updates rules for the variablesTif ,. To illustrate the change

in the recursions with an example, the recursion rules for
the variables forSl,t(:cl;t,cil:t) for the simple GLSSM case
become (see Appendix]A)

Py = (L= 7e41) B Py14ijBe + yeg1¢lyeie)
Gyat+1,i5 = (1= %+1)(31qu7,1¢,¢]‘
+ B;f (pv,lnf,ij + p'gjl,t,ij) bt)
Tyttt = (1 — %+1)(77y,1,t,z'j +tr (Py 1,65 S0e41)
+ ‘j»:yr,l,t,ijbt + b P ,l,t,ijbt)

01:¢

. . 01.

So this time we haveT ', (214) = (T, x(214),k =
., k¥) where

7;0,1;;7@]@('21:15) - (P'y,m,t,k,ija q'y,m,t,k,ijyr'y,m,t,k,ij : a” Z,j) .

and the conditional expectations

501 — GO 501
Vj"rlat(zltt) - Svjarlive,m,t(zlit) + Syjdread,mi(zl:t)
can be calculated by usirfg’" , , (21.1) as in Sectiof II-BP.

Finally, regarding thosé,,, ; in (IQ) we calculate8 < m < 15.
Sv,m,t (Zl:t) = (1 - ’Yt)S'y,m,t—l (let—l) + YtSm (Zt) . (26)

for the valuesz;.; = zfz fori=1,...,N. In the maximisa-

tion step, we updaté; ,, = A (§$jit, o §$j:1f57t) where the
expectations are obtained
N i) 301+ i
§91;t _ Zi:l w;)s'y}%n,t(ziw)f)v 1<m< 77
T S e Synal1), 8 <m <15,

Notice that the lines of the algorithm labeled as “optional Practice, the maximisation step is not executed untilmbu
are not necessary for the recursion and need not to be gBrime ¢, for added stability of the estimators (e.g. see Cappé

formed at every time step. For example, we can use AIgoritth;I)
in a batch EM to save memory, in that case we perform

these steps only at the last time stepo obtain the required

Notice that the SMC online EM algorithm can be imple-
ented with the help of Algorithrh]l2 the only changes are
(259) and [[2B) instead of (22) anld {24). Algorithin 3 describes

expectations. Notice also that we included the update nrle the SMC online EM algorithm for the MTT model.

the sufficient statistics if19) for completeness.

Algorithm 3. The SMC online EM algorithm for the MTT model

3) Online EM implementation:In order to develop an
online EM algorithm, we exploit the availability of calctilag
S{{t, el S%t andSg ¢, ..., S15¢ in an online manner as shown
in Sectior1II-B2. In online EM, running averages of suffitie
statistics are calculated and then used to update the éstima
of 8* at each time|[3,/4, 13, 17]. L&t be the initial guess
of #* before having made any observations and at time
let 6., be the sequence of parameter estimates of the online
EM algorithm computed sequentially based pt, ;. When
y: is received, we first update the posterior density to have
Doy, (21:4]y1.¢), and compute fol <m <7

(x¢,21:4) = By, {(1 —t)

+ Vesm (Xi—1,X¢, 2¢) ‘Xta Yiit—1,214—1| (25)

01:t—1
vy,m,t—1

T91:t

¥,m,t

(Xi—1,21:6-1)

E-step: If ¢ 1, start with 6;, obtain Py, (z1]y1)
SN w6 ) (21), and fori = 1,..., N initialise
#1

T () S seaama (217 for m 1,...,7 and
Sy mra (287) for m' =8,...,15,

Ift>1, _

Obtain  pa,., (21:t[y1:¢) SN w6 oy (214)  from
~ . 1:t

Doy, 1 (Z1:6—1]y1:4—1) along with .

Fori =1,...,N, setj = m(i). Use Algorithm[R with the
stochastic approximation to obtain

(_Zl)

T (o), Soidpam (21 for m = 1,....7 and
SW,L/,t(zﬁg) form’ =38,...,15 from

1.4 j 501t i
Ty,lf;’bt,til(zi‘:?t)fl)’_ Sfy,l;iteail,m,tfl(zi‘:?t)fl) for m = 17 RN} 7
and S, o1 (2Y9) ) for m' =8,...,15.
M-step: If t < tp, 0141 = 0 Else, fori = 1,..., N,
m =1,...,7 calculate S7:, . (2{)) and S7:% , (21)) =
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TABLE |
THE LIST OF THEEM VARIABLES USED IN SECTION[IT]

Sections_llI-Al and [[[I-Al

Sm,n, m = 1:15, Sufficient statistics of the MTT model
Sﬁm, m = 1: 15, Expectation ofSy,,» conditional toy1.n
gfn n» m = 1:7, Expectation ofS,,,» conditional toyi., andzi.,
Sectlonm

Sm n» Monte Carlo estimation OS?n n

Sfﬂnn Weighted average ofol,,, ...

Section[I[]E]

Sm,n, m = 1:7, Sufficient statistics of a single GLSSM

Sm,t, m = 1:7, Incremental functions fof,,

Sm n,ij» The (i, j)'th element 0fSm,n

Sm,t,ij, The (i,7)'th element of5,, ¢

Tm ¢,i5, Forward smoothing recursion (FSR) function 8, ¢ ;;
Potyij, qm ¢ U ,Tm,t,ij, Variables used to Writd,, ¢ ,ij in closed-form

Section[1=B2]

Sm,t, m = 1:15, Incremental functions fof:,,»

Tffl ¢, m = 1:7, FSR function forSy,

Tgl ke FSR function form'th sufficient statistic of thek'th alive target

at timet
T}, i k.ij» The (i, j)th element of 17 ,
Pm t,k,ijr Am,t,k,ij> Tm,t,k,ij» Va“ables to Wnte{Tm t,k,ij

,S:{’n for the SAEM algorithm

S . Expectation of then'th sufficient statistic of thet’th alive target
at timet
an t.k.ijr The (4, 7)'th element ofS? ,
Eﬁlwe’m’t, Contributions of the alive targets at timeto Sm ¢
Sgeadm .» Contributions of the dead targets up to timéo S mt
Section
0
Tvlni +» Online estimation otT9 ¢ using 01

z myt,k,ijs Qy,matk,igs Ty,matk Vg . Variables to W”tET ,m,t,k,ij
Online estimation of5? using 61+
dead .t Online estimation o{S‘dwd m,¢ USing 01:¢
Onllne estimation 06‘9 t using 61+
= 8:15, Online calculatlon 0fSim,n USING 01+
Online estimation ofS‘?mt using 61+

St
5o
5o

'ym t?

S'ym t, M

GOt
2

m,t?

alwemt’ alive,m,t

91t

)+ Sﬁ}([ead m, t(zl ")) (‘optional lines in Algo-

alive,m,t

nﬂqm [2). Calculate the expectations
0 Q01

[S;ft, S0 ]

o01:¢
[ Yymty oty S’y,?,tv SW@J% s

HMZ

and updatef; 1 = A ( 3 IRIRE 59115 t)

Finally, before ending this section, we list in Tallk

some important variables used to describe the EM algorlthﬁ'i

throughout the section.

IV. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

10

1) Comparison of methods for batch estimatioie run
two experiments using the constant velocity model in thetbat
setting. In the first experiment, we generate an observation
sequence of length = 100 by using the parameter value

6* = (0.2,10,0.90,0.95,0,0,25,4,0,0.0625, 4)

and window sizex = 100. This particular value of* creates

on averagd target evenb time steps, and the average life of
a target is20 time steps. Therefore we expect to see around
4 targets per time.

Using the generated data set, we compare the performance
of the three different methods for batch estimation, whih a
SMC-EM and MCMC-EM (two different implementations of
SAEM in Algorithm[1) for MLE, and MCMC for the Bayesian
estimation |[34]. For SMC-EM, we usely = 200 particles
to implement the SMC method based on thebest linear
assignment to sample associations, where welset 10,
the details of the SMC method are in Appenflikx B. For the
MCMC-EM, in each EM iteration we rah MCMC steps and
the last sample is taken to compute the sufficient statjstics
i.e. N = 1. For both the SMC and MCMC implementations
of SAEM, v; = ;798 is used as the sequence of step-sizes
for all parameters to be estimated, with the exception that
v; = 775 is used for esumatmgrm That is to say, in

the SAEM aIgonthm,S7 3.0 54 . ands. J5 ,, are calculated
usingy; = j%55, and S(Jil ,, is calculated twice by using

;= j 7058 andy =3j 0’8 separately (since it appears both
in the estimation ob2, andp,), and for the rest oS7 m.n

v; = 778 is used. For Bayesian estimation, the following
conjugate priors are used:

Perpa 2 UNIE(0,1), My, Ap % G(0.001, 1000),
2 tid

Tars Oos Oy Oy ~ ZG(0.001,0.001),
tiva| o, ~ N(0.1,100003,),  finylop, ~ N (—0.1,100007,).

Figure2 shows the results obtained using SMC-EM, MCMC-
EM and MCMC after2000, 3 x 10°, 3 x 10° iterations
respectively. For the Bayesian estimate, we consider dray t
last5000 samples generated using MCMC as samples from the
true posteriop(f]y1.,). For comparison, we also execute the
EM algorithm with the true data association and the reggltin
p* estimate will serve as the benchmark. Note that given the
e association, the EM can be executed without the need for
any Monte Carlo approximation, and it gave the estimate

0% = (0.18,9.94,0.92,0.97, —1.98,0.91, 17.18, 5.92,
0,0.027,4.01).

We compare the performance of the parameter estimatiohe z in the superscript is to indicate that this value @f

methods described in Sectign]Ill for the constant velocitypaximises the joint probability density ¢f;.,, and z1.,, i.e.

model in Examplé&ll, where the parameter vector is .
"% = argmaXInge(}’Lm Zl:n)

0= ()\b AfyDds Dss Mbps b ol o2 o’ o2 02) oo

- 3 3 3 Sy 3 Uy 3 ) ) ) N . . . .
P bp> Tbvr Tapy Tavy Ty which is different tharfy, . However, for a data size dfoo,

Note that the constant velocity model assumes the positiéh* is expected to be closer t@, than 6* is, hence it is

noise variancerﬁp = 0. All other parameters are estimated. useful for evaluating the performances of the stochastic EM

algorithms we present. From Figurke 2, we can see that almost

all MLE estimates obtained using SMC-EM and MCMC-EM

A. Batch setting converge to values arourid-#, except foro2, from SMC-EM
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Fig. 2. Batch estimates obtained using the SMC-EM (thinslirend MCMC-EM (bold lines) algorithms for MLE and MCMC algtbm for the Bayesian
estimate (histogramsy*># is shown as a cross. Upper and lower x-axes show the numbe¥dfeations for MCMC-EM and SMC-EM, respectively.

has not converged within the experiment running time. Thearted with the same initial estimate @f. Noting that the
histogram of the Bayesian MCMC samples in Elg 2 indicatsomputational cost of one iteration of the SMC-EM algorithm
that the modes of the posterior probabilities obtained gusimnd the computational cost of one pass of SMC online EM
MCMC are around** as well. algorithm over the data are roughly the same, we observe that
The computational complexity of one MCMC move forr2, and the other parameters converge much quicker in this
updating z1.,,, for a fixed parametef, is dominated by a way. The caveat though is that there is now a bias introduced
term which isO(A,T%), ), where\, = \,/(1 — p,) is the due to the discontinuity at the concatenation points, @,9.
average number of targets per time. On the other hand, thay correspond to the observations of many surviving target
cost of the E-step of SMC-EM is dominated by a term whictvhereasy; may be the observations of an initially target free
is O(TNL))), where, = X\.(1+ pa) + Ay and L is the surveillance region. This discontinuity will effect, esjly,
parameter used i-best assignment. (For a more detailedurvival p,, detectionp,, and any other parameter depending
computational analysis for SMC based EM algorithms sesucially on a correcf}’ estimate over time. However it will
Appendix[.) In realistic scenarios, one expects the SMC Bave little effect on the parametefs. , 1y, 03, 0y, 0oy, O
step, being power three in the number of targets and cluttefiich govern the dynamics of the HMM associated with a
to be far more costly then the MCMC E-step, which results itarget. In conclusion, one way to estimétein a batch setting
the SMC-EM algorithm being far slower, as in our examplaising SMC-EM is by (i) first running SMC online EM on
We observed, but not shown in Figure 2, that theamples [yi1.n,¥1.x,.-.] until convergence to get an estimatdrof 6*,
of the MCMC Bayesian estimate reached the true values afgéy and then run the batch SMC-EM initialised @t

approximately2e4 iterations, earlier than MCMC-EM§.5¢4 2) Batch estimation on a larger data sein the sec-
iterations. This is because MCMC-EM forgets its past moighd experiment we compare the batch estimation algorithms,
slowly than MCMC Bayesian due to dependance induced RycMC-EM and the Bayesian method, with a larger data set
the stochastic approximation stép(13). Although in thisecayhich has more targets and observations. Recall that the-SMC
MCMC Bayesian seems preferable, we need to be caref; aigorithm is based on a SMC algorithm which uses the
when choosing the prior distribution fdt especially when 7_pest linear assignments and its computational compléxity
data is scarce as it may unduly influence the results. approximately polynomial of orde¥in A, = A, + (1+pa)X;.

The reason why SMC-EM is comparatively slow to contherefore, the SMC-EM algorithm would take a long time to
verge is because of the costly SMC E-step. Often, the pakecute and is left out of the comparison in this experiment.

rameters can be updated without a complete browse throug created a data set of = 150 time steps by using the
all the data. We may thus speed up convergence by applyjsgrameter

SMC online EM (AlgorithnB) on the following sequence of
concatenated data

6" = (0.65,22.5,0.90,0.95, 0,0, 25, 4, 0, 0.0625, 4).
[Y1:n7 Yin,-- -]a

Figure[3 shows both our previous SMC-EM estimates (wgith window sizex = 150 for the surveillance region. With
number of iterations) in Figurg]l 2 and the SMC online EMhis choice, we see approximatelg targets per time. Figure
estimates (vs number of passes over the original glatg on shows the results obtained from the MCMC-EM and the
the concatenated data; and we note that both algorithms Beyesian method for estimatirij. When the true association



MANUSCRIPT SUBMITTED TO ARXIV.ORG, DECEMBER 2012 12

Ps A Py A
1 0.25 10
0.98 0.2 0.94
* 9.95 +
0.96 0.15 0.93
9.9
0.94 0.1 0.92 4
0.92 0.05 091 9.85
0.9 0 0.9 > 9.8 >
Hpx Hpy %o O,
0 2 20 8
-0.5 15 18 ,
6
-1 16
1
-15 * 14
4
-2 s 05 12
-25 0 10 2
0 500 1000 1500 2000 o2 o2 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Number of iterations (passes over data)0.25 uld 6 Y Number of iterations (passes over data)
0.2
5 batch
0.15 online
4
0.1
005\ s
[ ]
2
0 500 1000 1500 2000 O 500 1000 1500 2000

Number of iterations (passes over data) Number of iterations (passes over data)

Fig. 3. Comparison of online SMC-EM estimates applied todbecatenated data (thicker line) with batch SMC-EM

path of the 1st target for 1000 time steps

is given, the EM algorithm findg*# for this data set as 100
"% = (0.63,22.88,0.90,0.95,0.15, —0.68, 27.96, 3.32,

0,0.065, 3.98).
We can see that both methods work well for this large data @

set. It is worth mentioning that MCMC Bayesian converged
to the stationary distribution aftde5 iterations (not shown in
the figure), while MCMC-EM converged aft8e5 iterations.

-100

B. Online EM setting =100 & 100
We demonstrate the performance of the SMC online EM in
Algorithm 3 in two settings_ Fig. 5. The position of target no. 1 evolving in time for thestit000 time

1) Unknown fixed number of targeti the first experiment StePs With modified constant velocity model within (27)

for online estimation, we create a scenario where there are a
constant but unknown number of targets that never die an
travel in the surveillance region for a long time. That/Ag; =
K (which is unknown and to be estimated), = 0 andp, =
1. We also slightly modify our MTT model so that the targ
state is a stationary process. The modified model assumtes
the state transition matrik' is

dFigure[B shows the estimates for parameteis\s, o2, o,
using the SMC online EM algorithm described in Algorithm
é?, whenK? = K = 10 is known. We used. = 10 and
Na= 100, andy, = t=9-8 is taken for all of the parameters
excepto?,, where we usedy, = t~%-%5. The burn-in time,
until when the M-step is not executed, g = 10. We can

F = < 0.9912x2  Alaxs ) , (27) observe the estimates for the parameters quickly settlénaro

O2x2 0.9905x the true values. Note that,, i, 0,, 07, are not estimated

andG, W andV are the same as the MTT model in Examplbéere because they are the parameters of the initial disitibu
[I. The change is to the diagonals of matfixwhich should of targets which have no effect on the stationary distriutf
be I,.- for a constant velocity model. Howeved,991>.> a MTT model with fixed number of targets, and thus they are
will lead to non-divergent targets, i.e. having a statignamot identifiable by an online EM algorithr [10]. Note that the
distribution; see Figurgl5 for a sample trajectory. We @&eabnline MLE procedure is based on the fact that the parameters
data of lengthn = 50000 with K = 10 targets which are of the initial distribution will have a negligible effect on
initiated by usingue, = 0,y = 0,07, = 25,07, = 4. the likelihood of observationy, for large ¢. In practice,
The other parameters to create the datazare= 0.9, \y = the parameters of the initial distribution can be estimaigd
10,02, = 0.01, 05 =4, and the window sizex = 100. running a batch EM algorithm for the sequence of the first few
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Fig. 4. Batch estimates obtained from a large data set usm$/lCMC-EM (bold lines) algorithm for MLE and MCMC for Bayesi estimates (histograms).
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observations, such as.5o, and fixing all other parameters to .

the values obtained by SMC online EM. ol T =100
t=200
0.8
Py )\f * * * * * * * *
0.92 10.5 -ir
091 2 17300

0.9 MWWWM 10

“L61 t=400
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| |
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Fig. 7.  Left: estimates ofy,,, (y1:+|/K) (normalised byt) for values
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o.00s] a5 Po,., (y1.¢|K) normalised byt for valuesK = 6,..., K =15, K =10 is

1 2 3 4 50 1 2 3 4 5 stressed with a bold plot.
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Fig. 6. Online estimates of SMC-EM algorithm (Algorithih 3)rffixed 2) Unknown time varying number of targets1 the second
number of targets. True values are indicated with a horolnte. Initial  experiment with online estimation, we consider the corstan

7 2 2 . H . . . . .
estimates forpg, Ay, o5, o, are 0.6, 15,0.25, 25; they are not shown inya|ocity model in Exampl&]1 with a time-varying number of

order to zoom in around thye converged values. .
targets, i.e\, > 0 andps; < 1. We generated a set of data of
lengthn = 10° using parameters

The particle filter in Algorithm[B, which we used to
produce the results in Figuié 3, has all its particles having g+ — (0.2, 10,0.90,0.95, 0,0, 25,4, 0,0.0625, 4)
the same number of targets, which is the tisie However,
K can be estimated by running several SMC online EMind we estimated all of them (exceqzﬁp = 0). Again, we
algorithms with different possiblé<’s, and comparing the used L = 10 and N = 200, and v, = t %8 is taken
estimated likelihoody, , (y1.¢|K) versust. Figure[T shows for all of the parameters except?, for which we used
how the estimates o, , (y1.¢|K) for valuesk =6,...,15 v, = t~ %55, The online estimates for those parameters are
compare with time. Both the left and right figures suggest thgiven in Figure 8 (solid lines). The initial values are taken
po,., (y1:+|K) favours K = 10 starting from¢ = 100 and the be 6, = (0.8,0.5,0.6,13,—1,—1,1,1,16,0,0.25,25) which
decision on the number of targets can be safely made aftemot shown in the figure in order to zoom in arouét
about200 time steps. We have also checked this comparisdle observe that the estimates have quickly left their ihitia
with different initial values ford and found out that the values and settle aroun@. Also, the parameter estimates
comparison is robust to the initial estimatg for the initial distribution of newborn targets have thegest
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are indicated with a horizontal line. The initial valdg = (0.8,0.5,0.6,13, —1, —1,1,1, 16,0, 0.25,25) is not shown in order to zoom in aroursd

oscillations around their true values which is in agreemetite number of births per time is limited by a finite integalt,
with the results in the batch setting. the variables ofZ, i.e. (Kb, K, Cs,C%, A) can be tracked

Another important observation from Figuré 8 is that therg'.thln the L-best assignment framework, and we expect in

is bias in the estimates of some of the parameters, nam| ﬂﬁ case the bias to be significantly smaller. However,esinc

Das Af,aﬁv,criv,aﬁ- This bias arises from the Monte Carlon our MTT model the number of births per time is unlimited

approximation. To provide a clearer illustration of this iMe (being a Poisson random variable), we cannot include birth-

Carlo bias, we compared the SMC online EM estimates Wi%Eath tracking i.n theL-be;t assignmeqt framework; see the
the online EM estimates we would have if we were given th¥C algorithm in AppendiX B for details.

true data association, i.€Z;},>1. The dashed lines in Figure 3) Tuning the number of particle/: It is expected that

B show the results obtained when the true association iskno# "€asonable accuracy of SMC target tracker is necessary

for illustrative purposes we plot evemy00'th estimate only, for good performance in parameter estimation. Obviously,
hence the sequen®ooo 2000.....100000- there is a trade off between accuracy of SMC tracking and

o ) computational cost, and this trade off is a functionMof the
The source of the bias in the results is undoubtedly di@mper of particles. This raises the following questionwho
to the SMC approximation gfg(z1.,|y1:). However, we are q, we identify if the number of particles is adequate for the
able to pin down more precisely which componentsof are - gyic online EM algorithm for a real data set given thatis

being poorly tracked. We ran the SMC online EM algorithmynown? We propose a procedure to address this issue. For
for the same data sequence, but this time by feeding Hg chosen valuev:

algorithm with the birth-death information, i.€K?, C5},>1.
Figure[8 shows that whefK?,Cs},>; is provided to the
algorithm, the bias for some components drops. This indicat : o
that (i) the bias in the MTT parameters is predominantly due 2) Simulate the MTT model witl# for a small number of

to the poor tracking of the birth and death times by our SMC __ time steps to obtain a data set for verification. _
MTT algorithm and (ii) with knowledge of the births and 3) Run the SMC target tracker for the simulated data with
deaths, the unknown assignments of targets to observations_ ¢ = ¢ known. R

seem to be adequately resolved by fhdest approach since 4) If the target tracking accuracy is “bad”, increaSeand

the bias in the target HMM parameters diminishes. Therefore ~ "€turn to step 1; else stop.

the bottle neck of the SMC MTT algorithm is birth/deatilrhe tracking accuracy can roughly be measured by comparing
estimation and, generally speaking, a better SMC scheme f6f with its particle estimate which is suggestive of the birth-
the birth-death tracking may reduce the bias. Note that whdaath tracking performance, which we have identified to have

1) Run SMC online EM on the real data set wifk
particles to obtain an estimateof the unknowng*.
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a significant impact on the bias of the estimates as shownvitherei,j =1,...,d, form =1,3,4,5,7;i=1,...,d,,j =
Figure[8. 1,...,dyform=2;andi=1,...,d;, j=1form=6. Al
Pmyt_,ij’s, Gm,t,i5'S and vy, ; ;;'s ared, x d, matrices,d, x 1
vectors and scalars, respectively. Forward smoothingés th

_ _ _ performed via recursions over these variables. Start & fim
We have presented MLE algorithms for inferring the statigith the initial conditions?,, ; ii = O0d,xdys Gm1,ij = Od,x1,

parameters in linear Gaussian MTT models. Based on g P15 = 0 for all m exceptPr 1 i; = cfeiel, Pryij =
comparisons of the offline and online EM implementationg, .7 7, 1ij = i (f)es, and Goi1 = ei. Attimet + 1,
our recommendations to the practitioner are: (i) If batcnpéate o o
estimation permissible for the application then it shollebgys B
be preferred. (i) Moreover, MCMC-EM should be preferred™,i+1,ij = B{ P1,ijBi + Cii+1€i€gr
as batch SMC-EM has the disadvantage of slow convet- _pTs T (f 3 fe,TH)
gence of some parameters while online SMC-EM applieéil’tﬂ"” Be e +]_9t Proij +Prs; ) be )
to concatenated data, although converges quicker thet bata,t+1,i5 = 71,45 + tr (Pl,t,ij2t|t+1) + th,ijbt +b] Py b
MCMC-EM, induces some bias for certain parameters dyg,, ., ;. = 04, x4,
to the discontinuity caused at the concatenation bourslarie BT 4l (G)es
Furthermore, SMC tracker does not scale well with the awerad>!* ' t 42405 . 1Y)
number of targets per time and clutter rate; see Sec caloulat 72.t+1,ij = 2,t,ij + T2,141,i5bt
in [V-A] (iii) For very long data sets (i.e. large time) andPy ;1 ;; = B/ (Ps.; + eiel ) By
when there is a computational budget, then online SMC-E . pT~ . T(p .. 4 pT T T
seems the most appropriate since the it is easier to cont?‘%ltﬂ’” = Bidseii + B (o +TP3’t"ij +ezejT+ ejei ) b
computational demands by restricting the number of pagicl T3,t+1,ij = 73,045 + U ((P&t-,ij +eiej ) Et\t+1) + @315 00
We have seen that in online SMC-EM there will be biases in + b/ (Ps,ij + eie) ) by
some of the parameter estimates if the birth and death tinees Py ii1i; = BI Py By + eie?
not tracked accurately. The particle number should be edrifi = o o2 o
for adequacy as recommended in Secfion TV-B3. Gair1ij = B Garij + Bi (Paij + Piyij) be

We have not considered other tracking algorithms that work,i+1,ij = 7a,t,ij + tr (Pa.,ijSeje11) + @.¢.450¢ + bf Pae.ijbe
well such as those based on the PHD filler [30, 32] Whicpmﬂ_ij = BI'P;, ;B +eie;*-FBt
could be used provided track estimates can be extracted. '
The linear Gaussian MTT model can be extended in th&-+1 B k
following manner while still admitting an EM implementatio 7s.¢+1,ij = 5.¢,ij + T (P54, Seje+1) + @2.4.4;bt + b7 Ps 1.i5be
of MLE. For example, split-merge scenarios for targets aan P, ; ;1 = 04, x4,
considered. Moreover, the number of newborn targets per tim o _Bla. .
and false measurements need not be Poisson random va;riabeig’grl’Zl o %’t"”{r
for example the model may allow no births or at most on&6.t+1,i1 = 76,t,i1 + 6,141,010t
birth at a time determined by a Bernoulli random variable?; ;.1 ;; = B} (Pr,.i;) B
Furthermore, false measurements need not be uniform, e@?.tﬂ i = BTG+ BT (Proij + p7T“,,) b,
their distribution may be a Gaussian (or a Gaussian mixture)” o _ Y iT’J =
distribution. Also, we assumed that targets are born close t7:¢+1.4 = 7.t A (PryijSejern) + Q7,500 + by Proaihe
the centre of the surveillance region; however, differgpes For the online EM algorithm, we simply modify the update
of initiation for targets may be preferable in some appi@z. rules by multiplying the terms on the right hand side contain

For non-linear non-Gaussian MTT models, Monte Carlgyg ¢, or I xa, by 741 and multiplying the rest of the terms
type batch and online EM algorithms may still be appliegy (1 —es1).

by sampling from the hidden staté§,’s provided that the
sufficient statistics for the EM are available in the reqdire .
additive form [8]. In those MTT models where sufﬁcienF" SMc aIgonthrn for. MTT_ ) )

statistics for EM are not available, other methods such asAnN SMC algorithm is mainly characterised by its proposal

gradient based MLE methods can be useful (e.g. Poyiadfii§tribution. Hence, in this section we present the proposa
et al. [21]). distribution gg(z¢|21.t—1,¥y1.t), Where we exclude the super-

scripts for particle numbers from the notation for simgici
Assume thatz;.; ; is the ancestor of the particle of interest
with weight w,_1. We samplez, = (k?,¢c§, ¢, k!, a;) and
A. Recursive updates for sufficient statistics in a singtlculate its weight by performing the following steps:

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

= BtT%,t,ij + B} (p5,t,ij + ngt,ij) by + €jb£€i

APPENDIX

GLSSM « Birth-death moveSamplek? ~ PO(-; \y) andc;(j) ~
Referring to the variables in Sectibn 1lI-B1, the internmatdi BE(;ps) for j = 1,...,kF . Setkf = Zf';f ¢; and
functions for the sufficient statistics ih(|18) can be writiés construct theky x 1 vectori; from c. Setk? = k§ + k?

J T T ~ and calculate the prediction moments for the state. For
T t,ij (T, 1) = Ty Pt it + Qg 35Tt + Tt i j=1,... k%,
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—if j < ki, setpyi1; = Fui11e-14:(5 and wherec; to ¢ are constants ang is for sampling from the
Bijp—1,y = FEt_Ht_Lif(j)FT + W. Poisson distribution. If we assume that SMC tracks the numbe
— if j > kf, setpyy_1 ;= pp and Xy j = Xy of births and deaths well on average then we can simplify the

Also, calculate the moments of the conditional observierm above

tion likelihood: Forj =1,.... k¢, u!; = Guy—ry and o 9 1 N N[C )
o 7 ' UL IV) = 3+ Ky
E;{J = Gzt‘t,l_’jGT —+ V SMC( ) 1.3 o K

o Detection and associatioDefine theky x (k{ + kf) +d3 (s KT + es KPKY) + co L (K] + Kty)?’}
matrix D; as
wherecy 3 = ¢1 +c3. The proces§ K },>1 is Markov and its
log(paN (ye,is 1 j» 21 ;) if § < kY, stationary distribution i$(\,) where\, = .- KY =
Dy (i, j) = | log (I_Gﬁ)Af if i=3j—k/, K&+K/ and for simplicity we writeK¢ ~ psK?. Therefore
— 0 otherwise. the stationary distribution fof K" + K }>1 is approximately

that of {(1 4 pa) K + K{ };>1 which is P()\,) where), =

Az(1 + pa) + Ay. Therefore, assuming stationarity at time

R%nd substitutinip(A)(X?’) = A3 +3)%+ )\, the expected cost
ill be

[Eg [OSM(:(G, t, N)] ~ N|:6173 + (CQ + di [64 +c5 (pd + /\f)]) )\m
tespaXs + 6L (X3 + 302+ 0y) |.

Find the setA; = {at-,lv ...,aq .} of L assignments 2) SMC-EM for the batch settingthe SMC-EM algorithm
producing the highest assignment scores. Thedsetan for the batch setting first runs the SMC filter, stores all its
be found using the Murty’s assignment ranking algorithipath trajectories i.e.{fofl}lgiSN and then calculates the

and an assignment is @ne-to-one mapping a;
{1,...kF}y — {1,...,k/ + k}. The cost of the as-
signment, up to an identical additive constant for ea
(6% is

Dtaat ZDt ]7at

[1€]. Finally, sampler; = oy ; with probability estimates of required sufficient statistics for e&¢H, by using
d(D , a forward filtering backward smoothing (FFBS) technique,
~expld(Dy, ay )] . o AT T .
k(o) = =3 1D , J=1...,L which is bit quicker then forward smoothing. Therefore, the
2 =1 expld(Dy, au )] overall expected cost of batch SMC-EM applied to data of

Given ay, one can inferc! (hencei?), k¢, k{ and the SIZ€71S

associatioru; as follows: =
' Csucem = Crras(0,n, N) + > Csuc(6,t, N) + c7

d(kj) o 1 if O[t(k) < kg, t=1

A 0 if au(k) > kY. wherec; is the cost of the M-step, i.e\. Let us denote the

" total number of targets up to timeis M and letL,,..., Ly,
Thenkf = >0, ¢f(k), ki = kY — k%, i is constructed be their life lengths. The computational cost of FFBS to
from ¢¢, and flnally calculate the smoothed estimates of sufficient statistcsaf

target of life lengthL is O(d2 L). Therefore,
anlk) = oni(R)), k=1, kL 9 R
N MY

« Reweighting:After we samplez, = (kf,cf,cf,k{',at) Crras(6,n, N) Z Z ced> L
from gg(z¢|z1.4-1,y:), we calculate the weight of the i=1m=1
particle as in [(I4), which becomes for this sampling ssume the particle filter tracks well ard () andLm ,m=
scheme as 1,...,M® for particlesi = 1,..., N are close enough to
g L Lm, and M, the true values, fom =1,...,M. Then, we
wy X W1 Ayt Zexp[d(Dt,at_j)]. have
CFFBS(e n, N Z Z ng L
C. Computational complexity of SMC based EM algorithms i=1m=1

The expected values of,, and M are 1/(1 — ps), nAp,
respectively. Also assume stationarity at all times so that
expectations of the termSsuc(d,t, N) are the same and we
have

(C2Kt + 03) [Eg [Cppgs(e, n, N)] =~ CgNndi)\b(l — ps)_l.

birth-deatn sampling As a result, given a data set af time pomts_,, the oyerall_
. expected cost of SMC-EM for the batch setting per iteration
+ 3 (eaKP + esKPKY) + oo (K70 + KY) ] is
Eg [Csmc-em] = Eg [Crres(0,n, N)] + nlkg [Csmc(8,t, N)] + c7.

1) Computational complexity of SMC filteringor simplic-
ity, assume the true parameter valugfisThe computational
cost of SMC filtering withd and N particles, at time, is

Csmc(6,t, N ClN +Z
i=1

resamplmg

moments and assignments Murty (worst case)
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3) SMC online EM: The overall cost of an SMC online[17]
EM for a data set of time points is

n

(18]

[Crsr(6,t, N) + Oswc(,t, N) + c7] .
1

Csmconem ~
t
The forward smoothing recursion and maximisation used in
the SMC online EM requires

[19]

[20]

N
CFSR(H, t, N) = Z CgKtz(Z)di
=1

[21]
calculations at time for a constanty, whose expectation is

Eo [CFSR(Q,t, N)] =cgNXp(1 —ps)_ld‘;. 2]

at stationarity. The overall expected cost of an SMC online
EM for a data ofn time steps, assuming stationarity, is

Eg [Csmconem(8, n, N))

~n (Eq [Crsr(0,t, N)] + Eg [Csmc(0,t, N)] + c7) . [24]
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