E-mail: jig@aircas.ac.cn EPEI%&%??E 2275

Website: www.cjig.cn JOURNAL OF IMAGE AND GRAPHICS

Tel: 010-58887035 O HEERERFRIRINFE

FEGES S TP399 XERFRIRES: A XEHS: 1006-8961(2025)06-2275-29

B35 AKX :Li S, Wang H Y and Hu R M. 2025. A review of public social behavior understanding and hidden groups discovery. Journal of Image
and Graphics, 30(6):2275-2303(Z= ik, EMFIE, $IFm . 2025. 22337 Al 2247 B AF 58 25 R S B b L R B T E R EDE 4
30(6):2275-2303) [ DOI: 10. 11834/jig. 240784 ]

'

R RITAERARE R SRELR AN

Zk, TW@, A

P2 AL TR M2 S e 4 Be , V% 710000

W OE: ARG AL SR AR TE S B A MU | SR AL AE BBl s 7 OC R T AL S BOR T
Br R FRk N ASAT R  #E MR BN A . $2 88 A S A2 A T O U I AE 28 B AT AR X T
FRTI AR T8 1 S L B ABLAE B AR R AR R, C B TN S S A T TP R, R A A
T SeE R RS B GATIR B 2 1E S LU U B Rt 2 AR . LA TR SR PRI A SR AR ) T i A
AP 2B S/ IMEAR 2R S RIME AR SC4 1T ] BRI A AL 2847 S B 55 R ARG A « B e R AN Rl 3247
RS B R S i e B AR DN 7 vk 43 S B TR R s 5 B A 2] T R RS, TS R T ) L
NS FIAT AL i S R B 2% ST HE AL R B A B 45T M F b BCE 2 5 A UPE RE 5 5 108 M T T 93 1 i
)P R Ry R A R 322 4TS A R T R R R 5T Il ok % 3 BN R/ WO SO IR A S BT, R IR b 2 R 26
Transformer 55 [ il A AR RUTE AR & BB A B (RIS L A7 X 0 ik U T i e a8 . PRIk, ooy
FEIR NS AR Bt A A O L i SR T T, [ o S I R % MG T A A G 119 B A A 24 - R R A R AR I
KB A SCHEMRAG I s ST A B 5 28 FASN 5 F-formation ; 17 AR

A review of public social behavior understanding and hidden groups discovery

Li Shu, Wang Huaiyuan, Hu Ruimin’
School of Cyber Engineering , Xidian University, Xi’an 710000, China

Abstract: Social group detection in public spaces has become a popular research topic in computer vision and social behav-
ior analysis in recent years. This research aims to analyze surveillance video data, utilizing technologies such as social
interaction, spatiotemporal relationships, and computer vision to identify and understand human social behavior patterns,
thereby detecting pedestrian groups that are actively interacting. With the advancement of urbanization, the demand for
public safety and social behavior monitoring has increased significantly. Social group detection is crucial in various
research fields, including trajectory prediction, group anomaly detection, human-computer interaction, and intelligent sur-
veillance. Exploring and identifying human social behavior patterns, especially recognizing pedestrian groups in interac-
tion, provides strong support for applications such as predicting pedestrian behavior, detecting abnormal group activities,
and enhancing public safety. This, in turn, propels further developments in computer vision and artificial intelligence.

Despite some progress in this field, accurately modeling group interaction phenomena remains challenging. First, social
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group behaviors are diverse and complex, lacking formal rules and clear social interpretations, making social group detec-
tion a difficult task. Second, most existing methods rely on high-quality annotated data, which poses significant costs and
technical challenges, especially in real-world scenarios where the number and behavior patterns of social groups are con-
stantly changing. As a result, existing datasets often fail to cover all possible scenarios. Furthermore, social group detec-
tion faces challenges related to lightweight network design and few-shot learning. Particularly in the absence of large-scale
annotated data, how to effectively train models and improve detection accuracy remains a key issue in current research.
This paper reviews the existing research on social behavior understanding and social group detection. It categorizes meth-
ods for social group detection in public spaces into two main categories : heuristic-rule-based methods and learning-based
methods. In heuristic-rule-based methods, researchers define a series of rules to determine the interaction features of
pedestrian groups, such as using distance, speed change, relative direction, and visual descriptors to define the occur-
rence of social behavior, or extracting high-level semantic expressions of human interaction patterns, such as social force
models or social interaction fields. However, the applicability of these methods is often limited by the accuracy and com-
plexity of the rules. Conversely, learning-based methods leverage machine learning or deep learning techniques to auto-
matically learn the patterns of social behaviors from large datasets, thereby achieving higher detection accuracy. In recent
years, deep learning methods, particularly convolutional, recurrent, and graph neural networks, have been widely applied
in social group detection and have achieved significant results. In terms of evaluation, this paper summarizes common
evaluation metrics, datasets, and detection performance. Common evaluation metrics include accuracy, recall, and F1
score, which effectively reflect the performance of social group detection algorithms. For example, when using mainstream
deep learning frameworks for group detection, the average precision and recall are typically above 85%, whereas state-of-
the-art behavior pattern-based methods achieve F1 scores of up to 89%. This highlights the potential of behavior patterns in
recognizing social behavior and detecting interacting groups. Significant performance differences exist across various data-
sets, such as detection accuracy reaching 87% on the Crowd-Tracking dataset and slightly lower performance (around
83%) on the ETH dataset. These differences suggest that the diversity and complexity of datasets affect detection results to
some extent, and current datasets cannot sufficiently cover all possible social behavior patterns. Lastly, the paper dis-
cusses the challenges and limitations of social group detection and outlines future research directions. Current challenges
mainly focus on how to effectively process large-scale video data, achieve accurate group detection in data-scarce environ-
ments, and address algorithms’ real-time performance and computational efficiency. Furthermore, social group detection
research faces challenges in integrating cross-disciplinary knowledge, such as incorporating behavioral patterns and social
psychology theories to enhance detection accuracy. Future research could expand in the following areas. First, researchers
could explore implicit social patterns, particularly covert criminal group detection. Second, interpretable fundamental
social patterns could be extracted to enhance the accuracy and robustness of social group detection. Third, unsupervised
and self-supervised learning methods could be used to address the issue of few-shot learning, thereby improving the applica-
bility of algorithms in real-world scenarios. In conclusion, social group detection is not only a technical challenge but also
an interdisciplinary research issue with vast application potential. With continuous advancements in algorithms and hard-
ware, future social group detection technologies will play an increasingly important role in public safety, smart cities, and
human-computer interaction.
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Table 1 Statistical analysis of major research methods over 2005—2024
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TS A A

2005
2008
2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

DBSCAN Bz AR E 22 (Kalnis 25, 2005)
TR A R BEPLIZANHEF F7 BN T AE FH 1 (Pang 45,2008 ) , 38 . F -8R S (1 22 J2 Uk Sh 75 D1 i35 4% ( Dai 45, 2008 )
T Hausdorff B 25 F18 192 K R 2 (Ge 45, 2009)

F-formation (Kendon,2010) , J& {3 B $5307 & 3 194+ 255 A0 H(Dim A1 Kuflik, 2010) , J&F 185 25 017 18] (1) S iR &
FEE (GMM) (Groh % ,2010)

F-formation (Hung 1 Krose, 2011 ; Cristani &2 2011), E T3l A4t 25 8 (social force model , SEM) (Sochman Fil Hogg,
2011),SFM(Leal-Taixé 55 ,2011) , W SEAE & B 255 2 (Ding #1 Yilmaz, 2011)

R RS (Kjeergaard 25,2012 ) , F5 T3 8 F58 BE (7R 2R D17 (Zanotto 25 ,2012), 3 T* Hausdorff #7551k F A 32
F%:(Ge % ,2012) , shEAS H 318 (Kong % ,2012)

7RI ERERF (LiZE,2013) , B I/R A B2 P8 (Solera F1 Calderara, 2013 ) , #3643 B 5 77 1 (Yiicel 25 ,2013) , 15
SCER BN A 25 AR ST (Nabi 45 ,2013) , 8 /R #1230 B B B 1 45 ¥4 4k SVM (Solera 1 Calderara,2013) , F-formation ( Setti &5,
2013a,b) , SFM (Mazzon 45, 2013) , F= FIAHIE XS 4F R R (Yin 55 ,2013) , BSBARHLA A AL (Qin 45, 2013) , FE TR
TG/ TR AL BEAT R (Gorrini 45, 2013) , 41 &5 - A0 H : F-formation 15 SFM( Cristani %,2013)

FeF s [ UL 56 2P0 S50 LRI (Choi %8, 2014) , BSERAZ L BT 1 41 25 55 0 7 (Alahi %, 2014) T B B8
AR A8 35 ZEAL ] (Al Masum 55,2014 ) , i3 sHAFAE 5 058 7 B J1HFHE (Leach %5 ,2014)

FT Bz 3= B89 GMM (Poiesi F1 Cavallaro, 2015) , F-formation (Setti 2% ,2015; Ricci 25, 2015) , 3 TH de 1| 45 i G BE
FEFF (Khan 45 ,2015) , BE25/97 [ AL ( Bozorgtabar 2 , 2015 ; Chandran 45,2015 ; Li 45, 2015) , 5T 5 8 i1 6 1 (<138
B (Zhang %5 ,2015b) , i35 S EL7 224 (Shao %5 ,2015) , Panoptic Studio : 2280 5438 B 3B (Joo 45 ,2015) , I T A8 1y
L3 38 B W 2% (Feng Al Bhanu, 2015) , & F X 3802 2 28 R 19 5 J1 B 3Kz (Rota 5, 2015) , 4552 R (Setia AT Mit-
tal,2015) , #1228 J& P JI B R (Zhang 55, 2015a) , i F L0523 (8] 345 A0 1 A TERE I (Y1 45, 2015)

DY JE 45 R A R (Zhou 55, 2016) , 56T 4138 B BT (1) 32 ¢ 1) ML (SVM) (Solera 55 ,2016) , K& 51570 S5 5 10 2 2
JE I GMM (Zhao %5 ,2016) , Fe T 8308 /55 R /55 FE 1 1 22 fe AL B 2K (expectation maximization clustering, EM) (Voon %%,
2016) , 2 > Fljst s SR B 2 06 R (Islas 55, 2016) , B84 23 B! (Nunes 55, 2016) , {7 /3 /£ Ji (Favaretto 55,
2016) , F T B /5 18] B AEE & 135 (Inaba £ Aoki, 2016) , BRI SR 2R LA (Nakamura 55, 2016) , 3 T4 £ 4
T i R ARG I (Y %5,2016)

R ORI S SRR (Li%%,2017) , 51 A F3#5E B (Habe 25, 2017) , 3 T4 5 A9 FFEHEF (Chen 55,2017) , 3 F
Fsh 4 /5 B AH S M Y SR RS 45 55075 (Shuaibu 45 ,2017) , 51 AT FAFAE  BL5E S HER (Vascon Hl Bazzani, 2017) , 5F JLA]
K F 18 B AR 25 19 32 A AR 4 (Lathuiliere 25, 2017) , XHE A1 42 F47 8 (Tan 25 ,2017) , 724824 > (O 2 FBEHL
(Chen%:,2017) , TEAZ 3 1 i A B 5 B4 L SVM (Solera %5, 2017) , 3 T35 34U 4F (9 .3/ SVM (Bano %, 2017)




$30% /E 68 /2025 £6 A

=k, EWOT, $EE
NHFAHZITARBRARGRSRELEA LI

Rl FTEMARFEER(2005—2024)

Continued Table 1 Statistical analysis of major research methods over 2005—2024
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2018

2019
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2021

2022

2023

2024

S/ B RS S U 7 (Varadarajan 5, 2018) , I 22 AR BEE (Huang 45, 20184, b) , UL B X (Sawas 45,2018,
Z A SVM (Bano % ,2018) , 32 Bl AH U (Zaki Fil Sayed , 2018 ) , H T30 (1 [ 2 9 ) 52 (Yang 55, 2018) , #E 25/ 5 11 /]7]
B3 (Yucel %,2018)

FET 0 E I BHAHE B AT (Chen F1 Lai, 2019) , #is B4R 215 X (Sawas %5 ,2019) , F-formation ( Ferrera-Cedefio %5 ,2019) ,
LT ILAF I AR 2 9 DBSCAN 52 (Cheng 35 ,2019) , 2 T AE B R 2% (GAN) Y TC 1B 27 2] (Fernando 55, 2019) , JLL
I R 5 AR (Yoo 55, 2019) , FEFHLIE R OC R 1) 43 J2 DU i 8 (Xie 5, 2019) , JE T HEES 1) FLZE #0111
ZEH R (Zhou % ,2019) 4158 J1 12 > ARERE HA5 B (Lin % ,2019) , B R AEEIT A BE (Favaretio 25, 2019) , 158
ENHILE (Bisagno % ,2019)

F-formation ( Livramento %5 , 2020; Hedayati 45 2020; Barua %45,2020) , KFE 5 Wéﬁ(Ehsanpour%@ ,2020) , BT E G
J f9 CNN (Zitouni %5 , 2020) , & T 22 U5 HFAF 4l 38 75 19 SVM (Basalamah 1 Khan, 2020) , & {37 /5 25 89 1% 4 5 Hr
(Pouw %5 ,2020) , K& 037 & /51 1 (1 & 55 1 2% (Swoford 55 ,2020) , A 34 132 2 AU 2R F 5775 (Zhao 55 ,2020a) , ViBe
TSR (Pandey 55, 2020) , 36 T 4544 1R S Z AL R (Wang 45, 2020) , 56T 32/ 75 1] B9 454 AL SVM (Zhao
4%,2020b) , A0 M 1E L 43 HT (Ferndndez-Ramirez %5, 2020) , J& 125 52 G I 3 BE /4 B 1) J2 Ik 825 (Taylor 55, 2020) , 6
AL 247 M1 (Sun %5 ,2020) , 8 FL43 45 F (line integral convolution , LIC) A HFE ( Zhang 55, 2020) , iz 3115 & ( Zitouni
%,2020)

F-formation T ELf) (Rivas 45, 2021) , 44 2 W 4% (GNN) (Thompson 45,2021 ) , I FE 4 A 38 CNN (Tzelepi il Tefas,2021),
FETHEHETN B GNN (Schmuck Fl Celiktutan, 2021) , Bt XF 278 %% > (Huang 55, 2021) , B 85/ J5 17 724545 (Wright 5% ,2021)
FET [ W £ R % 2 GNN(Li %5, 2021) , F-formation (Zhang Fll Hung, 2021) , K fix A 208 B R 28 9 4% (CNN)
(Tze]epi Fl Tefas,2021)

F-formation (Pathi Z¢ , 2022) , Transformer ( Tamura 25 , 2022) , 3& T 15 25 49 JC W B I B 25 (Su 48, 2022) , IH & (Yang A
2022;Su %5, 2022) , H T 554 Epsilon i 2k # % DBSCAN (Chen 25 ,2022) , 3 T i 25 |- F SC36 A A KA 1T 12 M 4%
(long-short term memory, LSTM) (Tan 4% .2022) , F T By PR A AR 1 [R5 AR R 4% ( graph convolutional network, GCN) (Atict
45,2022) , 3T ABEFE AR ERAE AR R B B P25 1Y CNN(Taylor 1 Riek ,2022) , 22 R 25 AR FL R 4% (Zhou £, 2022) ,
#5 (Quiroz 55 ,2022) , B THE B R 1Y F R 55 26 (Han 55, 2022)

23 W3S R A3 SO 2] (Lu 55, 2023) , B T B 5008 b T SCRYIRI 526 (Li 55, 2023b) , 3 T B30 (1914 Trans-
former (Jahangard A5 2023) , 3 ( Kiipper il Seyfried, 2023) , H: T & ZAETEH M) ResNet (Li %5 ,2023a) , 5 T B A3
Ff Ft (intersection over union, loU) ZE 2 ( Kang £ 2023) , H T X I 43 19 K-means F1 DBSCAN %2 (Chen 5,2023) , 3L T
GNN WL TERE ) LR SCERERBR (Yan %5 ,2023) , 3 )5 CNN ( Bhaskara %5 ,2023)

F-formation (Chen il Liang, 2024) , 3£ T ZHI838 H L R AT CON B (Lyu 45, 2024b) , K T1E 3 I ALHIAY 2 K E GON 5
%1 (Zhang % ,2024) , 3T LSTM/RNN {9 1328 1% BE 2 A1 45 (Nasri %5, 2024) , 36 T 9058 B 52 I 9 Transformer (Yu 2§,
2024) , 3 FRAK H 3h 3 19 B 38 1 W45 (Wang 55 ,2024) , 5 0 25 75 2R 58 457 F 19 08 28 25 4 BE ML 3% (Zhang 55,
2024) , WEFE LA 5 5 IO A 41 22 HE B3 (Ghasemi 55,2024 ) 32 ZhAH M (Lyu 57, 2024b ) , L TG A SEM AL (Wang 55,
2024) , 325 (A PEAT P -5 5 TR S P A AT TR 485 (Wu 4, 2024)

2019 47 Z Ji , BT 5 > s AR sh 19 U7 i, A
DRI 2 Fsi Al > S 1 9 YRR, JF H AR 4F
FOAE NP o A AT 2 N A B 28 1 4%
(convolutional neural network, CNN) . [&] # 28 ™ %%
(graph neural network , GNN) |, Transformer , [ 1% & /1
P 26 RN A= AT BT 2 (generative adversarial network ,
GAN) ZF IR L2 I HOR AT A sl s B 2 ) S
PRor28 JC TR ML riz Y, e — e sh 1%
UK K JE o AB AR Y, F-formation B2 AR WA
P ZMFR BT AR (E 5t w1 TR
JE 27 ) A R SEA R Fan A, DR G 3T 34T, TR

D) P ek S A 5 3 A A il B R B o T 7 ik AT M
B CRRE ST E T o ARG RS S E S
ARG {5 B2 B TS IS AT O IR AS AT i
MR E o Ak, A3 B 58 3 10 Kalnis | Zanotto
Cristani . Solera , Li % A1 A , 7EA [A] B Be 4 1 D& H iy 31
W HEAL i) TR B NS R BAS  2
FIBYHTE
25 b ik AR SOMIE B DR 5 3 AR B35

AT VL B AN TR] g R AL I 75125 73 S 6 1 I e X
RN J7 vk SR T2 T W7 s 2 s . Hop
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A . MR+t 2 FL 2%, Kendon (1990) #2 1 6 Fidx
HEBNIEHES , Q& 4 Fies , A TR RO TEE JFHRPE |
LIE FE Jr B FBE o BRittZ oh, i A1 2 HAth
KRB BN, anE R FEIE = M2 VIE MATE .
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Kendon f# B& Ui , A LL W A 7] §8 2 F-formation HY
— 5 AT AT, R T At B B
No TEXFROUT AP LA T P2sTa] .

Q@ A%
[0 1o
Pz
Rz

K3  F-formation ¥ 3 it 223 1]

Fig. 3 Three social spaces corresponding to F-formation

5 o> T

-0
L_o--o
(a) JHDRF I (b) FHE

T 92 %
& TP S

® 15 l?f/

(d) F)E (e) FTIE

4 H LAY F-formation BAJE HES]
Fig. 4 Common F-formation formations ((a) via-a-vis;
(b) side-by-side; (¢) L-shape; (d) column;
(e) square; (f) circle)

DRERR LA . F-formation it EL{E 4 MR 1
%Houghfﬁ%‘im%ﬂ HET KR HE LR . Hough
5 55 v G o A BT 52 H A (R) Y h 6 EOR R
F-formation ( Cristani 45 , 2011) , 1 £ % 42 ¥ (domi-
nant sets ) W 1 I8 b Y 5 R ETRE G o 5 Y
AL EFNI7 ) K g A SRR . Hrp 3L Sei [ATBA
R FE o BEFEUER A 7 B R, LA R R
HAE (Hung 1 Krose, 2011) 5 T ZE 4 {3 & F1 5 0] B8
B}, Hough $E 5572 B A5 %0 (Setti 5 ,2013a)
Settii AT BAH ik 22 > 55 2 178 09 5 S O il T £%
8 A ZH RS I D7 VA AR R PR T B — U, e i AN
[Fi] A P B A S — R, > 2o il 2 TR0 Y 2
FIN I 23 i 7 B IR FREPPAS T A 5 5E , A il 4

(1 21 45 A (Setti 45 ,2013b) o 2015 4F, il 7] 42 i,
— T B T DD F B 5 i 07 R AR R N AL A
5 1) 45 JE ALl P A ) TET 0 ) R R TR
F-formation i H1.Cy , $RBHEASHEAR DY O 23 [, T4 D
X ELRE H AR, Hung Fll Krose (2011) ZEAL B4R HH 5

RS i S S E NS N L5152 2 N
5 B Bk 1 B Y Ak T4 B v D0 ) (modularity
cut) A5 1%, B At — T SEORS B A4 J7 ke A6 I ik 2 5
NN P e R s = S NI A S (DS ST
W1 OC 2R B, AR SORERI RE P ok AG: T ok 7 % 38 20
(Ferrera-Cedeno 5% ,2019) , iZ k42 7+ T AW £
S5 PRI A IS ) B R R AR E Pk o

TERIAMG R B WG IRRE B3 2 5 G B E2H
BT A R R AR R R s AT
TR ORI 2 182 [ PR BE (W 52, A< A
FNHE % B2 AN 5 2155 K 2R (Zhang A1 Hung (2021) ) o
Rivas %5 A\ (2021) 457 ANSRIZITIE B B, PR T —
AT F-formation B UK I 1Y Proxemics T HAJ, 45
4 proxemics J& i Fl F-formation £ 2 19 HE & 71 2 X
SR EZA I NS N Z AR BT [m)
DL S AR R A T B

D)AWL BEHAR . WA K, F-formation £ £E
HAZBHAR LB, FEMR B EETA
SREHE 3K 3l 1 7 R AR e N RS Sl g A A fe) 43
—HEANRIR R, Hlas Ao Jesb Bk A HLES A Al
I (RGB AIHLAIEOE ) 9 %048 (Pathi %% ,2022)
R A J] 1) B 45 R 2 i) A ey o A A N5 28 A A
(Livramento 5 , 2020) , ol i 1 #R B A 0907 & Lk 3
T3 1] | BRI SO R P AR 1) 5 B R R 2 Bl ke A T
T2 B J5 ), LI F-Formation SR 5 [w] 5 i1 1) H. h 20
(Ricei 55, 2015) , X A0 ik fif o 1 25 if 22 % 1. 5 7
Plas N BERE 3h 35 e NS HET i J=y R

U JLAE, BCHE 3K 3 1Y AL & S ) 5 R
F-formation $ AR 1y 32 2 5C & 55 (Paay 45 , 2013) .
Hedayati 55 A (2020) 4& i —Fh &4 SR sh Bl 27 2] 53
75 REFORM . ZSE7E 53 3420 B - B e Al oy
SYSEMERE . F A, K B 5 W ik
XF AR 504 R RIS R8RS 8 A5 [0] ) , $ 45 )
FHRIL B A5 2 0 (R T 2 ffy o8 S R AR AT 4328
FIWIAZ HXT o fJ 30 o 54K T AR SR, o xS

T 2H 2% R 52 #£11 F-formation ﬁﬂ:f’ﬁﬁ’;"ﬁ’ B
i F-formation & | 28 4t 15 52 3 13 PoseNet 45 750 6 1)
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N OG5S, TR 25 B HLIZ (conditional ran-
dom field , CRF ) B S50 37 5% v i 2H B 53 B2 B A5
B 8 22 43 28 3CHr ) 5 AL (SVM) X F-formation
PEAT A28, PR AT Ak s, G o oo
S LAYE = A B 258 (Barua 45, 2020) .

I, EERR T R 1 IILEs AN Aeat A8
Y BRI S S EHA B S i — RS 4 N s o
BT (topological data analysis, TDA) 1 €187 J5 7% (Chen
F Liang, 2024 ) ) . 3 i F1) FH F£5 22 [5] 5 M (persistent
homology) %& SL T —Fh 75 4 JLARI 2544, AL RBP4
Ry zs FR e M. 10 T deil i J LA 454 (Can it
B A ) LA AR ] B 25 [R] OE & | B S A1 Alpha &2
2= 4544 (alpha complexes ) A= USSR , 2B A A1 AA
DA A 1 3 e T R 1
11,2 ST /A&7 10 A Tk

FERE 250 20 4 v, L F 0 A Ay A
AT A BRI ARSI € 2 i — A>T & 3 HL
AN T . BFR AT TR RS s i i3
BUALSE T HL S it B B0 55 SR 7 1), R3]
NEAT R 428 Bosh A R sh 3 . fhfi]am
AR 7 B A R P AR AP B AR
K ff 7 — A SR RER . I BT X e s ) At S
5 WFIE N BLRE SIS 1 s B # X H B
RMBHHZ A KR (Pang % ,2008) . IL4h, B
ARSI 47 AR AT LA 7R B E A TE 18 04 ML AN Bl A5 AR £k
(Li%%,2023a) . VP58 042217 0 A B AR 4RI T
LA

DSt 255408, Hop—AN28 1 B2
2GS AP (SSP) . Cristani 25 A (2013) % SSP
SR R A AR FE S Wi R B AL
A AU B, SRR — 0BT i 00 A R B AR AR B30, 1
Dim F Kuflik (2013) () SSP FR 4 & TiEH 8 MlE E .
FERC S AL T SRR SR B . A
WG , BE N 2 FRAE BRI 9Y £ 28 A — Uk, L
EE MRS . HIL, it S S N2
At 25055 Ab B 55 25 FE AL N 25 D R A R R 1 4
AR 2GS A B (L 1. 295) o Dim Al Kuflik (2010)
i AR AE A S Ah B (SSP) A4S /N 20 B By, 3 5k W i
/N B % O BT I I 38 T R A T A
LGB, LEER T S8 ABENLEEE /N, e’ T
B P ) B DA A T B N BB (R] .
K-means 50 Hrls /N 43Ry 3 Fh A . i 24230

TR 253 B R /R A2 Ak

55 F-formation B FHASHEAR 1 [8 1 22 A A2 18
NIRRT b B ASHEAR A7 BN 252 AN W7 BE I (8]
A HREA B DR R A . BT/
2B /7 1) 1 D7 ¥ BB — 2R G A K I (] B
P AR L A2 A2 2l , RNBLB AR (Yiieel 25, 2013)
R 5% 1) R [R] 9328 B0 77 1o, W ) 58 8l i B P o
BRES, Mz s M PE (Yiicel 45, 20135 Li 4%,
2015) . X RT3 e A e R AT AR I A 2 H
P B U O R AT NI B2 A W ok 5 AT N ID
(identity document) 2 [A] f*) AH X I 25 4 1R 29 422 3 (1)
1T NE SR o] — R D (Yi 55, 2015) (R BL T L3
(1) ] — oM ; B2 A 00 B A B2 AE 2 A XS FR Haus-
dorff B HEAT HEE , LLTFURMR 2 v 285 B AR v 3 [6)
B/ A (Ge 55, 2009) , 1A 27 3548 1 32 43
3 M (principal components analysis, PCA ) #i B/
T J3E A AR DL S AVRRAE (AL Masum 45 ,2014)
H 5257514 DBSCAN (density-based spatial cluster-
ing of applications with noise) (Kalnis % , 2005 ; Chen
4, 2022, 2023) | ff # 4 B K (Pavan il Pelillo,
2007) .K-means (Chen %5 ,2022,2023) . 3¢ 9 H (1oU)
WA (Yi4E,2015) .SVM (Solera #ll Calderara, 2013;
Zhao 2% ,2020b) (BB (Tran ZE, 2013 ; Tnaba Fl
Aoki, 20163 Su 45,2022 ) a5l 45 B 25 [0 £ S5 1 ) 246
(Chen%5,2022) .

% BE R AL (DBSCAN) XA~ i 7] | i A7 45
) 52, I 255 ) 2 91 OE 18RS sl HEAR (Kalnis 55,
2005) . TR AR (GMM ) RE S A5 00 15 6 52 45 11
2 () AR 32 85 32 ok 40, DAE W 0000 A AT A8 L Bl s
(Poiesi il Cavallaro,2015) . A7 22# 51 A T X3k
143 B AR (Chen 55 ,2023) , 1) FH DX 48 A £ 25 4 2 Al
BEES , P45 4 K-means Fl DBSCAN %5 B F ik kAT
FERKEI . Groh 25 A (2010) 41 Hy —F 5 ik, il it
2& B U] (F2 2 R N B B 25 FAR X B AR T3 ) ) 5
U= N 1 R 11D ol W S I R T R
i H D-Track 24 #1 ARTrack2 IR %1% 3k B9 41 /MG
PRERER RS, LR B0 sk 2 5 4 19 2 (8] 6 A
o], A S 2 R AL AR 03 28 A% L A S i TR A A A
(GMM) , % Eodhs BEAT YNGR A4l | i i — FR 91 5256
I S N2 ] X S S, LU A 22
Ykt

AT B ol B2 Az 3l 7 1] iR 3 112 3
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AHARLE 2R 2B (non recursive motion similarity clus-
tering, NMSC) [ 3l 1] 41 5 #F 44 1 72 BF 50 44 5
(Chandran %5 ,2015; Li %, 2015; Favaretto 45 , 2016
Zhao 55 ,2020a) o X BhI7 IEBBCHEA A BTG4 AR
AL 932 B RRAE , 02 (a1 ' A #2301 Rz B
7 B —EPE . U Yiicel % A (2013) 2 H Pl iz )
BEHY - A AR [ A, 1) P AT N 22 1] ) fe s A
T3 o] — B TEAS [ BB A A IE 1 SR04 T A
Ko Zhao 55 A (2020b) $1 3 T 12 ZhAH L 10 4544
A6 S FE ) B ML (structured SVM) 19 76 e BEAS I 777325
Kiipper £l Seyfried (2023 ) W 47 A Z [] %) B 25 B H:
Wi ] (4 82 1, DA PR3] S ] — 4k S A A v A it
Do A EEATSE A RE I i S AR B ) 73 B A g
YR 3 i B AN AT E SR W (Zaki F1 Sayed, 2018) .
Khan 55 A (2015) $2 H} — AN [8] 5 DA I8 AH 482
TR T7 2, 2005 R T8 AT AR s & g (BRI
PRI G OCHR R R R R T
11 N M Z S IR SR . TRl 2 3R
ook R B AE AL R . Sy 1 S IR [n) L, fF
GEFATRE T IR | ) BB AR 5 B AR OC M i A 3
RN NI ST 1K TR R 7 38 S Nl TSP
2l ok EM SEEEHE T ) R AR RS54 (Voon 55,
2016) .

I3 — BT R R IR SRR B L Tl A Y
37 5 B A5 1) 05 S8 37 by S B R Al T3 R e K
K8 A Z 8] Y 5% B BE T K I F-formation
(Inaba il Aoki, 2016) 3 T8 48 () B ie 52 F ) 280
13 NI 7R Ry 46 rh 071 a5, I8 S A
TR AT R BRI AR R T AL SRR 3D 5
P (Feng Fll Bhanu,2015) . Cheng % A (2019)i8 % &
T ALAE I A AR L AT EE R BE g ) A = ToU
{ELAY TS5

A i =R ARSI 7 ok A b P A A R 55
12 B ) 55 N 25 5 7 A B R VRS R R, — 2
WFFE T A P R T e B ) D7 2 . Choi 55 A
(2014) BB N5 N Z [8] 125 ) R LR OG5 02 A R
R E SR . I G ML &, X SE R
TRHR G AW 22 18] 4 25 [8) 38 106 Z ok 4326 481 G A 6
TR o) T A 3l 57 A o i e A i 2 2 o
BRI BRI . AR LS T — kA
SR, T A B RE AR RO AR T, KR
M RERSE A, T 15 R = 4E A0 )Ry . 3 R

S L — A ST R SRS, e AR R X
B B S A U AR L B, SR LA A
TR AR SRR A — 0 2 TR, AR
AN TRVRFAE 32 J2 K AR ) 73 24 B AR (Shao 55, 2015) o
Zhao 7 N (2016) 45 5 i r it & #2258 (GMM) 1 KLT
(Kanade-Lucas-Tomasi) R &5 4% , F T 32 BT 5= 5 4
S I o 22 0 SR S IR ARSI s e R R
o L 455 T 2 B A S U0 OBl A4 T VR DR g R
FHOCHEUE WL A% , 20 3 H T3 4R I DG A A 2 1) i) 25
[ R R A E Ll A S, DT et A —
Iz TN .

2) N2 2RI % B2 (human proxemic theory) o
FEIRTEIT 60 4EFI B XCHFIY T AR T2 BIE , K
CNZEEEIE LT AN NS A Z ) 1 BE B RE 2
S WAt 22 R FR YRR, W AL S BB O
SHRRAE , AL S B AR e N 5N Z 1] i e g H
I3 R FREIR S S R EY A A B A SRR (Sol-
era fll Calderara,2013;Su%¥,2022) .

(RN S ins o5 oV S U

Fig. 5 Distance Space in human proxemic theory

TEIXZETTHE T, B S i i 23 B Edh )
A T] A R L HL A5 2 1 Fréchet R B9, R &40 A Br iR
B A5G XS B Bt S E S U U5 R (Su
85,2022) , I3l i BRI S+ SR . Gl
AT TR N R A I B BE AL s 200,
TR A RE 08 58 A5 5 N R BBl Y4 A
Zanotto %5 A (2012) $ Hi — M7 22 DL it 4l 2 $07
5 %05 15 3 T Dirichlet it F2 1 4 1 5! (Dirichlet
process mixture model, DPMM ) , i i ¥ BEAR R 7R Ry
TeG5 IR A ALY L AR 23, A A U 3 75 S sk 2L 2
i 57 e S5 A D pUIRITE 5 €72 P 3 - Bt W R DA ER A s B9 R B
PEATTC W 27 2T, I d i — P A8 S 4 B AE 4R, S

2283



2284

PEERBEF ik

JOURNAL OF IMAGE AND GRAPHICS

Vol. 30,No. 6,Jun. 2025

PRSI ARSI o 250 A SRR ] AL (SVM) RERS
2 2] QAT AR B K 26 B B AR AT N BB 53 2H AL
AR (Solera Al Calderara,2013) .t ZME R S
T3, SuSE N (2022) A FH R R 32 £ e fdi T 181 23K
KEIEWAT NN 53 R et 2 R, 2 i E B
P AL

N Sine_siiVovin S g I GIECE AP U
FH WD 25 S 37 e v (< BE 25 5B AL . 40 Pouw 5§
N (2020) K& i i [T 1 85 2003 B 7 v L S b AT
NS B FURE B P i , e 155 S T U3 R A v
1 “BE B L RN REE” . Yang 55 A (2022)
H SORT (simple online and realtime tracking ) 5. 15
72 Bbrmis . SR rE S ey U “ 22 42 "4t
SRR S BEEE LA . Ghasemi %5 A (2024) [a] i
KA S B 70 A % (auto-SDA ) F1S AR £ 41
MR 4% (B-SDA) o
1.3 HAL R T4k

DB, OF5E R0 BEA B S fEAT N3
B S o B AR . A Bk s As
I H AT Rz Sl SR AT AR RS S 90 S 4 (4
P HE (Bisagno 45,2019) o Lyu % A (2024a) i85 A
17 N —BE K 5 8 % Bt (pedestrian-group interaction
module, PGINM) RAHHEAT N 2 18] B H SRR 1956 &
AT NZ ] AR

2) NBEIHT . (I8 3 — B (R B AR R &
JRAEAA 3 BE 8% T AL 58 M 42 8040 v L A Y
L5 INENAT 2 (Zitouni 55 ,2020) o 38 428 43 A7 3 26 4R
TRz S (e AR B0 22 18] 1) B R B
(8 A ), ] LUK I HR A (] 4 AR < 2
b, W& IF 524554 (Yang 55,2018 ) . Favaretto %5
N (2021) A FERERAT N 093 B 7 0 A B AR AL
AEAI A BRE 35T o0 ek AT 1

3)WE 8 . Han 55 A (2022) F  T— &1 1)
ARG A, S Z R R R MR 2
(] FR) G 2R o R P 238 RV REL o AR 2 T B 8 i R | 52
TR, JE TR 2h R0

FEL R Yucel %A (2018) 3 T HR 1
Bl ARYE N PR s, SR 7 1) AR 28082 sl RO A
T IF T HEBTRFA I L Z [ AR 220G &R
114 G4

R HA W1, H F-formation F AR WA —E 1Y
JR BRYE . AEFEARKE I H |, F-formation 6 I Hr ) — A4~

= B2 ) U S (Dim AT Kuflik, 2013) . —/M A
9 AT RS 7R X RE A AL 8, b — 26 A AT g 23 Y
HoAb N, SO BRARALAY F E O0 S 7E XAE— L
BRI, b e HRERRAL A TR 45
T B, AN KIE & BT (Setti %, 2015) 0 2
T7 B 4546 (4N F-formation ) 547 A Rl (4 7 32 TE vk
FEOF AR SRR A A BT, 778 R o) T 5 215 5
TR PE L (Li%E,2023a) . ik R WIFE L i ny 8L
ARRAT AL 2o TR A I TR A [ B 2% 1 380 A i
BUAEAS (B AT T T AE A

H X8 A 285 88 AR B A AT A 728 Ak 1Y) ek
PE B AR BATIIR I I AN 2 DAER B & e AR DL
T SR U R o A, B B4R 3 ) i
A AR - S5 057 R0 R R R A AR AL 25 0¢
F X BEAMER BT, B T8 B
AUERES 7 T BAS 2 DUIE B X 43 AR ] 2%
JE AR R4
1.2 EFRREAT/EEHSESRENAE

1 GE B T ARSI Ty v F2 A T 3 S RFAE (A
T3 1] R MR ) AR AR G, (H K SERp kAR S 5%
PG 5y 52 B R TP . 0 T 5 D A
FRMETFEER . TR, IR E 1 B L
PG P & I REIR AR OGS BT R &0 Hisghik
AL, AT A EMG T E B E 219407 . Besh,
B AL BE T L 3R (VR R ) T8 s DRI L
%251 (Vascon Fl Bazzani, 2017) , 540, G w4~ A E
TESEATINR S ER AR ) (4 T B0 55 SR 55
H, Al DL EESR BTk B 20, 0 JE T A M s
B A, ke 1 IS 24 22 H bR BRER R GE IR
FENBE . 201945, Nature 14— J5UbIF 5% FH 25 P pR 5K
UG TARZ R R B A B Ty ) 5 08 R AR, 3R
TS T TR i Xof . Sy i B 3] F) S e, ] 6 o
TN o AN TR R FE R A8 HL R BE B A G A
94.2%, 2955 TR JZE 5 & J2 5 AE A9 Bk 5 AH G 1k
(Zhou%%,2019) .

NI 25 R BIFSE T8 R N 2 5 4 (]
5 Eg5 A f A (Li 5%, 2017; Ferndndez-Ramirez 45 ,
20205 Zhou 55, 2019) , iX WK Ay 34t 25 5 5 b B
Jrids o MR Ty e AL B 22 B3 ) 360 T i
3 ORI « A Y | T AR R SRRy 43 8] P P
Mgz 3l , LA SN A FLRAZ Ak (Joo 5,
2015 ;Varadarajan%,2018) o
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Fig. 6 The influence of openness on interaction judgment in Nature research(Zhou et al. , 2019)

1.2.1 PSR RT

PENS IRBEAC B2 T , 3 2 = 4R 2 (R 2K
A L) RS OA 2 B N IR 2 ] B G 2 2 A
18 ZhHFAE (Lathuiliere %5 ,2017) o 18 1 4G 0 5 Ffr it 751
A NAT R G % A5 AF HEBA U035 FIE ) Sk ff
SE LR R (Zhou 25 ,2016) o X SEH AR Al
T SCRE B R BLITURT SO AR . 1 e PR R 4
(R I 223 38 By R fE R 930 2 B 1 Ay 300 RRE AR B 5 LR 4y
I Z IR LA R i sh AR RS, A il )2
WIS B TT

BEAR BI85 A % o 4R L 1 XA B
ORI A B R ST AR 2
Fa bR SCHER AT SRR DR R AEAT A8 3132 .

FERLHHENEELE )UK EFXFELS
(Lathuiliere 25,2017 ; Tan %5, 2017) , A SO Hi 45—
PR PLSE R AT . Kong 8 A (2012) EIRBIA“AE
S IX — = 2 R AR R Rk 22 B B
o s sk R . R AFIERGA R TR
A NI B 56 & K 6 Fh Tl e AT R, U548 T
AL B A8 TR . 120 R A R (v
FE SRR ] AL (SV M) HE SRR A B 2R L v 7R AR
i, BRI T T R A A BRI OC R |, DAALH
Bl iz ks ORI A )it . ax 2oz i X i
SEEL T X R AR S A

PUSE SR AT AR OCUE B R RS 5 |, WG A ik
[ — /N R R 22 ) 2 A 0 B 1 SR B B AT AN
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Il /INCEL )R 22 T 8 B B b kil R
THE ML S BT RY A FE 0T 51 vh SRS B AT R, IF
S5 B85 A DA S /NS I A HERR . TR
XA A o AR5, 1 F SR 2R S i A D P A
o BIAT NGB 432 (Tan 45, 2017) o Wk T4 H 3
558 W BE B ML J7 1) AR 45 A (Habe 55,2017
Tan 5§ ,2017) , S A58 B %12 3l (Joo 45, 2015) , Al ]
Pt — I 2R R SR 1) 43 S T R G
BRIPEAERESE . X ARG T —1>H 480 1845k
BT, A A AE— > 5. 49 m A DU Hb sk 4
FM, BB PR S R IAR R ANl B s . IR SChIR A
T MR 3D B s E AR, 0T UL A it 2k
6 N H 8, o7 MAKHES AR IC . Varadarajan 55
N (2018) 3 3 55 Wi 2 2 Sk Je T B R3O &=
BLLR RMEWIRT TR , [ 25 A S M At A T ik
HE SRR Z2 A3 14 3 I [0 pR 8, i o s AR Ak
W 328254 B G AR RN A T ARG B
TR B SO AE B, i B R
SER R SO IR FRIE AL S5 A R, B RE
g AR BE R AR T N8 BRI 4 B s 5 1R
SCHRIE (Li 55 ,2017) oAb fi 1A AR 3 A
PR ik i By ) A0 SCHRBLRE A 7 SR 2K
T N R SRk A B T A 3w BEA S H
(Wang %7,2020) . i A7 — SRS A 23 C R A
IRAEAE S A B, 1 7 ) B S e AR 28 G R L &5
G 18 BNRRIE R BE T BRRAE , B2 11— OB i+ 28
AL AT (Leach %5, 2014) , 3 Fp 7 i 0 Hxs T
NBEEAE s s I 35 bl ok % 1
FEPRBT IR T sl A B 03 43 IR, 2 3 BB REAE Y
R 232 BRI . FETF 2 2R —8UT N RHERY
KRS I k45 6 T ia s — 8k S il -
TOCEE . Y RERAE S AT B SRR
Ko G TR B BR S A 5 A ERAE T R 4, DL IR AR N Y
FHH JEFR (Li%F,2023b) . Ramirez 55 A (2016) 42 1
— P 42 75 15 (link method ) , K3 4 MR A3 42 B )
TRGLRFAIE | SR FH 27 > R 35t 0 SR s ofe AR 44 22 [ 1)
Shuaibu 48 A (2017) $8 H — Ff ) 5 (1) 48 1A 5% 4
CRTN T RIS T EUR allF il DN 37 = e Y Nt 1]
R AL AR BN . Varadarajan 25 A (2018 )3 i
55 W B 2 ) BVE RS B AL S s, ST Sk R
PR 2225 UL B % i R 1Y 16 & H#E W . Vascon A1

Bazzani(2017) 455 TARG AN R PFIE . (RGURFIEEL
FEA AR A7 B R Sk R/ AR Ty 1w T R AE
W56 72 # RS, Wl o8 OC T 4 1A (frustum
of visual attention) . A SCHEAHNZ T FEAKG IR AY .
BETIRIE S UG BHIAR U 2% (robust game theory ses-
sion group detector, R-GTCG) . R-GTCG fifi FHHZEi&
HEZE A U4, 38 2ok 1 2 ) RS SRS (evolu-
tionarily stable strategy , ESS ) A 22 FEAR BIAFAE

WA A BT H RR AL B A8 N 2 07 12
TR 22 U5 FELEARRAE (i — S =X A i o3
B B AR R ) B8 O 1% e S JAS [ Al P 0L
FEAESRAE e R A o X RT3 32 T LA R Az Bl
5 BB ViBe 1 SRR EOA AU PRGN 1 S WLAR
TIE 52 B0 T i 00 T A &G I A 43 1 (Basalamah 1
Khan,2020) .

1.2.2  ViBe 7 5Bk %

ViBe # 37 8 bR 53k F 3 OB AR it v 2 2 i
gy H AR LLARAT 5 M7 005 B 45 5., IF S O i3
BIHFAE (Pandey 25 ,2020) o HiF T REACRS 0 1Y 2 5
92 D ViBe S AT SLURER , LA OO
ARG, AT ARASE T A9 48 845 2. 5 2) il i (B
A He s T AFURI 6 80 22 () P B 25, A R DX A ) )
PRAANE

Vibe 5 580 bR V5 RE U A R U Hh it b i
1R DXk, 1 FH SRR L B A S I A 43 8
BRI (R AREIX I, BfS i R R ax
BE AR R BB A () Y Lk A S R AR (YA
2016) . Chen Fil Lai(2019) 4 Fil Harris 161 5 52 U
PR B d 2 0, LA 28 i D HEA T R FRRATE
A AR RSN TR R G R Vibe 75 SR 2 42
Uz s (5 B IF i R U A AR R A
SRS A FH OB v T DR 5 32 T S TR 1) e I D
BCIE B, VA AR DG J5C ()RR L B
1.2.3 AWLZEH

Z Ny DSEE S A S E NG R QR 2 N Rl
BAR . DIALAR A Hos B BRI B AL RoboGEM
ik [ 30 i RGB-D i (B8 FTGR FE A5 5L ) i
B 7] P a5 5 36 (optical flow) 917 A
iz AN B (5 B AT REAAG I . R TTE a2 R 2
SR BB (Taylor % ,2020) . REGROUP FIFH T
HLEs A H B RGB AR, 38 1o 38 i —H il 7y 12 S g
K OF BB ANHRE . REETIA T AREIE R FR 1R
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(crowd indication feature, CIF), I T-4b3H & %5 8 ABf
Hh R SEE R ), I R 2K = 08 I 2% (Kalman filter)
XPFEAACIR AR A T 5000 FH BB (Taylor A1 Riek ,2022) .
1.2.4  HAth R 40k

D2 K2 M. Ding F Yilmaz(2011) 2 H —
TR FH AR SE ME A AT R At 2 B alids /R 48 08 7
o R KRR A 7 A A A A5 43 ) e o 3
INBI N2 o X AR o E— 2D L S 2R L
TR 850 . AEF R T R E AR S5 G i) 1]
- ¥ AR K S W AT R A 22 T A A 2 5 R A
X

2)BEARIG SR . Nabi 28 A (2013) $2 H—FhiE
SCHR S 28 R A REAS FE AT 51 o A R A
M2 NG 8, e Mk BTG s R A i s i . 5
1 58 1 F FARJZ UCRRAE ARG Iy 5 R TR) B RE W4l
PE ARG Bl o AR SR 5 8] Bh 2S5 FRAE . Zhou 55
AN (2016) i1 T —A~ 4 )2 554 A= s AL, GE 48 [ i
b 22 AN B 22 8] R 228 L AVREAAR AN R 22 8] Y
Bl B S s BERIE B AR i SR
AT DL AAN R IR o LAY RE A% T RS b [0 X 28 34
(1R 30 24 760 i 1 AL, A T VA SR ) P4 TR S
USEITIN

IAHEHT. HWES 5% Z M43 B 5)
RIATAT N, BARGLHE 5B MR F 1B sC i, W
WRIE T3 B BTy s [ HER 4
Sy BT IX S TRAA () Bh AR AT Rt BRI sl RN A 7 A TR 1)
0 (Gorrini 28,2013)
1.2.5 gk

SRR A AL SE 2 RS Rl A B PR 10 8K
g e BRI, ShRER BT
AN, o A A — 2 R B EMM . fER
ZHIEOLT RO 5= 1 S i (s 8= A D) SE bR
(), B AN SR BB . XA )RR T K 2 4
RN B B AN 57 . b, 2 B b
T 7 AR ARSI Hh ) i L DT B i Oy Sk
AR FRRE S 2 E BN, R R T
AN R 8% ) ok G RAE (BRI A DG Wl
FIAS RV RRIE (1) — BER 0 AR — 8054 e Rt
TR R LAAS [ (14 7 2 X 20 A B B3 43« 6
BRI P, BEBRAN— A, R — B
15

1.3 EFTAEKXNAE

FETAT 0 R AR i A B B A
A5 R A ke TR0 AR i) B Bl a2 T i o A A A U
MIAERRME . X R T AR A PR & X, — T2t g
TEA AT M. RotaZE A (2015) I A AMAT T
J SRR R B 2 B B E AR 22 7 R E W K
N7 8/ N TR ] TR 4 P45 s sk
YIS Z (R T ST R R R A . o) —Fh AR T
W RN SIS, LU B2 H 4 2 55 5
Sy Ay, A5 S PR A R A e R A 2y
JEPE(Yin 5§, 2013)AHOCHY “Hhas 1 AT i ak
iko Hrppy RIS It 2 1A (SFM) , HiAthid
T AIARIE 2 Ao — SR 2 g it A e
1.3.1 #h2sJIRA(SFM)

SFM "3z 1T ABEREAEL 38 2o 48 5 52 ) A4 (1Y)
W51 3 AHE R 1R BT AT N Z Rl Y
& H. /1 (Leal-Taixé %, 2011 ; Sochman F1 Hogg, 2011;
Mazzon 55 ,2013) . SEMALE T —F K 5] 11, ew) i
Helbing 1 Molnar(1995) #1& |, J&—Fp Ik T AR oikr
AR 3 5 ARHS S R T AR, B
— DA R T RASMARE B, 5 s S HAD
MARIEE AR AR 7o R R A2 2
(fb22) B F SN, F R R SR 7 ()
AR AE I 1, BP T DUR AT FRY ), (H
BB A LS 7 R TR A B ! R
vl ¥ T1 F ARG W AR AL, AR

F(X',6')=F)(X')+ F¥(X')+
F/(X',G')+ F:{X',G') (1)
Aorpr, FOOZIREAN AL 0 U B AR g, FY 2B E
AR AR A HER 1, FESR B OR R B R A
RTHETR 7, F 245 [a]— 3 A o i H At A
E—iMN T . S IRERI, F (X, 6 )RR
RIS G IR AR AR i, X Ros A B -

SFM # RUEE AR A kr | 38 3o 33 ok 1
Z B 32 H. T3, K4 W N B 0 AR AT R 582K (Wang
%,2024) . Wang %5 A (2024) i 38 i 6 i 5 AR 3R
MR AR 2015 B AR ME R s sl i .
I S5 A2 A AT b XA, UL (Y 9
Bl o 38 G I A SEM LAY 23 BT A HE () 3 AR 12 Bl 5
o Nunes % A (2016) 1412 HEE K SEM 78 it
SRR Pang 55 A (2011) 454 /R v] KBl
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(Markov random field, MRF ) FIHEJ% J1 R X %5 H
i Z 18] (R AH B A X S Y 3 5 o 7R ] SR
SR 9% (Markov chain Monte Carlo, MCMC) %7 T
AT URE HE T , B 6% A7 28t A 00 R0 B R A P 1Y)
Hbw, IFHEWT H IE A i B2

SFM A5 84 RE A5 AR - ] T 5 1 AREARS I, AR
PR 4t 58 i PR 1B (social attribute-aware force
model, SAFM )i 8 5| At 2847 M st 2@ o, st
SR LA B AR R BE sm X) NHEAE AT MR I
SAFM i it J6 W 1 77 s RO At 137 SR, 45
4 SEM TR fill G At 3 TR |, R 7E 42 Jm Tl Ry i RUBE
AT 5 H R (Zhang 55, 2015a) o i S s SEM U
o B A A HEWT S BU AT L2y Ty i
2% % (Sochman F1 Hogg, 2011) ., 1% J5 4% 5138 F T
S serh Hofh Jr i R OL |, U HAE AT %
LRGP R A

3 — Ff g 3 52 H. 7 AR I 2019 4R AE Nature
$E 41 32 B Bl 3 B A (social interaction field
model, SIFM)” (Zhou 5§ ,2019) . SIFM f# %5 " 4y £
S5 YRR S A FH M 003 S R A R 43 o
9 N 25 )R fE (RS A5 1)) 5 Ao R AR G 38 TT
BRREE ), s Ab 174 sc s — X7 A Z [l
AEHBREE o i e K% R S /B A
o BT AR, B3 I AN PRIE B O B3 0 A bR A i
FIEETF 5 B B A e 3, 2 S B A FHAR B W B
AT REME T
1.3.2 HAbph o

DFAFNIIE S AR Gl e S
SRR G, B pg AR CHuT L T )
PE7RI JEU R SR R N 25 (Yin 25, 2013) o %75
A B ] — b S i (RIS B 2 R A
T SCHE R AR S 7 5 T b o SO 2
MU AR . Dai 55 A (2008) $2 H —Fh 2 T 55
PR Eh S BF SORY, 255 A SRS 2 )2 sl 3
DUnt3r k2%, T 2 )2 RS R TE LA, 1A Y
W R m B E T AL, S T B
SO B AR S H 3T . Yoo 55 A (2019) 45
A T B DG (AN TR A R P Sl FIAE I 55 ) R T3
REA AN B SR

2) Granger RIS 22 o A4 8] 19 40 B 52w mT LA
i 3o 32 B Y PR OC ROk A3 Hr . Xie 45N (2019)
T Granger KU 3 #7385 $& HCMA 22 8] 1 1 5

2, I3 5 DL 57 0 25 455 B 45 5 )2 AL 1) Dirichlet
r BE 2 A7 A7 O A XA s AR . Solera 45 A
(2016 ) 38 1 25 H A6 SCFF ] L (structural SVM) FEZL
25 ) N B3 2 ) ) s A, RBOR VRT3 FEE
Granger [A 2 3¢ R | 3l 25 0 [6] #1 %2 (dynamic time
warping, DTW ) FI#E] R BT I RIESS & T 93
Atz By o

3 —EE . AEGERREA AN 5 v s R
T AT BB Fz 3 0 16, T 20 1 AR REA T
BRI ] — SRR AR . A2 — SRR IR IR T A2
FREAAAE 25 8] NN 8] A 4Rp 25 B2y, 76— [A] B iy
—BEN S R 3 — B i 3 B Ar iz sh R 3
(Zhang % ,2015b; Huang 55 ,2018a) . REFPEEIAR A5
BIPRA R AS R Y, 07 HE A N AR FE— B (Nakamura
B5,2016) o A T e R0 HI K 3B R ] AR B AT CHE
f& , Sawas % A (2018,2019) & BLAL A BEVRTE S ] Al
I 1) b B L [R) f A7 R, O f ) — M ok i
AR A2 7 0% , 18 K B ) 22 AR AT AR
M) P 3 S8 60 A S A T AR A Bl 42 11 3 bk Ty
% :locTgroups . globTgroups Fl timeWgroups. Li 5 A
(2013 )3 it Fe ki ARRI P 977 oA Tl de e
A7 IR, et T — A — B DR B iR )
HEAT AT B AN

2024 4F , i AR R 2 2 Wu AN (2024) FIHA
HAZ Ik A rp Y A3 AL P R ) i S AT A
Z ) A ELAE ISR B A8 i B I AR AR A AT AL
P25 o BT IR 5 BE Y H b R B, A B 00 1
(ELAA S PR v 5 KSR REARE R 1 B RE AR 25 14
IR E TR e A TR B

A ARTNE o HETAZAH AL 3 B Y 5 V8 i DL
et 2 o SCRRAES5 i AR 2, U3 HH B AH G YRR AR
(Fernandez-Ramirez %5 ,2020) .

SIHSAT B . ARG EE R T AT N Z E] Y
P R A L R R TS B T R R Y vk e
AN I 2R AL 24T R o A AL SR IR
RRER IR 2T h B A
HRML ZIATRRARE . L SR IR ) Wy
T NZI B FR , AALTE B BRI (4 5ge B2 s
BE D5 1 FAR XS BE S ) R 25 G T A 23 2= H1H (Sun
4§,2020).
1.3.3 JAbRH

P A2 R 22 T AR S R R (Wang,
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2024) . Zhang 5§ A (2020) $ Hi — Bl 5 T 47 508 A1
() 55 NRERL N 7 vk 454 7 A ) 2 A R0 B
e, BRTT 207 RS AR TS R-E 405
AR TR R AT iz SRS i T
SRR AR M . AR e R R TR
G (LIC) Wi 7 n] AL E AR 2 iz s rh AT A
R, 35 38 0 S e SN 5 | S RASRI B —
oz A AT AR T IR 2E . OB T A
FNATP BB, A BRI T A7 R £ Fil
JRPEAE B AN B B S B 5 1) 4
1.3.4 G

B AR H R s B9 )7 ¥ (Choi 45,2014 5 Solera 45,
2017) HUE SCEET ST (Joo 55 ,2019) 5155 B
P (Yoo 55, 2019) 45 Wi & 27 ) JH T+ 2> B 50 .
R T ARG I AR, 33X 26 T K 22 T DU A i Ak
PRS0 F B RF ARSI, E M LS BN ) W A AR
YRR R AT RS T HARE T RINE a5 B .
SRIMT, T4 CRREA 2317 R X S 07 A A
W Z A0 A T TH R I R FRE
1.4 ZEEFHE

Z RS TR Y 23 [8] 5 W0 A
Il By A S D A e SR S T A 7 TR
B BB, (HIE S UM B AR 515 3SR HRTEAE
X E N R R A IR e A . Rt
IR TR

Kjeergaard 55 A (2012) 42t —Fp F| H 2 #1385 4%
AR Al BOR R e TR = AT AREA Y
YL GG )5 H PO R — % s (A Wik 50
HRETT)  (HIX 0] BB 2 T SO R P A 2 3O e L Tk
e AR . S, AT A S WAF RS T A
16 B A 2 RGP — R TR IR L AT
NBEARRTIN 775 o 27 R R O3 - 1 e R g
FHLH 1) 2 A% B S A2 Bt (Wi 545 fin sk 2
FHERE 7)) AR5 8 43 2 TR HOR |, T ax st
1 SR AR B R A DA AA . WiFi {5 5 T AL
A FNIE RS, I B T AL RS s, 5 e
BV T LA 1 7 a1 A8 4k . iR 42 B T A
BAR SRR RLA WG WA A5 SRl 1 RIS 4 R i
ARG, DABE S Rl 5 A 1k R R 1 o

Bano %5 A (2018) | FH nJ 28 3 15 £ 4l 4R 19 26 —
NFRALA B, B AE LA 5 43 . GPS (global position-
ing system ) FIGE P A% B AR B, DL 1A gl ) i s fa]

OrEIRIEACH. . RESLCHOE SN 8 A et
[ S T HEA T A TN TSI o HARUHTE T8 53
[ AL (SVM) I LI 212 9 288 4k 25 A0 , A
BRI IX LEH 5

2 ETEIEEENTTE

2.1 REFEIJEZR

A 0 A X T R ARSI ok 0l T T
(It R 2RI R A A58 | S0 S T T 38 BORRAE A L
S, T TARTE WA HAE 9% A\ J1 %) J1 (Thompson
4,2021) . HIER 22 Enyadtg 5o, iz g
TR BfE R EE > B R i, 5 TR EE 7 > i+t
SRR 7 v © A I TUAR Ao RN, FEAR 4l
BERVIRAE K0T LA S3 R 4 95 : GNN .CNN .RNN/LSTM
F Transformer, XYL EHE TR T 25 M AT
KT AR 2017 AF R L TR FH S A 1k S Ky
] FE AL (SVM) 4328 227 21 38 A TR SR 8 AR AL AL
i 5 (Solera % ,2017) o Tzelepi Fll Tefas(2021) | Li
25 N.(2023b) . Yoo %5 A (2019) Fl Kang 25 A (2023 ) #F
JEFIFHZE T CNN ) ResNet-X 24 P BAAN [E (G 24 5]
T RHIE , T4 R A DR Tt s AR U iy
2 JRRHIE . 75 PEE [R]— TR A o A G R D A A
11z s A ZS 8] 46 5 , Hoang %5 A\ (2023 ) A1 Li 55 A
(2023a) 5| A RNN = LSTM e il & A Al Bl A el
[, i T AR B TR A 40 $ 4525 (] 4544, Tan
N (2022) . Thompson 55 A (2021) Fl Schmuck 1
Celiktutan(2021)f# F GNN RIR R B A AR .

2. 1.1 EIMZEM4E (GNN)

Pl 22 1) 25 (GNIN) 38 3 27 2 719 s (M4 ATl
(MMAZ RO FR ) ARRIE , AT LT AG A5b A i 42
FAt G R . X E e R R
— B H ] T SRR AN 120 R R G
Fo BfJE , GNN @ o I B AZ S L 7 > B XS
1) e Y L 1 N S N i R e 2
P (Thompson 55 , 2021) , fi J7 F- 38 1 2 J2 B AT L
(multilayer perceptron, MLP) i H: il 28 28 507 58 h
MIARE, SEEpETHEENE LB,
GNN 7E XT38 A A I 5 T R S . U IR AR 2
B A FRIE CHN L B s B A R A ) Y 25 1F T
GNN i o 256 0 2 YA ARARAE , i B 8 T RE AR
M) AER R B EE Ve . R R A b i

2289



2290

PEERBEF ik

JOURNAL OF IMAGE AND GRAPHICS

Vol. 30,No. 6,Jun. 2025

PR AL B 22 FhRRAE 22 18] 0 56 28, DA T B ot
pa B DO RTIE I

Horr, & 24 TR BRI R ZEHESE A DANTE (deep
affinity network ) , DANTE 3 £ %% [ FEAIE (447 & A5
BRE SNy i R TR O N IE 2% N A
26 1) FH P SR HE L g B % 19 53 0 3 43 80 FH 1 &
RREAY e 79 A5, SR ok P SR 2 R AR S X T R A
(Swofford 55 ,2020) . DANTE i 8118 Z AL 78+ 51
AT BN GRS AN A & 2R B 22
s, I8 i 22 2 BT (MLP) X 28 31554 1 2 [R] 1
SR o AN, DANTE i F) #2252 1 v g HoAtl
AR R PR T TR AR M. TEN
—HLEF NS TEEE T DANTE $& 7+ T 235 9% 11
TEA 3, BEAG A PR 51 0T 3 H 0 180 53 S B 1) 25 R
o FELFEAL I, Thompson 55 AFFH GNN 25 &1 3
RBP4 . HFL score
3w ARG TR DANTE J5 ik, JUHAERV A T 07
AR N EE N AR AE I, GNN % B Hh 55 1Y
fjﬁ%“(Thompson 45 2021),

HUCOEHET GNN B TR 2 S fiEJ GROWL, B
R AR PR 17472 T T 5 17 A2 2 ARUHE PR Al 2 Ak )
1Y H. 50 ¢ Z5 (Schmuck #1 Celiktutan, 2021) . % 5 1%
I A R T AR SRR AR A, HEAT T R TR B
Fe O, DL WP e AR R T R Rk AR
GROWL J5 4 35 Wi 2D IR« 1) Je T MR AL
RN 1) B AR A AT PR 5 2) fel PR A AR R 25 A
AR ASFE . XS ARG 45— MR 21 —
JEAT AR (N2 )2 AL MLP) | 1 T 35000 5 4~ 1
TR T — AR, 4 A G B2 M 45 5 GNN
PEATHERE A o
2.1.2 BRIPZ % (CNN)

—BEBIF S B HR WU BRAE Sy A AT ]
CNN 58 K 19 B4 2= 2 e 07, X EUR AN [R] IX Sl A 7
RRAES: ), BLARAE R P SE BARER] 70 o WL AY
TAL SRR CNN 22 > BT 13D (inflated 3D) 4
2% 5 C3D (convolutional 3D) M 2%, 4N Tzelepi Fll Tefas
(202D X T AMUIF & T — Pz ALYy CNNACEY
ZJ7TRE RS Al ] B B 22 I 45 (fully convolutional
networks, FCN)AE BUHE S8 00y T4 T A B R 43 TF
Pt —Fh BT B i AMEZR B IE LB, LU T
BAL Rz ACRE ST, B Ik 005 o 2T EEAUAETE A
PG b 0 ARERINAT: 55 rh R AL 5, 72 HoA 43 26

[ 8 L [ AT R

1M GNN 5 CNN Ay 25 5 5 8 5] 5 B 2 19 45
(GCN) BE % BT 4 Ml o ~J B AL =X B0 23 ) 25 4 15 B
(Atc1%$,2022)

Zhou %5 N (2022) F| F AN [a] ]RUBE 114 i 25 &1 45 A1
™ £ (spatio-temporal graph convolutional network,
STGCN ) KA A AN 502 W i AE B [8]
254 LSTMACAZ T 45 B o Grouptron #7038 15 X147
NFEAT I 28 B2 R T M2 HARJZ RN 52 1
A&l o, AR AR R B LSTM R 25506 47 A
3 5 8030 AT G B 5 FLUR, BF AR JZ 38 i Hausdorff B
B AT NN B, JE— A i FH STGON SR 1A
(B S BEAT G 5 B, 355 2 WG AN TR AR 22 ) )
SEH AT, A A SO e 1 s A 445 (Lyu 55,
2024b) 5 Grouptron A £ REE GCN W24 (Zhang 55,
2024 ) 5557 15 RN LU S 0122 B R

Lu 55 N (2023) 4 th —Ff BAY 25 ] FLE S 2 )
B RLG3 SZ IR 27 2 AR (visual graph-driven temporal
network, VGDTN) . FEZS [H] Y4330 h 58 T
i AN PEL& 04 p s AR L PR R S 52 B AT 5 VG DTN 310 28
BRI SR AR o 38 30 S A R LS SR 2
(Pavan Fl Pelillo, 2007) AT MR RELLALIN . 7R 28235
AP Sl AN N R AN LN R AN
SEARTE AR bSO D) IR R S SR 2 A U A
RS . B A Y 235 R bR AR ) 43 X 7
PRI R4 T T kit
2.1.3  RE LRI O

T T YIS0 Ao 0 PR 28 I 2%, 0 G2 K 1)
TR 25 P 45 (LSTM) A 4ifi 412 17 B2 PR Mot fr) A A4 45
Hy A5 B 5 AR B (Tan 55, 2022) o BEE AHEE T
HL I (self-attention) A 24 & , TT 2 1Y 2% 35 44 Trans-
former JE 4 1] T AT A2 LA I 25 2k (Li 45
2022) ., XL LK S5 R TE G AT R AE R I PR S
Yo R 30 dhaS RAEHCIC M AR RERS °7 ~] 1
SR I R AN EE TN A4 N5 N Z R AE 32
Al L Sk PSR B AR o) S5 P 2 4R AR, 2R i
SRR B, TR S FEE T TS SR I R 2R
Bk N YUN 2335 2 (Tan 55, 2022) o %7 IATER.
AR ] 23 AR A EHE 2 (A0 Confab) FERIUICN
HAA, F1 score 521 0. 73, B & LT A FELL AR,

N T e IR AL GERFAAAGIN 75 ¥ vh X T AR A
AR T B 5 oK e i R BRE  Li 58 A (2022) 1E
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ECCV (European Conference on Computer Vision ) 231
e SCHEH — PR T [ B A B 2 S TR I HE SR
T 5 Y A% 0 [ R B ) e 7 AR 23 NS At 25 5%
Fo ARV T —ADPIBrBLAIRESE 5 1 B Befli
11 AR %% 3k (behavioral simulation head, BS-Head)
IR R AR N MU A R IR 2 Y
70 56 Z AR UL SRR AE 5 56 2 B BT i 24 1 4
SRR A T W28 AT NREREAAG I
Tamura 55 A (2022) 1A b #1388l 51 75 2210
W ZA~ ¥ TE2H 003 B T80 E BELH LBt o JFAE ECCV
% SCHE H — PP LT Transformer FYFESL , Hib i 55 )
B [ SR I A 5 S RE AL S A OC I AR
AR IRE AT ST L A RORFE o 8 A i A ZH A 5%
5B, BEWSIE 1 A7 PR Hungarian PC g 335922 K5 B0 2 571
FEALM B o Yu %5 A (2024) 231 T —Fh 3 F Trans-
former FYPREG BB , B & W08 LR FHAE , TG 2
T H R R, s MR Z A B LR
P & B, 1E 2020—2024 4F 7], VR £ 2 8
GNN . CNN 5 7 5 s AL 45 A i [m) B 4 i 2 )
G P R SO R CERCRIR & 4R, 2023) , A i
VBT AR SR S A B 401, i 181 1 2 A
4 (graph attention networks, GAT) I F F #t A A~ {4
2Z [A] R E DG 2R, DA AR U0 H 4 A2 AR S T 3 o
AW E R 454G 13D B T R HEAT AL 58 N 25 1 42
B (Ehsanpour 4, 2020) , {H 5 3 Ff R 784 ) 2% 1) 4 1
JEE A T EATR S R SR SRR i
AR R EE 27 > 2% o At AS 2 K
M 2% (social group long short-term memory network,
SG-LSTM) (Bhaskara % , 2023) , SG-LSTM fifi F§ RGB
FIUR B MR AE i A 38 0 5 B 28 9 2% (CNN) i
T REAASIN , 2B SRR A 25 ) AR AR o Sl 3 5] AAEZE
WAL JZ , SG-LSTM fE % 1l 412 2 e 44 N &8 L K ek =
DR PR3 U BIE S 7l Bl s R of <R 75 =
AT 5 b PRI v A S 0 52 A . 5l 5 LA M Li 45
A (2023a) #£ Neurocomputing & SCHE B9 3L F ¢ &
AP SRR I AESE . B TRl 2e R 20
PRI “CNN + LSTM” 25 F 2B RHAE SR I (mul-
timodal feature extraction, MFE)fE42 MFE il 42 i i:f
AR TR T AR R YA, FIJH ResNet-
101 (residual network-101 )45 51378 %5 A8 AR AUPEAE
HEHME BTG . R R X e fE BT B A
G A2 R AR T 12

B o R Y O 4% 7 A ) IS [) /3 BR A 2% R () A
Jahangard 55 A (2023) 7 ICCV (International Confer-
ence on Computer Vision )21 [ # H 3EF LSTM F1 4]
Transformer 45 f JAE SR, (LA A4 132 3 L
VE Mk A | I ok PR 3R 2 S BAL S AR A ARG
AR K A 2% (LSTM) 45 (AR50
1 3 8 G Ry AEAE D BB L TR B 2
) R LT R BS VR S G o IZAER AR ORI TE
8 F 1] Transformer 58019 55 L G ARAE | 3E 758
o PSR ARG I LB AN [R] At SSHEAA . IR E TR
JEE R B A Ay T R BB Y, S YR BE {1 (mean
average precision, mAP) lW I A F ik 2 T 2%~
1% MO FEARRI TSR IR 20558 f) 4
IR A IR 1248 AR B SEIP ARG I A 25K

f AT Y BF 52 46 BL A (9 DANTE (Swofford 2
2020) Ay LA EVEAT TRk (Nasri 45, 2024) , & H —
14 S T-DANTE HYTREE 28 [ 258 3205 vk i
5] A RNN, LSTM A1 ] 4% ifi 5 5. JT (gated recurrent
unit, GRU) 3K Hiff #12 8 X0 4 b A4 i 18] 3 25 FF Ak
T-DANTE Z54 1 MARY I 25 Bl 5 e Bl PR 1 B R
SAFE R T AT R R R 2 R IR 4 Sl i 2
AR Z AN AH B2 R0 A5 (8] 0C Z R AL TR
2.2 Hthr R

DAL ET L4, BT IEAPLTTHRRE T R
il AL G R 2 BRI AT REANTE o R, Tzelepi
I Tefas (2021) ¥ 3 T 4% 42 9% 09 & BUAT 22 1) 2%
(CNN)ZEH , REGE A A X B S e FT I 5. IF
Pt — PP T R AMEZL A IR AL HOAR, LLB 1k
A ISR 12 1L e

2)FEAE N . Huang 55 A (2021) $2 ) “ P %
Fernag )7 RIE e A B2 P R D A SR OC FR R 1
FERTE U RYAN ) o AR 2 >) B J 5 Y
FRAE 3027 ) PN R B 22 [ 19 56 R ARPAE , DT Jd i 7E 2k
TRl 3ok BERFAE , B 2 A S B AZ AL A BE RS 1 14
B R . Yan 55 A (2023) 42 Hh—Fh 56 1[4 i 2 0
2% (GNN) 19 2 1 & 1 | F 3CE 3% (multi-attention
contextual graph, MACG) A, MACG 55 A i 14
RS SRR 5 R S T R R 22
VNGRS =WALIN B < i K R AN T ol N o = N
WeAh T A B R — 2D G GO,
T A SRS e ) PR 31 27

3) NBERIBE N . Zhang % A (2024) 42 H4 —Fl
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% 4 Grouptron 1) 2l 25 2 R EI &G M 24 . Group-
tron £ 5 Bl 25 [T BERN ) 25 HEAE | RE 6% 1l 42 21 7 14
PN ) 20 T3R8, AR 40 3 2 A 00 A Of 114 %8
il B G E AL Sh A & R Z R (R
BAL R RN 2 SRR R I R,
I NAREGIRTIS4€ R R VA L 95 1) 1B 95 5 G ]
i 22 ROBERAAE Rl 5 S BURE AR

4 NHEIHT . Wang 55N (2024) $ H —F 4
HEAR H 5137 (group interaction field , GIF ) ) A 71
T2 AT NAERHAR R B ST . GIF il
PR 2 AR (CELAE B L 5E )5 1] LA B A B 5l
RS R AT AT AR, JF Rt — 42N
GIFNet f #2244 AL T TAG 3 GIF . GIFNet B
U E T o 2 ) 4% (graph attention network
GAT) SRR B AR B, IR Ia RE AR LRI 5)
SH PR B IS N AR

S)NBESFRM . Lin 55 A (2019) $2 11 —F 44
Ry #2822 A5 2 2 (social mil) (HTHESE , FHH F7EAN
AE SR P S | A B, A S8 ARE T O Y
SIS AR 3 e X 53 32 0 2% 445 vy ok R o SO 1T 1Y
S AR TR SRy &S (AR ] 3 2545 R Y
23 (8] —Mf W) Bh AR W 28 73 32 5 o5 — A s A 5g 1
FERNTE AL BAR B S B A W28 533, Ak, 51
AT —YEARRAR AR TR R R, B 58 C3D M 28 ey
[(IR73 I ES
2.3 B4

UTJLAE TR BE 2 2] I 2K A 27 2] 38 BURR PR AR A
PR U FOR B e R ARIK BB TR 2
(deep learning, DL) [ J7 2% Al LA7E 46 I 52 H.2H J7
AT RAFPERE B T2 00 e AR 0 A, i TR
JE 2 ) I IE SR TR AR B R, 0T HL 20 A i
PFEAT YNSRI 2] (Lu 55, 2023) o PRI, A 0 ZETF
R W RO B e i SRS, T B S T R i
RS A B S BRI L AR Ty EAR R T 2 R A Y
P2 2R

3 BIREE
MR SRS T A T/ LS A 3 h Sz bRy

FAE AR 8 M ESE AR R o X LR A Pp IR A
AZ B NG S H R AR AR |, X 28 54

NAE H 8 A6 HR AT 3 Bl b el RE R 25 sl AF 1 2R
PO K. XEERMTE SR B I AR 5 E ],
TR E B R AR AR A4 . Hung 88 A
(2019) $2 Bt 175 42 % R R SR BT A W Bk
I R IS ey B A g 2K 2 A 2 A SR A R A Y A
P R 2LEEHNI T A SCHRT T REARG I ) Kb
5 I K 48 R AR AL IR R SR A AR BHRHLIL
L% NI SR B K JT fE B o Barua 5§ A
(2024) ¢ FEARPLAE R AL A 50 S DIR[0 - 1)
THLAS AR A F A H B A A (LA L) B8
BAL PR N “Ego” o HILOARH— AFRULA ;s Bl
A ZEEORHL AL &8 AL B0 PR st s 2)
T N R SRS B ST A AR AR AL TR TR
i1 M AL/ M A BG4 2 PR AR AT, FR N “Exo”
R2HEX — 7 Hedn 44 o HA 35 AR AT, 124
SEAEE MWTSEN GU A A B AL, 7 R AR R
3T BN SN A I R AR 16 DR E N E
M FeRE, RA S BIREA MR . BOVH
FH B9 B4 52 4 SALSA (social affective and leadership
spatio-temporal analysis) , BIWI(biwi kinect head pose
database ) . CoffeeBreak , CUHK Crowd (chinese univer-
sity of Hong Kong crowd dataset) | Social-CAD (social
context-aware anomaly detection dataset) ,CAC (collec-
tive activity classification) \ETH(ETH pedestrian data-
set) \CBE (crowds-by-examples ) Ll & Poster Data %5,
B WA B T LAY PR AR, 4 ) 2 e R A
i P KBl A A AE BRI ARAS S A8 2L R R
S o BERA L 8 BN O PR AP RS2 B R . 1
b, Bt A id T REAF AR T AE Y D DL ALECHL IR AL, BRIDOR
A A AR B DR B o 7 A5 e
() il 32 R BAE AR U R A 1) 25 DX R ) AR
QUSRS Sy I S RN 2§ EE ST S NI D P
5t BUARNOU R SR N A5ok B 2R
FEX AR , G AR L e e &)
[RIRF AR AR AR AR AURTEA R 2T 5
R TN A R A9 2R o 25 R HE 2 AT P Y B 5l i
WAEIREL, AR R A ST AR AR
AR NBUIE 2 ] ARG T ) AR R R
B AAEFAE NS . B, PR
Pt R —ANME AT ST A TR, BT Bt 4 v 3B
FeAIl e & 2ot L 33X n] RE 23 I 2Pk
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Table 2 Summary of datasets for social group detection

Wl s PR A R 725 AT VT I
Meeting room Pang % A (2008) Exo =N Yl
CoffecBreak ?;gll/i),\[‘(f%lj\a(,;gzl;;)) ; Vascon Fll Bazzani(2017) ; Varadarajan YN Fxo a4 T
okl Pty oAy Tan o035 oo 2031 B

Islas % A (2016) ; Inaba Fi1 Aoki(2016) ; Varadarajan 2 N(2018); Zhang g il
] . o ) .
SISV HL022) A (202 a0 Cren s P E
(2024) ; Ramirez %5 A\ (2016) ; Hedayati %5 A (2020)
s vt S g TRty e
e . e . - A .Q S
Student003 gz;:zr; f{;(zow ; Nakamura 2% A (2016 ) ; Nasri 25 A (2024) ; Sochman Exo - e
zara01 Nasri 25 A (2024 ; Zhang %5 A (2024) Exo E0)) N
VideoWeb Qin%E A (2013) Exo = NIF
Caviar Yiicel % A (2013) ; Chandran 25 A (2015) ; Feng Al Bhanu(2015) - =N NI
Yiicel 5 A (2013) ;Solera £l Calderara(2013) ; Zhang 4 N (2015b) ; Chandran
BIWI % N(2015) ; Nakamura 55 A (2016) ; Vascon Fl Bazzani(2017) ; Cheng % A Exo EHh A
(2019) ; Fernando % A (2019) ; Zhao % A (2020b )
PETS2009 Feng F1 Bhanu(2015) Exo =k WA
UNIV Feng Fl Bhanu(2015)Zhang ¢ A (2024) Exo EHh WIF
APT Yiicel 55 A (2013) - =N awas
BIT-Interaction  Kong4$ A (2012);Xie % A (2019) Exo EHh A
UT-Interaction  Kong % A (2012) ; Xie 5 A (2019) Exo EC A
CUHK Crowd Kjeergaard % A (2012) ; Shao 55 A (2015) ; Zhao 55 A (2016 ) ; Voon % A .
Dataset (2016) ; Chen %5 A (2017) ; Li %5 A (2017) Exo =5 Exil
PETS 2007 Leach 5% A (2014) Exo EHh A
Oxford Leach % A (2014) = A NIF
CBE iﬁ?fﬁ fozi()ierara(ZOB) ;Zhang % A\ (2015b) ; Nakamura %5 A (2016) ; Zhao o 241 e
GVEII Zanotto 5 A (2012) ;Solera 55 A (2016) ; Zhao 5 A (2020a) - =k NI
MPT-20x100 Solera % A\ (2016) - £ NI
Poster Data Vascon Ml Bazzani(2017) ; Setti % A (2013a,2015) ; Zhang Fl Hung(2021) Exo =W A
Social-CAD Li%F A (2023a) ; Yu %5 A (2024) ; Nabi 55 A (2013) 5 Yu 58 A (2024) Exo £ NI
PLPS Li%E A (2023h) Exo 0] NIF
DukeMTMC Huang %5 A (2021) Exo £ NI
Road Group Huang 5% A (2021) Exo EHh NI
JRDB-Act Ehsanpour % A (2022) , Jahangard % A (2023) Exo ZEHNHMES I NIT
VSID YuZF A (2024) - =N NI
CSG Yan % A (2023) Exo £ NI
BEHAVE dataset  Yin % A (2013) Exo 20 NI

TE - “Exo” 4§ I T % W B S AN PR R i AMILSE AN BARBIL, =7 3R I AR
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Continued Table 2 Summary of datasets for social group detection

Sl s PR 0 7 WL gz 20
A A
CAC Zhou’ A.(2016) ; Yin % A (2013 ) ; Xie % A (2019) ; Ehsanpour % A (2020)  Ego =WNAIES  AJF
Volleyball Ehsanpour % A (2020) Exo =N N
PETS Zitouni % A (2020) Exo £t sl
UCF-Crime Zitouni 25 A (2020) ; Basalamah 11 Khan(2020) Exo = Hh NI
MatchNMingle Thompson 4§ A (2021) Exo =N NI
RICA Schmuck I Celiktutan(2021) - EWN NIF

Social Interaction

Pathi %% A\ (2022) ; Tan 55 A (2022)

Dataset

PANADA Li&E A (2022)
JRDB-Group Li%E A (2022)
Confab Tan %% A\ (2022)
SCU-VSD-Social ~ Su%# A (2022)
Visdrone2019 Yang 45N (2022)
B-SDA Yang 58 A (2022)
SGD Lu%¥ A (2023)
IGD Lu4§ A (2023)
MOT17 Chen 4§ A (2023)
KITTI Chen %F A (2023)

- EAMES FA

Exo et NIF
Exo ZEHNMES NI

Exo EN i AIS
Exo Y0 A
Exo EL)) Wh
Exo Y0 A
Exo EANMESN ATF
Exo Y] NI
Exo EL) NIF
Exo Y0 NI

T “Ego 5 HI AL A MY A AL/ A FAEBHRAL, -7 7R L5 BRI

4 THirfEtRSMERE

RGN T A IR R T8 bR LA
2023—2024 4F &R 43 A 52 U7 fig 15 B 1 SOTA (state of
the arts) %A . H HFE5 454 ¥ & (Precision, P) , 43 [1]
# (Recall,R),F1 score(F1),mAP %, A[LLFHEH 1F
i B AR L 2024 AR B BT I (Wu 55, 2024) i
Y RER KL Recall AEIAH] 93. 9%, iX J&—Fi Bk 17
R AT N 3h A5 M 48, 72 AH [8) BodlE 5 (ETH 5
Hotel) T, #id 1 IR EE 27 2] B0% (Nasri 47, 2024) o JE
b S 53 BRI /HE SR B A 5] 80% Z2 A7 I MERE , TE
et SRR R BB BRSO S OLiE 2
TR PR, ARSI AR DG AT 5 28 A 8K T i 4 52
17 R ZEIBASKE IS5 R IDRG A i TR 5

5 MR HkESRETTE

FURITIY 7 i 23 9 JR e R 0 T2 2] PR
Z. (ERFRIL G IR S IR i, AT AR i = 1 = AL U A

KO AL 2 iRe . BIFIE a5 B 2 M OGIE IR 22 2 il
s AL T, DL BCE 3K 3l 1 7 125 0 % 5 AR 1
o BAERIREA R X — HArxELL I

D/NFEA 2] o AT Bt A i RUBORT o 2 v AN
JE LA JE SRR B T R o WIS A0 R T R 4
NG T NI R A 2 R 4 | IR I 4 T 2% JE AR 2
FA S IR) A, 3082 4 i A Al 4R s RN e g 25 5
BERl o XTI /NECE R PR, T AR 2R X BRI AR
PEBARAY DL &R 7 S HOA , feli D i 580 19 1) R I
KAk NS &R G, I e A
PRI R me . R, AT DLl bR A ) —
2 FNG e  AE L, DL IREE A APk

2) IR R 2, SR EI S5 2 a7l DL S 2
P THR R 0 A PR AN RO . AR R TR 48 I 4%
(GNN) & 7E 32 4 U AT ik 35 1 e, 2 3R 2 KA 9L
FE R FA R o B GNN 5 A IR B 2= > 7 ik
g848R 2% (GON) #RE GNN Al FHM
22 M 4% (CNN) BT A 1T 8Y , A B8 A 1 035 45 A 4 DU
LAY S i — 25 09 4 A Wik U3 P2 W 4% (recurrent
neural network , RNN) | & 2 #f 28 % 2% (CNN) F1
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Table 3 Performance of different algorithms under various evaluation metrics

/%

(IRFS UG/ S P R F1 mAP

Zhang %5 A\ (2024) Person Trajectory - - 83.2 86.4

ETH 88.6 89.6 89.1 -
Wu s A (2024)

Hotel 82.3 93.9 87.7 -

ETH 79.3 81.5 - -
Nasri % A (2024)

Hotel 74.8 79.0 - -
Jahangard &5 N(2023) JRDBAct - - - 65.9
Li% A (2023a) CoffeeBreak 77 - 78 -
LuZE A (2023) CoffeeBreak 68 69 89 -

T LTRSS S I R LA 2R, =" R I BoR AL

I Transformer X 25 25 7 8 T 58 = A A RS 12
I, B2 N 25 215 BIRFLL A T . TR ERRD [, T
A B R A 5 R AR R IT R I it ok
Bt AR A o B 1 A 52 A SR AR 55 o

3) IR PR EE 7 2] W 4% o BT IR > 5
SETHA AR, 7 Ak BRI g 0% W A5 AR I
BB R P RE SR TN SR A PR, T BT R
VR o R0 AT A5 ) B e B T B S B v A
AT SEBRI o AR BAR AR B 2 i B 14 Y
2RI

DT IREAZ Y . B TAT AR T E A
Z/NAL . ISR, A BE I A AR S AT A AR BT
AR X7 EE T LATE/NREA SR 3K 21
TREE =7 ) 7 i B PERE (Wu 55, 2024) , [] IR BE 6
I U RAT 55 o PR, ROR W HFEER R AN E
LSS AT A

5) B RB LI & B o X T e R AAAG I, A
PR AP SN S TREAY )% LR HEUE LR [ @IS
VEARAT 72 =5 A i RE AR A S S TR S i
o TEJUAR AR A K X TS0 T4 A 3
LEBEXER,

TE 5 H AT A v R AR Y B A A2 HL A B, AR AR A
PRAAT AR 5 IE % AT 5, T 2 AR Y = T
W0 B A e H . HRTA S I sctTh
PR B AR A OCTE 1 A8 B, 7R BB 1 5 A
RGN 5 AR S G I o, 3 S R T I s ()R AIE
S ALE R (L8 P AR 7 B AT 1) B

PRIk 258 R 3. MHRE ] 5 AR
ME R T B MEREC . FRTET X bl R EA T A U
C AN — R G A FE R AT A A A 7 12
(Xu%§,2021,2022; Li%¥,2024),

Pt RARD AN RETIZM MG ST
14 2 sl S A7 AR, TR AL 32 AT 55 IR
AT O R 25 57, IR TS BB A S Y e 1 e
AL, TR R BB A ARG T 1, BECR ML A 264y
Ohy PR ARSI TR R B 50 T R B s ik

6 & iE

BEE THEHLALSE HL a8 N BOR A Z BRI BT Y
KT, RV EL Bl BRI - T G R S
SR, 2 AT I 45 P 2 R 1) e A7 50 %
N B AT R SO AL S H B RFAE 5 2) A e] A1 5 2
FRAE S B i AL A R AR SR AN I . R i 25 A
204F B BT T — S PR {H LR QN B AT
W7 1] A TR DR SRR > o AR SC R TR Sr —
A F2 GEHE SR RAG AR A R R0 L Sy A 0 ) ) 3t A
T AR SO B AR SR Tk —HESE W
B4 7 T AL SRR I S A SR A Tk
ARSI NP AT A R vE ARSI BE FT o [RII, id
OIAT T AU A SR R T IR B4 Bk A R R A BT 5T
Jr 1l o BIEFEEATTAT AR R 2 s 7 vk R 2
) FE SRR R —LE MR BT 1 [R) R, 7] 4
B AU R A AU o I Ah S5 R TR SR B 22
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PR,

High AL G FREZALFF 2 BRI
FELERRMRBET ZF LR N 28EA hups:
/lwww.csig.org.cn/16/201612/49312.html
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