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1 Introduction

In the supplementary material, we have included all the curves as derived per detector/tracker. We follow
the same experimental sections as in the main paper and include those additional curves.
Since for each method all 4 landmark localisation techniques are provided, there is a single unified legend
for all the figures for each landmark localisation method, given in 1.

Fig. 1: The common legend for all the landmark localisation techniques used in the paper.

Additionally we have prepared a video for two indicative experiments, illustrating the visual comparison of
the top 5 performing methods in each category. The links are presented in the Table 1.
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2 Grigorios G. Chrysos et al.

Experiment 1 https://youtu.be/Lx5gHvErqX8

Experiment 3 https://youtu.be/SNr39MH3dh8

Table 1: Links for the videos illustrating the outcomes of the top performing methods in indicative experi-
ments.

Each image of a video is composed of the original video frame, plus a cropped result for each of the top 5
methods per category. A black frame signifies a missing detection, Fig. 2.

Fig. 2: Arbitrary frame from the supplementary videos.
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Fig. 3: This resembles the first set of curves as produced in the Experiment 1 of the main paper.
Rows are Category 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Each column is labelled by the figure header representing
the work of [Felzenszwalb et al(2010)Felzenszwalb, Girshick, McAllester, and Ramanan], [Hu and Ramanan(2016)],
[Zhang et al(2016)Zhang, Zhang, Li, and Qiao] and [Liao et al(2016)Liao, Jain, and Li] respectively.
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Fig. 4: This resembles the second set of curves as produced in the Experiment 1 of the main paper. Rows are Category 1, 2
and 3 respectively. Each column is labelled by the figure header representing the work of [Zhu and Ramanan(2012)], [King(2015)],
[Viola and Jones(2004)] and [Kumar et al(2015)Kumar, Namboodiri, and Jawahar] respectively.
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Fig. 5: This resembles the full set of curves as produced in the Experiment 2 of the main paper. Rows
are Category 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Each column is labelled by the figure header representing the work of
[Felzenszwalb et al(2010)Felzenszwalb, Girshick, McAllester, and Ramanan], [King(2015)], [Zhu and Ramanan(2012)] and
[Viola and Jones(2004)] respectively.
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Fig. 6: This resembles the first part (out of 7) of the full set of curves as produced in the Experiment 3 of the
main paper. Rows are Category 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Each column is labelled by the figure header representing
the work of [Bradski(1998)], [Danelljan et al(2016)Danelljan, Robinson, Khan, and Felsberg], [Nebehay and Pflugfelder(2015)] and
[Sevilla-Lara and Learned-Miller(2012)] respectively.
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Fig. 7: This resembles the second part (out of 7) of the full set of curves as produced in the Experi-
ment 3 of the main paper. Rows are Category 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Each column is labelled by the figure
header representing the work of [Sevilla-Lara and Learned-Miller(2012)], [Ning et al(2016)Ning, Yang, Jiang, Zhang, and Yang],
[Danelljan et al(2014)Danelljan, Häger, Khan, and Felsberg] and [Zhang et al(2014c)Zhang, Zhang, and Yang] respectively.
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Fig. 8: This resembles the third part (out of 7) of the full set of curves as produced in the Experiment 3 of
the main paper. Rows are Category 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Each column is labelled by the figure header repre-
senting the work of [Ross et al(2008)Ross, Lim, Lin, and Yang], [Henriques et al(2015)Henriques, Caseiro, Martins, and Batista],
[Ma et al(2015)Ma, Yang, Zhang, and Yang] and [Zhang et al(2014d)Zhang, Liu, Ahuja, Yang, and Ghanem] respectively.
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Fig. 9: This resembles the fourth part (out of 7) of the full set of curves as produced in the Experiment 3 of the
main paper. Rows are Category 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Each column is labelled by the figure header representing the
work of [Nam and Han(2016)], [Zhang et al(2014a)Zhang, Ma, and Sclaroff], [Babenko et al(2011)Babenko, Yang, and Belongie] and
[Wu et al(2012)Wu, Shen, and Ling] respectively.
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Fig. 10: This resembles the fifth part (out of 7) of the full set of curves as produced in the Experiment 3 of the main
paper. Rows are Category 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Each column is labelled by the figure header representing the work
of [Isard and Blake(1996)], the baseline tracker (denoted as PREV in the main paper), [Li et al(2015)Li, Zhu, and Hoi] and
[Bertinetto et al(2016b)Bertinetto, Valmadre, Henriques, Vedaldi, and Torr] respectively.
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Fig. 11: This resembles the sixth part (out of 7) of the full set of curves as produced in
the Experiment 3 of the main paper. Rows are Category 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Each col-
umn is labelled by the figure header representing the work of [Zhang and van der Maaten(2014)],
[Yang et al(2014)Yang, Lu, and Yang], [Danelljan et al(2015)Danelljan, Häger, Shahbaz Khan, and Felsberg] and
[Bertinetto et al(2016a)Bertinetto, Valmadre, Golodetz, Miksik, and Torr] respectively.
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Fig. 12: This resembles the seventh part (out of 7) of the full set of curves as produced in the Experiment
3 of the main paper. Rows are Category 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Each column is labelled by the figure header
representing the work of [Zhang et al(2014b)Zhang, Zhang, Liu, Zhang, and Yang], [Hare et al(2011)Hare, Saffari, and Torr],
[Gao et al(2014)Gao, Ling, Hu, and Xing] and [Kalal et al(2012)Kalal, Mikolajczyk, and Matas] respectively.
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