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Comparison and analysis of CAM SHIFT and kernel based on object
tracking
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Abstract

CAMSHIFT and kernel based object tracking are two classical tracking models based on mean shift algorithm, which are
very similar in many ways.In order to guide to select the proper tracking method in the real application, this paper
analyzes them and points the difference between them from target model, candidate model and iteration equation.The
discussion on them will provide a useful help for the proper understanding and use of these two tracking models.
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