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Estimating Rigid Transformation Between Two
Range Maps Using Expectation Maximization
Algorithm

Shuging Zeng

Abstract

We address the problem of estimating a rigid transformédtietaveen two point sets, which is a key
module for target tracking system using Light Detection ARahging (LIDAR). A fast implementation
of Expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm is presentelose complexity i€£)(N) with N the number
of scan points.

. INTRODUCTION

Rigid registration of two sets of points sampled from a stafhas been widely investigated (e.@l, [1],
[4]1-[6l, [Q)) in computer vision literature. Generally,dbe methods are designed to tackle range maps
with dense points for non-realtime applications.

In [2], [8] scans are matched using iterative closest lif&lf| a variant of “normal-distance” form of
ICP algorithm [1] originally proposed in computer visionnemunity by [3]. However, the convergence
of this approach is sensitive to errors in normal directistineations [[10].

Fig. 1. lllustration of the proposed algorithm.

Fig.[ illustrates the concept. The light green circles denloe contour of a target1. The red circles
are the projection of under a rigid transformatiof, denoted as\(. LetS be the current range image
shown as upper triangles. We propose an Expectation-mziion (EM) algorithm [[4], [[7] to find the
rigid transformation such that the projected range imags matches the current image. Each poirt
in M is treated as the center ofRarzen window. There is an edge betweep € S andm; if s, lies in
the window. The weight of the edgey,m;) is based on the proximity between the two vertices. The
larger weight of the edge, the thicker the line is shown, dredrhore force that pulls the corresponding
the pointm; to s; throughT'.

This document describes a fast implementation of expectatiaximization (EM) algorithm[]7] to
locally match betweerM andS. By exploiting the sparsity of the locally matching matrtkjs imple-
mentation scales linearly with the number of points.
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II. ALGORITHM DERIVATION

This section is devoted to the problem of how to estimate thiel transformationT" using (EM)
algorithm, giving scan mag and a contour modeM.

We constructed a bipartite gragh= (M, S, Ep) between the vertex sé¢! to S with Ez the set of
edges. Letn € M ands € S. An edge exists between the poisteindm if and only if ||s — m| < W
with W a distance threshold. By (s) = {m | (s,m) € Eg} we denote the neighborhood ef

Scan points are indexed using a lookup hash-table Witf2 resolution. Find the points: near a
point s within the radiusi¥ involving searching through all the three-by-three neihdprid of the cell
containings. Since hash table is used, aud(s)| is bounded, construction graghis anO(XN) operation
with N the number of points in a scan.

Let s; € S be one of thens scan points, andy;, € M be one of thewy points from the model. We
denoteT a rigid transformation from the model to the new scan framieh) ¥he parameter vector. If
s; is the measure oy, (i.e., (s;, m;) € B) with a known noise model, we write the density function as
p(sj | mi,y) =p(s; | T(my,y)). In case of an additive and centered Gaussian noise of fmecisatrix
L, p(sj | my,T) = cexp(—w) where the Mahalanobis norm is defined|ag/z = 27 Tz.

We use the binary matrix to represent the correspondence betweeandmy,. The entryA;, = 1
if s; matchesn;, and O otherwise. Assume each scan peintorresponds to at most one model point.

We have
L If N(sj) #0

Erdjk = { 0 Otherwise.

for all scan point indey.

For the above equation, we note that for the cafiej) =0, s; is an outlier, and the correspondence
sj to my, can be treated as@tegorical distribution. In order to apply EM procedure we use a random
matching matrixA with each element a binary random variable. Each eligibléchiag matrix A has
a probabilityp(A) = p(A = A). One can verify thatd;; = E{A4;;} = P(Aj; = 1), and the following
constraint holds

1 If N(sj) #0

Erdjk = { 0 Otherwise.

Considering the distribution afi;, the j-th row of the A, which is the distribution of assigning the
scan points; to the model pointny, i.e.,

p(4) = [ At
mirEN(s;)
Assuming the scan points are independent, we can write
pA =1 I @w**= T[] At @)
S]‘GS mkGN(S]‘) (Sj7mk:)€EB

An example ofp(A) is the noninformative prior probability of the matches: almbility distribution
that a given scan point is a measure of a given model pointowitknowing measurement information:

- e I N (s5) # 0
L — o — |N(SJ)| J
Ajk = i { 0 Otherwise.

The joint probability of the scan point; and the corresponding assignmeht can be expressed as

p(sj, Aj I My) = [ (miwp(s; | mg, )™
mrEN(s5)



Providing that the scan points are conditionally indepemdihe overall joint probability is the product
of the each row of4:
p(SAIMy) = [ (mp(ss | me,y)* 2)

(sjmi)EER

and the logarithm of marginal distribution can be written as

ML (T') = logp(S | M, y) = log (Zzo(s,A | My)) (3)
A

Unfortunately, Eq.[(8) has no closed-form solution and nbust and efficient algorithm to directly

minimize it with respect to the parametgr Noticing that Eq.[(B) only involves the logarithm of a sum,

we can treat the matching matri as latent variables and apply the EM algorithm to iteragivedtimate

y. Assuming aftem-th iteration, the current estimate fgris given byy,,, we can compute an updated

estimateT’ such that ML(T") is monotonically increasing, i.e.,

Ay [ yn) =ML(y) =ML (yn) >0

Namely, we want to maximize the differencq(y | y,,).
Now we are ready to state two propositions whose proofs degated to Appendix.
Proposition 2.1:

Ay | yn) = Egs,my, {log (p(S, A | M, y))}

Proposition 2.2: Given the transformation estimagg,, scan pointsS and model pointsM, the
posterior of the matching matriXd can be written as

pAISMy) = J[ At 4)
j,k:(sj,mr)EER

where

) T P(85|Mk,Yn) If N(S) £ ()
EfAY., = A, = 2k Tiep(85me,yn) J 5
AL = A { 0 Otherwise. ®)

Therefore, we have the following EM algorithm to compgitéhat maximizes the likelihood defined in
Eq. (3). We assume there exists an edge in the gtaplktweens; andm; in the following derivation.

o E-step: Given the previous estimafg,, we updatefljk using Eq.[(5). The conditional expectation
is computed as

A(y | yn) = Eqs, My, Hlogp(S, A | M,y)}

=E {log (H k(S5 | mm}’)"‘“) }
7.k

= > E{Aj}(logp(s; | mk,y) +log k)
gk

= Z Ajills; — T(mu,y)||3 + const. (6)
7,k

where E is Eys a4y, in short, and const. is the terms irrelevantyto

o M-step: Computey to maximize the least-squares expression in Eg. (6).

The above EM procedure is repeated until the model is coadelige., the difference of log-likelihood
between two iterationa(y | y,,) is less than a small number. The complexity of the above coatipn
for a target in each iteration {9(| E5|). Since the number of neighbors fer is bounded, the complexity
is reduced taD(|S|). Since experimental result shows that only 4-5 epochs aedetefor EM iteration



to converge. Consequently, the overall complexity for dlittee tracked objects i©)(V) with N the
number of scan points.

The following proposition shows how to compute the covareamatrix for the transformation param-
etersy.

Proposition 2.3: Giveny, the covariance matriR is

R=—" 3 Aulsy — Tmy))(s; — Tlmi,y)) (7)

np
(sj,mk)GEg

wherenp is the number of the nonzero rows of the matrx
I1l. PROOF OFPROPOSITIONS
A. Proof of Proposition 2.1
A(y | Yn) = ML(Y) - ML(Yn)

= log (Zp(S,A\M,y)> —log (p(S | M, yn))
A

= log <Zp(SIA,M,y)p(«4IM,Y)>
A

—log p(S|M, yn)

_ p(S|A, M, y)p(AIM,y)
= log (%:p(fl\&/\/hyn) SIS M.y )

— log p(S|M, yy)
p(SIA,M,y)p(AIM,y)>
> A|lS, M, y,)1
> 2 p(AIS, M.y oo (P s Ny
—log p(S|M, y,) (8)
P(SIA, M, y)p(AIM,y) )
= A|lS, M, y,)1
2_pAlS: M.y log (s o

where Jansen’s inequality and convexity of logarithm fiorctre applied in deriving EqL](8). Since we
are maximizingA(y|y,) with respect toy, we can drop terms that are irrelevantytpthus

A(ylyn) =D p(AlS, M, yn)log (p(S|A, M, y)p(AM,y))
A
p(S, A, y|M) p(A, yW))
p(A,yIM)  p(yIM)

p(S, A, Y\M)>
p(yIM)

= p(AlS, M,yn)log (p(S, AIM,y))
A

= " p(AlS, M, y,)log <
A

= 3ol M.y os
A

= Eqs,Mmy, {log (p(S, AIM, y))} (©)



B. Proof of Proposition 2.2

If N(s;) # 0, the marginal PDF of thg-th row of A is p(s;|M,y) = >, mjkp(s;|my,y). We assume

there exists an edge in the graphbetween the scan and model poisfsandm;, and scan points are
independent each other. One can verify that

p(SIM,yn) =] (Z ﬂjkp(sg'lmk,yn)>
j k
Using Bayesian theorem, we have
p(S; AIM, yn)
AIS Myn) = —r—
PAIS M) = TSV )
T (s i,y )™
IT;  mwp(sjlme, yn))
[T, 4 (mjp(silm, yn)) ™"
[T,k (g k(s m, yn)) ™"
-T1 < kP (85| Yn) )Aj’“
T >k TikD(S5|mes yn)
Comparing with Eq.[(#), the equation E@] (5) holds.

C. Proof of Proposition 2.3

We treat the precision matriX’ as the uncertainty of unknown transformation paramgteMe

use a maximum likelihood approach, which amounts to minimgizEq. [6) with respect td" given
a transformation and a set of matches with probabilities:

rAlys)
0 N s; — T(my,y)|? 1
_ " Z m (H J (2 K Y)IIE +log|T| 2)
(sj,mr)EER
1 N
=3 X Aulsy —Tmey)(s; = Tlme,y)"
(sj,mr)€EB
_ -1
5 T 0

wheren p is the number of nonzero rows of the matrix Thereby the covariance matrR is computed
as

R=I"

== glsy — Tme) (s — Tlma)”

P
(sj,mi)EER
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