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Registration of Images with Outliers Using Joint
Saliency Map
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Abstract—Mutual information (M) is a popular similarity
measure for image registration, whereby good registrationcan
be achieved by maximizing the compactness of the clusters the
joint histogram. However, Ml is sensitive to the “outlier” o bjects
that appear in one image but not the other, and also suffers im
local and biased maxima. We propose a novel joint saliency npa

(JSM) to highlight the corresponding salient structures in the Fig. 1. (a)-(b) Intra-operative and pre-operative MR imad# a large tumor

two images, and emphatically group those salient structur®into  yesection. (c) Joint histogram dispersion with two clottedsters (dark red
the smoothed compact clusters in the weighted joint histo@m. in pseudo color). (d) Joint saliency map for (a) and (b).

This strategy could solve both the outlier and the local maxha

problems. Experimental results show that the JSM-MI based

algorithm is not only accurate but also robust for registration of ) . ) . .
challenging image pairs with outliers. of the intensity mapping between the two images, MI is

sensitive to the unmatchable outliers, e.g. the tumor tiesec

in the intra- and pre-operative brain images (see Figs. la-
b). To reject the outliers, some approaches are proposed
including consistency test [4], intensity transformatifij,

|. INTRODUCTION gradient-based asymmetric multifeature NI [6] and graph-

MAGE registration can be considered as finding the optimBgsed multifeature MIL]7]. However, all these methods do
transformatioril” between the reference imadg and the Nhot emphasize the corresponding salient structures invtbe t
floating imagelr to maximize a defined similarity measurdmages to suppress the outliers. Furthermore, Ml likelyessf
such as mutual information (MI). Since 1995 [1][2], MI hadrom local and biased maximal[8] which are caused by the
been proved to be very effective in image registration. The Mmbiguities in defining structure correspondence.
betweenly and I (with intensity binsr and f) is defined  Spatial information, i.e. the dependence of the interssitie

ol //
/ _—" clotted
@‘/// clusters

Index Terms—image registration, mutual information, outliers,
joint saliency map, weighted joint histogram.

as: of neighboring pixels, has been included in Ml [9]]12] to
Ml = H (Ig) + H (Ir) — H (Ig, Ir) (1) improve registration. Nevertheless, almost all Mi-basedim
ods equally treat each overlapping pixel pair as a separate
where H(I) = -3, p(i)logp(i) and H (Ir,Ir) = pointin the overlap area to calculate the joint histogratisT

= ¢p(r, f)logp (r, f) are the entropy of the intensities ofcould raise three issues: 1) when we equally consider the
image! and the entropy of the joint intensities of two imagessutlier pixel pairs, the noncorresponding structures layeand
p (i) is the intensity probabilities with (r) = >~ p (r, f) and  the histogram will show certain clusters for the grey values
p(f)=>_,p(r f), p(r f)is the joint intensity probabilities of the outliers. These clusters easily introduce the histog
estimated by the joint histogram(r, f). dispersion (see Fig. 1c) with increasing misregistratia);
Ml-based registration methods take advantage of thghile registration can be achieved by maximizing the com-
fact that properly registered images usually correspond pgactness of the histogram, the undesired clotted clussees (
compactly-clustered joint histogramis| [3]. They measum tlFig. 1c) related to many noisy pixel pairs in the structussle
joint histogram dispersion by computing the entropy of thggions, such as background and white matter in the brain
joint intensity probabilities. When the images become egsr image, increase the MI ambiguities and the local maxima [8]
istered, the compact clusters become disperse sets ofspojfig. 5¢ shows that the normalized MIl [A][20] is in a biased
in the joint histogram and the entropy of the joint intensitglobal maximum when the whole background areas in the two
probabilities increases. Making no assumptions aboutdhva f endoscopic images are exactly aligned); 3) when we group
Thi § od | by NSEC (60872102 NBF{Pthe intensity pairs as separate points into the histogram, t
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Technology Commission (04JC14060), Shanghai MunicipahltieBureau ambiguities and the local maxima. To solve this problermtjoi
(2008115) and the small animal imaging project (06-545). histogram smoothing (or blurring) [[6][8] has been used to
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the corresponding salient structures should contributeertm
the joint histogram. For example, the corresponding shlie
pixel pairs in the normal brain tissues should be given mol A4
weight in the histogram than the homogeneous and the tu
resection pixel pairs. To weight each overlapping pixel pa
Wh_en computing the joint h'_StOQra}m’ we Pmpose a novel JO'E?g. 2. (a)-(b) RSVs for the sub-blocks in the reference drel ftoating
saliency map (JSM) to assign a joint saliency value betwegfages (size100 x 300 pixels).

0 and 1 to the pixel pair. The idea of JSM is demonstrated

schematically in Fig. 1d, where the high joint saliency ealu

are assigned to the corresponding salient pixel pairsrétha the inertia matrix:

the outlier and the homogeneous pixel pairs. oo i
The JSM is determined by correlating each overlapping M = [ } 3)
. . . . . H11 Ho2

pixel pair's respective regional saliency vectors (RSVid)e _

RSV characterizes the regional salient structure arouct eavhere p;, = > (x — g2)’ (y — gy)kS(:q,y) v (Gas9y) =

underlying pixel after a principal axis analysis (PAA) ofth (m10/m00, mo1/moe0) and mjx = Y. z2/ykS(x,y) are the
pixel's regional saliency distribution. In the JSM-weigtit central (j, k)- moment, the centroid and thg, k)- moment
joint histogram (WJH), the contributions of the correspiod of the saliency distributiord(z, y) in the 5.5-pixel radius cir-
salient structures are distributed over neighboring gistm cular neighborhood around each pixel. This regional sejien
bins. This leads to the smoothing of the compact clusters fdistribution describes a 2D regional salient structuree ™o
the grey values of the corresponding salient structureghwheigenvectors of the matrid4 represent the orthogonal coor-
can solve both the outlier and the local maxima problems. dinate system within the regional salient structure, wttile
The proposed JSM-MI has been applied to the rigicorresponding eigenvalues give information about thetteng
registration of 2D images. Experimental results show thatf the respective axes. Because the regional informationtab
compared to other MI-based registration methods, JSM-Ntie orientation of the salient structure is mostly storezhgl
method achieves better robustness and higher accuradyeforthe first eigenvector corresponding to the largest eigeeval
registration of challenging image pairs with outliers. Taer the first eigenvector referred as the RSV is enough to reptese
is organized as follows. We first introduce the JSM for WJkhe regional salient structure around a pixel (see Figd)2a-
in MI. Next, we report some experiment results to identifg th
registration performance on accuracy and robustnesslI)EinaB. Joint Saliency Map

the conclusions close this letter. . . ) ] )
Given two RSVs of each overlapping pixel pair, JSM is

Il. METHODS ready to describe the matching degree between the two RSVs.
) ) ' The inner product of two RSVs is a measure of their co-

A. Regional Saliency Vector linearity and naturally can be used as their similarity nieas

We use visual saliency operator to enhance the regiodle essential idea of JSM is an assumption, which is always
salient structures we are interested in. Many techniques haalid in practice according to the empirical experience in
been developed to define the saliency of image, i.e., usiimgage registration: for two precisely aligned multi-modai
edge gradient, local phase [12], salient regidnd [13], @ornmulti-temporal) images, the majority of the corresponding
and keypoints[[T4]. Gradient map has been incorporated ingixel locations are very likely to produce the RSVs with
the MI-based registration methods [9]-[11]. However, geatl similar orientations (see Figs. 2a-b). This is because whe t
is a local feature and sensitive to noise. Local phase [18] aimages under registration fundamentally depict the same im
salient regions [15] suffer from high computational comxple age structures. As a result, the RSVs of the correspondiad) pi
ity. Corner and keypoint can not be defined for each imadgcations from two images could present relatively coieaid
pixel. Inspired by the center-surround mechanisml [16][1 dfrientations in general. Therefore, the angjleetween the two
which has defined the intensity-contrast-based visuadseyi RSVs (g, xr) is simply calculated, makingos 6 the scalar
map, we define a two-step scale and rotation invariant saliermeasure of the joint saliency value(v):
operator based on intensity contrast as follows:

Si(v) = ZueN (I (v) = I (u))? @)

v A JSM value near one suggests that the underlying pixel pair
where N, is the 1-pixel radius circular neighborhood ofriginates from the corresponding salient structures.t@on
the pixel positionv = (z,y) at scalel, S;(v) is the local ily, a JSM value near zero indicates that the underlyinglpixe
saliency computed for the intensitlj(v) in the Gaussian pair comes from either the outliers or a homogeneous region.
image pyramid[18] at scale I;(u) is the intensity of the pixel To speed up the registration without reducing accuracy, the
in the I;(v)’s neighborhood. The multiscale local saliency mapixel with a small saliency value below a threshold value (10
S(z,y) at the finest scale is reconstructed by summing up @lércent of the maximum saliency value) is assigned a zero
the saliency maps at the coarser scales. JSM value directly. The JSM would primarily respond to the
In the second step, a PAA of the saliency distribution in laigh-gradient edge pixels if a high threshold value is chose
certain region assigmegional saliency to each pixel based on However, the JSM does not simply emphasize the common

w (v)=cos O (xg,xr) = (Xp, xr)/|Xrl - |xF||  (4)
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Fig. 3. (a)-(b) The reference and the floating images for thedignt

magnitude and the JSM magnitude. (c) Compact JSM-WJH snmgptor

(a)-(b). (d)-(e) Gradient value profiles of the lines in (B); which are marked
as dashed lines. (f) JSM value profiles of the lines in (a)-(b)

!mage grad_|ents in the two Ima.ges' Figs. 3d-f present tlh-le 4. Registration results for the two images in Figs. 2& JMI. The
image gradient and the JSM profiles of the same line (markﬁ'ﬁaow contour overlap of the book validates the registrataccuracy owing
as dashed lines across the tumor areas) at the two registesehk additive mixing of red and green. (b) NML. (c) RMI. (dMH (e) GML.

; ; _ ; - ; ML. (9)-(h) NMI and JMI similarity surfaces plotted asfanction of
|mag.es (See FIgS.. 36‘. b)' As shown in th? flgures, the Imaﬁw%:y translation (within a range af-10 pixels around the matching position)
gradient features in Figs. 3d-e are very noisy and do noteagre

with each other at each overlapping location. The JSM in Fig.

3f can accurately preserve the corresponding salienttahes
in larger capture range with smaller variability than theaga

gradients.

the PV interpolation. The JSM could be re-calculated after
iterations =10 ~ 15) to reflect the updated correspondence
between the salient structures in the two images.

C. JSM-Wkighted Joint Histogram
The contribution of the interpolated floating intensftfw )

to the joint histogram is weighted by @(v) of the JSM  \yg evaluated our JSM-Mi-based (JMI) algorithm on 11
(the pixel positions «.,vr) are overlapped at the positionchgjlenging image pairs including CT-PET tumor images,
v). For 2D image registration, if using a nearest neighbfir prain tumor resection images, optical images with back-
or a bilinear interpolation, the value(v) should be added gynd/foreground clutter and etc. We implemented the JMI
to the histogram entryhi(r, f). In bilinear partial volume gqrithm using the simplex optimization in a multiresaat
distribution (PV) interpolation, the contribution of th&vs) gcheme [18]. The algorithm stops if the current step length
to the histogram, distributed over the intensity values Ibf 35 smaller than10-> or if it has reached the limit of 200
nearest neighbors of the reference pixel positionon the oyajuation numbers. The challenging image pairs include
grid of Iz, is weighted using thev(v). Similarly, JSM could gome complex outliers that the normalized Mi-based method
be easily incorporated into other interpolation schemes$ agnq four of Mi-based adaptations with incorporating spatia
Parzen-based joint histogram. _ information fail to deal with. Due to space restrictions, we
In the JSM-WJH, the outliers and homogeneous regiogg|y show some typical experimental results in this letter.
have little impact on the histogram distribution. Furtherm Fig. 4 shows the various registration results for the two
each histogram entry for the corresponding salient strastuimages at Fig. 2 with a foreground book and the large changes
is_ the sum of smoothly varying fractioqs of one, S,UCh that t background appearance. To facilitate the visual assassm
histogram changes smoothly in the nelghbqnng bins r(?hmdof registration accuracy, the green floating contours aadetd
those s_tructure_s. AS aresult, the C_OmPaCt_ histogram srimapt reference contours obtained by Canny-Deriche edge detecto
(see Fig. 3c) is introduced by highlighting the grey valugs,e heen overlaid over each other. The sub-pixel regimtrat
of the corresponding s_alient structures._ Computed_fr(_)m tgﬁcuracy (see Table I. case 1) of our JMI algorithm can be
compact and smooth histogram, the Ml is then maximized {fjijated by the book’s yellow contour overlap, which is due
achieve robust and accurate rigid registration. to the additive color mixing of the green and the red contour
_ _ (see Fig. 4a).
D. Computational complexity Using particle swarm optimization (PSO) to deal with the
The JSM should be re-calculated with the transformatidacal maxima, the other methods based on normalized Ml
changing the overlap area at each registration iteratitie. T(NMI) [L][20], regional MI (RMI) [21], high-dimensional Ml
RSV orientation for a JSM calculation could be easily rgHMI) [22], MI with gradient information (GMI) [10], and
oriented as it is done in the diffusion tensor image redistna phase MI (PMI) [12] show different misregistration results
[19]. Nevertheless, to ensure the numerical stability dm tin Figs. 4b-f. The PSO is conducted with 20 particles and
computation speedup, a new JSM at each iteration can dkwed to experience 2000 iterations. The algorithm sibps
simply updated from the JSM of the previous iteration thitougt has reached the limit of 200 evaluation numbers or if the

IIl. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
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(1]
Fig. 5. (a)-(b) Reference and floating endoscopic image®:(320 x 572
pixels) with a surgical tool and illumination changes. The timages are
fused using a mosaic pattern. (c) NMI. (d) PML. (e) JMI. [2

[3]
minimum error (0~?) conditions is satisfied. The computation [4]
time needed for the different algorithms are listed in Tdble
Figs. 4g-h show that the NMI and JMI similarity surfaces[5]
are plotted as a function af and y translation. In this case,
the JSM removes all local maxima and achieves the glob#]
maximum at the registration position, while the NMI suffersm
from the biased maximum at the mismatching position.
Figs. 5a-b show the reference and floating endoscopic
images {20 x 572 pixels) including a surgical instrument (8
with different illuminations. Using a mosaic pattern todithe
two images, Figs. 5¢c-d show the NMI-based and PMI-based]
misregistration results. Fig. 5e shows our accurate J\Meba

) : 10
registration result (see Table I. case 2). ol

TABLE | (11]
REGISTRATION RESULTS FORFIG. 4 AND FIG. 5 (THE TRANSLATIONS X
AND Y ARE IN PIXELS IN THE x AND y DIRECTIONS, THE ROTATION 3 IS
IN DEGREES AROUND THE CENTER OF THE IMAGES. [12]

Cases CorrecX,Y,f) Computed{,Y,5) [13]
1 —23.11, 45.59, 11.43° —22.34, 45.30, 11.03°
2 37.91, —36.78, 4.43°  37.46, —38.18, 4.68° 14
TABLE 1l [15]
COMPUTATION ITERATIONS AND RUNTIME IN SECONDS FORFIG. 4.
(MATLAB 6.5,SINGLE COREINTEL CELERON2.8GHz, RAM 2GB) -
IMT NMI RMI AMT GMI PMI O
Iter. 64 41 45 46 50 29 [17]

Time 157.4 296.7 297.1 1060.1 329.1 3049.38]

IV. CONCLUSION [19]

We propose an effective JSM to solve the problems of
outliers and local maxima in MI-based image registratiofo)
Representing the corresponding salient structures inwioe t
images to be registered, JSM is easily integrated into otl'lﬂ]
intensity-based similarity measures for 3D nonrigid regis
tion. Independent of this work but subsequent to our prelini22]
nary conference papeis [23]]24] which this letter elabEsain 23]
and extends, Ou et al. [25] developed a similar mutual s&yien
map for outlier rejection in 3D nonrigid image registration

Additionally, our method is an intensity-based method and"
also sensitive to the initial conditions. It is necessary in
principle to set the proper initial conditions close to areat [25]
alignment solution, which can be achieved by coarse aligrime
techniques such as principal axes based method. Nevesshele
all instances of correct registration in this letter aresdily
performed by our method without any coarse alignment.

for her help to our algorithm.
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