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Regional variance for multi-object filtering

Emmanuel Delande, Mura\'jlney, Jerémie Houssineau, Daniel Clark

Abstract—Recent progress in multi-object filtering has led to
algorithms that compute the first-order moment of multi-object

distributions based on sensor measurements. The number of

targets in arbitrarily selected regions can be estimated Ling the

first-order moment. In this work, we introduce explicit form ulae
for the computation of the second-order statistic on the taget
number. The proposed concept of regional variance quantifie
the level of confidence on target number estimates in arbitrey

regions and facilitates information-based decisions. We rpvide

algorithms for its computation for the Probability Hypothe sis
Density (PHD) and the Cardinalized Probability Hypothesis
Density (CPHD) filters. We demonstrate the behaviour of the
regional statistics through simulation examples.

Index Terms—Multi-object filtering, Higher-order statistics,
PHD filter, CPHD filter, random finite sets, Bayesian estimaton,
target tracking

|. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we are concerned with theecond-order
information on the local target number in an arbitrary regio
B, which gives a measure of uncertainty associated with the
mean target number. The quantification of the confidence on
the first moment density is useful for problems involved with
information-based decision such as distributed sensiitg [8
[10], and multi-sensor estimation and control|[11]Z[14]e W
propose a unified description for the first and the second-
order regional statistics and derive explicit formulae foe
mean target numbeand thevariance in target numberThe
mathematical framework we introduce builds upon recent
developments in multi-object modelling and filtering [15]—
and has the potential of leading to the derivations of
closed form expressions for regional higher-order stasisf
RFS distributions. Previous studiés [6], [18] have ingzsteed
higher-order statistics in target number, but evaluateth@
whole state space and not in any arbitrary region. We provide

Multi-target tracking dates back to the 1970s due to trlgorithms for the computation_of the regional variancengsi
requirement for aerospace or ground-based surveillargié apP°th the PHD and the CPHD filters. _
cations [1], [2] and involves estimating the states of a time The structure of the article is as follows: Sectidn Il prasd

varying number of targets using sensor measuremeénts
The Finite Set Statistics (FISST) methodology [4] providas "

alternative to the conventional approachés [3] in whichess
are described as individual tracks, by modelling the ctitbec

[@T_ckground on point processes and multi-object filterimgl a

roduces the regional variance in target number. In 8acti
we discuss the principles underpinning the PHD and
CPHD filters before we give the details on constructing the

of target states as a (simplpint processor Random Finite regional statistics for the PHD and the CPHD filters, the

Set (RFS). In particular, the collection of target statea &et

main results of this article. In Sectién]lV we demonstrate th

whose size — the number of targets — and elements — the st&fEP0sed concept through simulation examples and then we

— are both random.

Multi-target RFS models lead to the well known Bayesia

conclude (Sectioh V). The proofs of the results in Sedfidhn I
fre in AppendicesA arfd|B. The computational procedures are

recursions for filtering sensor observations thereby piiagia 9'Ven in Appendi{C.
coherent Bayesian framework. These recursions, howeseer, a

not tractable for an increasing number of targets [4]. ladte

II. POINT PROCESSES AND MULTHOBJECT FILTERING

the FISST methodology provides a systematic approach for apin this section, we introduce background and notation used

proximating the Bayes optimal filtering distribution thguits
incomplete characterisations. Mahler’s Probability Hyy@sis

throughout this article. We first give a brief review of point
processes (Section IllA) and define the regional statistics

Density (PHD) [5] and Cardinalized Probability Hypothesi¢Section[I[=B). In Sectiod TI-C we introduce the functional
Density (CPHD) [[6] filters focus primarily on the extractiondifferential that is used to extract the regional statsstitpoint
of the first moment density (also known as the intensifyrocesses from their generating functionals, which are@
or the Probability Hypothesis Density) of the posterior RFfa Sectio II-D. SectioR II-E overview the Bayesian framekvo
distribution, a real-valued function on the state spacesghofrom which the PHD and CPHD filters are constructed.
integral in any regionB provides the mean target number

inside B [5]. A more recent filter[[]_7] has bee_n Qevgloped irA' Point processes

order to propagate the full posterior RFS distribution unde

specific assumptions on the target behaviour.
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In this article, the objects of interest - thargets- have
individual statesr in some target spac& c R%, typically
consisting of position and velocity variables. The mubjext
filtering framework focuses on the targpbpulation rather
than individual targets. Both the target numlzerd the tar-
get states are unknown and (possibly) time-varying. So, we
describe the target population by a point procéssvhose
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number of elementand element states are random. A realisa-
tion of a point proces® is a set of pointgp = {z1,..., 2N}
depicting a specific multi-target configuration.

More formally, a point proces® on X is a measurable
mapping:

®: (Q,F,P) = (Ex,Bgy) (1) v

from some probability spadg?, 7, P) to the measurable space Ny(B) = |¢ N B
(Ex,Bg, ), where Ex is the point process state space, i.e.,
the space of all the finite sets of pointsAf andBg,, is the . ) )
Borel o-algebra onE v [19]. We describeb by its probability Fig. 1: Point process and counting measure.
distribution on(Ex,Bg,) generated byP, denoted byPs ) )

(as in the study of random variables). Thebability density For any re(glgonsg), B’ € Bux, the first and second moment
po Of the point proces®, if it exists, is the Radon-Nikodym measuresi,”, 115" are defined by
derivative of the probability measufé, with respect to (w.r.t.) 1

the Lebesgue measure. uy (B) = E[Na(B)] (32)

The Finite Set Statistics methodology for target tracking :/ Z 15(2) | Po(dy) (3b)
[6] considers the representation of RFSs through thmitti-

object densityfs (derived frompg). This approach has the
distinctive merit of producing more intuitive and accegsite-

= 1 i Ps(d n)s 3c
sults facilitating rather direct derivations of filterintgarithms Z Z B(@:) | Po(dzin) (30)
such as the PHD filter [5]. However, the regional variance
in target number does not necessarily admit a density, Wherexy., = {1,...,z,}, and
the general case. Therefore, we chose to adopt a measurg, "o ,
theoretical formulation, based on more general repreSensga fo (B, B) = E[Na(B)Ne(B) (42)

Y= {90179621933}

TEP

n=0 1<ign

of point processes [19]/ [20], out of practical necessity. A
thorough discussion on the relation between measures and :/ > 1p(@)lp(z;) | Pe(de)  (4b)
associated densities can be found[inl [21]] [22]. 5,25 €p
= Z/ Z 13(%)13/(@) P@(dxl:n)-
n=0 1<e,j<n
B. Regional statistics: mean and variance in target number (4c)

. ] ) The first moment measurﬁfpl)(B) provides the expected
Unlike real-valued random variables, the space of poirt prg mber of targets omean target numbeinside B, while

cesses is n_ot_endowed with an expecta_tlon operatorfronhNhllgg) (B, B') denotes the joint expectation of the target number
variousstatistical momentsould be derived. Recall from the;cije B and B/

definition [A) of a point proces® that two realisationsp, Note that,B and B can be selected such that they oveﬂlap

¢’ € Ex are sets of points. Since the sum of two sets (8o~ p’ £ (). In particular, thevariancevars of the point

/ ! / H H T “ ”
{xl,CCQ}—-l—{iCl,‘T27.T3}) is |II-def|.ned, so would be the “usual processd [1L9] in any regionB € By is defined by
expectation operatdi[®] on point processes.

2
Nevertheless, point processes can alternatively be @estri varg(B) = Mfﬁ) (B,B) — [ug)(B)} . (5)
by the point patterns they produce in the target state space ) i .
rather than by their realisations in the process state sface Note that the variance is a function, but notn@asurgon the

(see Figuréll). For any Borel s& € By, whereBy is the Borel o-algebraB x. It does not necessarily admit a density,

. e (2 1 . .
Borel o-algebra on¥, the integer-valued random variable N general, even_lfufp) and ) do. This fact motivates the
measure-theoretical approach adopted throughout thdeart

The regional statistics(ufpl)(B),varq>(B)) provide anap-
No(B) = Z 1p(x) (2) proximate description of Ng(B), i.e. the local number of
€D target in B according to the point process

. ug)(B) is the mean target number withiB;
counts the number of targets falling inside according to - varg(B) quantifies the dispersion of the target number
the point processp [19]. Using the well-defined statistical within B around its mean value.
moments of the integer-valued random variahég(B) for A o _ _ o

In this case, the realisations ©fwith targets inBN B’ will have non-zero

an}/ B € By, one can define thenoment measuresf the values for bothNg (B) and Ng (B’). Consequently, the inner summation in
point processp. {4d) will have non-zero terms far= j.



Note that higher-order moments of a point process can fiwen by the expectation
defined — from the joint expectation of random variables

Ng(B) as for the variance€{4) — in order to provide a more Lolf]=E H e—f(z)] (8a)
complete description of the target number insifleDerivation D

of such higher-order statistics is left out of the scope @ th

article. _1/em)<—§:jﬂw>FbM¢) (8b)

TEP

C. Functional differentiation = Z/exp (‘ f(ffi)> Pe(dz1.).  (8C)
=1

n=>0

Statist(;ca;: qua;t(ijt.i]:s de;cribingf a pointfproc_es; car? %%th functionals fully characterise the probability distition
extracted through differentiation of various functionasic Py and are linked by the relation
as itsprobability generating functionalPGFIl) or itsLaplace
functional (see Sectiofi 1I-D). Several functional differentials La[f] = Gale ] 9)
may be defined. Moyal used the Gateaux differential [23] in . o i
his early study on point process&s|[24]; although it is eretbwThe probab|I.|ty distribution and_thtﬁctorlql moment mea-
with a sum and a product rule similar to ordinary differelstia SUres of a point process can easily be retrieved from funakio

of real-valued functions, it lacks a chain (or compositiarfp differentials of the PGF, making the PGFI a popular tool
that would facilitate the derivation of multi-object filtag in multi-object filtering. Mahler’s original constructioof the
equations. PHD [5] and CPHD [[B] filters, for example, exploits the

In this article we exploit the multi-object filtering framenk differentiated PGFI. In our derivations for the secondesrd

. . . . . . moment measure, we useon-factorial moment measures
n [15], [18], which considers thehain dlf_ferentlal 23], hich are easily retrieved from the Laplace functionall [19]
in order to prove the results we present in Secfioh IlI. 4’0 be precise. thdactorial moment measures™ have a

restriction of the Gateaux differential, the chain diféfetial P '

. - S different construction and definition than theon-factorial
admits a composition rule. The chain differentddl' (h;7) of (n) . . .
. o o moment measureg'™ and will not be considered further in
a functional ', (evaluated) at functioh in the direction (or

increment)y, is defined as this article with the notable exception of the first factbria
G moment measure(!), which coincides with the first (non-
H 1
F(h+ ennn) — F(h) factorial) moment measure(!). -
) (6) The first and second moment measures of a point process
® in any regionsB, B’ € By are given by the differentials

where {n,},>0 is a sequence of functiong, converging [19]

K2

0F(h;n) = lim

n— 00 €n

(pointwise) ton, _{en}n>0 is a sequence of pos_ltl\{e re_al uS)(B) = 6(Ga[h]; 15)])_y » (10)
numbers converging to zero, if the limit exists and is ideati
issi (B, B") = 6*(Lo|f); 15,1 (11)
for any admissible sequencés, },>o and{e, } >0 [25]. An e (B, B') = 6°(La[fli15,15) F=0>
example of chain differentiation for multi-object filtegnis where1; is the indicator function or3
given in [26].
1p(z) = 1 if z € B, cx (12)
B0 ife¢gB 5T

D. Generating functionals L . .
9 For the sake of simplicity, the superscript on the first momen

The PGFI of a point process is defined by the expectationmeasures is omitted in the rest of the article aé]d is denote

by pia.
Golh] =E [H h(:v)] (7a) E. Multi-target Bayesian filtering

z€P In multi-object detection and tracking problems, taeget
processd,, is a point process providing a stochastic descrip-

- / H h(@) | Pe(dp) (7b) " tion of the posterior distribution of the targets in the stspace
rEP at timek > 0, based on the measurement history up to time

z k.

- ;}/ <1_[1 h(Ii)> Pe(dzyn), (7¢) Bayesian filtering principles are applicable to the multi-

object framework[[56]. The law of the filtered staféy, , is
pdated through sequences miediction steps— according
acc.) to target birth, motion, and death models — dath

pdate steps- acc. to the current set of measurenfénts

whereh is a test function, i.e., a real-valued function belongin
to the space of bounded measurable function&’osuch that
0 < h(z) < 1 and1—h vanishes outside some bounded regioll

of X [m] ) . . 2Each measurement has an individual state in the observsfiaceZ C
The Laplace functional [19]/]20] of a point proce$sis R?: and Ez is the space of all the sets of points &



2¥, € Ez. The full multi-target Bayes'’ filter reads as followsexploits the recent framework proposed [inl[15]. On the other
[4]: hand, the expression of the second moment measure is a novel
result exposed in the authors’ recent conference papels [27

Pay,, , (d€) = / Tyeor(dE]9)Po,_, . 1 (dp),  (13) [28).

L (21 1€) Poyy (d€)
Pe (d§|zkm) = ' : , (14) L
klk 1 ka(mekP)qukfl(dsD) A. Principle |
where Ty, is the Markov transition kernel between timemOTSrle CI:)I—LIJE;I‘@ a:‘()‘?q;:‘:ﬁgﬂi’:g%g le?tri?ta?ree tpg;hzz;ﬁ:?e
stepsk — 1 and k, and L, is the multi-measurement/multi- bop PP g Yy

- ) : (13), (14). The predicted target proceds,,_, is either
target likelihood at time step (detailed IateE. approximated by an independent and identically distrithute

Equivalent expression of the multi-target Bayes’ filter cap'. . )
be provided through generating functionals. The PGFlIs ef t l.d.) process (CPHD filter), or by a Poisson process (PHD
redicted® and updatedb rocesses aré [115]: f||ter).. . . . .
P klk—1 P ik P ' An i.i.d. process[[29] is completely described by 1) its car-
dinality distributionpqﬂ and 2) its first moment meastres.
Gayy o [N] = // < 11 h(@) T k-1(dé|l@) Po, ., (d9), Hence, the CPHD filter propagates a cardinality distributig

T€E and a moment measuye;. A Poisson process is a specific
(15) case of ani.i.d. process in which the cardinality distiituts
[ (Hmew h(:z:)) Li(2l @) Payy, () a Poisson distribution with rates (X) = [ pie(dz). Hence,
Gay o [PI21) = / , a Poisson process is completely described by its first moment
ka(Zl:mhp)P(Dk\k—l (de) measure.q, propagated by the PHD filter (see Figlie 2).

(16) The updated target process,, is not in the general

Using [3), we can write an equivalent expression with tHease, i.i.d. (respectively Poisson) even if the predidigd
Laplace functionals: is; that is, the updated probability distributiafy, , is not
completely described by the output of the CPHD (respegtivel
L‘%kfl [f]= // e~ Lawce f(I)Tk\k—l(da‘P)P@k,uk,l (dy), PHD) filter. As a consequence, the computation of the vaeianc
varg, , providesadditional information on the updated pro-
17) cessd, ., before its collapse into a i.i.d. (respectively Poisson)
i [ e Taee f(z)Lk(Z{“;mhﬁ)P@M,l(d%?) process in the next time step (see Figlre 2).
Loy, [fl21m] = TLoE 9P (d) : As shown in Figurd12, this article focuses on the genera-
B Lm [E)5 Dae—a 109 (18) tion of additional information describing thepdatedtarget

process; hence, the prediction stép] (15) will not be further
For the sake of tractability, assumptions are often madéen t
prior ®;_,,—, and/or the predicte@;_, processes which 4pp(n) is the probability that a realisatiop of the point proces® has
subsequently lead to closed-form expressions of spectﬁms‘il sizen, i.e. the probability that there are exacilytargets in the surveillance
S . . scene.
propagatlngncomplete information 5An i.i.d. processb is usually described by the Radon-Nikodym derivative
of its first moment measurgg w.r.t. to the Lebesgue measure, also called

its first moment densityg or intensity or Probability Hypothesis Density
1. THE PHD AND THE CPHDFILTERS WITH REGIONAL [5]. Since we are interested in producing higher-orderistie$ on the target

VARIANCE IN TARGET NUMBER number, i.i.d. processes on targets are described by trginfoment measure

In thi . . ide th . | . .. ug instead. Li.d processes on measurements, however, hréestribed by

n this section, we aim to provide the regional statisti eir intensityvg or, to be precise, by their normalised intensity or spatial
of the updated target process for the CPHD and the PHiBtribution (see Theorefd 1 afdl 2).

filters. We review both filters and identify the updated pssce

from which we wish to produce the statistics in Secfion TlI-A

. . . . CPHD CPHD
We then provide the expression of its first (Secfion Jll-Bylan o) P (a0} P ()
second (Section III-IC) moment measures for both filters. The | 4 ... > e, .
main results of this article, the regional statistics far ©@PHD @ vara,,
and the PHD filters, follow in Section Il[AD. We discuss the CPHD filter + variance + variance
procedures to extract the regional statistics for the Seitple LLD. approx. ﬂ
Monte Carlo (SMC) implementations of the CPHD and PHD - —
[ [ i prediction update
filters in Sectlor_EI]EE. _ T i e
The expressions of the first moment measures are well
established results from the usual PHD [5] and the CPHD Poisson appros. &:
[6] filters. The derivation presented in this article, hoaev = —
prediction update
3In the scope of this article, the infinitesimal neighbourti®dz ., defined R Hew
around any pointey.,, € X" are always chosen as elements of the product \% varg,
Borel cr-algebraB;eé”. Thus, P(dz1:n) = Q(dz1.,) is a notation for the PHD filter + variance + variance

lI-defined i n P(d n) = n d n fi . . . . .
réit fuilcrt];nfe_xmessw flarn)Pldarn) = [ f(1n)Q(dern) for any Fig. 2: PHD and CPHD filtering with variance.
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mentioned. The rest of the article describes the extracifonapplied in (21) to the set{%p € zlcm} and abusively
the information statistic$ie, , , vare, ) at an arbitrary time notede (1., ).

stepk > 0. For the sake of simplicity, we discard the time o ) ] )

subscripts and denote the predicted and the update preceddl§ Proof is given in AppendiIB (Sectidn B-B).

with ® and®_, respectively. In addition, we denote the currentorollary 1. First moment measure (PHD updatg) [5]

set of measurements hy.,;,. The first moment measure of the updated prodessn any
region B € By, under the assumptions given in Lenitha 1 and
B. First moment measure (CPHD and PHD updates) the additional assumptions thal[5]:

1) The predicted proces$ is Poisson;

Lemma 1. First moment measure (CPHD updaf) [61.](30] 2) The clutter is Poisson, whose rate is denoted\by

The first moment measure of the updated prodessn any

region B € By, under the assumptions that [6]: is given by
1) The predicted process is an i.i.d. process, with cardi- o, (B) = ud’ B) + 13 (B) _ (28)
nality distribution ps and first moment measuyes; *+(B) +(B) Z 15 (X) + Aec(2)

ZE€EZ1:m

2) A targetz is detected by the sensor with probabilit
pa(z);

3) If detected, a target produces a single measurement
acc. to the single-measurement/single-target IikeIihoo%‘

Yhe proof is given in AppendikIB (Sectidn B-C).

Second moment measure (CPHD and PHD updates)

L(z|z); Lemma 2. Second moment measure (CPHD update)
4) The clutter is an i.i.d. process, with cardinality distribu Under the assumptions given in Lemipda 1, the second moment
tion p. and spatial distributionc(-); measure of the updated proceds in any regionsB, B’
is given by By is given by
we) (B.B)

_ 15(B)
e (B) = ia(B)(6) + Z%e() A9 e (BB + kB (B)a(0)

z B/ z B
where the corrector termé; (¢) and ¢, (z) are given by + uﬁ(B) Z Hi((z) )EQ(z) + ui(B’) Z “‘CI’((Z) )£Q(z)
2ZEZ1:m ZEZ1:m
<T1[,u“i>7 Zl:m]a p<I>> ’ /
0:(6) = , # pe(B) pg (B')
1(¢) <T0[‘uq>7 Zl:m]a p<I>> (20) + Z (CI)(Z) i(zl) éQ(Z, Z/)’ (29)
, ( ) B <T1[,U<I>7zl:m \ Z],p<1>> 2,2'€21:m
1\2) = (T[uw, 21:m), po) \ifavhere the corrector termé& (¢), ¢2(z), and/s(z, 2') are given
y:

where (following the notation introduced by Vo, et. al.[i®0]38

o <T2[M<I>5Z1:m]7p<1>>
o e 2100 ) = o ] o)
min(|Z|,n
A )] ¢ (x)yn—(d+w) T [pa, z1m \ 2],
B n!(|Z] —d) pel|Z] _d)/hp( ) ca(2), lo(2) = ( [éhb 1m \ 2] P<I>>’ (30)
d—0 (n - (d+ u))' IU"P(X)” <T [M‘Pazl:m]apq>>
(22) Oo(2,7') = <T2[M<I>azlzm \ {z,z’}],pq,}
u _ Y e S (X% 2t pe)
(T"[ne, Z], pa) = > T[na, Z)(n)pa(n), (22) : ’
n>0 The proof is given in AppendikIB (Sectign BF-D).
where for any regionB € By: Corollary 2. Second moment measure (PHD update)
Under the assumptions given in Corollafy 1, the second
us(B) = /13(I)P(Z|:Z?)/L<p(d:€), (23) moment measure of the updated procéssin any regions
B, B’ € By is given by
¢ _
WhB) = [1s@P@sd), @O @ g g
where P is the single-measurement/single-target observation = pe, (BN B') + ui(B)ui;;(B’)
kernel, i.e. z (B’
; 1%
. +:“2(B) Z Z(XSD:— /\) (2)
P(Z|$C) Zpd(l')L(Z|fL'), (25) ZE21:m He cClZ
P =1- : 26 pe (B
(o) =L pate) @ g Y e
The functiore, is the elementary symmetric function of order 2€21m

d [29] £ pa(B) 15 (B')
( ) > 115 (X) + Aec(z) pg (X) + Aee(2') oD

ca@= > |]l¢ (27) e

SCE=|=d \écs The proof is given in AppendixIB (Sectidn B-F).



D. Main results number of operations to computg(z1.,,) is evaluated at

. . . 2 H . .
The two following theorems are the main results of thiglog”m in [80] andm + 1 elementary symmetric functions

article. Their proof is given in AppendXIB (Sectibm B-G). Must be computed fofi(¢) and £,(z). Thus, it has been
shown by Vo et al. that the computational complexity of the

Theorem 1. Regional statistics (CPHD update) CPHD filter is O(m?log?m), wherem is the number of
Under the assumptions given in Lemija 1, the regional statigyrrent measurements J30].

ticd] of the updated process,. in any regionB € Bx are  The corrector termgs (¢) and/»(z) @0d), required for the

given by computation of the regional variande33), do not involverne
e wé (B) elementary symmetric functions and can be found in parallel
pe, (B) = 1g(B)l1(9) + Z o(z) (=), (32) to ¢1(¢) and ¢1(z) without significant additional cost (see
4 Zezr;:m ) Algorithm ). On the other handy(z, z’) involvesw
varg, (B) = pa, (B) + pg(B)? [f2(¢) — (1(¢)?] different Y2 terms [21) with additional elementary symmetric
»(B) functionse,(z, ') — for every couple of distinct measurements
2 ¢ B /L<I>( ¢ .y Y d\#, - y p )
21 )Zez c(z) [f2(z) = 6(2)62(9)] z,z'. Thus, the computational complexity of the SMC-CPHD
o filter with regional variance i€ (m? log” m).
M%(B) :wczb (B) # no_ /
+ ; 2 () {EQ (z,2") = 41(2)l1 (2 )} ,
7 . (33) V. SIMULATION EXAMPLES
where (] (z,2') = la(z,2') if 2 # 2/, or zero otherwise. In this section, we demonstrate the concept of regional
Theorem 2. Regional statistics (PHD update) variance for the PHD and the CPHD filters using the multi-

Under the assumptions given in Corollafy 1, the regionéﬁrget scenario illustrated in Figl 3. A range-bearing sens
statistics of the updated proceds, in any regionB € By located at the origin takes measurements from five targats th
appear and disappear over time in the surveillance scere. Th

are given by : ! i °
; sensor Field of View (FoV) is the circular region centred at
pao, (B) = Mi(B) + Z LB)’ (34) the origin and with radius500 m. The standard deviations in

el 15 (X) + Acc(z) range and bearing are selectedbas and1° respectively. The
€21:m

varg, (B) = ul(B) clutter is generated from a Poisson process with kate 20

: (B) : (B) and uniform over the FoV.
+ Z - ta <1 - — Ha ) . The state of targets is described by a locatjony] and
S Ha(X) + Acclz) e (X) +Acc(z) ) 3 velocity [#,7] component, and the subset &f* that falls

(35) in the FoV is the state spack. The state transitions follow
a linear constant velocity motion model and (slight) additi
E. Discussion on implementation zero mean process noise after getting initiated with theesl

We consider SMC implementations of the PHD and th@iven in Tablelll. Trajectories of targefs and 2 cross each
CPHD filters and equip them with regional statistiscs. THether at timet = 55s.
resulting algorithms are given in Appendix C. oo

The SMC-PHD filter with regional variance can be easily 2
drawn from the usual SMC-PHD filter [21]. Indeed, the o -
regional variance is computed using the terms that aredirea
computed to find the regional mean{34) in the SMC-PHD
filter (see Algorithn{2). The computational complexity oth
PHD filter with the variance is still linear w.r.t. the numhugr 5 500 R

current measurements. Fig. 3: Example scenario: target trajectories (positicanp)
Similarly, the construction of the SMC-CPHD filter with 9. o pie - o~ get tray posI 54
ind sensor location ). Circles indicate target initial posi-

regional variance is an extension to the well-known SMC:

E 1500

rth

2 1000

500[

L L L
1500 2000 2500

CPHD filter [29]. As shown in Algorithni]1, the additional 10nS.

corrector termdz(¢), ¢2(z), andlz(z, z’) (B0) are computed

in parallel to the usual corrector ternis(¢) and ¢,(z) (20).

In the usual CPHD filter, the bulk of the computational cost TABLE |

stems from the computation 6f(¢) and/;(z) in the filtering INITIAL TARGET STATES AND TRACK INFORMATION

equation[[3R) or, more specifically, the elementary symimetr |__'nit. loc. (m) | Init. vel. (ms™!) | Time of birth/death (s)|

functions [27) appearing in th&° and Y! terms [21). The | [2000.0, 2000.0]7 | [-9.1, —9.1]T 0/110
[1850.0, 4000.0]T | [~10.0, —10.0]7 20/130

ca?t’:i\lig;elit)ssgfstl!i:é%ltjiroﬂa th?—:etr?fe uifuarlov(i:clijeiDa ffilljtlllerst%r(?r?:sctﬁzs dtgseﬁf’:%n [1800.0, 1800.0]" [-10.0, 0.0 407150

of the target numbein tt)ﬁg\./vhole st’atepspacdhat is, of the random variszle [1000.0, 1000.0]* [10.0, 0.0 70/170

Ng_ (X) (see Figurd]l withB = X). The regional variance can thus be | [1250.0, 2350.0]7 [12.0, —12.0]7 90/190

extracted from the usual CPHD, but only for the specific negid = X.
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Time (s) Time (s) Time (s) using the CPHD[_() the PHD filter, fqr; = 0.95, 0.90, and
(d) ©) ® 0.85. The plots are the averages over 100 Monte Carlo runs.

Fig. 4: Mean target number anell standard deviation (square
root of the regional variance) integrated in the whole Fav, f
pa = 0.95, 0.90, and0.85. Results obtained usirjg [&)](c) the
CPHD filter, and[ (@=(f) the PHD filter. The plots are the
averages over 100 Monte Carlo runs.
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A. Variance as a global statistic East (m

In this example, we consider the regional variance over théd- 6: Approaching targets: targets (black) and2 (blue)
FoV under different target detection probabilities. Doism crisscrossin_g around time step- 55_s. The distance between
we demonstrate the effect of the probability of detecgigron  the targets is76.1,5.4 and 78.9 at time steps = 51, 555,
the uncertainty of the estimated target number. We simul@gd59s, respectively.
measurements withy; = 0.95,0.90, and 0.85 and run both

the CPHD and the PHD filters. The mean and the varlan{:ﬁerget2 (Fig.[8). We vary the radiuses from=1m to 200m

in the target number within the FoV (given by the regiona ith 1 m steps at time steps— 51,55 and59's. The distance

statistics evaluated in the whole FoV) are computed usi 19 veen the targets afié.1, 5.4 and78.9m., respectively, at

AIgont_hmsI] and1L. . _these time instants, so, the regions with larger radius rcove
In Fig.[4(a}(c), we present the mean target number in the

> . . . both targets.
FoV (blue line) computed using the CPHD filter, together wit We cgm Ute both the mean target number in these concen-
the ground truth (black line). The variance in target numbrfr P 9

within the FoV is used to quantify the level of uncertainty i re rgg'e%nrse ﬁgieflh\?asziggla\;\?ede?(n(;i;tglzt{ngzﬁ?gpe; r?gngrl;e
the mean target number. Specifically, we present confide P gio . g P . get
e monotonically increasing as a function of the radiu$ an

intervals as thet1 square root of the regional variance whic 0 h ‘mately two for the | ircles. Th |
in turn admits a standard deviation interpretation. We no}g reach approximately two for the farger circies. 1he raglo

that the uncertainty increases as we lower the probabifity éiier'izczb??tsthsnsg;gr:?gdl’)ésanr?tigizgfsfgvagﬁgr?;agt
detection, coinciding with our intuition. The behaviourtbe P P 9

confidence bounds computed using the PHD filter is similéécf(‘)nn:?h;?sfol\é?:i;:ltﬁzrsg?ls ?/v;[tma;iwr? :(?r:‘icljdeil::“efy circular
as seen in FidJ4(H)-1. 9 y targ g :

The regional variances used to find the aforementionneoln Fig. [aH(@). we present the plots of the regional mean

confidence intervals are presented in . 5. In EJg]5(a), d vari_ance in target_number (solid_ black lines) _from the
plot the results obtained using the CPHD filtepagoes from HD filter as a function of the radius, for a typical run.
0.95 to 0.85. Similar plots for the PHD filter are provided in For "= 200m, the mean target numbc_—:‘r in the region
Fig. [(B). The increasing uncertainty with the decreaging is approximately two with very small variance suggesting

can clearly be seen. We also note that the variance over {Hét with very high conflden_ce,_both targets are covered at
t = 51,55 and59s. As the radius increases fram= 1 m (and

FoV grows significantly more with the PHD than with the . _
CPHD filter aspy is lowered. the cwc_umference_s of th_e regions depart from tar]jetth.e
uncertainty starts increasing until it reaches a local mamxn.
) o The behaviour of the variance curves, after the local magimu
B. Variance as a local statistic and until they reach a small steady value, is of concern. In
In this example, we illustrate the variance evaluated loth Fig.[T(d) and (t), the local minimum separating the two
regions of various sizes within the FoV. Specifically, wenaximums clearly indicates that targetis contained with
consider concentric circular regions of growing radiusuai high confidence in a circle whose radius equals the value at

the location of targetl while its trajectory crosses that ofthe mininum (as the mean target number also reaches one at



this article adopts a measure-theoretical approach whieh e
ables the computation of the regional variance of multeobj
estimators. A comprehensive description of the theorketica
construction and the practical implementation of the regio
% 50 100 150 200 %0 50 100 150 200 %0 50 100 150 200 Mean and variance in target number, in the context of PHD
Radius (m) Radius (m) Radius (m) and CPHD filtering, is provided and illustrated on simulated
@) (b) (© data.
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[(Mfilters, respectively. Results are given for a superidagk APPENDIXA
lines) and an inferior (red lines) range-bearing sensor. INTERMEDIARY RESULTS
Property 1. Normalizing constant (CPHD and PHD updates)
, [30], [B]

this minimum). When the targets are located at their clos . . . :
o . : . . nder the assumptions given in Theorgim 1, the denominator
positions, (Fig[J7(B)), we cannot identify such regions. of the updated PGF(IG) becomes
We contrast these results with those obtained after fitjerin P

the measurements of an inferior range-bearing sensor which /L P (d 1o 36
has12.5m and2.5° standard deviations in range and bearing, (z1imlo) Pa(di) oc (Y lpta, 21l po) - (36)
respectively. The regional variance for this sensdr-at51,55 ynder the assumptions given in Theorf@m 2, the denominator

and59s (solid red lines in Fid.J7(H)—(c)) stays at a high levels he updated PGF{I8) becomes
until the expected target number reaches two, and, in turn,

we are unable to select a region that contains only tatget L(21:m| ) Po (d) et (X) H (1% (X) + Aec(2)).
with high confidence. In other words, the two targets are not 2Ertim
resolved at these time instants. (37)
In Fig. [f(d}£{), we present similar results obtained using, o : -
X , e proof is given in AppendixIB (Sectién Bl-A).
the PHD filter. We note that the PHD filter performs as well as P g PP kB ( )
the CPHD filter in terms of the ability to resolve the two tasge

in this particular scenario. As a result, the regional vas@& APPENDIXB
computed by any of the filters can effectively be used to asses PROOFS
the level of uncertainty in the estimated number of targets A. Property1
arbitrary regions. Proof. We first focus on the CPHD filter. Using the definition
of an i.i.d. process[[29], the first assumption in Theoigm 1
V. CONCLUSION states that the first moment measusg and the cardinality
The motivation of this work was to develop multi-objecglistribution pe are linked by the relation
estimators that are able to provide information about the -
expected number of targets and the uncertainty of the target pa (X) = z;lnp@(n). (38)
nz

number in any arbitrary region of the surveillance scene.
This level information has never previously been availablEhey also completely determine the predicted process:

to operators through track-based multi-target estimaters- n (dzs)

viding the regional variance in target number, alongside th Va1, € X", Pp(dx1.,) = pa(n) H Held%i) (39)
regional mean target number, has the potential to give an i=1 pa(X)

enhanced picture for surveillance scenarios to addresosenre remaining assumptions in Theorin 1 shape the multi-

management and resource allocation problems. measurement/multi-target likelihodd and yield
Multi-object estimation in a surveillance scene with a ehal

lenging environment is the focus of the multi-object pagadi  1(zy.,,|z1.,) =
often known as Finite Set Statistics, which leads to filigrin

) ; L ’ . I ! ) Py .
algorithms built upon multi-object probabiligensitiesrather Z mglpe(my) H c(z) H P(ziz;) H P(glz;),
than probability measures However, since such implemen-”enm’" (h.9)€m (ig)em (d.4)€m
tations are insufficiently general to represent seconeord
information about the target number in any arbitrary regiowhere:

(40)



o II,,,, is the set of all the partitions of indexesWe now move to the PHD filter. Since a Poisson process is
{i1,im, J1, -, jn} SOlely composed of tuples of thea specific case of a i.i.d. process, we start from the CPHD
form (iq,j») (targetz;, is detected and produces mearesult [36) with theadditional assumptions that:

surementz;, ), (¢,j») (targetz;, is not detected), or 1) The predicted process is Poissoms(n) —
(ia, @) (Measurement;  is clutter); o (X) pa ()"
n! !

o my = #{i|(i,¢) € w} is the number of clutter measure- . . A
m¢ents g{ivlén b)y par}iitiom. 2) Ih‘i czléxtter pro(cc;ss is Poissopi(n) = e~ and
Note that both the predicted probability measiirg (39) aerd th ¢ em20 TiPeim)-
likelihood function [4D) aressymmetricalv.r.t. the targets. This We may write:
property will help simplify the full multi-target Bayes upte
(I6) to tractable approximations for both PHD and CPHD/ L(21.m|¢0) Py (dy) o <TO[N<I>,Z1:m]7p<I>> (443)
filters. Substituting[(39) intd (16) gives -
R nl(m — d)! g ()
) = x n ————pc(m —d)——=—eq(z1:m
[ £Gimle)Pata) OIS e e
T pe(dz; 44b
Srelo) [ Llennlern) [R5 o mingr o
n>0 i=1 ' 1
- o )\Zn_d (X)) ey(z m 44c¢
Let us first fix an arbitrary target number € N and ,;) dZ:O (n —d)! Ho(X)"“ealzrim) (44¢)
consider the quantity’ L(z1.,|z1:0) [ 11—, ‘:f’((d”“ Since the .
likelihood is symmetrical w.r.t. the targets, the integrat Z /hp(X A Z HM@ (44d)
variableszy.,, play an identical role and usinf_{(40) yields = \= (n—da)! iy,

Il=d

po(di) m
/ Gronlrin) | ) e a3 S TTwa (@) TTreetz) (44e)

i=1

X) d)()(') d=0 Irgrzlzm zel z¢1
Mg Iz I|=d
:Z W@!pc(ﬂ'@) H Zl H ‘I’ X (I)(X) 8 () B
wellm n G.her  Gjper’ (@,j)Gﬂ"uq) oc s T (15(X) + Aec(2)), (441)
(42) z€21:m
Note that, since the targets are identically distribute@am where [44) is the factorised form df (44e). n
surement/target pairings;, z;, ) and (z;, z;,) are equivalent
for integration purpose in[(42). Thus, selecting a panitio
m € II,,, , reduces to the choice of: B. Lemm4ll
o A numberd of detections; _ _ .
« A collection of d measurements iny, ..., zn; Proof. Using (10), the first moment measufe in some
e AN arbitrary collection of d detected targets in B e Byis retrieved from the first order dlfferentld'l__[I15] of
T1,.en T the updated PGF[{(16):
Therefore, [(4R) simplifies as follows:
po, (B) = 0(Go. [h:15)|,_, (45a)
[ Uonmlor [T 220222 :
ie=1 IU“P(X) / 5 <H h(I’L)a 1B> L(Zl:m|x1:n)P¢(dI1:n)
min(m,n) |( d)' ( ~ n=0 i=1 h=1
n.{m — . M<I> /Lq, -
OCZ (n—da)! pelm = d) pao (X ) Z H Z/ (21:m|T1:0) P (d1:0,)
d=0 I\%\Z g m z€I n>0
(43a) (45b)
min(m,n) nl(m — d)! ﬂ;ﬁ()()n—d The expression of the denominator [n_(¥5b) is detailed sepa-
X d)! Pc( d)Wed(Zlcm) (43b) rately in Property L (Section]A). Using Corollary 1 in[15],
the numerator expands as follows:
o T [uq>,21:m]( ), (43c)

L(Zl:mlxl:n)P<I> (dxl:n)

using theY function defined in[(21). The multiplying constant Z 5 <H h(s): 13)
h=1

in (41), found to be[]... ~c(z), will appear as well in
the expression of the numerator of the updated PGH (16)
developed in AppendikJA in Sectidn BB and B-D will be L

omitted from now on. Finally, substitutind_(43b) ih_{41) = Z/( Z HMWM) L(z1:m|%1:0) Po (dz1:0),
yields the result[(36). nzl ISjsni=1 (46)

n>0 i=1
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wherey! = 15 if i = j, u! = 1 otherwise. Thus: and:

n—1

n npe(n) / o (d;)
L m mn—
Z / 0 <H h(x;); 1dy> L(z1:m|71:0) Po (dz1:) C(Z); pa (X) (rm \ 2l1n) };[1 o (X)
n=0 =1 h=1 51 (Z) = z
Y [ X s L) Padna). @) 3 [ Loumlosa)Poldens)
n>17 1<G<n " (52a)
- : - - (Y pa, 21:m \ 2], pa)
As seen in[(39) and{#0) in the construction of the denominato - - o ’ ) (52b)
(proof of Property[1l in Sectioh B3A),L(21.m|71.,) and (YOlpa, z1:m], pa)
Py (dxy.,) aresymmetrical.r.t. to the targets in the specific
case of the CPHD filter. Thug (47) simplifies as follows: 0
Z/ 6 <H h(xz)7 1dy> L(Zl:m|x1:n)P¢(dx1:n) C. Corollaryl]l
n>0 i=1 h=1
= Zn/1B(w)L(21;m|:v1:n—1,x)P@(d:vm_l,dw) (48a) Proof. Just as the Poisson assumption simplified the expres-
o1 sion of YO as shown in the developmehil44), it simplifies the
expression off'!:
= ZZZ(IE()?)) /1B($)L(Zl:m|xl:n—la$)
n>1
n—1 (d ) <T1[M‘I>a Zl:m]a p@> X eui(X) H (ILL%(X) + )\CC(Z)),
MU (aT; zZ€E€21;
X dx . (48b em
o >1:I ) (48D (53)

(Y 21 \ 2, pa) o c(2)e! s O T (1 (X) + Aeel2))
Now, considering the expression of the likelihodd](40), the 2 Ezrm\z
likelihood term in [48h) can be split following partitiondare (54)
targetx is not detected and those where it is detected and

produces a particular measuremer zi.m, i.e. Then, substituting the simplified expressionsXt (@4) and

T! (B3), (54) in the first moment measure of the CPHD filter
(19) yields the result for the PHD filtel_(8). O

L(21:m|x1:n713 I) -

P(¢|I)L(thm|x1m,1) + Z P(Z|Z)L(Z1:m \Z|I1:n71)-

ZE€EZ1:m

(49) D. LemmdD
Substituting [4P) in[(48b), then substituting the resulttie Proof. Using [11), the updated second moment meaaﬁﬁ;é

expression of the first moment meastre {45b) finally yieldsin some regions3, B’ € By is retrieved from the second-
order differential [15] of the updated Laplace functiorfB8);

o (B) = ( [ 15 Pl <dw>) 0(6)

(2) no_ .
+ Z le(x)P(ZkC)H@(dI)E (2), (50) te, (B, B )= 6(Lo., [f];15,15) F=0 (55a)
z ) .
ZE€EZ1:m C(Z) 1 Z 62(67 Zj(zl)7 1Ba 1B/) L(21:m|x1:n)P<I>(dI1:n)
: =0
o n=>0
where the corrector termfs (¢) and L(z), following a similar Z/L(21:m|w1;n)P¢(div1:n)
development as in the proof of Propeldy 1, are found to be 730
(55h)
n—1
npo(n) / i (dz;)
L(z1:m|T1:n— _ . L .
nz>:1 1o (X) (21:mT1:n-1) };[1 1o () The second-order differential ii (55b) is found to be
l1(9) = — (51a)
;/L(21:m|xl:n)P{>(d$1:n) 62(67 211:1 j(zz)’ 187 1B’) -
1 ~ #
_ <T [N@azl:m]ap<1>>’ (51b) = Z lBﬂB’(Ij) + Z 1B(xj1)1B’(Ij2), (56)

(YOlua, z1:m), po) 1<5<n 1<j1,j2<n
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the proof being given in Appendix]B (SectiGn B-E). Substiyields
tuting (58) in the numerator of (b5) gives

()

Z 52 (e 21 1p,1p) ; OL(Zl;m|$1;n)P@(d$1:n) /L<I>+(BvB/):/1303/(@“%@17)

i + [ 1@ PGle ) [ 150 PG)e i) x 3(0)

— nz}:l/ (1@2@13@/(:5]‘)) L(z1:m|%1:0) Po (dz1:0) +/1B P6la)ua (d2) zg: [1p(z C(Z|)x)uq>(d )62(2)

+nz>:2/ (<J§in13(l'jl)13/($jg)) L(21:m|21:0) Po (d21.0,). +/1B/(I)P(¢|J¢),u<p(dx) i J1p(z) C(Z|):c uq>(dx)£2(z)
- B0 1B<x>11<(z2|):c>u¢<§€5>71B/<x>zz<j§x>u¢<dx> o)

Once again, the symmetry df(z1.,|21.,) and Pp(dz1.,) 22" €21im
w.r.t. to the targets in the case of the CPHD filter (g8 (39) (60)
and [40)) allows the simplification of (b7). We have:

2/52 “X @) 1, 13,)

where the corrector ternfs(¢), £2(z), andls(z, 2’), following
L(z1:m|71:n) P (dz1n) g similar development as shown in the proofs of Property 1

n20 (Sectior B-A) and1 (Sectidn B}B), are as defined[by (3@
— Z /1BQB’ Zl:m|x1:n—17:C)P<I>(dx1:n—lad'r)
n=1
+ Y00 1) [ 1p(e) e (@)L rmborn-z,n,)
n>2 E. Expansion o (e” 2=t /"); 15, 1p/)|
X Py (dxy.m_o,dz,dz’)  (58a)
_ anq»(n) /1BﬂB’( VL (tom 11, ) Proof. Expanding the exponential gives
J78 d:cz) 52(6—2?:1.f(wi)-1 1p/)
X L d.’L’ y 1B, 1B -
= }_[1 pa (X) ) . »
—1)?
o~ i) , oY 62<<Zf(:z:-)> gl )
— /1 1p/ (") L(z1.m|T1:m—2, T, i iiB: 1B
+7§2 o (X)? 5@l @)L zm|o1n-2,2.7) o P i=1 =0
X o (dz)pa (d ')ﬁ“q’(d“) (58b) D= ( g ) 5 <]2[f(wi)’”;13713/> :
X X —_— - .
prolttte pa (X) p>0 P =P i=1 F=0

i=1

The first likelihood term in[(58b), just as in the proof of ) ) ]

Lemmall, expands following[(#9). Now, considering thwhere(,” ) is the multinomial

general expression of the likelihodd{40), the secondililald

term in [58b) can be split following partitions where none of

the targets:, «” are detected, those where only one is detected ( p > — ( p > = — p! - (61)
b1, yPn P1i-.-Pn:

and those where both are detected. That is: Pi:n
/
L(z1m|1in—2, 2, 27) Then, using Corollary 1 in [15] yields
= P(¢|$)P(¢|x/)L(thm|x1:n72)
+ P(¢lz) > P(z|2')L(z1m \ 2lT1:n-2) .
Z€Z1:m Hf(CCz) .; 137 1B/>
P(¢|ZC/) Z P(Z|I)L(thm\z|xl:n72) <z_1 f=0
o ! / - 2 p7>1B(x7)1B’(x7)Ozpl 2
+ Z (2|2")L(z1.m \ {2, 2"} |21:0—2).  (59) P2 2

Substituting[(5B) and (49) i (58b), then substituting thsuit
in the expression of the second moment meagurd (55b) finally

2,2'€21:m D; D,
- + ) < i1)< f)lB(In)lB/(%)Ozp :
Py Pjp =1
J1#7j2
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Thus, it follows that APPENDIXC

ALGORITHMS
—1)P n
Z( p') Z (pm) (1:[ ;)P 1B,13/>

>0 = - . . . :
! . Jriey /=" Algorithm 1 CPHD filter with variance: data update (adapted
= (—2') Z ( ) (1’23> B (25) from [29]) and information statistics
Copitetpa=2 P1in Input ) ]
3ilp; 22 Predicted intensity{w®, ("}

21 Current measurements;..,,

Pt tpn= . L
3j1¢j2|pjl,pj2>1 Maximum cardinality:n,x

12 2 (P Cardinality distribution:{ p(n)} s
L&Y 3 (p1 )(p )(py )13 (25 ) 1 () ardinality distribution:{p(n)} ;5

1 2 2 . .
=5 2(2 0) <2> 1np/(xj) Missed detection and measurement terms
1<G<n ’ for 1 <i<Jdo
1 1\ /1 w? — P(¢p|z)w®
5 Z ( )( )(1) Lo(w5) e (2,) for z; € 21, do
1,J2<n 2 w(i)vzk — P(Zk|x(7'))w(z)
Z Ipap () + Y 1(r)lp(@),). end for
1<j<n 1<j1,2<n end for
Compute global missed detection term
O ugX) & X, wde
Compute global measurement terms
for 2 € z1.m doJ
2k X (1),2k
F. Corollary[2 end“]%r()() CLimw

Proof. Just as the Poisson assumption simplified the expres-

sion of Y° as shown in the developmeft]44), it simplifies the COrrector terms

expression off%: Computee,(21..,) using [2T)
for 0 < n < nmax do

0 1 2 i
(Y210 210)pi) o< 5 [T (13(0) + Aec(2), 62)  omPUIRETS X w210 (n) using (22)

) e Computel; (¢) using [20) and’s(¢) using [30)
(T*[pe, 21m \ 2], po) for z;, € z1., do
o c(z)eHs(X) H (2 (X) + Aec(2)), (63) Computeey(21., \ zx) using [2T)
2 €z1im\2 for 0 < n < npax do
<T2[/L<I>; Z1:m \ {Za Z/}]a p<I>> end(ig;npUte{Tl7 TQ}LUJ(D, Flim \ Zk](n) USing M)
o e(2)e(2)ets () IT (3 (0) + Ace(z")). (64) Computel; (z;) using [20) and/s(z;,) using [30)
2" ez1.m\{2,2"} for 2, € z1.m, | >k do
Computeey(z1.m \ {2k, 21}) using [27)
Then, substituting the simplified expressionsW¥ (@41), ! for 0 < n < Nmax do
(53), (53), andY? (62), (63), [6%) in the second moment ComputeY?[ua, 21.m \ {2k, 21}](n) using [21)
measure of the CPHD filtef_(R9) yields the result for the PHD end for
filter (37). O Computels(zy, z;) using [30)
end for
end for

G. Theorem§&]1l and 2
&1 and Data update

Proof. The first order statistiqis, (B) is given by Lemma  Update cardinality distribution
[. Following the definition of the varianc€l(5), the second- for 0 < 7 < nmay do

order statistic varg, (B) is the second moment measure p(n) < Zzyl[a’i‘lf?[fgfz)ﬁﬁzﬂ)

py) (B,B') (Lemma[2) with B’ = B, from which  end for
[‘LL.:I>+(B)]2 is substracted. This concludes the proof of Update intensity

for1<i< Jdo
Theoren{L. Dok
@) w8 (¢) + 3 w0 ()

Zk€21:m  c(zk)
end for

The proof of Theorenh]2 is identical, except that Corollaries
[@ and2 are used instead of Lemnids 1 @hd 2. O




Algorithm 1 CPHD filter with variance (cont.)

Regional terms

15(B) — Xy e 0
for 2 € 21.,, dO

1y (B) = X0 epw
end for

Mean target number
sz
pa, (B) = py(B)(0) + 3., .y 22800 (21)
Variance in target number
vare, (B) =~ pa, (B) + ug (B ) [52(@ —01(9)?]
+2u4 (B )Zk 1 “ifzk [€2(zk) — L1 (zk)E1()]

pg (B) pg (B)
_1|—<2k;<m¢(zk) ;Zl) [KQ(Zk,Zl)

ch(p 2
= Y (%él(%))

=l (zi) b (21)]

Algorithm 2 PHD filter with variance: data update [21] and[

information statistics

Input
Predicted intensity{w®, z(}J_,
Current measurements;.,,,

Missed detection and measurement terms
for1<i< Jdo

Compute missed detection term

w(®:® p(¢|x(1 Yw (@)
Compute measurement terms
for 2z, € z1., dO
WD — Pz |2®)aw®

end for

end for

Data update
for1<i<Jdo
Normalize measurement contributions

for 2z € z1., dO

w(i)vzk «— AR

Ti_ @t Ace(zn)

end for

Update particle weight

w(z) — w9 4 szezw W@z
end for

Regional terms

Hi(B) — EmmeB w®-¢
for zx € z1., dO

15 (B) = X oy ep wn
end for

Mean target number
po, (B) = ug(B) + Y. ..., 1o (B)

Variance in target number
varg, (B) = jg(B) + 3., c.... H5(B) (1 - 13(B))

(1]
(2]
(3]
(4
(5]
(6]
(7]

(8]

El
[20]

[11]

12]

(23]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]
[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]
[23]
[24]
[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]
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