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Abstract icant standoff distances. This entails fully automated 3D
human pose and shape analysis of the human targets in
Until recently Intelligence, Surveillance, and Reconnais Videos, recognizing their activities and characterizimgjit
sance (ISR) focused on acquiring behavioral information behavior. However 3D human pose and shape inference in
of the targets and their activities. Continuous evolutién o monocular videos is an extremely difficult problem, involv-
intelligence being gathered of the human centric actigitie ing high dimensional state spaces, one-to-many correspon-
has put increased focus on the humans, especially inferringdences between the visual observations and the pose states,
their innate characteristics - size, shapes and physiology Strong non-linearities in the human motion, and lack of dis-
These biosignatures extracted from the surveillance senso criminative image descriptors that can generalize across a
can be used to deduce age, ethnicity, gender and actionshugely varying appearance space of humans. Tradition-
and further characterize human actions in unseen scenar-ally, top-downGenerative modelingrethods had been em-
ios. However, recovery of pose and shape of humans inployed to infer these high-dimensional states by generat-
such monocular videos is inherently an ill-posed problem, ing hypotheses in anthropometrically constrained param-
marked by frequent depth and view based ambiguities due tceter space, that get continuously refined by image-based
self-occlusion, foreshortening and misalignment. The-lik likelihood function. However top-down modeling, being a
lihood function often yields a highly multimodal posterior somewhat indirect way of approaching the problem, faces
that is difficult to propagate even using the most advancedchallenges due to the computationally demanding likeli-
particle filtering(PF) algorithms. Motivated by the recent hood function and its requirement of accurate physical hu-
success of the discriminative approaches to efficiently pre man models to simulate and differentiate ambiguous ob-
dict 3D poses directly from the 2D images, we present sev-servations (see fig). Failure of top-down models have
eral principled approaches to integrate predictive cues us motivated the development of bottom-upiscriminative
ing learned regression models to sustain multimodality of methods - fast feed-forward approaches to directly predict
the posterior during tracking. Additionally, these leadhe States from the observations using learned mapping func-
priors can be actively adapted to the test data using a like- tions. Bottom-up methods, while being simple to apply,
lihood based feedback mechanism. Estimated 3D poses ar@re frequently plagued by lack of representative features t
then used to fit 3D human shape model to each frame inde+model foreshortening, self and partial occlusion whichitim
pendently for inferring anthropometric biosignatures.eTh their performance in unseen scenarios. In this work we
proposed system is fully automated, robust to noisy teat dat attempt to combine the two approaches under a common
and has ability to swiftly recover from tracking failuressev ~~ framework of non-parametric density propagation system
after confronting with significant errors. We evaluate the based on particle filtering. Fig.shows the key components
system on a large number of monocular human motion se-of 3D pose tracking and human shape analysis system.
guences. Particle filtering forms a popular class of Monte Carlo
simulation methods for approximately and optimally esti-
mating non-Gaussian posteriors in systems with non-linear
1. Introduction measurements and analytically intractable state transfer
functions. Intrinsically, particle filtering is a non-panatric
Extracting biosignatures from fieldable surveillance sen- generative density propagation algorithm, involving recu
sorsis a desired capability for human intelligence gattigri  sive prediction and correction steps to estimate the poste-
identifying and engaging in human threats from a signif- rior over the high dimensional state space from a tempo-


http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.0117v2

3D Pose Hypotheses Initializationusing Camera  Top-down3D Pose \ ﬁemplme 3DMesh 3D Shape Registration
from Bottom-upModels  parameters Refinement using Average

3D Human Shape

N

\
|

(a) Feature Extraction
& Refinement

>

f)t}

(d) 3D Pose Hypotheses Generation and Rigid Body Pose Lnilializmion/ vn 3D Human Shape Modeling using Non-rigid 3D Shape Rrg'su‘atioy

(b) Low Dimensional
Embedding for 3D

\__ Pose Using LVM l
/ / \ /amcleﬂirennzand Sunuiared\ /ﬁ hropometry and Attributes
3152 360° Weighted = . _ ® ®- . Annealing Estimation from Shape

0°-45° 45°-80¢) Particles

Resampling / * [
Prediction using 1\ . ”&7 ”7/337””””7

Learned Dynamics

e e [ T T P o eei: 0L, IRRUD R e
Sampling from ! i \ Particle
Learned Pk ; + '\ Replenishment
Conditionals ; | | i

Exp 1 Exp.2 Exp.1 Exp.2 Exp.1 Exp.2 \ (e) Particle Filtering with Particle Replenishment / \ () 3D Shape Estimation / \(h) 3D Human Shape Analysis /

(c) Bottom-up Pose models

Figure 2. Overview of our system for 3D human pose and shapea®on and analysis from monocular image sequences

ral sequence of observations. Generative simulationdilter
have been widely applied to various tracking problems in
vision and are well understood. However, techniques to
overcome their drawbacks, such as irrecoverable tracking //
failure due to noisy observations, by incorporating diseri
inative(predictive) cues, are less well explored. We dmvel
three principled techniques to incorporate discrimiretiv
cues into the particle filter based 3D human pose tracking
framework. The techniques are aimed towards overcoming
limitations of particle filtering by improving both the pro-
posal density modeling as well as the likelihood computa-
tion function. Unlike past approaches, we use bottom-up
methods to not only initialize and provide discriminative
cues to the top-down methods for improved tracking, but
also have a feedback mechanism to adapt bottom-up mod-
els using online learning from top-down modeling. In Par-
ticle Filtering(PF), sampling from a marginal distributics
made tractable by recursively computing particle weights,
causing degeneracy of particles. This is efficiently over-
come using re-sampling, which however, over longer se- &

guences, causes sample impoverishment problem. This is

a more difficult problem and currently no principled mech- rigyre 1. Ambiguous observations with one-to-many cowasp
anism exist to overcome it. In context of 3D human pose dences between the 2D image and the 3D pose. The likeli-
tracking, lack of particle diversity may cause failure tepr  hood function based on silhouette overlap gives similatiiood
serve multimodality of the posterior density. Figillus- scores for these images

trates the severity of tracking failures due to inability to

track all the modes using a particle filtering framework. In

this work we tackle the problem of characterizing the mul- tain it during tracking. We identify the cause of the sample
tivaluedness of the dataset and develop algorithms to susimpoverishment as the underlying generative, model-based




tracking mechanism of the PF, that cannot model large de-Tracking is performed using annealed patrticle filtering by
viations from the examples that are typical to a data set. Insampling particles both from the dynamics and the bottom-
contrast, predictive (discriminative) methods provideakn  up proposal distributions; (f) Statistical 3D human shape
ternative approach to handle difficult cases not modeled bymodelis learned offline by non-rigidly deforming a 3D tem-
generative methods. Specifically, learned priors can ba use plate mesh to laser scan data; (g) 3D Shape is fitted to the
to furnish additional particles during the tracking praces observed silhouettes using annealed particle filtering ; (f
and maintain multimodality for enhanced 3D pose recov- Estimated 3D shape is used to extract biosignatures and
ery. Although pure discriminative methods such’2§4 had physiological attributes of the human.

been used in the past to propagate the posteriors at each time

step using a learned conditional, our work attempts combine2. Related Work

the two approaches in a mutually complementary frame- i i ) , ,
work and overcoming setbacks in one using strengths of the _Slnce the mtrodl_Jctlon abc_>ut .20 years ago, pgr'ucle fil-
other. The tracked 3D pose are then used to estimate 3gerng haye been W|qlel_y applled in various domains of t‘fﬂ'
human shapes using simulated annealing. The 3D shape@et t_rackmg an_d optlmlz_anon_ prqblems. A conjpre_hens_lve
estimated independently at each frame, are then used fo{utorlal on various patrticle filtering methodslls given in
inferring attributes such gender, weight, height and dimen 2[4l 1]. A number of enhancements of particle filtering

sions of various body parts by averaging over the Sequencéallready exist in literature (such as Auxiliary PF, Gaussian

of frames. In principle, the tracked 3D poses in a sequenceSum PF, Unscented PF, Swarm Intelligence based PF and

of frames can be used to iteratively infer the posterior over Rao-Blackwellised Particle Filtering for DBN) specifioall

3D shape parameters using a forward-backward algorithm.focused on setbacks of simulation based filte.ring. Although
We anticipate that this extension will improve shape analy- only a few of the works have addressed possible ways of in-

sis compared to current framework and is planned as futurecorporating discriminative information in the filteringgar

work during the course of project. We provide extensive cess. Some of the relevant works that have attempted to

evaluation results for various components of the systedh, an combine the two approaches in the past include { 7] for

demonstrate the efficacy of our algorithms in overcoming grtlculgted body poSe recovery in St‘f"t'_c imagés3] 5] for
strong ambiguities observed in the data. improving tracking and11] for non-rigid deformable sur-
face reconstruction. Sminchisesetial.[15] proposed an

Contributions: (a) We develop a fully automated systém gficient learning algorithm to combine the generative and
for estimating and analyzing shapes of humans in monoc-he giscriminative information by incorporating a feedbac

ular video sequences ; (b) We develop a novel measure tGyechanism from the generative models to improve predic-
characterize multimodality in the dataset ; (c) We develop (gns of the discriminative model. Rosales and Sclarbff [

principled techniques to incorporate predictive cues & th employed discriminative model based on mixture of neu-
particle filtering framework and preserve multimodality fo 5| networks as a verification step to the generative pose
the 3D pose tracking; (d) Demonstrate principled integra- estimation in static images. Urtase al.[11] proposed

tion of onllne_ learning into trackln.g framework. Thelearn- 5 combined framework of the two approaches by explic-
ing progressively adapts the predictive models to the @&tas iy constraining the outputs of discriminative regressio
by including accurately predicted examples in the basis setnethods using additional constraints learned as a genera-
and reducing errors due to training bias. tive model. Notable among these are the approaches pro-
System Overview: Fig.2 sketches the control flow dia- posed in §, 3, 8, 17] that employ simulation based meth-
gram and lists the key components of our system : (a) Sil- ods to recover 3D pose in monocular image sequences. Si-
houettes extracted using background subtraction are usedal etal.[17] used discriminative models as an initialization
to compute shape descriptors ; (b) Low-dimensional repre-step for the pose optimization problem for static images.
sentation of 3D human body pose is learned offline using Lee and Nevatiad] developed 3D human pose tracking us-
non-linear Latent Variable Model(LVM)7]; (c) Bottom- ing data driven MCMC. They used a rich combination of
up(discriminative) models are trained offline from the la- bottom-up belief maps as the proposal distribution to sam-
beled examples obtained from the motion capture data.ple pose candidates in their component-based Metropolis-
Training involves learning hierarchical mixture of exgert Hastings approach. However their mixing ratios are pre-
by partitioning the data set based on viewpoint at level 1 anddetermined and chosen in ad hoc fashion. Whereas we
one-to-many mapping ambiguity at level 2; (d) Bottom-up propose a more principled approach to adaptively deter-
models are used to initialize the global orientation and 3D mine these ratios to overcome specific limitations of simu-
joint angles (pose) from the 2D silhouette shape. Transla-lation based filters. The approach to combine top-down and
tion in 3D space is estimated using the camera calibrationbottom-up information in§, 3] also employs a pre-defined
parameters. Joint angles and global orientation are opti-importance sampler from data-driven belief map using dis-
mized using simulated annealing and average 3D shape; (e)ributions are not learned, a significantly different agmio



Points: 6940, Clusters: 1500, Avg. Modality: 2.4138 ters reflects the multimodality of the data. For example,

2500 an input cluster with output cluster association indices as
A =11,1,1,1,2, 3] reflects weaker tri-modality compared
20001 to B = [1,1,2,2,3, 3] even when both have same cluster
2 sizes. We encode this information using the Shannon'’s En-
% 1500l tropy H(z) = — ), p(x;)logyp(z;) that captures the reg-
% ularity of the probability distribution of the input cluste
5 points to be associated to different output clusters. For ou
£ 1000 caseH (A) = 1.8136 and H(B) = 2.1972. The weights
z for the correspondence between the input clusteysafid
5001 the output clustersy() can be formulated as :
° exp(— 37 p(y:)log(p(y:)))
' Degres of MuliMocalty. fin () = N(x) n @)

Figure 3. Degree of Multimodality between input(image &8as)  \yherep,, (x) is the weights attached to the associations be-

and output(3D joint angles) for the HumanEva motion captiata. e\ (x) elements of the cluster and the corresponding

[T with N = 6940 data pairs andetusters = 1500 outputsy spread across clusters. Fig.3 shows the mul-
timodality plot obtained from HumanEva datase][ for

than ours. Sustaining multimodality in particle filtering-d IV = 6940 data points an?Ve;usters = 1500. As discussed
main has been addressed in the past by Verneaak[17, in the experiment section, we use this measure to quanti-
albeit in context of limiting the re-sampling to a set of mix- fying the degree of multimodality maintained by the tracked
ture components fitted to the particles. The approach mayhypotheses in the particle filtering.

be somewhat restrictive if number of mixture components

are too small. To the best of our knowledge no princi- .

pled mechanism to combine the discriminative and genera-4- Predictive Models for 3D Human Poses

tive information to overcome deficiencies of the PF tracking
method while simultaneously adapting the predictive prior X
have been proposed in past. Active online learning has been» = {¥1:-+,¥»} denoting 3D human body pose as a
widely applied in all major learning based frameworks of Vector ofjointanglesy, = {x;,--- ,x,} as the states (la-
computer vision. However, none of the works in the past tent space of the 3D pose vectors) learned using non-linear

have applied it in context of the problem of 3D human pose !atent variable model an®,, = {ry,---r,} as the im-
recovery from monocular image sequence. age observations in the form of silhouettes obtained using

background subtraction. We use Spectral Latent Variable
Model(SLVM)[7] to compute the low-dimensional repre-
sentations of the pose vectors. In principle, any latent var
We develop an information theoretic measure to quan-able model (such as GPLVM, GPDM and GTM) that sup-
tify multivaluedness of mapping from 2D image to 3D pose ports structure preserving, bi-directional mappings, loan
in a human motion capture dataset. Our approach extendsised here for removing correlations between redundant di-
the multimodal data representation presented ifp\vhich mensions of joint angle space. We work in the latent space
models the degree of multivaluedness present in the data asf X’ both for learning predictive models and filtering. The
number of unique 3D pose() clusters in correspondence original joint angle spac®’ is used for likelihood compu-
with the elements in the 2D image,] clusters. The clus- tation, 3D pose visualization and rendering. To preserve
ters obtained using K-Means for bathandx; model per- diversity of the particles and multimodality of the poste-
turbations due to noise in the observation and pose spaceior, we replenish the particles by sampling from a mul-
respectively. Fig:3 shows the histogram obtained from the timodal prior learned as hierarchical Bayesian Mixture of
multimodality analysis of the data. We make two modifica- Experts (hBME) to model multivalued relation between 2D
tions to the weights given to these associations: (a) Largeimage space to 3D human pose space. In hBME, each ex-
observation(input) cluster sizes associated to singleudr m  pert(functional predictors) is paired with an observatien
tiple pose(output) clusters implies stronger multimagfati pendent gate function that scores its competence in predict
the dataset. We explicitly give weights proportional toselu  ing states when presented with differentinputs(images). F
ter sizes in generating the histogram; (b) Within each clus- different inputs, different experts may be active and their
ter, the distribution of points associated to differentselu  rankings (relative probabilities) may change. The condi-

We work with temporally ordered sequence of vectors

3. Measure of Multimodality



tional distribution over predicted states has the form: whereX~! and =~} are the covariance with and without
N, Ny the new da:ctar,] andi_ishtr;;hy;f)er:param%ter_derlloting the gn—
_ _ N -1 certainty of the weight3; of the new basis element to be
p(x[r, ) = ;g”(rh”) ;gl(ﬂv’)‘l)pl(xh’w“ %) zero. The change in the ML due to added basis element
L(a) = L(a—;) + I(a;) can be independently analyzed us-
whereQ? = {W,~, A, X} are the parameters of the classi- ing /(a,) to make decision about its inclusion in the basis
fication (g, andg;) and regression functions. At the high- set. Inclusion of a new basis may result in redundancy due

est level, gate functiong, partition the data intaV,, view-  to presence of other elements which can be consequently
specific clusters to model view-based ambiguities. Within re-evaluated to support inclusion (or deletion) of other el
each cluster we further partition the data inM pre-  ements in the bases set. The new bases set are used to re-

dictive sets to model depth-based ambiguities. For eachestimate the parameters of the models.

set, we train regression models using Relevance Vector

Machine[l.6] with the predictive distribution for the experts 5. Incor porating Predictive Cues in Annealed
p; learned as Gaussian functior® ¢entered at the expert Particle Filtering

predictions (non-linear regressors with weightg).
Tracking is initialized using predictive models. Approx-

pi(x[r, Wi, Ei_l) = N(W;®(r),op + (r)Z;®(r)") imate translation is estimated using geometry, assuming no
(2)  camera tilt and the human to be of height8m in up-
where the predictive variance is sum of fixed noise term in right poses, from the calibration parameters of the camera.
training dataop and input specific variance(r)%;®(r)" Generative filtering algorithm involves recursive propaga
due to uncertainty in the weigh®/;. The gate functions  tjon of the posterior over the state sequences at each time
g» andg; are the input dependent linear classifiers modeled step , using the following prediction and correction step
as softmax functions with weight; and are normalized (x,|R,,) o

to sum to 1 for any given input. g;(r) = L)‘T‘})
- - 2 SxpO ) X1, R 1 )p( X1 [Ru1)dh
wherer are the image descriptors state outputs in the la- P(rnlxn) | p(Xn|Xn—1,Rn-1)p(Xn—1|Rn_1)dx
tent space in correspondence to 3D pgse original joint
angle space. The gate functign(r|y,,) is trained to rec-

ognize the view using observation. Within each view,

Particle filtering propagates the posterior as a sefVof
weighted particles (hypotheses) at each time steps
g(r|v, \;) outputs the confidence of an using an expert for {X%’W%}?:l”ws' Partlcle_F|It(_ar|ng computes these impor=
predicting the state tance weights at successive time steps, recursively using t

' weights in the previous time step. This avoids increasing

Bayesian Online Learning for hBME: Performance of : : ; .
predictive models depends on the assumption that trainingcomplm‘t'onal complexity for recomputing weights for the

examples are representative of the test data. We develof)entlre sequenca; at every time step:

an online learning algorithm to dynamically adapt predic- o pralxh)p(xhIxh ) 4

tive models to the test data during the generative filtering Wn = Wn_1 q(xL| X7 RL) (4)
process. Accurate 3D pose hypotheses generated by the PF _ " "fl’ "

are used to improve the accuracy and specialize the predicWhere the importance density at time stefs further ap-
tive priors to the test domain. This involves both updat- Proximated as;(x,|X,—1,Rn) &~ q(%n[Xn-1,1,) Simu-

ing the parameters as well as adaptively updating the basefted Annealing(SA) is a stochastic optimization algarith
set of the of the gates and experts of the hBME. We useth_at runs a series of re-samplmg and d|ffu3|_on steps to at-
Bayesian relevance criteria to add/delete elements frem th {@in an approximate global optima. APF, introduced by
bases of the learned models, that attempts to maximize thd€utscher et. al], employs Simulated Annealing opti-
marginal likelihood(ML) of the observation with respectto Mization at each time step to diffuse the particles to other
the hyper-parameters of the model. The hyper-parameter@_OdQS of the cost f_unctlon._ We extend A_nr_1ea|ed Particle
are the parameters of hierarchical priors that control the Filtering(APF) algorithm to integrate predictive cuesriro
sparsity of the models using Automatic Relevance Determi- the learned priors. APF approximates the importance den-
nation(ARD) mechanismif]. A new labeled datdr;, x;) Sity @s¢(Xn[x;,—1,tn) = p(xnlx;_,). The weight up-

is included into a bases set of an RVM classification (or re- dateé equation thus becomes, oc w;,_p(r,x;,). The
gression) ifits inclusion improves the ML of the model. The e-sampling and simulated annealing optimization are then
decomposition of the covariance matrix aid the computation Performed alternately at each iteration.

of the change in ML due to an individual element : 5.1. Optimal Proposal Filtering (OPF)

= = =l - E20(r)0(r) 2 3) The optimal importance densitj[ is given by
- az+(b(rz)Tz:Zl(I)(rz) QOpt(xn|xn—larn) = p(xnlxn—larn)' This denSIty IS




Figure 4. Comparison of tracking results for the 4 differ@atticle Filtering algorithms on HumanEva | data set forging sequence of
Subject S2 for the frame 13, 34, 127, 174, 198 and 243. We shewdtimated pose and the deformed average 3D human mesh mode
All the particles were initialized using pose estimatesrfrine bottom-up model in frame 13op row) Tracking results using Annealed
Particle Filtering(APF). Notice tracking failure in fran3d and 198 due to left-right leg ambiguity and viewpoint agolity in frame 127

; (Second row)Tracking results usin@ptimal Proposal Density The learned distribution is accurately able to resolveigaities and
prevents tracking failurg(Third row) Tracking results usindoint Particle Filteringachieves best level of accuracy with accurate parts
alignment with observatio(fourth row) Tracking results usingoint Likelihood Modeling

called optimal as sampling it gives the following recursive multiple observation based predictions. As is true in any
update equation of the weights of th&" particle as predictive modeling, this method assumes that both train
wi o wi_ p(rl|xt_;) thus making the new weights and test exemplars are representative samples from a com-
effectively independent of the sampled particiés Our mon underlying distribution.

first method for incorporating predictive information Iear ) ) o

this distribution as conditional Bayesian Mixture of 5.2. Joint Particle Filtering (JPF)

Experts (CBME). The form of the Bayesian Mixture of  mportance density should be as close to the posterior
Expert model is similar to as discussed in Sectiowith {5 achieve optimal tracking performance. Already there
only one level of gate functions. A key issue in learning eyist techniques (based on partitioned sampling and bridg-
this conditional is to accu_rately model the reIauye scales ing densities) to overcome sub-optimal proposal densities
of the state space data points ; and the observations. Choosing an appropriate importance density can reduce the
This is required to avoid the prediction in the current frame effect of sample impoverishment in particle filtering and
to be_ entirely driven by either the_cgrrent observation er th consequently its ability to recover from errors. Narrower
previous state. Therefore, for training the experts anéggat predictive distributions from the learned bottom-up medel

in our BME, we use kernel basis of the form: provide a useful proposal to generate particles with higher
d(x,1) = K, _(x,%:) Ky, (T, 1;) (5) weights that can competently span the posterior state space

The predictive proposal distribution is a mixture of Gaus-
where the rbf kernel has the forni(,, (x,x;) = sian summed across all the viewpoints and expert models

e~oxlx=xill* The scales, ando, determine how well the represent all plausible poses for a given observation. At
learned conditiongh(x, [x,_1,1,) iS able to generalize to  each time step we replace a few particles by the the samples
test examples. Too narrow width famay turn-off the ker- from the predictive proposals (x, |r,,) to maintain particle
nels if the estimated pose from previous time step differs diversity. The importance density is modeled as:

even slightly from the training exemplars, and may cause

the predictors to output an average pose. If the scale is t00 ¢(x, |xn—1,T7n) = (1 — ¥)P(Xn|Xn—1) + YnpB(Xn|rn)

wide, the regression model may simply average from the (6)



Critical to this approach is to dynamically adjust the fraet ~ 5.3. Joint Likelihood M odeling (JLM)
~,, at each time step. ~,, acts as a balance between the pre-
dictively and dynamically sampled particles. This will en-
able effective recovery from errors during failure when the
proposal density fails to generate any particles near tree tr
posterior. In our experiments, we found the tracking accu-
racies to be greatly influenced by the fractign A pos-
sible approach to estimatg, is to use traditional data fu-
sion model to combine probabilistic densities using Céntra
Limit Theorem(CLT) that assigns the weights as inverse of
their variances to the individual densities. Both the psgdo
densities from the learned dynamic model and the bottom-
up models are probabilistic non-linear regression fumstio
learned using Relevance Vector Machine(RViMJ[ The
proposal densities hgs_ the same form as spe.cified. in the PL(Tn|Xn, H(rn)) o p(ra|xn) Ppe(xa|H(ra))?  (8)
egn. @). The predictive variance for a test inputis

o = op + ®(r)Qd(r)”. Hereop is the fixed maximum  Where? denotes the extracted descriptor of the observed
likelihood estimate of variance due to the training datae Th silhouette. The fractiors that gives different weights to
second data dependent term denotes the confidence of thie likelihood distribution and the predictive conditibre
regression function in the prediction from a gi\/en input chosen by cross-validation and is fixed to 0.35 in all the

Likelihood distribution computes the belief of particles
in the light of current observations. Ambiguities in 2D
to 3D mappings are primarily due to failure of the likeli-
hood function to assign different weights to seemingly sim-
ilar but different 3D poses. Likelihood computation can
be enhanced by incorporating richer low-level features tha
discriminative yet can generalize to different test scenar
ios. We propose an effective method to improve the like-
lihood model treating the learned conditiopgl(x|r) from
bottom-up models as a prior distribution over the state
space conditioned on the input The joint likelihood is
modeled as:

CLT sets the fraction as, = (%% Whereo; ando> are experiments. In our CaS@,_(rn|Xn) is modeled as com-
the predictive variance of the dynamical mogét.,|x,,_1 ) plex non-linear transformation of projecting a synthetix 3

and the predictive proposaix, |r,,) respectively. In prac- mesh based computer graphic model of human in the pose

tice, however we found this approach less effective in bal- X (S€€ sectior?) and compute the degree of overlap be-
ancing the particles to be sampled from either of the distri- tween the projected and the observed silhouettes. Whereas

butions. The fraction tends to be strongly dependent on theth® Pottom-up models employ shape informatiat(x;,))
learned models rather than the observations. In an ideal sce€Xtracted from the outer contour of the silhouette (shape
nario~, should increase when particles sampled from the ¢ontext followed by vector quantization) that are in some
dynamic model has lower weights and should be at lower SENS€ complementary to the silhouette (_)verlap |nformat|0n
value when the dynamic model is doing well. We adopt a US€d inp(rx[x,). Aspp(...) has an analytical form of mix-
simplistic approach to control the number of particles sam- turé of Gaussians (see eqa)) it can be readily evaluated
pled from the dynamics model and the discriminative map for any of the particlec’. The conditional prior simply

by adjusting the fraction purely based on weights of the par- reweighs the likelihood cost based on how close the hy-
ticles sampled from either of the distributions. At eachgim pothesized state of the partioté” is to the discriminatively

step we compute the gamma as predicted stat&. In theory, a linear combination of the two
@) distributions (with adjustable weights) may also be used to
Zie/\/fyl Wn-1 compute likelihood weights of the particles. In the nextsec

Tn = (7) tion we compare the results of the extensive evaluation we
performed for the three filtering algorithms with the base-

d line annealed particle filtering based tracker.

(1) (1)
Zie/\/ffl Wnii + Zie/\/y?fle Wnoo1

whereN,2Y andN.PY N denote the set of particles sample
from the predictive proposal map and dynamic distribution

respectively. The;vff)_l are the particle weights before re-
sampling in the previous time step. The motivation behind  Principal Component Analysis (PCA) is used to calcu-
this weighting scheme is to assign high weights to the pro- late global shape subspace that models variation of 3D hu-
posal which is generating particles closer to the true poste man shapes of 1500 subjects. To learn the shape space, we
rior. We initialize thevy to 0.5 in the first time frame and  register a template reference mesh model with 1200 vertices
at each time step update the fraction to adaptively controlto CAESARJ]] laser scan data to parameterize human body
samples diversity. In principle, the dependence of the-frac shapes as 3600 dimensional vector. This reference model is
tion ~,, on the particle weights can be extended to include a hole-filled, mesh model with standard anthropometry and
longer history of particle weights from the previolys> 1 standing in the pose similar to the subjects in the CAESAR
frames. However, we found the current implementation to dataset. The CAESAR dataset has 73 landmark points on
be sufficient yet significantly improve the accuracies of the various positions, and these can be used to guide the 3D
APF tracker. shape registration. The registration process consistseof t

6. 3D Human Shape Modeling and Estimation



Figure 5. Tracking results usinlpint Particle Filteringon sequences significantly different from the training déast row) HumanEva

| sequence for the test subject S4 jogging in arbitrary ¢aigion. JPF can successfully track the sequence as theetedymamics does
not include root orientation(Second row)racking results usingoint Particle Filteringon Boxing and WalkindThird row) sequence for
the subjects S3 and S1 respectivefifqurth row) Tracking results on HumanEva Il data set

following steps: (1) Using the MAYA graphic software, we parametrization scheme.

generate a reference mesh model that has a similar pose as

the models in the CAESAR dataset ; (2) We annotate land-  For a testimage sequence, we estimate the 3D shape of
mark points on this reference model (as illustrate@(f): the human target by searching in the low-dimensional shape
(3) We then deform the reference model to fit the CAE- SPace learned using Principal Component Analysis (PCA).
SAR model. The vertices template and the CAESAR model The 3D shape fitting algorithm essentially searches in the
are brought to one-to-one correspondence using an unsupeféarned subspace of human 3D shapes for estimating best
vised non-rigid point set registration algorithm. The gofal fitting PCA coefficients that has highest likelihood (same
3D point set registration is to establish correspondende an as used for pose optimization). Sampling the shape space
recover the transformation between vertices of the teraplat however models anthropometric variability and can gener-
mesh and the CAESAR model. Our 3D registration pro- ate shapes of humans standing in a canonical pose. The
cess is based on iterative gradient-based optimizatidmeoft Shape is therefore non-rigidly deformed under the current
energy function with three data cost terms: (i) cost of fit- Pose for each sampled shape hypothesis. For doing the
ting the non-landmark vertices to the nearest surface pointSmooth deformation, each of the vertices in the 3D mesh
of the laser scanKy); (ii) cost of fitting of the landmark is associated to multiple joints (less than a maximum of
points (£1); and (iii) the internal regularization term to pre- 6 joints). For optimizing the 3D shape, we use Annealed

serve the shapeiz). The combined cost function is given Particle Filtering to obtain optimal shape parameters best
by: aligns with observation when projected to 2D image plane.

9) 6 shows the entire 3D shape estimation framework. Anthro-
pometric skeleton is critical to the accuracy of 3D shape fit-
The weightsa, 3,y are adjusted to balance the smooth- ting algorithm as it determines the alignment and realistic
ness of the registered shape and accuracy of alignmentdeformation of the 3D shape under the influence of skele-
The optimization process is illustrated &(f)). Using this tal pose. We estimate the skeleton for a 3D shape by es-
method, we have registered about 1500 CAESAR North timating skeletal link lengths from the vertices and fitting
American Standing scan dataimages. With this registration the skeleton to the joint original locations using Leverger
the CAESAR scan data are now transformed to a commonMarquardt(LM) optimizer. This optimization re-estimates

E=aFy + pBEL+~vER
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Figure 7. Data used for evaluating 3D shape estimation frarie
Part circumferences computed from the estimated 3D shapes a
compared against groundtruth measurements estimateddsamn
scan shape of the same subject

Figure 6. Overview of shape estimation algorithm

accuracy; the hips in particular often have deep concavitie

in the regions of the buttocks and crotch, as shown in the
the joint angles specific to the new skeleton and shape. cross-sectional view in fig.
Extracting BioSignatures: Biosignatures extracted by our Height, Weight and Gender Estimation: Height of a hu-
system include height, weight, gender and anthropometricman body can be computed directly from the estimated 3D
measurements of the 3D human shape. Standard anthropsshape using specific vertices at the top (head) and bottom
metric distance measurements is done using geodesic distfeet) of the 3D mesh. However in most poses, the human
tances. However, geodesic measurements are often difficulshape appears bent or not perfectly aligned in a standing
to simulate. For instance, the CAESAR neck base circum-pose. Distances between the two vertices usually give a
ference is determined by resting an adjustable chain neckpoor estimate of the height. Similarly, for computing weigh
lace on the subject, then measuring the length of the chainof a human body, we can compute volume of each of the
Such a procedure would require a full physical simulation to body part and use average mass density of different parts to
achieve in software. Hence, we restrict ourselves to a moreestimate the weight. However, different subjects may have
tractable class of geodesic measurements: horizontal bodylifferent part density and this may give inaccurate esémat
part circumferences, in particular, the chest, waist, ,hips of the weight of the subject. Therefore we employ learn-
right thigh, and right calf, as shown in fig(right)). On a ing based methods to estimate the height using overall 3D
3D scan, these measurements can be approximated by findshape of the subject. Overall anthropometric shape of the
ing a curve of intersection between the mesh and the planehuman subjects is strongly correlated to its height, weight
of measurement(plane parallel to ground plane), finding theand gender. We use non-linear regression (Relevance Vec-
2D convex hull to better simulate the taut tape or band, tor Machine) functions to classify the gender and predictor
and measuring the length of the closed curve. The firstheight and age from the shape coefficients.
step, finding the intersection of the plane and mesh, regjuire
some filtering to ensure only the correct body part was mea-7. Experiments
sured. For the groundtruth laser scan data, we manually as-
sign the which vertices correspond to which body part. In  We evaluate our tracking algorithms on HumanEva data
addition, we also manually assign part labels to each vertexset and provide pose estimation accuracies in terms of joint
for an average shape (one time labeling). Notice in€fig. angles and joint center locations. The data set contained 3
different parts of the human body are color coded. This subject 51, S; andSs3) performing three different activities
allow the intersection to cover vertices of a specific body (Walking, Jogging and Boxing). We only usét sensor
part. Additionally, limit marker vertices were chosen for for training and testing our system. One of the testing se-
each measurement, denoting the vertical extents of the requences also include data captured fr@gnsensor (a view-
gion to be measured. This step ensured that the chest woulghoint not used in our training data). For error reporting and
be measured below the armpit, the thigh below the crotch,testing, we partitioned the data set into training and test-
etc. The results of these filtering steps for the chest areing sets. From each activity sequence, the first 200 frames
shown on the right in figi. For cases where the circumfer- were used for testing and the rest was used for training the
ence was to be maximized or minimized, the smoothness ofbottom-up models as well as the optimal proposal density
the function was exploited by using Levenberg-Marquardt p(x,,|x.—1,r,). Both the distributions were trained using
optimization to quickly find the optimal height at which the optimal set of parameters selected using cross-validation
circumference is maximum. Finally, taking the convex hull with the validation set containing randomly selectéd;
of the initial intersection curve proved very important for of the training data.
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Feature Extraction: We use only shape descriptors ex-
tracted from silhouettes to train the predictive modelsr Ou  _os;
initial experiments using silhouette shapes along with in-
ternal edges in the image descriptors as well as for likeli-
hood computation gave worse results than using silhouette
alone. In all the experiments, the results were generated
using shape context histogram (SCH) as the input image
descriptor for learning the predictive models. SCH is com- %
puted from outer contour by uniformly sampling 100 pixels

from it and voting for 5 radial and 12 angular bins with rel- Figure 8. Multimodal distribution propagation, ratio ofglee of

ative distance of pixels ranging from8 to 3on alog scale.  timodality propagated by each of the particle filteringca
The shape context is a robust shape descriptor that encodegnhm(Best viewed in color)

relative locations of the sampled pixels w.r.t. a reference

pixel. The features are vector quantized by clustering them

into K = 400 prototype cluster centers and modeling the simpler Bayesian Mixture of Expert model with 5 experts.
distribution of these features using normalized inverse di  As the predictors output the points in the decorrelated la-
tances from these learned prototypes . tent state space, we treat independent hBME for each latent

HumanEva 3D Pose Representation: HumanEva data set  space dimension. Both for learning classification and re-
represents an articulated 3D human body pose as set of 2@ression models, we used Relevance Vector Machiije[
joint locations. Joint location data cannot be readily sran For each viewpoint, we also learn 3 view dependent regres-
ferred to animate a deformable mesh. We there pre-proces§i0n functions to estimate exact orientation of the human.
the data by fitting a skeleton with 30 joints 65 degrees of  Likelihood Computation and Hardware Optimization:
freedom) to extract Euler angles for each joint. The skeleto Likelihood computation is the costliest operation in tha-ge

for each dataset was estimated as average link lengths oveerative tracking. For the likelihood function during track
first 100 frames of the motion capture data. We used theseing, we use an average 3D human shape and deform it using
joint angles as groundtruth for validation of our framework an averaged sized skeleton. Using average shape regslarize
The average loss of joint location accuracy due to skeletonthe 3D pose optimizer at each time step and overcome lo-
fitting ranged fronb-7mm. The skeleton is fitted using the cal optima due to specialized 3D shape. A one-time manual
LM based damped least square optimization. In doing so,skeletal alignment and weight-painting process is require
we impose angular limit constraints to accurately estimate for generating arbitrary human shapes and poses. We em-
feet and wrist joints (not present in the HumanEva dataset).ployed 200 particles in the PF tracker, with 10 simulated
These are useful for overcoming ambiguity in twist angles annealing iterations at each time step. As particle filterin
of some of the joints. The global orientation of the human involves independent computation of the likelihood func-
body is represented in cyclic co-ordinates using/sin tion of the NV particles, we can parallelize the processing.
transform. 3D pose data in the original joint angle space hasWe use efficient Graphics Processing Unit (GPU) based im-
high dimensionality4£ 90) and is reduced to 5 dimensions plementation for computing the likelihood function which
using SLVM[7]. Separate SLVM is trained for each activity is the bottleneck operation for the entire optimization-pro
and provides bi-directional mapping between the ambientcess.

and the latent space. The overall parameter space of 3Dsustaining Multimodality in PF: To characterize and
pose is 11 dimensional (6 due to rigid body motion and 5 compare the degree of modality propagated by different par-
due to 3D pose). ticle filtering algorithms, we use the weighting scheme in

Predictive Models: Both the predictive distributions €dn. 1 to weigh a correspondence between input and out-
pe(x|r) and p(x,|x,_1,r,) are learned using Bayesian Put cluster. For the input cluster corresponding to thetinpu
Mixture of Expertspp (x|r) is modeled using two-level hi-  data, we compute which of the associated output clusters
erarchical Bayesian Mixture of Expert (nBME) model. At have been observed (or covered) for the current set of par-
the first level, we cluster the data points based on globalticles. For each association between the input and output
pose orientation of the human target and train a classifiercluster, we add the corresponding weight and compute the
to recognize the orientation of the human body with respectratio with the maximum weight. Fig8 shows the degree

to camera image plane. We quantize 86©° human ori- of multimodality preserved by different PF algorithms for
entation span into 8 views and train a classifier to recog- the jogging sequence. Note that baseline APF has mini-
nize the view based on the shape descriptor. At the secondnum modality preserved compared to the other three PF
level, we train 2 view dependent expert predictors to out- Enhancements.

put 3D pose. p(x,|x,-1,r,) iS however trained using a Online Active L earning of Predictive Models: For adapt-
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——Active hBME(!) Error =929 | Algorithm Seq. | APF | OPF | JPF

JLM |
Active hBME(4) Error = 8.53

! T fclive NBME(1D) Eror =824 Jog(S: in C2) (Joint Loc.) | 38.48 | 78.39 | 3455 | 41.24
} M‘ ! Jog(S: in C2) (Joint Angle) | 9.32 | 12.54| 819 | 12.11
f Jog (52 in C2) (Joint Loc.) | 43.04 | 35.05| 31.01 | 58.58
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vi ¥ Jo i i
g (52 in C2) (Joint Angle) | 11.07 | 9.50 | 7.25 | 9.06
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Jog (S3 in C2)(Joint Angle) | 11.03 | 11.26 | 9.06 | 11.55
Box (S in Cs)(Joint Loc.) | 67.4 | 34.73 [ 43.58 27.65
Box (S2 in C2)(Joint Angle) | 18.18 | 12.55| 14.08 | 8.39
Box (S; in Cs)(Joint Loc.) | 43.56 | 33.27 | 25.19 | 23.12
Figure 9. Online active learning, pose prediction accurefoyn- Box (51 in C5)(Joint Angle) | 13.22 | 11.70 | 10.05| 7.05

line active learning of the predictive mod¢Best viewed in color) Box (Ss in C3)(JointLoc.) | 49.61| 68.6 | 37.37 | 55.15
Box (S5 in C)(Joint Angle) | 15.41 | 23.75 | 12.11 | 13.02

Walk (S, in C2)(Joint Loc.) | 26.43 | 30.42 [ 25.01 | 26.64
ing the hBME model to the test domain, we apply Bayesian| Walk (Si in C2)(Joint Angle) | 7.61 | 7.23 | 5.04 | 410
relevance based updating to the two levels of gate distri-| Walk (S2 in C2)(Joint Loc.) | 60.40 | 37.04 | 34.61 | 35.06
butions and the expert regression functions. From a set of Walk (52 in C;)(JointAngle) | 9.71 | 9.06 | 6.01 | 6.74
particle hypotheses, we selet = 1 — 5% with highest Walk (S5 in C2)(Joint Loc.) | 54.09 | 63.09 | 27.61 | 64.25
likelihood weights to update the bases sets of the gates | Walk (Ss in Co)(Joint Angle) | 9.52 | 9.32 | 460 | 7.49
ge and the Experts. FQ¥ > 5% approximate poses caused Jog 62.'“ Cs) (‘]Q'nt LOCI') 51.43 ) 40,12 3891 | 54.33
degradation in the accuracy of the predictors. Gate cluster Jog (52 in Cs) (Joint Angle) | 11.49 | 1257 105 | 13.28
for g, andg,. are identified based on viewpoint and prox- Table 1. 3D pose estimation accuracies in average jointitota
imity to expert predictors. After the parameter and bases®or and joint angle error, for various PF algorithms. Hiigjfted
updation, EM-iterations are run to refine the gates and ex- \rggjl:l ‘le;gielgi‘?ltl;‘?nt Oflég‘in“ezl%org:‘n”;f;?gt (')”sgluge It’:::z p
pert cluster dlstrlbutlons. The entlre_ upda_tlon mechanism PF, JPF - Joint ParticlegFiItering andpJLM Joigt Likeliﬁdﬂd»d-
is fast and performed in online fashion. Fig.shows the eling. JPF clearly outperforms the baseline APF and ther divee
average joint angle prediction accuracy in degrees for thelmprovements proposed in the work

hBME model for a jogging sequence on subjégt We

used JPF for tracking and updated hBME at every frame

using 1, 4 and 10 particles with highest weights. Notice Optimal Proposal density. Higher accuracy of JPF is due to
also that the average error for each of the active learningvery detailed bottom-up predictive models (tofaLatent
scheme decreases using more number of particles to updatBim. x8 Views x2 Experts regression functions in hBME
the hBME model. and8 Views x3 Experts regression functions for orienta-
Pose Estimation Results: Table7 shows quantitative eval-  tions). The bottom-up proposal density with 16 Gaussian
uation results of our framework on the HumanEva datasetcomponents can efficiently represent any depth and view
for the sensorg’; andCs. Since we trained only on data based ambiguity to provide diverse set of samples having
corresponding to sensor C2, for evaluating pose estimationhigher weights and closer to the true posterior. APF based
results in senso€;3, we estimated 3D pose using calibra- on learned optimal proposal density performs well on cer-
tion parameters of sens6k. To compute errors, we trans-  tain sequences, however for other sequences it may output
form the estimated root joint orientation by first remov- states far from the training data, causing it to recursively
ing the camera rotation due 1@, and applying the rota-  output mean predictions (as the combined feature and state
tion due toC3. That is for the camera projection matrices: prediction from previous step significantly differs fronmeth
Pc, = [R¢,To,] andPc, = [R¢, Tq,), the poseistrans-  training exemplars). The errors are usually difficult to re-
formed using the rotation matchch before comput-  cover from. JLM based APF in most cases outperforms
ing the error scores. The results in Tabldemonstratesthe baseline APF and Optimal Proposal Density based APF.
improved accuracies both in terms of joint location andtjoin Fig.4 compares the pose estimation results from the four
angles. Some significant discrepancies between the errotrackers. Notice that JPF is able to overcome the errors due
rates of joint locations and joint angles is because joint an to view-based and left-right leg forward ambiguities. The
gle error does not take into account the error in the orienta-generic bottom-up model can be be applied to estimate pose
tion of the pose but only the body joint angles. Even a small in any orientation.

error in the root joint can cause sizable difference in the Shape Estimation Results: In order to evaluate the accu-
joint location but none in the angles of the joints. Based on racy of our 3D shape estimation framework, we use laser
the results, JPF clearly outperforms both the baseline algo scan data of a subject as the groundtruth shape and apply our
rithm based on APF and in most cases PF based on JLM andghape estimation algorithm to reconstruct its 3D shape for

Avg. Joint Angle Error (Degrees)

N b o ®
T

o

50 100 150
Frames




Error/ Height Weight Gender

o 7___5\,_/\/\\ Subject | Error(cm) | Error (Kgs) Accuracy(%)
Subject1| 3.0(2.1) | 6.55(4.32) | 67.5%(72.1%)

1000 Subject2| 5.33(3.74) | 10.3(9.9) | 68.75%(77.5%)

S _ R Subject3| 5.10(3.22) | 2.46(2.9) | 65.0% (70.5%)
— S - Subject4| 3.70(2.23) | 19.17(15.3) | 60.3%(67.9%)
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Figure 10. Shape estimation results for a subject perfaymialk- &
ing motion. We compare the error in the estimated circunnieze 02

of various body parts (Chest, Waist, Hips, Thigh and Calfhwe-

spect to groundtruth circumferences computed from the s G

Frame Number

data Of the SUbjeCt Height Predication for Subject 1 and 2 ‘Weight Predication for Subject 1 and 2
180; ) w 85
| —— Avg. Error 5.3337 80
175 g | £,
Measuremenf Chest | Waist | Hips | Thigh | Calf 3 f il Sr

em | @em | @m) | (m) | (cm) 5" £
Groundtruth | 106.4 | 83.46 | 103.18 59.6 38.65 * e %
Estimated 108.85| 89.59 | 112.44| 67.08 45.76 : 8

Error(%) | 2.3% | 7.35% | 8.98% | 12.55% | 18.41% R T I L R

Table 2. Part circumference estimation accuracy
Figure 11. Attributes estimation results for subjects 1 2nd

Gender Predication for Subject 3 and 4

a walking motion image sequence (see Tijg.We use the

3D body part measurements of the laser scan data to com
pute the error in 3D body part circumference estimation.

Fig.10 shows the plot of circumferences estimated from

the fitted 3D body shape for some frames of the image se-
guence, and corresponding groundtruth measurements. Ta
ble 2 shows the comparison of the groundtruth body part

girths and the circumferences computed from the estimated
3D body shape and averaged over 20 frames.

—e— Accuracy 65%
—e— Accuracy 60%
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Height Predication for Subject 3 and 4 Weight Predication for Subject 3 and 4
0

Attributes Estimation: Attribute estimation accuracy was s
evaluated on 4 targets. 3D shapes fitted to 250 frames of = -
the video sequence were used to infer attributes using the
learned regression functions. Fid.shows the plots of the
results on the first two subjects where subject 1 is male and _— —
SUbjeCt 2 is female. Flg.z shows the same for the subjects 18030 Jo0 50 200 20 o s M0 150 200 250
3 and 4, where subject 3 is a male and subject 4 is female.

For gender prediction the classifier gave the score of b_eingFigure 12. Attributes estimation results for subjects 34nd
a male, that gave best accuracy when the threshold is set

0.3. Table3 shows the average prediction error for height

and weight, and prediction accuracy for gender for the 2508 Conclusion

frames. We also extracted 20 frames from each of the sub-

ject sequence that had best shape fitting likelihood. The We have developed a fully automated system for 3D pose
average prediction accuracy significantly improved when and shape estimation and analysis from monocular image
only best fitted shapes were used for attributes estimationsequences. We develop three principled approaches to en-
as shown in the results in parentheses in t&ble hance particle filtering by integrating bottom-up informa-

Height in CM




tion either as proposal density for obtaining more diverse [12]
particles or as complementary cues to improve likelihood
computation during the correction step. Through extensive
experimental evaluation we have demonstrated that our al-
gorithms enhance the ability of the particle filtering togpro 13]
agate multimodality for effective reconstruction of 3D pss
from 2D images. In this work, we also demonstrated that a
feedback mechanism from top-down modeling can further
adapt and improve the bottom-up predictors to enhance the[14]
overall tracking performance.
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