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Abstract: Mean texture depth (MTD) is pivotal in assessing the skid resistance of asphalt pavements 

and ensuring road safety. This study focuses on developing an automated system for extracting texture 

features and evaluating MTD based on pavement images. The contributions of this work are threefold: 

firstly, it proposes an economical method to acquire three-dimensional (3D) pavement texture data; 

secondly, it enhances 3D image processing techniques and formulates features that represent various 

aspects of texture; thirdly, it establishes multivariate prediction models that link these features with 

MTD values. Validation results demonstrate that the Gradient Boosting Tree (GBT) model achieves 

remarkable prediction stability and accuracy (R2 = 0.9858), and field tests indicate the superiority of 

the proposed method over other techniques, with relative errors below 10%. This method offers a 

comprehensive end-to-end solution for pavement quality evaluation, from images input to MTD 

predictions output. 

Keywords: Pavement engineering; Mean texture depth; 3D reconstruction; Image processing; 

Multivariate regression.
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1. Introduction 

The asphalt pavement texture plays a crucial role in determining friction, splash and spray, 

and rolling resistance. Furthermore, it serves as a means to identify segregation or non-

uniformity and to assess the noise characteristics of pavements [1]. Additionally, the evaluation 

of pavement wear and the design of surface texture rely heavily on texture data [2]. 

Accordingly, it is important to monitor pavement texture periodically and evaluate the safety 

performance of asphalt pavement. 

The mean texture depth (MTD) and the mean profile depth (MPD) are the most commonly 

utilized parameters for characterizing pavement texture [3]. However, the sand patch method 

(SPM), which is extensively used in detection systems to calculate the MTD, is marred by 

significant drawbacks, such as low efficiency and the potential to disrupt traffic flow [4]. 

Moreover, the MPD data derived from scanning fail to adequately represent the relationship 

between pavement texture and its performance, contrary to expectations [5].  

Recent studies have focused on evaluating pavement characteristics using 3D data, 

demonstrating that 3D texture measurement offers a more precise reflection of pavement's 

physical attributes [6]. Laser technology, in particular, facilitates the acquisition of accurate 3D 

texture data, such as point clouds and depth maps, through a non-contact approach, enhancing 

the precision of MTD computation [7]. However, the prohibitive cost of laser equipment and 

the complexity of 3D data post-processing, which demands specific technical skills from 

operators, limit the method's widespread application. An alternative, the 3D Image-Based 

Texture Analysis Method (3D-ITAM), acquires 3D data from a single digital image [8]. Yet, a 

single image often fails to capture texture details comprehensively, and the resultant 8-bit 

precision grayscale image lacks the detail for extracting precise texture features, leading to 

suboptimal MTD prediction accuracy. Additionally, the extraction of features for MTD 

prediction often involves switching between multiple image analysis software tools. The 

rationale behind the need to extract certain features is also challenging to explain, and the 

prediction of MTDs often relies on fitting empirical models [9], which are only applicable to 

specific datasets and cannot be generalized to other situations. The Structure from Motion 
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(SfM) technique, while achieving commendable 3D reconstruction results from multi-view 

digital images, requires skilled personnel and non-open-source commercial software to operate 

[10]. Additionally, the digital camera utilized, being monocular, cannot deliver depth 

information at real-world scales comparable to that of expensive laser devices or binocular 

cameras, which are capable of providing absolute depth values for point cloud or depth map 

data [11, 12]. This limitation necessitates manual calibration prior to MTD prediction, thus 

impeding full automation unless custom capture devices with preset shooting angles and 

heights are used [13]. MTD prediction through depth maps generated from multi-view digital 

images via an open-source deep learning model, trained on extensive pavement data, has shown 

higher accuracy than SfM techniques, which are better suited for large-scale object 

reconstruction rather than pavements [14]. Still, the use of an inexpensive monocular camera 

requires manual calibration to convert relative depth information in the depth maps into 

absolute depth values, preventing full automation. While binocular reconstruction techniques 

automate stereo matching of corresponding pixels in left and right images using triangulation 

principles [15], the accuracy of pixel-based stereo matching is compromised by asphalt 

pavements' dark color and weak regional texture, failing to meet expected MTD measurement 

precision [16]. Table 1 summarizes representative studies of the aforementioned methods, 

indicating that, despite extensive research into 3D data acquisition methods, no single approach 

has yet achieved an economical, convenient, highly accurate, and automated measurement of 

MTD. 

Table 1. Summary of MTD calculation methods.  

Detection methods  MTD calculation 

methods 

MTD measurement 

accuracy 

Comments 

Laser scanning 

technology with a 

laser projector and a 

camera [17].  

Extract the laser 

data, process the 3D 

point cloud, and 

Mean absolute error 

= 0.017 mm, 

Pearson correlation 

High precision, yet 

the devices are 

costly and data 
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obtain subblock size 

to evaluate MTD.  

coefficient = 

0.9864. 

extraction is 

relatively complex. 

3D-ITAM with a 

monocular camera 

[8].  

Capture an image, 

grayscale it, and 

predict MTD based 

on a relationship 

model. 

R2 = 0.8745 Economical and 

convenient, but not 

highly accurate. 

SfM technique with 

a monocular camera 

[13]. 

Reconstruct point 

clouds from multi-

view images, and 

use mathematical 

models for MTD 

prediction. 

R2 = 0.9275, average 

deviations = 0.005 

mm. 

High accuracy, but 

requires commercial 

software and manual 

calibration. 

Deep learning 

method with a 

monocular camera 

[14]. 

Infer depth maps 

from multi-view 

images to calculate 

MTD. 

R2 = 0.9807, relative 

error = 11.72% 

High accuracy, but 

necessitates manual 

calibration. 

Binocular 

reconstruction with 

two cameras and 

multi-line laser 

generators [16]. 

Reconstruct a 3D 

model, process and 

match images, and 

estimate MTD based 

on calculated MPD. 

The R2 values for all 

four test pavements 

are below 0.90. 

Unable to achieve 

high precision due to 

pavement 

characteristics. 

In response to the aforementioned issues, this paper introduces an image-based, high-

accuracy, calibration-free, end-to-end system that does not require expensive sensors or 

customized instruments. Based on the algorithm and model developed in this paper, users only 

need to use a digital camera to capture multi-view images of the pavement, enabling convenient 

MTD prediction. The main contributions of this study are summarized as follows: 
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 Utilizing a monocular digital camera and computer, an image-based 3D reconstruction 

deep learning model was employed to acquire 32-bit high-precision 3D relative depth maps 

of pavement textures. 

 Improved 3D depth map processing methods were designed to eliminate noise and mitigate 

the effects of camera poses, thus enhancing the precision of texture information extraction. 

 Features characterizing pavement texture were extracted based on relative depth 

information from 3D data to predict MTD, thus avoiding manual calibration. The analysis 

of the relationship between features and MTD demonstrated how each feature affects the 

texture depth from distinct perspectives. 

 Multivariate regression models were established for MTD prediction, and the optimal 

prediction model was selected through performance evaluation. Field tests were conducted 

to verify the accuracy and superiority of the proposed method compared to other 

techniques. 

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 includes the methods for 

texture reconstruction, 3D data processing, texture feature extraction, feature analysis, and 

MTD prediction model establishment. The results are presented in Section 3, respectively. The 

conclusion of this study is offered in Section 4. 

2. Methodological framework 

As illustrated in Fig. 1, a system for automatic MTD measurement has been developed, 

requiring only a digital camera and a computer. Supplemental lighting is necessary only when 

ambient light is insufficient. The use of affordable and readily available devices makes it 

convenient for users to develop their own hardware-software interaction platform. The specific 

operation of the system is highlighted in the blue box in Fig. 2. The algorithms and models 

(indicated by the green box) are developed in a Python 3.7 environment, running on a Windows 

10 operating system with an AMD Ryzen 9 5900HX CPU, enabling end-to-end image input 

and prediction results output. Specific images or data can be obtained at each step (indicated 

by the pink box), facilitating the development of data display interfaces and management 

systems (indicated by the purple box). 
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Fig. 1. The proposed automatic measurement system. 

 

Fig. 2. The operating principle of the measurement system. 

2.1. Pavement texture reconstruction techniques 

 High-precision pavement textures can be reconstructed using a deep learning model called 

Patchmatchnet, with further technical details available in literature [14]. This section will 

provide a brief introduction to this reconstruction method. 

2.1.1. Depth map inference: Principles and applications 

The model Patchmatchnet is fundamentally based on the principle of Multi-View Stereo 

(MVS) to infer depth maps [18]. As illustrated in Fig. 3, it defaults to selecting the first image 

from the input set as the reference image, with the subsequent images serving as source images 
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to deduce depth information for the reference image. Therefore, to obtain depth information of 

the texture, multi-angle images of the pavement need to be captured, while ensuring that the 

optical axis of the first image is perpendicular to the surface. The prediction of MTD is based 

on the generated reference depth map. 

 

Fig. 3. The principle of depth map inference. 

2.1.2. Digital image capture method 

As depicted in Fig. 4(a), each set of multi-angle image collections comprises one reference 

image and 12 source images, a decision based on prior experimentation [14]. Fig. 4(b) 

showcases the use of a homemade steel hollow square board, featuring an inner side length of 

10 cm. Digital images were captured using the built-in camera of a smartphone. The 

photographs were taken in a nine-grid shooting mode, aligning the board's inner edges to 

standardize the shooting height at 15 cm and secure consistent pixel sizes for the reference 

images. While this study did not enforce strict distance criteria for the source images, for 

optimal stereo matching accuracy [19-21], they were captured from an approximate distance 

of 20 cm from the pavement, close to the distance from the reference image to the surface. 

Given that the core of reconstruction hinges on feature matching across a series of images [22, 

23], a shooting angle ranging between 30° and 40° among source images is recommended to 

ensure a high degree of image overlap [24, 25]. As the primary objective is to retrieve depth 

information for the reference image, it's vital that the overlap between source and reference 

views is at least 70% [26, 27]. The resolution of the collected images is 3024×3024, a quality 
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that was confirmed to accurately reconstruct textures [14]. Furthermore, to maintain uniform 

lighting conditions, photos were taken at the same time of day. 

 

Fig. 4. (a) Requirements for shooting distance and angles; (b) Shooting devices. 

2.2. 3D data processing strategies 

To enhance the accuracy of texture information extraction in subsequent Section 2.3, a 3D 

image processing workflow is designed. This workflow includes data normalization, data 

smoothing, as well as tilt and offset calibration. 

2.2.1. Depth value normalization   

Due to the changing camera relative poses when capture devices without strict fixed 

shooting angles and distances are used, the scale of depth values in reference depth maps may 

vary [28]. This variation can result in texture feature information extracted from depth maps 

being incompatible with the same prediction model [29]. An effective solution to this issue is 

the application of the max-min normalization algorithm [30]. The normalized z-axis value is 

derived by: 

 min

max min
norm

z zz
z z

=
−
−

                            (1) 

where z and znorm indicate the relative depth and normalized depth values, respectively. zmax and 

zmin are the maximal and minimal values of the depth data. This formula ensures that all depth 
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data are scaled to a common range, making the texture information extracted from them 

uniform across different captures [31, 32]. 

2.2.2. Data smoothing 

Depth maps derived from multi-view reconstruction can be compromised by unnecessary 

noise, which may stem from issues such as image mismatches, significant variances in 

brightness and contrast between images, and limitations inherent to the depth estimation 

algorithms [18]. Widely used filtering algorithms, like the median filter and the mean filter, 

show effectiveness for 2D images [33-35]. However, they fail to preserve the fine details in 3D 

data [36]. The bilateral filter has been demonstrated to be effective for preserving information 

in 3D images [37] and serves as the primary inspiration for the local adaptive filtering algorithm 

developed in this study. For each pixel, this algorithm computes the local mean depth and the 

depth variance within its surrounding neighborhood. Then, the depth values are adjusted based 

on the ratio of the noise variance (estimated from the original image's noise) to the local 

variance: 

' ( )
xy

xy

S
S

z z z zησ
σ

= − ⋅ −                             (2) 

where z’ is the denoised depth value, z is the depth value in the noisy image, ησ  is the noise 

variance of the original image, 
xySσ is the depth value variance in the local neighborhood, and 

xySz  represents the average depth value in the local neighborhood.  

2.2.3. Tilt & offset correction 

Due to the presence of pavement slopes (as shown in Fig. 5(b)) and potential tilts between 

the shooting angle and the pavement (as depicted in Fig. 5(c)), reference depth maps may not 

reflect the depth information between pixels as accurately as in the ideal scenario illustrated in 

Fig. 5(a). To address this issue, two methods are proposed.  

The first method involves utilizing the Random Sample Consensus (RANSAC) algorithm 

[38], renowned for its effectiveness in fitting planes to 3D data, to correct errors. The equations 

are as follows: 
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z a x b y c= ⋅ + ⋅ +                             (3) 

'' 'z z z= −                                   (4) 

where x and y are the horizontal and vertical coordinates in the depth map, respectively, a, b, 

and c are the parameters calculated through the plane fitting process. z is the plane fitting value. 

z' and z'' denote the depth data before and after correction, respectively.  

The second method applies the RANSAC algorithm to derive a polynomial for surface 

fitting [39, 40]. A third-degree polynomial was selected for its versatility in adapting to 

complex surfaces, effectively balancing the need for accuracy with the risk of overfitting, 

which is more prevalent with higher-degree polynomials: 
2 2 3 2 2 3z a bx cy dx exy fy gx hx y ixy jy= + + + + + + + + +            (5) 

where a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h, i, and j are the coefficients obtained from the fitting process. 

Subsequently, the surface fitting values z are subtracted from the original data using Equation 

(4). 

 
Fig. 5. (a) Ideal shooting condition; (b) Pavement with slope; (c) Tilted shooting angle. 

2.3. Texture feature extraction approaches 

This section introduces features extracted from the relative depth map, each reflecting 

specific aspects that influence texture depth. The extraction process lays the foundation for 

Section 2.6, where models are established to understand the relationship between the feature 

variables (texture features) and the target variable (MTD), enabling automated MTD prediction 

without the need for manual selection of calibration points to recover absolute depth 

information [14]. 

2.3.1. Relative concavity ratio 

When employing the sand patch method for MTD measurement, the convex portions of 

the texture remain uncovered by sand after evenly spreading it, whereas the concave portions 
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are filled. The depth and size of the concavities correlate directly with the MTD. Inspired by 

this principle, the proposed feature is designed to identify relatively concave parts within the 

texture region. To accomplish this, depth maps undergo threshold segmentation to distinguish 

concave from convex parts.  

Fig. 6 illustrates the segmentation results using four distinct depth value thresholds. 

Intersection over Union (IoU) serves as the evaluation metric for threshold segmentation, 

where processed images are compared with manually annotated labels derived from sand patch 

method outcomes. IoU is calculated as the intersection of the manually labelled convex parts 

and those identified through image segmentation (the black parts), divided by the union of the 

total number of black pixels identified by both methods [41]. An ideal IoU score is 100%, with 

higher values indicating more accurate threshold selection [42, 43]. Table 2 presents the 

segmentation results for various mixtures across different thresholds, including calculated 

averages.  

According to Fig. 6, segmentation under thresholds of 0.33-0.35 closely matches the 

labels, with minimal discrepancies, suggesting these values are near the optimal threshold. 

Table 2 indicates that the average segmentation result across four mixtures is highest at 86.34% 

under a 0.35 threshold, with individual results all exceeding 80%. Segmentation effectiveness 

declines when the threshold deviates from 0.35. 

Since threshold determination relies on the map's depth information, calculating the area 

proportion of concave parts from the segmented image effectively reflects their volumetric 

proportion in three dimensions. The concavity proportion, indicated by P, can be calculated as 

follows: 

 CNP
W H

=
⋅

                               (6) 

where Nc represents the number of pixels in the concave part, and W and H represent the total 

number of pixels in the x and y directions, respectively. 
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Fig. 6. The segmentation results obtained using the four thresholds. 

Table 2. IoU results of the four thresholds. 

Threshold AC-13 AC-16 SMA-13 OGFC-16 Average IoU (%) 

0.33 77.38 69.64 75.42 71.37 73.46 

0.34 84.90 80.25 81.93 78.54 81.41 

0.35 81.86 88.37 90.15 84.96 86.34 

0.36 70.12 78.40 80.77 76.49 76.45 

2.3.2. Maximum particle size 

As the proportion of coarse aggregates increases, texture depth and pavement skid 

resistance are both enhanced [44]. The size of larger particles is a critical factor in assessing 

texture depth. While aggregate sizes are specified in the gradation chart (JTG E42-2005, Test 

Methods of Aggregate for Highway Engineering), achieving full automation in the MTD 

evaluation and facilitating detection where gradation information is absent require the 

application of image processing methods to acquire aggregate size information. A workflow 

for extracting aggregate size data is proposed and depicted in Fig. 7. 
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Fig. 7. The process of aggregate size data extraction: (a) The digital image; (b) The depth 

map; (c) Separating the aggregates from the background; (d) Separating the agglomerated 

particles; (e) Extracting particle size information. 

(1) Binarization 

To extract the size information of particles, a binarization process was implemented to 

segment the particles from the background. The result is illustrated in Fig. 7(c). This process 

involves comparing the depth values of the pixels to a threshold value, setting the particles to 

black and the background to white [45]. Given the necessity to separate each particle from its 

immediate background, the binarization algorithm must dynamically determine thresholds 

based on the local characteristics of the map [46], ensuring robustness to variations in depth 

values across different areas [47]. Consequently, a local adaptive thresholding method has been 

employed. The local threshold T(x, y) can be determined as [48]:   

( , )( , ) ( , )[1 ( 1)]
1 ( , )

x yT x y m x y k
x y

∂
= + −

−∂
                  (7) 

where m(x, y) is the local arithmetic mean at (x, y), representing the average of the depth 

values within a w×w window of the depth map I; ∂(x, y) = I(x, y) − m(x, y) is the local mean 

deviation, and k is a bias factor that controls the level of threshold adaptation. The range of k 

is limited to [0,1].  

(2) Adhesion segmentation 
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During the paving process of asphalt pavements, particles within the mixtures tend to 

adhere to one another, especially between small and large particles [49]. This adhesion results 

in similar depth values for the adhered particles, making it challenging for binarization 

algorithms based on local thresholds to separate them. To address this issue, the adjustable 

watershed algorithm based on the Euclidean Distance Map, which has been proven effective 

in separating adhesive particles, is employed for segmentation [50]. The segmentation result is 

depicted in Fig. 7(d). This step is crucial to avoid errors in determining particle size in the 

subsequent step. Agglomerated particles can lead to an overestimation of the maximum particle 

size extracted, particularly when two large particles are stuck together. 

(3) Particle size extraction 

Various methods have been explored to determine the size of irregularly shaped particles, 

focusing on either theoretical significance or the practical ease of measurement. Among these 

methods, Feret's Diameter, defined as the longest distance between any two points along the 

boundary of a particle, is widely used in civil engineering for microscopic quantitative analysis 

[51]. Inspired by this concept, as illustrated in Fig. 7(e), all particles are enclosed by 

circumscribed circles, allowing for the calculation of the maximum particle size as follows: 

maxDD
W

=                                (8) 

where Dmax is the number of pixels of the maximum circumscribed circle's diameter, and W is 

the total number of pixels in the x-direction of the image.  

2.3.3. Aggregate voids   

Considering that macrotexture is influenced by the spacing and arrangement of aggregates, 

particle voids can be extracted to characterize texture depth [52]. The void is defined as the 

largest space between a particle and all surrounding particles adjacent to it. With the Fig. 7(e) 

obtained from the previous step, the voids are calculated by subtracting the sizes of the particles 

from the distance between the centers of two adjacent circumscribed circles. This is essentially 

done by subtracting the number of black pixels within the arrow's span from the total arrow 
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pixel count, as shown in Fig. 8. The aggregate void of the entire texture region can be calculated 

as follows: 

_ max
1

N

i
i

K
K

W
==
∑

                            (9) 

where W is the total number of pixels in the x-direction of the image, N is the total number of 

particles, and Ki_max is the result of aggregate void calculation for the ith particle.    

 

Fig. 8. K-feature computation schematic. 

2.4. A Feature-Label Dataset: Foundations for predictive modeling 

As illustrated in Fig. 9, the digital image collection encompassed four different types of 

mixtures: asphalt concrete AC-13, asphalt concrete AC-16, stone mastic asphalt SMA-13, and 

open graded friction course OGFC-16, culminating in a total of 160 datasets, with each type 

contributing 40 sets. Concurrently, the sand patch test was utilized to acquire MTD label values 

at each measurement point. Subsequently, texture reconstruction, image processing, and 

texture feature extraction were performed on 160 sets of data to construct a Feature-Label 

dataset. Table 3 provides partial calculation results from the dataset. 
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Fig. 9. The field data collection. 

Table 3. Partial calculation results of label and feature values. 

Identifier MTD (mm) P D K (%) 

AC-13-1 0.57 0.43 0.14 1.21 

AC-13-2 0.59 0.48 0.13 1.18 

AC-13-3 0.62 0.51 0.15 1.39 

AC-16-10 0.90 0.70 0.18 2.19 

AC-16-11 0.93 0.73 0.20 2.13 

AC-16-12 0.96 0.77 0.19 2.24 

SMA-13-5 0.63 0.50 0.13 1.84 

SMA-13-6 0.67 0.56 0.15 1.97 

SMA-13-7 0.69 0.59 0.14 1.90 

OGFC-16-35 2.16 0.82 0.19 2.90 

OGFC-16-36 2.26 0.84 0.19 3.06 

OGFC-16-37 2.37 0.87 0.20 3.23 

2.5. Analytical techniques for texture feature evaluation 

 To further elucidate the relationship between the proposed features and texture depth, 70% 

of the Feature-Label dataset was utilized to establish univariate and multivariate linear 

regression models, as shown in Table 4. The remaining 30% of the dataset was used for model 
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evaluation [53, 54]. Evaluation metrics include the Sum of Squared Errors (SSE), the Adjusted 

R2 to penalize model complexity, and the p-value to assess the significance probability: 



2

1
( )

n

i i
i

SSE y y
=

= −∑                             (10) 

2
2(1 ) ( 1)1

1
 Adjusted R R n

n m
− × −

= −
− −

                      (11) 

where n is the number of observations, yi is the label value for the ith observation,  iy  is the 

predicted values, and m is the number of features. When the SSE approaches 0, the Adjusted 

R2 approaches 1, and the p-value decreases, it indicates that the feature variables in the linear 

regression model have a more significant impact on the dependent variable [55-57]. 

Table 4. The established linear regression models. 

Model Feature Variables Target Variable 

Univariate linear regression model P/K/D 

MTD Multivariate linear regression model P+K/ P+D/ K+D/ 

P+D+K 

A multicollinearity analysis among the features was also conducted. Multicollinearity 

refers to the high linear correlation among feature variables in a regression model [58, 59], 

which can lead to inaccurate estimates of labels and diminish the explanatory power of 

multivariate models [60, 61]. Multicollinearity was diagnosed through correlation analysis and 

the calculation of Variance Inflation Factors (VIF) as follows: 





2

2 1

2

1

( )
( , ) 1

( )

n

i i
i

n

i
i

y y
R y y

y y

=

=

−
= −

−

∑

∑
                         (12) 

2

1
1

VIT
R

=
−

                               (13) 

where R2 is the coefficient of determination with one feature variable serving as the dependent 

variable and the others as independent variables. If the coefficient of determination exceeds 0.8 

and VIF surpasses 10, it indicates a potential presence of multicollinearity [62, 63]. 
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2.6. Development of multi-feature predictive models 

 Based on the feature analysis results in Section 3.3, it is advantageous for the prediction 

model to effectively handle correlations among variables. To this end, four machine learning 

algorithms were chosen to develop multi-feature prediction models: Random Forest (RF) [64], 

Multi-layer Perceptron (MLP) [65], Support Vector Machines (SVM) [66], and Gradient 

Boosting Trees (GBT) [67]. These models are well-regarded for their capacity to manage 

feature correlations and are known to excel in prediction accuracy and robustness [68-70]. 

Table 5 displays the input combinations in multivariate prediction models. Among them, RF 

constructs multiple decision trees, each being a nonlinear model capable of freely capturing 

complex relationships between features [71-73]. It makes regression predictions by combining 

the results of individual trees (Fig. 10(a)). MLP features a multi-layer neural network structure 

[74, 75], which learns the complex relationships between features and labels by combining 

feature values in hidden layers through both linear and nonlinear connections [76, 77], thus 

accomplishing prediction tasks (Fig. 10(b)). SVM achieves predictions by finding a 

hyperfunction f(x) = wTx + b that best fits data points [78, 79]. As illustrated in Fig. 10(c), 

values within the error ε margin on either side of the function can be considered correctly 

predicted, while values outside the dashed lines require loss computation [80, 81]. The model 

is optimized by minimizing total loss. GBT builds a stronger predictive model by integrating 

multiple regression trees [82]. During training, each weak learner learns from the predecessor, 

cumulating in a final prediction that integrates all learners' predictions (Fig. 10(d)). By 

incorporating algorithms grounded in varied fundamental principles, the analysis is equipped 

to uncover a wider spectrum of patterns and interrelations within the data [83]. Fig. 11 

illustrates the data allocation for the training, validation, and testing phases of the multivariate 

prediction models. 

Table 5. The established multivariate regression models. 

Model Feature Variables Target Variable 

RF/MLP/SVM/GBT P+K/ P+D/ K+D/ P+D+K MTD 
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Fig. 10. Overview of the structures of the multivariate regression models. 

 

Fig. 11. Distribution of the dataset. 
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3. Results and discussion 

3.1. Texture reconstruction results 

Fig. 12 illustrates the results of depth map reconstruction for various pavements, all of 

which exhibit clear texture details. The camera coordinate system of the depth map is defined 

as shown in Fig. 13, where points farther away from the camera have relatively larger depth 

values stored in the pixels. Based on an understanding of this principle, it becomes easy to 

extract two-dimensional contours and three-dimensional features from the maps. 

 

Fig. 12. Examples of reconstructed texture for different pavements. 

 

Fig. 13. Pavement profiles extracted from the depth map. 
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3.2. 3D data processing outcomes 

3.2.1. Image filtering: A comparative analysis 

As demonstrated in Fig. 14, the proposed filtering algorithm successfully preserves the 

original information in the map while effectively eliminating noise, without causing excessive 

smoothing. Some noise in the depth map manifests as discrete values or discontinuous regions, 

complicating the task of visually differentiating it from normal data. To address this, depth 

maps are converted into point clouds, as illustrated in Fig. 15. This conversion enables each 

point in a depth map to correspond to a 3D surface point, facilitating a more intuitive 

assessment of the filtering effect. 

 

Fig. 14. Examples of texture data profiles before and after filtering. 

 

Fig. 15. Visualization of point clouds before and after filtering. 

The Mean Square Error (MSE) is a commonly used metric for evaluating the effectiveness 

of filtering algorithms [84]. It quantifies the difference between the filtered and the original 

data, with a lower MSE indicating superior filtering performance. Although median filters are 

known to deliver improved filtering results as evidenced by the MSEs listed in Table 6, they 

can alter and distort the values of pavement data, as noted in [85]. This problem does not occur 
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with the proposed method, which primarily relies on the bilateral filter as detailed in [37] . The 

MSE for the proposed algorithm is the lowest among the remaining methods evaluated, 

underscoring its exemplary performance. The equation for MSE is as follows: 

2

1 1

1 ( , ) '( , )
m n

i j
MSE z i j z i j

mn = =

= −∑∑                       (14) 

where z(i, j) and z’(i, j) denote the original data and the filtered data, respectively, and m and n 

denote the rows and columns of the depth map, respectively. 

Table 6. MSEs of different filtering methods. 

Methods Mean filter Median filter Bilateral filter Proposed method 

MSE 2.4095e-05 1.4733e-05 8.1899e-05 2.4061e-05 

3.2.2. Tilt and offset correction results 

Fig. 16 presents the correction outcomes of a particular texture profile employing two 

distinct methods. The slope of the profile was determined using the least squares method to 

execute a linear fit across all data points. The results reveal that the method based on surface 

analysis is superior in mitigating errors. This superior performance is attributed to the fact that 

the correction technique, which relies on fitting a surface, succeeds to account for the local 

deformations present in the pavement. Fig. 17 displays the comparative outcomes prior to and 

following the application of data correction. In the corrected map, the variations in color are 

diminished, particularly noticeable in the lower-right corner where the colors more closely 

resemble those in the upper-left corner. This change suggests a reduction in the overall range 

of depth variations, further supporting the effectiveness of the introduced method. 
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Fig. 16. Tilt and offset correction results using different methods. 

 
Fig. 17. Comparison of the depth map before and after correction. 

3.3. Comprehensive analysis of the proposed features  

The feature analysis results obtained from two distinct methods are separately detailed in 

Fig. 18 and Fig. 19. In the univariable linear regression analysis showcased in Fig. 18: 

 Modeling with feature P results in a relatively high SSE, indicating that while there is a 

certain correlation between the concavity ratio and texture depth (Adjusted R2=0.8268, p-

value<0.0001), prediction errors arise due to the omission of other texture features or the 

possibility of a nonlinear relationship between P and MTD. 
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 Modeling with feature K yields a commendable regression result (Adjusted R2=0.8312, p-

value<0.0001), albeit with a higher SSE of 0.8464 than that observed in the multivariate 

regression model incorporating P and D (SSE=0.7160). The reasons for prediction errors 

are consistent with the previous point. 

 Feature D demonstrates a moderate correlation with MTD (Adjusted R2=0.4790), 

underscoring that aggregate size can provide reference information for MTD predictions. 

Within mixtures of the same type, it is observed that larger particle sizes correlate with 

increased MTD. For instance, the MTD of AC-16 typically surpasses that of AC-13. 

Nonetheless, the explanatory capacity of feature D regarding MTD is limited, as particle 

sizes might be comparable across different types of mixtures, yet the MTDs can exhibit 

significant variance. For example, the particle sizes of AC-13 and SMA-13 mixtures might 

not vary markedly, yet differences in their texture depth can be observed. Moreover, a p-

value of 0.0076 also indicates that there isn't a direct linear relationship between the 

aggregate size and MTD. 

For the analysis of multivariable linear regression shown in Fig. 18: 

 Modeling that incorporates both P and K achieves an Adjusted R² of 0.8188, which does 

not perform as well as univariate regression models for either P or K alone. This is because 

the presence of multicollinearity between P and K (Adjusted R²=0.9670), as illustrated in 

Fig. 19, diminishes their independent contributions to MTD prediction. Similarly, 

modeling with P, K, and D results in an Adjusted R² of 0.8217, which is also inferior to 

predictions made using P and K individually due to the same reason. 

 Modeling with P and D yields the best result (Adjusted R²=0.8413, SSE=0.716), indicating 

that incorporating additional information about aggregate size can enhance MTD 

prediction when concavity ratio is included. This is because P and D provide 

complementary texture information, thereby offering a more comprehensive reflection of 

MTD changes.  

 Modeling with K and D provides less effective results (Adjusted R²=0.8135, SSE=0.8416) 

compared to P and D, suggesting that the information provided by aggregate voids does 



26 
 

not integrate as effectively with particle size information as the concavity ratio does in 

explaining variations in MTD. This indicates that P and D offer a greater volume of 

information for predicting MTD. 

 

Fig. 18. The results of linear regression analysis. 

As demonstrated in the correlation matrix shown in the Fig. 19, there is a high degree of 

linear correlation between P and K, with a VIF score of 30.3030. There is also a certain level 

of correlation between P and D, and between K and D, with their VIF scores being 4.3404 and 

2.8736, respectively. In conclusion, while multivariate regression (P+D) shows fairly good 

predictive potential, establishing linear regression models that do not reach the ideal predictive 

performance (SSE≈0, Adjusted R²>0.90, p-value<0.0001) indicates that the developed 

multivariate prediction models need to address multicollinearity among features [86, 87].  

 
Fig. 19. The results of multicollinearity analysis.  
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3.4. Multivariate regression model performance evaluation 

3.4.1. Preliminary validation 

The RF, MLP, SVM, and GBT models were trained and validated separately. 96 of 

Feature-Label datasets are designated for model training, while 24 datasets were set aside for 

validation purposes. To ensure consistency in the feature distribution between the two datasets, 

a stratified random split was performed as shown in Fig. 20, aiming to maintain a similar 

sample proportion for each category in both datasets as in the original dataset [88-90]. The 

value range for MTD is between 0.55 to 1.15 mm, and 2.10 to 2.60 mm. It is worth noting that 

before the training and evaluation stages, the entire dataset was normalized using Z-score 

transformation to prevent input features with larger magnitudes from dominating those with 

smaller magnitudes [91, 92].  

 

Fig. 20. Dataset sample distribution. 

Four indicators are adopted to evaluate regressors’ performances in the validation set: 

mean squared error (MSE), root mean square error (RMSE), mean absolute error (MAE), and 

R2: 
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where n is the number of samples, yi is the true label value,  iy  is the predicted value, and y  

is the mean of the true label values. Table 7 shows the hyperparameters of the models. The 

implementation of machine learning algorithms requires configuring multiple tuning 

parameters [93-95], and the parameters shown are those that achieved the best performance on 

the validation set. 

Table 7. The hyperparameters of different models. 

Model Features Parameters 

RF 

P+D 

K+D 

P+K 

P+K+D 

RandomForestRegressor (n_estimators=60) 

MLP 
MLPRegressor (hidden_layer_sizes= (100, 50), activation='relu', 

solver='adam', max_iter=1000) 

SVM SVR (kernel='poly') 

GBT 
GradientBoosting-Regressor (n_estimators=60, max_depth=5, 

learning_rate=0.1) 

Analysis of Fig. 21 indicates that the prediction performances of the RF, MLP, and SVM 

models are notably weak when K + D are used as input features, evidenced by higher MSE, 

RMSE, MAE values, and lower R2 scores. Although the GBT demonstrates a smaller prediction 

error with K + D as input, its lower R2 score compared to other inputs suggests a lack of critical 

feature information ' P '. Consequently, the K+D input is deemed unsuitable for final model 

consideration. When P+K+D, P+D, or P+K are used as inputs, the prediction performance 

across the models is relatively similar, which warrants the use of cross-validation to further 

assess the generalization ability and stability of the models [96-98]. It's worth noting that the 

GBT yielded identical prediction results when the inputs were P+D and P+K+D. This occurred 

because the GBT selects the optimal features for constructing tree nodes in each training 

iteration [99, 100]. When additional features (in this case, K) do not provide extra predictive 
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power on a given dataset, the model tends to choose the same features (in this case, P+D) for 

prediction [101, 102]. As a result, the input of P+K+D will not be used in further evaluations 

of the GBT to minimize the number of inputs as much as possible. Furthermore, the RF exhibits 

significantly higher prediction errors and lower fit when using P+D as input, leading to the 

exclusion of P+D input from the RF's cross-validation process. 

 
Fig. 21. Regression performances of the multivariate prediction models. 

3.4.2. Cross validation 

The generalization ability and stability of the models were assessed using K-fold cross-

validation [103-105]. Inspired by [106], the 120 datasets were divided into 5 folds, with one 

fold serving as the validation set in each iteration, while the remaining folds were used for 

training. This procedure was repeated 5 times. The R2 results obtained from the process, using 

Equation (18), are graphically represented by the box plot in Fig. 22. An R2 value close to 1 

indicates a high goodness of fit for the model [107, 108]. It can be observed that the median R2 

values of the RF models across the 5 experiments are below 0.85, significantly inferior in terms 
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of generalization ability compared to others. The whiskers of both RF and MLP models are 

relatively long, indicating the presence of extreme R2 values in the fitting results that 

significantly deviate from the medians. This suggests they cannot maintain consistent fitting 

performance across multiple predictions [109, 110]. Notably, there are small outliers far from 

the main body of the data in MLP (P+K) and MLP (P+K+D), indicating potential poorer fitting 

results when these models are used to predict MTD. Additionally, the wider box plots of the 

RF and MLP models indicate greater fluctuations of R2 around the medians, suggesting 

instability in their predictions [111, 112]. The R2 medians of the SVM and GBT models are not 

significantly different, both being around 0.95, which demonstrates good generalization ability. 

However, the GBT model exhibits better predictive stability in terms of the narrower width of 

the boxes and shorter whiskers. In summary, the GBT model outperforms others in terms of 

both generalization ability and stability. 

 

Fig. 22. The R² results of cross-validation. 

To demonstrate the GBT model's superiority and select the most suitable input features, 

an accuracy assessment was conducted comparing SVM and GBT models. This assessment 

utilized the linear fitting equations of MTD prediction values and label values. The closer the 

slope is to 1 and the intercept to 0, the closer the predicted values are to the baseline values, 

indicating a model's better predictive accuracy [113, 114]. The results, as illustrated in Fig. 23, 

show that the SVM models exhibit greater variability in the five calculations of slope and 

intercept, leading to less stable predictive accuracy compared to the GBT models. The average 
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values of the slope and intercept for these models are presented in Fig. 24. Despite the slight 

differences in average slopes across the models, approximately around 0.90, the GBT models 

demonstrate smaller average intercepts, with the most accurate predictions observed when 

using P and D as input features. Therefore, considering the model's generalizability, stability, 

and accuracy, the GBT model, with P and D as its input, is selected as the prediction model. 

Fig. 25 visualizes the cross-validation results of the GBT model when using P+D as input. The 

average values of the linear regression equations' R2, slope, and intercept are 0.9858, 0.9126, 

and 0.07268 respectively. 

 

Fig. 23. The results of linear equation fitting. 

 

Fig. 24. Model accuracy evaluation results. 
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Fig. 25. Regression results of the established prediction model. 

3.5. Comparative field testing of different techniques 

To assess the effectiveness of the proposed method and to compare it with various MTD 

measurement techniques, field experiments were carried out using 40 sets of Feature-Label 

datasets as the test data. The evaluation included the proposed method alongside other MTD 

assessment techniques: (1) Conversion of the reference image to an 8-bit grayscale image using 

the standard mean gray-level method, where the gray level difference indicative of surface 

height variation was utilized for MTD prediction, as discussed in reference [8]; (2) Application 

of the 3D reconstruction method and computational model from study [13], generating point 

clouds based on the Structure from Motion (SfM) principle for MTD calculation; (3) 

Implementation of the method described in Section 2.1 for pavement texture reconstruction, 

with depth information calibrated and extracted using the approach from study [14] to assess 

MTD. These methods are referred to as the 3D Image-Based Texture Analysis Method (3D-

ITAM), the Structure from Motion (SfM) technique, and the Deep Learning (DL) method 

requiring calibration, respectively. They were described in more detail in Section 1. 

From Fig. 26, it is clear that the fitting performance of the proposed method, with an R2 

value of 0.9827, ranks second, performing better than both the 3D-ITAM method and the DL 
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method, and is not significantly different from the SfM method, which has the highest R2 value 

of 0.9890. Examining the distribution of data points, the proposed method shows better fitting 

results for data points with smaller MTDs compared to those with larger MTDs. In the 3D-

ITAM method, many data points are scattered on both sides of the fitting line, especially for 

measurements at smaller MTDs, resulting in the worst fitting effect. The SfM and DL methods 

perform better on data with larger MTDs compared to the proposed method, but not as well on 

data with smaller MTDs. Looking at the slope of the fitting equation, the proposed method has 

the highest value of 0.9423, indicating the greatest effect of the predictive variable on the 

response variable, i.e., the best linear relationship between predicted values and baseline 

values. Therefore, the fitting quality of the proposed method is relatively high, offering good 

measurement results for pavements with smaller MTDs. However, its linear correlation 

weakens for pavements with larger MTDs.  

 

Fig. 26. The linear fitting results between the predicted values and the baseline values. 

Fig. 27 shows the absolute and relative errors of various measurement methods, Analysis 

reveals that: 
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 The method proposed demonstrates accurate measurement results on AC-13, AC-16, and 

SMA-13, with the median absolute error not exceeding 0.05 mm. However, the testing 

results on OGFC-16 differ from baseline values obtained using the sand patch method, 

with a median absolute error of approximately 0.18 mm. This discrepancy is because 

image-based methods cannot capture some deep voids with small openings in porous 

hydrophobic pavements like OGFC, whereas the standard sand can fill these voids, 

resulting in lower MTD predictions. The box for relative error on the AC-13 is relatively 

long, indicating a certain volatility in the data. This is because the MTDs of AC-13 is 

relatively small, but there exists variation in MTDs among samples (MTDs for AC-13 

range from 0.55 to 0.79 mm). Consequently, the relatively small absolute error can result 

in substantially different relative errors.  

 The 3D-ITAM is relatively inaccurate, with both its absolute and relative errors being 

higher across various pavements compared to the proposed method. The presence of long 

whiskers and wide boxes on all pavements indicates a wide range of error fluctuations, 

suggesting the unpredictability of the 3D-ITAM. This is because it only utilizes 

information from a single image for texture feature extraction, resulting in poorer accuracy 

compared to the proposed method, where features are acquired from 3D data generating 

from multi-view images. Moreover, the 3D-ITAM converts digital images into 8-bit 

precision grayscale images, losing many fine texture details compared to the proposed 

method's 32-bit precision 3D data. Furthermore, its prediction for MTD relies on fitted 

empirical models, which lack interpretability and therefore its usage is not recommended. 

 The SfM method shows higher absolute errors on AC-13, AC-16, and SMA-13 compared 

to the proposed method. On AC-16 and SMA-13, the range of relative error fluctuations is 

larger than that of the proposed method. This is because the reconstruction model used by 

the SfM method has not been trained with extensive pavement data, leading to the 

generated texture data being inferior in accuracy to depth data obtained from the DL model 

used in the proposed method, which results in a less accurate prediction of MTD values. 

However, on OGFC surfaces, both the absolute and relative errors of the SfM method are 
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lower than those of the proposed method, indicating that the point clouds generated by the 

SfM method are better at characterizing porous surfaces. Nonetheless, the absolute error 

of the SfM method on OGFC exhibits fluctuations, making it difficult to guarantee 

consistently high measurement accuracy. 

 The DL method that requires calibration shows higher relative and absolute errors on AC-

13, AC-16, and SMA-13 than both the proposed method and the SfM method. However, 

its measurement errors are still smaller than those of the 3D-ITAM, indicating the 

reliability of obtaining 3D data based on the DL model. The magnitude of errors in this 

DL method mainly depends on the accuracy of the calibration points selected. Particularly 

for surfaces like AC-13, which have smaller MTDs, unless the calibration points are very 

precise, converting relative depth maps into absolute depth maps can easily lead to 

significant errors, ultimately resulting in inaccurate MTD predictions. In contrast, the 

proposed method predicts MTD by extracting texture features from relative depth maps, 

thereby avoiding the need for calibration and enhancing the reliability of image-based 

measurement methods. It is noted that this DL method predicts the texture depth of OGFC 

more accurately than the proposed method, suggesting that image-based methods have the 

potential to achieve more accurate MTD predictions on OGFC. The feature extraction 

method designed in this paper has not fully considered the texture information of such 

porous surfaces, indicating the need for future research in this area. 

In summary, the presented approach showcases its accuracy and consistency in evaluations 

across AC-13, AC-16, and SMA-16. While its accuracy on OGFC-16 requires enhancement, 

its stability remains unmatched when compared to alternative techniques. The median relative 

error of this method remains below 8%, with the maximum relative errors not surpassing 10%, 

underscoring its overall dependability. In terms of automation, the proposed method is fully 

implemented using a custom-developed Python algorithm, enabling end-to-end image input 

and MTD prediction data output. Unlike SfM methods, this approach does not entail following 

multiple software operation steps to build a 3D point cloud model. Additionally, it also 

eliminates the necessity to switch between various image processing and data extraction 
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software, as compared to the 3D-ITAM. Moreover, it eradicates the need for manual calibration 

of depth maps, thereby showing potential for complete automation. 

 

Fig. 27. Measurement errors of different methods. 

4. Conclusive insights 

The detection of pavements using deep learning and machine learning has become a focal 

point of research, particularly with the growing popularity of utilizing 3D data. However, 

challenges such as the high cost of sensor equipment and complex operational procedures 

persist. This article introduces an automated method for determining pavement texture depth, 

requiring only a digital camera and a computer. The primary contributions of this study are as 

follows: 

 High-precision depth map data is produced using an image-based multi-view 3D 

reconstruction deep learning model named Patchmatchnet, which utilizes a cost-effective 

camera instead of expensive laser devices for 3D data generation.  

 An adaptive local bilateral filtering algorithm is proposed, preserving original 3D data 

features more effectively than traditional methods. Additionally, a surface-fitting-based tilt 
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correction method is introduced, which proves more practical than the plane-fitting-based 

method when considering pavement deformation. 

 Three features—namely, the relative concavity ratio (P), the maximum particle size ratio 

(D), and the aggregate voids (K)—that influence the texture depth from various aspects are 

extracted from depth map data. An analysis of the relationship between features and MTD 

demonstrates the interpretability of how these features influence texture depth. 

 Multivariate regressors, utilizing the proposed features as input, have been established for 

MTD prediction. The Gradient Boosting Trees model achieves an optimal balance between 

prediction accuracy and stability, with an R² value of 0.9858 in cross-validation. 

 Compared to other techniques, the proposed method demonstrates overall optimal 

performance across various types of pavements, with relative errors from field tests being 

less than 10%.  

The proposed method enables an automated and end-to-end assessment of pavement skid 

resistance, saving manpower and time for pavement management systems. However, some 

issues need to be addressed through future technical iterations: 

 The image-based 3D texture data acquisition method is susceptible to environmental 

lighting and pavement cleanliness, necessitating improvements in the 3D reconstruction 

model's structure to recover the true texture appearance even under environmental impacts. 

 The accuracy of MTD prediction for OGFC pavements needs improvement. Future work 

should develop features more suitable for characterizing porous pavements and other 

special material surfaces. 

 The multivariate regression model's training and validation are based on data from four 

types of mixtures. Predicting the texture depth of other mixtures may not be accurate. 

Future efforts should focus on expanding the Feature-Label dataset to adapt the prediction 

model to more pavement types. 
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