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Abstract do not generalize well during inference to a different camera

We tackle the task of multi-view, multi-person 3D human
pose estimation from a limited number of uncalibrated depth
cameras. Recently, many approaches have been proposed
for 3D human pose estimation from multi-view RGB cam-
eras. However, these works (1) assume the number of RGB
camera views is large enough for 3D reconstruction, (2)
the cameras are calibrated, and (3) rely on ground truth
3D poses for training their regression model. In this work,
we propose to leverage sparse, uncalibrated depth cameras
providing RGBD video streams for 3D human pose estima-
tion. We present a simple pipeline for Multi-View Depth
Human Pose Estimation (MVD-HPE) for jointly predicting
the camera poses and 3D human poses without training a
deep 3D human pose regression model. This framework
utilizes 3D Re-ID appearance features from RGBD images
to formulate more accurate correspondences (for deriving
camera positions) compared to using RGB-only features. We
further propose (1) depth-guided camera-pose estimation
by leveraging 3D rigid transformations as guidance and (2)
depth-constrained 3D human pose estimation by utilizing
depth-projected 3D points as an alternative objective for
optimization. In order to evaluate our proposed pipeline,
we collect three video sets of RGBD videos recorded from
multiple sparse-view depth cameras, and ground truth 3D
poses are manually annotated. Experiments show that our
proposed method outperforms the current 3D human pose
regression-free pipelines in terms of both camera pose esti-
mation and 3D human pose estimation.

1. Introduction

We approach the task of multi-view multi-person 3D hu-
man pose estimation from uncalibrated depth cameras. Re-
cently, many approaches have been proposed for 3D hu-
man pose estimation from multi-view RGB cameras in ei-
ther 3D regression-based [47, 56, 67] or a 3D regression-
free [2, 3, 14, 16] manners. Regression-based methods use
a deep network trained on a specific 3D camera setup to
estimate 3D poses. However, 3D regression-based models

configuration or scene geometry. In contrast, regression-free
methods detect 2D poses per camera view and perform tri-
angulation to obtain the 3D poses. Both these approaches
assume that (1) the camera poses are known and (2) the num-
ber of camera views is large enough for either regression
using a deep network or reliable triangulation, which is often
not applicable in the real world. Our key idea is to leverage
the depth modality from a few uncalibrated cameras for ex-
plicit multi-view 3D reasoning, thereby reducing the number
of necessary cameras, as shown in Figure 1.

Recently, approaches such as Wide-baseline [62] and
UncaliPose [60] have been proposed to resolve camera posi-
tions automatically by matching the appearance feature for
human bodies of interest. UncaliPose [60] can perform 3D
pose estimation jointly with camera pose estimation in a 3D
regression-free manner. Though this approach can automati-
cally estimate camera poses, later used for triangulation, the
performance of camera pose estimation heavily relies on the
2D appearance feature for the cross-view association. As a
result, when using RGB-only cameras, the 2D appearance
features limit UncaliPose [60] from accurately resolving
depth ambiguity and induce view-inconsistent errors. 3D
reasoning abilities of a multi-view RGB camera system are
severely restricted when the number of views is reduced; we
believe rich 3D information from depth cameras can help
address this issue.

To leverage several uncalibrated RGBD cameras for 3D
human pose estimation, we propose a simple 3D regression-
free pipeline for Multi-View Depth Human Pose Estimation
(MVD-HPE) for jointly estimating the camera poses and
3D human poses. First, following previous 3D regression-
free methods, we obtain 2D poses for all views using the
off-the-shelf HRNet [54]. Second, we extract human ap-
pearance features in 3D by utilizing the depth values from
RGBD images and an off-the-shelf 3D Re-ID model [68].
This allows us to formulate more accurate cross-view corre-
spondences than those using RGB-only appearance features.
Lastly, we propose 1) a depth-guided minimization objective
for camera-pose estimation, which leads to more accurate
camera calibration, and 2) a depth-constrained triangulation
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Figure 1. 3D human pose estimation from multi-view depth cameras. Compared with multi-view RGB cameras, multi-view RGBD
cameras provide additional depth information to reconstruct 3D point clouds more precisely.

algorithm for accurate 3D human pose reconstruction. In

order to evaluate our proposed pipeline, we collect a dataset

containing several sets of RGBD videos recorded from mul-
tiple depth cameras. Furthermore, we manually annotated
hundreds of frames as ground truth 3D poses for evaluation.

The dataset along with the code will be released publicly

upon acceptance. To highlight the value of our uncalibrated

system, it is designed for the scenario of smart cities where
pedestrians are captured by either static or moving devices.

Though the experimental datasets are currently recorded us-

ing depth cameras instead of Lidar+RGB, the pipeline that

takes into colored point clouds from RGBD data is very ap-

plicable and adaptable to the outdoor scenarios with Lidar +

RGB. To the best of our knowledge, we are among the first

to design an uncalibrated system incorporating multi-view

diverse sensors (RGB+Depth sensors). The contributions of
this paper can be summarized as follows:

* We propose a simple regression-free approach called Multi-
View Depth Human Pose Estimation (MVD-HPE) for 3D
pose estimation. MVD-HPE works from a few uncali-
brated cameras and leverages the depth modality for accu-
rate cross-view association and 3D localization.

* MVD-HPE employs our novel depth-guided minimization

objective to estimate camera poses that are robust to errors

in spatial correspondences.

We introduce a depth-constrained triangulation algorithm

that leverages the constraint imposed by the 3D point

clouds to reconstruct human poses accurately.

* We evaluate MVD-HPE on our collected data showcasing
its ability to accurately localize cameras in 3D and jointly
estimate 3D poses for multiple humans. Our results show
that MVD-HPE demonstrates superiority over existing
regression-free models by a significant margin.

2. Related Works

2.1. 3D Human Pose Estimation

Given images captured from multiple cameras, 3D human
pose estimation in a multi-person setting can be performed

using either single-view or multi-view images. Existing
single-view methods can be divided into two categories: top-
down methods, and bottom-up methods. Top-down meth-
ods [5, 38, 49, 50, 65] detect 2D human bounding boxes
and perform 2D-to-3D pose lifting [9, 28, 34] or direct re-
gression [30, 45, 46] to obtain 3D poses. Bottom-up meth-
ods [17, 35, 36, 41, 66] estimate 3D joint locations for hu-
mans and then associate these joints with each human. Since
these methods only use a single view, they do not need to
address the multi-person cross-view association problem, but
with a compromise of depth estimation ambiguity. On the
other hand, multi-view methods can use information from
multiple cameras for better localization in the 3D world.
These methods also generally fall into two categories: 3D
regression-free and 3D regression-based. 3D regression-
free approaches are usually multi-stage [2, 3, 14, 16]. They
first obtain the 2D poses [8, 10, 31, 54] before matching
the 2D poses using appearance features [59, 62] and ge-
ometry cues [14]. Later they predict the 3D pose using
multi-view geometry [0, 23]. 3D Regression-based ap-
proaches [47, 56, 67] are usually single-stage and solve the
problem using end-to-end regression. These methods first
divide the scene into 3D voxels and localize each person
from multi-view input. They then perform a fine-grained
regression to obtain 3D joint locations. Recent state-of-
the-art methods [47, 58] utilize graph convolutional neural
networks [26] and transformers [57] for improved 3D reason-
ing. Compared to regression-free methods, regression-based
methods require ground truth 3D poses for regressor train-
ing. This greatly limits the application under in-the-wild
settings where 3D labels are difficult to obtain. Consider-
ing this, we design our proposed approach, MVD-HPE, as
a regression-free method that uses depth information from
multiple camera views without the need for 3D labels.

2.2. Camera Pose Estimation

Camera pose estimation methods can be generally divided
into two categories: geometric methods and deep camera
pose regressors. Geometric methods consist of two stages,
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Figure 2. Overview of the proposed pipeline for uncalibrated human pose estimation. The pipeline contains four steps: a) 2D
human pose estimation from the off-the-shelf 2D pose detector, b) colored point cloud feature extraction employing a 3D re-ID model, c)
depth-guided camera pose estimation, and d) depth-constrained triangulation for 3D human pose estimation.

obtaining cross-view 2D correspondences and estimating
the camera pose using 3D geometry. In the first stage,
these methods detect key points (Harris [20], FAST [51],
etc.), describe them using hand-crafted features (SIFT [33],
BRIEF [7], ORB [52], etc.), and match them across im-
ages to obtain point correspondences ((BFM [24], FLANN
[40], etc.)). Recent deep learning methods ((SuperPoint [12],
UR2KIiD [63], D2-net [15], LIFT [64], Lf-net [44], EIf [4]))
detect and match key points simultaneously using neural net-
works. In the second stage, geometric methods estimate cam-
era poses, typically using the N-point algorithm [21, 29, 42]
to compute the essential matrix, which is then decomposed
into a relative camera rotation and an up-to-scale transla-
tion [18]. After that, bundle adjustment [55] is often used to
further refine the rotation and translation. With time, geomet-
ric methods have matured but struggle to match key point
features across camera views when the distance between
cameras is considerably large. Deep camera pose regres-
sors were first applied to absolute camera pose estimation
in [25, 61], which used a convolutional neural network to
directly regress the camera pose [19]. Lately, convolutional
networks have also been applied to relative camera pose
estimation in [1, 13, 27, 37]. Despite the convenience of end-
to-end regression, deep regressors [53] still perform worse
than geometric methods and require training data collection
and labeling for each new scene. Therefore, they are not well
suited for static camera tasks, which is the focus of this work.
Recently, Wide-Baseline [62] and UncaliPose [60] jointly
solve the camera pose along with other perception tasks
like tracking or human pose estimation by matching humans
across views to obtain correspondences. MVD-HPE also
follows a similar strategy to jointly reason about the camera
positions and human poses but first introduces a scheme for

using RGBD data for this task. Recently, OG-Net [68] used
3D features for re-ID using meshes constructed using syn-
thetic colored point clouds. Similarly, in the context of this
work, since we have the depth information that can be trans-
formed into colored point clouds, we leverage [68] as our
re-ID feature extractor in MVD-HPE for the generalization.

3. Method
3.1. Overview

Given multi-view RGBD images, we aim to estimate 3D
human poses. Specifically, we have V' views which give
us RGB images X = {z,}Y_;, where z, € RF*W>3 and
depth images Z = {z,}V_;, where z, € RZ*W>1 for each
time stamp. Let K be the number of humans in the scene, we
aim to reconstruct the 3D poses { P, }5X_,, where P, € R7*3
and each human has J body key points.

The overview of our proposed method is presented in
Figure 2. Our approach consists of four steps which in-
clude a) 2D human pose estimation, b) colored point cloud
feature extraction, c) depth-guided camera pose estimation,
and d) depth-constrained triangulation. In step (a), we de-
tect bounding boxes and 2D poses from each view by using
YOLOV3 [48] and HRNet [54]). For step (b), we use the
3D Re-ID model [68] to extract 3D visual features from the
RGBD images per detected bounding box. These features
are then used to cluster (Sec. 3.2) humans, where each clus-
ter represents cross-view correspondences of human body
key points. For step (c), we perform camera pose estimation
using these cross-view correspondences, where we leverage
geometry constraints along with depth information as reg-
ularization (Sec. 3.3). For step (d), we recover 3D human
poses by triangulation using the predicted camera poses; ad-
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Figure 4. Illustration of the rigid transformation (a rotation matrix
R and a up-to-scale translation ¢) can be resolved between two sets
of 3D points. Not all of the 2D body key points can have depth
measurements for 3D projected points.

ditionally, we use depth consistency between the estimated
key points and point cloud depth to refine our 3D pose esti-
mates (Sec. 3.4).

3.2. Cross-View Matching with 3D Feature

In order to jointly perform camera pose estimation and 3D
pose estimation using triangulation, we not only need initial
2D key points but also their cross-view correspondences.

Following [14, 16, 32, 60], we detect 2D body key points
across all camera views usingYOLOvV3 [48] for bounding
box detection and HRNet [54] for top-down pose estimation.
Note, as each depth camera may only observe N,, humans,
where v < V is the camera index and N, < K. As aresult,
we only have N, body key points {pv,n})}/’:]\{fnzl where
Pon € RTX2,

To obtain cross-view body key point correspondences,
we leverage a pretrained person re-identification model to
extract features from each detected bounding box. While we
acknowledge that re-ID models are invariant to illumination
and viewpoint changes but most of them [14, 60, 62] are
trained on massive image datasets and are not designed to ex-
ploit rich depth information from the RGBD images. For this
reason, we leverage the recent 3D re-ID model [68] trained
on 3D colored point clouds obtained from synthetic meshes.
The 3D re-ID model takes the RGBD information from the
2D bounding box as input and produces a one-dimensional
feature vector as illustrated in Figure 3. We denote these 3D

V,N,
appearance features as { fy,n },1",—1 Where f, , € R?12

Next, we cluster these features from all the views into K
groups {C*|C* € R?12}E | as follows:

vV N, K
min E E E
c,w
=1

v=1n=1k=1

g

v (Lfom = CH3)

K
s.t. Zwﬁn =1,w}, €{0,1}
k=1

(each feature is only assigned to one cluster)

(the maximum number of features within one cluster)

Ny
w’j_’n <1
n=1
(same view constraint of features within one cluster)
(1)
where wﬁn is the assignment to the identity k. We solve

this optimization problem using the E-M algorithm [39]. For
each iteration, the clusters {CF|CF € R5*2} K are updated
as:

v N k
o1 2ono1 Wy o fun

. |4 N, k
EV . ZNvl wk if Zv:l Zn:l wv,n >0
v= n=1Wy,n
k

Cy otherwise.

ko _
C’t+1 -

2)

Finally, the body key points cross-view correspondences
can be obtained from each cluster as {p, x }L/:Ii w—1 Where
Pk € {R7*2 null} and p, ;, = null indicates no matched
k person in v view. Specifically, the correspondences can be
formulated as the tuple (p; x,p;,x) given ¢ # j, and both key
points are not from null space.

3.3. Depth-guided Camera Pose Estimation

In order to estimate the camera pose for each RGBD camera,
we directly exploit the traditional eight-point algorithm [22]
to produce the essential matrix F 4p from camera A to cam-
era B. The essential matrix also provides the relative extrin-
sics: rotation R 4p and up-to-scale (denoting «) translation
tap. The scale o can be estimated if we know the dis-
tance between the two cameras. However, since the previous
work [60] for uncalibrated 3D pose estimation solely relies
on the RGB feature correspondences for camera pose estima-
tion, it suffers from depth inconsistencies. Toward this end,
we propose to leverage the additional depth information to
guide the camera pose estimation as an additional constraint
during optimization.

Specifically, given the correspondences between two
views: {(pi ks pj ) |Pik, ik & {null}}_ |, we estimate
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Figure 5. Illustration of (a) projected 3D key points from depths
and (b) triangulation from the constrained objective.

the essential matrix £;; by minimizing ming A - vg- , where

Vg- € R denotes the flattened 3x3 matrix E;; and A indi-
cates the coefficients for each correspondent equation (see
eight-point algorithm [22]). This equation can be solved lin-
early using singular value decomposition (SVD) and takes
the last column of the conjugate transpose matrix of the
V matrix in SVD. To leverage the depth information, we
formulate the 3D point correspondences with depths as:
{(Pi,k7 Pj,k)|Pi,k:7 Pj,k: ¢ {null}}f:l where Pi,k: e RIx3
(more details in the supplemental). The 3D points can be
null if there are no measured depths for some joints. If the
derived extrinsic from the essential matrix is correct, the ro-
tation matrix R;; and the translation ¢;; need to be matched
with the rigid transformation R}, ¢}, between P; . and P; »
as shown in Figure 4. While the translation is up-to-scale,
we can still apply the angle constraint between rotation ma-
trices and formulate the complete objective to compute the
essential matrix as follows:

JxK
min A - vE +cos™ (tr(Ri; - RF)/2—-05) = Y w,
;2w
s=1
s.t. ||v5|| =1 (norm to be unit)

ws € {0,1}

(selected correspondence pairs among .J * K pairs)
where R;; = Decompose R from E (E)

RI=vuT”

by [U,S,T]=SVD(

(P — centroidp, , )(Pjr — centroidp, ,))

(multiply 3rd column of V by -1 if det(R) < 0

where the centroid indicates the mean)

3)

We aim to utilize the maximum number of correct corre-
spondences to solve the objective and compute the essential
matrix. By solving the above objective, we obtain the camera
extrinsics for all pairs of cameras: M;; = [R;;|t;;].

3.4. Depth-constrained 3D Human Pose Optimiza-
tion

To obtain the 3D human poses, we perform triangulation
on each pair of 2D point correspondences {(p; k, Pj.k)  rey
with the computed camera matrices from the previous step.
Additionally, to filter out the noisy 3D estimates, we impose
constraints using the human body prior [6] like constant bone
length and left-right symmetry. However, these priors are
not capable of fixing the initial triangulation errors due to
incorrect cross-view correspondences.

To mitigate this issue, we leverage the depth information
from each 2D correspondence and formulate the 3D point
correspondences with depths as {(P; x, P} )}, Where
P} . is the transformed 3D points from P; x, using camera ex-
trinsics M;, as shown in Figure 5(a). The reconstructed

3D joints P,gw ) need to be close to both the 3D points
(Pi,k, Pj ;) if measured depth exists. Since the 3D points
generated from depths can also induce additional errors, we
take the average of those projected 3D depth points whose
distance from the triangulated points is below a threshold.
Our depth-constrained triangulation objective is as follows:

J

P(ggin Z(A . Plgfc’lj)

k,d Wkd g=1
.. .]
+wpa- 1P — PR = wia
= S

st.wg,q € {0,1}  (selected depth points
and wy, ¢ = 0 if Pkdfipth does not exist)

where PIP"" = mean((P, s, Pjy))

d indicates the index of the body joint. After obtaining all
the candidates of the 3D joints using our revised objective
for triangulation, we can either further apply the 3D pictorial
structure prior to selecting the best point or take the average
of the candidate’s joints, as shown in Figure 5(b).

4. Experiments

4.1. Dataset

In order to evaluate our proposed method MVD-HPE for
uncalibrated 3D human pose estimation, we collected data
using multiple depth cameras (Microsoft Kinect) on three
sites: 1) Office, 2) Garage, and 3) Classroom, as displayed
in Figure 6. Each set of videos contains around 10k frames
in total. We use the April tag [43] and iterative closest point
(ICP) [11] for ground-truth camera poses. Office videos
were recorded in a cluttered environment with four people
walking in the area with four cameras. Garage videos were
recorded in an open garage with four people walking in the
area and one fake person (doll) standing around along with
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Figure 6. Overview of the collected dataset. We collected the data in three sites, including (a) office, (b) garage, and (c) classroom. The

RGB images are downsampled, and the human faces are anonymized.

four cameras. Classroom videos were recorded indoors in a
conference room with five people walking around the area
with six cameras. We manually annotate 200 frames with
3D ground truth poses from each site for evaluation. For
data collection, we followed the standard guidelines from the
IRB and obtained signed consent from all the participants
for data release.

4.2. Evaluation details

For camera pose estimation, we report average angle error
for rotation (°) and translation error (mm) between ground
truth and predicted camera poses across 1" frames as the
metric score. For 3D human pose estimation, we follow
the same evaluation protocols as previous works [14, 60]
and report the percentage of correctly estimated parts (PCP)
to measure the accuracy of the predicted 3D poses. For
each video set, we pre-select four actors for evaluation. The
"Classroom" set has five people, and we only choose four
for evaluation. For a fair comparison, we reproduce all the
prior art on our dataset.

4.3. Results

Camera pose estimation. We compare proposed MVD-
HPE primarily with two baselines: Wide-Baseline [62] and
UncaliPose [60] for camera calibration. For completeness,
we also compare MVD-HPE against two geometrical base-
lines: 1) use SIFT [33] feature or 2) SuperPoint [12] as
the descriptor, and match the key points across cameras us-

ing Brute-Force Matching (BFM) [24]. Since we have 3D
point clouds from each depth camera, we can use iterative
closest point (ICP) [11] to improve all the mentioned base-
lines further. Table | reports camera pose errors in both
rotation and translation. Interestingly, we observe that the
traditional baselines like SIFT [33] or SuperPoint [12] per-
form poorly on sparse multi-depth cameras as the cross-view
correspondences are extremely noisy due to limited 3D cov-
erage and background clutter - this observation is consistent
with [62]. Compared to Wide-Baseline [62] and Uncali-
Pose [60], MVD-HPE w/o depth-guide, which leverages
3D re-ID features, exhibits superior performance. Implying
that 3D representations are well suited for discriminative
tasks like cross-view re-ID compared to image-only rep-
resentations. Furthermore, our proposed full-system, i.e.,
MVD-HPE with depth-guided camera pose estimation, sig-
nificantly improves the average error by 74 mm and 0.83°
compared to the prior art. We also report the performance
with “idea matches” in step B: cross-view matching to ablate
the errors brought by clustering.

3D human pose estimation. We compare MVD-HPE
against baselines using both calibrated ([3, 14, 16]) and un-
calibrated ([60]) cameras in Table 2. Compared to Dong et
al. [14], Ershadi et al. [16], and Belagiannis et al. [3] which
use calibrated cameras to predict 3D human poses, MVD-
HPE with calibrated cameras produces superior results. This
implies that our proposed depth constraint is able to recon-



Table 1. The results and comparisons of camera pose estimation. We report the camera position (mm) and orientation angle (°) errors
for the predicted camera poses. For each dataset, we report the mean position and orientation errors of all cameras among the geometric
methods (first big row), current methods (second big row), and our approaches (third big row).

Method

Camera pose error (mm, °) |

Office

Garage

Classroom

Mean |

SIFT [33] + BFM [24] 4346mm, 53.77° | 6024mm,37.18° | 7037mm,45.34° | 5802mm, 45.43°
SuperPoint [12] + BFM [24] 3021mm, 44.93° | 4761mm, 53.42° | 4491mm, 52.38° | 4091mm, 50.24°
Wide-Baseline [62] 586mm, 2.41° 540mm, 2.28° 511mm, 1.97° 546mm, 2.22°
Wide-Baseline [62] + ICP [11] 421mm, 2.21° 376mm, 1.54° 439mm, 1.66° 412mm, 1.80°
UncaliPose [60] 397mm, 1.91° 422mm, 1.78° 451mm, 2.64° 423mm, 2.11°
UncaliPose [60] + ICP [11] 335mm, 1.23° 278mm, 0.89° 318mm, 1.97° 310mm, 1.36°
MVD-HPE w/o depth-guide 365mm, 1.78° 390mm, 1.28° 430mm, 2.13° 395mm, 1.73°
MVD-HPE w/o depth-guide (ideal matches) 285mm,, 0.91° 325mm, 1.25° 382m, 1.79° 330mm, 1.31°
MVD-HPE w/o depth-guide + ICP [11] 294mm, 0.88° 282mm, 0.77° 321mm, 1.25° 299mm, 0.97°
MVD-HPE (Ours) 172mm, 1.24° 232mm,, 1.45° 180mm, 1.12° 194mm, 1.27°
MVD-HPE (ideal matches) 142mm, 0.75° 209mm, 1.07° 165mm, 1.15° 172mm;, 0.99°
MVD-HPE + ICP [11] (Ours) 135mm, 0.79° 118mm, 0.27° 156mm, 0.55° 136mm, 0.53°

Table 2. Comparisons on our collected datasets: Office, Garage, and Classroom. The reported numbers are PCP values. The number in

bold indicates the best results.

Office ‘ Camera Pose ‘ Actor 1  Actor2 Actor3 Actor4 | Average T
Belagiannis et al. [3] v 85.2 77.1 75.2 71.9 77.4
Ershadi et al. [16] v 88.4 80.1 79.5 77.3 81.3
Dong et al. [14] v 94.1 95.5 93.7 94.0 94.3
UncaliPose [60] - 96.5 93.1 94.2 93.3 943
MVD-HPE (Ours) - 98.2 96.8 98.2 95.9 97.3
MVD-HPE (Ours) v 99.5 97.1 98.9 96.2 97.9

Garage ‘ Camera Pose ‘ Actor 1  Actor2 Actor3 Actor4 ‘ Average 1
Belagiannis et al. [3] v 74.4 84.3 85.2 81.6 81.4
Ershadi et al. [16] v 84.1 89.2 89.5 87.3 87.5
Dong et al. [14] v 924 934 94.6 94.9 93.8
UncaliPose [60] - 94.7 95.1 94.8 952 95.0
MVD-HPE (Ours) - 97.1 96.2 96.9 96.5 96.7
MVD-HPE (Ours) v 98.1 97.5 974 971 97.5

Classroom ‘ Camera Pose ‘ Actor 1  Actor2 Actor3 Actor4 | Average T
Belagiannis et al. [3] v 80.5 73.1 80.7 77.1 77.9
Ershadi et al. [16] v 86.4 79.5 87.7 84.7 84.6
Dong et al. [14] v 93.5 92.7 94.2 93.1 934
UncaliPose [60] - 94.8 91.0 94.9 92.8 93.4
MVD-HPE (Ours) - 91.7 96.2 98.9 96.0 972
MVD-HPE (Ours) v 98.4 96.9 99.4 97.3 98.0

struct 3D poses even with sparse views accurately. Next,
when cameras are uncalibrated, MVD-HPE still achieves
state-of-the-art results compared to previous methods. Note
the performance gap (around 1%) between using calibrated
versus uncalibrated cameras is indicative of errors induced

in the camera pose estimation step. In addition, we also visu-
alized one example of the comparison with UncaliPose [60]
in Figure 7. Even though some of the humans are outside the
center capturing area, our approach still produces the correct
3D poses given sparse cameras.



Table 3. Ablation studies on 3D human pose estimation for depth-constrained triangulation (second big row) and depth-guided pose

estimation (third big row). The reported numbers are PCP values.

Classroom ‘ Camera Pose ‘ Actor 1  Actor2 Actor3 Actor4 ‘ Average T
MVD-HPE (Ours) \ - | 977 96.2 98.9 96.0 | 972
MVD-HPE (naive triangulation) - 95.4 92.6 95.2 93.7 94.2
MYVD-HPE (naive triangulation) v 95.9 92.8 96.0 94.1 94.7
MVD-HPE (wy,q = 1 if exist) - 90.1 85.2 90.4 89.5 88.8
MVD-HPE (wy,q = 1 if exist) v 90.2 85.6 90.9 90.3 89.3
MVD-HPE (w/o depth) - 96.9 95.8 97.7 95.3 96.4
MVD-HPE (w/o ICP) - 95.9 95.1 97.0 94.8 95.7
MVD-HPE (w/o depth & ICP) - 95.3 94.7 96.3 94.5 95.2
MVD-HPE (Ours) w/ 5 cameras - 97.1 95.7 98.4 954 96.7
MVD-HPE (Ours) w/ 4 cameras - 96.4 95.1 97.6 94.8 96.0
MVD-HPE (Ours) w/ 3 cameras - 94.5 93.3 96.1 93.8 94.4
MVD-HPE (Ours) w/ 2 cameras - 90.1 89.2 93.5 88.6 90.4

(b) UncaliPose

(a) Ground Truth (c) Ours

Figure 7. Qualitative comparison of uncalibrated 3D human pose
estimation on the Garage video sets. We compare our approach
with UncaliPose [60].

4.4. Ablation Studies

In this section, we perform studies to highlight the contri-
butions of each objective in our proposed method; refer to
Table 3.

Depth-constrained 3D human pose optimization. In our
ablations, first, we evaluate variants of MVD-HPE with naive
triangulation ("naive triangulation only") and using all depth
projected 3D points ("wi,q = 1") in the second section
of Table 3. We show that compared to naive triangulation,
our proposed objective with depth regularization showcases
significant improvement in performance. Importantly, since
the depth measurements from RGBD cameras can be very
noisy (see Figure 5 (a)), simply using all the 3D projected
points can result in inferior performance compared with
naive triangulation.

Depth-guided pose estimation for 3D human pose. To
assess the effectiveness of each component in our proposed
depth-guided camera pose estimation, we ablate MVD-HPE
with depth guidance and ICP excluded in the third section
of Table 3. Our results highlight the importance of using
3D depth constraints during human pose estimation from

limited views. The 3D pose estimates are refined further by
using registration by ICP. Additionally, we also conclude
that incorrect camera poses result in a major drop in 3D
human pose estimation performance.

Number of cameras. To further assess the effectiveness
of our proposed MVD-HPE for tackling the challenge of
using fewer cameras, we conduct ablation studies on the
number of cameras; the results are presented in the fourth
section of Table 3. We can observe that our model achieves
comparable performance as UncaliPose [60] (which uses six
cameras) with only three depth cameras. This demonstrates
that leveraging few depths (RGBD), cameras can potentially
generate comparable 3D human poses than using more RGB
cameras.

5. Conclusions

We tackle the problem of multi-person 3D pose estimation
from limited RGBD cameras. The key challenge in this is as-
sociating key points across camera views and localizing them
in 3D. In this regard, we proposed a regression-free method,
MVD-HPE, to predict accurate 3D poses from sparse multi-
view depth videos. We design MVD-HPE to work with
uncalibrated cameras and generalize across 3D scenes. We
utilize 3D Re-ID appearance features from RGBD images to
obtain cross-view correspondences. We show that our pro-
posed 1) depth-guided camera-pose estimation and 2) depth-
constrained 3D human pose estimation using depth-projected
3D points effectively jointly predicts camera poses and 3D
poses. We validate MVD-HPE under diverse conditions by
constructing a dataset containing RGBD videos obtained
from a few depth cameras. Our results show that MVD-
HPE outperforms existing state-of-the-art 3D regression-free
methods across various camera settings and human activities.
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A. Appendix
A.1. Theory of projected 3D points from depths

Here we provide more details regarding the basic geometry
of projecting 2D body key points to 3D with depth. We first
denote the intrinsics K. and K  for the RGB camera and
depth camera, respectively. We can also denote the input
RGB image as I,.45 € RPexwex3 and the depth image as
I; € RMaxwax1 For each 2D pixel (z4,y4) in I; we can
derive the coordinate of point cloud in 3D as (Xg, Y4, Zg):

Xyg Td
Yy | =Li(z,y) - K;' - |ya
Zq 1
1/ fed 0 —Cad/ fzd zq
=Iq(xq,ya)- | O 1/ fya —cya/fya Yd
0 0 1 1
(5)

, where f indicates the focal length and the ¢ indicates cam-
era center. However, the detected 2D key points with the
human pose detectors are in the RGB image I,.4;. Hence,
we will need to generate the transformed depth image
I, € Rhexwexl a5 the same size of height and width as

Irgb:

e );d X.

Ye =a-K.- [Rdc Tdc} ¢ =a-K.-|Y,
Z4

1 1 Ze

, where R,4. and T, indicate the transformation between
depth camera and rgb camera, and « indicates the scale for
the transformation to the 2D projective vector space. We can
then have I/, (z., y.) = Z. if there is a depth pixel mapped
to the RGB pixel. Otherwise, I/;(z.,y.) = 0 indicates no
measure depth points. Hence, we can get the projected 3D
points P € R7*3 from each 2D skeleton p € R7*? using:

Xe Zc
Yo | = I;i(mcvyc) : Kgl | Ye
Z. 1
1/f:z:c 0 _cz/fzc Te
= I&(l’d,yd) : 0 1/fyc _Cy/fyc Ye
0 0 1 1
(6)

A.2. Implementation Details

Datasets. All of the video sets (office, garage, and class-
room) are recorded by Microsoft Azure Kinect devices with
audio cables plugged in to make them synchronized. The

12

resolution of RGB cameras is 1280 x 720 (720p) while the
resolution of depth cameras is 576 x 480. The Kinect pro-
vides distortion factors as well as the intrinsics. Hence, we
undistort all of the RGB and depth images in advance. The
depth meter uses millimeter for the depth maps recorded
with Kinect thus we use the millimeter as the scale in the
experiments.

Pipeline. We first detect 2D body key points across all
camera views using YOLOV3 [48] for bounding box detec-
tion and HRNet [54] for top-down pose estimation. We
utilize the pre-trained weights provided by HRNet[54]:
"pose_hrnet_w48_384x288.pth" to obtain the 2D poses.
While there are J = 17 key points in the 2D poses, we
removed the four key points including ears and noses for sim-
plicity and ended up with J = 13 key points. The cropped
RGBD format is obtained using the theory in Sec. A.1 by
first obtaining the transformed depth image, which is the
same size as the RGB image. The RGBD image can be trans-
formed into colored point clouds ((x, y, 2,7, g, b)) using the
same theory in Sec. A.1. We can then use the pre-trained OG-
Net [68] to derive the feature with dimension 512 for each
cropped RGBD image. The equation | employs constrained
K-Means to resolve. equation 3 and equation 4 employ gra-
dient descent to minimize the objective while grid-searching
for the best w in both of the equations. We use the threshold
of 0.01 and 10 for the objective of equation 3 and equation 4
respectively for searching the maximum Y w. All of the
experiments are run on a single Nvidia 2080 Ti GPU

A.3. More qualitative results

We now present more qualitative results and comparisons
here due to the limited space in the main paper.

Camera pose estimation. We compare our approach with
Wide-Baseline [62] and UncaliPose [60] and present the
results in Figure 8, Figure 9, and Figure 10. We can ob-
serve that our approach achieves the best alignment with the
ground truth camera poses. Compared with UncaliPose [60]
which achieves the comparable with RGB-only feature, our
model leveraging 3D features and depth information pro-
duces closer camera poses.

3D Human pose estimation. We present the qualitative re-
sults of uncalibrated 3D human pose estimation and compare
with UncaliPose [60] in Figure 11, Figure 12, and Figure 13.
We can observe that even though UncaliPose [60] achieves
comparable camera pose predictions to our method, the re-
constructed 3D skeletons are still inferior due to lacking 3D
guidance with depth information.
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Figure 10. Qualitative comparison of camera pose estimation on the Classroom video sets. We compare our approach with Wide-
Baseline [62] and UncaliPose [60].

A.4. Broader Impacts dimensions with higher accuracy and precision. This has

facilitated more comprehensive assessments of gait patterns,
The emergence and advancement of multi-view 3D human posture, and joint movements, leading to improved diagnosis
pose estimation technology have had a profound social im-

and treatment planning for conditions such as musculoskele-
pact across various domains. One notable area is in health- tal disorders and neurological impairments. Moreover, in the
care, where this technology has revolutionized motion anal- field of sports and athletics, multi-view 3D human pose esti-
ysis and biomechanics research. By combining data from mation has transformed training and performance analysis.
multiple camera views, multi-view 3D pose estimation sys-

Coaches and athletes can capture and synchronize move-
tems can reconstruct and analyze human movements in three
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Figure 13. Qualitative comparison of uncalibrated 3D human pose estimation on the Classroom video sets. We compare our approach with
UncaliPose [60].

ments from different angles, providing a holistic view of tions to healthcare, sports, computer vision, and entertain-
technique, form, and coordination. This allows for targeted ment, positively impacting individuals’ lives, promoting in-
interventions, personalized training programs, and objective novation, and pushing the boundaries of human movement
performance evaluations, ultimately enhancing athletic per- analysis. We believe our approach leveraging depth or Lidar
formance and reducing the risk of injuries. Furthermore, the (in the future) can have more impactful to these societies.
application of multi-view 3D human pose estimation extends

to the field of computer vision and augmented reality. It A.5. Limitations

enables realistic virtual avatars, immersive telepresence, and

interactive virtual experiences, enhancing communication, While multi-view 3D pose estimation with depth cameras
entertainment, and creative expression. Overall, multi-view offers numerous advantages, it also comes with certain lim-
3D human pose estimation has made significant contribu- itations. One key limitation is the reliance on line-of-sight

visibility between the depth cameras and the subject being
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tracked. Obstacles such as furniture, walls, or other peo-
ple can obstruct the view and result in occlusions, leading
to incomplete or inaccurate pose estimations. Additionally,
the performance of depth cameras can be affected by envi-
ronmental factors such as lighting conditions, reflections,
or interference from other devices operating in the same
frequency range. These factors can introduce noise and
artifacts in the depth data, compromising the accuracy of
the pose estimation. Furthermore, the setup and calibration
of multiple depth cameras for multi-view capture can be
complex and time-consuming, requiring careful alignment
and synchronization. Any errors in the calibration process
can adversely impact the accuracy of the resulting 3D pose
estimations. Another limitation lies in the computational
demands of processing data from multiple-depth cameras
in real time. The fusion and synchronization of data from
multiple views require substantial computational resources,
making it challenging to achieve real-time performance in
certain scenarios. Despite these limitations, ongoing ad-
vancements in depth sensing technology, computer vision
algorithms, and calibration techniques hold the promise of
mitigating these challenges and improving the accuracy and
usability of multi-view 3D pose estimation with depth cam-
eras.

A.6. Dataset regarding human subjects

We follow the rules of IRB and have the consent (signed by
them) from the participants in the data collection for each of
the video sets:

Procedures. The data collection procedure involves one
or multiple participants in a data capture. This will take
place in our conference room or our private office. You (the
participant) will be asked to perform a task like walking,
sitting, and standing within the capture zone. We will record
the movements and body poses with multiple third-person
depth cameras. THESE VIDEOS WILL CONTAIN IDEN-
TIFIABLE FEATURES OF YOU (the participant). The data
collection will be approximately 30 minutes.

Participant Requirements. Participants must be at least
18 and need to be able to walk, be able to stand, and be able
to sit for 30 mins.

More details of the consent form will be provided as
supplementary files upon the camera-ready submission.
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Besides the datasets in the main paper, we also have more
challenging frames with people having interactions using
our classroom V2 with 8 cameras. The dataset simulates two
to three groups of people chatting with each other and have
7 sets each with 1000 frames (ending up with 7000 frames).
We manually labeled 100 frames per set for evaluation and
present the results in Table 4. We presented two examples of
people with interactions in Figure 14.



Table 4. Comparisons on our collected datasets: Classroom v2. The reported numbers are PCP values. The number in bold indicates the
best results.

Classroom v2 ‘ Camera Pose ‘ Actor 1  Actor2 Actor3 Actor4 | Average T
Belagiannis et al. [3] v 81.4 80.6 75.7 83.2 80.2
Ershadi et al. [16] v 83.5 82.1 71.7 84.5 82.0
Dong et al. [14] v 90.1 91.2 86.7 93.1 90.3
UncaliPose [60] - 90.5 90.7 88.9 93.8 91.0

MVD-HPE (Ours) - 922 91.5 89.8 94.2 91.9
MVD-HPE (Ours) 94.2 93.9 91.5 9.1 93.4
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Figure 14. Qualitative example of 3D uncalibrated pose estimation with 8§ cameras.
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