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ABSTRACT
Satellite-based street-view information extraction by cross-view
matching refers to a task that extracts the location and orientation
information of a given street-view image query by using one or
multiple geo-referenced satellite images. Recent work has initiated
a new research direction to find accurate information within a local
area covered by one satellite image centered at a location prior (e.g.,
fromGPS). It can be used as a standalone solution or complementary
step following a large-scale search with multiple satellite candi-
dates. However, these existing works require an accurate initial
orientation (angle) prior (e.g., from IMU) and/or do not efficiently
search through all possible poses. To allow efficient search and to
give accurate prediction regardless of the existence or the accuracy
of the angle prior, we present PetalView extractors with multi-scale
search. The PetalView extractors give semantically meaningful
features that are equivalent across two drastically different views,
and the multi-scale search strategy efficiently inspects the satellite
image from coarse to fine granularity to provide sub-meter and sub-
degree precision extraction. Moreover, when an angle prior is given,
we propose a learnable prior angle mixer to utilize this information.
Our method obtains the best performance on the VIGOR dataset
and successfully improves the performance on KITTI dataset test 1
set with the recall within 1 meter (r@1m) for location estimation
to 68.88% and recall within 1 degree (r@1◦) 21.10% when no angle
prior is available, and with angle prior achieves stable estimations
at r@1m and r@1◦ above 70% and 21%, up to a 40◦ noise level.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Computing methodologies→ Scene understanding; • Informa-
tion systems→ Information extraction; Image search.

KEYWORDS
Cross-view Matching; Camera Orientation Estimation; Street-view
Imagery; Satellite Imagery; Geo-localization
∗Work was done while at National University of Singapore.
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Figure 1: PetalView in multi-scale search. Blue arrow: pre-
dicted direction & location, brown arrow: ground-truth,
blue cross: search anchors. PetalView features are extracted
through all levels from the two views, and they are matched
to find the optimal location and orientation.

1 INTRODUCTION
Street-view images are used in many downstream computer vision
tasks to extract information in a wide range of applications, e.g.,
for autonomous driving [10, 13, 17], urban management [5, 18, 31,
32], map making [2, 24], trajectory tracking [21]. However, not all
street-view images are collected with accurate location/orientation
information due to 1) a lack of additional devices (e.g., GPS, IMU)
and 2) acquisition errors caused by poor sensor estimations. Hence,
finding/improving accurate location and orientation information
of street-view images becomes a critical problem.

To solve this issue, satellite imagery is used as an alternative
source to extract coarse/fine-grained location/orientation informa-
tion of the street-view images via cross-view matching. Existing
studies [8, 9, 26, 27, 34, 37, 38] work on the large-scale search to find
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the best-matched satellite candidate from a large pool of satellite
images for a query street-view image. The center location of the
satellite image is recognized as the location of the street-view image,
which is referenced as the image retrieval-based geo-localization.
On top of this, a few papers [9, 40] work on fine-grained orientation
extraction or sub-image location extraction when the orientation of
the street-view image is known. However, it is still difficult to solve
both challenges in large-scale search effectively and simultaneously
due to the complexity of the problem and enormous 3D search
space (2D for location + 1D for azimuth orientation).

The reasons for investigating fine-grained orientation and loca-
tion prediction in local-scale search within one reference satellite
image are twofold: 1) it is a standalone solution to refine the lo-
cation and orientation information when a prior location in other
modalities is given (e.g., GPS, text tags), and 2) it can be used as a
complementary step following a large-scale search. Recent work
LM [25] initiates the research in this direction to find the fine-
grained location of the street-view image within one reference
satellite image and refines the orientation when the angle noise
level is within a small perturbation range. The proposed method,
which leverages the Levenberg-Marquardt (LM) algorithm, requires
a reasonable initial guess, i.e., it only works well when the prior
angle is available and not too far from the ground truth. Most of the
time having such accurate orientation prior is not feasible. Hence,
we aim to provide a generic solution without using an angle prior.

Inspired by prior work, our study extends this direction with the
goal to 1) expand the use cases to allow prediction without angle
prior and provide stable performance regardless of the existence
or accuracy of the prior angle information, 2) broaden the search
space and improve the extraction precision with limited feature
queries to provide efficient search and finer-grained results.

To achieve this goal, we propose a novel PetalView representa-
tion that structures and limits the accessible information of queries
from street-view and satellite search anchors, and a dynamic multi-
scale search strategy to improve the result precision to sub-meter
and sub-degree levels with limited queries. Figure 1 shows the con-
ceptual illustration of the PetalView representation and multi-scale
search strategy. To boost the finer-grained search, we propose to
extract the PetalView feature, comprising multiple petals, which are
defined based on viewing angles. Furthermore, each petal contains
information dissected into different zones by distance. Each anchor
in the satellite view has limited access to pixels of the image fea-
ture map based on the relative distance and angle direction. Paired
with the multi-scale search strategy, which uses the best-matched
anchor as the search center for the next level search and dynam-
ically deploys finer grids. We enable pixel-level search precision
in the feature space without an exhaustive search at every pixel in
the extracted feature maps. Our method achieves higher and more
stable overall performance through different use cases. The main
contributions of the work lie in the following aspects:

• Propose a PetalView network for extracting semantic-meaningful
PetalView features from street and satellite views that are equiv-
alent and can be directly used for cross-view matching.

• Develop a multi-scale search strategy to dynamically refine the
search area from coarse to fine, and an associated batch-wise
early stopping training method.

• Present a learnable prior angle mixer, which learns how to fuse
the angle prior in other modalities into the similarity-based orig-
ination estimation curve to guide the final outcome.

• Conduct extensive experiments and ablation studies. Our method
improves the location and orientation estimation to 68.88% on
r@1m and 21.10% on r@1◦ without angle prior, and gives stable
estimation at least 70% and 21% for r@1m and r@1◦ when the
angle prior contains noise up to 40◦.

2 RELATEDWORK
Large-scale cross-view search. Large-scale cross-view match-
ing refers to the process which finds the location and/or orien-
tation of a query street-view image by identifying the satellite
image candidate with the highest similarity. The input query can
be a 360◦ panorama or have a limited field of view (FOV) and
the extraction condition and outcomes can be the following: a)
image-based location retrieval with known camera pose orienta-
tion that gives the center of the matched satellite image as the
extraction result [15, 20, 22, 26, 28, 33, 37], b) image-based loca-
tion retrieval with unknown camera orientation [3, 8, 30, 36, 38],
c) image-based location retrieval and orientation extraction of the
query image [3, 9, 27, 30, 39], d) fine-grained location extraction at
sub-image level with known orientation [40]. However, as satellite
images have a large ground coverage, when the street-view im-
ages have unknown orientations, searching through every possible
pixel location and direction for fine-grained extraction becomes
extremely time-consuming and unpractical.
Local-scale cross-view search. To reduce the complexity of the
problem, we can limit the search space with prior knowledge of
location and orientation, typically from GPS and IMU readings.
Recent work LM [25] for the first time proposes the searching of
fine-grained orientation and location at degree and meter levels for
street-view image queries within only one satellite image. However,
it uses the Levenberg-Marquardt (LM) algorithm to gradually find
the correct camera pose and wrap the satellite view feature to
street view. Its nature requires a low initial noise level and cannot
handle cases where the angle prior is missing or have a large error.
MCC [35] works in this domain but focuses more on the localization,
the orientation is extracted by sending multiple rotated copies of
street-view image, which gives limited granularity and efficiency. A
concurrent work [12] proposes SliceMatch, which restricts the slice-
based feature by viewing angles. However, it has a few drawbacks:
1) the restriction is only on viewing angles without range/zone
limits, which results in descriptors that contain different amounts
of information and may create unfair comparisons for similarity-
based optimization. 2) It uses a regular flat search grid that brings a
trade-off between the computational resources and result precision.
3) The method requires information flow from the query image
to the satellite view, which means the method can only process
ad hoc. This limits the possibilities of pre-processing and usage in
large-scale search.
Birds-Eye-View transformation. Another related topic is the
transformation from street-view into Birds-Eye-View (BEV) for dif-
ferent purposes [6, 10, 13, 16, 19, 24]. Although BEV transformation
focuses on one direction from street-view to BEV, these related
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Figure 2: Earth-centric setting and ground truth generation.

studies provide transferable knowledge about the geometric rela-
tionship between the two views. Saha et al. [24] proposed a polar
ray-based process to extract the BEV road map. The main motiva-
tion is to leverage the assumption that each ray passing through
the camera location in an overhead map has a 1-to-1 corresponding
vertical scan line in the street-view image. In this work, we use
this concept to extract semantic-meaningful PetalView features
that are equivalent across views to bridge the gap between the two
drastically different views.

3 APPROACHES
3.1 Problem Setting
For local search, we define the search area within one satellite im-
age, assuming prior location information 𝑃𝑙 (𝐿𝑥 , 𝐿𝑦) is given (the
cyan dot in Figure 2a). This location prior 𝑃𝑙 is usually not accu-
rate and is away from the ground truth location GT𝑙 (GT𝑥 ,GT𝑦)
by a location shift (𝑆𝑥 , 𝑆𝑦). There may exist an angle prior 𝑃𝜃 in
the south-aligned angle error system, which is represented by the
orange arrow aligning the left edge of the street-view image and
the south direction. This angle prior 𝑃𝜃 contains estimation er-
rors and is away from the ground truth orientation GT𝜃 . Given 𝑃𝑙
with/without 𝑃𝜃 , we aim to recover GT𝑙 and GT𝜃 at the same time.

As for the dataset, GT𝑙 and GT𝜃 are given. For testing and train-
ing, the satellite image is cropped at the center at the prior 𝑃𝑙 . An
angle prior 𝑃𝜃 is an optional input, usually accompanied by a noise
range Δ𝜃 . Previous work [25] uses a car-centric setting, which ro-
tates the satellite images to align the car heading direction to the
east direction. We prefer an Earth-centric setting, which does not
rotate the satellite images, for the following reasons. a) It allows
the use cases without angle priors. b) In a car-centric setting, the
location errors are evaluated based on the camera pose, which is
unknown and cannot be fully recovered. c) An Earth-centric setting
is more generic and can be directly used for downstream tasks.

3.2 Overview of Our Method
PetalView feature extraction.We propose the PetalView repre-
sentation that provides semantically-meaningful features, giving
equivalent information across different views. The PetalView rep-
resentation dissects the information of an observation point on
the image by relative angles (petals) and distance (zones), thereby
limiting what is accessible by each observation. Figure 3 shows the
conceptual examples of the features extracted from the two views.

Images from the two views are first processed by ResUnet-based [7,
14, 23] image extractors. The resulting image features are sampled

into different sub-groups and then processed to form PetalView
features. At different levels, one PetalView feature 𝐹𝑔𝑝 is extracted
from the street-view image, while for each anchor in the satellite
reference image one PetalView feature 𝐹𝑠𝑝 is extracted, forming
a set of 𝑁anchor PetalView features. The details of sampling and
processing are explained in Section 3.3.
Multi-scale search. We propose a multi-scale search strategy that
greatly reduces the number of queries on the satellite image feature
map. The top-right of Figure 3 shows the zoom-in from level 0 to
level 1. At each search level, the search area is regularly divided
into patches and an anchor is assigned to each patch. For every
level, the optimal anchor and corresponding patch are used as the
new search center and search area for the next level. New anchors
are dynamically assigned until the patch size is reduced to one pixel
in the feature space, and the last level only searches in the closeby
neighborhood. To achieve pixel-level precision, given an initial
search area with size [𝑁 × 𝑁 ] and a grid size 𝑁𝑠 × 𝑁𝑠 , the number
of queries on the satellite image is reduced from O(𝑁 2) to less than
O(𝑁 2

𝑠 ⌊log𝑁𝑠
(𝑁 ) + 1⌋). To complement this strategy in training, we

define batch-wise early-stopping to dynamically control the depth
of the search levels. The details are given in Section 3.4.
MatchMaker with prior angle mixer. To extract the location and
orientation after getting the PetalView features, the MatchMaker
rotates the street-view feature over the satellite features for all
anchors and finds the best-matched orientation which gives the
highest similarity score for each anchor with sub-angle-bin preci-
sion. When an angle prior 𝑃𝜃 is given, the MatchMaker dynamically
learns a weighted prior Gaussian-based curve that fuses the prior
angle information on the calculated similarity curve to guide the
search for optimal orientation for each anchor. After extracting the
optimal orientation and similarity score for each anchor {𝜙𝑁anchor }
at the given level, we found the sub-anchor position for the location
extraction at that level with the highest similarity score after inter-
polation. The orientation of best-matched anchors is used as the
extracted final orientation. The details are introduced in Section 3.5.

3.3 PetalView Feature Extraction
After obtaining the image features 𝐹𝑠 and 𝐹𝑔 from satellite and street
view, we extract semantically-equivalent PetalView features from
both branches. Figure 3 demonstrates the structure of PetalView
feature. Each petal of the feature represents a slice of viewing
angle 𝜃𝑎 from the observation points, which are the anchors in
the satellite view and camera location for the street-view. To make
representations richer, we leverage the distance to observation
points to dissect the information into 𝑁𝑧 different zones for finer
details. Each PetalView feature 𝐹𝑝 learns representations centered
at the observation points, containing feature with a dimension of
[𝑁𝑎,𝐶, 𝑁𝑧], where 𝐶 is the depth of the feature map, 𝑁𝑧 is the
number of zones and 𝑁𝑎 (𝑁 𝑠𝑎=360◦/𝜃𝑎 or 𝑁𝑔𝑎 = FOV/𝜃𝑎) is the
number of angle bins (slices). As the images from the two views
are taken from drastically different perspectives, we define the
following processes to extract the semantic-equivalent PetalView
features from both views.

3.3.1 Street-view PetalView feature extractor. Following the as-
sumption of [24], each column of a street-view image has a 1-to-1
correspondence polar ray in the satellite imagery over the camera
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center based on the slices of the viewing angle. Hence, to match
each viewing angle span into the corresponding petals, we divide
the street-view feature into sub-groups with nearby columns as a
sampling pre-processing. For street-view processes, the difficulty is
to get the zoning cues in the PetalView feature. Without using the
depth information/estimator, we propose a transformer-based [29]
HeightAngle processor to gather the zone-based feature for each
petal. Formally, given street-view image feature 𝐹𝑔 ∈ R𝐶×𝐻×𝑊 ,
the image feature is rearranged based on the required viewing span
𝐹 ′𝑔 ∈ R𝑁

𝑔
𝑎 ×𝐶×𝐻×𝑤𝑎 , where 𝑁𝑔𝑎 =𝑊 /𝑤𝑎 and 𝑤𝑎 is the equivalent

number of columns for the viewing span 𝜃𝑎 . Let𝑄𝑔 ∈ R𝐶×𝑁𝑧 be the
zone query, which are learnable parameters of HeightAngle proces-
sor that represent the different zones by distances. The PetalView
feature 𝐹𝑔𝑝 ∈ R𝑁

𝑔
𝑎 ×𝐶×𝑁𝑧 is extracted as:

Dec(𝑄,𝐾,𝑉 ) = MLP(𝑄 + Attn(𝑄,𝐾,𝑉 ) )

𝐹 emb′
𝑔 = 2D-EMBD(𝐹 ′𝑔, 𝐻, 𝑤𝑎 ),

𝑄 ′𝑔 = Dec(𝑄𝑔, 𝐹
emb′
𝑔 , 𝐹 emb′

𝑔 ), 𝐹𝑔𝑝 = Dec(𝑄 ′𝑔, 𝐹 emb′
𝑔 , 𝐹 emb′

𝑔 ),
(1)

where we perform 2D embedding on pixel height and relative angle
distance to the center column for the street-view image feature 𝐹 ′𝑔
and “Attn” represents the multi-head attention.

3.3.2 Satellite-view PetalView feature extractor. In satellite-view,
the distance to the anchors and the viewing angles of each pixel
can be calculated explicitly. However, as each petal and zone covers
irregular shapes of regions in the satellite image and only the pixels
of the correct petals and zones are used for the extraction, we need
to develop efficient pre-processing to sample pixels concurrently
for all viewing angles, zones, anchors and training samples of the
mini-batch. Our solution is 1) to build an effective look-up table
(LUT) that can sample and rearrange the pixels in the image feature
according to the zones and angle specification. 2) dynamically adapt
the LUT based on the location of the anchors for each training
sample.

It is a non-trivial task to build the LUT as a pixel in the image
feature map may contribute to multiple viewing angles and zones,
especially near the observation center. Figure 4 (right) shows an
illustration. Given angle slice 𝜃1, 𝜃2, 𝜃3 and range zone 𝐷𝐼 and 𝐷𝐼 𝐼 ,
pixel A overlaps with (𝜃1, 𝐷𝐼 ) only, but pixel B-E covers multiple
angles and/or zones with ambiguous belongingness. To solve this
issue and to reduce the overlaps between the pixels in each viewing
angle and zone, we define the belongingness of a pixel 𝑃𝛾 (𝑦𝛾 , 𝑥𝛾 )
to petal angle-range area Petal𝑖 𝑗 (𝜃𝑖 , 𝐷 𝑗 ) for an anchor centered
at 𝑃𝑐 (𝑦0, 𝑥0) by computing the angle (𝜃 ) and distance (D) of the 4
corners of 𝑃𝛾 .

𝜃𝑃𝛾 = {𝜃𝑏𝑙 , 𝜃𝑏𝑟 , 𝜃𝑡𝑙 , 𝜃𝑡𝑟 }, 𝐷𝑃𝛾 ={𝐷𝑏𝑙 , 𝐷𝑏𝑟 , 𝐷𝑡𝑙 , 𝐷𝑡𝑟 },
Range𝜃𝑃𝛾 = ( (min(𝜃𝑃𝛾 ),max(𝜃𝑃𝛾 ) ),
Range𝐷𝑃𝛾 = ( (min(𝐷𝑃𝛾 ),max(𝐷𝑃𝛾 ) ),

(2)

We calculate the effective angle range Θ𝑃𝛾 and distance range D𝑃𝛾
of 𝑃𝛾 as the overlapping region of Range𝜃𝑃𝛾 and Range𝐷𝑃𝛾 with
the coverage of Petal𝑖 𝑗 Range𝜃𝑖 and Range𝐷𝑖 . The contribution and
value of the viewing angle to Petal𝑖 𝑗 are calculated as:

Contr𝜃 (𝑃𝛾 , Petal𝑖 𝑗 ) = Θ𝑃𝛾 /Range𝜃𝑖 ,
Value𝜃 (𝑃𝛾 , Petal𝑖 𝑗 ) = Θ𝑃𝛾 /Range𝜃𝑃𝛾 ,

(3)
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For viewing angle selection, the pixel is accepted to Petal𝑖 𝑗 if:

Θ𝑎𝑐𝑐 (𝑃𝛾 ) =


1 Contr𝜃 (𝑃𝛾 , Petal𝑖 𝑗 ) ≥𝑇1 or Value𝜃 (𝑃𝛾 , Petal𝑖 𝑗 ) ≥𝑇1

or (Contr𝜃 (𝑃𝛾 , Petal𝑖 𝑗 ) <𝑇1&Value𝜃 (𝑃𝛾 , Petal𝑖 𝑗 ) ≥𝑇2 ),
0 otherwise,

(4)
where 𝑇1 = 0.5 and 𝑇2 = 0.8. And for distance selection:

D𝑎𝑐𝑐 (𝑃𝛾 ) =
{
1 ,D𝑃𝛾 > 0,
0 , otherwise,

(5)

𝑃𝛾 is accepted by Petal𝑖 𝑗 if Θ𝑎𝑐𝑐 (𝑃𝛾 ) = 1 & D𝑎𝑐𝑐 (𝑃𝛾 ) = 1. Based
on the aforementioned selection strategy, a LUT is prepared for
the 𝑆 number of sampled pixels at each level based on the angle
slices 𝜃𝑖 , 𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑁 𝑠𝑎 ) (𝑁 𝑠𝑎 = 360◦/𝜃𝑎) and range zones𝐷𝑖 , 𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑧).
Since each Petal𝑖 𝑗 contains different numbers of samples (Figure 8
in Appendix A.4), we pad 𝑆 to the max number of samples at current
zone at each level. In training and testing, the center locations of
the anchors are added to the LUT to extract the corresponding
pixels 𝐹𝑠𝑠 ∈ R𝑁𝑧×𝑁 𝑠

𝑎×𝐶×𝑆 from satellite image feature 𝐹𝑠 for each
Petal𝑖 𝑗 . For each level, 𝑁 𝑠𝑎 and 𝑁𝑧 may be different. Hence, we refer
petals across different levels 𝑁𝑙 as Petal𝑖 𝑗𝑘 , where 𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑁 𝑠

𝑎𝑘
),

𝑗 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑧𝑘 ) and 𝑘 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑙 ). The visualization for the petals in
scale level 0 is shown in Figure 8 in Appendix A.4.

After sampling the pixels for each Petal𝑖 𝑗𝑘 , we process the sam-
ples zone by zone with the RangeAngle processor (Figure 3). It
has a similar structure as HeightAngle Processor, which contains a
learnable zone query 𝑄𝑠 ∈ R𝐶×𝑁𝑧 , only that 1) the sampled pixels
within the matched zones are used for the attention; 2) instead of
using the image height and the angle, RangeAngle uses the effec-
tive pixel distance to the zone center and the effective pixel angle
distance to the petal center for the 2D embedding. The extracted
PetalView feature for satellite view is 𝐹𝑠𝑝 ∈ R𝑁

𝑠
𝑎×𝐶×𝑁𝑧 .

3.4 Multi-Scale Search
In Section 3.3, we introduce the PetalView feature for any obser-
vation anchor. However, an exhaustive search through the entire
satellite feature map is not practical. To reduce the number of
queries required for obtaining pixel-level precision search in the
feature map space, we propose a multi-scale search. It restructures
classic flat search on a regular grid into a multi-level hierarchical
search with increased granularity at each level. We take the feature
map 𝐹𝑠 with a size of [𝐻𝑠 , 𝐻𝑠 ] as in the illustration and a 𝑁𝑙 level
search strategy is introduced. Assuming the satellite imagery is
usually cropped with a side length overlapping of 50%, the search
area reduces to the center half.

We define multi-scale search following algorithm 1 in Appen-
dix A.1. For each level besides the last level, 𝑁𝑠 × 𝑁𝑠 anchor points
are distributed around the search center 𝑋𝑐 . The search center is
the image center at level 0 and the previous optimal anchor for
later levels. When the distance between the anchors has been re-
duced to 1 pixel, a final search level is created with anchors 𝑁 ′𝑠 ×𝑁 ′𝑠
for pixel-level granularity. Combined with PetalView extractors,
the granularity of the viewing-range and angles can be set differ-
ently, e.g., from coarse to fine. Figure 5 shows the anchors created
with the results. As for the search area of [128, 128] in the feature
space, using a four-level search reduces the number of queries from

Level 0 Level 1

Level 2 Level 3

Angle error: 13.12°
Location error: 8.10 meter

Angle error: 1.12°
Location error: 0.66 meter

Angle error: 6.12°
Location error: 2.67 meter

Angle error: 0.38°
Location error: 0.15 meter

Figure 5: Anchors at each level. The selected anchors at
the first three levels are [1,1], [1,2], [0,2] in columns and
rows. Cyan arrow: detected direction & location, pink arrow:
ground-truth, red cross: anchors, red circle: image center.

16, 384 = 1282 times to 57 = 3 × 16 + 9 times and the accuracy
increases drastically at each level.

For training, we dynamically control the learning depth by moni-
toring the output at each level, allowing early stopping of the search
and sample masking. 1) Early stopping: if none of the samples in the
mini-batch find the correct anchor, the search stops and the model
is updated with all accumulated loss through processed levels. 2)
Sample masking: if the search continues to the next level but some
of the mini-batch samples already miss the correct anchor, then the
loss of these samples is no longer calculated from the next level.

3.5 MatchMaker with Prior Angle Mixer
After obtaining the PetalView features 𝐹𝑔𝑝 and 𝐹𝑠𝑝 (𝑚),𝑚 ∈ 𝑁anchor,
the MatchMaker calculates the optimal orientation between the
𝐹𝑔𝑝 and all 𝐹𝑠𝑝 (𝑚) that gives the highest similarity. We adapted the
curve-smoothing (CS(·)) method of [9] to estimate the optimal orien-
tation at sub-petal precision with a scaling factor of 5. The optimal
orientation between 𝐹𝑔𝑝 ∈ R𝑁

𝑔
𝑎 ×𝐶×𝑁𝑧 and 𝐹𝑠𝑝 ∈ R𝑁

𝑠
𝑎×𝐶×𝑁𝑧 is the

angle rotation position𝑤opt that gives the highest cross-correlation
value between the two features, which is calculated as:

argmax
𝑤
( (𝐹𝑔𝑝 ★ 𝐹𝑠𝑝 ) [𝑤 ] ) = argmax

𝑤
(CS(

∑︁𝑁𝑧

𝑧=1

∑︁𝐶

𝑐=1

∑︁𝑁
𝑔
𝑎

𝑎=1

(𝐹𝑔𝑝 [𝑎, 𝑐, 𝑧 ]𝐹𝑠𝑝 [mod(𝑎 + 𝑤, 𝑁𝑔
𝑎 ) , 𝑐, 𝑧 ] ) ) ),

(6)

where𝑤opt can achieve sub-petal precision of one-fifth of 𝜃𝑎 . For
our case with 4-level search, the granularity reaches 0.5 degrees.

When an angle prior 𝑃𝜃 and the noise level Δ𝑝 are given, an
additional Gaussian-based prior curve is added on top of the cross-
correlation curve. Two additional learnable parameters 𝛿𝑝 and 𝜌𝑝
are assigned to the MatchMaker to balance the impact of the prior
curve to the original estimation. The prior curve and prior-based
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orientation estimation are given as:

𝑃 (𝑃𝜃 ,Δ𝑝 , 𝜌𝑝 , 𝛿𝑝 ) [𝑤 ] =
𝜌𝑝

(0.5𝛿𝑝Δ𝑝 )
√
2𝜋

exp(−wrap( (𝑤 − 𝑃𝜃 ) )
2

2( (0.5𝛿𝑝Δ𝑝 ) )2
),

𝑤opt = argmax
𝑤
( (𝐹𝑔𝑝 ★ 𝐹𝑠𝑝 ) [𝑤 ] + 𝑃 (𝑃𝜃 ,Δ𝑝 , 𝜌𝑝 , 𝛿𝑝 ) [𝑤 ] ),

(7)

When the anchors are far away from the correct location, the sim-
ilarity scores are relatively low and the prior knowledge has a
higher influence, compared to when the anchor is close to the cor-
rect location (Figure 6 in Appendix A.2). For each search level, the
similarities at the anchors are interpolated to find the sub-anchor
location optimal 𝑋opt. The orientation of the best-matched anchor
is taken as the angle prediction result. Figure 7 in Appendix A.3
shows the similarity map before and after interpolation.

3.6 Objective Functions
Weutilize 4 different losses. 1) a location loss 𝐿loc, 2) an angle loss 𝐿𝜃 ,
3) a contrastive loss 𝐿con of similarity among all anchors at the same
level, 4) a reconstruction loss 𝐿2 between the street-view PetalView
feature and the best-matched satellite PetalView feature. Given
ground truth {𝐺𝑇𝑥 ,𝐺𝑇𝑦,𝐺𝑇𝜃 }, predicted result {𝑃𝑥 , 𝑃𝑦, 𝑃𝜃 }, the
similarity at each anchor {𝜙𝑁anchor } and the cropped fine-grained
matched PetalView features from satellite and street-view 𝐹𝑠fine,
𝐹
𝑔

fine. The objective function at each level is defined as:

𝐿 = 𝜆loc𝐿loc + 𝜆𝜃𝐿𝜃+𝜆con𝐿con + 𝜆L2𝐿2,

𝐿loc = ∥GT𝑥 − 𝑃𝑥 ,GT𝑦 − 𝑃𝑦 ∥2, 𝐿con = −log exp(𝜙+/𝑇 )∑𝑁anchor
𝑖

exp(𝜙𝑖/𝑇 )
,

𝐿2 = ∥𝐹𝑠fine − 𝐹
𝑔

fine ∥2, 𝐿𝜃 = |180◦ − | |GT𝜃 − 𝑃𝜃 | − 180◦ | |/180◦,

(8)

where we set 𝑇 = 0.05, 𝜆loc = 1, 𝜆𝜃 = 1, 𝜆con = 5 and 𝜆L2 = 0.2 to
weigh different loss functions for this work. The network is updated
at the end of each mini-batch, instead of at every search level.

4 EXPERIMENTS
4.1 Datasets and Evaluation
Datasets. We test on two datasets, the selected KITTI-Satellite
dataset [4, 25] and the VIGOR dataset [12, 40]. KITTI [4] contains
street-view images with FOV of around 80◦ and calibrated loca-
tion/orientation from GPS/IMU. Since, the street-view images are
upright, only the viewing direction in azimuth needs to be recov-
ered. The corresponding satellite images are collected by [25] with
the GPS location of the street-view images and downloaded from
Google Maps [1] with a resolution of [1240, 1240] pixels. Different
from the [25], we use the Earth-centric setting and a coverage of
satellite images of [1024, 1024] pixels to extend the viewing range.
The Kitti-Satellite dataset contains a train set, and two test sets
- one in the same area as training and one in another area. The
VIGOR dataset contains 360◦ street-view images and satellite im-
ages of 4 cities sampled with a 50% overlap rate. As the satellite
images are evenly sampled across the city, the camera locations of
the street-view images are usually off the satellite image centers.
Each street-view image has 1 positive and 3 semi-positive satellite
samples. Following SliceMatch[12], We use the positive satellite
sample and the updated labels. The street-view images are upright
and north-aligned. We created misalignment by rotating the street-
view images following [9]. The satellite images are resized to [512,

512] and processed in Earth-centric setting. We follow the splits in
[40] for same area and cross area tests.
Evaluation. For KITTI, following [25], we set location shift with
a max limit of 20 meters in longitude and latitude direction. For
orientation ground truth, we keep the 1) prior angle with 10◦ ab-
solute noise level (total 20◦) and include the additional scenarios:
2) 20◦ absolute noise level, 3) 40◦ absolute noise level, 3) no prior
angle/180◦ absolute noise level. For VIGOR dataset, we test on no
prior angle setting and utilize the original off-center shift of the
dataset within the center half of the satellite images. We evaluate
the results with the recall within a threshold (r@x) and mean error
𝜖Mean on four aspects: longitude shift, latitude shift, orientation,
and overall location shift. We report additional median error 𝜖Med
to be aligned with the previous works on VIGOR dataset.

4.2 Implementation Details
We set the number of zones𝑁𝑧 as 4 with the boundaries as [8/5, 20/9,
34/13, 48/17] meters from the anchors for KITTI/VIGOR. The angle
width of the 4-level search is set as [10◦, 5◦, 2.5◦, 2.5◦] for KITTI and
the 3-level search [10◦, 5◦, 2.5◦] for VIGOR. Our model PetalView is
trained in the Earth-centric setting using Adam optimizer [11] with
an initial learning rate of 5𝑒−5/8𝑒−4 for KITTI/VIGOR, a cosine
learning rate scheduler with warm-up, cycle decay 0.8 and cycle
length multiplier of 2. Early stopping of 20 epochs is applied on the
train set. For KITTI, we re-implemented LM model from [25] as it
is the only previous work on this dataset with released code. LM
model uses a car-centric setting, which aligns the satellite images
direction to the noisy angle priors. This reduces the search difficulty
when the noisy angle prior has a low discrepancy to the ground
truth. Hence, we train the LMmodel in two modes: 1) directly in the
Earth-centric setting with/without angle prior.1 2) wrapping the
input into the car-centric setting for prediction and unwrapping the
results back to the Earth-centric setting for comparison. In the result
section, the two modes are indicated as ‘ec’ and ‘cc’. LM in [25]
was trained for 2 epochs, we train it with its original setting up to 5
epochs and take the best epoch. We apply random rotation on the
satellite imagery as image augmentation for the models processed
in Earth-centric settings to reduce the overfitting problem. As the
code of SliceMatch [12] is not available yet, we reprint the VIGOR
results reported in their paper.2 LM does not work on VIGOR as
the required camera parameters are not provided.

5 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
5.1 Extraction without a Prior Orientation
The most generic use case for local area search is to have a location
prior without an angle prior. Table 1 shows the results on VIGOR
tests. We reprint the results of MCC [35] and SliceMatch [12] re-
ported in [12]. For all reported metrics in the previous paper, we
obtain the best performance, achieving mean error on orientation
and location 19.15◦/24.09◦ and 4.58/5.91 meters for the two tests.
MCC focuses on localization, their orientation extraction is done
by testing multiple rotated copies of the street-view image. The
granularity of orientation estimation is depending on the number of
copies tested, which is not ideal for efficient processing. Compared
1For no prior test, LM still requires an initial prior. The east direction is set as the prior.
2SliceMatch is not compared on KITTI, as we are not able to verify their results yet.
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Table 1: Performance on VIGOR dataset with no angle prior.

Same Area Cross Area
Orientation (◦) Location (m) Orientation (◦) Location (m)
𝜖Mean ↓ 𝜖Med ↓ 𝜖Mean ↓ 𝜖Med ↓ 𝜖Mean ↓ 𝜖Med ↓ 𝜖Mean ↓ 𝜖Med ↓

MCC[35] 56.86 16.02 9.87 6.25 72.13 29.97 12.66 9.55
SliceMatch[12] VGG16 28.43 5.15 8.41 5.07 26.20 5.18 8.48 5.64
SliceMatch[12] ResNet50 25.46 4.71 6.49 3.13 25.97 4.51 7.22 3.31
Ours 19.15 1.78 4.58 1.71 24.09 2.03 5.91 1.97

Table 2: Performance on KITTI with no angle prior.

Model
Name

Lat Lon Orientation Loc
r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1◦↑ r@5◦↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1m r@5m 𝜖Mean ↓

Test 1
LM_ec[25] 7.61% 35.65% 9.06 5.17% 25.97% 10.01 0.82% 4.24% 84.30 0.42% 9.01% 14.76
Ours 79.35% 94.94% 1.54 81.50% 94.99% 1.48 21.10% 78.21% 8.86 68.88% 92.84% 2.32

Test 2
LM_ec[25] 8.15% 36.41% 8.75 5.53% 25.76% 9.98 0.53% 2.51% 103.57 0.40% 9.86% 14.43
Ours 13.72% 37.39% 14.85 12.19% 32.98% 15.89 10.21% 37.72% 57.10 5.82% 22.17% 23.79

Table 3: Performance on KITTI in test 1 set for model trained with pre-defined angle prior noise level.

Model
Name

Lat Lon Orientation Loc
r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1◦↑ r@5◦↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓

LM_40◦_ec[25] 5.70% 28.60% 9.71 5.41% 28.23% 9.75 2.81% 12.62% 20.28 0.08% 6.76% 15.01
LM_40◦_cc[25] 11.45% 43.04% 8.06 12.72% 47.97% 7.62 4.72% 19.56% 17.63 1.64% 19.98% 12.44
Ours_40◦ 81.34% 95.34% 1.45 82.93% 95.31% 1.49 21.57% 81.26% 4.33 71.51% 93.69% 2.26
LM_20◦_ec[25] 5.38% 25.34% 10.44 6.49% 27.48% 10.21 5.59% 25.95% 10.16 0.19% 6.33% 15.87
LM_20◦_cc[25] 11.85% 46.86% 7.80 13.78% 49.70% 7.57 25.66% 70.82% 4.91 1.88% 22.05% 12.22
Ours_20◦ 82.48% 95.89% 1.37 84.18% 95.57% 1.38 22.08% 81.74% 3.94 73.10% 94.17% 2.10
LM_10◦_ec[25] 6.71% 30.21% 10.05 5.99% 29.50% 10.49 9.33% 49.70% 5.11 0.37% 8.45% 15.94
LM_10◦_cc[25] 12.32% 47.10% 7.65 14.10% 49.72% 7.42 35.83% 81.69% 2.88 2.15% 23.40% 11.99
Ours_10◦ 79.62% 94.78% 1.59 82.61% 94.51% 1.60 26.50% 88.60% 4.18 70.05% 92.92% 2.44

Table 4: Ablation study on multi-scale vs flat search, viewing range and refinement strategies.

Search Size Refine
Test 1 Test 2

Orientation Location Orientation Location
r@1◦↑ r@5◦↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1◦↑ r@5◦↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓

Multi-scale 1024 Always 21.10% 78.21% 8.86 68.88% 92.84% 2.32 10.21% 37.72% 57.10 5.82% 22.17% 23.79
Flat 1024 None 8.06% 34.88% 29.29 2.15% 29.34% 11.05 4.97% 25.36% 49.29 0.85% 12.21% 22.47

Multi-scale 512 Always 17.10% 71.51% 9.73 44.24% 91.86% 2.57 8.47% 35.96% 49.89 6.27% 36.32% 13.54
Multi-scale 1024 Last 22.34% 79.51% 11.51 63.50% 91.41% 2.96 9.18% 32.41% 67.24 5.13% 22.33% 25.19
Multi-scale 1024 None 21.39% 80.68% 10.76 64.59% 90.91% 2.92 9.45% 33.52% 64.78 5.17% 21.97% 24.68

to SliceMatch, which only use orientation cue for feature gather-
ing, our PetalView features leverage both orientation and relative
distance to restrict the available information and structure a more
delicate feature representation. With the multi-scale search, we
are able to process larger feature maps with adjustable granularity
at different levels to ensure fine granularity with a reduced com-
putational cost compared to flat search. Hence, our model shows
significantly better performance than SliceMatch. We also report
the r@1m/1◦ and other metrics in Table 6 in Appendix A.6 as a
reference for future studies.

Table 2 shows the results on KITTI dataset. LM [25] is designed
to refine the location and orientation when the initial camera pose
is not far from the ground truth. Without the angle prior, i.e., noise
level to 180◦, LM does not perform well and barely improved on the
initial error (test 1 init: 4.88%, 4.77%, 0.56% and 0.16% for r@1m/1◦
on lat, lon, orientation and location). Our PetalView model sig-
nificantly improves performance on all metrics in the same area

test 1 compared to LM. The r@1m for lat, lon and overall location
reach 79.35%, 81.50%, 68.88% respectively, and r@1◦ for orientation
reaches 21.10%. It shows our model does not depend on an angle
prior to search through the entire 3D search space. Most of the
metrics, besides the location-related mean errors, in the cross-area
test 2 also improved, but this improvement is not as significant as
in test 1. We observe there is a performance gap between the two
tests, which is not obvious in VIGOR.

We hypothesize that the KITTI dataset more easily lead to a
performance gap than VIGOR because 1) KITTI street-view images
have a lower FOV of 80◦, which provide less surrounding informa-
tion; 2) KITTI are densely sampled along few tracks, while VIGOR
samples the whole cities and undergoes a balancing procedure to
ensure the sparsity of the samples, which let the two test sets have
more similar natures than the two sets in KITTI. Compared to exist-
ing methods, our model achieves significantly better performance
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in VIGOR and KITTI test 1. On KITTI test 2, we observe perfor-
mance gaps to test 1 and our model leans to the training area when
the FOV is limited. This is one of the aspects to be improved in the
future study.

5.2 Extraction with a Prior Orientation
An angle prior can be leveraged to guide the search. Table 3 and
Table 7 (Appendix A.7) show the results on KITTI tests. We observe
that: 1) After adding the learnable prior parameters in the model,
all metrics have similar or better performance compared to no
angle prior setting (Table 2). 2) Compared to LM, our model has
significantly improved location estimation for all noise levels. For
orientation estimation, as LM car-centric wrapping process rotates
the satellite imagery to the heading direction, it is expected to
observe a higher performance at lower noise levels. The r@1◦ at
10◦ and 20◦ noise levels obtain better performance than ours, but
the gaps decrease with the increased noise levels. At 40◦ noise level,
our model still holds a decent r@1◦ 21.57%, while LM gives 4.72%,
which barely improves over the initial value of 2.41% for r@1◦. Our
multi-scale search strategy significantly increases the granularity
of the location estimation, even when the orientation estimation
has a similar level of performance. 3) Comparing the results of our
model across different noise levels, the performance of location
estimation obtains better performance than without angle prior,
and the orientation estimation accuracy improves when the noise
level is decreased for both tests. It shows our prior angle mixer can
effectively adapt the prior angle to the original estimation curve.
And 4) with this dynamically learnable prior mixer, the orientation
gaps between the two tests also reduce, whichmeans the knowledge
of angle prior is transferable and helps to reduce overfitting issues.

5.3 Ablation Study on KITTI
5.3.1 Multi-scale search. To study the impact brought by multi-
scale search, we train a comparison model requiring slightly higher
computational costs but with a flat regular search grid. Our result
used 4-level search with [16, 16, 16, 9] anchors and viewing angles
of [10◦, 5◦, 2.5◦, 2.5◦] at each level. The comparison model uses
a 64-anchor regular grid in inference and 16 randomly selected
anchors with 4 times the learning rate in training, the viewing
angle is fixed at 2.5◦. As the randomly selected anchors are not
optimized for location refinement, we compare the flat grid results
(row 2) with no location refinement (row 5 in Table 4). Our multi-
scale search strategy indeed efficiently improves the searching
granularity and provides a significant performance improvement.
Moreover, if we compare our flat search result with the LM model
(Table 2), our model still has better performance, which shows
even without multi-scale search our PetalView network brought
significant improvement.

5.3.2 Viewing range. Viewing range refers to how far the PetalView
feature observes. The main results on KITTI use zone boundaries of
[8, 20, 34, 48] meters. An alternative setting is at [6, 12, 18, 24] me-
ters for satellite images with 512× 512 pixels with a 3-level search.
Row 1 and 3 in Table 4 show the results. When the viewing range
is shorter, the orientation r@1◦ for both test sets obtains worse
performance. Given that street-view images in an urban setting can

reference objects at a distance of 50 meters or further, our interpre-
tation is that far away landmarks can be good features to match the
two views. For location estimation, the model using a short view
has a lower performance in test 1 but a higher performance in test 2,
which shows that with direct supervision in the same area, having a
larger viewing range still benefits location estimation although the
search area increases when the input size increases. However, the
increased viewing range does not overweigh the enlarged search
area when there is no training sample in the test area.

5.3.3 Location refinement. Interpolation on the similarity scores
of anchors helps to find the sub-anchor location. Row 1,4 and 5 of
Table 4 show the results trained with different refinement strategies.
Always: every level; last: last level only; none: no refinement. The
results show that the refinement strategy not only affects the perfor-
mance of the location extraction but also the orientation extraction,
as the precision of the location error influences the balance of the
losses. Refining only the last level may bring inconsistency across
all levels. ‘Always’ gives the best overall results.

6 CONCLUSIONS
In this work, we focus on finding fine-grained orientation and
location efficiently in local-scale search. To improve the granularity
of the estimation and to reduce the number of queries on the satellite
image, we propose PetalView feature extractors with multi-scale
search strategy. To cooperate with the angle prior information, a
learnable prior curve is introduced to adapt to the influence of
the prior. Our proposed model obtained the best performance on
VIGOR and successfully improves the location estimation on KITTI
to about 69%/6% and orientation estimation to about 21%/10% for
same/cross-area tests when no angle prior is available. When an
angle prior is given, our method has stable performance that gives
r@1m/r@1◦ above 70%/21% for test 1, above 6%/13% for test 2.
Additionally, our model does not require information exchange
between the two views till the final matching at each level, which
makes it possible to extend usage to large-scale search. For future
studies, we would like to reduce the gap between the same area
test and cross area test to improve the transferable of the method.
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A APPENDIX
A.1 Algorithm for Dynamic Multi-scale Grid

Generation
To reduce the number of queries required for obtaining pixel-level
precision search in the feature map space, we propose multi-scale
search in Section 3.4 that restructures classic flat search into multi-
level hierarchical search with increased precision granularity at
each level. Algorithm 1 shows how to generate next level anchors
in the multi-scale search strategies.

Algorithm 1: Dynamic multi-scale search
Input: Search area 𝐿𝑠 [𝐻,𝑊 ], grid side sample number 𝑁𝑠 , grid

side sample number at last level 𝑁 ′𝑠 , search level 𝑙 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑙 ) ,
selection previous level 𝑆𝑙−1, grid locations 𝑋 .

Output: Grid locations 𝑋 .
if l=0 then

𝑋𝑐 ← image center // 𝑋𝑐 is the search center
else

𝑋𝑐 ← 𝑋 [𝑙 − 1] // 𝑋𝑐 as the previous session selection
if l not last level then

𝐿𝑝 ← 𝐿𝑠/(𝑁𝑠 )𝑙 , 𝑁anchor = (𝑁𝑠 )2 // 𝐿𝑝 is patch size
else

𝐿𝑝 ← 𝐿𝑠/(𝑁𝑠 ) (𝑙−1) , 𝑁anchor = (𝑁 ′𝑠 )2
𝑋𝑙 ← create_patch_centers(𝑋𝑐 , 𝐿𝑝 , 𝑁anchor )
𝑋 .𝑎𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑛𝑑 (𝑋𝑙 )
return 𝑋

A.2 Learnable Prior Curve
When prior orientation information is given, the MatchMaker has
additional learnable parameters to control the influence of the prior.
Figure 6 shows the influence of prior on two cases. The prior curve
has a stronger influence on the final orientation extraction when the

Figure 6: Similarity curve, prior angle information adds to the
cross-correlation curve. Top: Curves from an anchor that is
close to the correct location. Bottom: Curves from an anchor
that is far away from the correct location.

overall similarity curve is low and only gives minor adjustments
to the curve when the overall similarity curve has a high score.
Through learning the similarity curves of all positive and negative
samples of the dataset, the model learns reasonable parameters of
the prior curve that balance the guidance of the prior.

A.3 Refinement of Location
Figure 7 demonstrates the effect of location refinements to reach
sub-anchor level search precision. For a 4-level search with anchor
number [16, 16, 16, 9] on KITTI. The corresponding anchor dis-
tances are [25.07, 6.27, 1.57, 0.78] meters, which indicates the upper
limit of the retrieval precision at each level without interpolation.
By upsampling the similarity score 8 times, the smoothed similar-
ity map has a maximum resolving power of [3.13, 0.38, 0.20, 0.10]
meters at each level. The final output has a precision of 0.1 meter
as the maximum resolving power.

Level 0

Level 1

Level 2

Level 3

Before After Before After

Figure 7: Similarity scores before and after location refine-
ment at 4 search levels.

A.4 Visualization of Petal Sampling
Figure 8 top shows the column and row position of the selected
pixels for each petal at level 0 zone 0 relative to the center of the
anchor. The x-axis represents the 36 petals in level 0, when the
width of viewing angle 𝜃𝑎 is set to 10◦; the y-axis represents the
index of pixels in each petal. As each petal has a different alignment
with the regular grid of the image, some petals have more pixels
than others. To have a regular lookup table, we pad the length of
the pixel number to the maximum pixel number at each zone at
each level. The padded pixels are shown with dark blue color with
default values. The bottom Figure 8 shows the visualization of the
selected pixels for each petal in level 0.

A.5 Ablation on Feature-processing Strategies
After sampling pixels for each petal, different processes can be
applied to obtain the PetalView features. Table 5 shows 6 different
processing strategies. RAP: RangeAngle Processor; HAP: HeightAn-
gle processor; Pooling: average pooling without zones, all pixels
in the same viewing angle are pooled into one feature; AP: Angle
Processor without zones; DAP: DepthAngle Processor, a depth esti-
mator is added to find the distance of the pixels of the street-view
images. The reversed depth discrepancy is used in the embedding
instead of the height position in the column; HCAP and DCAP:
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Table 5: Ablation study on petal information processing strategies.

Satellite Street
Test 1 Test 2

Orientation Location Orientation Location
r@1◦↑ r@5◦↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1◦↑ r@5◦↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓

RAP HAP 21.10% 78.21% 8.86 68.88% 92.84% 2.32 10.21% 37.72% 57.10 5.82% 22.17% 23.79
Pooling Pooling 21.28% 77.05% 16.04 67.00% 89.88% 2.52 7.52% 29.66% 59.48 4.27% 16.10% 25.55
AP Pooling 17.44% 67.27% 27.79 52.43% 88.60% 3.24 7.62% 33.20% 67.25 4.14% 18.93% 23.46
RAP DAP 19.72% 77.50% 9.37 67.77% 92.31% 2.44 10.89% 34.87% 62.27 5.20% 21.51% 24.68
RAP HCAP 19.19% 76.57% 13.12 66.79% 91.84% 2.64 6.06% 25.80% 68.52 3.54% 17.05% 26.25
RAP DCAP 23.48% 78.80% 14.09 62.95% 89.19% 3.56 9.35% 32.48% 64.58 4.56% 20.43% 24.18

Table 6: Additional metrics on VIGOR dataset.

Lat (m) Lon (m) Orientation (◦) Location (m)
r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ 𝜖Med ↓ r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ 𝜖Med ↓ r@1◦↑ r@5◦↑ r@1m↑ r@5m↑

Same area 49.32% 85.26% 2.89 1.01 50.61% 85.56% 2.82 0.97 33.02% 76.14% 29.08% 76.90%
Cross area 45.73% 81.42% 3.58 1.15 45.95% 80.72% 3.67 1.14 30.10% 71.85% 24.19% 70.26%

Table 7: Performance in KITTI test 2 set for model trained with pre-defined angle prior noise level.

Model
Name

Lat Lon Orientation Loc
r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1◦↑ r@5◦↑ 𝜖Mean ↓ r@1m↑ r@5m↑ 𝜖Mean ↓

LM_40◦_ec[25] 5.97% 28.31% 9.80 5.58% 27.00% 9.93 2.33% 12.13% 20.21 0.40% 6.46% 15.17
LM_40◦_cc[25] 10.75% 42.43% 8.23 8.01% 37.21% 8.55 4.44% 20.27% 17.98 1.68% 18.83% 12.97
Ours_40◦ 16.06% 44.54% 12.83 15.59% 40.41% 13.90 13.72% 52.48% 22.13 6.40% 29.17% 20.76
LM_20◦_ec[25] 4.72% 26.33% 10.46 5.44% 26.61% 10.19 5.13% 25.23% 10.21 0.20% 6.01% 15.88
LM_20◦_cc[25] 10.36% 42.89% 8.40 8.35% 37.01% 8.86 21.23% 64.80% 5.81 1.15% 18.81% 13.38
Ours_20◦ 16.89% 45.19% 12.12 16.48% 41.71% 13.48 15.66% 61.40% 12.92 7.25% 30.60% 19.92
LM_10◦_ec[25] 6.52% 30.56% 9.80 5.56% 26.81% 10.29 10.97% 51.30% 5.01 0.27% 7.54% 15.54
LM_10◦_cc[25] 11.16% 42.96% 8.20 9.12% 39.09% 8.55 28.40% 78.51% 3.26 1.78% 20.64% 12.96
Ours_10◦ 15.77% 42.35% 12.81 14.21% 37.30% 14.98 18.84% 57.15% 33.33 6.18% 27.58% 21.55

0
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Samples for petals in level 0

Petal Number Petal Number

Row position to query pointColumn position to query point

Figure 8: Lookup table and petal visualization for level 0.

Height-based Column Processor + Angle Processor and Depth-
based Column Processor + Angle Processor. A column processor
is a transform-based network like the HeightAngle processor but
outputs zone-based features for each column as an intermediate
result. When searching at each level, a transformer-based angle
processor takes the relevant column feature to produce the final
PetalView feature. The column+angle processor disentangles the
zone-based process and angle-based process, which leads to all
levels sharing the same zone-based intermediate results.

We observe: 1) When using only the average pooling without
zoning, the performance in test 1 still holds, but it has a worse
performance gap in test 2. It means the model is too simple and
only learns features that are less transferable. 2) After switching to
AP without zoning, the gaps between the two tests are shortened.
However, losing the zone information crucially affects the perfor-
mance compared to the main results in row 1. 3) When changing
the HAP to DAP, the test 2 orientation prediction is better, but the
location prediction is worse as well as the orientation for test 1. We
believe without depth ground truth, the learned distances are not
accurate and do not help in improving the performance. And 4) if
we separate the zone-based process and the angle-based process,
the results are shown in row 5-6. The model with column processor
and depth estimation shows a clear improvement in orientation
estimation in test 1. However, as the image is processed line by line
and there is a clear boundary between each fine-grained angle, this
leads to another problem that the information between the columns
may be discontinuous. It lowers the overall quality of the features
which affects transferability and fails to give the best-fit anchor a
distinct high score.
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A.6 Additional Test Results on VIGOR Dataset.
Table 6 provides additional performance results on VIGOR dataset.
We provide this as a reference for future studies in this domain.

A.7 Results on KITTI Test 2 Set with Angle
Prior

Table 7 shows the results on KITTI test 2 set with angle prior of
10◦, 20◦ and 40◦. The results are reviewed in Section 5.2.

B MEMORY AND TIME PERFORMANCE ON
THE KITTI DATASET

Table 8 shows the memory and time performance for PetalView
on the KITTI dataset without location prior. Since the batch-wise
early-stopping training strategy is applied, the search for each batch
may be terminated before reaching the last level. Therefore, the
training time is shorter in the early epochs.

Training, batch size = 6
Parameters 121.9 × 106

Speed early epoch 5.8 samples/s
Time first epoch 56 mins
Speed later epoch 3.9 samples/s
Time later epoch 85 mins
Memory GPU 40.2 Gb

Testing, batch size = 16
Speed 18.2 samples/s

Memory GPU 32.2 Gb
Table 8: Memory and time performance on KITTI Dataset
in local-scale search. The training time is shorter in the first
few epochs because the batch-wise early-stopping training
strategy is applied.
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