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Camera-Based Localization and

Enhanced Normalized Mutual Information
Vishnu Teja Kunde, Jean-Francois Chamberland, Siddharth Agarwal

Abstract—Robust and fine localization algorithms are crucial
for autonomous driving. For the production of such vehicles as a
commodity, affordable sensing solutions and reliable localization
algorithms must be designed. This work considers scenarios
where the sensor data comes from images captured by an
inexpensive camera mounted on the vehicle and where the vehicle
contains a fine global map. Such localization algorithms typically
involve finding the section in the global map that best matches
the captured image. In harsh environments, both the global
map and the captured image can be noisy. Because of physical
constraints on camera placement, the image captured by the
camera can be viewed as a noisy perspective transformed version
of the road in the global map. Thus, an optimal algorithm
should take into account the unequal noise power in various
regions of the captured image, and the intrinsic uncertainty in the
global map due to environmental variations. This article briefly
reviews two matching methods: (i) standard inner product (SIP)
and (ii) normalized mutual information (NMI). It then proposes
novel and principled modifications to improve the performance
of these algorithms significantly in noisy environments. These
enhancements are inspired by the physical constraints associated
with autonomous vehicles. They are grounded in statistical signal
processing and, in some context, are provably better. Numerical
simulations demonstrate the effectiveness of such modifications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Autonomous driving often relies on a structured hierarchical

framework that may include sensing, localization, planning,

control, and management [1]–[6]. Each of these components

is critical in enabling vehicular autonomy and, hence, has

received much attention in the literature. There are many

different sensing modalities and approaches that can inform

localization in autonomous systems, ranging from global nav-

igation satellite system (GNSS) and real-time kinematic (RTK)

data to inertial measurement unit (IMU), standard camera im-

ages, LiDAR point clouds assisted with high-definition maps,

and wireless signals [7]–[14]. Moreover, it is worth noting

that the perception system may be entrusted with several

concurrent tasks such as the detection of surrounding vehicles,

the evaluation of road conditions, and obstacle avoidance.

Having a multi-objective challenge can influence the design

of the vehicle itself and, therefore, the character of the sensor

observations.

This area has fueled many research initiatives in robotics

and, more recently, vehicular autonomy. Indeed, autonomous
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vehicles have benefited from advances in the field of percep-

tion, decision-making, and planning. Comprehensive surveys

on the state-of-the-art and open challenges abound, e.g. [15]–

[17]. Furthermore, localization is closely related to simultane-

ous localization and mapping (SLAM) in terms of technology

[18]–[20], although the problem at hand is conceptually sim-

pler. One major distinction between SLAM and localization,

as treated in this article, is the availability of highly detailed

maps at the autonomous vehicle [21]; whereas, in SLAM, a

global map is built incrementally as the vehicle navigates to

unknown areas [22]–[28]. This latter body of academic work

is nevertheless pertinent because the estimation portion of

a SLAM algorithm can provide insight into efficient fusion

methods for standard localization.

For most self-driving applications, stand-alone positioning

systems such as global navigation satellite system (GNSS) and

real-time kinematic positioning (RTK) are inadequate, only

offering coarse localization [29]–[31]. In high traffic scenario

such as urban environments, autonomy often requires vehicles

to have (at least) centimeter-scale positional accuracy. Hence,

fine localization involving sensory data as input is crucial, as

it offers additional information to the vehicle. Specifically,

image matching often becomes a key component of a com-

plex localization system, with additional modules such as

an extended Kalman filter (EKF) based on RTK, IMU data

and a wireless ultra-wideband radar. Motivated by the quest

for greater accuracy, we revisit the structure of established

approaches and we identify algorithmic improvements that

boost performance. While image matching may only be one

of several components in an typical localization scheme, our

work focuses exclusively on this important building block. For

ease of exposition, we center our discussion on this single

aspect, with the understanding that improvements in image

matching will eventually lead to better accuracy in more

complex implementations as well. Throughout, we assume

that an accurate global map, perhaps in the form of a high-

resolution infrared remittance ground map, is available at the

vehicle.

A conceptual starting point for this exposition is an image-

based localization scheme that calculates the standard Eu-

clidean distance between the camera image and a candidate

location on the global map [32], [33]. Under certain assump-

tions, this process yields the likelihood of the vehicle being

at a particular location. This action is repeated at several

possible locations to then estimate the true position of the

vehicle. During this process, images captured by vehicle-

mounted cameras are rectified to accommodate the disparate

viewpoints between the vehicle and the bird’s-eye view of the
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global map [34], [35]. This action results in uneven noise am-

plification across pixels, quantitatively captured by the signal-

to-noise ratio (SNR), and consequently invites the application

of advanced statistical signal processing techniques, beyond

the standard inner product. Unfortunately, these technical

subtleties are not preserved by computer vision libraries and

tools when applying perspective transformations. As we will

see, this situation warrants careful attention and the eventual

application of a weighted inner product when computing im-

age distances. Harnessing noise properties and characterizing

signal structures is a topic of broad interest in the signal

processing community, with multiple significant contributions,

e.g., see [36]–[38]. Well-studied examples of this phenomenon

include source localization, imaging, and tracking [39]–[42].

Techniques akin to those leveraged in this article have been

employed to remove colored noise from audio signals [43]–

[45] and non-uniform noise from images [46]–[49]. Such

approaches share many notional similarities with our proposed

scheme, albeit mostly at a higher conceptual level.

Building on the idea of statistical confidence across regions

of the signal, we look into the possible improvement of

another existing similarity measure for signal matching known

as normalized mutual information (NMI), which has been

proposed for image registration in medical diagnosis [50],

[51] and has since been applied in broader contexts. An

important feature of NMI matching in image classification is

its robustness to intensity shifts between two images. However,

current implementations of NMI for autonomous localization

also seem to disregard the uneven noise distribution across

the regions of the image, giving absolute confidence to the

acquired image, equally across the regions. As mentioned

above, this uneven noise distribution is inherent to the problem

because of the presence of a shifted perspective of the mounted

camera in obtaining the features that describe the scene used

for localization.

The geometric properties of mounted cameras and their

impact on pixel quality create an opportunity for algorithmic

improvement in the following sense. With the same data

acquisition device, vehicle, and global map; it is often pos-

sible to improve the performance of existing algorithms by

incorporating notions from statistical signal processing. The

improvements can potentially be implemented in software and

deployed as a system update. Below, we discuss the mathemat-

ical underpinnings more precisely, we described the enhanced

algorithms, and we report offer empirical evidence on potential

performance improvements. The statistical signal processing

concepts behind the scenarios considered below are likely

to find broader applicability in autonomous vehicles; there

are many localization algorithms, yet the physical properties

of image acquisition by vehicles are governed by the same

constraints.

II. NAIVE MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

We examine vision-based localization of a ground vehicle

for which the sensory data is the image acquired using a

forward-facing camera (see Fig. 2). The algorithm seeks to

match the captured image with sections of the global map.
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Fig. 1. This notional diagram shows the (standard) alignment between the
external frame of reference of the camera (right) whose origin is at the pinhole,
and the internal focal plane of the camera (left).
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Fig. 2. The above figure illustrates the coordinate system of the view in front
of the camera (x, y, z) and the (planar) 2D coordinate system of the road
(x̄, ȳ).

The data corresponding to the section having the best match

with the captured image is employed to estimate the location

of the vehicle. The captured image needs to be appropriately

processed in order to be matched with the global map. This

requires, at its core, a certain perspective transformation whose

geometry we describe in the next section.

A. Focal Plane Geometry

Consider the pinhole model of the camera mounted on the

vehicle, with its 2D focal plane represented by the coordinates

(x̃, ỹ). A location in the space in front of the vehicle can be

specified using the 3D “pinole” coordinate system (x, y, z), as

illustrated in Fig. 1. Let f be the focal length of the camera.

Then, in the absence of occlusions, coordinate (x, y, z) will

project onto the focal point (x̃, ỹ) according to the transfor-

mation

x̃ =
fx

z
ỹ =

fy

z
. (1)

For the purpose of localization, we are interested in coordi-

nates that are confined to the road surface, which is assumed

to form a horizontal plane. Let (x̄, ȳ) represent the coordinates

of a point on the road surface, as depicted in Fig. 2. Assume h
is the height at which the camera is mounted above the surface

of the road, and let θ be the angle of depression of the camera

from the the horizontal line parallel to the surface of the road.

Since the road represents a plane in the 3D space, the surface

only has two degrees of freedom: x̄ and ȳ or, equivalently, x̄
and φ. We wish to find how a point in the x̄ȳ-plane maps to

the coordinate system of the view in front of the camera.

By construction, the first relation is simply x̄ = x. To derive

the second governing equation, it may be useful to refer to

Fig. 3, which isolates the fundamental triangles that connect
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Fig. 3. The fundamental triangles that govern the projection of points on
the road to the focal plane of the camera. The two right triangles share a
hypotenuse, which can be leveraged to compute pertinent quantities.

ȳ, y, and z. Therein, θ corresponds to the shaded angle. The

length of the shared hypotenuse is
√

y2 + z2 =
√

h2 + ȳ2. (2)

Looking at the top triangle, we have tan(θ−φ) = h/ȳ, which

yields an explicit expression for φ,

φ = θ − arctan

(

h

ȳ

)

. (3)

The ratio y/z, which appears in (1), can be obtained using the

general trigonometric identity below,

tan(θ − ψ) =
tan θ − tanψ

1 + tan θ tanψ
. (4)

Applying this result produces the ratio

y

z
= tanφ = tan

(

θ − arctan

(

h

ȳ

))

=
tan θ − h

ȳ

1 + h
ȳ
tan θ

=
ȳ tan θ − h

ȳ + h tan θ
.

(5)

Likewise, we can leverage the general trigonometric identity

cos(θ − ψ) = cos θ cosψ + sin θ sinψ (6)

and write

x

z
=

x̄
√

h2 + ȳ2 cosφ

=
x̄

√

h2 + ȳ2 cos
(

θ − arctan
(

h
ȳ

))

=
x̄

ȳ cos θ + h sin θ
.

(7)

Thence, we obtain

x̃ =
fx

z
=

fx̄

ȳ cos θ + h sin θ
(8)

ỹ =
fy

z
= f

ȳ tan θ − h

ȳ + h tan θ
= f

ȳ sin θ − h cos θ

ȳ cos θ + h sin θ
. (9)

Having established a mathematical relation between points

on the road and their projection on the focal plane of the

camera, we turn to the characterization of noise. To do so, we

must compute the Jacobian determinant of the transformation.

This can be accomplished by calculating the partial derivatives,

first with respect to x̄,

∂x̃

∂x̄
=

f

ȳ cos θ + h sin θ

∂ỹ

∂x̄
= 0 (10)

and also with respect to ȳ,

∂x̃

∂ȳ
= −

fx̄ cos θ

(ȳ cos θ + h sin θ)
2 (11)

∂ỹ

∂ȳ
= f

sin θ

ȳ cos θ + h sin θ
− f cos θ

ȳ sin θ − h cos θ

(ȳ cos θ + h sin θ)
2

=
fh

(ȳ cos θ + h sin θ)
2 .

(12)

The corresponding Jacobian matrix is given by

J =

[

∂x̃
∂x̄

∂ỹ
∂x̄

∂x̃
∂ȳ

∂ỹ
∂ȳ

]

=

[

f
ȳ cos θ+h sin θ

0

− fx̄ cos θ
(ȳ cos θ+h sin θ)2

fh

(ȳ cos θ+h sin θ)2

]

and we can compute its determinant as

det(J) =
f2h

(ȳ cos θ + h sin θ)
3 . (13)

We illustrate how this transformation affects captured areas

with the following example. Let R̄ = [x̄ℓ, x̄u]× [ȳℓ, ȳu] ∈ R
2

be a rectangular region on the surface of the road. We refer

to such regions as tiles because they form the elements of a

tessellation of the road. Let R̃ be the representation of the

region on the focal plane of the camera. Let Ā, Ã denote the

areas of R̄ and R̃, respectively. Then, we have

Ã =

∫∫

R̃

dx̃dỹ =

∫∫

R̄

|det(J)|dx̄dȳ

=

∫ x̄u

x̄ℓ

dx̄

∫ ȳu

ȳℓ

f2h

(ȳ cos θ + h sin θ)
3 dȳ

=
x̄u − x̄ℓ
2 cos θ

[

f2h

(ȳℓ cos θ + h sin θ)
2 −

f2h

(ȳu cos θ + h sin θ)
2

]

.

(14)

That is, a rectangular region of area Ā = (x̄u − x̄ℓ)(ȳu − ȳℓ)
on the road ahead gets transformed into a distorted region on

the focal plane of the camera. Observe that the area decreases

rapidly as a function of the distance ȳ. This is illustrated in

Fig. 4 where a road is depicted along with its projection onto

the focal plane of a camera for two distinct camera angles.

s

Fig. 4. The left diagram shows an arbitrary grid of equally sized squares
on the road in front of the autonomous vehicle. The right diagrams show the
grid pattern’s image on the focal plane of the camera. Squares with the same
physical area do not project onto equally sized sections of the focal plane.
The two diagrams on the right are for different values of θ.
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III. IMAGE ACQUISITION AND NOISE MODEL

We now describe the noisy image acquisition process that

affects the quality of the information across the regions of the

captured image. Assume that, at a given time and location, the

features on the road surface on the global map at point (x̄, ȳ)
is given by the intensity function g(x̄, ȳ). This is the signal that

captures the variations of the intensity across the road surface

(and so is assumed to be zero-mean). Consider a situation

where the signal is constant over rectangular regions or tiles, as

described in the previous section. Furthermore, assume that the

signal values are independent across tiles. In this illustrative

example, we take the road surface to be tessellated into square

tiles of side s (see Fig. 4). Let w be the width of the road, and

let d be the length of the road section in the line of sight. In this

didactic setting, there are Nw×Nd tiles in the image captured

by the mounted camera. Denote Nw = ⌈w
s
⌉, Nd = ⌈d

s
⌉ to be

the number of tiles across and along the road respectively as

per the above tessellation. Therefore, this tiled road surface

can be captured using the equation

g(x̄, ȳ) =

Nw
∑

k=1

Nd
∑

j=1

(ak,j + ni
k,j)1{(x̄,ȳ)∈R̄k,j},

where road region R̄k,j , [(k − 1)s, ks] × [(j − 1)s, js],
for k ∈ [Nw] and j ∈ [Nd]. Value ak,j can be viewed as

a (fixed) realization of the long-term road surfacing process,

whereas ni
k,j is the intrinsic noise that captures the short-

term variation due to environmental conditions such as current

illumination and the presence of dirt. The purpose of the first

component {ak,j} is to capture the fundamental variations in

a scene, which can depend on buildings, natural features, and

road materials. Every such variable is essentially constant over

time, as it pertains to localization. The second component ni
k,j

accounts for rapidly changing visual attributes that can be

affected by phenomena such as rain, wind, light, etc. Specifi-

cally, ni
k,j will be different if the camera snaps pictures at two

different times, whereas ak,j will remain essentially constant

over the same period. Let σ2 = E
[

a2k,j
]

, and σ2
i = E

[(

ni
k,j

)2]

be the power of the signal and the intrinsic noise, respectively.

We define the signal to intrinsic noise ratio (SINR) by

SINR =
σ2

σ2
i

.

Turning to the camera’s perspective, we assume that the

charge-coupled device (CCD) of the camera is subject to

an additive white Gaussian noise process Ñ(x̃, ỹ) over the

captured section of the image, with power spectral density

N0. The signal sensed on the focal plane of the camera within

region R̃k,j is given by

Sccd(k, j) =

∫∫

R̃k,j

g̃(x̃, ỹ)dx̃ỹ +

∫∫

R̃k,j

Ñ(x̃, ỹ)dx̃dỹ,

and so we can equivalently write

Sccd(k, j) = ak,jÃk,j + nk,jÃk,j + ns(R̃k,j) (15)

where the variance of ns(R̃k,j), the noise introduced by the

CCD within the corresponding tile area, is equal to N0Ãk,j .

The overall power in the first component of (15) is

E[a2k,j ]Ã
2
k,j = σ2Ã2

k,j . (16)

Hence, the signal to sensor noise ratio (SSNR) in the (k, j)th
tile is given by

SSNRk,j =
σ2Ãk,j

N0
,

and the SINR in the same region is given by

SINRk,j =
σ2

σ2
i

.

We emphasize that, according to (14),

SSNRk,j =
σ2f2h

2N0 cos θ

[

s

((j − 1)s cos θ + h sin θ)2

−
s

(js cos θ + h sin θ)
2

]

.

(17)

Thus, the signal to sensor noise ratio SSNRk,j decreases as

the function of j. That is, the acquired value of a tile that is

located near the front of the car is much more reliable than the

acquired value of a tile located far ahead. This matches human

intuition because farther tiles map to smaller areas, as seen on

Fig. 4, and hence their sensed values are less reliable. The

height of the camera h and its angle of depression θ also have

significant impact on the signal to sensor noise ratio. For the

latter parameter, this can be seen on the right side of Fig. 4.

A final component of image acquisition that does not appear

in our discussion is the actual size of the image sensor on

the focal plane of the camera. The hardware physically limits

the part of the scene that can be acquired. This too will

be severly affected by h and θ. While this is an important

engineering consideration, it does not enter in the signal

processing techniques we wish to develop. Rather, this reality

comes as a design constraint that must be accounted for once

the effect of noise amplification is understood.

Fundamentally, (13) and (14) describe mathematically how

sections of a same image can have different reliability. When

an image is rectified through a perspective transformation,

the squares in Fig. 4 can go back to looking like a grid;

however, this invertible transformation does not alter the

effective values of the signal to sensor noise ratio associated

with various squares. Indeed, the projection onto the focal

plane of the camera followed by a perspective transformation

leads to unequal noise amplification. This, in turn, affects the

performance of matching algorithms, as described in the next

section.

IV. DETECTION AND IMPROVEMENTS

At an abstract level, the localization algorithms we wish to

study involve matching a captured image with a section of the

global map after a perspective transformation. For simplicity,

we assume that the global map is quantized into a set of L
possible sections of fine locations. As described earlier, every

section and the captured image have Nw×Nd tiles. Therefore,



5

we can view the tiles of the captured image as an Nw × Nd

dimensional matrix, Y = A+Ni+Ns, where ak,j is the signal

amplitude, ni
k,j is the intrinsic noise, ns

k,j is the sensor noise

in the (k, j)th tile of the acquired image; the variances of ni
k,j

and ns
k,j are given by (σi

k,j)
2 = σ2

i and (σs
k,j)

2 = N0/Ãk,j ,

respectively.

Similarly, the ℓth section in the global map can be repre-

sented as Yℓ = Aℓ+Ni,ℓ, where ni,ℓ
k,j is the intrinsic noise that

has zero mean and variance (σi
k,j)

2 = σ2
i . We assume that, if

the true location of the captured image is ℓ, then A = Aℓ.

For a matrix Y, we denote its (column-wise) vectorized form

as ~y, with

~yk+(j−1)Nw
= yk,j k ∈ [Nw], j ∈ [Nd]. (18)

The tiling approach adopted herein is inspired by the

quantization that takes place in certain algorithms employed

in industry. We begin our exposition with a didactic scenario:

maximum likelihood detection. This setting is simple, yet it

captures the statistical properties we wish to leverage in our

proposed algorithmic improvements.

A. Maximum Likelihood Detection

In this section, we examine the process of matching the

captured image to a section of the global map using the

Euclidean distance between the tiled images in the value space.

We declare the section with the smallest Euclidean distance as

the match and use the metadata associated with this section to

produce an estimate of the location of the vehicle. Note that

the Euclidean norm is the norm induced by the standard inner

product (SIP) and, therefore, we can write the estimate of the

location as

ℓ̂SIP = arg min
ℓ∈[L]

‖Y −Yℓ‖F

= arg min
ℓ∈[L]

‖~y − ~yℓ‖2
(19)

where the first equality is the matrix Frobenius norm, and

the second equality is the standard Euclidean norm applied to

the vectorized form. The above detection algorithm implicitly

gives equal weight to all the tiles in the captured image in

identifying the location of the vehicle. However, it does not

consider the non-uniform noise levels in the sensed image

induced by the geometry of the acquisition process.

Below, we describe a principled procedure to find the

maximum a posteriori distribution of the location based on

the captured image and the global map. We shall see that this

naturally leads to a weighted norm, which corresponds to the

induced norm of a generalized inner product.

Proposition 1. Let the a priori probability of the true location

be uniformly distributed on [L]. Then, the maximum likelihood

location estimate is given by

ℓ̂ = arg min
ℓ∈[L]

Nw
∑

k=1

Nd
∑

j=1

(yℓk,j − yk,j)
2

2σ2
i +N0/Ãk,j

. (20)

Proof: Let X be the random variable denoting the loca-

tion of the vehicle, taking values in the set [L]. Then, using the

independence across tiles, the posterior probability for location

ℓ ∈ [L] becomes

Pr(X = ℓ | Y = y,Yl = yl, l ∈ [L])

=
p(Y = y | X = ℓ,Yl = yl, l ∈ [L])p(X = ℓ)

p(Y = y | Yl = yl, l ∈ [L])

=
p(Y = y | X = ℓ,Yℓ = yℓ)p(X = ℓ)

p(Y = y | Yl = yl, l ∈ [L])

∝ p(Y = y | X = ℓ,Yℓ = yℓ)

=

Nw
∏

k=1

Nd
∏

j=1

p(Yk,j = yk,j | X = ℓ, Y ℓ
k,j = yℓk,j).

To proceed forward, we rely on the Gaussian model introduced

above. Specifically, we have

p
(

Yk,j = yk,j
∣

∣X = ℓ, Y ℓ
k,j = yℓk,j

)

= p
(

aℓk,j + ni
k,j + ns

k,j = yk,j
∣

∣X = ℓ, Y ℓ
k,j = yℓk,j

)

=

∫

R

p
(

ni
k,j + ns

k,j = yk,j − t, aℓk,j = t
∣

∣Y ℓ
k,j = yℓk,j

)

dt

∝

∫

R

e
− 1

2

(

(yk,j−t)2

(σi
k,j)

2
+(σs

k,j)
2 +

(t−yℓk,j)
2

(σi
k,j)

2

)

dt

∝

∫

R

e
− 1

2

(

(yk,j−yℓk,j−x)
2

σ2
i
+N0/Ãk,j

+ x2

σ2
i

)

dx.

First, we observe that
∫

t∈R

e−
1
2 (at

2+bt+c)dt = e
1
8

(

b2

a −4c
) ∫

t∈R

e
−a

2

(

(t+ b
2a )

2
)

dt

=

√

2π

a
exp

(

1

8

(

b2

a
− 4c

))

.

This can be used to simplify the expression above. We compare

ax2+bx+c with the term inside the bracket in the last equation

and write

ax2 + bx+ c = x2

(

1

σ2
i +

(

σs
k,j

)2 +
1

σ2
i

)

− x
2
(

yℓk,j − yk,j
)

σ2
i +

(

σs
k,j

)2 +

(

yℓk,j − yk,j
)2

σ2
i +

(

σs
k,j

)2 .

Therefore, we can compute

b2

a
− 4c = −

4
(

yℓk,j − yk,j

)2

2σ2
i +

(

σs
k,j

)2 .

The likelihood becomes

p
(

Yk,j = yk,j
∣

∣X = ℓ, Y l
k,j = ylk,j , l ∈ [L]

)

∝ exp

(

−
1

2
·

(

yℓk,j − yk,j
)2

2σ2
i +

(

σs
k,j

)2

)

.

Hence, we can compute the posterior for the location as

p
(

X = ℓ
∣

∣Y = y,Yl = yl, l ∈ [L]
)

∝
Nw
∏

k=1

Nd
∏

j=1

exp

(

−
1

2
·

(

yℓk,j − yk,j
)2

2σ2
i +

(

σs
k,j

)2

)

.
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Therefore, we can form the maximum a posteriori estimate of

the location as

ℓ̂ = arg min
ℓ∈[L]

Nw
∑

k=1

Nd
∑

j=1

(

yℓk,j − yk,j
)2

2σ2
i +

(

σs
k,j

)2 ,

where (σs
k,j)

2 = N0/Ãk,j .

One interpretation of this result stems from the vectorized

observation ~y. The maximum likelihood estimate of the true

location can be obtained by minimizing a weighted inner prod-

uct. The actual weights of the inner product are determined by

the projection of the road onto the focal plane of the camera

or, equivalently, the non-uniform noise amplification that takes

place during the perspective transformation of the acquired

image. We formalize this observation as a corollary below.

Corollary 2. Let the a priori probability of the true location

be uniformly distributed on [L]. Then, the maximum likelihood

location estimate is given by minimizing the induced norm of

a generalized inner product (GIP)

ℓ̂GIP2D
= arg min

ℓ∈[L]

∥

∥~y − ~yℓ
∥

∥

G
(21)

where G is a diagonal matrix whose non-zero entries are

determined by vectorization map (18), which yields

Gk+(j−1)Nw ,k+(j−1)Nw
=

1

2σ2
i +N0/Ãk,j

(22)

for k ∈ [Nw], j ∈ [Nd].

When the scene is noiseless or if the algorithm is agnostic

to the fact that the scene may be noisy; then σ2
i → 0 and the

maximum likelihood detector simplifies slightly.

Corollary 3. Let the a priori probability of the true location

be uniformly distributed on [L], and assume σ2
i = 0. Then,

the maximum likelihood location estimate reduces to

ℓ̂GIP1D
= arg min

ℓ∈[L]

∥

∥ȳ − ȳℓ
∥

∥

G̃
(23)

where G̃ is a diagonal matrix whose non-zero entries are given

by

G̃k+(j−1)Nw ,k+(j−1)Nw
=
Ãk,j

N0
(24)

for k ∈ [Nw], j ∈ [Nd].

In either case, the selection criterion differs from the naive

Euclidean norm found in (19). Again, this distinction stems

from the fact that the focal plane of the camera and the

surface of the road are misaligned, combined with the fact

that the acquisition process is noisy. The same approach can

be extended to more intricate and practical scenarios, which

is the aim of the next section.

B. Enhanced Normalized Mutual Information

As mentioned in the introduction, the normalized mutual

information (NMI) has been used for image registration and

localization in the past. In its original form, NMI does not

account for the fact that the acquisition process and the global

reference can be noisy. Taking noise into consideration is es-

pecially important when the noise profile of the sensed image

is not uniform across sections. Much like the optimal solution

above, we would like to derive an enhanced normalized mutual

information (ENMI) performance criterion that accounts for

noise in a principled fashion. To the best of our knowledge,

this aim is novel and it can lead to significant algorithmic

improvements.

Before describing our proposed algorithm, we briefly review

basic properties of NMI. Computing NMI for two tiled images

Y and Yℓ is straightforward (see Fig. 5). Given two tiled

images, we pair the values corresponding to the tiles on both

the images. Then, we construct the joint empirical distribution

on V × V by counting the instances of every possible pair

of values, and then normalizing. With the empirical joint

distribution in hand, the NMI of the two images can be

computed as

NMI[Y,Yℓ] =
H[Y] + H[Yℓ]

H[Y,Yℓ]
, (25)

where H[·] denotes the entropy of the empirical distribution

associated with its argument. An NMI-based localization al-

gorithm computes the NMI of the captured image with every

candidate section of the global map. The section that has

the highest NMI when combined with the captured image is

declared to be the match. The vehicle computes the location

based on the meta data associated with this matched section.

We emphasize that, in the generation of the joint empirical

distribution, the candidate images are quantized into a discrete

set of values.
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Fig. 5. This diagram shows how the probability mass is added to the empirical
joint distribution in NMI. In the example above, the selected tiles yield (1, 2)
and, hence, the corresponding location is incremented. Once all the tiles are
accounted for, the matrix is normalized and the empirical joint distribution
is obtained. For ease of exposition, we restricted the space of possibilities to
V = {0, 1, 2, 3}.

Remark 4. Although NMI has been used extensively in the

literature, it may be useful to provide some insight about its

underlying properties because some readers may be unfamiliar

with the concept. When the two arguments of NMI are the

same tiled image, the support of the empirical distribution

concentrates on the diagonal elements and the joint entropy

remains small. However, when two distinct images are used

as arguments, the joint empirical distribution tends to be

more diffused and the corresponding joint entropy is often
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much larger. Similar concepts apply when the arguments are

quantized versions of noisy images. Interestingly, when a con-

stant is added to all the tiles of an image, which corresponds

loosely to a change in illumination, the diagonal support of

the empirical distribution between the original image and the

altered version shifts up or down; nevertheless, the empirical

distribution remains concentrated and the joint entropy stays

large. This remark offers some motivation about the use of

NMI in localization problems found in the literature.

We now return to the task at hand, which is to account

for noise while applying techniques similar to NMI. Since the

global map and the captured images are noisy, the signals in

(k, j)th tiles of the acquired image and the global map section

are distributed as

ak,j ∼ N
(

yk,j , (σ
i
k,j)

2 + (σs
k,j)

2
)

(26)

aℓk,j ∼ N
(

yℓk,j , (σ
i
k,j)

2
)

(27)

where N (µ, σ2) denotes the Gaussian distribution with mean

µ and variance σ2. We use the above distributions to pro-

pose the Enhanced Normalized Mutual Information (ENMI)

criterion, which builds on the Normalized Mutual information

(NMI) but accounts for noise.

Since the images are noisy, we use the distribution of

the underlying signal values to construct an empirical joint

posterior probability distribution of the pair of values across

the tiles. This empirical distribution apportions the probability

mass in the value-pair space according to the likelihood of

the underlying signals in the pair of images. Therefore, the

mass corresponding to a single pair of tiles is spread in the

value-pair space with the amount of spread depending on the

variance of the noise (see Fig. 6). Using the ensuing posterior

distribution, we can compute the 2D ENMI using the following

equation

ENMI2D[Y,Y
ℓ] =

H[A] + H[Aℓ]

H[A,Aℓ]
. (28)

Observe that in (28), we are using the posterior distribution

over the underlying signals rather than just the observed

signals.

If we assume that the global map is noiseless, perhaps due

to statistical averaging over several acquisition rounds over a

large period of time, then we get

ENMI1D[Y,Y
ℓ] =

H[A] + H[Yℓ]

H[A,Yℓ]

where the allocation of the probability mass occurs only in

the values of the captured image, hence the 1D nomenclature

(see Fig. 7).

Collectively, we refer to these decision-making algorithms,

NMI, ENMI1D, ENMI2D, as mutual information classifiers:

ℓ̂MI = arg max
ℓ∈[L]

MI[Y,Yℓ]. (29)

C. Probability of Misclassification

To assess the performance of these alternatives, we are

interested in the probability that a particular scheme makes an
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Fig. 6. The diagram shows how the probability mass is added to the
empirical joint distribution in the algorithm ENMI2D. Observe that the mass
is distributed in the value-pair space in accordance with the uncertainty in the
underlying signal in both the global map and the captured image.
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Fig. 7. The diagram shows how the probability mass is added to the
empirical joint distribution in the algorithm ENMI1D. Observe that the mass is
distributed exclusively in the value space of the captured image, in accordance
with the uncertainty in the underlying signal. This algorithm assumes that the
global map is noiseless, and hence, full probability mass is placed on the
observed value in the global map.

error under given circumstances. In every case, the probability

of misclassification error is given by

Pe,A = Pr
(

ℓ̂A 6= ℓ
)

(30)

where ℓ is the true location. The probability of misclassifica-

tion in (30) may depend on noise variance and the number of

candidate locations (L). In building complete systems, these

and other considerations must be taken into consideration.

Nevertheless, a goal of this article is to offer a fair comparative

study of a potential algorithmic improvement, rather than build

a full functional localization system. As such, the abstract

formulation above is sufficient to assess performance of the

compared schemes in synthetic scenarios. This is accom-

plished in the next section.

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION AND DISCUSSION

The goal of this section is to assesss the value of the

proposed approaches as algorithmic building blocks in larger

systems. Admittedly, it would be interesting to showcase the

performance of the proposed changes in autonomous vehicles

that already employ the Euclidean distance or NMI in their
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localization workflows. However, integrating our findings in

proprietary systems and then publishing results in an academic

outlet is a logistical challenge that we are yet to solve. As

such, we focus the exposition on the intrinsic improvement

associated with the proposed techniques in isolation, with the

understanding that these building blocks can be integrated

in larger workflows through software upgrades. That is, the

algorithmic opportunities presented in this article do not

necessitate hardware alterations, rather they can be deployed

through software updates. Having said that, the proposed

techniques could be used to optimize camera mount points in a

principled manner, but this is beyond the scope of this article.

We illustrate the advantages of proposed algorithms through

numerical simulations for various noise levels. The parameters

utilized throughout our numerical simulations are summarized

in Table I. In addition, monochromatic tile colors are quantized

to eight bits, with 28 = 256 shades and V = {0, 1, . . . , 255}.

The mean tile value is set to µ = 128; and the variance, to

σ = 5.

Parameter Value Description

Height h 60 cm

Depression angle θ 36◦

Focal length f 0.0367 cm

Square tile sides s 20 cm

Signal-to-intrinsic noise ratio SINR 3 dB (IP), 10 dB (MI)

Signal-to-sensor noise ratio σ2/N0 10–80, 45 dB (AR1)

Tile depth count Nd 11 tiles

Tile width count Nw 6 tiles

TABLE I
THESE PARAMETERS ARE EMPLOYED IN THE NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS.

We consider the elementary scenario where L = 2, and

we look at the performance of the various classifiers Pe,A

as a function of N0. Specifically, the random sections to be

compared are created by independently generating every tile

according to aℓk,j ∼ N (µ, σ2) and ni
k,j ∼ N (0, (σi

k,j)
2). The

effect of the perspective transformation is captured by adding

noise to the sensed image, ns
k,j ∼ N (0, (σs

k,j)
2). In both cases,

we have k ∈ [Nw] and j ∈ [Nd]. This is consistent with the

physical process described in Section III. Points in each of the

figures are obtained by averaging 10,000 independent trials.

A. Numerical Simulations for Maximum Likelihood

The first set of results we present pertain to the maximum

likelihood detection scheme of Section IV-A. Therein, the

selection criteria are based on the Euclidean distance and the

distances induced by generalized inner products. This includes

the standard inner product of (19), the 1D generalized product

of (23), and the 2D generalized product of (21). Fig. 8 shows

that the maximum likelihood algorithm that takes advantage

of unequal noise amplification and accounts for sensing noise,

GIP2D, uniformly outperforms the two alternatives for all

values of the noise power spectral density N0.

This figure also illustrates that disregarding the randomness

associated with rapidly changing visual attributes of the road

surface, σ2
i , can lead to a brittle solutions. This is manifested
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Fig. 8. This plot compares the performance of the three inner-product-
based (IP) algorithms. The algorithm that takes into account the unequal
noise amplification due to the perspective transformation and the CCD noise
outperforms the other two schemes, including the Euclidean distance which
is used extensively in the literature.

in the graph through the poor performance of GIP1D under

some conditions. The Euclidean distance is more robust, nev-

ertheless it offers worse performance compared to the GIP2D

algorithm.
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Fig. 9. Roads surfaces often have features that are spatially correlated. This
plot shows that correlation degrades performance, however it does not affect
the suitability of the three schemes. Furthermore, GIP2D outperforms the
other algorithms irrespective of the correlation coefficient.

In nature, roads tend to have features that vary slowly.

Consequently, it is important to demonstrate that the proposed

algorithm are robust to correlation in the color road surface. To

do so, we consider a scenario where the color of tiles along

the depth of the road surface are generated by a stationary

auto-regressive process, AR-1, whose governing parameter is

α. That is, the road surface is created by a quantized version

of the AR-1 equation

ak,j = αak,j−1 +
√

1− α2zk,j j ∈ [Nd − 1] (31)

where zk,j ∼ N (µ, σ2
a). The initialization of the process

must also be done carefully, as to ensure that the process

is stationary. This is standard for AR-1 processes. Fig. 9

reveals that, although correlation affects performance, it does
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not undermine the suitability of the inner-product-based (IP)

algorithms. Furthermore, GIP2D remains the best performer

irrespective of α, which is highly desirable.

B. Numerical Simulations for Mutual Information

As mentioned above, NMI can be found as a building block

in many localization applications because of its resilience to

variations in illumination. In Section IV-B, we proposed two

new algorithms that better take into consideration the unequal

noise amplification that takes place when images are rectified.

Conceptually, these two alternate algorithms build on NMI,

but they are computationally more sophisticated and hence

more demanding. Still, they offer significant performance

gains. Fig. 10 plots probability of misclassification for the

three mutual-information-based algorithms, NMI, ENMI1D,

and ENMI2D, as functions of the noise power spectral density

N0. The latter two scheme take advantage of unequal noise

amplification, and ENMI2D accounts for sensing noise. These

two enhanced algorithms uniformly outperform NMI, with

ENMI2D showcasing the best performance.
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Fig. 10. The two enhance NMI schemes take advantage of the unequal noise
amplification that take place during a perspective transformation and, as such,
they outperform the class NMI algorithm. Furthermore, ENMI2D accounts
for sensing noise and performs uniformly better than the two alternatives,
regardless of the sensing noise level.

Again, we offer a brief study of performance degradation

related to correlation in the road surface, which translates into

a correlated Aℓ in our simulation framework. We examine the

scenario described in (31) and look for robustness. The numer-

ical simulations for mutual-information-based schemes show

that correlation increases the probability of misclassification.

We note that the entropy of the randomly generated images

decreases as a function of the auto-regressive parameter α and,

as such, it becomes statistically more difficult to discriminate

the true image from its counterpart. This explains why the

functions increase noticeably as α approaches one. More

importantly, performance varies smoothly as a function of

α, and ENMI2D remains uniformly better compares to the

alternatives. That is, the proposed algorithmic improvement

based on signal processing techniques outperform the more

naive schemes in all conditions.
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Fig. 11. This graph tracks the performance of the three mutual-information-
based (MI) algorithms as a function of correlation in the road surface. Our
findings show that the proposed algorithmic enhancements are suitable for all
correlation levels. Furthermore, ENMI2D uniformly outperforms alternatives.

VI. CONCLUSION

This article explores the implications of perspective trans-

formations inherent to certain localization tasks, highlighting

how these transformations can lead to uneven noise amplifica-

tion. We propose algorithmic methods to address this issue,

resulting in performance enhancements that do not require

expensive hardware modifications. The value of this approach

is demonstrated using simple classification tasks, showcasing

the potential for integration into more complex and proprietary

localization systems. The foundational approach used in the

articles can potentially be applied to multi-camera systems and

LiDAR, although the treatment of these alternate scenarios is

beyond the scope of the paper.

A key contribution of the article is the extension of normal-

ized mutual information (NMI) to handle noisy environments

effectively. The proposed approach, termed enhanced normal-

ized mutual information (ENMI), leverages Bayesian probabil-

ity to address scenarios where images have unequal signal-to-

noise ratios. ENMI overcomes the limitations associated with

quantization and pixelization, reframing image pre-processing

as a natural tradeoff between performance and computational

complexity. Importantly, the technique preserves the desirable

properties of NMI, including robustness and shift invariance,

making it a powerful tool for applications in noisy and uneven

imaging conditions.

The article offers several promising directions for future

work. These include developing a principled approach to

optimize camera placement on autonomous vehicles, assess-

ing the potential benefits of deploying multiple cameras,

and extending the ENMI framework to handle LiDAR point

clouds. Another intriguing avenue is exploring how ENMI

can be adapted for sequences of images or video segments,

potentially enhancing its utility in dynamic scenarios. Addi-

tionally, revisiting other applications of NMI, such as image

registration, may reveal opportunities to improve performance

by accounting for the impact of noisy sensors in these contexts,

further broadening the scope of this approach.
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