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Abstract—The unpredictable nature of outdoor settings 
introduces numerous safety concerns, making hazard detection 
crucial for safe navigation. This paper introduces a novel system for 
sidewalk safety navigation utilizing a hybrid approach that combines 
a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) with a One-Class Support Vector 
Machine (OCSVM). The system is designed to detect anomalies on 
sidewalks that could potentially pose walking hazards. A dataset 
comprising over 15,000 training frames and 5,000 testing frames was 
collected using video recordings, capturing various sidewalk 
scenarios, including normal and hazardous conditions. During 
deployment, the VAE utilizes its reconstruction mechanism to detect 
anomalies within a frame. Poor reconstruction by the VAE implies 
the presence of an anomaly, after which the OCSVM is used to 
confirm whether the anomaly is hazardous or non-hazardous. The 
proposed VAE model demonstrated strong performance, with a high 
Area Under the Curve (AUC) of 0.94, effectively distinguishing 
anomalies that could be potential hazards. The OCSVM is employed 
to reduce the detection of false hazard anomalies, such as manhole 
or water valve covers. This approach achieves an accuracy of 91.4%, 
providing a highly reliable system for distinguishing between 
hazardous and non-hazardous scenarios. These results suggest that 
the proposed system offers a robust solution for hazard detection in 
uncertain environments. 

Index Terms—Hazard, Non-Hazard, Anomaly, Computer Vision, 
Navigation 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Vision is an essential sense that helps perceive and 
interpret the environment, allowing navigation, decision-
making, and interaction with the surroundings. As humans, 
we rely on vision to connect with our environment to perform 
fast and accurate tasks in complex settings. However, 
navigating through the world can be challenging for many, 
including the elderly, the visually impaired, and even robots. 
Thus, research in safety navigation has made great progress 
in the past decade, creating intuitive systems capable of 
generating trajectory plans and preventing collisions [1]–[3]. 
However, most of these systems have been implemented 
and evaluated for obstacle avoidance. For widespread 
adoption, a more comprehensive approach, where safety 
systems can detect hazards, is needed. 

A promising approach to gathering information about the 
environment involves the use of inexpensive video cameras. 
These sensors are capable of detecting objects within each 
frame [4], potentially indicating the presence of a hazard. 

With the integration of artificial intelligence, detecting 
abnormalities has become significantly easier. Anomaly 
detection has been applied in surveillance systems to 
enhance the security of public facilities, transportation 
networks, and infrastructure [5]–[7]. Additionally, industrial 
applications are leveraging anomaly detection to identify 
unusual patterns or defects within their products [8]. 

In the context of autonomous safety navigation, 
commercial vehicles and robots have also incorporated the 
use of anomaly detection to identify irregular patterns within 
their trajectories [9]–[11]. While vision-based machine 
learning approaches have proven to enhance the detection 
of anomalies in many fields, their applications to safety 
navigation for the elderly or visually impaired have not 
advanced as rapidly. 

Recent work for the visually impaired and assistive 
lowerlimb devices has integrated wearable RGB cameras to 
avoid hazardous situations, such as changes in terrain (i.e., 
staircases, ramps, curbs) [12]–[14]. Research also includes 
detecting hazards in traversal areas with a polarized RGB-D 
camera by identifying the polarized light reflected by puddles 
[15]. Additionally, some studies utilize an RGB-D depth 
module to identify potholes or other concave anomalies [16]. 
Another approach involves training a CNN to detect 
abnormalities within a walking trajectory [17]. However, 
these advancements are not without limitations: the first 
approach relies on adding polarized lenses to a camera that 
is only capable of detecting specularly reflective hazards. 
Similarly, the second study focuses on concave anomalies. 
The last approach uses a CNN that requires an extensive 
amount of data and variation of anomalies in the 
environment, which makes it impossible to capture all 
scenarios. Therefore, a robust system capable of detecting a 
wide range of anomalies without needing large datasets, 
sensor adjustments, or constraints to specific types of 
anomalies is needed. 

In this paper, we present a hazard detection system 
designed for sidewalk navigation. Our approach utilizes a 
variational autoencoder fused with a one-class support 
vector machine (OCSVM) to process RGB data. The  



 

Fig. 1: Detection of hazard while walking. 

variational autoencoder attempts to regenerate an input 
image by compressing the input image into a lower-
dimensional latent space and then reconstructs it. If 
thereconstruction probability error exceeds a predefined 
threshold, implying the presence of an anomaly, the latent 
vector generated by the variational autoencoder is passed to 
a OCSVM for a final evaluation to determine whether the 
anomaly is hazardous or not. The system can alert users when 
hazardous anomalies are detected in their walking trajectory 
by outlining the region where the abnormal object is located 
using a pixel-wise error function, thus warning of dangerous 
scenarios. 

In the next section, we describe the system’s design and 
provide an overview. We then proceed to describe the 
methodology of our study, including the dataset utilized and 
the approaches employed across the autoencoder and the 
OCSVM. Subsequently, we present a section dedicated to the 
results, where we independently evaluate the effectiveness 
and accuracy of the autoencoder and OCSVM. The paper 
concludes with a discussion of the implications of our 
findings, addressing system-level considerations, and 
exploring potential directions for future research in this 
domain. 

II. SYSTEM DESIGN 

A. Overview 

In the proposed system, the user wears a video camera as 
they navigate sidewalks, where RGB frames are passed 
through a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) that has been 
trained on sidewalks without hazards. The VAE attempts to 
encode and decode the input image. If the encodedecode 
error is low, the frames are considered non-hazardous. 
Otherwise, the VAE has identified an anomaly, which could 
potentially be hazardous. The VAE’s latent vector is then 
passed to a OCSVM. The OCSVM uses a learned boundary 
between recognized and non-recognized anomalies to 
determine the presence of a hazard within the input frame. 
Recognized anomalies from the OCSVM are labeled as non-
hazardous, while non-recognized anomalies from the OCSVM 

are labeled as hazardous. If a hazard is detected, the system 
creates a bounding box over the detected anomaly, alerting 
the user to the location of the hazard. Figs. 1 and 2 provide a 
high-level overview of the proposed systems flow as well as 
a visualization of the application. 

 

Fig. 2: Overview block diagram of the proposed approach. 
 
B. Data Collection 

Normal sidewalk samples were collected from an RGB 
camera. The camera was placed at chest height, tilted 
approximately 60 degrees downward to view the sidewalk 
immediately in front of the user. Images of diverse locations 
featuring various types of sidewalks were captured, ensuring 
that the training data was generalized, allowing the system 
to function in different locations. Additionally, to enhance 
generalization, data augmentation was applied to adjust the 
brightness of the dataset, simulating conditions of both 
bright and cloudy days. 

After normal data was collected, abnormal objects on 
various types of sidewalks were captured for testing 
purposes. Some of these anomalies were naturally occurring, 
like large cracks in the sidewalk, while others, such as litter, 
were artificially introduced to validate the concept. 

The RGB camera used was an Intel RealSense D435i, 
providing an RGB field of view (FOV) of 87 x 58 with a 640 x 
480 resolution, operating at 30 fps. The depth data from the 
camera was not used in this study. 

C. Variational Autoencoder 

Given that we are using RGB frames as a method to detect 
the presence of anomalies, we employ a deep 
encoderdecoder architecture, commonly known as a 
Variational Autoencoder (VAE). VAEs are deep neural 



networks composed of an encoder, F(x), where x	is the input. 
The encoder utilizes convolutional layers and ReLU 
activations (as shown in Fig. 4) to transform input images into 
a low-dimensional feature space, producing a mean vector µ	
and a standard deviation vector σ	as shown in Fig. 3, which 
define a Gaussian distribution N(µ,σ). A latent vector, z, is 
derived by randomly sampling ϵ	 from a standard normal 
Gaussian distribution (ϵ	∼	N(0,1)) and then mapping it back 
to µ	and σ	such that z	=	µ	+	σ	×	ϵ. This process, known as the 

 

Fig. 3: Variational Autoencoder latent space 
reparameterization trick. 

reparameterization trick, allows for stochastic sampling while 
keeping the model differentiable, enabling backpropagation 
during training. This method introduces stochasticity, which 
is advantageous compared to the deterministic output from 
traditional autoencoders because it allows the model to learn 
and generate a diverse set of latent representations. The 
decoder, F′(z), also built with convolutional layers and ReLU 
activations (as shown in Fig. 4), then attempts to reconstruct 
the original image from the latent vector. For further details 
of VAE, see [18] 

The VAE is trained to accurately capture the characteristics 
of the training data variability. During training, the VAE learns 
features from the input images and generates a latent vector 
specific to the training data. In this paper, the training data 
consists of variations of normal sidewalk images. As a result, 
during deployment, the VAE will struggle to produce an 
appropriate latent vector when presented with images 
containing anomalies, leading to a high reconstruction error. 
 

 

Fig. 4: Variational Autoencoder architecture. 

Unlike traditional autoencoders, VAEs combine the 
reconstruction probability, which measures how well the 
decoder can reconstruct the input data x	 from the latent 
variable z 

Reconstruction Probability =	Eqϕ(z|x)	[logpθ(x|z)]		 								(1) 

and the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence: 

 KL Divergence =	KL(qϕ(z|x)	∥	p(z))	 (2) 

which measures the difference between the encoder’s 
approximation qϕ(z|x)	and the prior distribution p(z), which, 
in our case, encourages the latent space to follow a standard 
normal distribution N(0,1). Together, the VAE loss function is 

 L	=	Eqϕ(z|x)	[logpθ(x|z)]	−	KL(qϕ(z|x)	∥	p(z))	 (3) 

where ϕ	represents the parameters of the encoder network, 
pθ(x|z)	is the decoder’s likelihood of reconstructing the input 
x	given the latent variable z, and θ	represents the parameters 
of the decoder network. By leveraging the loss function, we 
used the reconstruction probability to determine the 
presence of anomalies within each frame as described in [18], 
where VAE’s outputs with high reconstruction error are 



labeled as anomalies and vise versa. The VAE’s output is 
mapped onto [-1, +1] outputs. Using an experimentally 
determined threshold, if the reconstruction probability falls 
below this threshold, the output is set to +1, implying no 
anomaly; otherwise, it is set to -1, implying anomaly. 

D. OCSVM 

Another common approach for anomaly detection is the 
use of SVMs, as they can learn a boundary between 
recognized and non-recognized data [19]–[21]. However, 
OCSVMs struggle with high-dimensional data due to their 
high computational cost and extensive memory demands. By 
leveraging the VAE’s latent space, which is a 1024element 
vector, we are able to train an OCSVM to learn a classification 
boundary to distinguish the known anomalies. 

 

Fig. 5: Support Vector Machine Class Distinction. 

To train the OCSVM, only one class of data was made 
available for training [22], as shown in Fig. 5. The data 
consisted of a set of unseen 640 x 480 images with the 
presence of non-hazardous anomalies, which were passed 
through the trained VAE and extracted as latent vectors. The 
data were then normalized between (-1,1) to ensure that all 
features contributed equally during the model’s learning 
process. Although the latent vector is a small dimension, not 
every element in the vector is necessarily relevant. Thus, a 
Principal Component Analysis (PCA) was also used to further 
reduce the dimensionality of the latent vector, while 
maintaining the most important features, lowering the 
computational cost and memory requirements of the 
OCSVM. 

Given the dimensionality and data distribution, a radial 
basis function (RBF) kernel with a scaling gamma (γ) was 

used. The OCSVM decision function returns +1 if the data is 
non-hazardous, otherwise it returns -1, as shown in equation 
4 

  (4) 

where αi	 are the Lagrange multipliers, γ	 is the scaling 
parameter for the RBF kernel, ∥x	 −	 xi∥2	 is the squared 
Euclidean distance, and µ	is the bias term. 

E. Hybrid Output 

Sidewalk surfaces are not consistent. There are many 
infrastructure elements such as electrical boxes, manholes, 
and water covers that are not hazardous (i.e., they are safely 
traversable). However, when capturing data that was used to 
train the VAE, roughly 15% of the dataset consisted of these 
cases, impeding the VAE to learn meaningful features from 
these cases. As a result, the VAE will struggle to generate 
accurate reconstructions when these objects are present. 
These high reconstruction errors will cause the system to 
alert excessively, which is neither practical nor safe. 
Therefore, to overcome these false alerts, the results from 
the VAE are merged with the OCSVM. 

When the VAE produces a -1 output, the corresponding 
PCA of the latent vector is passed to the OCSVM, which then 
determines if the input represents a hazard or a nonhazard. 
The decision function from the OCSVM outputs two discrete 
values [-1, +1] as well. If the OCSVM also outputs -1, 
indicating a hazard, a pixel-wise mean squared error between 
to generate a heat map of the hazardous object, as illustrated 
in Fig. 6. This indicates the location of the anomaly in the 
image frame. This is useful for diagnostic purposes and could 
be integrated into a navigation guidance system, where a 
bounding box is created to indicate the region where the 
hazardous obstacle is located.  

Thus, once the VAE determines the presence of an 
anomaly, the latent vector is sent to an OCSVM to determine 
if the anomaly is hazardous or not. This method allows the 
system to ignore false hazard anomalies, such as the objects 
mentioned above. 

Fig. 6: Hybrid pipeline. 

 



III. RESULTS 
A. Dataset 

This dataset consists of more than 15,000 training frames and 
over 5,000 testing frames. Each frame is manually annotated 
as hazardous or non-hazardous. Within the entire dataset, 
there are three classes, as shown in Fig. 7. Additionally, there 
are seven examples of anomalies, i.e., objects on or in the 
sidewalk, but the system is not limited to these examples. To 
the best of our knowledge, this is the first dataset collected 
for the anomaly detection task in a sidewalk scenario. 

Fig. 7: Cases of objects within the dataset. 

Types of Hazardous Anomalies: 

• Puddle 
• Gravel 
• Uneven/broken sidewalk 
• Pothole 
• Nails 
• Tree roots 
• Litter or Debris 

 

B. Variational Autoencoder 

 The Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve illustrates 
the performance of the VAE alone, as shown in Figure 8. The 
ROC uses thresholds ranging from 10 to 500. Based on this 
ROC, the VAE performs well in detecting anomalies, with a 
strong ability to distinguish between true anomalies and false 
anomalies. The high Area Under the Curve (AUC) of 0.94 
confirms the model’s effectiveness. 

C. OCSVM 

To tune the OCSVM, we used a subset of the dataset where 
only non-hazardous anomalies were present. We set the 

scaling gamma and µ	of 0.5 with a radial basis function (RBF) 
kernel to obtain a classification accuracy of 90%. 

 
D. Hybrid Output 

To validate the concept of hybrid VAE + OCSVM 
integration, we performed two experiments. The first 
experiment involved using only the VAE with a low threshold, 
while the second experiment incorporated the OCSVM with 
the VAE at the same threshold. Using the same validation 
data, where three cases are present (no anomalies, non-
hazard anomalies, and hazard anomalies), we ran the 
algorithms to generate a set of confusion matrices, with 1 
indicating hazards and -1 indicating non-hazards. 

Fig. 8: Receiver Operating Characteristic Curve for 
proposed Variational Autoencoder 

Table I shows the results for the VAE only, and Table II 
presents the results for the hybrid system. The number of 
false hazards decreases from 226 to 189, approximately 16%, 
demonstrating that the hybrid model achieves greater 

TABLE I: Confusion Matrix for OCSVM only. 

TABLE II: Confusion Matrix for hybrid (VAE + OCSVM). 

 



precision in distinguishing between hazardous and non-
hazardous anomalies. This improvement results in a 91.4% 
accuracy for true hazard anomaly detection, highlighting the 
effectiveness of incorporating the OCSVM alongside the VAE. 

IV. DISCUSSION 

This research introduces a system that employs visual data 
to enhance safety navigation by detecting hazardous objects 
within the trajectory of a sidewalk. From the ROC curve, we 
observe high accuracy with an AUC of 94% based on a range 
of thresholds. Opting for a high threshold leads to an increase 
in false non-hazard detections, representing the worst-case 
scenario. To minimize the rate of false non-hazards, selecting 
a lower threshold is optimal. However, this approach will 
increase the detection of false hazard situations, such as 
manholes, and water valves, among others. Consequently, 
the system’s architecture, employing a variational 
autoencoder followed by a one-class SVM, effectively 
achieves strong performance and operational flexibility with 
an accuracy of 
91.4%. In addition to the results provided, a supplementary 
video can be found to demonstrate the implementation of 
this work. The video demonstrate the three cases mentioned 
in Fig. 7 with indications of what the system is outputting. The 
system was designed for low computational cost during 
deployment. The autoencoder is able to perform well with 
low resolution images (640 x 480) and the OCSVM uses a 
small dimensional input as well, allowing the system to 
perform in real-time on a consumer laptop. 

The VAE is used to distinguish normal sidewalk conditions 
from anomalies, while the OCSVM distinguishes between 
known anomalies and potential hazards. This method 
enables the VAE to be trained on extensive datasets prior to 
deployment, keeping the computational demands during 
real-time operation minimal. Moreover, given the 
lightweight computational requirements and low training 
cost of the OCSVM, it could be enhanced during deployment 
to recognize and differentiate repeated non-hazardous 
patterns. For instance, if a user is alerted to the same type of 
unrecognized anomaly but consistently navigates over it, the 
system could adapt by reclassifying that anomaly as non-
hazardous. 

While this study serves as a proof of concept for the system 
architecture, the data requirements for adequate training of 
the system for widespread deployment are not clear. We 
attempted to acquire data on various types of concrete 
sidewalks, and fortunately, due to the harsh winter weather 
in the Boston area, a wide variety of degraded sidewalk 
conditions are available. One challenge will be extending the 
system to non-concrete sidewalks, such as cobblestone 
streets in historic city centers. Here, the visual texture from 

the camera may make anomaly detection problematic. One 
potential solution is the incorporation of depth information 
from stereo cameras. This would also facilitate the detection 
of raised obstacles and concavities such as potholes. Depth 
information could be readily incorporated into the same 
architecture demonstrated here, albeit with increased 
computational demands. Additionally, the system’s 
performance can be impacted on bright days when shadows 
obscure the area where the anomaly is present. Future plans 
include incorporating shadow removal methods to overcome 
regions darkened by shadows [23]. 

In conclusion, the key to the system’s success is the use of 
RGB frames in combination with machine learning [24]. The 
systems’ approach can increase independence when 
navigating environments where uncertainty is high. While 
this research primarily focuses on enhancing safety for the 
visually impaired, there are numerous potential applications 
beyond this scope. The system could provide crucial 
assistance in navigation for assistive lower-limb devices, 
controlling motorized wheelchairs, and legged devices, such 
as bipedal robots and prosthetics. 
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