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Abstract: In this work, a new method for automatically extending Bounding Box (BB) and mask labels across different
channels on multilens cameras is presented. For that purpose, the proposed method combines the well known
phase correlation method with a refinement process. During the first step, images are aligned by localizing the
peak of intensity obtained in the spatial domain after performing the cross correlation process in the frequency
domain. The second step consists of obtaining the best possible transformation by using an iterative process
maximising the IoU (Intersection over Union) metric. Results show that, by using this method, labels could
be transferred across different lens on a camera with an accuracy over 90% in most cases and just by using
65 ms in the whole process. Once the transformations are obtained, artificial RGB images are generated, for
labeling them so as to transfer this information into each of the other lens. This work will allow users to use
this type of cameras in more fields rather than satellite or medical imagery, giving the chance of labeling even
invisible objects in the visible spectrum.

1 INTRODUCTION

When training a detection (Wang et al., 2023) or seg-
mentation (Wang et al., 2020) Neural Network (NN),
a large amount of data is required to adapt an already
trained model to a specific task, such as household
waste (Páez-Ubieta et al., 2023) (Páez-Ubieta et al.,
2023).

However, times have changed and automatic la-
beling models for objects in RGB images appeared re-
cently, with Segment Anything Model (SAM) model
(Kirillov et al., 2023) becoming a reference in a very
short period of time.

MultiSpectral Imaging (MSI) consists of using
sensors that provide images in different frequency
ranges compared to the traditional RGB cameras. In
several fields such as in agriculture (Hoffer et al.,
1966) (Mia et al., 2023), medical (Andersson et al.,
1987) (Ma et al., 2023) or remote sensing (Maxwell,
1976) (Yuan et al., 2021) these type of cameras have
given promising results during the last two centuries.

However, labeling images outside the RGB do-
main could be a difficult task. However, little by little,
more and more articles dealing with the labeling pro-
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cess on Light Detection And Ranging (LiDAR) (Ošep
et al., 2024) or multilens (Gallagher et al., 2024) im-
ages are being published.

For instance, (Gómez and Meoni, 2021) intro-
duced a semisupervised learning approach to auto-
matically classify scenes from land datasets such
as EuroSAT (Helber et al., 2019) or the aerial UC
Merced land use (UCM) (Yang and Newsam, 2010).
For that purpose, they label between 5 and 300 images
per class, which are then feed into a Graphics Process-
ing Unit (GPU) for training a model. In our case, we
do not need any kind of training phase since we di-
rectly obtain the transformation between the camera
lenses in order to have a more detailed object recog-
nition rather than just a scene classification. Also, 15
images were used during the transformation phase,
but less images could also be used for the proposed
method.

Another example is (Ulku et al., 2022), in which
authors aim to segmentate semantically trees using
satellite and aerial images from the DSTL Satellite
Imagery Feature Detection Image (Benjamin et al.,
2016) and RIT-18 (The Hamlin State Beach Park)
Aerial Image (Kemker et al., 2018) datasets. To this
end, they use several segmentation NNs to perform
the task of labeling trees on the images. In our case,
we do not require any kind of semantic segmentation
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NN to label our images. Also, their trees occupy big
areas on the images, making it easier for the NN to
find and label them, meanwhile the objects in our case
are far smaller - tougher to label as they require far
more precision and attention to fine detail.

Other works such as (Park et al., 2021), use a
multispectral and RGB cameras for detecting sick
pine trees through aerial photographs. For performing
the image alignment for later labeling process they
use the Scale-Invariant Feature Transform (SIFT)
method (Lowe, 1999). However, this aforementioned
method only works well when keypoints and descrip-
tors could be obtained from the images, being useless
with uniform objects. Also, RGB and 6 channel mul-
tispectral images are analysed by the NN, making the
process not very efficient since some of the 9 channels
could contain no info at all.

In this work, the transformation between the im-
ages captured from a multispectral camera (which is
a type of multilens camera) will be obtained with the
purpose of extending the Bounding Box (BB) or mask
labels from one image into the others, as well as al-
lowing the users to label in fake RGB images, saving
a significant amount of time. The process consists of a
two step process (displacement calculation and refine-
ment) that uses traditional computer vision techniques
and Central Processing Unit (CPU) resources, leaving
aside time and resource consumption on GPUs.

The main contributions of this work are:

• A new method for obtaining the transformation
between the lens of a multispectral camera that is
proven to be highly accurate in no time.

• The possibility of generating fake RGB images
from combining its components by applying the
previous transform.

• Transforming labels in both BB and mask formats
across images so as to label objects that disappear
in certain frequencies.

This work is organised as follows: Section 2 intro-
duces the proposed method, which is divided in two
steps, Section 3 presents the setup that was used dur-
ing the experiments, as well as the transformations be-
tween each lenses and the fake RGB labeling process
and Section 4 summarises the article and introduces
future works that will be done using as core project
this method.

2 METHODOLOGY

In this Section, the method for obtaining the trans-
formation between different lens on the camera is

presented. It is composed of two steps: displace-
ment calculation, using the phase correlation method,
and refinement, using a sliding window across several
scales.

2.1 Displacement calculation

The different lens on a camera provide images that are
not aligned. As the lenses are at the same height, a
2D transformation (rotation, translation, scale and/or
skew) is the most probable conversion to relate them.
However, the assumption that there is only a displace-
ment between the captured images by the different
lenses was done. If results proved otherwise, other
kind of transformation would be applied.

The obtained images are in the space domain, in
which each pixel represents the intensity. However,
we switch into the frequency domain, in which im-
ages are reorganised by frequencies, distributing them
according to its periodicity (high periodicity will be
placed in the center of the image, meanwhile low pe-
riodicity will be placed far from it).

By getting advance of how images are distributed
in the frequency domain, the displacement between
two images is a linear phase shift, which is the core
idea of the phase correlation algorithm.

It receives as input two images i1 and i2. The first
step is removing sharp discontinuities at the image
borders, since they produce a high frequency compo-
nent, reducing the accuracy of the method. This prob-
lem is called spectral leakage, but applying a Hanning
window (Eq. 1) will make it disappear, smoothing the
image and removing artifacts and edges.

w(x,y) =
(

0.5
(

1− cos
(

2πx
M−1

)))
·(

0.5
(

1− cos
(

2πy
N −1

))) (1)

where M and N represent the dimensions of the
image and x and y represent the pixel coordinates. If
applied to the aforementioned images, i1h(x,y) and
i2h(x,y) are obtained. The second step consists of in
transforming these spectral leakage free images into
the frequency domain by using the Discrete Fourier
Transform (DFT) (Eq. 2), obtaining I1h(u,v) and
I2h(u,v), respectively.

I1h(u,v) =
M−1

∑
x=0

N−1

∑
y=0

i1h(x,y) · e−2πi( ux
M + vy

N ) (2)

Once the images are in the frequency domain,
the phase shift between them encode the translational
shift we are looking for in the space domain. For that



purpose, the third step is to isolate this phase infor-
mation by using the cross-power spectrum (Eq. 3),
normalising the magnitude and retaining this phase
information.

CP(u,v) =
I1h(u,v) · I∗2h(u,v)∣∣I1h(u,v) · I∗2h(u,v)

∣∣ (3)

where I∗2h(u,v) is the complex conjugate of
I2h(u,v). The forth step is coming back to the spatial
domain by using the Inverse Discrete Fourier Trans-
form (IDFT) applied to the calculated cross-power
spectrum CP(u,v), obtaining the correlation matrix
c(x,y) (Eq. 4).

c(x,y) =
M−1

∑
u=0

N−1

∑
v=0

CP(u,v) · e2πi( ux
M + vy

N ) (4)

Finally, peak location (∆x,∆y) in the correlation
matrix c(x,y) is obtained (Eq. 5) by performing a 5×
5 weighted centroid around the peak, so as to obtain
subpixel accuracy, normalizing the result between 0
and 1.

(∆x,∆y) = weightedCentroid{argmax
(x,y)

{c(x,y)}}

(5)

2.2 Refinement

Once the relative displacement (∆x,∆y) between the
two input images i1, i2 is obtained using the phase cor-
relation method, a refinement process is required in
order to get more precision.

For that purpose, centered in the relative displace-
ment numbers, a cascade of possible better displace-
ments are obtained. First, (∆x,∆y) are rounded and
are added or substracted a value RV : i ∈ 1 . . .n with
n being the number of refinement steps in both axis
x and y in different scales s. This s value will repre-
sent different orders of magnitude, varying it inside
the discrete values on [1,0.1,0.01] to check pixel and
subpixel precision (Eq. 6), having as a result several
possible combinations.

∆xp = [∆x−RV · s, · · · ,∆x, · · ·∆x+RV · s]
∆yp = [∆y−RV · s, · · · ,∆y, · · ·∆y+RV · s]

(6)

These obtained possible numbers (∆xp,∆yp) are
inserted into a homogeneous transformation (Eq. 7)
and applied to each of the different labels on the im-
age to check if a better solution is obtained. For that
purpose, some labeled images serve as basis to com-
pare with these newly obtained labels.

[
lN:nx
lN:ny

]
=

[
1 0 ∆xp
0 1 ∆yp

][
lnx
lny

]
(7)

These labels l =
[(l1x, l1y), ...,(lnx, lny), ...,(lNx, lNy)] are a collec-
tion of N points that represent the borders of the
labeled objects. In case of having a mask, N could
be any positive number, meanwhile a BB is defined
by N = 2, representing the top left and bottom right
coordinates of the box.

The final transform will convert the
original mask or BB coordinates (lnx, lny)
into the new reference frame, obtaining
lM = [(lM:1x, lM:1y), ...,(lM:nx, lM:ny), ...,(lM:Nx, lM:Ny)].
They will be compared against the
aforementioned labeled images lGT =
[(lGT :1x, lGT :1y), ...,(lGT :nx, lGT :ny), ...,(lGT :Nx, lGT :Ny)],
trying to achieve the highest Intersection Over Union
(IOU).

IOU, also called Jaccard index, is a metric that re-
turns how much two labels coincide, being the result
a value between [0,1]. It is represented by Eq. 8.

IoU =
lM ∩ lGT

lM ∪ lGT
(8)

3 EXPERIMENTATION

In this Section, hardware and software setup is pre-
sented, as well as the experiments that prove the effec-
tiveness of the proposed method for obtaining labels
across multiple multispectral images.

3.1 Setup

In order to perform image alignment, several in-
stances are required.

In terms of hardware (Fig. 1), a MicaSense
RedEdge-MX Dual multispectral camera is used for
obtaining the aforementioned images. This camera
counts with 10 cameras divided in two modules: a
red and a blue one (see Fig. 1a). A brief description
of the frequencies for each band available in both of
them is presented in Table 1. All 10 bands produce 12
bit images at a resolution of 1280 x 960. This cam-
era is mounted on the wrist of an Ur5e with 6 Degrees
of Freedom (DoF) robotic arm, which allow us to pre-
cisely place the camera in a still position on the space.
Concretely, the camera is positioned parallel to a table
500 mm over it (see Fig. 1b). Regarding the objects
used for performing the experiments, 16 small pills in
the size range of 8 to 22 mm are used. They provide



several different shapes and colors to allow all the ex-
periments that will be performed.

(a) Detail of the multispectral camera lenses (modules and or-
der).

(b) Robotic arm in which the MicaSense RedEdge-MX Dual is
attached to, allowing to capture objects 50 cm away.

Figure 1: Hardware used during the experiments.

In terms of software, images were labeled using
LabelMe tool (Torralba et al., 2010). There are two
different labeling approximations used across all the
experiments: BB and mask. The computer used to
get the results works in Ubuntu 20.04.4 with Python
3.8.10 and OpenCV 4.7.0, running an 11th Genera-
tion Intel© Core™ i9-11900H with 8 physical and 16
logical cores respectively. They work at a frequency

Table 1: Band numbers, frequencies and color name from
each channel available on the MicaSense RedEdge-MX
Dual multispectral camera (see Fig. 1a).

Module Band f ± A (nm) Color name
Red 1 475 ± 16 Blue

2 560 ± 13.5 Green
3 668 ± 7 Red
4 717 ± 6 Red Edge
5 842 ± 28.5 Near IR

Blue 6 444 ± 14 Coastal Blue
7 531 ± 7 Green
8 650 ± 8 Red
9 705 ± 5 Red Edge I

10 740 ± 9 Red Edge II

of 2.50 GHz, which allow to carry out all necessary
operations in a short period of time.

3.2 Transformations

Although the camera has 10 lenses, only the ones in
the red half part of the camera will be used.

Several images from the 5 lenses that compose
the red part of the multispectral camera are obtained.
Concretely, 15 images were captured with each cam-
era, from which 12 were used for obtaining the trans-
form and 3 for proving the accuracy of the obtained
transform. From them, the training images from band
5 (lenses in the middle) and the test images from all 5
lenses were labeled. Also, the refinement steps n was
set to 5, meaning 121 possible matrices in 3 different
levels of pixel accuracy are used.

After applying the phase correlation method and
the refinement for both BB and mask labels, the fol-
lowing results shown in Table 2 and Table 3 were ob-
tained.
Table 2: Transformations in pixel level, IOU and time for
BB labels to transfer band 5 labels into the other lenses.

Band Transform (px) IoU (%) Time (ms)

1 1
5TBB =

(
−52.0
47.0

)
98.58 66.31

2 2
5TBB =

(
53.9
46.1

)
100 53.52

3 3
5TBB =

(
52.9
−23.4

)
95.95 55.66

4 4
5TBB =

(
−52.1
−18.9

)
93.53 56.55

In order to show the active refinement process and
how it improves the IOU step by step, band 1 from
mask labeling is shown in Table 4. Step 0 consists of
applying phase correlation, step 1 consists of refining
in pixel level with s equal to 1, step 2 consists of re-



Table 3: Transformations in pixel level, IOU and time for
mask labels to transfer band 5 labels into the other lenses.

Band Transform (px) IoU (%) Time (ms)

1 1
5TMK =

(
−52.05

47.2

)
97.49 82.81

2 2
5TMK =

(
54.78
46.52

)
94.36 72.58

3 3
5TMK =

(
53.5
−23.8

)
93.77 73.05

4 4
5TMK =

(
−53.24
−19.01

)
89.91 58.83

fining in subpixel level with s equal to 0.1 and step 3
consists of refining in 2 levels of subpixel with s equal
to 0.01.
Table 4: Phase correlation and refinement steps applied to
band 1 of mask labeled images.

Step Transform (px) IoU (%) Time (ms)

0 1
5TMK−0 =

(
−51.85
47.02

)
96.73 76.75

1 1
5TMK−1 =

(
−52.0
47.0

)
96.99 1.96

2 1
5TMK−2 =

(
−52.0
47.2

)
97.40 2.05

3 1
5TMK =

(
−52.05

47.2

)
97.49 2.05

Several images of BB labeled images after apply-
ing 1

5TBB, 2
5TBB, 3

5TBB and 4
5TBB from Table 2 can be

seen in Fig. 2. As input Fig. 2a is provided, which
represents band 5. Once the labels of this image are
transformed, images in Figs. 2b, 2c, 2d and 2e are
obtained. As it can be seen, the transformed labels
adjust almost perfectly into the objects of the other
bands, saving the user the need of manually annotate
them. For a quick comparison of the quality, ground
truth human labeled images are provided in Figs. 2f,
2g, 2h and 2i. The worst result is obtained in band 4,
since the pill starts mimicking with the background,
making it difficult for both the proposed method and
the user to discern it.

Moving onto a more difficult problem, mask la-
beled images are tested. These images are trans-
formed using matrices 1

5TMK , 2
5TMK , 3

5TMK and 4
5TMK

from Table 3. Results of the process are shown in Fig.
3. The layout follows the same pattern as in Fig. 2.
Taking that into account, the worst result is again band
4, being the reason the same as in the previous case.
The pill starts to disappear (compared to the other 3
bands). However, the labeling process is still success-
ful.

3.3 RGB label transferability

Once the labeling process is shown to be success-
ful, a new experiment will be performed - labeling
in RGB images created from the multispectral images
and then move these labels into the other bands.

For that purpose, bands representing the red, green
and blue frequencies need to be mixed together. Ac-
cording to Table 1, bands 1-3 from the red module are
the ones required. So the images are converted from
bands 1-3 to band 5 by using Eq. 9, obtaining an arti-
ficial RGB image imRGB = [R,G,B].

R =3
5 T−1

BB|mask · imband3

G =2
5 T−1

BB|mask · imband2

B =1
5 T−1

BB|mask · imband1

(9)

Then, this fake RGB image is la-
beled in BB or mask format lRGB =
[(lRGB:1x, lRGB:1y), ...,(lRGB:nx, lRGB:ny), ...,
(lRGB:Nx, lRGB:Ny)] by the user. Once the label is
ready, it is transferred back into the other bands in the
camera, obtaining labels in all frequencies (Eq. 10).

lband1 =
1
5 TBB|mask · lRGB

lband2 =
2
5 TBB|mask · lRGB

lband3 =
3
5 TBB|mask · lRGB

lband4 =
4
5 TBB|mask · lRGB

lband5 = I2x3 · lRGB

(10)

The first process for generating the imRGB =
[R,G,B] can be seen in Fig. 4. For it, a combination
of blue (Fig. 4a), green (Fig. 4b) and red (Fig. 4c)
images is performed, generating a fake RGB image
(Fig. 4d).

Once the fake RGB image is generated, objects
have been labeled in BB (Fig. 5a) and mask (Fig. 6a)
formats. After applying the transformations obtained
from Section 3.2, the images with BB (Figs. 5b-5f)
and masks (Figs. 6b-6f) were obtained. As it can be
seen, obtained results convincingly demonstrate the
accuracy of the proposed approach. For example, ob-
jects in band 4 with BB (Fig. 5e) as well as with mask
(Fig. 6e) labeling disappear partially. However, due
to the designed method, objects in those positions are
labeled even though they are not visible.

4 CONCLUSION

In this work, a method for labeling automatically mul-
tispectral images starting with a single band image
BB or mask labeled is presented.



(a) Band 5 input.

(b) Band 1 output. (c) Band 2 output. (d) Band 3 output. (e) Band 4 output.

(f) Band 1 reference. (g) Band 2 reference. (h) Band 3 reference. (i) Band 4 reference.

Figure 2: BB labeled experiment: (a) reference image (band 5) to start with, (b, c, d, e) transformed labels (bands 1-4) and (f,
g, h, i) ground truth labels for comparison purposes (bands 1-4).

(a) Band 5 input.

(b) Band 1 output. (c) Band 2 output. (d) Band 3 output. (e) Band 4 output.

(f) Band 1 reference. (g) Band 2 reference. (h) Band 3 reference. (i) Band 4 reference.

Figure 3: Mask labeled experiment: (a) reference image (band 5) to start with, (b, c, d, e) transformed labels (bands 1-4) and
(f, g, h, i) ground truth labels for comparison purposes (bands 1-4).



(a) Band 1: blue. (b) Band 2: green. (c) Band 3: red.

(d) Fake RGB image.

Figure 4: Combination of 3 channels to create fake RGB image: (a,b,c) bands 1, 2, 3 respectively, (d) Generated fake RGB
image.

In order to achieve it, a process with two steps
is used: phase correlation and refinement. During
the first one, the transformation between two images
is obtained by smoothing the image with a Hanning
window, transforming the spatial domain images into
the frequency domain with the Fourier discrete trans-
form, applying the cross-power spectrum formula to
retain just the phase information of the images, con-
verting the cross-power spectrum back to the spatial
domain, so as to finally look for the peak location,
which is no other than the translation between the two
analysed images. The second process consists of re-
fining the transformation obtained from the previous
step by searching in a proximity window for a better
one throughout an iterative process through pixel and
two levels of subpixel accuracy, saving the best trans-
formation as the one that provided the highest per-
centage in the IOU index.

In order to test the method, the transformation
between 5 multispectral lenses from a MicaSense
RedEdge-MX Dual camera were obtained. Just by
labeling 12 images from band 5 with a high contrast
allowed to obtain the transformation of BB and mask
label types with an accuracy of 97% and 94% and just
58 ms and 72 ms, respectively. Right after that, by us-
ing the inverse of the obtained transformations, an ar-
tificial RGB image is generated, allowing the labeling
process to be performed in colored images. After it,

the labels are transformed back into each lenses so as
to have the labels in all 5 channels of the multispectral
camera.

Future works will consist of testing the proposed
method into more multispectral cameras with differ-
ent morphology, as well as testing it with all the 10
lenses that the camera used in the present paper has.
Also, a RGB camera could be added in order to avoid
generating fake RGB images from the multispectral
lenses and accumulating a small error during the pro-
cess. In a different path, a dataset of domestic waste
could be created aiming to train different NNs and test
if the extra information provided by 10 lenses and 12
bit images could help discerning better between cat-
egories when compared to the same NNs using 8 bit
RGB images.
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(a) Fake RGB labeled with BBs. (b) Band 1 with transfered labels. (c) Band 2 with transfered labels.

(d) Band 3 with transfered labels. (e) Band 4 with transfered labels. (f) Band 5 with transfered labels.

Figure 5: BB labeled fake RGB image and transfered labels: (a) Fake RGB image with BB labels, (b) labels transfered to
band 1, (c) labels transfered to band 2, (d) labels transfered to band 3, (e) labels transfered to band 4 and (f) labels transfered
to band 5.
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