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Abstract

Because of the increase in the number of security cameras, there is more video
footage available than a human could efficiently process. In combination with the
fact that computers are getting more efficient, it is getting more and more interest-
ing to solve the problem of detecting and recognizing people automatically.

Therefore a method is proposed for estimating a 3D-path of a person of interest
in multiple, non overlapping, monocular cameras. This project is a collaboration
between two master theses. This thesis will focus on recognizing a person of
interest from several possible candidates, as well as estimating the 3D-position of
a person and providing a graphical user interface for the system. The recognition
of the person of interest includes keeping track of said person frame by frame, and
identifying said person in video sequences where the person of interest has not
been seen before.

The final product is able to both detect and recognize people in video, as well as
estimating their 3D-position relative to the camera. The product is modular and
any part can be improved or changed completely, without changing the rest of the
product. This results in a highly versatile product which can be tailored for any
given situation.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Here general information about this thesis is presented, such as background, prob-
lem formulation and definitions. The report outline is also presented here.

1.1 Background

The area of this project is a current one, since more and more security cameras
are installed. This yields more data than a human could efficiently process, and
computer aid is therefore necessary. Furthermore computer vision is generally
computationally intensive, and as computers keep getting faster and faster, more
and more computer vision algorithms are becoming practical to use. Another
aspect of this project is that the client does not have constraints regarding speed,
but rather precision. This is contrary to most current uses were speed, often real-
time, is a requirement. In this project speed may therefore be traded for higher
precision, instead of the other way around. Applications and further development
of this project may lead to determining whether a person could have been present
at a location or event. It may also help while trying to extract the true identity
of the person.

1.2 Definitions

Following are some definitions used throughout this report and project.

PoI

Person of Interest, the selected person to track through the sequences.

GUI

Graphical User Interface, the main interface from which the user controls the
program.

1



2 Introduction

Class

A set of objects, which all share a specific feature.

Class label or label

Describes a class with a tag, for instance “PoI” could be used as class label for
persons identified as the person of interest.

System

The software which is designed to accomplish the goals of this project.

Global coordinate system

A Cartesian 3D-coordinate system to which all positions are relative. For a more
elaborate definition see Section 2.3.

Bounding box

An axis aligned rectangle in an image, used to mark the presence of a supposed
person. The entire person should be contained inside the rectangle.

Ground truth

The ground truth of a video consists of a set of bounding boxes and identification
numbers. Every bounding box corresponds to a person in a specific frame. Each
bounding box has an identification number, which is unique for the person within
the bounding box, and consistent over the entire video.

1.3 Problem Formulation

In this project the method for finding the 3D-position of a person of interest in
multiple video sequences was divided into 5 smaller problems;

1. Sorting the video sequences and selecting the order of the frames, so that
they are chronologically ordered.

2. Detecting every person in an image, or video frame.

3. Recognizing the person of interest, if present, from a set of people.

4. Estimating the 3D-position of a person in an image.

5. Filtering and predicting the estimated path of a person.

The parts 1, 2 and 5 are only briefly discussed in this report, they are covered
in the thesis by Johannes Markström [13]. Parts 3 and 4 are the main focus of
this thesis, but the user interface of the complete system was also a big part. A
concept image of the final product may be seen in Figure 1.1.

The project was divided into several difficulty levels, the idea was to create a
working base system fulfilling the lowest difficulty level. When this was achieved
the system would be improved to handle a difficulty level as high as possible. A
detailed explanation of the difficulty levels can be found in Section 1.5. The project
was also designed to require as little human interaction as possible, which has
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Predicted
Detected

Occluding 
obstacle

Figure 1.1: A concept of what the final product visualization could look like. The
dots represent the estimated or predicted positions of the person of interest.

influenced several choices throughout the project. This includes the 3D-position
estimation, which only requires the height of the PoI in addition to the camera
information, as well as the selection of the PoI, in which the user only has to
select the PoI in one video, rather than every video the PoI should be detected
in.

1.4 Purpose and Goal

The purpose of this thesis was to implement and evaluate a recognizer, which could
be used to separate a specified person of interest from a set of people. Functionality
to estimate the 3D-position of a PoI, using an monocular camera should also be
implemented. Finally a user interface from which the user could control the entire
system should be created.

The goal was that the recognizer ought to be easy to extend or redesign, and
individual parts of the recognizer should be interchangeable. It also ought to be
able to handle different observation angles, changes in illumination and work for
different resolutions.
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Figure 1.2: The restriction levels summarized in a table.

1.5 Limitations

Figure 1.2 shows a visual representation of the different restrictions on the environ-
ment in which the program is supposed to be used. The design of the level is such
that the higher level the more flexible the program is, and the harder the problem
is to solve. Below is a more detailed explanation of the different criteria.

• Color channels, restrictions regarding the color information in the given
videos.

– 3, Full color image

– 1, Grayscale image

• Color variance between cameras, restrictions regarding the differences
in the color mappings of different cameras.

– Low, almost no difference in how the cameras assign color values.

– High, some or major difference in how the cameras assign color values.

• Knowledge of global positions and angle of the cameras, restrictions
regarding the knowledge about the positioning of the cameras

– Known, static camera with constant focal length, extrinsic parameters
known.

– Unknown, no knowledge of the placement of cameras relative to each
other.

• Intrinsic parameters, restrictions regarding the knowledge of the intrinsic
parameters of the cameras.

– Known, the intrinsic parameters are known for every camera in the
system.
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– Unknown, some or all cameras in the system are uncalibrated.

• Calibration image, restrictions regarding if there needs to exist an image
of a calibration pattern for the cameras.

– Not available, no image containing a calibration pattern is needed.

– Available, a sequence containing calibration patterns exists for every
uncalibrated camera.

• Height of the person of interest, restrictions regarding the knowledge of
height of the person of interest.

– Known, the height of the person of interest is known, with some (known)
uncertainty.

– Unknown, the height of the person of interest is not known.

• Freedom regarding placement of cameras, restrictions regarding the
cameras angle, relative to the people.

– Very limited, all cameras observe the people from approximately the
same angle, relative to the people.

– Limited, all cameras are placed in front of, or above the people, or
somewhere in between.

• At least one sequence where the person of interest is seen, restric-
tions regarding if there is a sequence where the person of interest is known
to appear.

– Available, one or more sequences in which the person of interest is
known to appear does exist.

– Not available, there is no knowledge regarding if the person of interest
appears in any video sequence.

1.6 Hardware

The system is designed to work on a standard PC with a Windows operating
system. The following operating systems are supported; Windows XP, Windows
Vista and Windows 7.

1.7 Related Work

The problem of person recognition is commonly discussed in computer vision, and
many different approaches have been presented. Following are some vastly different
approaches to the problem of person recognition.
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Paper [12] made an effort to try and find the best combination of feature channels
to describe a given person, by comparing the variations in a set of feature channels,
both in the specific person, and in other persons. The different channels were
weighted depending on the result, and every person that was to be recognized had
an own set of weights.

Paper [11] tried to combine high- and low-level features to recognize a person. The
high level descriptions could be, for instance;

• Does the person have a backpack?

• Does the person wear shorts or trousers?

• Does the person have glasses?

Paper [4] based their recognition on the symmetry and asymmetry lines of a person.
Pixels closer to these lines would affect the resulting descriptions more than pixels
further away from the lines. The symmetry lines were calculated in the HSV color
space, see Section 2.2.1. The calculation of the symmetry and asymmetry lines
required a good background segmentation in order to get stable results.

Paper [23] took a completely different approach to solve this problem, and based
their recognition on the gait of a person, instead of the visual appearance. This
method was based on the silhouette of a person and how it changed with time.

1.8 Choices and Motivations

Since the PoI recognizer should be easy to extend, change or modify, it was de-
cided to design a modular recognizer. The feature channels, feature extractions
and classifiers should all be independent of each other, so that any one could be
changed or modified, without having to redesign the entire recognizer. Following
are the choices and motivations of the feature channels, feature extractors and
classifiers.

1.8.1 Feature Channels

Based on the articles discussed in Section 1.7 the following feature channels were
chosen; RGB, HSV, YCrCb and Gabor as well as Schmid. These are described
in detail in Section 2.2.1. The main reason for choosing these is that they are all
often used by themselves or in combination with each other. Which article is using
what feature channels is described in the section for each feature channel.
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1.8.2 Feature Extractors

The feature extraction methods chosen were; the mean, the histogram [15], and
a sub grid version of both. Since most articles use histograms to describe their
features in one way or another, the histogram was an obvious choice. The mean by
itself may not be an exciting feature channel, but if the bounding box is divided
into a grid, the mean could give more useful information, such as the color of the
shirt, hair or trousers. Many of the articles also try to divide the bounding box
into logical parts such as head, torso, legs etc. which motivated the use of feature
extractors on separate parts of the bounding box.

1.8.3 Classifiers

Regarding the choice of classifiers, none of the articles discussed used classifiers
which fulfilled the demand of being able to train both off-line and on-line. Instead
the classifiers chosen were neural networks [20] and nearest centroid [21] classifiers.
The reason for choosing a neural network classifier is that it has been around for
a relatively long time and handles both off-line and on-line training. The other
choice, the nearest centroid classifier, was chosen on account of its simplicity.
Like the neural network classifier it is able to handle both off-line and on-line
training.

1.9 Contributions

Together with [13] a complete system which is able to detect people, recognize a
person of interest among these, and estimate the 3D-position of this person, using
only a monocular camera, has been created. In this thesis a person of interest
recognizer is presented, which is modular and easy to modify or extend. New
results showing that the choice of classifier and feature extraction process may
be as important as the choice of feature channels, and may vary from person to
person, is presented. A method for estimating the 3D-position of a person in a
monocular camera is also presented.

1.10 Report Outline

This report is divided into four sections; introduction, theory, implementation and
finally evaluation and result. The introduction contains general information about
the project, thesis and this report. The theory section details the different methods
used in this project. The implementation part describes the implementation of
the methods detailed in the theory section. The final part of this report discusses
the evaluation methods used and the results from these, along with the author’s
thoughts about this project.
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Some sections of this report are not directly part of this thesis and are instead
parts of the thesis by Johannes Markström [13]. These sections are:

• People detection

• Kalman filtering of the estimated path.

• Camera calibration.



Chapter 2

Theory

2.1 People Detection

This section is a short summary of the people detector which was implemented by
Johannes Markström, for a more elaborate explanation see his thesis [13].

This system uses a detector based on extracting patches and propagating them
through a tree classifier consisting of a number of random trees. The result is
votes in the different positions, where a centroid of a person may exist. A patch
is defined differently when training a tree and when detecting people.

When training, a patch is a combination of feature channels and offset vectors as
well as a class label. If the class label indicates that the patch was derived from
a person, then the offset vector contains the relative position of the centroid of
said person. If the label indicates that the patch is not derived from a person, the
offset vector is undefined. The goal of the training is to get a high purity in class
labels and a small variation of the offset vectors in every leaf. This is achieved by
choosing fast binary tests, which decide into which branch the given patch should
be placed. When the training is completed, every leaf will contain a number of
offset vectors, pointing to the possible positions of a person, relative to the patches
that ended up in the leaf.

When detecting, a patch contains feature channels and the position of the patch in
the image. The patch will be passed through the forest. When the patch reaches
a leaf, votes will be placed on the position pointed by the offset vectors in the leaf,
translated by the position of the patch.

9
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2.2 Person of Interest Recognition

The main concept of this PoI recognizer is that it should be modular. That is, it
should be easy to add or remove features or classifiers. In order to achieve this
goal the following design decisions were made.

• The input image should be supplied in 8-bit 3-channel BGR-format.

• The features were divided into a feature channel and a feature extractor. The
feature channels and extractors are designed to be fully interchangeable. For
instance could the same extractor be used on multiple channels, and multiple
extractors could be used on the same channel.

• The classifiers were implemented so that the input and output format was
the same for all classifiers.

The result is a system in which features and classifiers are easily added, updated
or removed.

2.2.1 Feature Channels

The feature channels are the data that is extracted from the original image, in
which the person of interest may or may not appear. Before any feature extraction
is performed, the original image is converted to 32-bit float with values in the range
[0, 1]. The feature channels may be individual color channels such as RGB, or
results of more sophisticated filter responses. A value in a feature channel should
be directly linked to the pixel with the same coordinates in the original image.
Every feature channel has exactly one value per pixel in the original image. This
leads to that for instance RGB will return three feature channels, one for every
color. These feature channels are designed so that any feature extraction may be
applied to any feature channel. All feature channel values will be described as
floating point numbers in the range [0, 1].

RGB

The RGB feature channels are the color values described as a combination of
red, green and blue. This is the standard way of representing an image, and
while it is not the most sophisticated color space, it is still widely used for re-
identification by itself [2][1], or in combination with other color spaces [18][6][11].
Every color will have their own feature channel, with the amount of said color in
each position.

HSV

The HSV [19] feature channels are the color values described as a combination of
hue, saturation and value. The HSV color space is designed to represent colors
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in a way, which is more intuitive than the basic RGB color space. In [19] the
dimensions are described as follows “Briefly, hue is the dimension with points on
it normally called red, yellow, blue-green etc. Saturation measures the departure
of a hue from achromatic, i.e., from white or gray. Value measures the departure of
a hue from black, the color of zero energy. These terms, . . . , are meant to capture
the artistic ideas of hue, tint, shade and tone . . . ”. The HSV color space is used in
[18][6][12][11]. H, S and V will each be contained in its own feature channel.

YCrCb

The YCrCb color space [7] describes an image by the luma, Y, and the red and
blue chromacity differences, Cr and Cb respectively. The main usage of this color
space lies in image and video compression. The reason for this is that the luma
component can be stored with high precision, while the chromacity differences
may be stored in a lower resolution. This type of compression makes sense since
humans are more sensitive to grayscale than color. The YCrCb color spaced is
used alongside RGB and HSV in [6][12][11]. Y, Cr and Cb will each be contained
in its own feature channel.

HSVCrCb

The HSVCrCb feature channels are a combination of the HSV and YCrCb color
channels, without the luma channel of YCrCb, as proposed in [6][12] and [11].

Schmid

The Schmid feature channels are the spatial filter responses of different Schmid
filter [17] applied to the luma channel of YCrCb. Schmid filters are originally
designed to model rotation invariant textures, however [6] found them useful when
re-identifying people in different views and poses. In this application the filters
are derived from the following formula

F (r, σ, τ) = cos(
2πτr

σ
)e−

r
2

2σ2 (2.1)

This is the same formula as [6] uses. r is defined according to

r =

√

(x− xcenter)
2

+ (y − ycenter)
2 (2.2)

σ and τ are parameters which determine the shape of the filter, and x and y

describe the current position in the filter. xcenter and ycenter describe the cen-
ter point of the filter. Schmid filters are used together with Gabor filters [5] in
[6][12][11].
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Gabor

The Gabor feature channels are composed of spatial filter responses, namely Ga-
bor filters [5] applied to the luma channel of YCrCb, as proposed in [17]. The
Gabor filters are designed to mimic specific filtering operations performed in the
pre-processing of human vision system. Here, the following formula is used to
determine the shape of the schmid filters

F (x, y, λ, θ, ψ, σ, γ) = e−
x

′2
+γ

2
y

′2

2σ2 cos(
2πx′

λ
+ ψ) (2.3)

λ, θ, ψ, σ and γ are parameters which determine the shape of the filter and x′ and y′

are defined according to

x′ = x cos(θ) + y sin(θ)

y′ = −x sin(θ) + y cos(θ)
(2.4)

In this formula x and y describe the current position in the filter. Gabor filters
are used together with Schmid filters [5] in [6][12][11].

2.2.2 Feature Extractions

In this report feature extraction refers to the mapping from feature channel to
feature vector. A feature vector is a single dimensional or multi dimensional value
which is used by the classifiers to separate the PoI from other people. To qualify
as a feature extractor the following criteria must be met.

• The size of the feature vector should be independent of the input feature
channel.

• The value, or values, of the feature vector must be in the range [0, 1].

• Two identical feature channels must always return identical feature vectors.

These demands are chosen to allow classifiers to be designed without the prior
knowledge of the origin of the feature vector. As a result of these demands,
simply passing the entire feature channel as feature vector would not classify as
a feature extractor. Passing the feature channel as feature vector would change
the dimension of the feature vector depending on the size of the feature channel.
However, if the feature channel was resized to a fixed size and then returned, it
would classify as a feature extractor.

Mean

The “mean” feature extractor returns a one dimensional feature vector for every
feature channel. The extraction formula is the sum over all values in the feature
channel, divided by the area of the feature channel.



2.2 Person of Interest Recognition 13

Subgrid

The “subgrid” feature extraction is not a feature extractor in itself. Instead of
applying a standard mapping, feature channel to feature vector, this feature ex-
tractor subdivides the input image and sends these patches to another feature
extractor, which then returns a feature vector for every patch.

Histogram

The “histogram” feature extractor returns the histogram [15] over a feature channel
as the feature vector. In order to maintain the range [0, 1] the values of the
histogram will be divided by the number of pixels in the feature channel. The
result is that every value of the feature vector represents the percentage of pixels
which are contained in the corresponding bin. Histograms are commonly used to
extract feature vectors and are used in [4][2][18][12][1].

2.2.3 Classifiers

The classifiers decide whether a person is the person of interest or not by applying
a function to the feature vector returned by the feature extractors. These may
also return a dissimilarity value, describing how closely the person matches earlier
instances of the person of interest. The classifiers may be learning the appearance
of the person of interest as more and more images are analyzed, or it could just be
based on an initial description of the person of interest. The only common part of
these classifiers is that they all accept a feature vector and return if the person is
the person of interest or not.

Nearest Centroid

The “Nearest centroid” classifier is a very simple classifier, based on the “minimum
distance classifier” described in [21]. The initial training of the nearest centroid
classifier requires a set of class labels, as well as a set of instances corresponding
to those labels. For every given label a centroid is created, based on the instances
of that label. A centroid is a vector containing the mean over every dimension in
the feature vector, calculated from every prior instance of the given label.

The classification of a feature vector is based on finding the closest centroid to
that feature vector. The label of the nearest centroid is chosen as the label of the
feature vector, hence the name of the classifier.

When a feature vector has been classified, the corresponding centroid is updated
to account for the new instance. Every detected instance is trained on, and every
instance is given equal weight.
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The distance used for comparing and finding the closest centroid is the L2-norm.
The dissimilarity value returned from this classifier is based on the previously
mentioned distance. The actual value is calculated as tanh(distance), this ensures
that the range of the dissimilarity is [0, 1] where 0 is a perfect match, and 1 would
correspond to the feature vector being infinitely far away from all classes. One
advantage of this classifier is that it is very fast both when training and classifying.
Another advantage is that the memory usage is very low. A disadvantage of this
classifier is that it cannot handle complex relations within a class. In order for
this classifier to be accurate, the classes must be linearly separable in the space
spanned by the feature vector.

Neural network

The “neural network” classifier is based on neural networks [20]. These networks
represent a mapping from the input feature vectors to a voting for every known
class. The class with the highest vote is assumed to be the correct class. The neural
network is inspired by the biology of a brain, where every node in the network is a
model of a neuron. The artificial neuron was introduced by [14]. Briefly, a neuron
is a mapping from several inputs to a single output. Every input is given a weight,
and the sum of the weighted inputs is transformed by an activation function to the
output. The output is then used as input for the next layer in the neural network.
The final layer will have the same number of neurons, and outputs, as there are
classes, and the result will be scaled into the range [0, 1] where 1 is supposed to
represent a perfect match, and 0 a complete mismatch, however because of the
design of neural network this definition may not hold in all cases.

When using a neural network as a classifier the weights are chosen so that the input
feature vector gives an output which is as close to the correct label as possible.
The method used for choosing these weights is based on how the output error, of
a given training data, changes when modifying the weights. If increasing a weight
lowers the output error, the weight is increased until the error starts to increase
again. For a more detailed description see [16].

In this system the activation function is chosen as (2.5), since this is the standard
in the OpenCV [9] implementation which utilizes the training method described
in [16]. The formula is

yi = tanh(w0,j +
∑

j

wi,j · xj) (2.5)

where yi is the output value of the neuron, xj is the input with index j of the
neuron. i is the index of the neuron at the current layer and wn,m is the weight
of the input m at the neuron n.
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2.3 3D-Position Estimation

In order to estimate the location of the PoI between cameras and video sequences,
a way of representing global positions was necessary. The solution is to use the
first camera as the reference system, and construct 3D-coordinates based on this.
The axes are defined as follows.

• Z-axis, The z-axis is defined as parallel to the normal of the image plane,
with positive values in front of the camera.

• X-axis, The x-axis is placed along the rows of an image in the ideal image
plane, with positive values to the left of the image.

• Y-axis, The y-axis is chosen as the cross product between the z- and x-axes.
This gives a vector which points up relative to an image in the ideal image
plane.

The relative rotation of two cameras is described using the same rotation descrip-
tions as airplanes; pitch, yaw and roll. These angles correspond to rotations around
the x-, y- and z-axes respectively.

Figures 2.1 and 2.2 show this coordinate system, along with the rotations.

The 3D-position estimation of the PoI is based on transforming the bounding box
into 3D-coordinates. This is based on multiple assumptions. Firstly the cameras
intrinsic and extrinsic parameters has to be known. Extrinsic parameters are
relative to the first camera in the system. Secondly the height of the person as
well as the angle of the camera relative to the floor is required.

The basic idea of this method is to extrude the bounding box, from the image into
the world, and find the distance at which the height of this bounding box is equal
to the height of the PoI. A sketch of this method can be seen in Figure 2.3. The
details of this implementation are described below.

The first step is to find the lines which passes through the top center and bottom
center of the bounding box of the PoI. These lines can be found by using (2.13)
on the top center and bottom center pixels in the bounding box. This equation
transforms a point in an image to a line through the pixel in the ideal image plane
and the camera center. This line is defined by two points on this line, the first one
is the origin, if camera centric coordinates are used, since this corresponds to the
camera center. The equation which should be solved is

KP2 = Q2 (2.6)

whereK is the intrinsic camera matrix, P2 is the second point on the line and Q2

is the second point projected into the image. K can be described as

K =





αx γ u0

0 αy v0

0 0 1



 (2.7)
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Figure 2.1: A visualization of the global coordinate system.
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Figure 2.2: A visualization of the global coordinate system, projected along the
axes.
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Height

Distance from 
camera

Figure 2.3: An overview of the method used to determine the 3D-position of the
PoI

where αx and αy describes the focal length in pixels, γ corresponds to the skewing
between the x and y axis and u0, v0 is the principal point. If P2 is described
as

P2 =





x

y

z



 (2.8)

where x, y and z are the coordinates of the points along the x-, y- and z-axis
respectively, and Q2 is described in homogenous coordinates as

Q2 =





h2 · r
h2 · c
h2



 (2.9)

where h2 is the homogenous coordinate of Q2 and r and c are the row and column
pixel coordinates of the point. (2.6) can be expressed as

KP2 =





αx · x + γ · y + u0 · z
0 αy · y + v0 · z
0 0 z



 =





h2 · r
h2 · c
h2



 (2.10)
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This yields
z = h2

⇒ αy · y + v0 · h2 = h2 · c

⇒ y = h2 ·
c− v0

αy

⇒ αx · x+ γ · h2 ·
c− v0

αy

+ v0 · h2 = h2 · r

⇒ x =

(

r − u0 −
c− v0

αy

)

·
h2

αx

(2.11)

Which, when combined with (2.8), gives the formula for the second point

P2 =







(

r − u0 − c−v0

αy

)

· h2

αx

h2 · c−v0

αy

h2






(2.12)

If h2 is assumed to be 1 the line can be expressed as the two points P1 and P2

according to

P1 =





0
0
0



 P2 =







(

r − u0 − c−v0

αy

)

· 1

αx

c−v0

αy

1






(2.13)

The next step is to find the distance from the camera at which the distance between
the two lines are equal to the height of the PoI, and the vector between these points
align with the direction of gravity. In order to find the 3D-position of the PoI the
following relation must hold

{

λ1, λ2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

{

|λ1 − λ2| = h

(λ1 − λ2) • ẑ = sin(ϕ) · h

}

(2.14)

λ1 and λ2 are the points on the top and bottom line, respectively. The first con-
straint

|λ1 − λ2| = h (2.15)

states that the distance should be equal to the height of the PoI. The second
constraint

(λ1 − λ2) • ẑ = sin(ϕ) (2.16)

describes that the vector between the points should align with gravity. If a and b

are points on the line through the top of the bounding box, and c and d are points
on the line through the bottom of the bounding box, the directions of these lines
can be found as

u = b− a (2.17)

for the top line and
v = d− c (2.18)
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for the bottom line. λ1 and λ2 can then be described in terms of these lines
as

λ1 = a+ k · u

λ2 = c+ w · v
(2.19)

where k and w are scalars, which have the following relation

w = k · α+ β (2.20)

α and β can be expressed as

α =
uz

vz

β = az − cz + h · sin(ϕ)
(2.21)

This formulation ensures that the second constraint (2.16), is fulfilled. The next
step is to determine k so that the first constraint (2.15) is fulfilled. The k which
fulfills this can be described by

k =
−ω2

ω1

±

√

(

ω2

ω1

)2

+
ω3

ω1

(2.22)

with ω1, ω2 and ω3 are defined as

ω1 = δx2
2 + δy2

2 + δz2
2

ω2 = δ1x · δ2x + δ1y · δ2y + δ1z · δ2z

ω3 = δ1x
2 + δ1y

2 + δ1z
2 − h2

(2.23)

and with δ1 and δ2 are defined as

δ1 = a− c− β · d

δ2 = b− α · d
(2.24)

To get the position of the centroid of the PoI, take the mean of λ1 and λ2

p =
λ1 + λ2

2
(2.25)

Finally the point should be transformed into the global coordinate system

pg = Tp (2.26)

here T is the extrinsic camera matrix of the camera.

2.3.1 Estimating the Error

Since the values used when calculating the 3D-position of the PoI are estimates,
small errors in the position are unavoidable. It is however possible to estimate
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these errors. This is done by changing the input values to the worst case versions
and estimating the position for every combination of these. The worst cases of the
input variables were chosen by applying an estimated offset to them, such that
input − offset < true value < input + offset. The resulting positions are compared
to the original estimated position, and the maximum distance is used as error
estimate.

2.4 Kalman filtering

To remove outliers and reduce noise in the estimated 3D-positions of the PoI, some
filtering was used. It was decided to use the Kalman filter [10] as it could be used
both for filtering the positions, and predicting the position, when the PoI was
not detected by the system. The dimensions of the position were assumed to be
independent of each other. The filter model was based on the position and speed
of the PoI. For a more detailed description of the method see [13].

2.5 Camera Calibration

When the intrinsic parameters of the cameras in the system are unknown, camera
calibration is used to estimate these parameters. The intrinsic parameters describe
how the world, described in camera centric coordinates, is mapped onto the re-
sulting image. In this system the standard implementation from OpenCV [9] was
used, which is based on [24] and [3]. For a more detailed description of the method
see [13].



Chapter 3

Implementation

3.1 Core System

The core system of this project was designed by Johannes Markström [13], and is
only briefly discussed in this report. The system is based on an analyzer choosing
which video sequence to process, based on the time of the next frame in all video
sequences. When a video sequence is finished the analyzer merges the old data
with the new, and when the last video sequence has been processed the data is
filtered, see Section 2.4 and visualized, see Section 3.2.2.

3.2 User Interface

Here the different parts of the user interface are discussed.

3.2.1 GUI

The graphical user interface in this project is based on the Windows specific GDI
library, in collaboration with OpenGL, (loaded with GLEW [8]). GDI is used for
printing text, and OpenGL displays images. The CommonControl library is used
for buttons, toolbars and progress bars.

3.2.2 Visualization

In order for the system to be user friendly, the results has to be presented in a
clear and intuitive way. The solution was to project the estimated path along the
gravity vector, this gave an approximation of the ground plane. Since the altitude
of the PoI rarely changes, and when the altitude of a person changes it is for

21
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obvious reasons such as stairs or hills, no important data is lost in this type of
visualization. In some unusual cases, for instance multilevel buildings, this method
is not optimal. To further help the user to understand the results, the position
and field of view of the cameras are marked, in addition to the estimated path.
This helps when trying to find the bearings of the path. A scale indicator is also
included to enable the user to estimate distances between points.

The path is visualized by displaying each estimated position as two circles, one
black and the other red. The black marked the centroid of the PoI, and the red
indicated the uncertainty of the estimated position. The uncertainty is shown by
letting the radius of the red circle be the estimated maximum error in cm, see
Section 2.3.1, of the position. The cameras are visualized by adding white dashed
lines along the edges of their field of view. An example of this visualization can
be seen in Figure 3.1.

3.2.3 Main System Interface

The first window that is shown to the user when the system is started lets the user
choose the videos that are going to be analyzed. This window can be seen in Figure
3.2. The button “Add Videos” is used to add new videos that should be analyzed.
When this button is pressed a file explorer is presented to the user, which is used
to select the desired videos. Every video is assumed to have a corresponding
configuration file, with the same name as the video, but the extension “vsc”. In
this file information about the intrinsic and extrinsic parameters of the camera,
along with the starting time of the video, is placed.

If a configuration file is nonexistent, or not complete, the user may use the button
“Edit Config File”. When this button is pressed the configuration file, if existent,
of the selected video is read by the system, and a popup which allows the user
to change the settings of the camera is presented. This popup may be seen in
Figure 3.3. In this window the starting time of the video is entered by the user,
along with the pitch, relative to gravity, of the camera. When the extrinsic and
intrinsic parameters of the camera should be changed, the button “Edit Camera
Matrices” should be pressed. This brings up a new window, see Figure 3.4. In this
window the position and rotation of the camera may be entered. If the button
“Select calibration images” is pressed the user is asked to choose the calibration
images, from which to estimate the cameras intrinsic parameters. This window is
presented in Figure 3.5.

In the main window the user is also asked to supply the estimated height of the
PoI, along with an error estimate of this height. (3.1) must hold in order for the
error estimation to be accurate.
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Figure 3.1: An unfiltered path estimation of the PoI, based on ground truth.
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Figure 3.2: The main window of the system.

h− ε < ht < h+ ε

h = Estimated height of the PoI, in cm

ht = True height of the PoI, in cm

ε = Error of the estimated height of the PoI, in cm

(3.1)

When all videos that should be analyzed are selected and have valid configuration
files, the button “Run Program” is used to continue to the next step. When the
button is pressed a popup window is displayed, see Figure 3.6. This popup window
allows the user to select the people detector, and PoI recognizer which should be
used when analyzing the videos. When the button “Run Program” is pressed, the
system starts to analyze the supplied videos.

The toolbar located in the top of the window is not used, and the buttons doesn’t
do anything, they are left there for future expansion of the system.

3.3 Selecting Person of Interest

In order to let the system learn the appearance of the PoI, the user is asked to
supply a set of instances of the PoI. To keep the program user friendly and easy
to use, a help tool for selecting the PoI was implemented. It works as follows;
the system is given a video sequence, in which the PoI is known to appear. From
this sequence the system stores every detected person. When finished, the PoI is
selected among these detections, by the user. An example of the interface of this
tool is shown in Figure 3.7
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Figure 3.3: The window used for editing the configuration file of a video.

Figure 3.4: The window used when editing the extrinsic and intrinsic camera
parameters.
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Figure 3.5: The interface when choosing the images for camera calibration.

Figure 3.6: The window where the user is asked to select which people detector
and PoI recognizer should be used.
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(a) Label selection of a group. (b) Selecting a group to label

Figure 3.7: These are the two main windows of the selecting PoI tool.

The detected people are grouped together by the system, in order to avoid excessive
labeling from the user. Two instances are grouped together if they are close enough,
both temporally and spatially. To minimize the chance of incorrect grouping the
difference in time, or frame number, between two instances within the same group
may not exceed n.

3.4 Person of Interest Recognition

The following sections discusses the implementation details of the PoI recog-
nizer.

3.4.1 Feature channels

The following section describes how the different feature channels were imple-
mented. The input image is an image described as BGR, with floating point
precision and in the range [0, 1], unless otherwise stated.

RGB

The RGB feature channels were implemented using OpenCV’s split function, which
takes an image and returns the individual channels of an image.

HSV

The HSV feature channels were implemented using OpenCV’s cvtColor function,
with the setting CV_BGR2HSV. The resulting image will be split in the same
way as the RGB channels were extracted. The Hue component is scaled a factor
1/360, in order to keep the feature channel within the range [0, 1].
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YCrCb

The YCrCb feature channels were implemented using OpenCV’s cvtColor function,
with the setting CV_BGR2YCrCb. The resulting image will be split in the same
way as the RGB channels were extracted.

Schmid

In this project thirteen Schmid filters were used, as in [6]. The parameters used
to create the filters are listed in (3.3). The filter responses were calculated using
the OpenCV function filt2D, which calculates the filter response of an arbitrary
filter onto an image. All filters are normalized before applied, to avoid bright areas
getting higher value responses than darker areas. The normalization is performed
as (3.2), this ensures that the filter response is in the range [−1, 1]. The filter
response is then transformed to the feature channel with interval [0, 1] by (3.4).
The images were also scaled before filtering, so that the range was [−1, 1]. After
the filter responses were calculated, the result was then scaled back to the range
[0, 1]. A visualization of the filters can be seen in 3.8a.

Fn =
F − mean(F )

∑

i,j |Fi,j |

Fn is the normalized filter.

F is the unnormalized filter.

(3.2)

{σ, τ} ={2, 1}, {4, 1}, {4, 2},

{6, 1}, {6, 2}, {6, 3},

{8, 1}, {8, 2}, {8, 3},

{10, 1}, {10, 2}, {10, 3}, {10, 4} (3.3)

{σ, τ} are the parameters used in equation (2.1)

FeatureChannel =
FilterResponse

2
+ 0.5 (3.4)

Gabor

In this project six Gabor filters were used, as in [6]. The parameters used to create
the filters are listed in (3.5), the same as used in [6]. The filter responses were
calculated using the OpenCV function filt2D, which calculates the filter response
of an arbitrary filter onto an image. Like the Schmid feature channels, the filters
are normalized before the application, using (3.2). The luma channel on which the
filters would be applied was transformed into the range [−1, 1]. The filter response
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(a) A visualization of the Schmid
filters.

(b) A visualization of the Gabor fil-
ters.

Figure 3.8: Visualization of the filters used in the system.

would then be in the range [−1, 1], and must therefore be transformed back onto
the range [0, 1] with (3.4) in order to qualify as a feature channel. A visualization
of the filters can be seen in 3.8b.

{γ, θ, λ, σ2} ={0.3, 0.0, 4.0, 2.0}

{0.3, 0.0, 8.0, 2.0}

{0.4, 0.0, 4.0, 1.0}

{0.3,
π

2
, 4.0, 2.0}

{0.3,
π

2
, 8.0, 2.0}

{0.4,
π

2
, 4.0, 1.0}

{γ, θ, λ, σ2} are the parameters used in equation (2.3)

(3.5)

3.4.2 Feature extractions

The following section describes how the different feature extractions were imple-
mented. All features are applied to a single channel image with floating point
precision in the range [0, 1].

Mean

The “Mean” feature extraction was implemented using OpenCV’s mean function,
which returns the mean of an image.

Subgrid

The “Subgrid” feature extraction was implemented by dividing the given feature
channel into a rectangular grid, and applying a feature extractor on every cell in
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this grid. The resulting feature vectors would then be concatenated, row-major
order, into one feature vector.

Histogram

The “Histogram” feature extraction was implemented using OpenCV’s calcHist
function, which returns the histogram of an image. The resulting values over each
bin was then divided by the number of pixels in the image region, in order to
keep the feature values in the range [0, 1]. In the case of only partial overlap of
the bounding box and the image, only the pixels in the intersection of the two is
accounted for, and the values are divided by the intersection area.

3.4.3 Classifiers

The following section describes how the different classifiers were implemented.

Nearest centroid

The “Nearest centroid” was implemented as follows. The initial training labels
were chosen as “PoI” and “Not PoI”, which corresponded to a set of feature vectors
of the PoI, for the “PoI” label, and other people, for the “Not PoI” label. To avoid
storing every prior instance of a class, (3.6) was used for updating the centroid of a
class label. This formula only required the number of instances, and the centroid,
to be stored. The distance used for finding the closest was the L2-norm.

Centroidn+1 =
(n · Centroidn + FeatureV ector)

n+ 1
(3.6)

Neural Networks

The “Neural networks” classifier was implemented using the OpenCV machine
learning library, namely the CvANN_MLP class. This class handles the train-
ing, both offline and online, as well as prediction. In this implementation, the
dimensionality of the input layer is equal to the number of elements in the feature
vector. The output layer has two neurons. There are three hidden layers, and
the number of nuerons in each hidden layer was linearly interpolated from the
input and output layers’. In the current version of the system, the online learning
is not enabled, only offline learning is performed. The training parameters were
not altered from the standard OpenCV implementation, as the training method is
very robust to the choice of parameters according to [16]. The dissimilarity value
is given as Dissimilarity = |1 − max (outputP oI , outputNotP oI)|.
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(a) A frame before the foreground
segmentation.

(b) The same frame after the fore-
ground segmentation.

Figure 3.9: An example of the background model.

3.5 Background model

A novel background model was implemented using Matlab. It is based on the
median background model [22], with an extension of structure and convex hull to
minimize holes in the foreground. Sufficient deviations in the color of the current
frame and the background model will correspond to foreground. The color repre-
sentation is RGB, with L1 norm as deviation measurement. The new approach is
to create a convex hull over the segmented foreground objects, which will remove
holes. This background model is not used in the project, but a prototype was
implemented in Matlab, and a before and after example can be seen in Figures
3.9a and 3.9b.





Chapter 4

Evaluation

4.1 Ground Truth Generation

The ground truth of a video is created by the user, by a tool developed by Johannes
Markström [13]. The user is presented with each frame in the video, one at a time.
The user is then asked to mark every person present in the current frame with a
bounding box, and then choose an identification number for that person. When
every person is marked, the user continues to the next frame of the video. An
example of the user interface of this tool can be seen in Figure 4.1.

When evaluating the system, the ground truth can be used as a people detector
or as PoI recognizer, or both.

When the ground truth is used as people detector, a bounding box is returned for
every person present in the frame, and no extra false bounding boxes are returned.
This is useful for evaluating the PoI recognizer, as the input will contain minimal
noise, regarding size, placement and false detections.

When the ground truth is used for PoI recognition, it chooses the bounding box
that is the best match of the ground truth bounding box, corresponding to the
PoI. These bounding boxes are compared by (4.1), and the highest value represents
the best match. The best value has to be above a certain threshold, default is set
to 0.5, in order to classify as the PoI. This is useful for evaluating the people
detector, regarding the ability to place the bounding boxes around the people. If
the bounding box contains too much noise regarding size or placement, the PoI
will not be classified as the PoI by the ground truth.

33
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Figure 4.1: The left image shows the ground truth of the previous frame, and
the right image shows the current frame, with the bounding boxes that have been
marked by the user. The popup is used for entering the identification number of
the last bounding box.

value =
area (BBP oI ∩BBGuess)

area (BBP oI ∪BBGuess)

BBP oI is the ground truth bounding box corresponding to the PoI.

BBGuess is the bounding box which is to be tested.

(4.1)

4.2 Person of Interest Recognition Evaluation

When evaluating the PoI recognizer the performance is based on the following
measurements:

True Positive

The recognizer classifies as “PoI” and the correct label is “PoI”

True Negative

The recognizer classifies as “Not PoI” and the correct label is “Not PoI”

False Positive

The recognizer classifies as “PoI” and the correct label is “Not PoI”

False Negative

The recognizer classifies as “Not PoI” and the correct label is “PoI”



4.3 Complete System Evaluation 35

True Positive Rate, TPR
The number of true positives divided by the number of true positives and false
negatives, over a complete evaluation sequence, according to

TPR =
TP

TP + FN

TP = Number of true positives

FN = Number of false negatives

(4.2)

False Positive Rate, FPR
The number of false positives divided by the number of false positives and true
negatives, over a complete evaluation sequence, according to

FPR =
FP

FP + TN

FP = Number of false positives

TN = Number of true negatives

(4.3)

A common method used for visualizing these measurements is a receiver operating
characteristic, or ROC curve. A ROC curve is generated by determining the true
positive rate and false positive rate of a recognizer, using different thresholds. The
TPR is then plotted against the FPR. A perfect recognizer would yield a single
dot in the top left corner, where the TPR is 1.0 and FPR is 0.0. Choosing the
label completely at random would yield a line through the bottom left corner,
TPR = FPR = 0.0, and the top right corner, TPR = FPR = 1.0 see Figure
4.2.

4.3 Complete System Evaluation

The evaluation of the complete system is based on the estimated 3D-positions
of the PoI. The idea is to project the path into a reference camera, which is
unknown to the system and observes the sequence from a different viewpoint.
The projected path will then be compared to the centroids of the ground truth
in the reference camera, by measuring the distance between two corresponding
points. This is hereby referred to as the “backprojection error”. To calculate the
backprojection error of a 3D-position, the position is projected into the reference
camera. The projected point is then compared to the centroid of the corresponding
bounding box, in the reference camera. The distance between these two points is
the backprojection error, measured in pixels.

In order to make the measurement independent on resolution and distance to
the estimated path, a normalization factor is used. The normalization factor
transforms the error from pixels to world distance. The idea is to measure how
far the estimated 3D-point has to be moved in order to perfectly align with the
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Figure 4.2: Reference results for a ROC curve, the blue star is the result of a
perfect classifier, the dashed green line is the result of a completely randomized
labeling.
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Figure 4.3: A visualization of the normalization factor calculation.

centroid of the bounding box in the reference camera. This normalization factor
is determined by measuring how much a 1 cm offset of the estimated path would
displace the projection, see Figure 4.3. For example, if the normalized value is 50,
the closest point that would project onto the centroid of the PoI’s bounding box
in the reference camera, is at least 50 cm away from the estimated point.

A variation of this normalization factor is also used, which uses the estimated
error of the estimated point, see Section 2.3.1, instead of 1 cm. When the error is
normalized with this factor, the value describes if the estimated error was accurate
or not. A value of one means that the distance that the estimated point has to
be moved in order to align with the centroid of the bounding box, in the reference
camera, is equal to the estimated error of that point. A value below 1 indicates
that the distance is less than the estimated error, and a value above one indicates
that the point has to be moved further than the estimated error. A value below
or equal to one is acceptable, a lower value is better.





Chapter 5

Results

5.1 Person of Interest Recognition Results

The PoI recognizer was evaluated on two videos captured at SKL, using two AXIS
214 PTZ 50HZ network cameras. The two cameras are viewing the same area, at
the same time and both videos span approximately 1500 frames, at 15 frames per
second. One video is used for training, and the other is used for evaluation. These
videos fall into the level 2 restrictions, see Section 1.5. Both videos are in full
color, there is little variation in the color representation of the two cameras, the
cameras automatically compensate for different lighting and since one is facing the
light, and the other is not, the mappings will differ slightly. The global positions
of the cameras are known, but not the intrinsic camera parameters, however a
calibration image exists. The height of the PoI is known, and the cameras observe
the scene at approximately the same angle.

In the training video three persons are present, and the recognizer was evaluated
three times, each time a new person was selected as the PoI. The true positives,
true negatives, false positives and false negatives from the different cases were
combined into one ROC curve by taking the sum for every threshold. This leads
to that even if one recognizer works well for one person, it’s not automatically in
the top five, as it may not work well when the other persons are selected as the
PoI. Because of the large number of possible combinations of classifiers, feature
channels and feature extractors, the evaluation results of all combinations are not
presented in this thesis. However, every combination of classifiers and channel
extractors as well as feature extractors were evaluated, only one feature extractor
was used per combination. In this thesis only five combinations per classifier,
channel extractor and feature extractor are presented. The five combinations were
chosen as the ones which came closest to a perfect classifier in the ROC curve. The
distance measurement used was the Euclidian distance. The five best recognizers,
according to this measurement, can be seen in Figure 5.2. The five best recognizers
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for each person can be seen in Figures 5.3, 5.4 and 5.5.

Figure 5.1: A frame from the video used for evaluation. From left to right, person
one, two and three.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.2: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.3: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, when the first person
was PoI.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.4: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, when the second
person was PoI.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.5: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, when the third person
was PoI.
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5.1.1 Feature Channels

Following are the five best combinations including specific feature channels.
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RGB

The five best recognizers which contain the RGB feature channels can be seen in
Figure 5.6.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.6: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which contain the
RGB feature channels.
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HSV

The five best recognizers which contain the HSV feature channels can be seen in
Figure 5.7.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.7: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which contain the
HSV feature channels.
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YCrCb

The Figure 5.8 shows the five best recognizers which contain the YCrCb feature
channels.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.8: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which contain the
YCrCb feature channels.
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HSVCrCb

The Figure 5.9 shows the five best recognizers which contain the HSVCrCb feature
channels.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

 

 

Nearest centroid classifier, RGB & HSVCrCb Feature channels, Grid Histogram Feature extractor
Nearest centroid classifier, RGB & HSVCrCb & Gabor Feature channels, Grid Histogram Feature extractor
Nearest centroid classifier, RGB & HSV & HSVCrCb Feature channels, Grid Histogram Feature extractor
Nearest centroid classifier, RGB & HSV & HSVCrCb & Gabor Feature channels, Grid Histogram Feature extractor
Nearest centroid classifier, RGB & HSV & YCrCb & HSVCrCb Feature channels, Grid Histogram Feature extractor

(a) Full view.

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

 

 

Nearest centroid classifier, RGB & HSVCrCb Feature channels, Grid Histogram Feature extractor
Nearest centroid classifier, RGB & HSVCrCb & Gabor Feature channels, Grid Histogram Feature extractor
Nearest centroid classifier, RGB & HSV & HSVCrCb Feature channels, Grid Histogram Feature extractor
Nearest centroid classifier, RGB & HSV & HSVCrCb & Gabor Feature channels, Grid Histogram Feature extractor
Nearest centroid classifier, RGB & HSV & YCrCb & HSVCrCb Feature channels, Grid Histogram Feature extractor

(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.9: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which contain the
HSVCrCb feature channels.
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Schmid

In Figure 5.10 the five best recognizers which utilize the Schmid feature channels
can be seen.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.10: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which contain the
Schmid feature channels.
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Gabor

In Figure 5.11 the five best recognizers which utilize the Gabor feature channels
can be seen.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.11: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which contain the
Gabor feature channels.



52 Results

5.1.2 Feature Extractors

Here the five best combinations including specific feature extractors is presented.
When the grid is used, it is composed of four rows and three columns.
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Mean

The results of the five best recognizers which uses mean as feature extractor can
be seen in Figure 5.12.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.12: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which contain the
mean feature extractor.
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Histogram

The results of the five best recognizers which uses histogram as feature extractor
can be seen in Figure 5.13.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.13: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which contain the
histogram feature extractor.
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Grid with Mean

The results of the five best recognizers which uses mean in the cells of a grid as
feature extractor can be seen in figure 5.14.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.14: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which contain the
feature extractor grid and mean.
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Grid with Histogram

The results of the five best recognizers which uses histogram in the cells of a grid
as feature extractor can be seen in figure 5.15.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.15: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which contain the
feature extractor grid and histogram.
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5.1.3 Classifiers

In this section, the five best combinations of each of the classifiers is presented.
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Nearest Centroid

The results of the five best recognizers which uses nearest centroid as classifier can
be seen in Figure 5.16.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.16: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which uses nearest
centroid as classifier.
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Neural Network

The results of the five best recognizers which uses neural network as classifier can
be seen in Figure 5.17.
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(b) Detail view, note the range.

Figure 5.17: The ROC curves of the five best PoI recognizers, which uses neural
network as classifier.
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5.2 Complete System Results

The system was evaluated on four different cases, listed below.

1. Ground truth is used for detecting people and recognizing PoI.

2. Ground truth is used for detecting people but is not used for recognizing
PoI.

3. Ground truth is not used for detecting people but is used for recognizing
PoI.

4. Ground truth is not used either for detecting people or recognizing the PoI.

The same two videos was used for all four cases. The two videos are the same as
used when evaluating the PoI recognizer, see Section 5.1.

5.2.1 Evaluation with Ground Truth

Figures 5.18, 5.19 and 5.20 shows the back projection error of the unfiltered 3D-
position of the PoI.

Figures 5.21, 5.22 and 5.23 shows the back projection error of the filtered, see
Section 2.4, 3D-position of the PoI.

In Figures 5.19 and 5.22 the back projection error is normalized with the unit
sphere according to Section 4.3. In the Figures 5.20 and 5.23 it is normalized in
the same way, but with the estimated error sphere instead of the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.18: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI.
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Figure 5.19: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI, normalized with the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.20: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI, normalized with error sphere.
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Figure 5.21: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI.
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Figure 5.22: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI, normalized with the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.23: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI, normalized with error sphere.

5.2.2 Evaluation with Ground Truth used for Detecting Peo-

ple

The PoI recognizer which yielded these results is based on a nearest centroid
classifier, see section 2.2.3, RGB and HSV feature channels, se Section 2.2.1 and
grid histograms, Section 2.2.2, as feature extractor. The grid had four rows and
three columns, and the histogram had ten bins per feature channel. The PoI
recognizer was trained on the reference video, not on the video that it was tested
on.

Figures 5.24, 5.25 and 5.26 shows the back projection error of the unfiltered 3D-
position of the PoI.

Figures 5.27, 5.28 and 5.29 shows the back projection error of the filtered, see
Section 2.4, 3D-position of the PoI.

In Figures 5.25 and 5.28 the back projection error is normalized with the unit
sphere according to Section 4.3. In Figures 5.26 and 5.29 it is normalized in the
same way, but with the estimated error sphere instead of the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.24: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI.
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Figure 5.25: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI, normalized with the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.26: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI, normalized with error sphere.
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Figure 5.27: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI.
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Figure 5.28: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI, normalized with the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.29: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI, normalized with error sphere.



5.2 Complete System Results 67

5.2.3 Evaluation with Ground Truth used for Recognizing

the PoI

The following results are based on the people detector discussed in Section 2.1, im-
plemented by Johannes Markström. For a more detailed description, see [13].

Figures 5.24, 5.31 and 5.32 shows the back projection error of the unfiltered 3D-
position of the PoI.

Figures 5.33, 5.34 and 5.35 shows the back projection error of the filtered, see
Section 2.4, 3D-position of the PoI.

In Figures 5.31 and 5.34 the back projection error is normalized with the unit
sphere according to Section 4.3. In Figures 5.32 and 5.35 it is normalized in the
same way, but with the estimated error sphere instead of the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.30: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI.
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Figure 5.31: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI, normalized with the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.32: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI, normalized with error sphere.
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Figure 5.33: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI.
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Figure 5.34: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI, normalized with the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.35: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI, normalized with error sphere.

5.2.4 Evaluation without Ground Truth

The PoI recognizer which yielded these results is based on a nearest centroid
classifier, see Section 2.2.3, RGB and HSV feature channels, se Section 2.2.1 and
grid histograms, Section 2.2.2, as feature extractor. The grid had four rows and
three columns, and the histogram had ten bins per feature channel. The PoI
recognizer was trained on the reference video, not on the video that it was tested
on. When training the PoI recognizer, the people detector was used to detect the
people, and the ground truth was used to classify these to create the training data.
The people detector used is discussed in Section 2.1, implemented by Johannes
Markström. For a more detailed description, see [13].

Figures 5.36, 5.37 and 5.38 shows the back projection error of the unfiltered 3D-
position of the PoI.

Figures 5.39, 5.40 and 5.41 shows the back projection error of the filtered, see
Section 2.4, 3D-position of the PoI.

In Figures 5.37 and 5.40 the back projection error is normalized with the unit
sphere according to Section 4.3. In Figures 5.38 and 5.41 it is normalized in the
same way, but with the estimated error sphere instead of the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.36: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI.
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Figure 5.37: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI, normalized with the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.38: The back projection error of the unfiltered estimated 3D-position of
the PoI, normalized with error sphere.
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Figure 5.39: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI.
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Figure 5.40: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI, normalized with the unit sphere.
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Figure 5.41: The back projection error of the filtered estimated 3D-position of the
PoI, normalized with error sphere.





Chapter 6

Discussion

This chapter presents an interpretation of the results, and discusses the reasons
behind them.

6.1 Person of Interest Recognition Discussion

When examining the results in Section 5.1 it is apparent that different feature
channels may be of different importance for different people, just like [12] sug-
gested. When the first person is selected as PoI the YCrCb feature channels are
present in all of the five best recognizers. When the second person is selected
PoI YCrCb does not appear once among the best five. What is also interesting
is that when the third person is selected PoI, the nearest centroid classifier is not
used in the best recognizer. This is interesting since the nearest centroid, and grid
histogram, has been used in every top five recognizer when the other persons are
selected as PoI. This is something that [12] does not explore; that the optimal
choice of classifier and feature extractor, may vary from person to person.

From the results in Section 5.1 a couple of interesting observations can be made.
Firstly the RGB and HSV feature channels are present in close to every “best five”
combination. This is a strong indication that the RGB and HSV feature channels
hold the most relevant information, in the setup used to create the result. One
exception from this is when the feature extractor is fixed to be the grid mean
feature extractor. In that case the YCrCb feature channel is overrepresented. An-
other interesting observation regarding the grid mean feature extractor is that it
is the only one where the best five recognizers include both nearest centroid and
neural network classifiers. The only other “best five” combination to include the
neural network classifier is when the feature extractor is fixed to mean. One pos-
sible explanation to this is that the mean, and grid mean, feature extractors yield
relatively small feature vectors, one and twelve features per channel respectively.
Neural networks are not a great choice for classifier when the dimensionality of
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the problem is large, but if the dimensionality is smaller it may find nonlinear
correlations between the classes, which the nearest centroid cannot find. In this
training data however the nearest centroid classifier is superior, and the five overall
best recognizers uses the nearest centroid as classifier. The grid histogram feature
extractor is also overrepresented in the results, and the only case where it is not
used in the “five best” is when the classifier is fixed as neural network. Another
notable occurrence is when both HSV and HSVCrCb or YCrCb and HSVCrCb are
used together. This occurs for instance when grid mean, see Figure 5.14, is fixed
as feature extractor, and when the recognizers containing Schmid feature chan-
nels are considered, HSV, YCrCb and HSVCrCb are used together in the best
five, see Figure 5.10. A probable cause for this is that this gives these channels a
higher influence, as they appear twice. This indicates that a weighting function
over the feature channels may improve the results, but that is left as a future
improvement.

All these results should be interpreted carefully since the testing environment is
very limited, three people in the same room at the same time of day does not
produce a lot of variation in the testing data. As such these results should not
be considered truth, but rather an implication of what may work and what may
not.

6.2 Complete System Discussion

The first thing to notice when examining the results of the system evaluation is
that, even in the case when ground truth is used both for detecting people and
recognizing the PoI, the back projection error is never zero. There are several
reasons for this, firstly the ground truth is marked by people, so there are flaws,
some bounding boxes may be a little bit too big and other too small, this moves the
estimated position slightly. Secondly, the measurements of the testing environment
were made by hand and contain errors. Thirdly, the time synchronization of the
two cameras is not perfect, there is about a half second delay between them. All
of these errors are unknown to the system and can therefore not be compensated
for.

The results that contain the best representation of how well the system works, are
the filtered and normalized results. These represent how the path is calculated
when the system is actually used, and the normalization gives a measurement
which is easier to interpret than the unnormalized version.

When the projection is normalized with a unit sphere, as described in Section 4.3,
the value describes how far away the point that would project perfectly onto the
reference camera is from the estimated point, in cm.

The other normalization is based on the estimated error, and describe how far
from the worst case estimation the actual point is. This is useful for checking
the error estimation, the value should always be below one if our worst case error
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estimation is correct. This is not the case, as can be seen in Figures 5.23 and
5.20. The reason for this is that the error estimate does not take into account false
classifications and time differences. It estimates the difference between the correct
position of a person compared to the estimated position of the same person, in
that exact moment.

When evaluating the complete system with an actual PoI recognizer, rather than
the ground truth, it is hard to spot any increase in error. In fact the number
of spikes in the error has even been reduced. This is because the ground truth,
as mentioned above, contains errors. The actual recognizer does not make the
same false classifications, and the spikes disappear. The remaining spikes are
probably the result of errors in the ground truth of the reference video, and does
not necessarily indicate erroneous classifications by the recognizer. This indicates
that the chosen recognizer is very accurate when recognizing the PoI, however the
video is a very simple one, with few occlusions, high resolution, and high variance
between the color of the people present in the video. Nevertheless the implemented
recognizer does fulfill the most basic purpose of this thesis, which is to implement
a recognizer that could be used to separate the specified PoI from a set of people.
If the normalized back projection error is compared between the filtered, Figure
5.28, and the unfiltered version, Figure 5.25, the importance of the filtering can
be seen. The spikes are gone and the error does not vary as much.

When the PoI recognizer is paired with the people detector implemented by Jo-
hannes Markström [13] the results are less impressive. The width of the spikes in
the errors indicate that the recognizer classifies the wrong person as PoI over mul-
tiple frames. This is a bigger problem than multiple single frame misclassifications,
as the filtering will not remove these. The reason for the decrease in performance
is probably caused by the variance of the bounding boxes provided by the detector.
If the bounding box is displaced or resized enough the cells in the grid used by the
feature extractor may move from one part of the body to another. For instance
may the cell which usually contain the head of the person, align with the torso
instead, if the head is not confined in the bounding box. Since the 3D-position
estimation is highly dependent on good bounding boxes, the system fails to return
relevant estimations, when that is not the case. In the error normalized results,
Figure 5.28, and the unfiltered version, Figure 5.25, it is apparent that the error
is much greater than anticipated. The reason for this is that when estimating the
error, an assumption was made about the precision of the bounding boxes returned
from the people detector, which was much too low. One way to decrease the error
from this would be to try and recalculate the sizes of the bounding boxes after the
people have been detected. The top of the bounding box could be moved up and
down until an asymmetry line was found, which may be the top of the head. The
bottom of the bounding box could also be moved this way, assuming that the feet
of the person yields an asymmetry line as well.
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6.3 Future Work

Due to the size and complexity of the system there is still a lot of improvements
to be done. One thing that could improve the precision of the PoI recognition is
a tracker. If every person in a video was tracked, multiple instances of the same
person could be classified at the same time. One could then use the accumulated
dissimilarity to decide if a person is the PoI or not. This could probably improve
the recognition to be more stable to occlusions, if the tracker could keep track of
the person before and after the occlusion. Another possible improvement could
be the inclusion of a background model, this would minimize the noise in the
training data, and possibly improve the classification. One way to reduce the
human interactions of this program, which was a goal of this project, is to let the
system choose what feature channels, classifier and feature extractors should be
used. This could be done by training a large number of different recognizers on
the training data and determine which combination is the most efficient for that
specific PoI.



Chapter 7

Conclusion

In conclusion, we have provided a stable base which may detect people, recognize
a specific person of interest, and estimate the 3D-path of that person. The task
at hand was a very challenging one, and there is room for a lot of improvement
in both the people detector and person of interest recognizer as well as the 3D-
position estimation. However the system that we have built is made for expansion
with both modifications and improvements easy to implement.

In this project we have shown the possibilities and obstacles when trying to esti-
mate a 3D-path of a specific person using only monocular, non-overlapping cam-
eras, similar to those used for surveillance. The possibilities increase as the tech-
nology progresses, and I suspect that these sort of systems are not too far into the
future, but still in the future.

I feel that the goal of this project has been achieved, a functioning base system
has been implemented, with the ability to detect people, recognizing a person of
interest, and estimating the 3D-path of that person, with the limitations described
in Section 1.5. A graphical user interface from which the entire project can be
controlled, was also created.
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