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Abstract: This paper proposes an entire shape reconstruction method which does not require an initial po-
sition adjusted by hand. Entire shape reconstruction contains its peculiar difficulties; Even just one error of
pairwise registration causes a failure of an entire shape reconstruction. Even when no failures occur during all
of the pair-wise registration, the last and first shape objects cannot be precisely matched due to accumulated
errors. The proposed method uses Self-Adaptive Differential Evolution (JDE) which does not require control
parameter tuning and shows good search performance for pair-wise registration. In addition, considering
conditions of entire shape reconstruction, the proposed method reduces a range of variables for rotation,
which allows to prevent premature convergence to local optima, and corrects one of pair-wise registration
errors. Experimental results showed that jDE showed better, more robust search performance than other
evolutionary computation algorithms, and that the proposed method could reconstruct the entire shape from
actually measured depth images captured by a projector-camera system.

Keywords: three dimensional entire shape reconstruction, three dimensional registration, evolutionary com-
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Table 1 Taxonomy of 3D registration.
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Fig. 1 Rigid body transformation matrix between objects.
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Fig. 2 Design variables in pair-wise registration.
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YHEDFIED 5 FY LEAFHIM CEME S A2 L 2/-ELTHY,
8NP LS OFHIZATH &b,

© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

MUY B, s ¥ELLAS ERFHIL, EXEAL LD
(R, ) p,_p, %, 3T 5T REMEAE b BV HIRZ R <5
A—5Th%,

FE = Cs - T(R’t)PS*Ps+1 (T

(Rot)py g pogs (o

T(R,t)PE,l—PE (CC) .- ))) (8)
22T, C, 3P, oELERL, C,ld P, OBELEERT.
4. FHE=EER

RETLHROENEL AT 5720 0FEBREITH. %
¥, 4.2 i, FHERE LT, MBSHOEHEICBITS
JUrRE GCP Ot & 7> 72, 4.3 fHiTlE, _7 74 X
L DM RALE S DT 5 BHEAFE T VT X240
PEERF D 720, EMPBMO T I ab—var7—44
AW CMNESDEOERTITo72 (FEE1). 44 H
BLO45HiTI, 81 THWZYI2l—YaryF—
Y EMRE LT, ETLHAEHTEEIREIT 217
v, 301 BTl R AERIBROAHIC L 2O REDEE
T (FBR 2), 3.3.1 HTHRAZZFR ) ETIEO AR % Bk L
72 (FEER3). 46 {iTlX, 7OV LI INATVATLE
HWTHUR L72FET— 5 25 e LT, @FERETOH
REZEEMI L, FRYFTIEZ @A LR A7 (FEhi4d).

4.1 EEREfs
411 FAIF—%

R Cld, WREWER AP SAR Lz 32— 3
YFE=%, BLUY, TV ARAT VAT LTYIRA
% FHI LTS L2237 — % 2 v CEBRET- 72,

BREE (Vi, Vo, V5*2, Vi*3) OIREE 3 (a), (b),
() BIXU () IRY. YIalb—YarF—y 3
YR & AR Z2 [ BT B JF1A0C 40° $0[EER S, 9 O]
WEATH & TEE L, HITHES - ZIRIE 3,000
JA S 8,000 MO SEECHER S NS,

FEWR My, My, Mz, My DIRER 3 (e), (f), (2) B
FO () ITRY. EBATHWET—213, EitEwkz
AEEA I FE TR 40° FOERESE, 7Y 279 H X T
VATFLACEHHILA 7V 27 b THA.

FEEWIRICBIT AT T4 ALEADEEL, &
EROMEE EHRLL, SRTCORMER 0, RAHEEY 1 &
TOEROMEE O DL L t,, t, t. 1, WEORK
FELoR/MiZz 0, AiEE 1 EIEBILL. o, 8, v I
DWW, FHHIRZITHh %R VWER 1 Tld —180° % 0 &
L, 180° % 1 & L CIEBML L 7. ®EPHHIBE 2179 FiiF5E
B, FEBk2, EBR3 BXUER4 T —60°%0& L, 60°
1 &L TIEHILL 7.

*2 The Stanford 3D Scanning Repository:
http://graphics.stanford.edu/data/3Dscanrep/
*3 Infinite Realities: http://www.ir-ltd.net/
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X 3 FEERICHWATEm G L E R (Fehl)

Fig. 3 Virtual and real objects used in the experiments.

(h) My

23 Jadzysr JLAa—k

Eznw.m4?7/1
im 7R'mf/ﬁ%ﬂ%

\
mEEE

im

B4 Fwr—v

Fig. 4 Experimental setup for scanning.

4.1.2 EHANCERALATOS I V2 DASTVRT L
REBRIZBWCEHINCHER L2702 78 X T2 A
T LD AR 4 [2RY. B A F1E, SONY DCR-VX2000
Wz, 7av 2 %1k, EPSON EB-1925W # JH\ /2.
B LT/ LA a— ¥y — v aiig Lz, BHllx
SR MEER IC Y, B AT & FHI SR L TR
M2 1m, FEEFANC 1m OMEICHE L. 70V
ZUE A A Z 1% L CTARCER T 30 em, HE 5 AC 10 cm
DRLE IR L7,
SHERICEDCHETIE, B%, Tuv sy h AT
ROIE [30] L E % 5. AEETIE, RIEHEZHWT
KIE#4T 272, H A5 ORIEE, BIEREIZEIR S 72 Hr
HEFHIT 5 2 & T, WHREERRTO 3 RICHERE L, Hifg
W D 2 RICHEE 3o T 5 2 &S TE L, 7aV
¥ ORIEE, TERDPBEMORIEFIIF LTI Y =7 &
SINE —URERELTH AT TEHT S 2 & T, WikH
WATH 3RTCEEE 7Y « 7 & O Fo 5% i
FHFHZENTES,
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4.1.3 TITUZXLDINTA—4%
RETHHRTHVS JDE DIENI2, EEB1 TIE, 2.5 8
THM L bo#LEE 7L T X4 (DE, GA, PSO,
CMA-ES) &, WE&HLETHMIIHWSNS ICP &
DB EAT> 72, KL OEBRTH 28T A =5 LT
VRS, HEALFHE TV ) A 2BET 2 D8T A — 5 i
EE LT, ik N % 50, 5o LR Gen % 1,000 i
for L, wEEEkE S > ¥ AICERL. DE X, 283k
ELTTHERA® F 7z, 78T A — & FE 3k [15] 12
TEW, ZAECR =09, ArX— VM F=05%L7.
JDE 1, X FEE LT 2 Hvy, 3CHK [15] 126E> T
Mm=T=01&L, FOMD F R CR &\ o785 A —%
HERERDESICONT T Y ¥ LB LT AL E L
L7z, GA ORZLEE LT BLX-a # W7z, BLX-a D
a 33CHK [24] 115 T 0.5 &£ L7z, PSO D87 X — % (4,
SCHIR [29] 12HE > THEMIE (Wimin, Wmae) = (0.4,0.9) & 7%5E
LIEREG IZON TROKED S i/MENEEB L, 58
PRE 1 = cp = 1.49445, fARDEEENT PV V O KAl
Vmaz = 1.0 &35, CMA-ES 3 EMAEICH YT L N %,
4+1In(n) (nIFRTTH) LEODTWEA[31], & YLERI
BERTL-OIEEEEN=NEL, 7 VE%E N/2
E L7z, MEERIOFHNY b VIET v T LIERE N
MBI Z D LRk B 2 &k L, FII5 % SCHk [31] ©
Rosenbrock FAEIC B A EEBRSLMEICHE->To =01 & L
7o, A ERFPIMNCER SN Ea 0L E LT DE,
jDE, GA BXU'PSO Tl, t,, t,, t, 1%, &FEH5% LR
FRETRILLHIE, a, 8, YIZDWTIREREZSHR
X L7z 72ERIE, 190° 1% —170° £ 7%+ B, CMA-ES T
1, #EANICINE 5 ECTREETEKRT A, B, TXTOH
FERIZ OV T AT = 30 & L7z,

4.1.4 FHEE®E

FBR 1, FEB2, BIUER3 T, REBESBERO Y
Fal—varF—yEHVALO, EFERETERED
R REBIICETNT A 2 EATE S, KT, B5
N7 &R & EIER O Y —Feiis% (RMSE) %, 1F
koA (L,) TIEBALLAME X (9) 12X D
HrERTLDE L.
mmm_¢2?mrﬁr¢wy% )

n
ZIT, i FOBROETTHY, nld I, 2T A M
DRBTHS. T'(5) W5 SN (MAEHR ST A =5
H) Dk o T I RRAEIR L 2IRTH B, gk I RO
i HHOROMERARL, p, (kT 2 EMIGR LR
HE oy LY.

72, LR RMSE OfE250.01 LNFOBE1, <77
A ZOMEADEPEI Lz BT oL Lz E7—
5 &V ER 4 TR, MESHEORIHEE BHIC
Lo THERE L 7.
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£z 2 /UK (octree) & GCP O HlHEH
Table 2 Comparison between octree and GCP.

octree gcp
average best time (s)| average best time(s)
opt. prepro. opt.
Vi 3.25E-03 2.97E-03 78.6 | 3.42E-03 3.11E-03 51.3 11.6
Vo 2.45E-03 2.33E-03 54.0| 3.88E-03 3.54E-03 50.7 8.0
Vs 1.61E-03 1.49E-03 119.4 | 3.14E-03 2.53E-03 64.3 18.1
Vi 3.79E-03 3.41E-03 58.4(5.01E-03 4.37TE-03 57.2 84

(a) SR AV 72858 DT

(b) GCP # i1\ -6 O BETA:
KRBl OB
5 J\AKRE GCP O R
Fig. 5 Comparison between octree and GCP.

4.2 FHER

RETLHATIE, HWBEKZEET HBIC 2 TRIRE 1
S A MBEOM TR N A ERT 5. 2 O riE®R
DFFE LT, BATHIZECHEDON TS GCP &, XDk
FEOE ORI ERRAT A B \GARE R L2, K%
T, KMlRAREOERFEMEZ —60° 205 60° (ZHIR L,
YIalb—varF—8EWR L LTIiDE TXT7T T A A
B G bEETo 7. T2, FATHI%E [3] 126Evy, GCP
2B B 22 A 20, MRELO5E A 2 x 26 &
L7,

EWRIZB T, 9EOFHIIZIRE OXT T 4 XfiE A
HbExE (1EICDE 30 ) 175728 D RMSE O &~
ANER 2IRT. FIZBWT “opt.” 1FIERICE L /-H
M, “prepro.” IIFMLBLICE L-Mz 3. T/, 551
7RO OfE & T, ARBTZIR Vi 1I2B1 5 2 fF
TERBETORREEZR 5 1 RT. £2BIUOM5 LY, A
GARIRD SV A, GOP IXREER O FFEMFF R 2 2
EDGh A, 72720, GCP TELNMH D, Simultaneous
ICP [20] & F\W 72 RMLEBLCREM 2 B G 21T R HAEEE
DIEE T LN/, DEX D, GCP & /\GAKDWTFho
R ETHECTOLMNESDEDN TE LI EFMERLL.
DD ERTIE, BEISETE,»o7-Z EIZEHL, b
KrFAwsZ &k L7,

4.3 ER1: X771 IMBEDEICHFZ7ILTUR
L DMERELESR

NT A KUk B R R D1 B AL

7VT) X4 (GA, PSO, CMA-ES, DE, jDE) B
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Fig. 6 Comparison on RM SE among evolutionary algorithms

in pair-wise registration.

ICP DR D 728, IEFSBEMDO L I 2 b —2 3 »
T8 A AW EAEDEDERYIT-72. K7V
TYVRLDINTG A—=F1F, 413 BIIRT L) ICHRE L.
4.3.1 Boh/I-MBOAE

FAARTZIRNC B 1T 5 & FHIITEIR B O AL & A b i H %
X6, %3 &4, £5, &6 IIr”7. X61E, RMSE
DDA TR TRLEZDDTH A, FHO THER
WEfFED AL 2% % R L, EBEFSIEEO AL 5% &R
RO PRI IEZ R, AREMUEZ RS, X
DT AZ ) AL, fab® 5% Benjamini and Hochberg
DL BEIEMEIZ L WV EEEBHRLNIZT VT ZLHT
HHIERRT. B, ICP LZOMTXTHOT VT X
LOBTRAEEENRON-0, B2 EKB LTV,
$72, 6 ®JDE2 122V TIE 44 i THikT 5.

M6, £3, £4, £5BLUEGIIBVT, HEoh/:
fEDO RMSE \Z#EHT AL, &R% L TICP OSEDMK
{, RIZ, GA B XU CMA-ES OHEREAR & & 23507
%. F7:2, iDE BL O PSO HLE L TEHRE O R WR%E T8
RLTWAZEDSDA. DEWZ, ViO P —P,DXH I
MEIZL > TEEME LR R TED, BONLHED
BEICIEO2E2HH ), oMETIE PSO X CMA-ES &
FREOMEDORERLL T,

RIZ, BHRICEHT AL, jDE ORI LEL T
{, PSOIE RMSE iz ZRWVb DD 0.01 % F[al % f#
AR LTI E B ST a2 nwZ Lo h b,

fEEDLEIRE L ZBORFz oL, 70X
22 0DRD S HREE LR > TV L RFHEICH->TLE
VT ENE ol KT OBITIE, HHEIBOAME DL L
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K3 VL ICBITFAZET LT XL OVEREIE
Table 3 Comparison among evolutionary algorithms on V;.

P-P; P-P3 Ps3-Py Py-Ps Ps-Ps Ps-P; Pr-Py Ps-Py Py-Py | average

ICP best 2.70E-1 1.99E-1 1.80E-1 3.98E-1 3.64E-1 3.67E-1 2.85E-1 3.73E-1 3.52E-1| 3.10E-1
mean | 5.46E-1 5.15E-1 6.20E-1 6.04E-1 6.01E-1 5.82E-1 5.77E-1 5.86E-1 5.82E-1| 5.79E-1

suc. 0/30 0/30 0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30 0/30 0/30 0/30|  0/270

GA  best 3.32E-3  2.66E-3 2.36E-3 2.97E-3 2.33E-3 3.03E-3 3.11E-3 2.51E-3 2.72E-3| 2.78E-3
mean | 3.37E-1 3.90E-1 4.04E-1 2.23E-1 2.69E-1 3.32E-1 3.17E-1 3.93E-1 3.58E-1| 3.36E-1

suc. 9/30 7/30 8/30  15/30  14/30  11/30 6/30 7/30 6/30| 83/270

PSO best 4.11E-3  5.66E-3 2.58E-3 1.13E-2 2.91E-3 3.02E-3 3.90E-3 6.17E-3 3.35E-3| 4.78E-3
mean | 4.16E-2 5.08E-2 7.35E-2 6.14E-2 5.59E-2 6.66E-2 1.25E-1 3.93E-2 8.63E-2| 6.68E-2

suc. 2/30 2/30 3/30 0/30 1/30 4/30 2/30 1/30 2/30| 17/270
CMA best 3.11E-3  2.78E-3 2.50E-3 3.78E-3 2.76E-3 3.24E-3 3.00E-3 2.62E-3 3.04E-3| 2.98E-3
-ES mean| 1.55E-1 2.26E-1 1.73E-1 1.72E-1 1.61E-1 2.11E-1 2.74E-1 1.63E-1 2.14E-1| 1.94E-1
suc. 19/30  16/30  17/30  19/30  19/30  18/30 8/30  19/30  15/30| 150/270

DE Dbest 3.00E-3 2.77E-3 2.37E-3 3.39E-3 2.65E-3 3.08E-3 3.05E-3 2.55E-3 3.29E-3| 2.91E-3
mean | 6.03E-2 3.84E-1 3.96E-2 1.70E-2 2.43E-2 3.24E-2 1.49E-1 3.81E-1 2.67E-2| 1.24E-1

suc. 24/30  10/30  25/30  29/30  29/30  24/30  16/30  10/30  27/30| 194/270

JDE best 3.09E-3 2.78E-3 2.47E-3 3.80E-3 2.76E-3 3.25E-3 2.84E-3 2.65E-3 3.62E-3| 3.03E-3
mean | 9.44E-2 1.49E-1 6.46E-2 2.,53E-2 1.10E-1 1.75E-2 1.18E-1 2.40E-1 6.89E-2| 9.88E-2

suc. 25/30  23/30  27/30  29/30  25/30  29/30  24/30  18/30  27/30| 227/270
JDE2 best |3.04E-03 2.81E-03 2.48E-03 3.93E-03 2.75E-03 3.21E-03 3.08E-03 2.65E-03 2.82E-03|2.97E-03
mean | 3.24E-03 3.05E-03 2.50E-03 4.09E-03 2.76E-03 3.39E-03 3.28E-03 2.75E-03 4.17E-03 | 3.25E-03

suc. 30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30| 270/270

K4 VL lZBIAZETIVITY) XL OMREHE
Table 4 Comparison among evolutionary algorithms on V5.

Pi-P Py-P3 P3-Py Py-Ps Ps-Ps Ps-P; Pr-Pg Ps-Py Py-Py | average

ICP best 1.58E-1 3.69E-1 8.17E-1 5.73E-1 3.08E-1 6.82E-1 7.61E-1 3.86E-1 8.12E-1| 5.41E-1
mean | 9.81E-1 1.04E0 1.06E0 9.73E-1 9.18E-1 1.10E0 1.14E0 1.04E0 1.09E0 1.04E0

suc. 0/30 0/30 0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30 0/30 0/30 0/30|  0/270

GA best 2.90E-3 2.17E-3 2.87E-2 1.65E-2 6.41E-3 3.28E-3 3.61E-3 3.72E-3 2.51E-3| 7.76E-3
mean | 2.39E-1 3.15E-1 2.59E-1 2.09E-1 2.39E-1 2.37E-1 2.59E-1 2.21E-1 1.74E-1| 2.39E-1

suc. 2/30 1/30 0/30  0/30 2/30 1/30 3/30 2/30 4/30| 15/270

PSO best 1.46E-2 2.00E-2 1.60E-2 1.83E-2 7.02E-3 1.40E-2 1.62E-2 1.92E-2 3.34E-3| 1.43E-2
mean | 9.64E-2 1.33E-1 1.13E-1 7.62E-2 6.15E-2 7.85E-2 &.12E-2 6.62E-2 6.48E-2| 8.56E-2

suc. 0/30 0/30 0/30  0/30 1/30  0/30 0/30 0/30 1/30|  2/270
CMA best 2.24E-3 248E-3 2.10E-3 1.93E-3 2.19E-3 2.28E-3 2.15E-3 2.35E-3 2.24E-3| 2.22E-3
-ES mean| 827E-2 1.07E-1 1.07E-1 1.09E-1 7.69E-2 143E-1 1.95E-1 1.43E-1 9.38E-2| 1.17E-1
suc. 20/30 21730 17/30  18/30  22/30  14/30 2/30 7/30  20/30| 141/270

DE best 2.34E-3  2.35E-3  1.32E-2 1.64E-3 2.44E-3 2.36E-3 2.32E-3 2.38E-3 2.00E-3| 3.45E-3
mean | 8.53E-2 2.19E-1 2.57E-1 1.98E-1 4.77E-2 1.31E-1 2.,51E-1 6.84E-2 6.81E-2| 1.47E-1

suc. 21/30 7/30 0/30 9/30 19/30 13/30 1/30 14/30 22/30| 106/270

jDE best 2.17E-3  2.48E-3 2.07E-3 1.99E-3 2.57E-3 2.49E-3 2.02E-3 2.70E-3 2.34E-3| 2.31E-3
mean | 6.99E-2 1.24E-1 1.05E-1 9.37E-2 4.53E-2 &8.73E-2 2.17E-1 1.09E-1 5.,51E-2| 1.01E-1

suc. 24/30  20/30  17/30  22/30  26/30  21/30 5/30  12/30  25/30| 172/270
JDE2 best |2.35E-03 2.49E-03 2.20E-03 2.01E-03 2.66E-03 2.51E-03 2.13E-03 2.68E-03 1.96E-03 | 2.33E-03
mean | 2.43E-03 2.58E-03 2.40E-03 2.15E-03 2.83E-03 2.52E-03 2.15E-03 2.77E-03 2.20E-03 | 2.45E-03

suc. 30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30| 270/270

TLESHAETYH, BIROLSEBEFERL TV L7720
WCHMBEROMEAME ZoTLE ). X 3) #HL5A
T 2D &) %JRET & RIS R 2 o A 2 & A B
TH5.
4.3.2 FRO%pER

AT DREMOBWMEEMEOZILE, X8, H 9,
X 10 BLUX 11 12”7, LELoX» 5, DE, CMA-ES
FICRDSE N D OO FFTREIZHE> TW5B 2 &5 0nsk.
12, PSO (3580 6 #HE F TR PICHEI TRV TV D D
DD, 1,000 HACTIE TP L TR W L% 0 5.
JDE I &RENNUEANEL O BIF R RERFETE TV D
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CEDHRRTE D,
4.3.3 E=&

8% 7% jDE %, £ < OMETREN L TR
RSB EEED 720, DE OAR%R/8T A — & H3HEA
YAY Y ANMAFT B L RIRT.

DED/8F A—=%THhhF L CREZZFNZN, 0.1, 0.3,
0.5, 0.7, 0.9 EZ&AL&E, Vi1 ® P-Py, V3 D P-P,, V,

D Py-P6 % 724550 RMSE O #E 12 12R7.

RATEBE 5 A& L7,
B 12 &0, Uik v oFHIERE P-P, ORLE A DY
FIEICBWTIE, F=0.7, CR=0.7D%E&IZMEDR W
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Table 5 Comparison among evolutionary algorithms on V3.

P-P; P-P3 Ps3-Py Py-Ps Ps-Ps Ps-P; Pr-Py Ps-Py Py-Py | average

ICP best 3.61E-1 7.15E-1 2.92E-1 7.89E-1 3.34E-1 297E-1 7.08E-1 4.32E-1 3.74E-1| 4.78E-1
mean | 9.66E-1 9.72E-1 1.04E0 1.07E0  9.82E-1 8.90E-1 1.07E0 1.04E0 1.04E0 1.01E0

suc. 0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30| 0/270
GA  best 1.54E-1  3.24E-3 4.94E-3 2.76E-3 9.83E-3 1.40E-3 3.68E-2 2.70E-3 243E-3| 2.42E-2
mean | 2.98E-1 2.23E-1 2.34E-1 1.96E-1 2.21E-1 1.51E-1 2.74E-1 1.81E-1 2.93E-1| 2.30E-1

suc. 0/30  4/30 1/3  5/30  2/30  8/30  0/30  9/30  2/30| 31/270

PSO best 6.49E-3 5.13E-3 2.19E-2 2.05E-2 2.78E-2 9.06E-3 6.36E-3 5.60E-3 1.67E-2| 1.33E-2
mean | 9.18E-2 9.16E-2 7.33E-2 8.07E-2 1.02E-1 8.22E-2 1.00E-1 7.65E-2 8.32E-2| 8.68E-2

suc. 1/30 1/30 0/30 0/30 0/30 1/30 1/30 1/30 0/30| 5/270
CMA best 1.66E-3 1.39E-3 9.81E-4 1.45E-3 1.63E-3 1.53E-3 1.30E-3 1.77E-3 1.57E-3| 1.48E-3
-ES mean| 1.07E-1 143E-1 1.33E-1 8.90E-2 7.34E-2 1.26E-1 1.59E-1 1.06E-1 8.26E-2| 1.13E-1
suc. 19/30  14/30  16/30  20/30  23/30  14/30  12/30  20/30  22/30| 160/270

DE best 1.46E-3 1.38E-3 1.18E-3 1.34E-3 1.63E-3 1.46E-3 1.81E-3 2.12E-3 1.54E-3| 1.55E-3
mean | 4.36E-2 1.62E-1 1.15E-1 2.87E-2 1.16E-1 9.64E-2 1.73E-1 8.16E-2 6.78E-2| 9.81E-2

suc. 26/30  13/30  12/30  20/30  16/30  14/30 4/30  19/30  24/30| 148/270

JDE best 1.64E-3 1.38E-3 8.53E-4 1.41E-3 1.63E-3 148E-3 1.36E-3 1.82E-3 1.46E-3| 1.45E-3
mean | 5.18E-2 8.81E-2 3.31E-2 8.81E-3 4.14E-2 5.02E-2 1.21E-1 5.61E-2 2.15E-2| 5.25E-2

suc. 25/30  23/30  27/30  29/30  26/30  25/30  13/30  25/30  28/30| 221/270
JDE2 best |1.64E-03 1.40E-03 1.25E-03 1.43E-03 1.65E-03 1.56E-03 1.29E-03 1.82E-03 1.38E-03|1.49E-03
mean | 1.68E-03 1.42E-03 1.26E-03 1.45E-03 1.69E-03 1.57E-03 1.65E-03 2.31E-03 1.42E-03|1.61E-03

suc. 30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30| 270/270

K6 V4 IIBUIAZETIVIY) XL OWREHE
Table 6 Comparison among evolutionary algorithms on Vj.

Pi-P Py-P3 Ps3-Py Py-Ps Ps-Ps Ps-P; Pr-Pg Ps-Py Py-Py | average

ICP best 2.05E-1 3.12E-1 2.36E-1 3.20E-1 2.85E-1 3.27E-1 2.86E-1 3.35E-1 2.70E-1| 2.86E-1
mean | 4.66E-1 5.80E-1 5.61E-1 7.45E-1 6.74E-1 9.44E-1 6.15E-1 5.81E-1 4.93E-1| 6.29E-1

suc. 0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30| 0/270

GA best 3.25E-3 2.84E-3 4.06E-3 2.80E-3 3.67E-3 1.06E-2 4.24E-3 2.38E-3 3.89E-3| 4.19E-3
mean | 3.79E-1 4.23E-1 3.26E-1 3.40E-1 2.80E-1 3.71E-1 3.33E-1 4.00E-1 3.58E-1| 3.57E-1

suc. 6/30 1/30  6/30  5/30  6/30  0/30  2/30  3/30 7/30| 36/270

PSO best 6.41E-3 1.02E-2 1.34E-2 2.40E-2 2.76E-2 5.19E-3 5.86E-3 2.03E-2 3.12E-3| 1.29E-2
mean | 4.87E-2 8.25E-2 8.32E-2 1.15E-1 9.11E-2 1.16E-1 1.01E-1 8.75E-2 4.98E-2| 8.60E-2

suc. 1/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  0/30  2/30 1/3  0/30  2/30| 6/270
CMA best 2.95E-3 2.98E-3 3.52E-3 2.87E-3 3.48E-3 3.45E-3 3.21E-3 3.54E-3 3.48E-3| 3.28E-3
-ES mean| 1.67E-1 3.13E-1 1.68E-1 2.09E-1 1.88E-1 2.06E-1 2.63E-1 1.60E-1 1.35E-1| 2.01E-1
suc. 18/30 11/30 18/30 15/30 16/30 16/30 12/30 19/30 19/30 | 144/270

DE best 3.00E-3 3.30E-3 3.64E-3 3.79E-3 3.62E-3 3.24E-3 3.24E-3 2.51E-3 3.44E-3| 3.31E-3
mean | 7.42E-2 4.38E-1 2.36E-1 3.53E-1 2.70E-2 4.36E-1 2.40E-1 2.10E-1 6.93E-2| 2.31E-1

suc. 22/30 4/30  13/30 8/30  21/30 5/30  14/30  18/30  23/30| 128/270

jDE best 2.94E-3 298E-3 3.60E-3 3.40E-3 3.61E-3 3.08E-3 3.27E-3 3.51E-3 3.30E-3| 3.30E-3
mean | 5.20E-2 1.80E-1 5.56E-2 2.49E-1 5.43E-2 2.73E-1 1.21E-1 1.07E-1 5.72E-2| 1.28E-1

suc. 27/30  20/30  27/30  16/30  27/30  15/30  23/30  24/30  26/30| 205/270
jDE2 best |2.92E-03 2.99E-03 3.55E-03 3.26E-03 3.62E-03 3.52E-03 3.24E-03 3.55E-03 4.03E-03 | 3.41E-03
mean | 3.32E-03 3.69E-03 3.97E-03 4.24E-03 4.21E-03 3.57E-03 3.29E-03 3.67E-03 4.16E-03 | 3.79E-03

suc. 30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30| 270/270

X 7 frEsbEIcgk M L6
Fig. 7 Example of failed registration.
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Fig. 8 Transitions on fitness values of the best solutions.
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Fig. 10 Transitions on fitness values of the best solutions.
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Fig. 13 Examples of entire shape registration with an error

0 RTIERS AR

and their corrected results.
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xR T OEWRET 5 0 b OLFBIREICR R

Table 7 Entire shape registration results from actual scanned data.

Pi-P,  P»-Py  Py-Py  Py-Ps

P5-Pg Ps-P; P7-Pg Ps-Py Py-Py; | average

M; best | 7.70E-07 6.07E-07 5.12E-07 6.65E-07 7.07E-07 5.27E-07 6.94E-07 6.77E-07 8.47E-07 | 6.67E-07
ave | 7.72E-07 6.08E-07 5.14E-07 6.66E-07 7.09E-07 5.29E-07 6.95E-07 6.79E-07 8.67E-07 | 6.71E-07

suc. | 30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30

30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30  30/30| 270/270

My best | 5.45E-07 4.71E-06 1.31E-06 7.37E-07 4.85E-07 6.39E-07 2.15E-06 9.25E-07 6.34E-07 | 1.35E-06
ave |5.46E-07 7.76E-06 1.31E-06 7.38E-07 4.85E-07 6.41E-07 6.97E-06 9.26E-07 6.35E-07 | 2.22E-06

suc. | 30/30  27/30  30/30  30/30

30/30  30/30  26/30  30/30  30/30| 263/270

M3 best | 4.37E-06 1.83E-06 7.41E-07 5.77E-07 8.83E-07 1.26E-06 7.14E-07 5.27E-07 7.59E-06 | 2.05E-06
ave |5.05E-06 1.83E-06 7.42E-07 5.77E-07 9.79E-07 1.56E-06 7.15E-07 5.28E-07 7.62E-06 | 2.18E-06

suc. | 29/30  30/30  30/30  30/30

28/30 28/30 30/30 30/30 30/30| 265/270

My best | 2.58E-07 2.38E-07 1.30E-07 1.09E-07 1.82E-07 1.04E-07 1.22E-07 1.64E-07 3.56E-06 | 5.40E-07
ave |2.58E-07 2.39E-07 1.31E-07 1.09E-07 1.83E-07 1.04E-07 1.23E-07 1.66E-07 3.56E-06 | 5.42E-07

suc. 30/30 30/30 30/30 30/30

30/30 30/30 30/30 30/30 30/30| 270/270

(a) My

(c) M3

(d) Ma
B 14 FEHIT— 5 20 O L RBIRREITIC ) L 725

Fig. 14 Examples of entire shape registration from actual

scanned data.
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(b) M3
15 FEEHH T — & 5 DB EIRETCIZ R L 726
Fig. 15 Failed examples of entire shape registration from ac-

tual scanned data.
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Fig. 16 Examples before and after error correction.
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