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Fig. 15 Parameterized model of truck.

ERBEINS. T, ¢t BIBELER, o i33B54E,
Il B2E/ vt Rd. (5)REELEEHE lu<o
(@ BASWER) 2T TROET
RN KT sHE T4 2 Y TR, &S
3x—2R3EFhZh, =005 ¢=05 (=01,
Max=100, p:®=10, a=20, §=1 & L, BRIEEBT
i3, (=1.0 &L, 20fid/c5 -2 3FEL & L1,
ok, DOREICEMRED 80 Lo boEE b L1
Rai& Ui,
_— 4.2 RBR &R
W K2, 13 0RTRE3ICRLIBEKREFLVDOSL%E
: J A, RUoRTIE, KN3ERI5D 220Mke 7
_ NERO. K13, 14 O (c)ICRIFIDRHZ 7 2
f T 2, (d)REHDRE S 5 R FERT. £0Zh,
FERINRBEOMIGMH T S LRERESEERL
T3, K13, 14 T, BIETNCEB>71RKE7 5
2 2 BHHEI o h, RIFBRICBOTRELORIGD
BVBBNEINTNS. 38, R2 TR, KRIEDHIKT
K7 5 2 2 KBRS 12,
2Tk, 52—k hic 1 >0PkE Fvic
X0, BRORLZ 2-0BkSBEEIhTHE. B

(d) After verification

B4 2EEoMke T vOFMA 1BTR, Bhod s2REE2E->TH3. E5ic, M4
Fig. 14 Using two object models. T, 2o0%keF v 2REICERL:. 8408
2D =p O 4 (w0 u)]) REVT, ¥5  -BhodbsBEB>OHEDOAL 24
0 if p/9*v=<0 vAERDHHL, i, 14 ORTIE, 2EHD
piv =g if 0xpr b <Max | O) S U7 38 B & .
Max  if Max<p/, ¢+ ‘1, Mo LREES, SRS, K3
*1 REER
Table 1 Summary of experimental results.
- L B HERE A T RB “EBY M MOELEM B2 FRAK (EM)
M2 55 328 685 92 2(2)
13 51 383 1,000 110 2(1)

334 (M3 =F7n)

343 (15 =51) 1,012 103 3(2)

X 14 50
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W, R 7 RFDENEND
%, B, “RE” e
BHE7 42 Y v OBE L
¥oeRd. ®2iTid, midhik
Rei7 5 2 2 RORIERTEDKE
¥oeRd. =P VEROBIRK3
OEFNTIE 36 @ (FATED
DEE D16 M), X 15 0=
FATR 40 fE (FRTEOLE
AUbD6M) THADT, HlIA
I 14 RT3, NIEOREEHE
i3 (36+40)x50 FhH 5. HK
IhicxeiREid (334+343) M
THED T DB T, (334+
343)/((36+40)x 50)=17.8% i
WO h TS, X5, B
HICBIR A hfc ik (13+9) &
Th5.

i3, B A—2 LEFVNS 2 —2DHE
EEEEAUMEERT. WThIRFREEHEIES O
7o, ik, HEBERE/ T A —sBokERTZ0A
THIDT, TITTIT, towy DEREEEE L LIcE
2RLTVA. 58, MEEHIZ, VAX11/780 ZH
WT, EREEHBcBNTAD, FE7 02 Y
FIEBNTE, BERXICEE L T4H~12 SEBET
35of:.

4.3 = ®

WIUFROHRE LT, 1ETHE~K DI, WIS
DEBE X DI ORI O BERMIICEREED 2
%, BRUBOLHSKHOM DTS5 L5T5DT
K, RBOBBTHEENKITAZEVI T &ML
Fohs K20 “RKExt” g sMmE7 vz

()

MRLBL 2RI

Initial values

Jan. 1990

(b) t=§

(&) t=10

(e) ¢=20

(f) ¢=92 (converged)
18 FEHEOE(

Fig. 16 Activation pattern at each iteration.

® 2 MRENROFEBXK
Table 2 Number of hypotheses.

BREERT b, 1123
13 13
R2 13 13
- 14 12
13 16 0
13 13 (15 =57xn)
] 14 10 9 (R3=7n)
4 0

Yk AEEEOE(ORTEE 16 iTRT.
hiz, RERGELLT “FHHNY” OhTROREL

FEHEL, HISKERLTERLIbDTHB.
X 16 »5, ROLI KEABEARNS. 7,

®3 EBNTA—BEETNNT A - FOHEERR (& om, AE: °)
Table 3 Estimation results of transformation parameters and model parameters.

foW.z toWy towz 0oW P. P, Py P, Ps Ps Py P P,

X2 e —9.49 —10.0 23,96 317 4.22 4.31 299 1.71 10.97 1.88 2.35 1.79 4.01
EHME —9.4 -10.0 233 315 40 40 3.0 20 11.0 2.0 2.0 20 40

#tsE —2.52 —10.0 16.96 317 4.91 1.96 477 1.36 11.84 2.28 1.36 2.83 2.72
(k) EZRriE -2.7 -10.0 17.7 315 5.0 2.0 50 15 1.5 2.0 1.0 25 25

X 13 HEEE 9.55 —13.5 26.28 299 3.94 4.66 3.03 2.10 11.22 1.80 1.80 1.74 3.90
ERH 9.5 -—135 285 303 40 40 30 20 11,0 20 20 20 40

= 14 HeEiE —8.44 —10.0 1871 337 3.84 407 3.16 1.83 11.12 1.49 2.40 2,40 4.23
(R3=e7n) EAE —-88 —10.0 184 332 40 40 30 20 110 20 20 20 40

HeEin —1.14 —10.0 16.47 308 4.01 1.89 6.19 2.24 10.01 2.70 1.8 1.94 1.89
(K15 e7n) ERfE —-1.3 -10.0 16.5 308 40 2.0 60 20 10.0 2.0 20 20 20
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1. BE/IXS5 A —% 0w DOHEER
AL TRT1AE 1 FROMSHS 6w OHEE
RKREBL, AREOEORREEE i=(u,v,1), =7
NEROADORKREESE p=(z,y,2,1) T B L,
i=pTwwTw, (U, V)=(uft,v/t) (A.1)
DRI T B, 72150, (U, V) 13, EREEREE,
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Image coodinate system Local coordinate system
y
x Ixl=p
e x=(pxy, py;» P2y)
match
XL

A.l Oiw ZHEET B DORME

Fig. A.1 Tentative match for estimating 6.w.

cos@rw 0 sinfw O
0 1 0 0
T —
Y7 —sinfw 0 cosuw o}
tLw, tiwy tLw, 14
1 0 0 0ori1 o 0
0 cosa —sina 0|0 1 0
Twi= .
0 sina cosa 0| 0 0O (s/f)

0 o0 0 1o 0o o
M A.lick i} 2ERFEER ED (Us, Vo)-(Uotu, Votv)
ERFBEERD (0,0,0-(px1, py1, pz1) ORIGZERE
15L&,
tiw.—atiwy+btiw, =0 (A.2)
—ctiwyt+dtiw,=0 (A.3)
twe—a'tiwy+b'tLw,

+ (b z1—z1)sin OLw + p(b' 21+ x1)cosOrw

=pa'y: (A.4)
—c'tuwy+d'tiw,
+pd’ z1sin OLw + pd’z1cosGiw = pc' i
(A.5)

D4 50HEBER (THERRGOY BEohs. 1K
L, a=sUssina/f, b=sUocosalf, c=sVosina/f
+cosa, d=sVocosa/f—sina, a’=s(Uo+u)sina/f,
b =s(Uo+u)cos/f, c'=s(Vot+uv)sina/f+cosa, d'=
s(Vo+v)cos a/f —sin a.

{((A.4) — (A.2)) kv—((A.5)—(A.3))k u} /p, B&
T, sin?fiw+cos?Ow=1 £ b,sinw 28T 3 21k
FHER

((bv—du)?+ v®)(x1®+ z1%)sin? OLw
—2((bv—du)x1—vz1)(av—cu)y sin OLw
+((av—cu)*yi?*— (bv—du)z1+vx1)?)=0

(A.6)
BEShB. &nT, Al OXIE»S 0w DHEE
2, (AO)XEMTLIBETE3. (A.6)XDME
i3, UFo 1)~3) oEficbhns.

1) z1=0 5D z1=0 O & X, YkD T H5 z-z FH
iC “BE” THEILLERL, av—cu=0 O & E3HE

Jan. 1990

REETRIREILY, ThlAD &L 2 REE&E 15 5.
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B -z LHICETTHBEEEL, =00 &
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BIhDLIARH BB CHEYTS.

)1, 2) ADEET, DOt Fok>
IC Ow 2 BATOHICIRARTEET, D=0D&L %31
fE, D>0 ot xF2ThEh@isEs 5.

2. FFBMNASA—YEEFINT A -5 DHER

Tow, Tor, Tiw 2 ZNFNRRE#RITHIET S L,

Tow=TorTLw (A.7)
MERALT B, L,
cos Gow 0 sinfow O
Tow= 0 1 0 0
—sinfow 0  cosfow O
tow towy tow, 1},

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

Tor=| 0 1 0
-P., -P, —-P, 1]
cosOLw 0 sinfw 0
_ 0 1 0 0
Tuw= —sinfw 0 cosOw O
tiws tLwy tLw, 1]

ZZT, (Psy Py, P.) i3, EF VEBOTRAOYIKER

RiCBF ZEBRT, FEERACERINTVS o=(2),

Z2,0, Za), Y=y, Y2, =+, Yn)y 2= (21, 22,-+, 2a) 2 AL,
(P.z, Pu, Pr)=(§ IiP-', ‘Z: y.-P.-, 'Z: z.~P.') (A. 8)

ELT, n fHOEF /95 4 — 2 ORBFATERE N
3. (A7) R&v
tiwy=tow,+ P:cosfLw— P,sinGrw
tiwy=towy+ Py (A.9)
tiw,=tow,+ P:sinfrw+ P.cosOLw
DBoh, ThoZRMEERORALERED (U
Vo) oxtisickvBonz (A.2) R, (A.3) itk
ATBT EICL D ETHEE 7 4 —F tow=(tow.,
towy, towe) E ETF N5t — & Py, Pa, -, P.DHEER,
tow, —atowy+btow,+ (bsin Grw+ cosGLw)P:
—aPy+ (bcosOrw—sinfLw)P.=0
—ctowy+dtow,+dsin@LwP.—cPy
+dcosOLwP.=0
BESND.

(A.10)
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(FERICAE 9 B 12 HiRE%)



Vol. 31 No. 1

El EE (ELR)
FRFN 35 4F4:. WEFN 5T SERBRASE
| BB TYEMARIERAEE B
63 ERA¥RBLIHRBET. BE
I NTT ba—<vd V27 2—2XB
S RSB, I L. avea-—2
EYa /GC@'X%%’%’D BYIHHNE¥4S, IEEE &
£B.

- fbkEFAE RN 3RTHEKES : Hopfield =7 1ic X 2 B ER 67

B #— (E£LA)

B 194, IR 41 GERRKE
EBTEHBRTIFNEE. W46
| FRAFRELIREET. RAERMK
[ MTFMBHTE. WASLER BB
FRFN 63 ‘EMERFIMIRAETR LM
B?%"”ﬁ%d?% oM, BERQE, ATREZEOWR
2175, IT2EL. R 68 £ T REHE-HKEmi
fAH, Pattern Recognition Society 33X ¥, M1 63
FEATREFLALBETRXAZH. EE (741
ELHEBAE Y +T7—-7], HE [FA OlcYHDER
MEE®] 2. BFREBEEES TVES AL
migss, WamiE4, 1EEE, Pattern Recognition
Society, AA ME %%, RFBHBRFERLLOLA.




