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Abstract: The research on the epipolar geometry was initiated for solving correspondence problems,
and has been grown to the research on the general theory of multiple view geometry. The multiple view
geometry can describe not only multiple camera views, but also the projection of symmetric scene, mirror
geometry and projector-camera systems. Furthermore, it has recently been extended for describing more
general visual phenomena. such as non-rigid motions and non-centric projections. In this paper, we

investigate the recent progress in the research on multiple view geometry.
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NI RA=IMEHRT L7720, BINKIRL IR >TH
e,

ZHITHL T Torr & [65] 13 3 1R AE GO (7

ZoRL 7z, ZHERICENT 6 5410 4 SH B E
THEOBESTHLLEXLL. BRVD 24513
NHE4ADODOREETRIATES, Tibb, Zoft
B 2 ROPEENRERBOMEREERL THBZ 2
%%, 3DOBE/BPTIIAI 2% 3 =6 HOGEBR
BRENEETLDT. Zh 6D trilinear {5 %
RTZLID, 26 6 HOFREEIZNEN
SHHETHVA ISHBEXZE>Z LML, B
BPORIEHE 6 FM trifocal tensor DE/NRIRY 5
ABZEMbN5,

%7z, Papadopoulo & [46] X trifocal tensor ®
LERBOWEREAVL I LICLY, RIIYVEINE
BMAHETCH 5 2 & 2RL T, Torr b0k
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TIEERRITIL 3@ OREMH TR L DIHL T,
Papadopoulo 6 D HETIE—BIKR/INRIRT 5 =
EMARETH B,
8.3 Quadrifocal Tensor DB{/NFRIR
Heyden[30, 34, 32] I% quadrifocal tensor % X ¥
PRONT A= TRBTHHEERL. Thi
reduced quadrifocal tensor & AR, Zhid. &
EHRP OGSO EIEL BRI LR T o | &
B DTG S EEICET 5 quadrifocal tensor D%
BB Sh 2 0O b0 TH5E, ERILZD
KRB EIT O £ . quadrifocal tensor @ 81 &
DEFRDOATOTROVERII I HOHLL 2D, %
AW &M % 72 T quadrifocal tensor @ B M B
1$29720T, EHFZORESELZZANUL. reduced
quadrifocal tensor DFHERENUTI E ST 35-29 =
6 HOMEMNELET B b b, IEITRT &9
1. Heyden & Hartley 13 Z D & D72 RI|[E AV
quadrifocal tensor DFHHEEEZ TN EFNRL T 5,
% 7= Shashua & [53] IZ. homography tensor %
AT B Z 2L Y quadrifocal tensor % RIRT 5
FEEREL T35,

9 Multifocal Tensor D 5tHE*%

D & multifocal tensor 2 EHET 5 Hiky L
T, ATENC STERTRE R IRIERRR L . & VR 518
PREY TLHIRERENEZEZAONS, LT T,
bifocal tensor, trifocal tensor, quadrifocal tensor
ZFNFNICEL TIh 6 oftBEEE RTTL.

9.1 Bifocal Tensor D518 %
9.1.1 #EMRE

bifocal tensor % K 8 HSOMIGEN SHET S
8 &k (8 point algorithin)[39] %, bifocal tensor
EMBICHE T AR L TELI SIS T
5, Zhidk (8) # REBEL THESN LT OM
EHRERXEBFETH S,

Mf = 0 (28)

ZZT. MIZNHOMCROEREL YD N %9
T3ICHY, Elf=[F.-- Fa] TH5B,
ZDE EBAEMNSHE I bifocal tensor 1XZ
D F FTIIR (10) il S THRAIFMRALLBEL
TRy, 22T, ZoFERELT & D bifocal
tensor ¥ MIETEBLICEBIET 2 HFENRESINL L
[67], IR ETE TR 7= bifocal tensor % SVD

THEL . MAITID rank % 22 L =D b HAE
THLOTH D,

8 SIERMERFETIEH 508, o HERE
EMIT LD ERIBEL 5T, 8 AEORE
EMOKRERBERO— 2L, EH{REEY FIREE
(21,20, 23] T TEALHAI. BEDOH AT TIL,
T3 & o WXL T 23 MIBERIC/NSI L 2 B 1
O AT ERICGIBERLER 2 A LA h B,
Hartlev[19, 21] X 2O SICEBL . EHREED 3
DOESMITEEL KRE S L 45 & O BIEEY FE
{tL 7= @B bifocal tensor % 51E T 5 IFHE{t 8 &k
(normalized 8 point algorithm) Z &L /2, Z oD
F kL bifocal tensor # fi{EIC K 5 FEL L T,
13RO RORIHER 52 5 h ke LT
ETHESAVRSR TS,

RIEIRETH 5 8 HiRiE LR BRI Z1TH &
CIEY. PRV REROHBLITIZ LN TE
5, L»L 8 J¥ATid. b7 b bifocal tensor A
THARELPHLZVOIL, Zhi SAREL AR
LCEEERITI D, FIC L > ULEER ) A X0
BEPRKELFZIT GHENREEICR LBEEAENDH
5. —F. FES 35130 AT EIAHEICRE S
NTNE2L TER-ANBEMOFZET T,
BRERIC & U e M5 % %72 ¥ bifocal tensor
BiEKELZ L 2RL L.

% 7= bifocal tensor I&. R (8) £ R (10) XA A
OB LITKY . THOMIGED & BRI RS
BohbIenmMbEN TS 28], ZDBAITIE.
SIRABEREML 2L IR BDT, 12550
L3fEBsN S,

9.1.2 FHREMIE

IEHREMETC R AShrDa AN 2B/MLT 5 &
I, BIMNT AEF T A ¥ =2 3 TEKIEL /2 bifocal
tensor X rank 2 /T NNT A—-F 2 VKL B
BY5, SOV axbe Ll TUL R (28) KK
b & o ABAIRERE || MS|| % AV 2 Hiky &M%
HIFEBEL: BV 2 HEMREIN T3,

IWEDYL = 5. bifocal tensor STEICEBWTERDY
BUORENES N L. SHAIL 72 ESREE . x/
& HEREL 72 bifocal tensor 7 & EHEL /- EIREIE %,
%' & DREDOBMENIIEEE >, d(x,. %,)? + d(x,, x})?
Eazbe L CREBILETOBRAKETCHI L E
AH6NTEBY, XEK (28] TiE Gold Standard &
LTINS TWS, ZORKTIE. %, & X 25t



BYLEDIC. IhHICHIET 5 3RTERF DS
X, 2 ERCHET SLERD . HISEMN N 5F
ETHEAIUL T+ 3N BO/NT A— 5 & BARHEE
TOREND S, ZOFETIIERBROEENS
LNBEE. HLDNT A—FORBHELITID
T, HHEaA NN, L ERC. BFRICKHES 2
WL I TRICRVUMER BEA SHEND S,

ZHICHRL T, £V DN T X—F OHFEIC

&Y. Gold Standard HiIAEVKEER 855 HELE
RINTVSE, Thid. 3RTEEX; 2 IXEBR
RAANEZHANVLILICEIVERTES, 20Ok
SAAR L TUE, —HOEBROMNIGRZ HE
L 7z bifocal tensor Z AT Y S —H DEKHRDO Y
R—FRICEML L XOHEEL TER—- T
t@&ﬂ%&ﬁ%ﬁ%}%héoiﬁm¢7ufm
X (Fxx-)§+(Fx.(;(%i+(Iﬂ;‘xTiZc'.- :
dx, FTx))2 % a2k & LTS HEN R Sh
TW5%, Gold Standard ¥ETIEZ K DT A—F D
WENLETHLDIRHL T, ThoTER-F%
IS b & O B EHIRERE S AV 5 Bkl bifocal
tensor D 7 /85 X — & DHWEDHRTHELHHED
A RPEDNITE,

—7 . Hartley[23] 13, fREWWIBEBEL AV B 2k
WKLY, SSIHEETENRNT A—IHEBIFETES
ZeERLE, TOHFETIEH., TEER-IREX
bhby . BFHISRM %7 T bifocal tensor D
BYDEENBIEICKE L Z 2 2FHL T, bifocal
tensor D 78T A— 7 2 KD LEEZ T R— 1
DEMETSMEICESIRA L. ARG
BT BEREA ML U RBRL T,
REIEERE S B/MEL T &AM B@ER R e 13
ey, L., REWEEES A5 2 | bifocal
tensor D 787 A— 4 OWERIELY INT A—¥
DWERBUCEBESMA LI N TE, FHERR
bR F PR L R/MEL 72 b OIS KL TR
BAZEWS, FRARAETHLIEMBEShT
W5,

—H. B8 38k, JAXETFNEREL 2
54 D bifocal tensor STEOBARBAKBEL RL .
SHICZOBRIBAKEELZEMT 5 bifocal tensor
SRR REL 1=,

F 7o, ERKC 2EE&D S bifocal tensor & 3BT
SZEAIE. BRIIGREIC LY EEMICKERE
ERSOMEAEZHEFIANBOCT RS HLET

=3

T ¥ A0 Fxi) P

H5, DD RANSAC(13] & AV T&AIFM
REAEMMNERN S S0 A% VT bifocal tensor D
HEEITOINAD K (63, 64 LEBRRINT
Vo, ‘
9.2 Trifocal Tensor DFtHEE
9.2.1 REME

Trifocal tensor DETEHEYL L THEREE L IF
SRR ZX 5 Z e W TE 5, Bifocal tensor O
B fREZ YEER L 7= trifocal tensor DRI
Hartley[18, 19, 22] Il k> TREI Nz, Thid,
t= [T T T e BOABAIL. R (28) LA
BRI Mt = 072 5 E AR bOTHE, 2
ZTMIF3EAFOERLEMRDOEEL Y 4 51751
ThHa, tICET M BRIE. X (12) 261
4o, RN (14) 26122, R (1) »HIE1 2. R
(16) bt 2>BoNE 26, pHADA-H-&

MG s fHOER-ER-ERAENEFET 5581
X dp+2q+71+2s > 26 THNIL trifocal tensor &
BIFICRD L Z e TEL, L LIRERETCIEE
3k 18 BHEL M #7220 trifocal tensor % 26 B H
EoREL L TR, B561 5 trifocal tensor
IR ERY R R 2 il S, Zhiaxtl Tz
5 [3]13. bifocal DAL AKKICH 2T OHERE
REEY TER-NVBBTH HHEICIT. R
BRI & O SIS % 72 T trifocal tensor A8
FHHARETH H T L RIRL 1,
9.2.2 IEMEMRIE

Trifocal tensor % 3EREBEILIC L Y THET S
BRICBOTYH, BMET5axMadnoho
BIRBEMNEZZXA OGN 5,

BYROERMAESN S HEIERE Y L 72
EGERL #EL 7= EREIE L ORISRkt
Sd(xe %)+ d(xL, X2+ d(xX! X Ra Rk e
¥ % 5k (Gold Standard k) TH % [28, 7). N @
DMISENFET 258, TOHETIL 18+ 3N @
DNTA—=F L RARHET DI LIl b, KL,
trifocal tensor DHAITIL, bifocal tensor & 1T R4
0. BRISRET TR AL ERYE OGP ERR T
OMSEFB AN N TELLD, 2Dk
RIS E VBB AINE. Ih 6 OBAEFAEERED
EHENLEL 20D, FCERE ORIk
EHBN RN, FHUISh A B OmS S, & HE S
N ERANOEHRENANSh TV (7],
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—7 . Hartley[25] i3 bifocal tensor D4 ¢ [
BICRBAIEERER 2 A b & T A HBRRRL 2, &
DHETIE. SHAERFD 6HOTE K- VDR
D2EZBRMEAET 5L . SRR M L T
trifocal tensor WIS HEH & MR E 2 HEH 2 F|
AL T. trifocal tensor * #FE T HRES 2 o~
ER-NVERHET SRECES BRI TS, Zoft
R6NTRA—F (2HOTE R — )L DFIKREE) D
BoB{biC & U trifocal tensor MRE Y. FhBoh
SR Y Gold Standard HEICH L THBR N &
BEREIN TS,

9.3 Quadrifocal Tensor D stHE%

Quadrifocal tensor 13 29 B HEOHf%* HT
WKBIELDNRS X-F 2 HEAL THY. BEICT
REFRRL L >TDEIeh S, ThPEEHET
BHEICEL TRRYVARShTRED 5 12,

Heyden I3 quadrifocal tensor D EZR D % Kl
L 7= RIREREL Zh % reduced quadrifocal tensor
& MEATE (30, 34]. & 612 Heyden 13 2 @ reduced
quadrifocal tensor ¥R % fV>T quadrifocal tensor
BT HERRL L.

% 7-. Hartley[24] 13 Z @ reduced quadrifocal ten-

sor DFRJ|E AV, 511 2HOTER- VDR
DIFEMNERTHHLRET 5L ZORFORER
DI TERIRETH 5 2 L ZAWT. RMEEREL
B/MbE$ % Z & T quadrifocal tensor 2 51E 3 % 3E
RERERIRERL 2, ZOFETIL. RS
TIARELTHEMN, FNTHIRITERRBRIGEN
HENBONDLZ L 2HREL T3,

—%. VEBE (4913, A RAEBRICBT S 12D
IER—)L¥ quadrifocal tensor DR FRITL .
N o R— )V WEEENT H 53BA D quadrifocal
tensor DIFFETEEY 2 OBEOLEX G ASHE IS
ML 7z,

10 774 VhASDBE S
T74YARAZEHEA AT ORKREETH
LIehs. FEAASIIBIT 2B S8TOME
BETCT 74 ARASIKBOTYUERYIID, — /7
T4V HASIEEEN XTI THIRS A Sh
TNLIEME, T4 HATDSIEARME T
B8 h XTI ENH M ENET S,
FI74YHAASTTREHAATITHI P O 3{TH
[0,0,0,1] TRIEEN D, H>TIDHAILITLD

DARASTIIMFEOBHEIL S THE, DL H7%
TI7ALYAXIW2EBHEETEEA. 22000 A5
THE2x8 = 16 HAERHEOM, Zhe 2207
AZINEE =D 3IRTT 7 4 V2RI HEET B 2
WORTRMNE S, 3IRTT 7 4 KR HRERE 12
BOT, 7742 HATIET 5 2 HSE GRS
E2x8-12 =4 BREL PRV Nbh 3, T
75 . affine bifocal tensor (affine fundamental
matrix) 12 3 x 3{THTH LM, TOHMEIL 4T
5, EBNCE3/TEN 0,0.0,1] THE LS50 H
AZITFIP, P #AWTR (9) &Y Fj, 25tET 2
E.Fn=Fo=Fn=Fn=0RY, E51I%
BEOXREMNHFET LI 206, Fj, OMIARE
ROBIZABETHLI LMo 5 (12, Thbb,
affine bifocal tensor I3 Zh BHMWB/NKRIRL &2 5
THY. FERMIIIHEMEEL 20,

FRRICT 7 42 51 25D 3REEETIE. trifocal
tensor DEHHEIL3IXx8-12=12THB I L Mb
25 (10, 43, 62]. affine trifocal tensor Tl 27
DEFRDOILD 1IN0 LB I L5, tensor
DEBRENUL 26 — 11 — 12 = 3 BOHRMNELRE
¥ 5 (62,

—HET7 74 ARATDABEKMATIE. quadri-
focal tensor DHHEIZ 4x8-12=20CH 5.,
affine quadrifocal tensor TiZ 81 HOEFED H b D
4EMA 0THBH I LM, tensor DEERMIIT
26 fHOHIRMAELET 5 [61, 29,

11 2HMAAS, IBESHASDSE
AR
UERT T4 ARATRECHENATIKED
EBREBMTHLMN, FETEILHNH ATOE
ENELALZe RS, 35—y AV K%

172 -7 [59, 58, 48, 14, 15, 16).
ESWRIETIRA AT ADAF A E—H TR

INOOH D, YN, FHRIEBEES D XS5
T HSEERMTH o 2h [47, 54). EETIZLTF

FRICAF T B A (3 RTEEFOEMR) ALK
H 5> TTE LM (caustic BIA) 2 JEHEESH A5
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1 STRb LD DML . JIENN RS i
@ (Vb bR —Silimm) oFES . FEm. Ml
. NHEEOWThh e b2 2Rz, £
3BLULEDOH ATHEETLHAICE. £2T02
BOHATHMRA—DOTE R —SHEEFH-2iTh
b2, ZORMENS | Seitzld 3BLALDIEE

\\\\\\\\

TER—-SHEOMEIL. FEBEIIC Pajdla44, 45)
WKEsTHRIN TS,

Sturm & [56] i&. Grossberg 6 L RO H X5
ETNEN—RIT, A ATICAGT 5455 REHR
BIIRD BHERRL 1o, ZDOHETIIBA O EE
ERONBFUKRMOESZ 54 . BR LD 1 SIS
XIS Y B EERIE D 3R TR D SN FE—ER L
ICFIET 1R GRMS % BV GEB R R eig e 51
T5. 2o &, 3REBRIHRO SN E—ERLE
WWEETL 2 WO LML, —FED multilinear H#3
THBHEZEERL I,

—%. Wexler & [68]1%. AT AL Uy Z7EFN

. FBKVEBT I HERRLE, 2803
BRAATWEET 256, ThoDh ASHOE
BAMIEERTTER - FHUIHRE 22 50, Wexler
513% D HEORIEH & ERP T DX SEIE DO ELE
HERLEL . TUR-SHg®¥ET 5L R
L7,

12 SRFTERICET 2B S8k

LAEo@EY ., Sy EHRICET 528588
FREERE RELD, —HTIh s OE GRS
LISMCBET 2 2 S8 oME LD sh T b,
AR 57) 1. FHERIRD 5 DDMIIIR KT A — Fh
SIRTCHE BT OETHLLEX LI LICLY,
PSR ORE % 5 IR EIR Y L TIRA . Mk
AR D RBAREN T Y 32 bilinear HJ3E & trilinear
HERERL 12,

—%. ERTERICEBYT 5SS 8E1%. FER
WEENCEAT 5 SR SEREOMRERLBL L
LRIN TS, Wolf & [69] 12— N IRTZef
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26 2IRTEHRN DRI T 5 SRS B oM E
WKL TR 1TV, KA SEERER %
758BE%Y . WO OIERIEES)/ ¥ -1 3
THSAMFHEN IO LI RBEOL L TOSH
BHRAE>TERABTELZ L 2R TS,

13 F&®

2EERORMISITRIEE L THE s TR —
FRMAOPFRIL. FESMAEND 5 I AREE A
H77a—FOENI LY 9 0FERFITH, 6 AT
ERL . SHETKSRASM BT oNE
ZHSMIIL 2, SHICERATIX. BHEZ HRe L
RBESHAZTOERISBESEN T 0N, FEH
BRIEBESN AT LR HOBERANL S5 IILREN
DOH5, TOLIBHROBESINSTH Y,
WAESERROBIGEL KB E ST A5 DS A%
RN, HEMSR SR MINEA LT 5%
{Iuvdp yEInien,
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