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ABSTRACT

The future widespread use of Autonomous Vehicles has a significant potential to increase road
safety for drivers and pedestrians alike. As reported by the U.S. Department of Transportation,
up to 94% of transit accidents are caused by human error. With that reality in mind, the auto-
motive industry and academic researches are striving to achieve fully automated driving in real
scenarios in the upcoming years. For that, more sophisticated and precise detection algorithms
are necessary to enable the autonomous vehicles to take correct decisions in transit. This work
proposes an improved technique for pedestrian detection that increases precision up to 31% over
current benchmarks. Next, in order to accommodate current traffic infrastructure, we enhance
performance of a traffic sign recognition algorithm based on Convolutional Neural Networks.
Our approach substantially raises precision of the base model considered. Finally, we present a
proposal for early data fusion of camera and LiDAR data, which we show to surpass detection
using individual sensors and late fusion by up to 20%.

RESUMO

A futura adoção em massa de Veículos Autônomos traz um potencial significativo para aumentar
a segurança no trânsito para ambos os motoristas e pedestres. Como reportado pelo Departamento
de Transportes dos E.U.A., cerca de 94% dos acidentes de trânsito são causados por erro humano.
Com essa realidade em mente, a indústria automotiva e pesquisadores acadêmicos ambicionam
alcançar direção totalmente automatizada em cenários reais nos próximos anos. Para tal, algorit-
mos mais precisos e sofisticados são necessários para que os veículos autônomos possam tomar
decisões corretas no tráfego. Nesse trabalho, é proposta uma técnica melhorada de detecção de
pedestres, com um aumento de precisão de até 31% em relação aos benchmarks atuais. Em
seguida, de forma a acomodar a infraestrutura de trânsito já existente, avançamos a precisão na
detecção de placas de trânsito com base em Redes Neurais Convolucionais. Nossa abordagem
melhora substancialmente a acurácia em relação ao modelo-base considerado. Finalmente, ap-
resentamos uma proposta de fusão de dados precoce, a qual mostramos surpassar abordagens de
detecção com um só sensor e fusão de dados tardia em até 20%.
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1 INTRODUCTION

With the recent developments in Autonomous Vehicles (AV) and sensors, a great potential to
reduce human error in driving and improve safety in city streets and roads is becoming reality.
Drivers will enjoy increased convenience, while pedestrians and cyclists will also benefit from a
safer traffic environment. According to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration of
the U.S. Department of Transportation [1], approximately 94% of vehicle accidents occur due to
human error.

Some of the challenges faced by AVs are to adapt and operate in harmony with existing traffic
scenarios. That way, it is essential that AVs be able to detect pedestrians in various different
situations, be it in adverse weather conditions or when they might be occluded. Besides, as AVs
are expected share the roads with conventional vehicles until wider adoption is achieved, it is
necessary to adjust to the current infrastructure. Thus, the detection of other vehicles and road
information — such as traffic signs and traffic lights — is another major point of interest.

As many sensor-based applications are proposed, a higher data volume requires processing
power and coordination to increase accuracy and generate better detection results. Specially in
AVs, the novel area of sensor fusion techniques is giving rise to the processing of integrated
sensors data with substantial improvements over previous approaches. By combining data from
different sources, AVs are able to perform detection tasks in a much more accurate form and
exploit sensor synergies to overcome existing limitations. Additionally, more advanced Artifi-
cial Intelligence (AI) and Machine Learning (ML) algorithms enable innovative and previously
unseen detection and recognition applications.

This work proposes advancements on detection and recognition algorithms in Autonomous
Vehicles. With a focus on improving road safety, we intend to increase precision and accuracy of
pedestrian detection in challenging scenarios. Next, we propose and validate specific architectural
enhancements in detection of traffic signs using neural networks, to accommodate existing road
infrastructure. Finally, we introduce a framework that enables early sensor fusion of color camera
and LIDAR data. The presented framework aims at surpassing individual sensor techniques and
another data fusion implementation in object detection applications.

1.1 MOTIVATION

Potential safety gains with greater adoption of Autonomous Vehicles in roads make this area
a trending field in both research and industrial applications. However, many challenges are cur-
rently under active discussion. Techniques applied must consider various aspects in order to
successfully deploy a fully automatic autonomous vehicle. With a perspective of measuring de-
velopment progress in mind, the Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE) has proposed a level

1



system to classify the degree of automation in vehicles [2]. From SAE level 0, in which no
automation is present, the gradual classification system culminates in SAE level 5, also called
Fully-Automated Driving (FAD). To reach this level, a vehicle must be able to drive to any loca-
tion under any circumstances, without requiring driver intervention.

With the continuously increasing automation levels in mind, this work intends to accommo-
date currently existing traffic infrastructure for improving AV behavior and decision-making, con-
sequently contributing to safer transportation. Accounting for pedestrians in the streets, AVs must
be able to recognize their presence even in scenarios where they are partially occluded or ob-
structed. Also, since autonomous vehicles will share space with non-automated vehicles, they
must be able to follow the same traffic rules. Thus, it is necessary that an AV be able to access
information displayed in traffic signs.

In parallel, the multiple sensors present in an AV enable cutting-edge methods to exploit
their synergies and particularities. Allied with advancements in machine learning algorithms,
we present a framework to make possible the use of sensor fusion using camera and LiDAR data
on the well-established YOLO algorithm.

1.2 PUBLISHED WORKS

In complement to this work, the author has collaborated in areas of computer science, embed-
ded systems, digital communications and autonomous vehicles. The resulting publications during
the undertaking of the Master’s Degree are presented next:
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1.3 OUTLINE

After this introduction, this work is structured as follows: Chapter 2 presents related works
and the datasets used in the context of vehicular applications. Chapter 3 discusses the theoretical
background employed for the development of the present applications. Chapter 4 introduces the
proposed techniques, enhancements applied and the respective performance metrics considered to
evaluate their performance. Chapter 5 demonstrates the results alongside comparisons to bench-
marks present in literature to validate the improvements achieved. Chapter 6 concludes this work
by summarizing the obtained outcomes and proposing future works.
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2 LITERATURE REVIEW

This chapter presents a summary of current state of the art research and further works related to
our proposed contributions in Section 2.1. Next, we present the datasets used for our autonomous
vehicle applications in Section 2.2. The current focus is on pedestrian detection, traffic sign
recognition and sensor fusion using cameras and LiDAR sensors. Each dataset is associated with
a performance benchmark regarding each detection application. We adopt these criteria in the
following chapters to evaluate the suitability of our proposed techniques.

2.1 RELATED WORKS

This section presents literature relevant to the areas of pedestrian detection, traffic sign recog-
nition and sensor fusion. Works discussed are complementary to this work and pertain either to
similar approaches to those we propose presently or pertinent its various scenarios of applicability.

Paper [3] discusses using basic statistical operators to adapt support vector regression (SVR)
for the classification of pedestrians. By extracting image features using either HOG or Haar meth-
ods, authors validate the proposal over the Daimler Chrysler Pedestrian dataset. The achieved
accuracy of 85% with HOG and 76.07% using Haar features, both using a SVR classifier.

In work [4], the author offers a method using HOG feature extractor with a SVM classifier,
similar to our approach. The dataset used is organized by the author. From the overall detec-
tion rate achieved, the author concludes that the combination of HOG feature extractor provides
accuracy and speed improvements in comparison to other methods.

A distinct approach is presented in [5]. Authors use thermal infrared information for the task
of pedestrian detection. The proposed system is then capable of working during nighttime and
under adverse lighting conditions. By acquiring thermal information from an infrared camera,
data is input to a Faster R-CNN with a region decomposition branch for detection. Preliminary
results show improved detection in the scenarios in which other approaches did not perform well,
validating their work.

Authors in [6] explore the SVM classifier technique using a Haar feature extractor and Ad-
aboost. After validation, the authors conclude that performance of pedestrian detection systems is
hindered in obstructed or occluded scenarios. After discussing the challenges faced, the authors
do not specify any datasets or benchmarks used.

Authors in [7] propose a YOLO-based approach for pedestrian detection, named YOLO-R.
The novel method consists of three passthrough layers on top of base YOLO. In turn, these layers
consist of a "Route" layer and a "Reorg" layer. They are tasked with connecting pedestrian feature
maps of shallow layers to deeper layers, linking high and low resolution features. The authors use
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the INRIA dataset for validation. They reach a missed rate of 10.05%, lower than that achieve in
YOLO v2 model of 11.29%.

In [8], authors focus on detecting pedestrians in different poses and perspectives. For this,
they propose a multi-class detection network for distorted pedestrian images. Based on a Faster
R-CNN algorithm, the authors trained and validated the system for classifying pedestrians in three
levels of distortion. The authors achieved a missed rate between 13.4% and 42.3%, claiming
increased speed and precision in distorted field-of-view scenarios.

The authors in [9] use a pyramidal part-based model to improve performance of pedestrian
detection in a context similar to that treated in this work. The proposed method aims to reach more
accurate predictions in a majority vote of the confidence score mechanism of visible pedestrian
parts by cascading the pyramidal structure. The paper reached a 96.25% accuracy on the INRIA
dataset and 81% accuracy rate on the PSU dataset. Our proposed approach surpasses the presented
metrics for the latter dataset.

A similar approach to ours is shown in [10], in which a HOG feature extractor is paired with
SVM for pedestrian classification. The method is trained using the INRIA dataset along with
other samples from autonomous vehicles. The implemented image preprocessing and classifier
techniques reach improved performance under optical flow changes and variation on lighting
conditions.

Traffic sign recognition is addressed by several methods throughout literature. The review
provided in [11] cites techniques such as the IECAM97 model, color indexing, edge detection
features and using the Hough Transform. Other schemes using different datasets are presented
next.

In [12], the authors propose a deep learning algorithm for traffic sign recognition over the
GTSRB dataset. For this task, they employ a modified LeNet-5 network that extracts particular
representations for better recognition. By using a CNN with its convolutional layers’ outputs
connected to a Multilayer Perceptron, they achieve close to 97.5% accuracy with their model.

The authors of [13] describe a method for traffic sign recognition in deep learning models.
They perform preprocessing over images in order to focus on important features, followed by a
Hough Transform to detect areas of interest. The output of this preprocessing stage is fed into a
CNN for classification. With this method, authors achieve 98.2% accuracy on the GTSRB dataset.

In [14], the author proposes a novel CNN for image classification using the GTSRB dataset.
The proposed algorithm includes spatial transformer layers and specific modules for detecting
local and global features simultaneously. It is also claimed the network proposed is more robust
to image deformations. The model is trained using two NVIDIA Tesla K40c Graphics Processing
Units (GPU) and achieved an accuracy of 99.57% with Google Inception and 99.81% using a
modified approach. We believe our results are significant in terms of processing, as we carry out
training on Google Colab with fewer resources.

Paper [15] presents a CNN approach aimed at larger-scale traffic sign recognition. By using
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the R-CNN mask and a full recognition procedure, the authors propose substantial improvements
over existing models that work on a smaller scale. To validate the approach, a novel dataset is
also presented, containing 200 categories of traffic signs. Based on the overview provided, the
authors achieve error rates below 3% on traffic sign inventory management applications.

Authors of paper [16] present a traffic sign detection and recognition system using color in-
formation. The implemented method consists of two modules, one for detection and another for
classification and recognition. In the former, authors implement a color space conversion over
images for segmentation to detect traffic sign presence. Next, the sign is highlighted, normalized
and classified through a CNN. The experimental data shown claims a detection rate of more than
90% and the accuracy of recognition of above 88%.

In [17], the authors employ traffic sign recognition to extract speed limit information. The
proposed method uses a color probability model to apply HOG feature extraction over images.
The recovered features are then classified using SVM, removing all but the speed limit signs.
Then, the numeric speed information is extracted, reaching a best-case scenario detection rate of
98.4% in daylight and approximately 96% in adverse lighting conditions.

For the context of real-time applications, [18] presents two modules for traffic sign detection
and classification, respectively. Authors use a HOG extractor and a SVM classifier to detect the
signs of the GTSDB dataset from color information inputs. Classification is then carried out by
a CNN algorithm on the positive samples from the previous module. Performance is similar to
state-of-the-art methods investigated, and authors emphasise their approach runs 20 times faster
than comparable methods.

The authors of [19] introduce a 3D object detection framework called PointFusion. This
method takes advantage of 3D point cloud form LiDAR combined with digital images. The
framework is envisioned to work with simple concept and without having specific applications.
Each sensor is individually processed by CNN and PointNet algorithms independently. Next,
results are fused in a novel process to predict 3D bounding boxes. The framework is validated
using the KITTI dataset driving scenes and a the SUN-RGBD dataset in indoor environments.
The method shown reached better or equivalent performance on both datasets in comparison to
other models.

In [20], authors present a road detection method with LiDAR-camera fusion. The novelty
introduced consists of exploiting color and range information through a conditional random field
framework. On the side of LiDAR, range data is upsampled from specific calibration parameter
and processed along with denser road parameters from images. On the other sensor, a CNN
model is used to perform the detection task. Data is then fused in the same framework using both
road detection results from KITTI dataset samples. Accuracy is marginally improved in all tested
scenarios in comparison to other individual and sensor-fusion methods.

In [21], authors tackle a road segmentation task using a LiDAR-Camera sensor fusion tech-
nique. They use synergies of the high-resolution, but sparse, data from LiDAR with the better
visual context, but succeptible to noise, images from a camera. Data from the different sensors
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are fused by first converting them to a compatible format adaptively. Next, segmentation is per-
formed using a CNN approach and tested over the KITTI road dataset.

Another YOLO-based proposal is presented in paper [22]. The author fuse LiDAR and RGB
camera data in order to balance out the sensors’ characteristics. The system carries out a weighted-
mean approach to increase robustness of a YOLO object detection model in traffic scenarios
trained on the KITTI dataset. Data fusion is performed at decision-level by averaging the contri-
butions of each stage’s YOLO outputs, outperforming individual sensor predictions.

Authors in [23] investigate the problem of multi-sensor fusion for 3D obstacle detection. The
presented method performs a fusion of LiDAR and camera sensor data to estimate depth infor-
mation by merging neighborhood information. Simultaneously, the method calculates the uncer-
tainty of estimation to generate sampling points of interest. Following, the manual LiDAR gimbal
rotation angle calculation serve to resample missed detection areas. Authors achieve an adaptable
performance in detecting 3D obstacles in self-organized experiments.

A SegNet-based fast LiDAR-camera fusion process is presented by authors in [24]. In order
to combine the distinct data formats, the authors tranform the LiDAR’s height into spherical
coordinates to increase data density. Then, the RGB camera channels are also projected onto
this coordinate system. The resulting fusion leads to a faster processing speed due to reduction
in the amount of data. The fused sensor data channels from the KITTI dataset are fed into a
proposed specialized CNN for road segmentation. Performance shown reaches significantly faster
running time with similar accuracy, but with more frequent occurrences of false positives and false
negatives in comparison to other methods.

In [25], authors propose raw data fusion technique in a context different from ours. The Enet-
CRF-LiDAR employed adopts Delaunay Triangulation to increase density of LiDAR-provided
data and next combine it with color camera images. The resulting data is thus processed through
an Efficient Neural Network and a Conditional Random Field to perform semantic segmentation
over the KITTI dataset. Improvements in time efficiency range from 75.96% to 94.35%, while
maintaining similar accuracy performance to the compared methods.

A 3D SVM object classifier is presented in [26]. By applying sensor fusion to LiDAR and
camera technologies, authors look into ensuring high detection accuracy in pedestrian detection
systems. For this, 3D point cloud data is used to enhance performance in occluded scenarios.
The multi-step approach starts with a region proposal algorithm that is passed onto a second stage
for classification redundancy. The detection validation presented reached an average of 99.16%
accuracy rate for detecting pedestrians.

2.2 AUTOMOTIVE DATASETS

With the advent of autonomous vehicles technology, many applications and novel techniques
have been proposed to increase performance and introduce innovative detection techniques. Sev-
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eral such techniques have shown significant improvements over the state of the art, as discussed
in the last section. From this expanding research scenario, it is necessary to establish referential
performance measurements. Many institutions then began to publish open datasets, that are used
to measure effectiveness of algorithms over the same benchmarks.

In the area of AV research, multiple datasets provide material such as images or other sensor
data (e.g. LiDAR, Radar). Many also provide labeled data for usage as ground-truth and bench-
mark results to compare and validate improvements proposed. Since improving road safety in the
context of this work includes multiple areas of detection, we present next the available datasets
and discuss their applicability in our work.

2.2.1 Pedestrian Detection

Human detection in roads has been a significant demand in AV applications. Since traffic
accidents involving pedestrians tend to result in more harm to them, avoiding such hazards is a
concern even at the lowest levels of SAE automation. Thus, many companies and universities
have developed datasets with the intent to support pedestrian detection. Some of the best known
collections include the INRIA [27], CALTECH [28], Daimler [29] and CVC [30] datasets.

Due to ongoing research, benchmark results are frequently updated for each dataset, showing
the accuracy of detection schemes applied on them. This enables researchers and developers
to reference improvements achieved over these datasets. Nonetheless, no dataset includes all
possible scenarios in pedestrian detection or all challenges that may appear in these cases. Since
a FAD vehicle needs to function under any conditions, many other datasets considering distinct
scenarios are introduced in research publications and industrial development. Images portraying
situations such as adverse weather, improper lighting conditions, among others, are produced to
refine these edge cases in pedestrian detection.

Our focus in this part of the work is to consider the real-world scenarios in cases that pedestri-
ans are obstructed or partially occluded in the vision of cars. As this poses additional challenges,
current algorithms have difficulties to correctly detect humans under these circumstances. This is
undesirable since failure in detection can lead to wrong maneuvers, causing accidents.

From the dataset proposed in [31], the authors employ an approach to perform human detec-
tion combining HOG descriptors and SVM. The presented INRIA dataset consists of 1800 human
images in different backgrounds with various poses.

In order to better represent everyday scenarios in Asian street environments, the authors of [32]
present the PSU dataset. Said dataset contains a total of 1551 images, consisting of 1051 positive
samples and 500 negative samples. For setting the benchmark performance, the authors present
a HOG feature extractor technique, employing linear kernel SVM to detect pedestrians on the
novel dataset and cross-validade on the INRIA dataset. The paper claims 48% detection rate on
the PSU dataset and 54% over the INRIA dataset.
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Our work proposes an improved technique in scenarios of occluded or partially obstructed
pedestrians. Based on the approach proposed in [32], we validate our approach over both the
PSU and INRIA datasets, showing significant improvement over both benchmarks.

2.2.2 Traffic Sign Detection

In the context of currently installed transit infrastructure, traffic signs are an essential form of
communicating immediate traffic regulations and local points of interest, such as sharp turns of
pedestrian crossings. Each country implements their own system of traffic signs, including some
widely adopted standards and necessary particularities for each location’s traffic scenarios.

Training traffic sign recognition models require an unified dataset, containing a determined
set of samples. For this application, we utilize the German Traffic Sign Recognition Benchmark
(GTSRB) dataset, provided in [33]. Traffic sign samples in the GTSRB dataset are extracted
from 1-second video sequences. That is, each instance of real scenarios yields 30 examples with
usually increasing resolution as the camera approaches the sign. The sizes of each sample set
varies from 15 to 250 elements.

Table 2.1 shows the categorized data distribution — training, validation and testing. Next,
Figure 2.1 illustrates the sample traffic sign images in the dataset.

Table 2.1: German Traffic Sign Recognition Benchmark samples distribution

Category Number of Images
Training Data 31 367
Validation Data 7 842
Testing Data 12 630

As a popular dataset for this application, using the GTSRB enables us to compare our results
to those published by other researchers.

2.2.3 Camera and LiDAR Sensor Fusion

On the other parts of this work, we consider datasets consisting of only images. In order to
expand the scope, it is necessary to consider that AVs contain a wide array of sensors, included,
but not limited to, radar, LiDAR and sonars. Thus, it is crucial for the long-term success of
autonomous driving to take advantage of sensor fusion techniques. Thus, we now consider multi-
sensor datasets for our current application.

A widely know dataset is the The KITTI Vision Benchmark Suite, proposed by [34]. Refined
over the year by the Karlsruhe Institute of Technology in partnership with the Toyota Technical
University in Chicago, the dataset presents extensive samples to a multitude of computer vision
applications. The dataset was generated by equipping a vehicle with two high-resolution color
and grayscale video cameras and laser scanner. Also, a GPS measurement unit provides global
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Figure 2.1: Sample data from the German Traffic Sign Recognition Benchmark.

coordination of the vehicle in each sampling instant.

The KITTI dataset is a widely used collection. Our specific subset used consists of 7,481
training images and 7,518 testing images, including a total of 80,256 labeled objects. Besides
the images, the laser scanner point clouds are available for each respective image. The rotation
and translation matrices used for calibration and projection from various coordinate system are
also provided. With this dataset, we are able to perform raw camera and LiDAR data fusion with
sufficient data.
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3 THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

This chapter presents the theoretical background employed during this work. We begin by
providing an overview of sensor equipment in AV. With a main focus on cameras and LiDAR
— used in our algorithms —, we explore how environmental traffic sensing is achieved and the
particularities of each sensor. Then, we contextualize the area of sensor fusion in regards to the
application that is proposed in Chapter 4. Following that, we discuss the ML and AI frameworks
applied in this work targeted at the image recognition and object detection tasks.

3.1 SENSORS IN AUTONOMOUS VEHICLES

Sensor devices are an integral part of an autonomous vehicle navigation systems. In order to
reach FAD, it is necessary to sense the surroundings of a vehicles even better than a human driver
can. Thus, so as to emulate and augment perception, cutting-edge sensors are being produced as
of recently.

The fundamental tasks of sensors in an AV system is to provide precise localization and to
track surrounding objects, such as road lanes, other vehicles and bystanders. In order to enforce
device specialization and separation of concerns, [35] presents a framework that separates motion
and sensing tasks, shown in Figure 3.1. To the left of Figure 3.1 are represented the blocks in
which sensing devices are utilized, namely the Dead Reckoning and Perception stages.

Perception

Planning
Dead 

Reckoning

Object 

Tracking

Localization

Behavior Control

Actuation

Maps

Figure 3.1: Framework considered for an autonomous vehicle system.

Dead Reckoning tracks the internal motion of the vehicle and its localization in a local and
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global level. The main gadgets used in this stage are the Inertial Measurement Unit (IMU) — for
tracking motion — and a Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) — for keeping localization.
Accessory devices such as a compass for orientation and angular encoders to assist the IMU are
commonly present as well.

In terms of sensors, the focus of this work lies in the Perception block, responsible for pro-
viding data for object identification and road tracking. Multiple sensors are necessary to gather
all necessary data, requiring the operation of a wide array of devices. Active and passive sensors
provide different data sources over many perspectives of the surrounding environment.

More than five types of sensors are currently employed in AVs. Even in lower levels of
automation, Perception is already applied to assist drivers. Automotive systems such as cruise
control, auto-braking with collision detection, auto-parking and parking assist are examples in
which Perception help drivers to have a safer and more comfortable ride experience. Perception
systems include external input data and feedback, with limitations due to characteristics of the
hardware employed. In some situations, combining data from multiple devices, in what is called
sensor fusion, is advantageous to balance their limitations or increase detection precision.

In the following subsections, we describe the main types of devices used for Perception, with
a focus on cameras and LiDAR. Subsequent to that, we discuss techniques of sensor fusion, in
which data from different sources are combined to generate augmented view, create redundancy
and adjudicate decisions.

3.1.1 Cameras

Digital cameras are widespread devices used for image capturing and video recording in a
multitude of applications. Currently, cameras are already used in automobiles for rear-view as-
sistance and as dashcams. Digital images provide crucial visual information about surroundings.
Individual cameras output 2D vector in either full-color mode in three channels Red-Green-Blue
(RGB), or as a grayscale image in one single intensity channel. Depending on the composition of
the image sensor and lens filter, cameras can capture either visible or infrared (IR) light spectrum.
Digital camera sensors have a lower dynamic range than the human eye, hence it is not possible
to perfectly reproduce images in the same intensity distinction as humans can see.

From the beginning of AV research, cameras have been an ubiquitous equipment. Due to
their reduced costs by popularization and technological maturity, extracting external information
with higher performance and accuracy using cameras are an ongoing interest in this research
area. Well-established digital image processing techniques along with novel artificial intelligence
algorithms makes cameras an indispensable addition to any AV.

In relation to other sensors considered later in this work, cameras have some unique charac-
teristics. They work for long and short range detection and have large field of vision and angular
resolution. Besides, as an established technology, it is more flexible and economical to rely on
cameras for some applications than on recent LiDAR devices, for instance. Furthermore, cameras
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are currently the only viable option for tasks such as traffic light classification and turn signal
detection, as they readily make available fundamental color information.

However, some concerns must be discussed relating to the drawbacks of camera sensors. As
a passive device — only capturing incoming light signals —, it is greatly hindered by adverse
weather and lighting conditions. Besides, since it outputs 2D vectors, no depth data is present in
a single camera’s output. On top of that, cameras with higher resolution stream large volumes
of data that need to be processed in real-time for traffic application. This situations increases the
processing power and energy necessary for the camera, making its operation resource-intensive.

Next, we discuss different forms of camera construction and considerations regarding digital
sensors. We also evaluate quantitatively the output and parameters of a digital image.

A digital image is represented as a 2D matrix, in which each pixel corresponds to an intensity
value in the matrix. From this, its resolution is given by its number of pixels. By multiplying its
pixel height by width, it results in the total number of pixels — its resolution —, usually expressed
in Megapixels or dots per inch (dpi).

To form a digital image, the camera is equipped with a device capable of sampling incoming
light values and output its intensity. These digital image sensors have two main construction
types, namely Complementary Metal Oxide Semiconductor (CMOS) or Charge-Coupled Device
(CCD). We focus on the former type, as the latter is mostly used for scientific and specialized
applications, not in the consumer automotive industry.

In a simplified manner, a CMOS camera sensor works by exposing a photodetector cell area
built with an array of transistor circuits for the pixels. When light hits a pixel, its circuit outputs
an electric signal corresponding to the light intensity. We can model it, according to [36], as an
intensity function f(x, y) in terms of the spacial coordinates x an y axis, thus:

f(x, y) = i(x, y) · r(x, y), (3.1)

where i(x, y) is the illumination of the image’s subject and r(x, y) is its reflected light component.
In Equation 3.1, the terms i(x, y) and r(x, y) are defined in the following interval:

0 ≤ i(x, y) ≤ ∞, 0 ≤ r(x, y) ≤ 1. (3.2)

As i(x, y) is unbounded upwards in Equation 3.2, a maximum sensitivity must be set for a
given sensor:

Lmin ≤I ≤ Lmax,

Lmin =imin · rmin, (3.3)

Lmax =imax · rmax.
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If the bounds of the sensor in Equation 3.1.1 are not met, we observe either sensor saturation
— in the case of too much light — or a dark image if the point is not illuminated. The captured
chromatic light is characterized by three main factors: its radiance, luminance and brightness.
The first expresses the total energy emitted by the light source in watts. Next, luminance accounts
for the amount of energy received by the observer lumen. Brightness describes then the intensity
of observed light subjectively [36].

Intensity values represent an unidimensional quantity and, by itself, is used to generate gray-
scale images. In terms of color information, we can make a distinction in terms of brightness, hue
and saturation. Brightness is the equivalent subjective descriptor of light intensity. Hue describes
both a physical factor and a subjective perception, as it expresses the dominant wavelength of
chromatic light and the predominant perceived color by the subject. Saturation hence expresses
how pure the incident light is, in terms of the amount of white light present. In order to objectively
describe a beam of color light, we set the chromaticity concept, combining its saturation and hue.

For achieving a color image, it is necessary to sample light in multiple channels to form the
correct pixel matrix representation for each one of them. Henceforth, there are different manners
of representing color spaces. The most used in digital cameras and screen is the Red-Green-Blue
(RGB) representation. There are also Cyan, Magenta, Yellow (CMY), used more commonly in
printers. Also there is the Hue, Saturation and Intensity (HSO), a perceptive model that separates
the intensity component from the chromaticity, used in gray-scale applications.

In the RGB color space, a digital camera sensor is then equipped with filters of one of each of
the basic colors. Thus, each pixel only samples light from that specific wavelength. By joining
three pixels of different colors, its result is one full color point, according to the resolution avail-
able. The number of representable colors is given by the product of color levels achievable in
each RGB pixel. Thus, a 24 bits color represents 8 bits of RGB, in a total of more than 16 million
colors available.

As 2D arrays, digital images can be processed as matrices. Operations can range from per-
element or per-matrix calculations, using linear or non-linear functions. In this work, we narrow
down the possible manipulations on digital images and focus on two special sets: logical opera-
tions and geometric operations. The following discussion is based on [36].

Logical operations on images are related to Venn diagrams. In Figure 3.2 adapted from [36],
A and B are given regions of a space U . The union operation A ∪ B represents the areas of both
regions. Next, the intersection operation, denoted A ∩ B, results in the areas where the regions
overlap. Also, the complement of region A, represented by the operation AC , denotes the areas
of the space U that do not overlap with A. Finally, the difference between the region A−B is the
area of A that does not intersect B.

Furthermore, geometric operations over images intend to modify its spatial characteristics,
for instance, performing rotation or inversion in relation to an axis. We next define the matrix
operation for geometric manipulation. First, we define a 2D image as a row vector consisting of
its spatial coordinates x and y and another row vector for the coordinates of the transformation
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Figure 3.2: Logic operations performed on digital images.

space v and w. We relate them by transformation matrix, also known as affine matrix T , hence:

[
x y 1

]
=
[
v w 1

]
· T =

t11 t12 0

t21 t22 0

t31 t32 1

 . (3.4)

From choosing the correct matrix T , we are able to perform the following transformations:

• Identity:

1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

 (3.5)

• Scaling, with cx and cy the horizontal and vertical translation distances, respectively:

cx 0 0

0 cy 0

0 0 1

 (3.6)

• Rotation, with θ the angle of rotation:

 cos θ sin θ 0

−sin θ cos θ 0

0 0 1

 (3.7)

• Translation, with tx and ty the horizontal and vertical translation distances, respectively:
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 1 0 0

0 1 0

tx ty 1

 (3.8)

• Vertical shear, with sv the shear factor:

 1 0 0

sv 1 0

0 0 1

 (3.9)

• Horizontal shear, with sh the shear factor:

1 sh 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

 (3.10)

3.1.2 LiDAR

The field of semiconductor optical gave rise to many indispensable technologies. One such
application is lasers, which are narrowband coherent amplified stimulated light emissions [37].
Due to their high spacial coherence, lasers can be formed into beams and used for ranging ap-
plications. With that principle in mind, recent research has culminated into the production of the
Light Detection And Ranging (LiDAR). This technology uses laser beams to measure distance
from objects by measuring the reflected portion and time of flight (ToF) of said laser signals. Due
to their narrow bandwidth, lasers can be detected with reduced light interference. Besides, as
many laser frequencies lie away from visible spectrum, it is possible to avoid light noise and not
disturb human bystanders with the laser beams.

LiDARs are considered mid-range sensors, effectively working from 3 to 150 m of distance.
They output the position and intensity of light reflected in a given point, measuring both its dis-
tance and reflectance values. As a ToF based device, LiDAR measures difference between trans-
mitted and reflected pulse of laser light (e.g. attenuation, time delay) [38]. From that, it is possible
to create a 3D point cloud from readings of the surroundings of the sensor.

As an emerging technology, no standard form of construction has been consolidated for Li-
DAR. Thus, manufacturers have produced different builds, with ongoing evaluation in both in-
dustry and academia. In any case, two major build formats can be observed nowdays, namely
mechanical or solid-state builds. Mechanical has higher beam density, as it is able to physically
rotate more concentrated rays. In turn, solid state builds uses electromagnetic beam steering. This
sacrifices beam density for more reliability, as this type does not depend on mechanical parts.
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Regarding the type of laser used in LiDAR, the most common wavelengths are near 905 nm
or 1550 nm [39]. Equipment operating in the 905nm IR-range need to limit their emission power,
as IR can be absorbed by human eye, thus having harmful potential at higher power. However,
these types of LiDAR are cheaper to produce and also more commercially available. On the other
hand, 1550 nm devices can be more powerful, but are more expensive and may have problems
with water absorption around this wavelength.

Other variations in the standard pulsing LiDAR technology concern other modes of operation
for the laser beams. In flash LIDAR [40], the emitted light is output in the form of flashes
instead of pulses. This results in a occupancy or free-space grid, with reduced accuracy. The
other more advanced type is the Frequency-Modulated Continuous Wave (FMCW) LiDAR. As
its name implies, the use of a continuous beam enables this variant device to measure Doppler
signatures of objects, from with velocity readings can be obtained.

LiDAR presents many advantages in relation to other sensors present in AV. From the start,
its multiple readings can measure 3D position and intensity, with some devices even measuring
velocity, of objects in traffic scenarios. The use of laser beams also afford it a high spatial res-
olution and a wider field of vision compared to radar. Besides, it is an active sensor, making it
independent of lighting conditions.

With the technology still in its early years, some shortcomings are present in LiDAR devices.
In economical terms, the more advanced devices are much more expensive in comparison to other
sensors, with some equipment costing up to thousands of dollars. Aside from that, not many of
these devices are automotive-grade yet, with lengthy periods of certification to ensure safety of
using LiDAR. In any case, some inherent limitations of LiDAR need attention. For instance, it is
not capable of acquiring color information from objects, excluding it from completely substituting
cameras. Also, as it is depends on light beams, some adverse weather conditions can seriously
hinder its detection capabilities, when laser may scatter due to rain or snow for example. Also,
some problem with beam spreading at longer distances limit its resolution in longer ranges and
introduce some sparsity in data.

Now, we take a closer look into the mathematical modeling of LiDAR. According to [41],
considering a target point at a distance z, the resulting received power Pr given in watts, is:

Pr(z) = El
cρ(z)AR

2R2
τT τR exp(−2

∫ z

0

α(z′)dz′). (3.11)

In Equation 3.11, the emitter is represented by the coefficient El, which is the laser pulse
energy in J, by its efficiency τT and by the speed of light c with which the beam travels. The target
point characteristic is its back-scattering coefficient ρ(z). The parameter α(z′) is the scattering
coefficient of the atmosphere along the path travelled by the beam, which can also account the
effect of rain or snow. Finally, the receiver is characterized by its effective area AR and efficiency
τR.
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By neglecting the spatial variation of the target point for simplicity and reducing sensor pa-
rameters to a single coefficient Cs = cElARτT τR/2, we arrive at a simplified version of Equation
3.11, then:

Pr(z) =
CSρ

z2
e−2αz. (3.12)

Another consideration can be made, as Cs is a constant for a particular sensor. From Equation
3.12, we can express it in terms of the relative sensor power Pn = Pr/Cs, given by:

Pn(z) =
ρ

z2
e−2αz. (3.13)

3.1.3 Radar

Radar is originally an acronym for Radio Detection And Ranging, given the fact that it works
by measuring the ToF of a radio wave. In its inception, radar devices were created to detect
metal vehicles in war scenarios, such as airplanes or ships. Its main strengths are then tracking of
moving and static objects, especially the metallic ones. Its particularities include the capability of
simultaneous measure velocity and position based on the Doppler Effect. In comparison to other
sensors considered, radar typically has lower resolution. However, recently development imaging
radar substantially increase this resolution [42]. Applications in the automotive industry range
from blind-spot detection, lane-change assist and front/rear cross-traffic alert [43].

Radar devices can be built as continuous wave equipment or using pulsed signals. In automo-
tive applications, radars operate in either 24 GHz or 77 GHz. In principle, the former frequency
band is employed in short-range devices — working up to 70 m of distance—, whilst the latter is
utilized in long-range detection, functioning up to 250 m. However, due to regulation and stan-
dard changes by the European Telecommunications Standards Institute (ETSI) and the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC), the 24 GHz industrial, scientific and medical (ISM) band
will be phased out for radar devices by 2022 [43]. Thus, moving forward, the automotive indus-
try is increasing traction of radars using the 77 GHz band range, as regulated by the International
Telecommunication Union (ITU) in [44]. Both short and long-range devices are available in this
frequency. Still according to [43], some of its advantages include wider bandwidth — used for
long range detection —, higher range resolution and better velocity measurement precision.

As a lower cost device, radar includes significant features of interest. Firstly, the measur-
ing velocity and position has proven to be useful, as radar is in already in wide production and
adoption, lowering costs. Besides, as is works based on radio waves, it is a robust alternative to
situations with difficult weather and lighting conditions.

Some limitations are observed when using radars, as they are not commonly high-resolution
and have difficulties telling static objects apart. Also, simpler equipment does not have 3D capa-
bilities, only providing planar information. Finally, radars can be negatively affected by debris or
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ice build-up over the sensor, requiring human intervention to clean up.

3.1.4 Sonar

The sonar working principle is very similar to radar, instead measuring the ToF of a low-
frequency wave. In juxtaposition to the diverse sensors, sonar is the one with the lowest cost.
Already used in vehicles for parking assist, they are automotive-grade and well establish in in-
dustrial applications.

Yet, sonar has the lowest spatial resolution and shorter range of sensors considered, working
from just 15 cm to maximum 5.5 m in more advanced implementations. In any case, their very
low-cost and reliability on short range make them a favorable choice for parking assist even in
more advanced automotive systems.

3.2 SENSOR FUSION

In this section, we present concepts of sensor fusion, a technique in which data from differ-
ent sources are coordinated to improve or augment individual readings. A number of different
schemes can be used to setup sensor fusion applications, we thus provide a panorama of the
possibilities and focus on the paradigm employed in this work.

Sensor fusion can be defined as the process of merging data from multiple sensors to reduce
the uncertainty in navigation and detection tasks. Configurations of sensor fusion are structures
in three fundamental manners, according to [45]:

• Redundant or Competitive sensors: All sensors provide the same measurement or infor-
mation;

• Complementary sensors: The sensors produce independent or disjoint types of informa-
tion about the surroundings;

• Cooperative sensors: The sensors contribute with sequential information about the sur-
roundings.

Each configuration yield different advantages and are intended for distinct applications. For
instance, as shown in [46], redundant sensor can be used to confirm the detection of an object,
while complementary sensors can generate different views to overcome obstructions. The struc-
tures are illustrated in Figure 3.3 adapted from [47], showing how each configuration interacts
with the environments, which sensors are exploited and what is intended with each composition.

In order to establish communication between different sensors, it is necessary to establish a
protocol. A number of schemes to achieve such communication are described in [48]:
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Figure 3.3: Diagram of different sensor fusion implementations.

• Decentralized communication: No communication happens between the sensor nodes;

• Centralized communication: All nodes provide readings to a central unit;

• Distributed communication: The nodes exchange information at a specified rate (e.g.,
once every five measurements).

Adoption of a centralized scheme allow all sensor data to be fused simultaneously, but may
require higher processing resources and power. In contrast, a decentralized approach offloads
processing to smaller parts of the sensor array, that can then act independently in case of emer-
gency or malfunctions. However, the lack of communications between nodes can impede the full
potential of multiple sensor readings. A compromise can be provided by a distributed procedure,
in which sensor communicate in a reduced rate, diminishing the total data load. Nonetheless,
this approach need to be validated for each specific application, as in can obstruct performance-
critical real-time data processing. A block diagram illustrating this possible structure of sensor
fusion communication is presented in Figure 3.4 adapted from [48].

Sensor fusion applications can also be classified in terms of the level in which composition
occurs, namely at data level, feature level or decision level. The first strategy fuses data early
on, when the raw data is produced in each device. This approach is thus also called early fusion,
and is represented in diagram of Figure 3.5, adapted from [49]. Following, feature-level fusion
happens after processing raw data into a feature-extraction algorithm. As a higher level approach,
it enables a more precise and accurate feature detection, as shown in Figure 3.6 [49]. Lastly,
as illustrated in Figure 3.7 [49], decision-making level is performed as a last instance of sensor
fusion. Also referred to as late fusion, this strategy takes processed sensor information form
sensors and adjudicate the available readings to decide on what action to take.
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Figure 3.5: Sensor fusion scheme performed at data-level.
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Figure 3.6: Sensor fusion scheme performed at feature-level.

With theses classifications considered, it is possible to setup a wide variety of sensor fusion
structures. In this work, we propose an approach that performs early fusion using raw data from a
camera and a LiDAR device. This data level strategy is then compared to feature extraction using
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Figure 3.7: Sensor fusion scheme performed at decision-level.

individual sensor readings and a delayed features-level fusion approach.

Some specific challenges arise due to the multinode structure of sensor fusion. We now discuss
some concerns that need to be taken into account when projection such applications, as in [35].
Initially, due to the increased data load coming from various sensors, synchronization is crucial
for guaranteeing a reasonable performance. As different sensors produce data points as disjoint
periods, they also experience processing delay and latency during transmission. This may cause
miscommunication or time-blocked processing if not accounted for.

Another open problem is in regards to sensor calibration. As physical devices, the location of
the sensor mounted over a vehicle has to be scrutinized. Not taking into consideration a sensor’s
position in relation to the vehicle and in relation to other sensors used for fusion can render the
coordination useless. Thus, no reliable views can be generated without proper calibration.

Further objections are in relation of weighting the value of readings from different sensors.
When redundancy is desired, it is necessary to arbitrate sometimes differing measurements of
the nodes. Hence, it is not trivial to judge how reliable a given sensor reading is, as it might be
malfunctioning or influenced by other detrimental factors. Some voting algorithms are proposed
to alleviate this situation, but, given more extreme scenarios, additional weighting policies may
prove necessary.

3.3 DETECTION ALGORITHMS

In this section, we present the techniques employed to perform the proposed detection tasks
in the datasets shown in Section 2.2. For each undertaking, we select the more appropriate tech-
niques according to the state-of-the-art review presented in Section 2.1.

Initially, we consider the pedestrian detection algorithm. A Machine Learning (ML) approach
from a Histogram of Oriented Gradients (HOG) feature extractor is chosen. For classification, the
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extracted features are used to train and test a Support Vector Machine (SVM) classifier. We also
evaluate the use of a boosted decision-tree method using the XGBoost framework.

For traffic sign recognition, we deemed that a Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) is better
fit for sequential image recognition. A baseline non-optimized neural network is built to iden-
tify image samples in the GTSRB. In order to gauge possible gains in performance, we apply
optimization techniques in a number of different CNN instances.

In the sensor fusion research area, we propose a framework to enable raw camera and LiDAR
data to be fused at data-level, thus an early fusion. For that, we are tasked with making the
different readings from the sensors match in dimensions and mapping. This is expected to increase
the algorithm’s performance over the KITTI dataset in comparison to the other implementations.

3.3.1 Histogram of Oriented Gradients

The authors of [31] propose the approach to characterize objects by looking at the distribution
of local intensity gradients or edge directions. This approach consists in dividing a image into
smaller spatial regions, called cells. From then, an unidimensional histogram of gradients and
edge orientations is accumulated over each cell’s pixels and normalization is performed over
larger spatial regions, called blocks. This process results in the Histogram of Oriented Gradient
(HOG) descriptors of a given image. As an example, the HOG of an image from the PSU dataset
used in our algorithm, described in Chapter 4, is illustrated in Figure 3.8.

Figure 3.8: Sample input image from the PSU dataset and its resulting HOG.

Based on [50], we describe the mathematical modeling of a gradient. We first define the
window I from the input gray-level image. Given two components Ix and Iy of the gradient of I ,
we approximate them using central differences:

Ix(r, c) = I(r, c+ 1)− I(r, c− 1) and Iy(r, c) = I(r − 1, c)− I(r + 1, c), (3.14)

where r is the vertical length and c is horizontal length of the calculation interval. From Equation
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3.14, we convert the components onto polar coordinates, restricting angles from 0 to 180 degrees
in order to identify points in opposite directions. Thus:

µ =
√
I2x + I2y and θ =

180

π
(tan−12 (Ix, Iy)modπ), (3.15)

where tan−12 is the four-quadrant inverse tangent, guaranteeing values between −π and π. Next,
the window I is divided into adjacent cells of size C × C pixels. In each one of the cells, the
gradients of Equation 3.15 are calculated forming a histogram with B bins. Each of the bins is
given a width of w = 180/B, such that each Bi bin has its boundaries as [wi, w(i + 1)) and its
center at ci = w(1 + 1/2). Thus, a pixel with magnitude µ and orientation θ contributes to two
different bins in depending on its position in relation to its boundaries, as shown in [50].

Next, the algorithm performs a block normalization step. Cells are grouped in pairs, forming
larger 2C × 2C overlapping blocks. Then, the histograms of consecutive horizontal or vertical
blocks are concatenated into a block feature b. The feature b is then normalized by its norm, as:

b← b√
‖b‖2 + ε

, (3.16)

where the very small constant ε prevents division by zero in null-valued gradient blocks. Block
normalization looks to reduce effects of changes in contrast in the same objects whilst sacrificing
some information of the overall gradient magnitude.

Following from Equation 3.16, the normalized block features of all blocks are concatenated.
This forms a HOG feature vector h, also normalized as follows:

h← h√
‖h‖2 + ε

,

h← min(hn, τ), (3.17)

h← h√
‖h‖2 + ε

.

In Equation 3.17, the term τ represents a set positive threshold that removes h features greater
than it. This is done to prevent that very large features overwhelm the rest of the image, degrading
information. After this step, the result is the corresponding HOG, with features independent of
overall image contrast.

3.3.2 Support Vector Machines

Support Vector Machines (SVM) are a statistical model used to separate clusters of points of
different classes. According to [51], we now provide a brief mathematical overview, focusing on
the kernel SVM simplification. The desired optimal hyperplane and the employed support vectors
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are illustrated in Figure 3.9.
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Figure 3.9: Illustration of the hyperplane optimization result and the support vectors used in the process.

In the context of classification tasks, [51] describes the task as estimating a function f : RN →
{±1} in an N -dimensional set of xi data points with label yi, such that:

(x1, y1), ..., (xl, yl) ∈ RN × {±1}, (3.18)

so the classification function is able to correctly identify y from x, that is f(x) = y. From the
training data, it is established a given probability distribution P (x, y). By not restricting the
class of functions f can assume, we cannot predict new classes outside the training data. In this
scenario, no learning function is achieved. The authors state that restricting the class of functions
implemented is essential to reach machine learning, with due capacity for the data amount.

It is proposed in [51] that the hyperplanes class of functions are used, defined as:

(w · x) + b = 0, w ∈ RN , b ∈ R, (3.19)

which will correspond to the classification function:

f(x) = sign((w · x) + b), (3.20)

where x is the data point under decision. By then optimizing the hyperplane in Equation 3.19, we
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can reach a decision function that better separates two classes of objects.

The optimized class separation is then reached by solving a constrained quadratic optimization
problem, starting from expanding w =

∑
i vixi, from Equation 3.20, in terms of a subset of

training patterns described in further detail in [51]. Thus, the name "support vectors" is given to
these training patterns in the context of classification. Thus a Support Vector Machine is tasked
with mapping input the data into a different dot product space F — named the feature space —
via a nonlinear map:

Φ : RN → F, (3.21)

and afterwards perform the optimization problem described in Equation 3.20 over F . This opti-
mization algorithm depends only on dot products, reducing the classification function, equivalent
to Equation 3.20, in the new space, using the assignment operator :=, in such manner:

k(x, y) := (Φ(x),Φ(y)). (3.22)

As the left side of Equation 3.22 may be costly to compute in higher dimensionality, we can
determine a kernel k that provides a simpler computation. Such kernel can be used in different
forms, such as:

1. Polynomial Kernel function:
k(x, y) = [x.y + 1]d;

2. Radial basis kernel function:

k(x, y) = exp|x− y|2/σ2;

3. Sigmoid kernel function:
k(x, y) = tanh(αxTy + c).

By employing a determined kernel k in Equation 3.22, we are able to construct a classifier
algorithm using the SVM. This is achieved by taking each training data point xi, and using its
correspondent projection in the feature space Φ(x) and perform hyperplane optimization over the
space F . Thus, the use of kernels and decomposition of the hyperplane parameter w, leads the
corresponding nonlinear classification function in such form:

f(x) = sign(
1∑
i=1

vik(x, xi) + b), (3.23)

in which parameters vi are calculated according to the quadratic problem stated in [51]. In the
input space, the hyperplane is equivalent to Equation 3.23. Its form is the determined by the
kernel chosen.

Thus, by choosing the optimized hyperplane for a given kernel, SVM is able to separate the

26



input data clusters into two different classes. It is then trivial to label an unknown test data input,
as it reduces to locating it in relation to the hyperplane and attributing it to the nearest class.

3.3.3 XGBoost

Based on the tree boosting ML algorithm, XGBoost is proposed in [52]. According to authors,
the technique is intended to be a scalable solution for classification problems and further data
science applications. The novelties brought by the method include a tree learning algorithm for
treating sparse data, a quantile sketch procedure for efficient calculations with weights in tree
learning, an algorithm for parallel tree learning that is aware of the sparsity of data and further
optimizations that lead to better calculation performance.

The authors in [52] state a regularized learning task using the tree structure. From a given
group of input data with n samples and m features, such that D{(xi, yi)}(|D| = n, xi ∈ Rm, yi ∈
R, a tree ensemble model utilizes K additive functions fk in order to predict the corresponding
label yi. Thus:

ŷi = Φ(xi) =
K∑
k=1

fk ∈ F , (3.24)

where F{f(x) = wqx}(q : Rm → T,w ∈ RT ) is called the space of regression trees. In turn,
from the expression defining F , the parameter q expresses the structure of each tree, responsible
for mapping an input into a corresponding leaf of a total of T leaves in the tree. Thus, each
function fk corresponds to a different tree structure q with leaf weights w. The remainder of the
problem is exposed in more detail in [52].

From this problem statement, XGBoost comes as a ensemble learning technique that looks
to reduce lookup times into the generated trees by using a technique called Gradient Boosting,
according to [53]. In a simplified manner, XGBoosts exploits both the Gradient Descent process
and Gradient Boosting. The former is based on a determined cost function, that looks to represent
how well predicted the values in a learning tree are. Since the predicted values must be as close
to the actual values as possible, we look to diminish the cost function. The Gradient Descent
techniques thus looks to set the weight parameters w in the regression trees such that the cost
function is minimized. By iterating over the parameters from initial weights, the algorithm adjusts
and optimized the weights so as to improve the classification of a given training dataset.

The other technique exploited is Gradient Boosting. It consists of creating an ensemble
of weak learners that "boost" the data points misclassified by the learning tree, attributing to
them greater w weight values. Thus, by later combining these weak learners, a strong learner is
formed. In XGBoost models, the learning trees are built sequentially. Thus, by then averaging the
weighted sum of values achieved by each tree instance, achieving a better classifier. This is pos-
sible by using Gradient Descent — responsible for adjusting the weights in an iterative manner
— together with a booster algorithm with well-adjusted parameters.
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3.4 CONVOLUTIONAL NEURAL NETWORKS

For the following description, we assume knowledge of a basic neural network structure, as
detailed in [54]. In a general description, a neural network is composed of neuron units that
produce a sequence of real value activation. The activation can arise from external input such
as sensor data. By connecting each neuron, the network form is capable of propagating the
activation, causing actions. The potential learning action of the network is to stipulate weights to
each of the network’s inputs so that the overall system results in the desired behaviour.

In this context, for the subsequent task of traffic sign recognition, we reckon that using Con-
volutional Neural Networks (CNN) is more appropriate to the application at hand. In this section,
we discuss the basic structure of a CNN for image recognition, including its layers and relevant
parameters. This deep learning model is based around three layers in which the recognition is
performed, namely: convolutional layers, pooling layers and fully connected layers. The parame-
ters pertaining to the general algorithm are also present in this section. The optimization-specific
parameters are postponed for the methodology in Chapter 4. The following conceptual and math-
ematical description is provided on the context of image recognition, based on [55], [56] and [57].

3.4.1 Convolutional Layer

From the description of a digital image given in Subsection 3.1.1, represented by a n1 × n2

matrix of intensity, we now describe the two dimensional convolution. The process of convolution
consists of merging information of two input functions together, achieving filtering for example.
In the context of CNN, performing 2D convolution over an image produces a given feature map,
describing how well the input is described by the set filter.

We now explore the filtering functions in CNN. Given an input image, denoted I , it is filtered
by filter K so that K ∈ R2h

(l)
1 +1×2h(l)2 +1, resulting in:

(I ∗K)r,s :=
h1∑

u=−h1

h2∑
u=−h2

Ku,vIr−u,s−v. (3.25)

The filter K is defined as the matrix:

K =

K−h1,−h2 · · · K−h1,h2
... K0,0

...
Kh1,−h2 · · · Kh1,h2

 . (3.26)

Then, the convolutional layer is tasked with detecting local combinations of features coming
from previous layers through 2D convolution. They then map such features in an appropriate out-
put. The action in convolutional layers is achieved by dividing the input image into perceptrons.
These regions are then compared to a local filter of size m2 × m3 and the results are put into a
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feature map by compressing the perceptrons. These local spatial filters are thus trained according
to the position in the image where they are employed.

Each convolutional layer has a bank of m1 filters. The number of filters applied on a given
layer is proportional to the depth of the the volume of output feature maps [57]. As each filter de-
tects one specific feature on the input image, the output Y (l)

i of a given layer l is the corresponding
m

(l)
1 feature maps with size m(l)

2 ×m
(l)
3 . The ith feature map, denoted Y (l)

i , is given by:

Y
(l)
i = B

(l)
i +

m
(l−1)
1∑
j=1

K
(l)
i,j ∗ Y

(l−1)
j , (3.27)

where B(l)
i is the bias matrix and K(l)

i,j is the filter of size 2h
(l)
1 + 1 × 2h

(l)
2 + 1 that connects the

j th feature map in layer (l − 1) to the ith feature map in layer l.

3.4.2 Pooling Layer

Another key part of the CNN is the pooling layer. This layer is responsible for decreasing
spatial dimensions in between convolutional layers. This is done in order to reduce parameter
amount, simplify computation and avoid over-fitting.

Given a pooling layer l, we consider its main hyperparameters as the spatial extent of the
filter F (l) and its stride S(l). From the previous layer’s feature map, with volume size m(l−1)

1 ×
m

(l−1)
2 ×m(l−1)

3 , the pooling layer outputs a corresponding map of sizem(l)
1 ×m

(l)
2 ×m

(l)
3 in which:

m
(l)
1 = m

(l−1)
1 ,

m
(l)
2 = (m

(l−1)
2 − F(l))/S(l) + 1, (3.28)

m
(l)
3 = (m

(l−1)
3 − F(l))/S(l) + 1. (3.29)

The focus of this layer is to reduce spatial information in a window of size F(l) × F(l) to one
value. Thus, by sequentially moving the filter window by S(l) positions in the array for each step,
the entire input is successfully spatially reduced.

3.4.3 Fully Connected Layer

The resulting network feature maps from the given layer architecture are fed into the fully
connected layer, described as a multilayer perceptron. In turn, this layer is responsible for turning
the m(l)

1 ×m
(l)
2 ×m

(l)
3 feature map into a class probability distribution. Therefore, the output of

said layer consists of m(l−i)
1 neurons, in which i represents the number of layers in the multilayer

perceptron.
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Given a l−1 fully connected layer, the result from anm(l)
1 ×m

(l)
2 ×m

(l)
3 feature map is denoted

as:

y
(l)
i = f(z

(l)
i ) with z

(l)
i =

m
(l−1)
1∑
j−1

w
(l)
i,j · y

(l−1)
i . (3.30)

Otherwise:

y
(l)
i = f(z

(l)
i ) with z

(l)
i =

m
(l−1)
1∑
j−1

m
(l−1)
2∑
r−1

m
(l−1)
3∑
s−1

w
(l)
i,j,r,s · (Y

(l−1)
i )r,s. (3.31)

Hence, the main assignment is to adjust the weight parametersw(l)
i,j andw(l)

i,j,r,s, from Equations
3.30 and 3.31, respectively. By tuning the weights appropriately, the fully connected layer creates
a statistical distribution for each of the prediction classes based on the activation maps generated
through the network’s layers.

3.4.4 Activation Function

The use of a nonlinear activation function is deemed crucial to correctly classify objects when
multiple classes are present. Some of the most commonly used activation functions are the sig-
moid function and hyperbolic tangent function. Rectified Linear Units (ReLU) is a nonlinear
activation function that also combines rectification, as introduced in [58]. Thus, it is able to ef-
ficiently propagate the gradient, even in deep networks. As a simple implementation, the ReLU
activation is also widespread in CNNs.

3.4.5 Loss Function

By selecting the correct loss function of the network, we are able to express the cost of predic-
tions made by the network. This way, the learning model look to minimize this loss by increasing
the correct prediction rate. For our application, we choose to calculate the softmax loss function
to evaluate the performance classification in our network, in accordance with [59], given by:

Lsoftmax = − 1

N

∑
i

log(Li) = − 1

N

∑
i

log

(
efyi∑
j e

fyi

)
, (3.32)

where fj is the j th element of the class output vector of the final fully connected layer, and N
is the number of training samples. A higher recognition rate results from reducing the value of
Lsoftmax, in the .
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3.4.6 Learning Rate

To obtain the optimal parameters in the process of CNN learning feature, an adaptive learning
rate is utilized to minimize the chosen loss function as in Equation 3.32. This optimization prob-
lem is tackled by tuning local network parameters of weight w and bias b. According to [60] the
normalized update process for these parameters is thus:

wt+1 = wt − η
mt√
vt + ε

, (3.33)

bt+1 = bt − η
mt√
vt + ε

, (3.34)

in which η is a learning rate, which describes the updated amplitude of w and b, affecting its
convergence rate, and ε is a small constant to avoid dividing by zero. Further, hyperparameters
are also considered in order to achieve a reasonable learning convergence in the network.

In a number of classifiers, some of the extracted features during training may not be appropri-
ate for the classification of specific targets. In the CNN model, the feature maps enable training
of the network from a large amount of data. This process is illustrated in Figure 3.10. It consists
of a forward propagation task, used to calculate the networks weights and loss functions. Next,
the back propagation stage adjusts the parameters in order to reduce the network’s loss.
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Figure 3.10: Flowchart of a CNN training process.
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3.5 YOLO OBJECT DETECTION ALGORITHM

By using the basis of CNN presented in the previous section, it is possible to extract features
by train a neural network using a given dataset. CNN-based object detection algorithms can be
divided into two types: region-based and single regression. In region-based algorithms, a Region
of Interest (ROI) is proposed, and ROI objects are classified using CNNs. In single regression,
region proposal and classification are combined into one stage.

Aimed at excelling in real-time detection scenarios, the You Only Look Once (YOLO) algo-
rithm is under active development. By approaching detection problems in terms of regression,
YOLO aims at simplifying the task at hand. Unlike region-based and sliding window-based tech-
niques, YOLO considers the whole image during training and test stages. It is thus able to encode
information regarding classes and their appearance contextually.

3.5.1 YOLO V3

Used in this work, YOLO V3 [61] is able to perform detection tasks in various scales, in a
robust feature extractor network. The model of the algorithm is composed by a feature extraction
— also known as backbone — and either a classification or detection module — known as head.
The YOLO feature extractor, known as Darknet-53, comprises 53 layers with residual or skip
connection to support activation of neurons in order to propagate the gradient without descent
throughout the deeper network layers.

The detector module consists of an S × S grid cells of a given size, depending on the image’s
scale. For a given object, if its center falls inside a grid cell, it is then tasked with detecting teh
corresponding object. Each grid cell has to predict three bounding boxes and its respective confi-
dence scores. These scores represent how certain the algorithm is if the resulting box contains an
object. Mathematically, it is defined as:

Confidence = Pr(Object) · IoUtruthpred, (3.35)

where Pr(Object) is the probability that the cell contains an object and IoU truthpred is the inter-
section over union (IoU) of the predicted and ground truth boxes. Graphically, the IoU operation
can be seen as a logic operation over the image and the bounding box, as shown in Subsection
3.1.1.

Each grid cell is also assigned three anchor boxes. Each bounding box consists of its coor-
dinates x and y, the box dimension width w and height h and the detection confidence. Since
a large variance of scale and aspect ratio of boxes is often observed, anchor boxes are used in a
predefined fixed box aspect ratio. A total of 9 anchors boxes are available in YOLO, 3 for each
scale, from small to large. Its coordinates (tx, ty) map the box’s center relative to the center of the
anchor boxes. As they are fixed in place, the centroid of each of the anchor boxes correspond to
the same cell. The grid cell are used to predict the conditional class probabilities for a number of
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C classes, denoted Pr(Classi=1,...,C |Object). Each of the probabilities are conditioned to the cell
predicted to contain the detected object. Thus, only one probability value is calculated for each
lass, regardless of the number of B boxes present. From the resulting probabilities, we calculate
the box confidence score as follows:

Pr(Classi=1,...,C |Object) · Pr(Object) · IoUtruthpred = Pr(Classi) · IoUtruthpred, (3.36)

resulting in the class-specific confidence values. This score expresses both the probability that a
given object class is present in the detection box and how confident the system is that said object
belongs to that class.

Regarding the loss function, YOLO implements a custom expression. It consists of the total
sum of four losses: xy loss, wh loss, loss of the object and loss of the class. It thus looks to
minimize errors both in location of predictions and in the detection task. YOLO also performs
postprocessing over the results using the non-max suppression technique. This is performed by
removing the boxes that do not have the highest prediction scores. Thus, it avoids duplicate
predictions by keeping only the most probable detection boxes for each class.
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4 METHODOLOGY

In this chapter, we present the algorithms proposed for this work. First, we pose a framework
to improve pedestrian detection in occluded or obstructed scenarios consisting of a Histogram of
Oriented Gradients (HOG) system combined with a Support Vector Machines (SVM) learning
model. An eXtreme Gradient Boosting (XGBoost) learning model is also proposed for compari-
son. A part of this proposal is published in [62] with participation of the author.

Following, we explore optimization techniques presenting a Convolution Neural Network
(CNN) for traffic sign recognition. By performing improved image preprocessing, feature ex-
traction and classification, we look to improve on the accuracy and loss rate of the base CNN
model.

Concluding the chapter, we demonstrate how early sensor fusion techniques can be applied
on camera and LiDAR data to improve precision of YOLO-based object detection. By using a
three-channel color camera and projected LiDAR points cloud, we apply a YOLO v3 detection
algorithm to evaluate precision gains over individual sensors and a feature-level fusion implemen-
tation. Likewise, this framework is published in [63] with participation of the author.

4.1 PEDESTRIAN DETECTION USING HOG SVM AND XGBOOST

In order to recognize the presence of pedestrians in input images, we propose two architec-
tures, both utilizing the HOG feature extractor. In the first propose model, we pair the HOG
features with a Kernel SVM. Next, for the second architecture, we use an XGBoost classifier
together with HOG.

On the PSU dataset described in Subsection 2.2.1, we apply a 20/80 training-test split. Thus,
we use 80% of the available images along with the respective labels representing the presence or
absence of a pedestrian in the scene for training each model. By extracting the image features us-
ing HOG, we feed this into each learning algorithm, forming two trained classifiers. We then test
the resulting models by feeding the remaining images without the labels into the HOG extractor
and into each one of the classifiers. By comparing the predicted labels to their true values, we are
able to calculate performance metrics and each respective confusion matrix. The overall structure
of the generation process for the SVM and XGBoost classifiers is illustrated in Figure 4.1.

4.1.1 Histogram of Oriented Gradients with Support Vector Machine

First, we propose the use of HOG feature extractor with a Kernel SVM Learning algorithm for
the task at hand. By correctly choosing among the available kernels, we are able to improve the
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Figure 4.1: Flowchart for training and validation of the proposed pedestrian detection classifiers.

results from the SVM algorithm. We experimented with different kernel SVM implementations,
namely the polynomial, radial basis function (RBF), and sigmoid. However, after deliberating
this question, we decided to use a linear kernel due to superior performance in relation to the
other options.

Kernel SVM enables us to optimize the hyperplane division between pedestrian and no pedes-
trian classes. Looking for further optimization, we tune the hyperparameters of the SVM model
by applying the grid search technique. This technique enabled us to improve algorithm perfor-
mance by refining the regularization parameter C. The strength of the regularization is inversely
proportional to C and it must be strictly positive.
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4.1.2 Histogram of Oriented Gradients with XGBoost

Next, the following proposed architecture pair the HOG feature extractor with an XGBoost
learning algorithm. Again, we perform tuning of hyperparameters through grid search. We ad-
justed the booster, learning rate, n-estimators, and maximum depth of the decision tree imple-
mented.

The tuned parameter booster indicates the type of booster used in the model. Options range
using a version of regression tree as a weak learner, a linear regression function or using the
dropout method over the boosted regression trees. We also set the maximum depth of a tree, so
as to avoid overfiting to occur in the model. Finally, n-estimators determines the number of trees
that should be fitted to.

4.1.3 Algorithm Performance Metrics

For validation, we compare our results with the benchmarks achieved in [32]. Besides that,
we also calculate further performance metrics, as presented in [64]. Namely, we calculate the
accuracy, precision, recall and F1 score. The metrics are calculated according to the following
equations:

Accuracy =
TP + TN

TP + TN + FP + FN
, (4.1)

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
, (4.2)

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
, (4.3)

F1 score =
2× Precision× Recall

Precision + Recall
. (4.4)

In Equations 4.1 to 4.4, the parameters TP, FN, FP and TN represent the the number of true
positive detections, false negative detections, false positive detections and true negative detec-
tions, respectively. By calculating these metrics, we believe a better evaluation of our proposed
model is provided.

4.2 OPTIMIZATION OF CNN-BASED ALGORITHM FOR TRAFFIC SIGN RECOG-
NITION

For the task of traffic sign recognition, we develop a CNN architecture based on a modi-
fied version of VGG Net-D, consisting of 16 convolutional layers, as shown in [65]. This base
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architecture extracts features from input images by using convolution kernels in a sliding filter
approach, by reducing dimension by pooling. The loss factor the whole CNN is then computed
in forward propagation. We employ the Adam optimizer technique in order to minimize loss in
step of back propagation. To enhance performance, we tune the CNN parameters and activation
function. The structure of our Traffic Sign Recognition (TSR) CNN is illustrated in Figure 4.2.

Figure 4.2: Base model stages performed over the TSR-CNN structure.

TSR-CNN includes three parts: an image preprocessing stage, a feature extractor and a clas-
sification stage.

Images are pre-processed for reducing the complexity and increasing the accuracy of the ap-
plied algorithm. The GTSRB dataset has color images with different sizes. Hence, to feed images
into TSR-CNN, they need to be standardized and simplified. Images are resized to 32 by 32
pixels and converted into grayscale to reduce computational resources required. Furthermore, a
histogram equalizer method is applied to improve the contrast in the image by stretching out the
intensity of the range.

Following, the feature extraction process feeds the images into the TSR-CNN. This network
consists of a total six convolutional layers (1-6) and three pooling layers (1-3), with corresponding
filter sizes of 3×3 and 2×2, respectively. As discussed in Section 3.3, feature maps are obtained
by convoluting input maps with a different convolutional kernels in each convolutional layer.

In the first convolutional layer, it is generally expected that sharp edges, angles and such can
be removed. Features of the input image can be abstracted using multilayer structure through the
network. By traversing the network, images are to become smaller in size. However, the resulting
features are also expected to increase in significance towards better classification results. TSR-
CNN contains one flatten and fully connected layer for completing the final translation of the
features map into the class detection probability.
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4.2.1 Performance Improvement Techniques

We establish a base TSR-CNN model by modifying the VGG Net-D architecture without
applying any optimization. This base model serves as a referential to the subsequent networks
built upon it. By measuring each their performance, and then comparing it to the baseline, we can
quantify the effect of optimization techniques over the recognition accuracy and loss functions.

Next, we describe the CNN optimization approaches taken during the development of our
algorithm.

4.2.1.1 Dropout Regularization

By dropping random nodes out of the network, remaining nodes are lead to adapt to the
changes carried out in what is called a regularization effect. Thus, this Dropout can be added
to the model by appending new dropout layers. The important parameter in this technique is the
dropout rate, which expresses perceptually the proportion of nodes to be dropped. Dropout rates
can be fixed or variable according to the layers depth its performed. This technique is illustrated
in Figure 4.3.

Figure 4.3: The Dropout process of eliminating random layers’ nodes.

In this work, we evaluate the performance of using a fixed 20% dropout rate in each max
pooling layers of the base model. Alongside that, another network implements a variable dropout
rate, increasing its value proportional to the depth of the model. It is expected that the increased
dropout forces stronger regularization towards the network’s output than in relation to its input.
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4.2.1.2 Weight Decay

The weight decay, also called weight regularization, consists of updating the loss function so
as to penalize the model proportionally to the size of its weight functions. The regularization
effect keeps weights small as the learning algorithm is updated.

It has regularizing effect for keeping the weights small while updating learning algorithm. We
can represent the respective loss function, with L2 regularization [66] as:

Loss = E +
λ

2
||wij||2, (4.5)

where E represent loss function and λ is the regularization parameter. To observe the effects
of weight regularization, we apply a L2 regularizer in all convolutional layers and to the fully
connected layers of one of the developed models with a fixed weighting value of 0.001.

4.2.1.3 Batch Normalization

The use of batch normalization in a CNN model is intended to automatically standardize
the inputs to each of the layers, as explained in [67]. It results in output data with zero mean and
standard deviation of one. The expected effects of performing batch normalization an acceleration
in the model training time along with better performance. We can express the batch normalization
effect, according to [68], on a given node as follows:

zi = γ
zi − µ√
σ2 + ε

+ β, (4.6)

where, µ = 1
n

∑
zi and σ2 = 1

n

∑
(zi − µ)2 represent the mean and variance of the data, ε is

a constant introduced to control the equation’s numerical stability, γ is a scaling factor and β is
shift factor.

We develop three test instances built upon the base model including a total of 7 batch normal-
ization layers, which are placed after every activation layer and after the full connected layer.

4.2.2 Summary of TSR-CNN models

We develop a total of six different models from the base reference TSR-CNN model, applying
different optimization techniques over each one. More specifically, the develop models are:

• TSR-CNN: no optimization introduced;

• TSR-CNN-1: application of a L2 regularizer in all convolutional layers and fully connected
layer with weighting value equals to 0.001;

• TSR-CNN-2: addition of a dropout layer after each max pooling layer using a fixed dropout
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rate of 20%;

• TSR-CNN-3: addition of a dropout layer after each max pooling layer with a dropout rate
increasing from 20% to 40% proportional to the layer’s depth;

• TSR-CNN-4: placing batch normalization layers after every activation layer and full con-
nected layer;

• TSR-CNN-5: batch normalization layers, as in TSR-CNN-4, and dropout layers with fixed
dropout rate, as in TSR-CNN-2;

• TSR-CNN-6: batch normalization layers, as in TSR-CNN-4, and dropout layers with in-
creasing dropout rate, as in TSR-CNN-3.

From these architectures, we calculate the accuracy and loss function resulting after training
and testing for a recognition task over the German Traffic Sign Recognition Benchmark dataset
described in Subsection 2.2.2. Results are presented, alongside considerations over the confusion
matrix resulted from the best performing model in Chapter 5.

4.3 EARLY DATA FUSION FOR YOLO-BASED FRAMEWORK

The YOLO algorithm has a limitation of a maximum of three channels in its image inputs.
Thus, in order to allow data fusion to be used in YOLO detection, it is necessary to establish a
framework to make the inputs compatible. Specifically, we propose a way of performing early
sensor fusion using RGB color channels from digital cameras and a 3D point cloud from LiDAR
sensors. The proposed framework is illustrated in Figure 4.4.
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Figure 4.4: Block diagram of the proposed data-level sensor fusion YOLO based framework for raw data (YOLO-
RF).

We now follow the diagram shown in 4.4 to explain our proposal. From the camera input, the
original data points are the XL and Y L spatial coordinates and the three color channels RC , GC

and BC . From the LiDAR, the 3D point cloud contributes with three spatial coordinates XL, Y L
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and ZL along with an intensity measurement IL. In order to match the inputs from the latter to the
former sensor, the spatial coordinates in the LiDAR are projected into camera coordinates XC ,
Y C and ZC according to the image format. Next, a depth and a reflectance map are generated,
containing the distance and intensity data respectively. These generated maps are upscaled using
bilateral filtering and finally fused together with the image data from the camera. That way, we
achieve a YOLO-compatible set of parameters, noted as "LiDAR-Image".

Now onto the detection algorithm, our sensor fusion result is fed into the YOLO algorithm. By
performing object detection over the samples, YOLO produces confidence scores, the bounding
boxes’ dimensions tx, , ty, w and h, the respective anchor boxes.

After, the YOLO results are post-processed to turn the produced dimensions into absolute
coordinates x, y, w and h. A non-max suppression is also applied to maintain only the set of
boxes with the highest confidence score. With both these information, we project onto the image
the final bounding boxes.

4.3.1 LiDAR data transformation

In this subsection, we discuss how data transformation is applied to LiDAR measurements
to make it compatible with digital camera images. As explained in Subsection 3.1.2, LiDAR
provides reflectance and depth data, forming a total of three spatial coordinates. As cameras are
2D vectors, it is necessary to project the 3D space from LiDAR to make both input sizes match
for sensor fusion.

We can represent the 3D space from LiDAR as a row vector Lk ∈ R(1× 4)(k ∈ 1, · · · , n) like
so:

Lk =
[
XL
k Y L

k ZL
k ILk

]
T, (4.7)

where XL
k , Y L

k , and ZL
k are the LiDAR spatial coordinates and ILk is the measured intensity

data. From Equation 4.7, it is necessary to project the data into a 2D image plane suitable to the
camera’s coordinate system. We express the LiDAR coordinates transformation as:

XC
k

Y C
k

ZC
k

1

 =

[
RC
L TCL

0 1

]
XL
k

Y L
k

ZL
k

1

 , (4.8)

where XC
k , Y C

k , and ZC
k are the resulting projected coordinates of LiDAR, referenced to the cam-

era’s coordinate system. RC
L ∈ R(3× 3) is a rotational matrix and TCL ∈ R(3× 3) is a translational

matrix used for the LiDAR-to-camera projection. The KITTI dataset provides such matrices along
with the camera and LiDAR data.

Next, it is necessary to make compatible the dimensions of the digital image and the projected
point cloud. This is achieved by dropping the areas of the projection that do not comprise the
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same objects as the image, illustrated in Figure 4.5.

Figure 4.5: Projected sparse point cloud from LiDAR over a camera image’s coordinates.

Next, we convert the projected points into a 2D array. Two different array maps are created
to better exploit measurements provided by the sensors. The first is formed by the 2D spatial
coordinates paired with the LiDAR intensity values, resulting in a reflectance map, illustrated on
the top of Figure 4.6. The next is the depth information mapping in relation to the 2D coordinates,
as shown on the bottom of Figure 4.6. Both arrays are then upscaled using a bilateral filter, turning
the sparse LiDAR data into a denser plot.

Figure 4.6: Resulting reflectance map from data-level sensor fusion, on the top, and its corresponding depth map, on
the bottom.

4.3.2 Sensor fusion of LiDAR and camera

Now, with the reflectance and depth maps in a matching format, it is possible to fuse the pro-
cessed LiDAR data with the original color image. In our proposed framework, LiDAR contributes
with two additional channels — reflectance and depth — on top of the three RGB color channels
from the camera. This resulting LiDAR-image is represented in Figure 4.7.
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Figure 4.7: Illustration of fused sensor data channels, from front to back: red, green, blue, reflectance and depth.

4.3.3 Model Training

To evaluate the performance of our method, three other models of YOLO are also trained. The
differences between each version are summarized in Table 4.1, according to the nomenclature
used previously in this work. One of these approaches also applies sensor fusion, but at feature-
level. This approach, called YOLO-DF is illustrated in Figure 4.8 and serves to validate if our
proposal is more advantageous in relation to this other sensor fusion scheme.

Table 4.1: Implementations of YOLO-based models regarding input and sensor fusion type

Input type Type of fusion Input size
YOLO-Camera Images None 416×416×3
YOLO-LiDAR Point cloud None 416×416×2

YOLO-DF Images + Point cloud Feature-level 416×416×5
YOLO-RF Images + Point cloud Data-level 416×416×5
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Figure 4.8: Block diagram of the feature-level sensor fusion YOLO model (YOLO-DF).
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All three models are trained for 40 epochs. The KITTI dataset scene used is composed of
7481 training images, along with test and validation samples. The annotations of each data sam-
ple are converted into three tensors, one for each scale, to be recognized by the algorithm. This is
achieved for each box by determining the best anchor for each ground truth based on the calcu-
lated IoU values. We reserve a portion of 15% of the test images set — that contain no annotations
— for use as validation samples.

4.3.4 Evaluation methodology

The performance metric used for evaluating the trained models is the Mean Average Precision
(mAP), as considered in the Pascal VOC 2012 competition [69]. The mAP value is calculated by
taking the mean value of the average precision for each of the prediction classes. Based on the
predicted classes’ IoU value in comparison to the ground truth, a prediction is considered a match
if the object label is equivalent and IoU > 0.5. To avoid double-counting, ground-truth objects
used in a match are discarded afterwards. Boxes with IoU smaller than 0.5 are regarded as false
positives. From these assessments, we are able to generate the precision-recall curve. Then, the
average precision is calculated by taking the area under this resulting curve.
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5 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This chapter presents results for the validation of all three proposals. First, our pedestrian
detection algorithm is validated on both the PSU and INRIA datasets, showing substantial im-
provements over previous benchmarks. We evaluate the results comparing performance of the
SVM model and the XGBoost, showing which is more adequate for the task at hand.

Next, we show the resulting accuracy and loss results of the TSR-CNN-6 algorithm proposed
for traffic sign recognition on the GTSRB dataset. We compare the iterations made, demonstrating
which optimization techniques generated higher performance gains. By comparing the resulting
metrics to the base model, we analyse improvements achieved and discuss possible error reduction
approaches.

Concluding the chapter, we gauge the performance of the proposed early sensor fusion tech-
nique for YOLO-based frameworks. By comparing our YOLO-RF to YOLO-Camera, YOLO-
LiDAR and YOLO-DF approaches, we validate the precision advancements reached in this work.
We also compare error type occurrences of each approach to give a wider perspective on each
one’s limitations and possibilities of further improvement.

5.1 PEDESTRIAN DETECTION USING HOG SVM AND XGBOOST

We now present the results for testing both pedestrian detection classification techniques over
the PSU dataset and cross validation over the INRIA dataset. The metrics obtained are com-
pared to the state-of-the-art benchmarks presented in [32]. The achieved performance metrics are
summarized in Tables 5.1 for the PSU dataset and 5.2 for the INRIA dataset.

Table 5.1: Metrics achieved by the proposed frameworks applied to the PSU dataset

Accuracy Precision Recall F1-Score
SVM with linear kernel 82% 64% 74% 78%
XGBoost 76% 53% 68% 69%

Table 5.2: Metrics achieved by the proposed frameworks applied to the INRIA dataset

Accuracy Precision Recall F1-Score
SVM with linear kernel 86% 92% 87% 89%
XGBoost 82% 94% 80% 86%

For the proposed SVM model using a linear kernel we reach an accuracy of 82% on the test
images of the PSU dataset. This model produced error rates of 36% false positives and 0% false
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negatives. As for the XGBoost model, the resulting figures are an accuracy of 76.5%, with error
rates of 47% false positive and 0% false-negative results. Theses statistics are presented in Figure
5.1 along with the benchmarks. The confusion matrices presenting the error rates are in Figure
5.2.
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Figure 5.1: Resulting accuracy of the proposed frameworks in comparison to the benchmark of the PSU dataset.
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Figure 5.2: Confusion matrices from the experiment with the PSU dataset.

Additionally, we cross validate the implemented classification models over the INRIA dataset
images. The linear SVM resulted in 86.3% accuracy rate, with error rates of 7.5% false positives
and 23.2% false negatives. In turn, the XGBoost approach reached 81.6% accuracy, with error
rates of 5.9% false positives and 37.8 % false negatives results. The benchmark comparison for
both models applied to the INRIA dataset are shown in Figure 5.3, while the confusion matrices
are in Figure 5.4.
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Figure 5.3: Resulting accuracy of the proposed frameworks in comparison to the benchmark of the INRIA dataset.
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Figure 5.4: Confusion matrices from the experiment with the INRIA dataset.

The PSU dataset includes scenarios with partial occlusion and visual obstruction of pedestri-
ans in the samples. That way, we deem it a more challenging scenario, which is corroborated by
the lower accuracy results. However, we surpass the benchmarks of [32] by 28% on this dataset
using Linear Kernel SVM. The XGBoost algorithm reaches a 22% improvement.

For the INRIA dataset, we observe higher accuracy as pedestrians are clearer in the scenes.
The reached accuracy rates of the Kernel SVM model is of 86%, adding a 31% enhancement
over the benchmark established. The XGBoost classifier also improved over the benchmark for a
figure of 27%.

Regarding the error rates, it is important not just to consider the amount of errors, but their
types as well. Because decisions based on different detection results can lead to erratic maneuvers
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in AVs, non-detection of a pedestrian when one is present can lead to unforeseen accidents. This
situation corresponds to false negative results. As seen in Figures 5.2 and 5.4, we reach higher
false negatives over the PSU dataset for both approaches, with XGBoost showing worse perfor-
mance. Over the INRIA dataset, the false positive occurrences are more common. However, this
error type may lead to unnecessary maneuvers on the AV, most likely not harming anyone and
causing some discomfort.

The analysis of the presented metrics validate our improvements over existing benchmarks.
The Kernel SVM algorithm is shown to perform better on the pedestrian detection task than the
XGBoost approach. We assume this is because since human subjects are better classified in
the hyperplane domain than in decision trees. We also provide valuable intuition regarding the
datasets and the scenarios they represent. For instance, the occluded and obstructed pedestrian
scenarios on the PSU dataset show a greater number of false negatives, which must be diminished
to reach acceptable performance. The INRIA dataset has lead to higher false positives, maybe due
to the more diversity in background scenarios of the samples. In both cases, adding redundancy
in decision or performing sensor fusion may deem advantageous to improve pedestrian detection.

5.2 OPTIMIZATION OF CNN-BASED ALGORITHM FOR TRAFFIC SIGN RECOG-
NITION

In this section, we present the results of traffic sign detection tasks over the GTSRB dataset
using the different implementations of the TSR-CNN algorithm. All the TSR-CNN networks
are trained using Keras. We also use OpenCV 4.1.2 and TensorFlow 2.0 to carry out all the
computational vision operations on Google Colab. The results are presented in Figure 5.5 for the
base model and all remaining iterations.

The results from the improvements applied in comparison to the baseline TSR-CNN model
show which techniques rendered the best results in the present task. The accuracy values reached
are presented in Figure 5.5. Starting at the base reference of 98.03% accuracy on the TSR-
CNN model, we reach an improvement of 1.73%, totaling an accuracy of 99.76% on the best-
performing TSR-CNN-6. In terms of loss curves, we reach a 0.27% loss rate at TSR-CNN base
model and improve it to 0.01% at TSR-CNN-6.

From the results, we can make some conclusions on the techniques considered to improve per-
formance. The first remark is that fixed dropout rates are deemed inappropriate in the present ap-
plication. The implementation of this technique in TSR-CNN-2 is the only instance that reached
lower accuracy than the base model. We suspect that the fixed fixed dropout diminishes or hin-
ders regularization effects on deeper layers by not removing enough nodes to keep a reduced
complexity. On the other hand, the increasing dropout rates resulted in improved performance
in both implementations, TSR-CNN-3 and TSR-CNN-6. The TSR-CNN-5 implementation, that
also use fixed dropout, shows a worse performance than TSR-CNN-6 with a variable dropout.

48



96%

99.76%

GTSRB Dataset Results

97% 98% 99%

TSR-CNN

Accuracy

99.64%

99.48%

97.59%

98.03%

98.57%TSR-CNN-1

TSR-CNN-2

TSR-CNN-3

TSR-CNN-4

TSR-CNN-5

TSR-CNN-6

98.59%

Figure 5.5: Resulting detection accuracy of CNN architectures under test with the GTSRB dataset.

The next conclusion is that using regularizers generate a performance improvement compara-
ble to that of variable dropout rates, as seen comparing TSR-CNN-1 to TSR-CNN-3. We assume
the effect introduced by regularizers is equivalent to that of dropout. However, the highest perfor-
mance gains are experienced by batch-normalized implementations. As observed, TSR-CNN-4
shows better accuracy than TSR-CNN-1 through TSR-CNN-3, which implement regularization
and dropout, respectively. Even TSR-CNN-5 shows enhanced performance using a fixed dropout
rate, previously determined inappropriate. The most accurate version is TSR-CNN-6, achieving
a total 99.76% accuracy and 0.01% loss. This instance applies batch normalization and increas-
ing dropout rates, surpassing benchmarks presented in the literature review whilst using fewer
resources.

Figure 5.6: Examples of wrong traffic sign predictions and the true corresponding signs.

To give a better picture of possible improvements on the proposed models, we analyse the
wrong predictions resulting in TSR-CNN-6. As exemplified in Figure 5.6, some signs were
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misclassified in favor of similar-looking ones. We hypothesize that some common aspects are
observed in these errors, such as similar forms, visual features and indifference to color infor-
mation. Then, we conclude that these errors probably arise from the image preprocessing stage
performed over the samples. In this step, we convert images to gray-scale and reduce their size.
Thus, we lose both color and resolution features in order to curtail the computational power re-
quired to train the CNN. By using more advanced resources, such as dedicated GPUs, we believe
the proposed algorithm may reach even higher improvements.

5.3 DATA FUSION FOR YOLO-BASED FRAMEWORK

We presently validate the proposed sensor fusion framework over color camera and LiDAR
data present in a scene from the KITTI dataset. A total of 1048 samples are used for validation,
containing 4095 vehicles to be detected. The mAP of all four implemented models are presented
in Figure 5.7.
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Figure 5.7: Resulting mAP values of the networks tested on the KITTI dataset.

From the results, we can see that the proposed early sensor fusion YOLO-RF has the highest
mAP. Regarding the other models, we observe the lowest accuracy is observed in YOLO-LiDAR.
We believe that this is due to the more sparse data of 3D point clouds in this sensor, which can
lead to fewer significant features for YOLO to detect. Next, YOLO-Camera shows a lower mAP
than that of either sensor fusion results. This leads to conclude that the addition of depth and
reflectance information are a net positive over the detection algorithm proposed.

The sensor fusion approaches — YOLO-RF and YOLO-DF — represent data-level fusion
and feature-level fusion respectively. The former approach reached a higher mAP of 76%, in
comparison to 73.72% of the latter. Thus, we conclude that raw data fusion is shown to be better
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in performance for camera-LiDAR sensor fusion vehicle detection. Besides that, we also cogitate
that data-level fusion brings additional advantages over feature-level fusion. For instance, by
combining data early on, we pass the inputs in just one instance of YOLO, in comparison to two
networks in YOLO-DF. Also, the method of combining the features are more complex since the
context and significance of resulting bounding boxes must be considered to successfully extract
augmented information from them.

The model YOLO-RF, based on the proposed framework has an mAP of 78%, a 10% im-
provement from Base YOLO, and a 20% improvement from YOLO-LiDAR. Next, we present
the error rates of the models, summarized in Table 5.4.

Table 5.3: Comparison of true positives, false positives and false negatives of YOLO-based models

Table 5.4: Results of YOLO-based models showing the occurrences of errors

True positives False negatives False positives
YOLO-Camera 2995 1100 754
YOLO-LiDAR 2531 1564 551

YOLO-DF 3230 865 1246
YOLO-RF 3323 772 691

From the error rates, we can observe that the sensor fusion approaches have approximate true
positive results. However, the false negative and false positives, specially, are considerably higher
in YOLO-DF. We can hypothesize that this behavior is due to the concatenation of bounding
boxes in this model. This can result in IoU values surpassing the minimum match threshold by
summing contributions of the two YOLO networks, incurring undue detection.

Regarding individual sensor approaches, YOLO-RF outperformed them in most metrics. In
turn, YOLO-LiDAR shows a lower false positive rate. In any case, we believe that this is due
to the low density of LiDAR data, which can lead to less detection matches overall. This is
also corroborated due to the high number of false negatives in YOLO-LiDAR, showing that this
method is dropping vehicle detection across the board. Based on these conclusions, we state that
YOLO-RF presents the best performance overall.

For comparison reasons, we consider other models trained with the KITTI dataset, such as
UNN [70] and WM-YOLO [22]. These models are trained with higher computational resources.
For instance, WM-YOLO was trained for 45000 epochs in comparison to our 40 epochs. Thus,
we believe that, due to the large resource disparities, it is not interesting to directly compare our
results to those cited. Thus, our contribution is significant in the scale utilized, that is, requiring
less processing resources and fewer epochs for training. We also note that our approach may
adapt faster to models combined with reinforcement learning, as it takes less epochs for training.
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6 CONCLUSION

During this work, we proposed a number of improvements for Autonomous Vehicles in or-
der to increase road safety for drivers and pedestrians alike. First, we introduce an improved
classification approach that increased accuracy in pedestrian detection in occluded or obstructed
scenarios based on HOG and Kernel SVM. We also implement a model based on HOG and XG-
Boost, comparing it to the other classifier. The Linear Kernel SVM method utilized outperformed
the original benchmarked results for the datasets used in up to 31%.

Next, in order to increase traffic sign detection accuracy, we propose an approach using Con-
volution Neural Networks. Our method is able to reach 99.76% accuracy rate, outperforming the
base model in the dataset considered. Additionally, the optimization techniques employed in each
iteration are evaluated, showing which ones lead to better performance gains. We also explore
forms of reducing the occurrences of detection errors, which can further improve the applicability
of our method in real scenarios.

Following, we present a data-level sensor fusion framework to enable combining raw camera
and LiDAR data, named YOLO-RF. Our approach is able to combine the strength of the indi-
vidual YOLO-Camera algorithm — with higher recall rate — with the individual sensor YOLO-
LiDAR algorithm — which has better precision. Thus, it outperforms both approaches individ-
ually, with improved results when considering occurrences of true positives, false positives, and
false negatives. The proposed YOLO-RF achieves a 10% increase in mAP in comparison to to
the YOLO-Camera algorithm and approximately a 20% improvement in mAP in comparison to
YOLO-LiDAR. We also compare it to a delayed fusion at feature-level model named YOLO-DF,
verifying that early fusion achieves a marginally improved result.

Road safety in an ongoing concern, with much space for improvement in all approaches pro-
posed. The combination of techniques integrates and better exploits each one’s strengths. At the
same time, they are able to compensate for inherent imprecision among each other. They can
also serve as redundancy, guaranteeing that the best decision is taken by the vehicle’s automated
system.

6.1 FUTURE WORKS

Regarding the pedestrian detection approach, it is of interest to reduce the occurrences of false
negatives, thus guaranteeing that no failure in pedestrian recognition occurs in challenging sce-
narios. Furthermore, by employing a possible multi-camera approach, fusing data from different
image views, greater detection performance is achievable in occluded and obstructed scenarios.

In the area of traffic sign recognition, a possible future work is to cross validate the achieved

52



results with datasets from different countries. On top of that, it is important to propose a solution
to the misrecognition of similar signs. We can suggest using an additional or improved image
processing algorithm applying segmentation approaches to tell similar signs apart to improve this
scenario.

Finally, the use of YOLO-RF may be further improved by extending the number of training
epochs. Thus, by training the model with more computational resources, it is possible to achieve
an a higher advantage or surpass the other models considered. Optimization of data preprocessing
and fine tuning training parameters also seem fruitful. In terms of applications, the proposed
YOLO-RF model has a wide potential. It can be applied to improve both other detection tasks
considered in this work, since it is able to access color information for traffic sign recognition and
add depth information for pedestrian detection.
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I. SDR EXPERIMENTS

In this appendix, we present the results from test and simulation scenarios for Software Define
Radio (SDR) experiments. We perform a characterization test run in a parking lot using a HackRF
One device and apprehend useful data for achieving desired range requirements using an external
amplifier. We also check the need for equalization in real-life scenarios using uncoded Binary
Phase-Shift Keying (BPSK).

I.1 HACKRF ONE

The HackRF One is an SDR peripheral developed by Great Scott Gadgets [71], capable of
RF transmission or reception in frequencies from 1 MHz to 6 GHz. The device — shown in
Figure I.1 — is an open source hardware platform aimed towards development and testing of
radio applications. It comprises a half-duplex transceiver, hence it is only capable of transmitting
(TX) or receiving (RX) RF signals during operation. Much of the hardware architecture is share
between TX and RX chain. We then explore the hardware architecture of the HackRF One in the
next paragraphs based on the information provided by the manufacturer in [72].

Figure I.1: HackRF One device used.

To better understand this device and its capabilities, we illustrate its functional block diagram
in Figure I.2, according to the available specification and project files.

Starting from 1, the device has a SubMiniature version A (SMA) connector with 50 Ω impedance
for using an external antenna using a coaxial cable. The antenna port power is software controlled
and is rated to a maximum of 50 mA operating at 3.3 V. The antenna employed in this work is a
MR77S Antenna, with a specified operation frequency ranging from 144 MHz to 430 MHz, gain
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Figure I.2: HackRF One block diagram

of 3.4 dBi at 430 MHz, length of 0.5 m, input impedance of 50 Ω and coaxial cable length of 4 m.

Next, the RF Frontend in 2 the RFFC5072 [73] mixer and wideband synthesizer. This inte-
grated circuit (IC) is constituted of a reconfigurable frequency conversion device, a fractional-N
Phase Locked Loop (PLL) synthesizer, a low-noise voltage controlled oscillator (VCO) and a
mixer with high linearity. The frequency conversion range is from 30 MHz to 6000 MHz. Other
components in the RF front-end include a Low-Noise Amplifier (LNA), additional RF filters and
a input multiplexer that selects controls if the device is transmitting or receiving.

The block 3 is the device’s MAX2837 RF transceiver [74]. It comprises all the necessary
circuitry, including control interfaces, a VCO for IF conversion, a RF-to-baseband receive path,
a baseband-to-RF transmit path, and additional detection and filtering circuits. Further, in block
4 is the the MAX5864 ADC/DAC [75]. It is responsible for analog baseband processing and
includes filters, dual 8-bit ADCs and dual 10-bit DACs. The specifications relevant to this block
is the supported sample rates of 2 Msps to 20 Msps (quadrature) and the set 8-bits resolution.

The digital stage is centered around the LPC43xx Series ARM Cortex-M4 microcontroller
(MCU) and CoolRunner-II CPLD [76], both designated as 5. The MCU performs task such as
DSP, input/output operations and interfacing with the analog baseband block trough the MAX5864
ADC/DAC. It also manages the USB 2.0 interface with the host PC. The CPLD is included to
assist the MCU, as it is capable of processing digital signals from the ADC/DAC in parallel ac-
cording to its programmable logic.

The I/O in 6 include external buttons allow users to reset the device, reprogram it and update
the firmware. Additionally, external LED indicators display information on the state of power
source voltages, USB usage and TX/RX operations. Some GPIOs and a debug interface are avail-
able in the device’s circuit board, but are not accessible while using its enclosure. The HackRF
one uses an USB 2.0 communication interface that enables host PCs to communicate with the
device and reprogram it.
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Clock generation is performed by an Si5351 IC in 7, sourcing the timing signals necessary
for operation of the SDR system. The HackRF One provides a CLKOUT port using an SMA
connector. This port produces a 10 MHz, square wave, from 0 V to 3 V, clock signal intended for
high impedance loads. Alongside, a CLKIN port is available for synchronizing the device using
an external clock input. Users can then configure clock synchronization to reference the internal
oscillator or an external clock source trough the CLKIN port. An 8 Mb flash memory unit 8 is
available to store firmware from the MCU and further data. Power is sourced in 9 to the HackRF
One through an USB Micro-B connector. The incoming 5 V is regulated to 3.3 V and 1.8 V,
according to each component’s power requirements.

I.2 TEST SETUP

For characterization of the SDR equipment and the GNURadio interface [77], we set up two
nodes using the HackRF One devices. The first equipment will be positioned in a fixed point
acting as the transmitter. Simultaneously, the other device will record transmitted data in different
points of interest in a parking lot, as illustrated in Figure I.3. The points of interest are near
metallic objects of different sizes, namely a large aluminum fence and a public trash, denoted in
Figure I.3 and will be referred as Point 1 and Point 2, respectively, from now on. This allows us
to check the power and range capabilities of the HackRF One equipment and verify the effect of
multipath in the transmission due to wave reflection on the metallic objects.

The modulation scheme utilized is uncoded Differential BPSK (DBPSK) streaming a test
string continuously at the center frequency 433.07 MHz. Both antennas are identical, rated for 3.4
dBi at 430 MHz, length of 0.5 m, cable length of 4 m with SMA connector and input impedance
of 50 Ω. Both communication nodes are connected to laptop computers and no external clock
synchronization is performed.

I.3 CHARACTERIZATION STAGE

As described previously, the TX and RX nodes were positioned in a parking lot and used
to stream uncoded DBPSK signals carrying a test payload. The former node is in a stationary
position and is used as the origin for distance measurements to points of interest. The latter
node was put in two different points, with distance of approximately 70 and 18 meters from the
stationary node.

For each point, a different power setting was used. Point 1 employed the maximum power
settings available in the HackRF one, while Point 2 employed only BB and IF amplification on
typical test values, as shown in Table I.1. Next, we present the FFT plots for the raw signals
recorded in each of the points of interest in Figures I.4 and I.6, respectively. For improved signal
quality, we then apply a DC block filter, center the DBPSK lobe and equalize the signal using a
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Figure I.3: Distances to the test points from the transmitter’s reference.

CMA Equalizer, all in GNURadio. The processed signals’ FFT plots are illustrated in Figures I.5
and I.7, respectively. Along with each captured signal, we also present a waterfall plot to illustrate
the power variation over a period of time.

Table I.1: Power settings on the HackRF One for TX and RX nodes in each point of interest.

Point 1 Point 2
RF 0 dB 0 dB
IF 20 dB 20 dB
BB 20 dB 20 dB

Point 1 Point 2
RF 14 dB 0 dB
IF 47 dB 20 dB
BB - -

From the information made available by the manufacturer in [72], we obtain the absolute
maximum TX power in terms of operating frequency range, as show in Table I.2.

Frequency Range Maximum TX power
1 MHz to 10 MHz 5 dBm to 15 dBm, generally increasing as frequency increases
10 MHz to 2150 MHz 5 dBm to 15 dBm, generally decreasing as frequency increases
2150 MHz to 2750 MHz 13 dBm to 15 dBm
2750 MHz to 4000 MHz 0 dBm to 5 dBm, decreasing as frequency increases
4000 MHz to 6000 MHz -10 dBm to 0 dBm, generally decreasing as frequency increases

Table I.2: Maximum HackRF One transmission power in each specified frequency range

We operate in the 433.07 MHz ISM band for this test scenario, we have a maximum transmis-
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Figure I.4: Raw RF signal captured at Point 1.

Figure I.5: Processed results from the capture at Point 1.

sion power of 15 dBm. However, the provided TX power data states that the rated value might
decrease with increasing frequency. Anyhow, we assume the best case scenario for transmis-
sion, considering the transmit power is sufficiently close to 15 dBm at the operating frequency,
according to Table I.2.

Another factor to consider is the maximum RX power, which the manufacturer of the HackRF
One rates it at -5 dBm in [72]. This power rating is imperative to consider given that exceeding
this threshold may result in permanent damage to the equipment. The manufacturer also states that
the HackRF One can handle up to 10 dBm of power safely, as long as the frontend RX amplifier
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Figure I.6: Raw RF signal captured at Point 2.

Figure I.7: Processed results from the capture at Point 2.

is disabled. However, since this RF amplification is enabled via software, a misconfiguration in
this parameter during testing can render the device unusable. In order to maintain power withing
this safe range, the manufacturer recommends the use of external attenuators to mitigate this risk.

The antenna model used during tests have a gain rating of 3.4 dBi at a frequency of 430
MHz. As the transmission in performed at 433.07 MHz, we assume both TX and RX gains are
approximately the manufacturer’s rated value, as both antennas are of identical model.

With safety in mind, we initially calculate a relation between the external amplification gain
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GA and the RF link range R in order to maintain the maximum RX power just described. Given
the RX power PR = 5dBm, transmitting with power PT = 15dBm at frequency f = 433.07

MHz using antennas with gains GT = GR = 3.4dBi we use the Friis Equation:

PR|dB = PT |dB +GT |dBi +GR|dBi + 2 · c

4πf

∣∣∣∣
dB

+GA|dB. (I.1)

From Equation I.1, we calculate the following relation:

−5dBm = 15dBm+3.4dBi+3.4dBi+2·10·log10

(
c

4 · π · f

)
−2·10·log10(R)+GA|dB, (I.2)

GA|dB = 20 · log10(R)− 1.621dB. (I.3)

The relation expressed in I.3 describes the minimum distance between the TX node and all
RX nodes must be separated to guarantee safe operation given an external amplifier with gain
GA|dB. As the TX node is considered a stationary base station, positioning it in a location far
enough from the test track or using it on a tower may achieve the desired separation. Besides, the
use of attenuators at RX nodes or using backoff techniques at TX can also contribute to achieve a
safe operation power.

Next, we estimate the amplification necessary to achieve the arbitrary operation range of
R = 6km from the results contained in Figures I.4 to I.7. The noise floor we observe in the
tests performed with the HackRF One is approximately at −120dB. The signal detected has a
maximum power varying from −80dB — in a close range transmission with no amplification
— to −100dB in a longer range amplified transmission, both using BPSK. In this modulation
scheme, it is necessary for the signal to have a positive SNR, thus, staying above the noise floor.
We must then set a minimum threshold for signal detection above −120dB. Assuming the trans-
mission to Point 1 gives a reasonable approximation of the necessary power for correct transmis-
sion, we set the reception power to be PR = −100dBm. Again, considering transmission power
PT = 15dBm at frequency f = 433.07 MHz using antennas with gains GT = GR = 3.4dBi to
achieve a range of 6 km, the Friis Equation gives us the external amplification gain necessary GA:

− 100dBm = 15dBm+ 3.4dBi+ 3.4dBi+ 20 · log10

( c

4 · π · 433.07e6 · 6e3

)
+GA|dB, (I.4)

GA = 21.06dB. (I.5)

Considering the amplification is 21.06 dBW, this leads to an equipment of approximately 128
W of power to achieve the desired range. Considering Equation I.3, we have the minimum safe
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distance between the RF nodes equal to:

GA = 21.06dB = 20 · log10(R)− 1.621dB. (I.6)

R = 13m. (I.7)

Again, given the TX node is stationary, this separation can be introduced both as vertical —
using the base station in a tower — or horizontal distance — positioning the base station far from
the test area. This amplification rating gives us an estimation of the power necessary to detect
uncoded BPSK signals in the operational parameters described.
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