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Abstract:



To move around the environment, human beings depend on sight more than their other senses, because it provides information about the size, shape, color and position of an object. The increasing interest in building autonomous mobile systems makes the detection and recognition of objects in indoor environments a very important and challenging task. In this work, a vision system to detect objects considering usual human environments, able to work on a real mobile robot, is developed. In the proposed system, the classification method used is Support Vector Machine (SVM) and as input to this system, RGB and depth images are used. Different segmentation techniques have been applied to each kind of object. Similarly, two alternatives to extract features of the objects are explored, based on geometric shape descriptors and bag of words. The experimental results have demonstrated the usefulness of the system for the detection and location of the objects in indoor environments. Furthermore, through the comparison of two proposed methods for extracting features, it has been determined which alternative offers better performance. The final results have been obtained taking into account the proposed problem and that the environment has not been changed, that is to say, the environment has not been altered to perform the tests.
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1. Introduction


Robots need to have a set of capabilities that allows them to move and interact with a real environment. Among all of the skills needed, perception constitutes one of the cornerstones. The word “perception” refers to, among other things, sensory awareness. From the five different senses that humans have, vision is arguably the most important for safely moving and interacting with the world. Object detection is an important research topic in computer vision due to its wide range of applications. Great advances have been made in the past decade, especially since the work by [1].



Through many investigations, it can be seen that the techniques and methods to detect objects depend on the application environment. On the one hand, there are applications for industry, especially based on robotic arms that need the important accuracy to perform grasping and manipulation tasks. On the other hand, there are systems developed to work on mobile robots, which allow performing navigation tasks and environment categorization, among others, where accuracy is sometimes not the most important factor. This work is focused in this type of perception system.



Object perception is an essential component that the authors have reported to be the most limiting factor. Object recognition in real scenes is one of the most challenging problems in computer vision, as it is necessary to deal with difficulties, such as viewpoint changes, occlusions, illumination variations, background clutter or sensor noise. Because of this, there have been numerous methods for object recognition developed over the last few decades. Most of them concentrate on specific cases, like faces or pedestrians, with different techniques based on feature descriptors, shape descriptors, gradient-based, derivative-based, template matching, etc.



All recognition methods have in common that they require some form of representation of the object to be found. Almost all object recognition systems can be split into two successive phases: the offline phase, including the generation of the model, and the online phase, in which the constructed model is used to find the object in the search image. Thus, only the computation time of the online phase is critical considering the real-time requirement.



Numerous methods for object recognition applied to mobile robots have been developed over the last few decades. Some researchers [2,3] show the use of Speeded-Up Robust Features (SURF) [4] in object detection in mobile robots. Other methods based on bag of words (or bag of features) for object classification are presented in [5]. These methods produce good results for object detection due to the large number of descriptors extracted in each image. However, these approaches can lead to problems due to the computing power required and the delay generated while processing this amount of data. A vision system for a mobile robot should be light and have a processing speed that allows the robot to move and simultaneously detect and locate objects in the environment. In our work, two alternatives for feature extraction are compared (descriptors and geometric features). Through the tests, we demonstrate that the best performance is obtained using geometric features. The combination of a few features allows a proper discrimination of each object, and it makes the system fast and useful for mobile robots to perform navigation tasks.



On the other hand, some methods for object recognition are based on machine learning. Machine learning algorithms are organized into taxonomy, based on the desired outcome of the algorithm [6]. Common algorithm types include supervised learning, where the algorithm generates a function that maps inputs to desired outputs. One standard formulation of the supervised learning task is the classification problem: the learner is required to learn (to approximate the behavior of) a function, which maps a vector into one of several classes by looking at several input-output examples of the function. Support Vector Machine (SVM) is a useful technique for data classification [7]. A classification task usually involves separating data into training and testing sets. Each instance in the training set contains one “target value” (the class label) and several attributes (the features or observed variables). The goal of an SVM is to produce a model (based on the training data) that predicts the target values of the test data given only the test data attributes. Some researchers [8] use SVM as a classification algorithm combined with others. They present a system that use convolutional neural networks. In the same way, the work in [9] propose a framework that can detect objects and estimate their poses simultaneously by matching one of the 3D models in a database.



Among the most important stages of an object detection system is the image segmentation [10]. There are many image segmentation techniques, some of them are based on color [11,12]. In [11], a method is proposed that uses depth segmentation techniques and processes the color and depth images provided by the Kinect sensor. In the process, a color segmentation to detect only red chairs is performed, creating an initial mask allowing objects of the same color to be extracted. One disadvantage of this type of method is that the segmentation based on color is susceptible to changes in illumination. In our work, a combination of different segmentation techniques that do not involve color information is implemented; in this way, problems related to changes in lighting are eliminated, making our algorithm more general to detect different objects, irrespective of color. Other approaches use 3D information for point cloud segmentation, as the work of [13]. They present an approach to localize planar furniture parts in 3D range camera data. The segmentation method uses shape information to detect chairs with elliptical shapes. This approach is designed for specific objects (elliptical chairs), so generalizing the algorithm to other objects can be difficult. In our work, we propose to use the geometric information without focusing on a particular shape, but combining features that distinguish one object from another in a better way.



Otherwise, there are region growing techniques, such as watershed [14]. There are many research works in the literature that evaluate and compare the performance of watershed segmentation, for example the work of [15] for binary images with different distance transforms. Likewise, a method based on the watershed transformation combined with a fast algorithm based on the topological gradient is presented in [16]. In order to avoid an oversegmentation, they propose to adapt the topological gradient method obtaining good results for image segmentation.



Finally, we propose an object detection system integrated into a real mobile robot able to detect objects present in usual human environments. In our case, the system must detect and locate common objects in indoor environments. These environments have not been altered to perform the tests, i.e., lighting conditions, objects positions, among others, have not been controlled. It is important to mention that the detected objects generate events that will be used by a topological navigation system, where the only information needed is that which ensures that the event is detected.



Segmentation techniques based on contours’ extraction and the watershed algorithm to segment the selected objects have been implemented. The implemented feature extraction techniques are based on geometric information. Furthermore, the proposed detection system is based on SVM as the classification algorithm. Through the combination of all of these methods and techniques, a vision system has been developed that ensures a proper processing speed. This is a key factor to guarantee that the robot moves and simultaneously detects and locates objects in indoor environments.




2. Proposed System


In this work, a vision system to detect objects considering usual human environments, which means indoor environments without any modifications, and able to work on real mobile robot is developed. In this section, a general explanation of the structure of the system and its component parts is presented.



2.1. General Approach of the Proposed System


The proposed system is integrated into a real mobile robot, and a camera with specific characteristics as a sensor to capture images is used. The idea is to capture real-time images of indoor environments, process them, extract the features of the objects in the scene, then use a classifier to detect the object to finally locate them in the original scene. In Figure 1, the general approach of the system is shown.


Figure 1. General approach of the proposed system.
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The proposed detection system is based on Support Vector Machines (SVMs) as the classification algorithm to detect objects in indoor environments. As input to this system, RGB and depth images are used. The implemented process is depicted in Figure 2, which is divided into three main stages: an offline stage to train the classifier and two online stages, one for the preprocessing of the retrieved images and the other where the object classification process is performed.


Figure 2. General outline of the proposed system.
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The first stage covers the whole process since the creation of the dataset of images, initial preprocessing, segmentation, to feature extraction and, finally, the training process. In the second stage (online), obtaining the real-time image, preprocessing, segmentation and feature extraction are included. Finally, in the classification stage, filtering of the results from the classifier and the location of objects in the image are performed.




2.2. Detailed Description of the Proposed System


In Figure 3, the detail of each stage of the system and its corresponding interaction are shown.


Figure 3. Detailed diagram of the proposed system.
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The process begins with the preparation of images to train. To do this, several images of selected objects to detect are taken with the chosen camera. Next, each image is preprocessed in order to obtain a thresholded image, which is the input to the next step, segmentation. Image preprocessing techniques and morphological transformations are used to get an image without noise, with better contrast and highlighted regions of interest. Then, the thresholded image is used to perform the segmentation process.



As is explained in the next section, for each selected object to be detected, different segmentation techniques are applied to each image. The next step is to find the features of the object. In this work, two alternatives to extract features of the objects are explored: geometric shape descriptors and bag of words are implemented. To complete this first stage, training matrices are created to train the classifier. In this step, the parameters of SVMs are defined.



In the second stage, the retrieved image preprocessing is performed. This process is conducted entirely online, and real-time images in different formats, color RGB and depth images are taken. It is necessary to make an adjustment process for depth images to remove noise and invalid pixels. Then, both depth and RGB images are sent to the preprocessing step, which is similar to the preprocessing of the training stage. Subsequently, the segmentation is applied to both images, and features from each isolated object are extracted. The final goal of using different types of segmentation and feature extraction methods is to evaluate functionality and to compare the results.



The final stage consists of predicting the objects in the real-time images. For this, test matrices are created with features extracted, and SVMs use this along with training information to classify the object. Next, filters are applied to make a decision according to the results of the SVMs. Finally, a process to locate the detected object in the scene is performed. The center of mass of the object is calculated, and depth information is used to determine the distance and angle from the center of the camera. This information is encapsulated and prepared to be sent to other systems with the objective to contribute with navigation tasks and high level tasks concerning places’ categorization and semantic navigation.





3. Image Preprocessing: Training Stage


Building an object detection system requires a process called training, which can be described as a machine learning about the object that will be detected in images. The training consists of finding the rules that best classify the object and combining them to form each stage of the detector. This stage performs the tasks needed to train the selected classifier. The main goal during this stage is to obtain a database containing the model of the objects to be detected, which will be used to train the selected classifier.



3.1. Images Dataset


One of the aims of this work is to develop an object detection system able to work in usual human environments. In the same way, this work is intends to be useful for semantic navigation systems that allow the robot to relate what it perceives to the place in which it is located. This way, an environment model is managed based on the objects and the concepts that they represent [17]. Thus, object recognition is another base on which a semantic navigation system may rely [18].



Taking into account the above, to create the training data, as a first step, a dataset of objects present in usual human environments has been created. The dataset contains RGB and depth images acquired by an ASUS Xtion pro Live sensor (Artcreation 3d Technology Limited, Hong Kong, China), which was mounted on a mobile platform at a height of 40 cm. The selected environment is a laboratory of the Carlos III University of Madrid, and data have been collected from three common objects present in laboratories: chairs, closets and screens, including TV screens and computer screens. Each type of object represents a class. Thereby, the system initially consists of three classes, Class 1 for closets, Class 2 for chairs and Class 3 for screens. Figure 4 shows an example of the dataset of images for the chair object.


Figure 4. Dataset of Class 2: chairs.
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3.2. Initial Preprocessing


This step consists of preparing each image of the dataset to the segmentation process. For this, the following techniques have been applied:

	
Equalization: to improve the contrast in an image, in order to stretch out the intensity range.



	
Morphological operations: erosion and dilation to remove small objects from each image while preserving the shape and size of larger objects in the image.



	
Gaussian filter: to “blur” images and remove details and noise. A Gaussian blur effect is typically generated by convolving an image with a Gaussian function.



	
Thresholding: to separate out the regions of the image corresponding to initial interest points, from the regions of the image that correspond to the background.








Finally, a binary image as input to the next step is obtained. In Figure 5, the process to prepare the closet object is shown. The first image corresponds to the initial grayscale image Figure 5a. Then, equalization, erosion and dilation are applied to remove small objects in the scene. The Gaussian filter is applied in order to reduce image noise and details using a 3 × 3 kernel value. Finally, in the last picture, the isolated closet can be seen by converting the grayscale image into a binary image.


Figure 5. Initial preprocessing of the closet. (a) Initial grayscale image; (b) equalization; (c) erosion; (d) dilation; (e) Gaussian filter; (f) binary image.
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This process is applied to all of the images of the dataset. Different kernel and threshold values are used in order to obtain an initial discrimination of the objects present in the scene.




3.3. Object Segmentation


There is not a single segmentation method that can be considered good for different images; every method is not equally good for a particular type of image [19]. Algorithm development for one class of images may not always be applied to other class of images. Hence, there are many challenging issues, like the development of a unified approach for image segmentation that can be applied to all types of images; even the selection of an appropriate technique for a specific type of image is a difficult problem. Thus, in spite of several decades of research, there is no universally-accepted method for image segmentation, and therefore, it remains a challenging problem in image processing and computer vision [20]. For these reasons, in this step, different segmentation methods have been applied to each kind of object in order to isolate as much as possible the object in the image.



3.3.1. Chair Object Segmentation


The image format used to process the chairs is the depth image. Hence, the first segmentation process is based on contours’ extraction. OpenCV offers a function called findContours, which retrieves contours from the binary image using the algorithm proposed by [21]. This function uses as input the following parameters: input image, output vector contours, hierarchy vector, contour retrieval mode and contour approximation method.



One of their outputs is the hierarchy, a vector that contains information about the image topology. It has as many elements as the number of contours. For each i-th contour [image: there is no content], the elements [image: there is no content], [image: there is no content], [image: there is no content] and [image: there is no content] are set to zero-based indices in contours of the next and previous contours at the same hierarchical level, the first child contour and the parent contour, respectively. If for the contour i, there are no next, previous, parent or nested contours, the corresponding elements of [image: there is no content] will be negative [22]. In summary, the main idea in this first segmentation is to find only the external contour that according to the hierarchy contour concept meets the following conditions:

	
the contour has a child. ([image: there is no content])



	
the contour has no parent. ([image: there is no content])








This proposed segmentation process applied to two different chairs can be seen in Figure 6. First, contours’ extraction is performed, using as input the thresholded image obtained in the previous step. Then, the concept of hierarchy is applied, finding contours with a child and contours without a parent.


Figure 6. Segmentation of chairs. (a) Chair 1: extraction of all contours; (b) chair 1: external contour; (c) chair 2: extraction of all contours; (d) chair 2: external contour.
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3.3.2. Closet Object Segmentation


Among the most important physical features that define the closets, the size (large) and the presence of door handles have been considered for developing the segmentation method. The method is also based on contour extraction, but by following these steps:

	
Find out the biggest contour by comparing the area of each contour in the image, in order to eliminate small objects that are not of interest to this process.



	
Create a mask with the biggest contour to crop image. A mask is a filter. The concept of masking is also known as spatial filtering. By applying a mask on an image, the pixels of the input image whose corresponding pixels in the mask are true are copied into a new image. The rest of the pixels in the new image are set to zero.



	
Find the contour of the door handle. Applying the hierarchy contour concept, the presence of a child contour in the biggest contour is considered a door handle.








In Figure 7, the result of the segmentation method is shown.


Figure 7. Closet segmentation: second algorithm. (a) The biggest contour of the image; (b) result of applying the binary mask in the input image; (c) thresholding operation; (d) extraction of all contours; (e) extraction of the external contour; (f) extraction of the possible door handles.
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3.3.3. Screen Object Segmentation


Following the idea of trying different methods of segmentation, to segment the screen object, another technique has been applied. In this case, a segmentation algorithm based on the selection of regions of interest (ROI) has been created. A region of interest is a region of the image where one is interested, and the processing is done on that region. A small portion of the image is taken, and the processing is done in that part instead of processing the whole image [23]. In Figure 8, the diagram of the process developed is shown.


Figure 8. Diagram of the process for ROI segmentation.
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The process begins by getting an image from the camera or from a file. Then, the region of interest is selected by drawing a rectangle with the mouse enclosing the desired area. With this bounding box, a mask is created, isolating a sub-section of the current image. From this, a new image with the specific region is created and finally stored. This method allows one to work with certain regions of images, improving accuracy in the segmentation process. In Figure 9, the results of applying this method to segment a screen object are shown.


Figure 9. ROI segmentation process applied to a screen object. (a) Original image; (b) interest region; (c) mask.
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3.4. Feature Extraction


This step is one of the most important of all of the process, because the features that define an object are determined, in addition to establishing what differentiates one object from another. Each object has physical features that define it. For the closet object, one of the most important features that distinguish it from other object with the same size is the presence of door handles. In the case of a chair, the legs are important to define it. Screens are very difficult to discriminate, because their shape is very common in other objects in indoor environments. In this work, two alternatives for extracting features are presented: one, through shape features, and another, through image descriptors.



3.4.1. Shape Features


In this approach, the idea is to find features invariant to rotation, translation and size. According to the selected objects, different geometric features have been chosen. The combination of these features allows one to discriminate shapes and must be able to define and differentiate each object. In Figure 10, a diagram with the selected features for closets, chairs and screens is shown. In the case of the closet object, solidity, extent and circularity are relative to the shape of the object. Additionally, to ensure a better differentiation of the object, a fourth feature, called handle ratio, has been created. Handle ratio is a feature that represents a value defined between [image: there is no content] and [image: there is no content] when the door handle appears in the image. If the door handle can not be detected, the ratio assigned is between [image: there is no content] and [image: there is no content].


Figure 10. Features extracted for the selected object.
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For the chair object, major efforts have been made to reach a better segmentation; therefore, only one feature (circularity) is needed to define this object. Regarding the screen object, three features, circularity, extent and aspect ratio, have been chosen. One of the most important features of screens is the aspect ratio. With each set of features, a training matrix is created. Each row corresponds to one image. Each element in that row corresponds to one feature of the class. Additionally, a label vector with the number of the corresponding class is created.




3.4.2. Bag of Words


The idea is treating image features as words. The SURF extractor and descriptor is used. For this process, OpenCV has some very useful libraries that have been used. The steps followed to build a Bag of Words (BoW) with SURF features are:

	
Obtaining the set of bags of features.

	
Extract the SURF feature points of all of the images in the set.



	
Obtain the SURF descriptor for each feature point that is extracted from each image.



	
Cluster the set of feature descriptors for the amount of bags defined.



	
Obtain the visual vocabulary.








	
Obtaining the BoW descriptor for the given images.

	
Extract SURF feature points of the given images.



	
Obtain SURF descriptor for each feature point.



	
Match the feature descriptors with the vocabulary created in the first step.



	
Represent images by the frequencies of visual words, extracting the histogram in the form of visual words for each image.















3.5. Training the Classifier


In this step, each training matrix is used to train the classifier. The parameters of support vector machine are defined, and training information is stored in an XML file. Table 1 shows the parameters selected for SVMs used in the proposed system. The SVM type is the type of SVM formulation. Using one class, all of the training data are from the same class, SVM builds a boundary that separates the class from the rest of the feature space. If multiple classes are working on one machine, C-Support Vector Classification (SVC) is used, because it allows imperfect separation of classes with the penalty multiplier C for outliers. The kernel type is the type of SVM kernel. In this case, a linear kernel has been chosen. It is the fastest option.



Table 1. Parameters of each SVM.







	
Parameters

	
Value






	
SVM type

	
One class




	
Kernel type

	
Linear




	
Nu

	
0.5




	
Gamma

	
0.50625




	
C

	
312.5




	
No. of iterations

	
100




	
Tolerance error

	
0.000001










Gamma is the parameter γ of a kernel function; nu is the parameter ν of an SVM optimization problem. Termination criteria of the iterative SVM training procedure, which solves a partial case of the constrained quadratic optimization problem, can be tolerance and/or the maximum number of iterations. In this case, both are specified. These parameters are stored in an object of the class CvSVMParams. Finally, all of this information is used by the SVMs to train the classifier and, later, to perform the object prediction.





4. Image Preprocessing: Retrieval Stage


4.1. Depth Image Adjustment


Initially, through the subscription to Robot Operating System (ROS) topics camera/depth/image and camera/rgb/image_color, real-time depth and RGB images are obtained. Topic camera/depth/image contains a 2D depth matrix containing point distances in meters encoded as a 32-bit float. In this case, the sensor used is an ASUS Xtion pro Live that operates within a range of distances from [image: there is no content] m to [image: there is no content] m. Converting depth values to the range of an uchar (eight bits) is necessary. Depth images of ASUS Xtion pro Live suffer from the problem of poor accuracy caused by invalid pixels, noise and unmatched edges [24]. The non-finite value (NaN) denotes an invalid depth. For this reason, several techniques have been applied to improve the quality of the image:

	
Convert the ROS depth image into a OpenCV image: this is possible with the following instructions:


[image: there is no content]










[image: there is no content]











	
Convert depth values to the grayscale range (values between zero and 255).



	
Remove invalid pixels (NaN): the [image: there is no content] function from OpenCV is used. The function reconstructs a selected image area from the pixel near the area boundary.








It is important to mention that all images are resized to [image: there is no content] to improve the execution time of the algorithm. In Figure 11, an example of depth image adjustment is shown.


Figure 11. Example of depth image adjustment of the chair object. (a) Original depth image; (b) enhanced depth image.
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Figure 11a shows the original depth image of a chair object obtained from the sensor. The black regions represent the invalid pixels, that is the sensor is not able to process these distances in the image. Then, after applying the proposed method, an enhanced image (Figure 11b) without invalid pixels and with a better definition, needed to continue to the next step, can be seen.




4.2. Initial Preprocessing


Both the RGB image and depth image must go through an initial preprocessing to remove details and noise, highlighting regions of interest, in order to prepare the images for the segmentation process. The method used is the same described in the training phase. The initial preprocessing applied to depth image in real-time can be seen in Figure 12.


Figure 12. Initial preprocessing of the depth image in real-time. (a) The initial image; (b) equalization; (c) erosion; (d) dilation; (e) Gaussian filter; (f) threshold operation.
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The same process is applied to the RGB images, as can be observed in Figure 13 for a chair object and in Figure 14 for a closet object.


Figure 13. Initial preprocessing of the RGB image in real-time (chair object). (a) The initial image; (b) equalization; (c) erosion; (d) dilation; (e) Gaussian filter; (f) threshold operation.
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Figure 14. Initial preprocessing of the RGB image in real-time (closet object). (a) The initial image; (b) equalization; (c) erosion; (d) dilation; (e) Gaussian filter; (f) threshold operation.
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This process is applied to each captured image by the camera (depth and RGB format). Different kernel and threshold values are used depending on the image type, in order to get the first discrimination of the objects in the scene.




4.3. Objects Segmentation


Segmentation is applied to both the depth image and the RGB image as follows:

	
For depth images, the segmentation method for the chair object based on contour extraction is performed. Basically, it is based on the contour extraction method described in the training stage. In Figure 15, the segmentation method applied to the preprocessed depth image is shown. As already mentioned, this method is based on the concept of hierarchy, and in the case that the sensor is capturing a chair in the image, the application of the method should result in a possible contour of a chair.


Figure 15. Segmentation of the depth image in real time. (a) Preprocessed depth image; (b) extraction of all contours; (c) external contour of a chair.
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For RGB images, two segmentation processes are performed. The objects to detect, using this type of image, are closets and screens, because more details are needed. First, the same techniques applied to training images are used for real-time RGB image, in the case that the object is a closet. In Figure 16, the first RGB segmentation is shown.


Figure 16. First real-time RGB image segmentation. (a) Original image; (b) result of applying the binary mask in the input image; (c) extraction of the possible door handles.
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A second segmentation process in order to isolate screen objects in the image is performed. In the training stage, an algorithm based on the selection of regions of interest (ROI) has been applied. For real-time images, this is not possible, so a technique based on region growing, called watershed [25], is implemented. First, the RGB image is converted to grayscale. Then, a threshold operation is applied to obtain a binary image. With this image, morphological opening is applied to remove noise. The next step is to get the distance transformation and to normalize the transformed image in order to display it. A re-normalization to zero to 255 for further calculations is performed. Subsequently, the contours of markers are calculated, and watershed with the markers as seeds for each segment is applied. Finally, a color tab for coloring the segments is created, and different colors for each segment are assigned.








With the segments created, the next step is to find regions away from the floor. For this, the idea is to get all of the horizontal lines present in the image and to select the line that meets certain conditions that allow the filtering of regions that may possibly be screens on a table. For this, Hough transform is used. Therefore, knowing the range of angles in which the lines are present in the image, a conditional statement to filter out the lines detected in the desired angle range is implemented. Thereby, vertical lines are removed, and the best horizontal line is selected. Thus, regions near the selected line are chosen. Finally, contours are extracted from the selected region. Figure 17 shows the application of the watershed algorithm and the Hough transform in real-time images.


Figure 17. Screens segmentation algorithm. (a) Original image; (b) application of the watershed algorithm; (c) application of the Hough transform; (d) contours extracted from the regions.
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4.4. Feature Extraction


After the segmentation process, features from each type of image are extracted, considering the important physical features of the selected objects to detect. In the training stage, two alternatives for extracting features, one through shape features and another through image descriptors, have been mentioned. As for the first alternative shape features, the same features are extracted for both depth and RGB segmented images. On the other hand, using image descriptors, the SURF extractor and descriptor are used, and a bag of words with SURF features is created. In Figure 18, the colored circles represent the descriptors extracted with the bag of words method. When a chair is captured in the scene, more descriptors are generated, which does not occur when there is a closet in the image.


Figure 18. Descriptors extracted in real-time images. (a) Chair descriptors; (b) closet descriptors.
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After the segmentation process, test matrices are created, and all calculated features are stored in them. This completes the second stage, and the created matrices become the input to the classification stage, the last in the proposed system.





5. Classification Stage


5.1. Object Prediction


The classification method used is support vector machine, which is primarily a classifier method that performs classification tasks by constructing hyperplanes in a multidimensional space that separates cases of different class labels. In this approach, a set of binary classifiers is trained to be able to separate each class from all others. Then, each data object is classified to the class for which the largest decision value was determined. To perform the classification process, OpenCV offers a library called SVM. This implementation is based on [26]. The method [image: there is no content] is used to classify an input sample using a trained SVM. The function used for the classification has two parameters, sample, which is the input sample for prediction, in this case each test matrix, and returnDFVal, which specifies the type of return value. With this approach, three SVMs for the prediction process, one against all [27], are used. For this, three test matrices have been created in the retrieval stage, a matrix with the features extracted from the depth image and two matrices with the features extracted from segmented RGB images (one for closets and another for screens). For each SVM, the [image: there is no content] variable returns a number from 1 to 3, where 1 represent if the detected object is a closet, 2 if the object is a chair and 3 if it is a screen. When three SVMs are used, three different results are generated after the prediction process.




5.2. Filtering Objects


This process allows one to determine which is the final result and what object has been detected. The inputs to this process are the classification results obtained in the previous step. With the results achieved simultaneously from each SVM, different combinations are generated. Table 2 shows all possible combinations of the outputs of the three SVMs.



Table 2. Possible results of the three SVMs.







	
Case

	
SVM 1

	
SVM 2

	
SVM 3

	
Filter Result






	
1

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
Closet




	
2

	
1

	
1

	
0

	
Closet




	
3

	
1

	
0

	
1

	
Closet




	
4

	
1

	
0

	
0

	
Closet




	
5

	
0

	
1

	
1

	
Chair




	
6

	
0

	
1

	
0

	
Chair




	
7

	
0

	
0

	
1

	
Screen




	
8

	
0

	
0

	
0

	
Undefined










As can be seen, for each SVM, 1 represents the presence of the object and 0 the absence of it. To obtain the final result of the detected object, a filter based on conditional statements is applied. There are simple combinations, such as Cases 4, 6 and 7, where the result is direct and corresponds to the outcome of the classifier. Case 8 is an invalid result, that is, any object has been detected in the image. In Cases 1, 2 and 3, the applied rule is based on accuracy values obtained in the preliminary experiments to test the detection system in each object separately. These tests, which are explained in the next section, show that the best model accuracy is for the closets, followed by chairs and with the lowest value, the screens. Therefore, whenever more than one SVM returns 1, including SVM 1 (which is used to test the closet objects), the definitive result will always be closet. In Case 5, considering the same principle, SVM 2 and SVM 3 return 1; thus, the final result is always chair, since it is the second object with the highest model accuracy.




5.3. Object Location


With the final results obtained, the next step is the location of the detected object in the original image. First, the segmented image of the object is used, and the center of mass is calculated. This information is used to show in the image, in the point of the center of mass of the object, the name of the detected object. With the final results of each approach, the next step is the location of the object detected in the original image. To determine the distance to the detected object relative to the center of the camera, the coordinates of the center of mass are obtained from the RGB image to get the corresponding distance in the depth image. For the location of the detected object, not only distance is necessary, but also the orientation relative to the center of the camera. Computing the angle only requires simple linear interpolation. For this, the resolution of the image and the angle of view of the camera are required. The process is the following:

	
Knowing the field of view (FOV) of the camera, 58° H, 4° V, 70° D (Horizontal, Vertical, Diagonal), the diagonal FOV is taken.



	
The resolution of the camera is 640 × 480 pixels, but for all images, the size has been reduced by [image: there is no content], in such a way that the real resolution for this project is 448 × 336 pixels.



	
With these premises, it is assumed that the camera with a resolution of 448 × 336 pixels covers a 70-degree angle of view across the diagonal.



	
Using trigonometry, the number of pixels among the diagonal is calculated. Then, an approximation of the pixels per degree can be obtained.








In Figure 19, a diagram that illustrates the process is shown.


Figure 19. Calculation of the orientation angle of the detected object.



[image: Sensors 16 01180 g019 1024]






According to the calculations, there are 560 pixels among the diagonal. That means each pixel represents [image: there is no content] degrees per pixel. The final result about the location of the detected object is displayed in Figure 20.


Figure 20. Example of the location of a detected closet.



[image: Sensors 16 01180 g020 1024]






Finally, this information is encapsulated in an ROS message. The message structure contains the name of the detected object, the distance from the center of the camera and the orientation angle. The name of the detected object provides semantic information that supports higher-level reasoning and can be used for navigation decisions.





6. Experimental Results


The aim of the following experiments is to demonstrate the usefulness of the developed system for the detection of the selected objects: chairs, closets and screens. Furthermore, a comparison between the results obtained by applying the techniques of segmentation and feature extraction presented in this work is performed. The idea is to determine which alternative offers better performance taking into account the proposed problem and the environment of the application. The advantages and disadvantages of each of them are presented. Finally, an integration test with a navigation system is performed to evaluate the real-time functioning of both systems together.



6.1. Work Environment


To carry out the experiments, the environment chosen for testing is a laboratory. It is important to mention that the environment has not been changed, guaranteeing the naturalness of the place. The robot selected for the implementation is a platform called TurtleBot. To build the detection system, a camera ASUS Xtion pro Live [28] as a sensor for detection is used. In order to guarantee the hardware and software integration, the proposed detection system is developed under the Robot Operating System (ROS) [29], using the C++ programming language and OpenCV libraries [30] for image processing.




6.2. Testing Methodology


To carry out the performance evaluation of the proposed system, the concept of the confusion matrix is used. A confusion matrix [31] of size n × n associated with a classifier shows the predicted and actual classification, where n is the number of different classes. Table 3 shows a confusion matrix for [image: there is no content], whose entries have the following meanings:

	
a is the number of correct positive predictions.



	
b is the number of incorrect negative predictions.



	
c is the number of incorrect positive predictions.



	
d is the number of correct negative predictions.








Table 3. The confusion matrix for the two-class classification problem.







	

	
Positive (Predicted)

	
Negative (Predicted)






	
Positive (actual)

	
a

	
b




	
Negative (actual)

	
c

	
d










In the confusion matrix, rows indicate original rates, and columns indicate outputs from the classifier. The diagonals indicate the true classifications; the rest are false classifications [32]. Several measures can be obtained from this matrix. In this work, accuracy, misclassification, sensitivity and specificity are used as follows:



The accuracy is the proportion of the total number of predictions that were correct. It is determined using the equation:


[image: there is no content]



(1)







The misclassification rate is the proportion of the total number of predictions that were incorrect. It is determined using the equation:


[image: there is no content]



(2)







The recall or true positive rate (sensitivity) is the proportion of positive cases that were correctly identified, as calculated using the equation:


[image: there is no content]



(3)







The true negative rate (specificity) is defined as the proportion of negatives cases that were classified correctly, as calculated using the equation:


[image: there is no content]



(4)









7. Preliminary Tests


Several tests of the proposed system for each type of object (chair, closet and screen) are individually performed. The idea is to determine, from the individual results, the improvement points to implement in the integrated system. In this test, geometric shape descriptors are used as the method for feature extraction. Likewise, the camera is integrated into TurtleBot, and the procedure consists of moving the robot by teleoperation around the area of the test and taking frames to analyze the results.



In the case of chairs, 70 frames were taken, divided into 43 frames with different types of chairs in different positions and 27 frames with other objects of the selected environment. Table 4 shows the confusion matrix of this test. The evaluations of this test can be seen in Table 5, where the true positive rate is equal to [image: there is no content] and the model accuracy is [image: there is no content].



Table 4. Confusion matrix: Chair detection.







	
%

	
Chair

	
Undefined






	
Chair

	
65.12%

	
34.88%




	
Undefined

	
22.22%

	
77.78%










Table 5. Evaluations: Chair detection.







	
Evaluations

	
%






	
Model accuracy

	
71.45%




	
Misclassification rate

	
28.55%




	
True positive rate

	
65.12%




	
True negative rate

	
77.78%










In Figure 21, examples of a correct detection and a misclassification of a chair object, displaying different stages of the process are shown.


Figure 21. Example of the detection of a chair object. (a) True positives; (b) misclassifications.



[image: Sensors 16 01180 g021 1024]






In Figure 21a, on top, the adjusted depth image is observed; on the right, the thresholded image; in the lower right corner, the result of the segmentation process; and in the center, the image with the detected object. The name of the object is in the center of mass of the extracted contour. On the other hand, in Figure 21b, the chair could not be detected, because the legs could not be segmented from the depth image; because of this, in the lower right corner, the contours cannot be displayed.



In case of closets, 60 frames were taken, divided into 47 frames with different type of closets (specifically small closet and large closet) at different angles and 13 frames with other objects of the chosen environment. In Table 6, the confusion matrix with the results is shown. The analysis of the results shows that the developed classifier has a true positive rate of [image: there is no content] and a specificity equal to 92.31%, as shown in Table 7.



Table 6. Confusion matrix: Closet detection.







	
%

	
Closet

	
Undefined






	
Closet

	
63.83%

	
36.17%




	
Undefined

	
7.69%

	
92.31%










Table 7. Evaluations: Closet detection.







	
Evaluations

	
%






	
Model accuracy

	
78.07%




	
Misclassification rate

	
21.93%




	
True positive rate

	
63.83%




	
True negative rate

	
92.31%










The model accuracy is [image: there is no content], with a [image: there is no content] of misclassification rate. It was observed that at [image: there is no content] m, the small closet was not detected. The system is able to detect small closets at a distance of [image: there is no content] m. In Figure 22, a correct classification is shown.


Figure 22. Example of true positives: Closet detection.



[image: Sensors 16 01180 g022 1024]






The higher right corner shows the mask created in the initial segmentation. Then, the object is isolated, and using techniques of contour extraction, the biggest contour and the inside contour are obtained. The inside contour represents the door handles of the closet.



Additionally, the proposed system has been tested using a standard dataset, the NYU Depth Dataset V2 [25]. We selected RGB images of different closets. We compared the classification results obtained of our dataset and the NYU2 dataset, and we have attained good results in the detection of the closet objects. Table 8 and Table 9 show the results.



Table 8. Confusion matrix: closet detection with the NYU2 dataset.







	
%

	
Closet

	
Undefined






	
Closet

	
66.67%

	
33.33%




	
Undefined

	
17.65%

	
82.35%










Table 9. Evaluations: closet detection with the NYU2 dataset.







	
Evaluations

	
%






	
Model accuracy

	
74.51%




	
Misclassification rate

	
25.49%




	
True positive rate

	
66.67%




	
True negative rate

	
82.35%










The model accuracy is [image: there is no content], with a [image: there is no content] of misclassification rate. The results show only [image: there is no content] less accuracy than using our own dataset.



On the other hand, in case of screens, Table 10 shows the confusion matrix with the results of the test. Table 11 shows the evaluations performed for binary classification.



Table 10. Confusion matrix: Screen detection.







	
%

	
Screen

	
Undefined






	
Screen

	
60.94%

	
39.06%




	
Undefined

	
30.00%

	
70.00%










Table 11. Evaluations: Screen detection.







	
Evaluations

	
%






	
Model accuracy

	
65.47%




	
Misclassification rate

	
34.53%




	
True positive rate

	
60.94%




	
True negative rate

	
70.00%










A total of 84 frames were taken for testing, divided into 60 frames with different types of screens (specifically computer screen and television screen) at different angles, and 20 frames with other objects of the selected environment. The results show that the developed classifier has a true positive rate of [image: there is no content] and a specificity equal to [image: there is no content]. The model accuracy is [image: there is no content], with a [image: there is no content] misclassification rate. In Figure 23, a correct classification is shown. When the segmentation method works correctly and the objects in the scene can be separated better, the screens can be detected correctly.


Figure 23. Example of true positives: Screen detection.



[image: Sensors 16 01180 g023 1024]






After the preliminary tests, the following can be concluded: the best accuracy is for the closet object ([image: there is no content]), followed by chairs with [image: there is no content] and, finally, the screens with the lowest percentage of [image: there is no content]. Regarding the tests about the SVM parameters, the best performance of the proposed system was obtained with [image: there is no content]. The findings of these tests have been taken into account to improve the proposed system to perform the successive tests.




8. Implementation of Shape Descriptors


In this section, the results of applying the method to feature extraction based on shape descriptors in the proposed detection system are presented. For this test, the camera is integrated into the TurtleBot at a distance of 40 cm from the floor. Likewise, three SVM are used, one for each object to detect. RGB and depth images are employed to find the objects in the scene. The procedure consists of moving the TurtleBot by teleoperation around the area of the test and taking frames with the camera to analyze the results. During the test, 180 frames were taken for testing, divided into 57 frames with different types of closets (specifically, small closets and large closets) at different angles, 59 frames with chairs in different positions, 25 frames with screens in different angles and 39 frames with other objects selected from the environment. Table 12 shows the evaluations performed for binary classification.



Table 12. Evaluation of the proposed system applying shape descriptors.







	
Evaluations

	
Closets

	
Chairs

	
Screens






	
Model accuracy

	
81.58%

	
72.79%

	
65.90%




	
Misclassification rate

	
18.42%

	
27.21%

	
34.10%




	
True positive rate

	
63.13%

	
66.10%

	
60.00%




	
True negative rate

	
100.00%

	
79.49%

	
71.79%










Analysis of the results shows that the developed classifier has a true positive rate of 66,10% as a high value for chairs and a specificity equal to 100% for closets. The model accuracy is better for closets (81.58%), followed by chairs and screen objects with [image: there is no content] and [image: there is no content], respectively. The highest misclassification rate is for screens. In Figure 24, an example of the correct classification of the closet object is shown.


Figure 24. True positives using shape descriptors.



[image: Sensors 16 01180 g024 1024]






However, sometimes, the closets are not detected if the door handles are not found. In some cases, if the TurtleBot is very near the closet, in the segmentation process, only a part of the object is isolated, generating errors in the prediction process. A similar situation occurs with chairs: if the robot is very near the chairs, it is not able to detect them. Regarding the screens, the difficulty of finding features that distinguish them from other objects in the environment, which share similar geometric features, makes it the most difficult object to detect for the proposed system.




9. Implementation of Bag of Words


In this section, the results of applying the method to feature extraction based on bag of words in the proposed detection system are described. The idea is to treat image features as words. The SURF extractor and descriptor is used. The camera is integrated into the TurtleBot at a distance of 40 cm from the floor. A single SVM is used, with the same SVM parameters from the previous experiment. As input, RGB images are used to find the objects in the scene. In this test, any previous segmentation method is applied, in order to test the quality of the descriptors. Only for screens, a segmentation algorithm based on the selection of regions of interest (ROI) has been applied. In Table 13, the results of the evaluation can be seen.



Table 13. Evaluation of the proposed system using bag of words.







	
Evaluations

	
Closets

	
Chairs

	
Screens






	
Model accuracy

	
85.42%

	
73.06%

	
76.56%




	
Misclassification rate

	
14.58%

	
26.94%

	
23.44%




	
True positive rate = sensibility

	
70.83%

	
61.90%

	
63.64%




	
True negative rate = specificity

	
100.00%

	
84.21%

	
89.47%










A total of 75 frames were taken for testing, divided into 24 frames with different types of closets, 21 frames with chairs, 11 frames with screens at different angles and 19 frames with other objects of the selected environment. The results show that the highest model accuracy is for closets, with [image: there is no content] followed by screens with [image: there is no content] and chairs with [image: there is no content]. The highest misclassification rate is for chairs with [image: there is no content] and screens with [image: there is no content]. Sometimes, if the robot perceives the chair back, the system is unable to detect it. In the case of the closets, when the robot is more than three meters away from the object, it cannot be detected.




10. Comparison of Features Extraction Methods


After the conducted tests, the results show that using descriptors combined with bag of words as the feature extraction technique, the model accuracy increases for the three selected objects, as follows, from [image: there is no content] to [image: there is no content] for closets, from [image: there is no content] to [image: there is no content] for chairs and from [image: there is no content] to [image: there is no content] for screens. The misclassification rate decreases in all of the objects, especially in the case of the screens from [image: there is no content] to [image: there is no content]. Regarding the rate of the true positives, the biggest increase is for closets, from [image: there is no content] to [image: there is no content]. The main reason for these results is the large number of descriptors extracted on each image that makes the classifier more robust.



On the other hand, despite the good results obtained using bag of words for object detection, it was not possible to determine the location of each object in the scene. This represents a problem considering that the objectives of this work not only include the detection of the selected objects, but also their locations in the original image, in order to have information available to contribute in navigation tasks, place categorization and semantic navigation. The detection using descriptors allows one to determine the presence or absence of objects in the scene, but not to know where they are. Furthermore, the training stage is slower than using shape information due to the higher number of features that are extracted.




11. Integration with a Navigation System


This last test consists of integrating the proposed detection system with a navigation system to evaluate the real-time functioning of both systems together. The model developed is categorized as a topological representation based on movements; this means that the relations between nodes have no geometrical meaning. In this integration test, the information perceived by the detection system is processed, and several common objects of a room are detected. Navigation is structured according to the position of those objects. The navigation system receives the information of the detected object (name, distance and orientation angle), and in the case that this information corresponds to the desired one for the event, the robot moves towards that object. For this test, a mobile robotic platform developed by [33] and the TurtleBot have been used. In Figure 25, the results of this experiment are shown.


Figure 25. Results of the integration of both system into TurtleBot. (a) TurtleBot in front of the first target; (b) the point of view of the robot; (c) TurtleBot in front of the second target; (d) the view of the robot during the detection of the closet.



[image: Sensors 16 01180 g025 1024]






With this test, it can be said that the process of integration has been completed successfully, and the navigation targets have been achieved.




12. Conclusions


In this work, a vision system has been proposed. This system is able to detect and locate objects in indoor environments, which contributes to improving the navigation of mobile robots serving as an entry to place recognition and high level tasks concerning semantic navigation. For this, the work has focused on the detection of three objects present in indoor environments: chairs, closets and screens. Likewise, the system has been integrated into a real mobile robot (TurtleBot), and a camera Xtion pro Live, which provides RGB and depth images, has been used.



To demonstrate the usefulness of the developed system, several experimental tests have been performed. Initially, individual tests for each type of object to refine some variables of the system were performed. From the results, it has been determined that the best accuracy is for the closet object, followed by chairs and screens. The findings of these tests have been taken into account to improve the proposed system to perform the successive tests.



Afterwards, experiments using shape descriptors and bag of words as feature extraction methods were done. The results show that applying the method to feature extraction based on bag of words in the proposed detection system, higher accuracy and a lower misclassification rate for all objects were obtained. The main reason for this is the large number of descriptors extracted on each image that makes the classifier more robust. This method allows one to determine the presence or absence of objects in the scene; nevertheless, it is very difficult to find where the detected object is in the image. Furthermore, the training stage is slower than using shape information due to the higher number of features that are extracted. All of the analysis performed suggests that the best option for the detection of selected objects consists of three SVM, using shape descriptors, such as the feature extraction method, taking into account the aims of this work.



On the other hand, a test to integrate the proposed detection system with a topological navigation system to evaluate the real-time functioning of both systems together has been performed. The systems have been incorporated into a real robotic platform (TurtleBot). According to the results, the integration process has been conducted successfully, and the navigation targets have been achieved.



Finally, future works will include the incorporating of semantic information and 3D information (point clouds) to develop a general segmentation method that allows better discrimination of all objects in the scene, improving each object model through feature extraction to see whether new combinations can further enhance the performance of the proposed system and integrating the developed system in a semantic navigation system.







Acknowledgments


The research leading to these results has received funding from the RoboCity2030-III-CM project (Robótica aplicada a la mejora de la calidad de vida de los ciudadanos, fase III; S2013/MIT-2748), funded by Programas de Actividades I+D en la Comunidad de Madrid and co-funded by Structural Funds of the EU and NAVEGASE-AUTOCOGNAVproject (DPI2014-53525-C3-3-R), funded by Ministerio de Economía y competitividad of Spain.




Author Contributions


Alejandra Carolina Hernández has developed the algorithms and code, carried out the analysis of the results and took care of writing the work, under the supervision of Ramón Barber and Jonathan Crespo. Jonathan Crespo has worked in the integration of the software. Clara Gómez has worked in the integration of the algorithm with the navigation system and in the on-board robot experiments.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	1. 
Viola, P.; Jones, M. Rapid object detection using a boosted cascade of simple features. In Proceedings of the IEEE Computer Society Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR 2001), Kauai, HI, USA, 8–14 December 2001; Volume 1, pp. I-511–I-518.

	2. 
Wang, T.; Chen, Q. Object semantic map representation for indoor mobile robots. In Proceedings of the 2011 International Conference on System Science and Engineering (ICSSE), Macao, China, 8–10 June 2011; pp. 309–313.

	3. 
Astua, C.; Barber, R.; Crespo, J.; Jardon, A. Object detection techniques applied on mobile robot semantic navigation. Sensors 2014, 14, 6734–6757. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	4. 
Bay, H.; Tuytelaars, T.; Van Gool, L. Surf: Speeded up robust features. In Computer Vision—ECCV 2006; Springer: Heidelberg, Germany, 2006; pp. 404–417. [Google Scholar]

	5. 
Csurka, G.; Dance, C.; Fan, L.; Willamowski, J.; Bray, C. Visual categorization with bags of keypoints. In Proceedings of the Workshop on Statistical Learning in Computer Vision (ECCV), Prague, Czech, 15 May 2004; Volume 1, pp. 1–2.

	6. 
Ayodele, T.O. New Advances in Machine Learning; InTech: Rijeka, Croatia, 2010; pp. 19–49. [Google Scholar]

	7. 
Hsu, C.W.; Chang, C.C.; Lin, C.J. A Practical Guide to Support Vector Classification. Available online: http://www.csie.ntu.edu.tw/cjlin/papers/guide/guide.pdf (accessed on 24 July 2016).

	8. 
Gupta, S.; Girshick, R.; Arbeláez, P.; Malik, J. Learning rich features from RGB-D images for object detection and segmentation. In Computer Vision—ECCV 2014; Springer: Zurich, Switzerland, 2014; pp. 345–360. [Google Scholar]

	9. 
Lim, J.J.; Pirsiavash, H.; Torralba, A. Parsing ikea objects: Fine pose estimation. In Proceedings of the 2013 IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV), Sydney, Australia, 1–8 December 2013; pp. 2992–2999.

	10. 
Gonzalez, R.C.; Richard, E. Woods, Digital Image Processing; Prentice Hall Press: Upper Saddle River, NJ, USA, 2002. [Google Scholar]

	11. 
Hernández-López, J.J.; Quintanilla-Olvera, A.L.; López-Ramírez, J.L.; Rangel-Butanda, F.J.; Ibarra-Manzano, M.A.; Almanza-Ojeda, D.L. Detecting objects using color and depth segmentation with Kinect sensor. Procedia Technol. 2012, 3, 196–204. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	12. 
Hernández, A.C.; Gómez, C.; Crespo, J.; Barber, R. A Home Made Robotic Platform Based on Theo Jansen Mechanism for Teaching Robotics. In Proceedings of the 10th Annual International Technology, Education and Development Conference (INTED 2016), Valencia, Spain, 7–9 March 2016.

	13. 
Meisner, P.; Schmidt-Rohr, S.R.; Lösch, M.; Jäkel, R.; Dillmann, R. Robust localization of furniture parts by integrating depth and intensity data suitable for range sensors with varying image quality. In Proceedings of the 2011 15th International Conference on Advanced Robotics (ICAR), Tallinn, Estonia, 20–23 June 2011; pp. 48–54.

	14. 
Beucher, S.; Lantuéjoul, C. Use of watersheds in contour detection. In Proceedings of the International Workshop on Image Processing, Real-Time Edge and Motion Detection, Rennes, France, 17–21 September 1979.

	15. 
Chen, Q.; Yang, X.; Petriu, E.M. Watershed segmentation for binary images with different distance transforms. In Proceedings of the 3rd IEEE International Workshop on Haptic, Audio and Visual Environments and Their Applications, Ottawa, ON, Canada, 2–3 October 2004; pp. 111–116.

	16. 
Belaid, L.J.; Mourou, W. Image segmentation: A watershed transformation algorithm. Image Anal. Stereol. 2011, 28, 93–102. [Google Scholar]

	17. 
Lin, D.; Fidler, S.; Urtasun, R. Holistic scene understanding for 3d object detection with RGBD cameras. In Proceedings of the 2013 IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV), Sydney, Australia, 1–8 December 2013; pp. 1417–1424.

	18. 
Herrero, J.C.; Castano, R.I.B.; Mozos, O.M. An inferring semantic system based on relational models for mobile robotics. In Proceedings of the 2015 IEEE International Conference on Autonomous Robot Systems and Competitions (ICARSC), Vila Real, Portugal, 8–10 April 2015; pp. 83–88.

	19. 
Singh, K.K.; Singh, A. A study of image segmentation algorithms for different types of images. Int. J. Comput. Sci. 2010, 7, 414–417. [Google Scholar]

	20. 
Dass, R.; Devi, S. Image Segmentation Techniques. Int. J. Electron. Commun. Technol. 2012, 3, 66–70. [Google Scholar]

	21. 
Suzuki, S. Topological structural analysis of digitized binary images by border following. Comput. Vis. Graph. Image Process. 1985, 30, 32–46. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	22. 
OpenCV. 2015. Contour Properties. Available online: http://docs.opencv.org/master/d1/d32/tutorial_py_contour_properties.html#gsc.tab=0 (accessed on 8 December 2015).

	23. 
Lee, S.H.; Moon, J.; Lee, M. A region of interest based image segmentation method using a biologically motivated selective attention model. In Proceedings of the International Joint Conference on Neural Networks, Vancouver, BC, Canada, 16–21 July 2006; pp. 1413–1420.

	24. 
Chen, L.; Lin, H.; Li, S. Depth image enhancement for Kinect using region growing and bilateral filter. In Proceedings of the 2012 21st International Conference on Pattern Recognition (ICPR), Tsukuba, Japan, 11–15 November 2012; pp. 3070–3073.

	25. 
Silberman, N.; Hoiem, D.; Kohli, P.; Fergus, R. Indoor Segmentation and Support Inference from RGBD Images. In Computer Vision—ECCV 2012; Springer: Heidelberg, Germany, 2012; pp. 746–760. [Google Scholar]

	26. 
Chang, C.C.; Lin, C.J. LIBSVM: A library for support vector machines. ACM Trans. Intell. Syst. Technol. 2011, 2, 27. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	27. 
Liu, Y.; Zheng, Y.F. One-against-all multi-class SVM classification using reliability measures. In Proceedings of the 2005 IEEE International Joint Conference on Neural Networks, Montreal, QC, Canada, 31 July–4 August 2005; Volume 2, pp. 849–854.

	28. 
ASUS. Xtion PRO LIVE. 2015. Availabe online: https://www.asus.com/3D-Sensor/Xtion_PRO_LIVE/ (accessed on 11 December 2015).

	29. 
ROS. Converting between ROS Images and OpenCV Images. 2015. Availabe online: http://wiki.ros.org/cv_bridge/Tutorials/ConvertingBetweenROSImagesAndOpenCVImagesPython (accessed on 11 December 2015).

	30. 
Bradski, G.; Kaehler, A. Learning OpenCV: Computer Vision with the OpenCV Library; O’Reilly Media, Inc.: Sebastopol, CA, USA, 2008. [Google Scholar]

	31. 
Visa, S.; Ramsay, B.; Ralescu, A.L.; van der Knaap, E. Confusion Matrix-based Feature Selection; MAICS: Cincinnati, OH, USA, 2011; pp. 120–127. [Google Scholar]

	32. 
Powers, D.M. Evaluation: From Precision, Recall and F-measure to ROC, Informedness, Markedness and Correlation. Available online: https://csem.flinders.edu.au/research/techreps/SIE07001.pdf (accessed on 24 July 2016).

	33. 
Gómez, C.; Hernández, A.C.; Crespo, J.; Barber, R. A ROS-based Middle-cost Robotic Platform with High-performance. In Proceedings of the International Academy of Technology, Education and Development (IATED), Barcelona, Spain, 6–8 July 2015.



















































































© 2016 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC-BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







media/file8.jpg





media/file48.jpg





media/file27.png





media/file43.png
RGB Image. preproc_1
sleja-ubuntu@alejaubuntu: ~/catkin_ws

[sotidity:o.952294
handte ratio: o.6255386
test matrix: [0.31553861, 0.91771215, 0.9522935
, 0.025538612]
Jontine classtfication tine: 21.9918 mtllisecond

ez su

hutt area:az2;

ores chitd (nntuur. 1030

Jdoor handte

Jcontour area:

treutertey Contourtio. 514142
s

Lataaso, 054160706, 6. 9766506,

i
< rooseanar).
Jontine classification tine: 16.6166 millisecond:

©® door handles

JResutt svm: o






media/file12.jpg





media/file14.jpg





media/file35.png
©© @ Keypoints






media/file20.jpg





media/file5.png
al Stage

ng _Stage I

Images Dataset

Initial image Depth image RGB image

Initial Preprocessing
Depth Image

Adjustment Imf:al e
image

Thresholded image

Initial Preprocessing

Objects Segmentation Adjusted depth
image

Thresholded images

Segmented image

Objects Segmentation

Features Extraction
Segmented images

Features vector

Features Extraction

Train Classifier
Training matrix Text matrices
cation Stage

Cla

Objects Prediction

Classifier results
Detected
object

Filtering Objects

Filtered object





media/file19.png
—

=n

—[ Circularity ]

Circularity ]

Solidity
Handle Ratio

Screen

Aspect Ratio






media/file45.png
596694
Jonline classification time: 36.4549 milly)
seconds.

JResult
e

x:[181 x 117 from (266, 35)]
ratio: 1.54701
dr(u\aruy contour1:0.437612
811517

Sty sowidth: 16thetght: 117
test matrix: [1.5470085, 6.43761152, .81

151724
Jonline classification tine: 9.49356e+06 n)
tiliseconds

JResurt sve

rt toop -






nav.xhtml


  sensors-16-01180


  
    		
      sensors-16-01180
    


  




  





media/file11.png





media/file41.png





media/file37.png
«++++ DFOV = 70°

s VFOV = 45°

— spxidogg ——

HFOV = 58°






media/file46.jpg





media/file10.jpg





media/file40.jpg





media/file16.jpg





media/file3.png
Images Dataset Real-time Images

Training Stage Retrieval Stage

Training matrix Test matrix

Classification Stage

Detected objects






media/file22.jpg





media/file25.png





media/file0.jpg





media/file26.jpg





media/file34.jpg





media/file13.png





media/file31.png





media/file39.png
\
)

o
oy

| T
|

distance from camera_2: 2.45 m
Angle _2: -16.125°

€ -






media/file18.jpg
Closet

Cireularity






media/file9.png





media/file42.jpg





media/file23.png





media/file36.jpg
— sondog






media/file15.png
Store the

new image new image






media/file28.jpg





media/file49.png





media/file2.jpg
Images Dataset Real-time Images

Retrieval Stage

Training matrix Test matrix

Classification Stage

Detected objects






media/file32.jpg





media/file6.jpg
S
i





media/file24.jpg





media/file29.png
©O Allcontours






media/file1.png
. Environment Preprocessing &
Segmentation

Classification Features Extraction






media/file50.png





media/file7.png





media/file33.png
..
%
£
E
.
E
8
H]
e
=
]
£
s
2
z
!






media/file44.jpg





media/file47.png
aleja-ubuntu@alejaubuntu: ~fcatkin_ws

Resutt swm 1:

onttne Classification tine - closet: 0.0145876
tance fron canera_1: 2.065 n

rate s: 2se

Lx
resite sum
onttoe Classification tine - closet: 0.0143711
dtstance fron canera 1: 2.665 n
oot
Resute
ritne classification tine - closet: o.0228868
d\st ance fron canera_i: 2.065 n

250

thresh_img ©©® Approx contours

lax_1: 214tdy_1: 179
Lax_1: 214tdy_; 1: 473

Resitt svi

ritne claseification tine - closet: o.0220713
dtstance from camera_1: 2.065 n

angle_1: -1.250






media/file38.jpg
.{1 |

distance from camera_2: 2.45 m
-16.125°

Angle_2






media/file17.png





media/file4.jpg
Retrieval Stage

Depth image RGB image

Images Dataset

Features Extraction

Features vector

Trining matix

IR R-EEECEI

Classfierresuls

. . Detected

Fileed ot





media/file30.jpg





media/file21.png
e 4

-
-~
——

,—-,‘d‘r
2

(b)





