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Spawning Models for the CPHD Filter

Daniel S. Bryant, Emmanuel D. Delande, Steven Gehly,ndieréoussineau, Daniel E. Clark, Brandon A. Jones

Abstract—In its classical form, the Cardinalized Probability —presentation of the CPHD filter does not include a model for
Hypothesis Density (CPHD) filter does not model the appearase  target spawning. Target spawning refers to instances where
of new targets through spawning, yet there are applicationgor a parent target generates one or more daughter targets and

which spawning models more appropriately account for newbm . . =
objects when compared to spontaneous birth models. In this where the daughter(s) usually remain(s) in close proxiraty

paper, we propose a principled derivation of the CPHD filter with  the parent for some amount of time following their appeaganc
spawning from the Finite Set Statistics framework. A Gaussin  e.g., a fighter jet that launches a missile.

Mixture implementation of the CPHD filter with spawning is

then presented, illustrated with three applicable spawnig models Though the CPHD filter's model for birth targets has the

on a simulated scenario involving two parent targets spawmig a potential to address spawning targets [4], there may bescase

total of five objects. _Results show that filter implementatiais with where specific spawning models are more applicable. In the

spawn models provide more accurate results when compared to - . .

a birth model implementation. context of thg tracklng of Rggdent Spgce ObJe_cts_, (RSer), na
ural and artificial Earth orbiting satellites consistingaattive

spacecraft, decommissioned payloads, and debris, cariside

example the deployment of CubeSats from a launch vehicle

[7], [8] or fragmentation events caused by the unintentiona

[9] or intentional [10] collision of objects. Without spavng,

[. INTRODUCTION the best option may be the use of diffuse birth regions,

T HE goal of the multi-object estimation problem is tdrowever, the volume of space to be filled requires a potéytial

jointly estimate — usually in the presence of clutter, dafgiractable number of birth regions [11]. To improve the

association uncertainty, and missed detections — the tinfe-HD filter's performance for space-object tracking, [12]
varying number and individual states of targets evolvingin presented a measurement-based birth model that leverages a

surveillance scene. Commonly known detection and trackiAgtredynamics approach to track initialization for RSO%il&/
algorithms for the multi-object problem include Joint Paeb SUCh @n approach may be effective for tracking spawned RSOs,

bilistic Data Association (JPDA) [1] and Multiple Hypottigs & multl—target f|lter that correctly models the birth prosésr
Tracking (MHT) [2]. Relatively new is the multi-object filke @ 9IVen targetis expected to provide better accuracy anerfas
ing framework known as Finite Set Statistics (FISST) [3], [4conf|rmat|on of new objects. The models proposed in .thIS
based on a representation of the target population as a RandPer allow for the development of CPHD implementations
Finite Set (RFS), a specific case of the more general concHggd for RSO tracking applications with spawning.

of point process. The incorporation of spawning models in the context of

Within the FISST framework, the multi-target Bayes filtepp fijtering has previously been explored in [13], relying
proposes an optimal solution to the multi-object estimatiqy, ap intuitive construction of the filtering equations teth
problem; it is, however, impractical in realistic applicas 1, the spawning models considered (Bernoulli or Poisson
due to its combinatorial complexity [3]. Several approxima,ocess) through a non-standard derivation procedurehisn t
tions of the multi-target Bayes filter have been proposed Kaper, we propose expressions for the CPHD filter enhanced
circumvent this intractability, including the Probabylitly- ity yvarious target spawning models through a standard
pothesis Density (PHD) [5] and the Cardinalized Probapilifye jyation procedure within the FISST framework specific to
Hypothesis Density (CPHD) [6] filters. The PHD filter propyye considered spawning model (Bernoulli, Poisson, or-zero

agates the first-order factorial moment density,iensity ijated Poisson process). To the best of our understanitieg,
of the multi-target RFS, representing the whole populatibn eriyation of the spawning terms in [13] relies on additiona

targets within the surveillance scene [5]. While inexpessi approximations and the approach does not lead to the same
the PHD filter exhibits a high variability in the estimateqdegits as those presented here.

target number [4]. The CPHD filter [6] addresses this issue by
estimating the cardinality distribution of the multi-tetgRFS The structure of this paper is as follows. Section Il present
in addition to its intensity. Unlike for the PHD filter, theifial  the relevant background on point processes and functigfal d
_ ferentiation, followed by key definitions and propertiestpe
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Il. BACKGROUND ways to describe the point proce$s However, a measure-

In this section, we introduce the necessary backgrouff_lbeoret'cal formulation provides a more general framework

on point processes (Section 1I-A), on Probability Genegatit a_‘t Is required 1o construct cert_aln stat|st|cql prop_e_rlmr.\
Functional (p.g.fl.)s (Section 1I-B), on functional diféar- point processes that can be exploited for practical apys;

tiation (Section I-C), and on a few properties from th& recent example is given in [17] for the construction of the

application of differentiation in the context of point pesses regional statistics. For the sake of generall_ty, the resthef
(Section II-D) paper thus uses a measure-based description.

Assuming thatf is a non-negative measurable function on
X, then the integral off w.r.t. to the measuré’s can be
A. Point processes written in the following ways:

A point process on some spaég is a random variable
whose number of elemenend element states, belonging tola(f) = /X f(@)Ps(dy) (22)
X, are random. In the context of multi-target tracking the
population of targets is represented by a point prodessn a = [ fle)pa(p)dp (2b)
single-target state spacé C R?, whose elements describe x
individual target states. A realization @b is a vector of Z F@r, . w)PY)(d(z1, . 2))  (20)
points ¢ = (z1,...,zy) depicting a specific multi-target n>07 X"
configuration, where:; € X describes the-component state (n)
of an individual target (position, velocity, etc.). Z:O X{,(Il’ o tn)Pg (@1 a)day - dan,

A point process® is characterized by its probability "= (2d)
distribution Py on the measurable spadet’,By), where
X =J,~o X" is the point process state space, i.e., the space = — [z, ... ,xn)Jé") (d(z1,...,2n))
of all the finite vectors of points iX, andBy is the Borel n>0 /X"
c-algebra onX [14]. The probability distribution of a point (2e)

process is defined as a symmetric function, so that the order 1 (n)

of points in a realization is irrelevant for statistical pases - Z nl X{:(Il’ s Tn)jg (1, @n)dey . A

— for example, realizationéry, z2) and (z», ;) are equally n20 of

probable. In addition, if the probability distribution isch that (21)

the realizations are vectors of points that are pairwiséndis Throughout this article the exploitation of the Janossy mea

almost surelythen the point process is callsimple For the sures will be preferred, for they are convenient tools in the

rest of the paper, all the point processes are assumed simptentext of functional differentiation (see Section 1I-Gor
The probability distribution Py is characterized by its the sake of simplicity, domains of integration will be oradt

projection measureﬁ("), for anyn > 0. Thent"-order pro- when they refer to the full target state spaXe

jection measurePé"), for anyn > 1, is defined on the Borel ~The Janossy measures can also be used directly to exploit

o-algebra ofX" and gives the probability for the point procesgneaningful information on the point procegs For example,

to be composed of. points, and the probability distributioncentral to this article is the extraction of theardinality

of these points. By extensiom?éo) is the probability for the distributionpﬁp of the po_int process, that desgribes the number

point process to be empty. For any> 0, ng) denotes the Of elements in the realizations @f (see Section Il):

n'"-order Janossy measure [16, p. 124], and is defined as example 1 (Cardinality distribution) Consider the function

Jé”)(Bl X ...X Bp)= Z P(%")(Ba1 X ...x Bs,,) (la) fn defined as

) fulg) =4 b el=m 3)

- n!Pé")(Bl X ... %X By), (1b) = 0, otherwise
whereB; is in Bx, the Borelo-algebra ofX, 1 <i < n, and where|y| denotes the size of the vectpr The integral off,,
whereo(n) denotes the set of all permutatiofis,...,0,) W.rt. to Py yields the probabilityps (n) that a realizationy
of (1,...,n). of the point proces® has sizen and we have, using Eq2)

The probability densityps (respectively (resp.) thet"- (see [18, p.28]):
order projection densityofpn), the n*"-order Janossy density

j((p")) is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of the probability dis- pe(n) = Po(fn) (4a)

tribution Py (resp. then'"-order projection measure!", the = / P d(xy,. .. 2)) (4b)

n*"-order Janossy measuﬁé)")) with respect to (w.r.t.) some ] "

reference measure. All these quantities provide equivalen = Jé")(d(xl,...,:vn)). (4c)
' Jxn

1An alternative construction of simple point processes aslom objects The functionpg is called the cardinality distribution of the

whose realizations arsets of points ¢ = {z1,...,zx}, in which the ] th -
elements are per constructiamordered is also available in the literature point processb. Note that then'"-order projection measure

[6], [15]. In this context, a point process is called a RFS. qu) (resp. then'"-order Janossy measuréé")) is not a



probability measure, in the general case, for its integraéo C. Functional differentiation

X™ yield .n! . . . L .
yields pe (n) (resp.ntpa (n)) To make use of functionals in the derivations presented in

Section Ill, we require the notion of differentials on fuioctal

B. Probability generating functionals spaces. We adopt a restricted form of the Gateaux diffelent
The p.g.fl. provides a useful characterization for poirknown as the chain differential [21], so that a general chain
process theory [19] and is defined as follows. rule can be determined [22], [23]. Following this, we deiseri

Definition 1 (Probability generating functional [16])The the general higher-order chain rule.

probability generating functionalzs of a point processP Definition 2 (Chain differential [21]) Under the conditions

on X can be written for any test functiol € ¢/(X) as’ detailed in [21], the functionf on some seX has a chain
differential § f (z; ) at z € X in the directionn if, for any
Ga(h) :/ [H h(iﬂ)]Rb(dS@) (5a) sequence;), — n € X, and any sequence of real numbers
X Tzep 6,, — 0, it holds that
:J(O)—i- i/ha:l ...hInJ(n)dxl,...,xn .
) Z al 1) M ) 5f(xim) = lim L (f( 4 0um) — f). (10)
(5b) n—oo 0,

The p.g.fl.G fully characterizes the point procedsandis ~ Then'"-order chain differential can be defined recursively
a very convenient tool for the extraction of statisticabimha- as
tion on ® through functional differentiation (see Section II-C).

From Eq. (5) we can immediately write S (zsim, ) =0 (8" (@im1s - et 1 7m) -
_ 700 (_ p(0) (11)
Go(0) = Jg" (= Py"), 6) Applying nt"-order chain differentials on composite func-
Go(1) =1. (7)  tions can be an extremely laborious process since it ingolve

Stermining the result for each choice of function and prgvi
the result by induction. For ordinary derivatives, the gahe
higher-order chain rule is normally attributed to Faa diiis
$24]. The following result generalizes Faa di Bruno’s faria
Bonchain differentials and allows for a systematic derwatbf
composite functions (see [22] for an example of exploitatio
k;gsthe context of Bayesian estimation).

Operations on point processes (e.g., superposition of t
populations) can be translated into operations on theireeor
sponding p.g.fl.s. In the context of multi-target trackipgy.fl.s
provide a convenient description of the compound poputati
(targets or measurements) resulting from an operation
elementary populations.

The superposition operation for point processes descri
the union of two population®;, ¢, into a compound popu- Proposition 3 (General higher-order chain rule, from [23],
lation ®, U @2, during which the information about the origin[25]). Under the differentiability and continuity conditions
population of each individual is lost. detailed in [25], then'"-order variation of compositiorf o g

Proposition 1 (Superposition of independent processes [19]) e sequence of directiorig; )i, at pointz is given by
Let ®; and ®, be two independent point processes defined
on the same space, with respective p.gdlss andGg,. The  0"(f o g)(w; (mi)izy)

p.g.fl. of the superposition proceds, U ®, is given by the - ”
product = Z ! |f g(x); (6‘ ‘9(15 (ni)iau))weﬂ , (12)
G<I>1Uq>2 (h) - G<I>1 (h)G<I>2 (h) (8) el
The Galton-Watson recursion for point processes [19], [2@fherell, = II({1,...,n}) represents the set of partitions of

describes the evolution of each individualfrom a parent the index se{l,...,n}, and|r| denotes the cardinality of the
population ®, into a population of daughter individuals,S€t7-

independently of the other parent individuals but follogvin
a common evolution model described by a procéss The
resulting daughter populatioh, is then the superposition of 52 (f
all the populations of daughter individuals.

Example 2 (General higher-order chain rule)

o g)(x;n1,72)
=62 f (9(x); 6g(w;m), 6g(x;m2)) +6f (9(x); 6% g (s 1, m2)) -
T={{1}.{2}} —(11.2})

Proposition 2 (The Galton-Watson recursion [20]het G,

be the p.g.fl. of a parent proceds, on X, and letGg_(:|z)

be the conditional p.g.fl. of an evolution proceks, defined
for everyxz € X. The p.g.fl. of the daughter proceds; is

given by the composition

(13)

Applying nt"-order chain differentials on a product of
functions follows a more straightforward approach, simita
Ga,(h) = Ga, (Go,(h])). (9) Leibniz’ rule for ordinary derivatives.

2U(X) is the space of bounded measurable functionsn X satisfying PrOP_OSi“O” ‘_“Leibniz, _rU|e{ from [25]) Under the _diﬁeren'
[lu|]oo < 1. tiability conditions detailed in [25], the!"-order variation of



the productf - g in the sequence of directiorig; )", at point
x is given by

6"(f - g)(w; (mi)i=1)
S (5 (0)ien )0 g (@ (03)sene), (14)

wC{1,...,n}
wheren¢ = {1,...,n} \ = denotes the complement ofin
{1,...,n}.

Example 3 (Leibniz’ rule).

§(f - g)(zsm,m2) =
5% f (w;m1,m2)g() + O f (5 m1) 89 (25 12)

m={1,2} m={1}
+ 6 f(w;m2)0g(z;m) + f(x)dg(x;m1,m2) . (15)
=12} *={0}

D. Probability generating functionals and differentiatio

Key properties of a point process can be recovered from

the functional differentiation of its p.g.fl.. Taking tté"-order
variation of G¢ (h) in the directionsyy, ..., n, we have (see,
for example [26, p. 21]),

*Ga(him,...,m) =
n>k (n—k)! xn i:1771 zi:k-H i » Lo an)).

(16)

It is then useful to consider the cases when welset 1 or
h =0, ie.

F G051, ..., k)
:/ m(@) (e I d(@r, . o), A7)
Xk
5kG<I>(17771a777k)

:/Xk nl(xl)---nk(xk)Mé,k)(d(Il,...,Ik))7 (18)

IIl. THE CPHDFILTER WITH SPAWNING

This section covers the derivation of the filtering equation
for the CPHD filter for various target spawning processes.
Section 1lI-A provides a brief description of the general
multi-target Bayes filter [3], and the principled approxima
tion leading to the construction of the original CPHD filter
[6]. Section 1lI-B then presents the various models of point
processes that will be necessary for the construction of the
CPHD filter with spawning in Section III-C.

A. Multi-object filtering and CPHD filter

The multi-target Bayes filter [3] is the natural extension of
the usual single-target Bayesian paradigm to the mulgietar
case, within the FISST framework. The multi-target Bayes
recursion at time step consists of thetime predictionand
data updatesteps given as follows:

Prjr—1(dp|Z11-1) :/ka\k—l(@|@)Pkfl(d@|zl:k71)a (21)

P.(dp| Z1.1) = 91(Z| @) Prjp—1(de| Z1:5—1)
. fX gk(Zk“B)Pk\kfl(d¢|Z1:k_1)

where Py, (resp. P;) is the probability distribution of
the predicted multi-target process,;,_; (resp. the posterior
multi-target proces®y), Z;, 1 < i < k, is the set of mea-
surements collected at time stépZ;.; denotes the sequence
Z1,. .5 Zi, [rk—1 is the multi-target transition kernel, and
gr 1s the multi-target likelihood function. The multi-target
transition kernelf;,—; describes the time evolution of the
population of targets since time stép— 1 and encapsulates
the underlying models of target birth, motion, spawningd an
death. The multi-target likelihood, describes the sensor
observation process and encapsulates the underlying smodel
of target detection, target-generated measurements,adsal f
alarms.

The multi-target Bayes recursion is used to propagate the
posterior distributionPy(-|Z1.;) that describes the current
target population based on all the measuremeéhts. ., Z;
collected so far. The CPHD Bayes recursion aims at simpli-

, (22)

k) .
where Mé) is the k*"-order factorial moment measure, defying the multi-target Bayes recursion by approximating th

fined as in [14, p. 111].

predicted and posterior multi-target processes as indkgren

Assuming that one wishes to evaluate the Janossy and faglfg identically distributed (i.i.d.) procesées class of point

rial moment measures in some measurable suli3ets By,

processes fully characterized by their cardinality disttion

1 < i < k, then they can be recovered from Eqs (17), (18); and their first-order moment measytg [6]. The CPHD

by setting the directions to be indicator functiéng = 15,,
1 <4<k, so that

0" Ga(hilp,,... 15|,y = J5  (Bi x ... x By), (19)
5kG<I>(h;1Blv"'7lBk)|h:1 = Mék)(Bl X ... X Bk) (20)

filter thus focuses on the propagation of the posterior caieli
ity distribution p;, and the posterior first-order moment mea-
sure iy, rather than the full posterior probability distribution

k-
The original construction of the CPHD filter [6] does not

The propagation of the first-order factorial moment measuf@nsider a target spawning mechanism, and the key contribu-

Mg) — also called thentensity measurg.e — of the multi-
target point processb, in a Bayesian context, is a

key

tion of this paper is to propose the integration of severgea
spawning models in the CPHD time prediction equation (see

component of the construction of both the PHD filter [5] ang€ction I1-C). Note that the data update step does notvevol
the CPHD filter [6]. The density of the intensity measure {1 target spawning mechanism and is therefore left outef th

called theProbability Hypothesis Densit|b].

3For a measurable subsBt € Bx, the indicator functionl 5 is defined
as the function oiX such thatlg(z) = 1 if « € B, 15(z) = 0 otherwise.

scope of this paper. A detailed description of the data wgpdat
step can be found in [27].

4The definition of an i.i.d. process is given in Section IlI-B.



B. Point process models Note that a Poisson process is a special case of i.i.d. poces

1) Bernoulli process:A Bernoulli processb is character- N which the cardinality distributiop is Poisson.
ized by a parametel < p < 1 and a spatial distribution.
It describes the situation where 1) either there is no object
the scene, or 2) there is a single object in the scene, with stg. Prediction step
distributed according ta. Its projection measures are given

by In this section, we propose an alternative expression of the
original CPHD time prediction step [6] in which newborn

L=p, n=0, targets originate from a spawning mechanism rather than

PYV(By % ... x By) = { ps(B1), n=1, (23) spontaneous birth. Note that the assumptions on the paosteri

0, otherwise. multi-target process from the previous time step, the targe

survival mechanism, and the target evolution mechanism are

Proposition 5 (p.g.fl. of a Bernoulli process [4])The p.g.fl. identical to the original assumptions in [6].

of a Bernoulli proces® with parameterp and spatial distri-

bution s is given by Theorem 1(CPHD with spawning: prediction stepAssuming
that, at stepk:
Go(h) =1-p +p/h(I)S(dI)' (24) o The posterior multi-target proces®,_; is an i.i.d.
2) Poisson processA Poisson proces® is characterized process with intensity measuye,—, with cardinality
by a rateA > 0 and a spatial distributiors. It describes distribution pj,_1, and spatial distributions;_1,
a population whose size follows a Poisson distribution ande A target in stater at timek — 1 survived to timek with
whose individual states are i.i.d. accordingstdts projection probability ps x (z),
measures are given by « A surviving target in state: at timek — 1 evolved since
o time k — 1 according to a Markov transitiorys 1 (-|x),
pgl) (By X ...X By) = e’A/\—Hs(Bi). (25) « There was no spontaneous target birth since time 1,
n! i o Newborn targets were spawned from prior targets (see
next page),

Proposition 6 (p.g.fl. of a Poisson process [4]Jhe p.g.fl. of
a Poisson proces® with rate A and spatial distributions is  then the intensity measurs,;,—; and cardinality distribution
given by pr|k—1 Of the predicted multi-target proceds,;,_; are given

Go(h) = exp [/\ </ h(z)s(dz) — 1” . (26) >

3) Zero-inflated Poisson process zero-inflated Poisson  Hklk—1() = /[ps,k(x)fs,k('m + b e (+[2)] pre—1(dz),
process® (from [28]) is characterized by a parameter<
p <1, aratel > 0, and a spatial distributios. It describes a (30)
population that is 1) either empty, or 2) non-empty, withesiz n
following a Poisson distribution and whose individual et Prjk—1(n) = ZBM(bl’ +esbn)
are i.i.d. according ta. Its projection measures are given by =1

Y _ m! i
1—P+Pf ) n =0, X Zim( 'pk71(m)bo 71, (81

pe F1_[3(31-), otherwise.
i=1

P{"(By x...x By) =

(27) WhereB,, ; is the partial Bell polynomial [29] given by
Note that a Poisson process is a special case of a zero-thflate

Poisson process in which the parametds set to one. Bpg(z1, 20, ,xp) =

Proposition 7 (p.g.fl. of a zero-inflated Poisson processhe Z n! sk Lk
p.g.fl. of a zero-inflated Poisson proceBswith parameterp, Eyl(1)ki kol (2D)F2 - Ky I (nd)kn 1 772 o
rate A\, and spatial distributions is given by S AT i

Go(h)=1—p+pexp [/\ (/ h(x)s(dz) — 1)] . (28) (32)

4) li.d. process:An i.i.d. process® is characterized by
a cardinality distributionp and a spatial distributiors. It
describes a population whose size is distributed accortting
p, and whose individual states are i.i.d. accordingstdts
Janossy measures are given by

and where the intensity measusg ;, and the coefficients;
are the parameters of the spawning process, dependent on the
modeling choices. Denoting 1 (-) = 1—ps () @andpy, x(-) =
1 —ppi(+), the parameters are as follows:

a) Bernoulli process, with parameteyx, ,, and spatial dis-
tribution sy,

JE(By x ... x By) = n!p(n)Hs(Bz-). (29) o (12) = pos ()55 (). (33)



and 1) Filtering assumptionsWe follow the usual assumptions
of the GM-CPHD filter [27] regarding the transition process

J Per(@)po.i( )Sk’l_(dx)’ ' 0 from time & — 1 to time k, namely, that the probability
. S [Psk ()P () + Do (2)pb 1 (2)] sk—1(dz), i=1, of survival ps. IS uniform over the state spack and the
2 [ sk (x)po k(@) sk—1(dz), i =2, transition f;  follows a linear Gaussian dynamical model:
" e Pai(") = pe (39)
b) Poisson process, with rat®, , and spatial distribution fomp—1(lz) =N( 5 Frx, Qp), (40)
Sb,k- whereN (- ;m, P) denotes a Gaussian distribution with mean
Lok (-l) = Ap k(@) sbk (-] 2), (35) m and covariance?, F}, is a state transition matrix, ang;,

iS a process noise covariance matrix.
Regardless of the chosen spawning model (see Theorem 1),
o Ao() we further assume that the spatial distribution of each sgaw
bi = /)‘ bk objectsy, , can be described as the Gaussian mixture

and,

[ps,k( )bk () + ips k()] sp—1(d) Tk 0 G )
1>0, (36) sp.k(7) = Zw Fb?kx'i_dbj,k’ bj,k)’ (41)

c) zero-inflated Poisson process, with parameigy,, rate

7) (4)
Ao, and spatial distributionsy, . wheredb risa dewatlon vectorF}’; is a spawning transition

matrix, andQ is a spawning noise covariance matrix, for
Mb,k("x) = pb,k(x)/\hk(x)sb,k("x)? (37) 1<j< Jb ks andzjjbf wb;c — 1. Also, we assume that the
and, model parametersy, , Av ., When applicable, are uniform
over the state spack:

Ds B 4 — b,k (2) _1(da),
[ Ps.ie(2) [Pb,k(2) + pok()e | sp—1(dz) ' () = P,
1 = O’ (42)
f [ﬁ . )\bk() = )\b,k-
’ ‘ _ e (@) 2) Predicted intensity:The construction of the predicted
b; = s,k () [Po,k () + pog(T)e } ]S’“‘l.(dx)’ intensity 14,1 in Eq. (30) follows a similar structure as for
. =1 the usual GM-CPHD filter [31]. Assume that the posterior
[ por(@)A ) ()e2er ) intensity 11 can be written as a Gaussian mixture of the
X [ﬁs_,k(x)/\byk(x) + ipsyk(x)] Skfl(dx), form Sy
i > 2. j
o) i ( Z w N m PO, (43)

The proof is given in the Appendix. Note that the structure
of the predicted cardinality (31) allows for its efficientrae
putation through an algorithm dedicated to the computaifon .
partial Bell polynomials (see [29], [30] for examples).

herem | (resp. P ) 1) is the posterior mean (resp. covari-

ance) of thq -th component of the mixture. Then the predicted
intensity u,,—1 can also be written as a Gaussian mixture of
the form

IV. SIMULATION fokk—1 () = fs k1) + togpr—1(-), (44)

In this section we illustrate the CPHD filter with spawningvhere the surviving component, ,x—1 is the Gaussian
models through a simulation-based scenario. The Gaussiapture

Mixture (GM) implementation of the CPHD filter is briefly k-1 ( ) )

described in Section IV-A, followed by a description of the fis kjx—1(-) = Ps.k Z wy N (- ymg k\k 0 Pr—1), (45)

metrics exploited for the analysis of the filter results in j=1

Section IV-B. The scenario and the selection of the filtggith

parameters are detailed in Section IV-C, and the results are ) )

discussed in Section IV-D. Mg klk—1 = = Fymy_y, (46)
Ps(-;c)|k 1 Qk + FkP]SJ)le ) (47)

Since the incorporation of spawning in the CPHD filteringhe Gaussian mixture
process does not affect the data update step, we shall focus
in this section on the specifics of the prediction step for the o klk—1()

GM-CPHD filter with spawning. A description of the usual Tr1 ( ) Tok (i) ()
GM-CPHD, including the implementation of the spontaneous = &b,k Z w,’ N( b7k|k prJk"k ), (48)
birth term, is given in [27]. i=1 i=1



with
0 ) 7) i
U = Fmd | +dl), (49)
PN = QU+ RO P (R, (50)

for 1 <j < Jy_1,1<i<Jyy, and the scalaty, ;, depends
on the spawning model:

Bernoulli process

Poisson process
zero-inflated Poisson process

Db,k

bk = § Abk, (51)

Db, kb, k>

3) Predicted cardinality distribution:Due to the assump-
tions presented in Section IV-Al, the coefficients of thel Bel 1

polynomial in Eqg. (31) have the simpler form

a) Bernoulli process:

(1= psr) (L —poi), i=0,
s 1-— 1-— S R ) — 17
b = 3 ok (L= Pok) + (1= Psk) oy, 0 (52)
2ps kDb, i=2,
0, 7> 2.
b) Poisson process:
bi = A e F (1= pok) Aok +ipss], >0, (53)
c) zero-inflated Poisson process:
(1= ps) (1 = pog + pore F) i=0,
b — (1 = p.) Po,ke” = Ap e
1 s (1= Do +pbre o), 0= 1,
PoaAb e [(1 = psi) Ao + sl i>2.
(54)

The predicted cardinality distribution is then computedtix
appropriate substitution of Egs. (52)-(54) into Eq. (31).

B. Evaluation metrics

To compare the multi-target state representing the
targets in the scene — the “ground truth” — and a colle
of targets extracted from the filter’'s output, we exploit
Optimal Sub-Pattern Assignment (OSPA) metric [32] fol
sessing the accuracy of multi-object filters. Given two

X ={z1,..,zpn}, 2, € X, 1 <4 < m,andY =
{y1,.. .,y y; € X, 1 < j < n, the second-order OS
distancedéc) (X,Y) betweenX andY is defined as

ds(X,Y) =

0, m=n=20,

1 m 1/2
- i 4 i N2 L p2(py — <
dé‘:) (Y, X), otherwise
(55)

with

d'(x;,y;) = min(c, [|z; — y;), (56)

wherec is the cutoff parameter, and- || is the usual norm

on X. The OSPA distance is such that< déc) (X)Y) < ¢

dl (X,Y) = 0 indicates thatX andY are identical, while
di‘ﬂ (X,Y) increases with the discrepancies betwe€rand

Y, taking into account mismatches in number of elements and
element states.

In order to compare the true number of targets in the
scene and a estimated cardinality distribution extractethf
the filter's output, we exploit the Hellinger distance [33].
Given two finite cardinality distributions® = (py,...,px)
and@ = (q1,---,qx), the Hellinger distancdy (P, Q) is

k

S - V)

i=1

V2

Note that in (57), the coefficient/+/2 is included in order

to scale the Hellinger distance such that it is bounded as
0 <dy(P,Q) < 1;dy(P,Q) = 0 indicates thatP and @

are equivalent, where agy (P,Q) — 1, P and Q become
increasingly dissimilar.

(57)

C. Scenario and filter setup

A point [z,y, %, 9] of the single-target state spadecC R*
describes the position and velocity coordinates of an d¢bjec
in a square surveillance region of si2@00 m x 2000m. The
simulated multi-target tracking scenario consists of orens
per second for00s, and up to seven targets evolving in the
region with constant velocity. Two targets are present at th
beginning of the scenario and each spawns targets at differe
times: targetl spawns two additional targets at= 15s
and target2 spawns three additional targetstat 25s. All
spawned targets have a lifespan Gifs. Fig. 1 shows the
trajectories of the targets cumulated over time, while Rig.
illustrates these trajectories and the collected measemtsm
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Fig. 1: Target trajectories. A circled indicates where a
trajectory begins, and a squafg™indicates where a trajectory
ends. The large square indicates the limits of the sensoks F

and the large dashed circle represents 9h& confidence
region of the Gaussian component of the spontaneous birth
model.



The parameters of the three spawning models are set as
follows. The zero-inflated Poisson model assumes one spawn-
ing per parent target during the scenario with an average of
2.5 daughter targets per spawning event, thiis and A, are
set t00.01 and 2.5, respectively. Relative to the zero-inflated
Poisson model, the Poisson model is set to yield a similar
spawning intensity thus itsy, 5, is set t00.025, whereas the
T Bernoulli model is set to yield a similar spawning frequency
So itspy, i IS set t00.01. These parameters are also presented
in Table 1.

40 50 ’
Time [s]

(a) z-axis

TABLE I: Spawn model parameters.

Model Dbk bk bk (]7)
Bernoulli 0.01 - 0.0IN(- ;2,Qp %)
Poisson - 0.025  0.025N (- 3, Qb.k)

zero-inflated Poisson 0.01 2.5 0.025N (- 32, Qp k)

It is interesting to note that neither the Poisson nor the

T'"?glfl ’ ° Bernoulli models are equipped to capture the nature of the

(b) y-axis spawning events occurring in this scenario, since, pertoons
Fig. 2: Collected measurements (gray crosses) and tartief, the Poisson model is a poor match for spawning events
positions (black lines). occuring at unknown dates and the Bernoulli model is a poor

match for spawning events creating more than one daughter

The probability of survivaps j, (39) is constant throughouttarget- The zero-inflated Poisson model possesses a greater
the scenario, and set o , = 0.99. The target motion model flexibility and should be able to cope with a wider range of

fs.kik—1 (40) is set as follows: spawning situations; in any case, it is expected to yieldebet
' performances on the scenario presented in this paper.
(12 AL 9 %412 %312 To maintain tractability, GM components are truncated
e = [02 1, ] o Qk=oy Ay A1, (58)  with thresholdT = 10~°, pruned with maximum number
2 of componentsJ,.x = 100, and merged with threshold
whereA =1s,0, =5ms 2, and1, (resp.0,) denotes the [/ = 4 (see [31] for more details on the pruning and merging
n x n identity (resp. zero) matrix. mechanisms). Additionally, the maximum number of targets

The sensor’s probability of detection is uniform over thg set toN,,,,, = 20 to circumvent issues with infinitely tailed
sensor’s FoV, and set at a constant valug) 66 throughout cardinality distributions [27].
the scenario. Each target-generated measurement coosists
the target’s coordinate position with an independent GaussD' Simulation results

white noise on each component, with a standard deviation

of 10m. Spurious measurements are modeled as a Poissohl® Proposed spawning models and the birth model are
point process with uniform spatial distribution over thatet IMmPlemented with the GM-CPHD filter, and compared over

space and an average number of clutter per unit volume B0 Monte Carlo (MC) runs of the multi-target scenario
12.5 x 10-6m~2, that is, an average 60 clutter returns per decribed in Section IV-C.
scan over the surveillance region. er

For the sake of comparison, the usual GM-CPF
[27] with spontaneous birth and no spawning is impl
as well. The spontaneous birth model is Poisson
constant rate 0f).025 per time step (which yields, ou
100s of the scenario, an average @b newborn targe
each parent target). The spatial distribution is modele
single Gaussian component, centered on the sensol o 10 2 0 4 s s 7 8 %0 10
illustrated in Fig. 1. ) ]

The spatial distribution of the spawning (41) is identica f Fig. 3: MAP estimate of the number of targets (averaged on
the three considered models. We assume no spawned tar§gtruns).
deviation vectors, and a standard deviationl ®funits is set
on each component of the spawning noise covariance, i.e. The MAP estimate of the number of targets is plotted in

5 Fig. 3, along with the true number of targets in the scene.

{12 02] , dor =0, Qv = [Ule .(2)2 ] . (59) The results suggest that the spawning models provide ar bette
0; 1 ’ ’ 0y opl2 estimate of the number of targets and, in particular, carever
where0 denotes the null vector iXX, o, = 12m, andg, = faster to the true number of targets following the appearanc
12ms . of new targets in the scene. This is expected, because the

C—Truth

~

""" .zzq‘{ —Birth
— — z-inf. Poiss.
— - —- Bernoulli
Poisson

)

~ o

Mean Number of Targets
w

N

N

50
Time Step

Iy =

)



scenario does not feature any spontaneous but only spe
related births, and thus in this context spawning models
better match than the birth model.

09
0.8
0.7

06
05
0.4
03 wrrrrins
027 =

Pl T Wy

Among the three spawning models, the zero-inflated P
converges the fastest following the appearance of newtt
while the Bernoulli model converges the slowest. Tt
expected, for the zero-inflated Poisson model provide A . . . . . . . . |
best match to the spawning events occurring in this sce 0 10 2 o e © 7o 8 % 100
Note in particular that the Bernoulli model may not consider (a) Predicted cardinality
the appearance of more than one daughter per spc =~
event, and must therefore stage the multiple-target appes
across several successive time steps; in other worc
Bernoulli is ill-adapted to “busy” events where targets &g
simultaneously. Note also the slight overestimation sho
the Poisson model when the true number of target is ¢
Per construction, the Poisson model is well-equipped f e
simultaneous appearance of an arbitrary number of sp < ol e
targets at any time step, but it fails at coping with “quic. Tmestep
periods where no spawning occurs because, unlike the zero- (b) Updated cardinality
inflated Poisson model, it does not temper the Poisson{drive  Fig. 5: Hellinger distances (averaged 800 runs).
spawning with a probability of spawning. In other words, the

Pqisson m(_)del is ill-adapted to the spawning events shown inppe quality of the estimation of the number of targets
this scenario. proposed by the four models is further illustrated in Fig. 5,
Note that all models — spawning and birth — follow thavhere the Hellinger distance between the cardinality idistr
same mechanism for target deaths and yield much clostion propagated by each model and the “ideal” cardinality
performances when target disappearances occur. distribution (i.e., a distribution in which all the mass is

concentrated on the true number of targets).
The results in Fig. 5 allow a more refined analysis of
the proposed models. All the models yield poor estimates

d,, : Predicted Cardinality Distributions

1
0.9
08
07
06 \
05 N L R
0.4
03

: Updated Cardinality Distributions

H

60 70 80 90 100

Birth

6l = = zint paiss immediately after a change in the true number of targelbsit
-------- Poisson

the zero-inflated Poisson model converges the fastestioltp

a target birth/deathndit converges to the best estimate during
periods where the number of target is stable. The Poisson
model convergesaster than the Bernoulli model, but to a
worse estimate: this is expected, since the Poisson model is
ill-adapted to “quiet” periods while the Bernoulli modeliis

Position Errors [m]
pooe R
o 5 o

-
~

10 20 30 40 50
Time Step adapted to “busy” events (see discussion above on Fig. 3).
(&) Position As expected, the updated cardinality distributions are- con
6 sistently more accurate than the predicted cardinalitiyriis

tions since they benefit from the processing of an additional
measurement batch.

H — - —- Bernoulli
F 1 1 N SO Poisson

V. CONCLUSION

Velocity Errors [m/s]
5
T

)

The motivation for the work presented in this paper is the

b .1 resolution of multi-object detection and tracking probgem
Time Step which newborn objects are spawned from preexisting ones.
(b) Velocity To this end, the construction of a CPHD filter in which the
Fig. 4: OSPA distance (averaged 800 runs). appearance of newborn targets is modeled with a spawning

mechanism rather than spontaneous birth is proposed, based

a principled derivation procedure within the FISST framewo

A GM implementation of the CPHD filter with spawning
then presented, considering three different modelster t
%foawning mechanism based on a Bernoulli, a Poisson, or a
ezrero—inflated Poisson process. The three resulting filtegs a

Similar conclusions can be drawn from the comparisons %f
the OSPA distances shown in Fig. 4. All models show err
spikes at times of spawning & 15s,t = 25s) and death
(t = 76s,t = 865S), however, the spawning models recov
more quickly than the birth model, and have consistenthelow sgecaii from Eq. (57) that the Hellinger distande; is such thato <
errors. dg < 1.
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then illustrated, analyzed, and compared to a usual CPHD filt APPENDIX
with spontaneous birth but no spawning, on the same sintllate

scenario involving two parent targets spawning a total &f. Proof of theorem 1

five daughter targets. Results show that a spawning model
appropriately chosen for a given application, can proviekidn
estimates than a spontaneous birth model.

For the sake of simplicity, the time subscripts will be

omitted throughout the proof when there is no ambiguityoAls

we will denote byps (resp.pq) the functionl — pg; (resp.

1 = pa k)

. _ _ 1) Predicted p.g.fl..Let us focus first on the p.g.{l; .1
Daniel Bryant's work is supported by the Science, Mathgsf the predicted multi-target point procesg;, ;. Each parent

matics & Research for Transformation (SMART) SChOlarShinarget in the popu|ation, represented by the prior p0|ntp$e

for-Service Program. ®,._1, generates daughter targets in the predicted population
Emmanuel Delande and Daniel Clark are supported by tetwo ways:

Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council (EP- . .
SRC) Platform Grant (EP/J015180/1), the MOD University ° a daughter target stemming from the (eve_ntual) §urV|vaI of
Defence Research Centre on Signal Processing (UDRC) Phase the parent target, represented by a survival point process
2 (EP/K014227/1). s .
(Daniel Clark vaishes to thank Professor Penina Axelrad® population of daughter_spawr_led from the parent target,
in the Aerospace Department in Boulder for supporting his represented by a spawning point procéss
Visiting Professor position through the Faculty-in-Reside Using Eq. (8), and denoting k¥ (resp.G},) the p.g.fl. of the
Summer Term (FIRST) programme at the University of Coburvival (resp. spawning) point process, we can describe th
orado Boulder in summer 2014. evolution of a parent target with statec X with a compound
The authors would also like to thank Nicola Baresi angrocess with p.g.fl.
In-Kwan Park of the University of Colorado at Boulder and

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

lllan Amor of Universidad de Oviedo, Asturias Spain forithe G.(h|z) = Gs(h|z)Gy(h|z), (60)
conversations and ideas early on for this work during the
FIRST programme. and exploiting the Galton-Watson equation (9), we may finall
write
Grjp—1(h) = Gr-1(Ge(h|")) (61a)
= G-1(Gs(h|-)Go(h]")). (61b)

2) Predicted intensity:Let us now focus on the expression
of the predicted intensityu,—;. For that, let us fix an
arbitrary measurable subsél? € Bx. The expression of
the intensity evaluated iB can be recovered from the first
derivative of the p.g.flG,—, using Eq. (20):

figjs—1(B) = 6Gyp1(h; 18)],_, (62a)
= 0(Gr-1(Ge(h])); 18)|, 4 (62b)

Using the definition of the p.g.fl. (5a) then yields

e (8) =5 [ [ TT Getnlo)] Pics a1

TEY h=1
(62c)
-/ 6(HGC(h|x>;1B) Py1(dy) (620)
v\l h=1

From the product rule (14) it follows that

Mk|k—1(B) =

I®>

TEP

[(sGC(hlx; 1)

1 Gl1lo) | s ae)
h=1zcy v
T#xT =1
(62e)
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Using the product rule (14) o@.(-|z) = Gs(:|z)Gy(+|x) then Exploiting Eq. (28) yields

yields
pn(Bl)
fikk—1(B) = / > [6Gs(h|x; 15)|,_, Go(1|z) = 6Gy (h|:1B)],—4 (65a)
o= = = 5(m e o [ naisnatel) 1) 10 )
h=1
+ Gs(1]z) 6Gy (hlz; 1) |, _, | Pe—1(dp) (65b
- 20 —mOnO( [ s <1:15)|
X exp [/\ ()(/sb(d:d) - 1)} (65¢)
Using Eq. (20) we introduce the intensity (resp.us,) of the
survival (resp. spawning) process and we obtain: =0
= pb(-)Ab(*)sb(B"). (65d)

pikjk—1(B) = / Z [us(Blz) + pn(Blz)] Pe—1(de) (62g)  3) Predicted cardinality:Let us now focus on the expres-
Y zep sion of the predicted cardinality;,_,. From Eq. (4) the
cardinality distribution of an arbitrary point process ca@
retrieved through its Janossy measures; let us then cortipate
predictednt"-order Janossy measu%rk)_1 evaluated at the
neighborhood of a collection of arbitrary pointsy;, ..., y,.

Using Eq. (19) yields

Which becomes, using Campbell’s theorem [34, p. 271]:

Hrlk-1(B) = / [us(Bl) + g (Blx)] pre—1(d). - (62h)
J/g?k)—l(d(yla ey yn))

Note that the validity of the expression of the predicted™ 0" Grik—1(h; Lay,, - Lay. )|, (66a)
intensity above is not restricted to specific models for the- 6" (Gr—1(Gc(h]-)); Lays - - - Ly, )lh_y (66b)
prior processb;_;. As such, the construction of the predicted

mtensﬂy is identical in thg case of the PHD filter W'thAppIying the general chain rule (12) then gives
spawning (see Mahler’s original proof in [5]). Let us now

focus on the explicit expression of the intensity measuwre n)

Since the survival process is assumed Bernoulli with patalmeJk|k_1 (d(y1,---5yn))

ps(+) and spatial distributiorys(-|-), we can exploit Eq. (20) - "

to retrieve the intensity,, through the expression of the p.g.fl. — Z‘SI G Ge(hl]); (6‘ ‘Gc(h|'5 udw)iew))weﬂ

h=0

; . mell,
G, given by Eq. (24): (66¢)
ps(B|) = 0Gs(h|18)]5—, (63a) Developing the predicted p.g.f7;—; through Janossy mea-
B sures with Eg. (2) then gives
=5(1= )+ ) [ Wo) el 1
h:613b) J/grk)—l(d(yh SRR yn)) =
=ps() fs(BI-). (63c) 1 / o
— 311G (hli; (Lay,) jew:)
ﬂ;n mgrr (m B |7T|)' xm };11: s h=0
Let us now focus on the explicit expression of the inten- m (m)
sity measureu;, of the spawning process, depending on the X H Ge(0lzi)Jy—1(d(z1, ..o, Tm)).
modeling choices. i=|m|+1 67)

a) Bernoulli process with parametgy(-) and spatial dis-

trib_ution su(]): ) ) . Since the prior process is assumed i.i.d., we can substftate
Using the same construction as in Eq. (63) we have immedg,ession given by Eq. (29) to the prior Janossy densities
ately J{™ and obtain

(B]) = po(-)sn(B])- (64)
jI8 Pbl*)Sp Jéﬁg_l(d(yl, 3 Yn))

m)!
b) zero-inflated Poisson process with parametgr), rate = Z Z mp(m)cw(d(yh o3 Yn)),  (68)
Ab(+) and spatial distributiony, (+|): well, m>|x|



where

Cﬂ'(d(y17 cee 7yn))

||

/ /H 31l Ge(hlai; (Lay, ) jew) -
X H G (0]x;) H (dz;)

=|m|+1

=(/@mmwm) -

< IT ([0 Geltlas (o ico)l,y sta)) - (690)

weET

(69a)

Recall from Eq. (60) that.(h|z) = Gs(h|z)Gy(h|z); using
the product rule (14) on Eq. (69b) then yields

m—|x|

Cr(d(y;- -5 yn)) = </Gs(0|x)Gb(O|a:)s(dx)>
XH</ZW@mmmmw

weTT vCw

h=0

h_os(d:r)> .

Now, from the derivation shown in Eq. (63), we see that:

5\w\*\V|Gb(h|x; (1dyi)i€w\1’)

(70)

1 — ps(x), v =0,
S G (hlas; (Lay, )iew)| o = { ps(@) fs(dyilz), v = {i},
0, lv] > 1.
(71)

Therefore, Eq. (70) simplifies as follows:

m—|x|

Crlalyneov)) = [ 201G 0l2)s(a0) )

X 1;[ (/ 6‘W‘Gb(h|x (1dy €W |h 0 dx)
+ [ Y mle)fldule)

1dyi cw

X 5|W|*1Gb(h|x§(1dyj)jEW\{} ‘h 0® da:)) o
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Therefore, Eq. (72) simplifies as follows

CHﬂqu%ﬂZ(/m()()@@ywh

X {il}lr (/ps(ff)pb(f)Sb(dyimS(dw)
+—][pb(whk(wlﬂ(dyAQOS(dw)>

>:£L(/ () (i) s (g ) s(d)

+/mmmmMMwm%mmwwm>
(74)

XHO.

weTm
|w|>2

Substituting Eq. (74) to Eq. (68), we may finally retrieve the
scalarpy,,—1 (n) through Eq. (4):

Pr|k—1(n)
1 n
= ﬁ/ Jli\k)—l(d(ylu"-ayn)) (75a)
m—|m|
where the coefficients; are defined by

[ ps(z)pp(z)s(dz), i=0,

b= s +pb< (@] s(da), =1, Lo
2fp5 ()(d(E), 1= 4,
0, i>2.

Using the definition of the Bell polynomial (32) then yields

We shall now detail the expression of Eq. (72) depending @fe desired result.

the modeling choices for the spawning process.

a) Bernoulli process with parametey(-) and spatial distri-

bution f4(+|-):
We may draw similar results from the derivation shown in
Eq. (71):

1- pb('r)v V= Qv
Gy (hlas; (Lay, )jen) |, = 4 Po(@)sn(dy;le), v = {j},

0, lv| > 1.

(73)

b) zero-inflated Poisson process with parametdr), rate
Ab(+), and spatial distributiosy (+|-):
Applying the chain rule (12) to the p.g.fl. (28) yields

6‘V|Gb(h|$ (1dy] jEV ’h 0

{1—pb($)+pb( z)e Mo (@), v=_0, 77)

po(@)e N, (@) e, s(dy; ), [v] > 0.



Therefore, Eq. (72) simplifies as follows [8]

Cr(d(y1,---,yn)) = [9]
m—|x|
(/Ps(f) |:b($) +pb($)€_>\b(w):|8(d$)> [10]
ps(x z)e @)\ (2)s i|x)s(dx
I [ @@ O @

[ 5@ 00+ e nl)s(@)) g
[ e ) T (o) | () g

weT PEw
Jw|>1
- - 14
+ [ p@pu(@)e O x, ()1 .
[15]
x Y fuldyilx) [ 11 Sb(dyj|a:)] s(da:)). (78)
1EW Jjew
el [16]
Substituting Eq. (78) to Eq. (68), we may finally retrieve the
scalarpy,,—1(n) through Eq. (4): [17]
_1\n
pk\kll( ) . [18]
= - Jk\kq(d(ylv ceyYn)) (79a) 1]
_ m—||
=Y > il w) p(m)by ™ T by (79b)  [20]
mell, m>|n| weT

where the coefficients; are defined by 21]

J (@) [Po(2) + po(@)e )] s(d), 2

i—0, 23]

I [ps(@)pp (x)e 2@ Ay () [24]

b — +ps(2) [po(@) + po()e @] ]s(dz), [25]
o i=1,

26
[ po(@) AL (z)e e 120

[Ps(2) A () + ips(2)] s(dx), (21
7> 2.
(80) [28]
Using the definition of the Bell polynomial (32) then yields
the desired result. [29]
[30]
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