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ABSTRACT

Motion analysis plays a critical role in various applications, from virtual reality (VR) and augmented
reality (AR) to assistive visual navigation. Traditional self-driving technologies, while advanced,
typically do not translate directly to pedestrian applications due to their reliance on extensive sensor
arrays and non-feasible computational frameworks. This highlights a significant gap in applying
these solutions to human users since human navigation introduces unique challenges, including the
unpredictable nature of human movement, limited processing capabilities of portable devices, and the
need for directional responsiveness due to the limited perception range of humans.

In this project, we introduce an image-only method that applies motion analysis using optical flow
with ego-motion compensation to predict Motor Focus—where and how humans or machines focus
their movement intentions. Meanwhile, this paper addresses the camera shaking issue in handheld
and body-mounted devices which can severely degrade performance and accuracy, by applying a
Gaussian aggregation to stabilize the predicted motor focus area and enhance the prediction accuracy
of movement direction. This also provides a robust, real-time solution that adapts to the user’s
immediate environment. Furthermore, in the experiments part, we show the qualitative analysis of
motor focus estimation between the conventional dense optical flow-based method and the proposed
method. In quantitative tests, we show the performance of the proposed method on a collected small
dataset that is specialized for motor focus estimation tasks.

Keywords Image Process · Motion Analysis · Assistive Visual Navigation · Augmented Reality · Vision Enhancement
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1 Introduction

The rapid development of mobile computing has significantly enhanced real-life applications through advanced visual
technologies. Technologies such as object detection, augmented reality (AR), and visual navigation have benefited
immensely from the integration of AI into mobile devices. Among these, visual navigation and related enhancements
have become particularly prominent, as they enhance user experiences by blending digital elements with the physical
world [1–4]. Consequently, as reliance on these visual technologies increases, ensuring user safety has emerged as a
critical concern. Specifically, enhanced environment sensing can significantly improve safety by helping users detect
nearby dangers and avoid potential emergencies, making these technologies indispensable in our increasingly digital
world [2, 5–8].

Motion analysis plays a critical role in environmental sensing by utilizing both spatial and temporal information to
create a comprehensive visual understanding of dynamic surroundings. By analyzing how objects and features move
over time within a given space, motion analysis is employed in a suite of technologies to enhance autonomous systems
and interactive applications [9, 10]. For instance, visual odometry [11, 12] and ego-motion estimation [13–15], rely on
analyzing consecutive images captured by the camera and extracting features or keypoints that can be tracked across
frames, determining the motion of a camera or a vehicle relative to its environment. Video saliency identifies the
most visually conspicuous or attention-grabbing regions within a video sequence, which aims to predict where human
observers are likely to focus their attention [16, 17]. Further, optical flow is often used for video stabilization [18],
object detection [2, 19–22], image segmentation [23], and depth prediction [24, 25]. These technologies collectively
augment this framework, allowing the system to effectively parse and interact with its surroundings by identifying and
categorizing environmental elements, thereby ensuring safe and effective navigation. Furthermore, in the domains of
healthcare and sports, motion analysis helps in monitoring human activities and movements, offering valuable insights
for training, rehabilitation, and overall well-being assessments [26]. By effectively analyzing spatial and temporal data,
motion analysis not only enhances environmental awareness but also significantly improves the interaction capabilities
of various technology applications in real-world settings.

Figure 1: Concept of Assistive Visual Navigation

While motion analysis methods have been extensively developed for autonomous driving, their direct implant into
mobile devices encounters significant challenges. Firstly, although mobile computing capabilities have rapidly advanced,
the sensors integrated into mobile devices are typically less sophisticated and more constrained compared to those used
in autonomous vehicles. For instance, autonomous vehicles are equipped with a range of high-end sensors such as
LIDAR, radar, and multiple cameras that provide detailed, 360-degree environmental feedback [27]. In contrast, mobile
devices generally rely on more basic components such as monocular cameras and inertial sensors, which offer less
comprehensive data. Additionally, autonomous systems are designed to operate continuously and consume considerable
power, which is feasible in a vehicle with a substantial power supply. However, for mobile devices, preserving battery
life is critical, necessitating energy-efficient solutions [28]. The extensive processing power and energy requirements
of autonomous driving technologies are thus incompatible with the limited capabilities and energy constraints of
typical consumer mobile devices. Consequently, there is a pressing need for cost-effective, energy-efficient motion
analysis solutions that benefit the hardware and energy limitations of mobile devices, ensuring that users can enjoy
enhanced sensing capabilities without compromising device performance or battery life. Additionally, human users
typically carry devices that are constrained by size, weight, and computational capabilities, limiting the use of intensive
real-time processing methods such as Simultaneous Localization and Mapping (SLAM) that are standard in autonomous
systems [29].

Recognizing these limitations, there is a pressing need to develop a navigation aid from the perspective of pedestrians.
While numerous studies have focused on visual attention, movement analysis is also vital, as the visual focus and body
movement can often diverge significantly [30]. Notably, works in visual-based movement prediction in point-of-view
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camera settings are heavily missing, as vehicle-based research mostly focuses on visual odometry functionality on ego-
location recording, while human-based research more focuses on visual attention and head direction prediction [17, 31].
Motor focus can be useful across a wide array of applications including augmented reality (AR), visual navigation,
photography, video stabilization, action cameras (such as 360-degree cameras), drones, and robotics [32]. These fields
all benefit from understanding and predicting user movement and orientation, which can enhance interaction quality
and system responsiveness. For instance, in AR and visual navigation, accurately predicting a user’s movement can
improve the alignment and relevance of augmented content, making the experience more intuitive and immersive. In
the context of photography and video, understanding motor focus can lead to more effective stabilization techniques
and dynamic framing methods. Similarly, in robotics and drone operations, anticipating human motion can enhance
collaborative and interactive capabilities. This paper aims to explore motor focus extensively to fill this research void,
proposing new methodologies and applications that leverage this underexplored aspect of human-machine interaction.

To bridge this gap, we present Motor Focus prediction, the study of how users physically move and orient themselves
in space. Specifically, this study analyzes and predicts human movement patterns, particularly in scenarios captured
from a first-person perspective using wearable or point-of-view cameras.

Specifically, this paper makes several contributions as follows:

• Motor Focus Prediction: We introduce a method to predict the moving direction of users by analyzing
ego-motion. Utilizing this prediction, we project an attention area onto the captured image.

• Fast Ego-Motion Compensation: Our model processes video frames to display the optical flow. Specifically,
we apply SVD to divide the transform matrix to boost the compensation for ego-motion.

• Specialized Dataset: To expand and evaluate this study, we have collected a small, specialized dataset aimed
at fostering motor focus. By using this dataset to showcase our implemented methods, we demonstrate the
practical application of motion information and attention mapping in improving navigational aids.

2 Methodology

This study employs a comprehensive video processing framework designed to enhance visual navigation by analyzing
and visualizing motion dynamics in video sequences. The methodology encompasses several key phases, each crucial
for extracting meaningful motion data from video frames to aid in navigation tasks.

Figure 2: Framework, (a) is a two consecutive frame pair, (b) is the original optical flow, (c) is the original optical flow
field, (d) is the compensated optical flow, (e) is the camera noise ϵ, (f) is the compensated optical flow field, (g) is the
probability map of motor focus for I2, (h) is the aggregated gaussian distribution of consecutive frames, and (i) is the
attention map for motor focus of frame I2.

The proposed project is fully open-sourced and available at: GitHub
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2.1 Pre-Processing

The video capture process is initiated with continuous frame reading from a video stream. Initial frames undergo
preprocessing, where they are resized and converted to grayscale to facilitate further analysis. The Scale-Invariant
Feature Transform (SIFT) algorithm is implemented early to detect and compute key points and descriptors in the
initial frame, establishing a baseline for subsequent frames. The optical flow, specifically the motion between matched
points across frames, is calculated using Farneback’s method to provide a dense flow field, highlighting the texture and
movement patterns within the scene.

Specifically, optical flow vectors (dx, dy) are calculated using the brightness constancy assumption between two
consecutive frames I1 and I2:

I1(x, y) ≈ I2(x+ dx, y + dy)

The flow field f is computed using classical Farneback’s [33] method:

f = Farneback(I1, I2)

where f(x, y) = (vx, vy) represents the displacement vector at position (x, y) in image I1 that aligns with I2.

The optical flow field f between two consecutive images I1 and I2 provides a dense vector field where each vector
points from a pixel in I1 to its corresponding location in I2, assuming brightness constancy and spatial coherence. This
field inherently includes motion from both moving objects and the camera’s own motion (ego-motion), which we use
the noise term ϵ to represent in the rest of the paper.

2.2 Transformation Matrix Estimation using SVD

Classical image homography estimation such as RANSEC requires a set of matched keypoints P1 and P2 through
feature detectors (e.g., SIFT, ORB) to extract the transform matrix that describes the image transform relationships
between images I1 and I2.

In our proposed framework, we sample pixels directly from image I1. Specifically, P1 is mapped from I1, denoted as
P1 = {p1

1,p
1
2, . . . ,p

1
N}, where N is the number of keypoints and is equal to the total pixel number of I1. For each

keypoint p1
i = (x, y) in P1, we find its corresponding point in I2 using the displacement (dx, dy) obtained from the

optical flow field f from the previous step:

p2
i = (xi + dxi, yi + dyi), i = 1, 2, . . . , N

This process ensures that P2 contains keypoints that are spatially aligned with P1 in I2.

Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) is then used to compute an optimal rigid transformation (rotation R and translation
T ) that best aligns these points [34]. Specifically, the cross-covariance matrix M is computed:

M = PT
2 P1 = UΣV T

The rotation matrix R and the translation vector T are derived from the SVD components to form the transformation
matrix H:

R = UV T , T = mean(P2)−R× mean(P1)

Where mean(P2) and mean(P2) are the centroid of each keypoints set. The transformation matrix H is then assembled
as:

H = [R T ]

2.3 Ego-Motion Compensation

The transformation matrix H is then applied to a grid of pixel coordinates P1 from I1, representing the original
positions. The grid modified by the flow f gives the new positions P1.

Applying H to P1 provides a prediction of where each grid point would be if only the camera’s motion (ego-motion)
affected it:

P′
1 = H×P1
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Figure 3: Motor focus visualization, (a) is the raw RGB image, (b) is the camera noise ϵ, (c) is the attention area of
10 consecutive frames, (d) is the attention map aggregated by the gaussian distributions of 10 recent frames, (e) is
the original optical flow, (f) is the compensated optical flow, (g) is the probability map of focus center, and (h) is the
compensated optical flow field.

The noise term ϵ of this study is defined by the difference between the predicted positions of the pixels due to ego-motion
and the predicted positions of the pixels without ego-motion, which represents the displacement caused exclusively by
the camera’s motion, ignoring any independent object movements:

ϵ = P′
1 −P1

The compensated optical flow then can be derived by correcting the raw optical flow f for the motion attributable to
the observer’s (camera’s) own campaign. This correction ensures that f ′ predominantly reflects the motion of objects
relative to the observer, rather than due to the observer’s own motion. This is expressed mathematically as:

f ′ = f − ϵ

Here, f ′ represents the motion vectors corrected for ego-motion, highlighting only those movements that are due to
objects moving in the scene rather than the camera itself.

2.4 Prediction of Ego-Movement Direction

Given the initial set of vectors vi = pi
1 + f ′i , assuming that each vi potentially indicates a trajectory toward a potential

focus point, the goal is to find a point c that most of these vectors converge toward:

min
c

∑
i

∥c− projvi
(c)∥2

However, for complex scenes, there might be multiple focuses, which shift the point c from the optimum location.
To measure how well a point ck (a candidate point from the k-th cluster) aligns with the vectors vi, we formulate an
optimization problem to minimize these deviations for each cluster. Specifically, for each candidate focus ck:

ck =

N∑
i=1

∥∥ck − projvi
(ck)

∥∥2
N

, i ∈ clusterk

Where projvi
(ck) is the projection of ck onto the line defined by vi.

Then we calculate the score of each candidate focus ck:

Score(ck) =
N∑
i=1

i, i ∈ clusterk
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Select the ck with the highest score, which indicates the maximum number of vectors vi converging towards it.

To stabilize the attention area across frames and reduce the effect of transient shaking or focus shifts, the Gaussian
splatting method is applied at each frame’s focus point ci to create a smooth attention mask over multiple frames. The
spread of each Gaussian is determined by the inverse of the mean magnitude of the optical flow, ui, representing the
activity level or movement intensity in the frame. The formulation can be described as follows:

Knew(x, y) =

n∑
i=1

Ki(x, y|ci, σi) (1)

σi ∝
1

ui
(2)

Here, Ki(x, y|ci, σi) is the Gaussian distribution from the i-th frame with its respective σi, and i is the number of
distributions (frames) considered.

The final Gaussian splatting mask effectively smoothes and stabilizes the attention area, as the aggregation helps in
filtering out the ambiguous focus due to camera movement, thus providing a more consistent and reliable attention
signal over time.

3 Experiments

In this section, we evaluate the proposed method both qualitatively and quantitatively.

3.1 Data Collection

To evaluate the performance of the proposed method, we collected a small dataset that is specialized for visual navigation.
The collected dataset consists of two parts: in-person collection, and online collection.

The in-person collection is a subset of Urban Cruising Dataset which is used for visual navigation testing [35].
Specifically, in this subset, data collectors move by walking, biking, and electric scooters and capture videos in
first-person. The dataset consists of a total of 50 clips of human users’ movements and has been used for assistive
visual navigation tasks. Table 1 shows the detailed dataset description. The collected data is then annotated with the
state-of-the-art open-world object detection model (Yolo-World), with classification labels that are designed for visually
impaired navigation.

Location Scene Movement Weather Clips Total length Unique Classes Total detected objects

Urban Sidewalk Scooter Cloudy 8 10 mins 31 16944
Suburban Bikeline Scooter Cloudy 5 6 mins 26 8394

Urban Park Scooter Cloudy 6 5 mins 23 15310
City Road Biking Sunny 5 5 mins 21 5464
City Sidewalk Biking Sunny 7 6 mins 27 9569
City Park Biking Cloudy 5 5 mins 19 4781

Town Park Walking Cloudy 6 4 mins 18 5156
Town Sidewalk Walking Sunny 8 7 mins 14 8274
City Coast Walking Sunny 2 5 mins 37 29280

Suburban Theme Park Walking Rain 3 6 mins 34 24180

Table 1: Action type and length of Urban Cruising Dataset.

Furthermore, to test the motor focus estimation performance, we annotated these clips so that their movement directions
are estimated by 3 researchers, each video clip is observed frame by frame, and a pixel location (x, y) of moving
direction is annotated for each frame. The final annotation is averaged among 3 different annotations. As shown in
Figure 4, each video clip is annotated with 3 different labels, and the ground truth is averaged by these 3 different
annotations. Figure 4 shows the sample of the Urban Cruising Dataset. Specifically, Figure 4 (a) is a biking scene, (b)
and (c) is a scooter riding scene, and (d) is a walking scene.

3.2 Ego-Motion Compensation

To evaluate the compensation performance of the proposed method, we compare the original optical flow and the
compensated optical flow in a series of scenes to showcase its difference from the classical optical flow and test its
robustness to ego-motion and sensitivity to objects that are individually moving.
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Figure 4: The samples of the Urban Cruising dataset. For each image, the left is the original RGB image, and the right
is the visualized ground truth moving direction.

As shown in Figure 5, the compensated optical flow can filter the ego-motion caused by the camera shift and self-moving,
which distinguishes the objects that are moving relatively. Meanwhile, the moving speed and direction of nearby objects
can also be estimated from the compensated optical flow map. Furthermore, the camera noise ϵ shows the camera’s
moving direction, which can be used to estimate the motor direction, as proved in Section 2.

Figure 5: Visualization of ego-motion compensation, each image consists of four cells, from left to right: grayscale
image with predicted moving direction, the magnitude of camera noise ϵ (ego-motion), raw optical flow, and optical
flow with ego-motion compensation.

More importantly, Figure 5 indicates that the visual focus can be very different than the motor focus. For instance, in
Figure 5 group B, while the compensated optical flow and camera noise indicated the camera moving potential, the
actual motor movement is different. Specifically, in B1 and B3, the camera is moving toward the left corner, while the
user is moving toward the right side. However, in B2, both the camera and the user are moving toward the left. On the
other hand, in Figure 5 group C, the camera in both C2 and C3 are turning right, while the user in C2 is moving right
and the user in C3 is moving left. Specifically, in C1, the user is standing statically, but the camera is slowly pitching up.

Interestingly, when both the camera and the user move straightforwardly, the raw optical flow and the compensated
optical flow are theoretically identical, and the low point of the camera noise map tends to overlap with the motor focus
area, as shown in Figure 5 group A.
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3.3 Ego Motion Prediction Performance

We applied the proposed method to predict the center of moving direction and we usin MAE and MSE to compare
the predicted location (x̂, ŷ) with the annotated ground truth(x, y). Figure 6 shows the results of the proposed method
compared with different approaches. As expected, the proposed method achieves minimum errors compared with other
methods.

Figure 6: MSE benchmark on the collected dataset.

Furthermore, we evaluate the computation cost of the implemented method with the classical motion analysis methods.
Table 2 shows the computation cost comparison results. Notably, our All-Pixel Matching method achieves extraordinary
results compared to other methods. Specifically, our proposed All-Pixel Matching requires no searching for keypoints as
we consider each pixel as a keypoints and take the optical flow map as the matching map. Our matching time stands out
from others by taking advantage of Singular Vector Decomposition, the linear operation processes a total of 262, 144
elements without additional computation cost.

Total Keypoints Keypoints Searching
Time (ms)

Matching Time
(ms)

Total Time (ms)

LK 101 3.74 4.86 8.60
ORB 134 4.42 5.34 9.76
SIFT 501 31.03 35.49 66.52
Ours 262,144 0 0.91 0.91

Table 2: Performance comparison

The results from our experiments indicate that our method successfully achieves real-time processing capabilities
without sacrificing accuracy or robustness. The stabilization algorithm effectively mitigates the impact of camera shake,
allowing for clear and consistent detection of nearby objects and their motions. This capability is particularly important
in densely populated urban environments where accurate and timely information about surrounding dynamics is critical
for safe navigation.

4 Conclusion

In conclusion, our study presents a novel image-only method for motion analysis, specifically designed for predicting
motor attention in both humans and machines. By utilizing optical flow with ego-motion compensation, our approach
effectively tackles the challenges posed by handheld and body-mounted devices, such as camera shakes, enhancing
movement prediction accuracy and stability. The introduction of Gaussian aggregation further improves the robustness
and real-time applicability of our system, making it suitable for a wide array of applications from consumer electronics
to personal navigation. Our experimental results, both qualitative and quantitative, validate the superiority of our
method over traditional dense optical flow-based techniques, especially in accurately estimating motor attention with a
specialized small dataset. This work not only advances the understanding of motor attention but also offers a scalable,
adaptable solution that redefines its application in technology-driven environments.
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