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Research on an improved multi-scale guided

aggregation stereo matching network

TANG Jiahui*, ZHAO Yun*, XU Xing®
(a. School of Information and Electronic Engineering; b. School of Mechanical and Energy Engineering,

Zhejiang University of Science and Technology, Hangzhou 310023, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: In order to solve the current problem that most deep learning stereo matching
algorithms fail to optimize the edge structure of the disparity map, an improved multi-scale
guided aggregation stereo matching network was proposed. accordingly improving the loss
function. The network used four different scales of spatial pyramid pooling (SPP) for feature
extraction to generate a 4D cost volume. Then the cost aggregation was optimized by virtue of a
semi-global aggregation layer (SGA) and a local guided aggregation layer (LGA) to generate

the high-precision disparity map. In order to fasten the convergence speed and obtain better
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initial parameters, the L, loss function was introduced during fine-tuning. The results show that
the network achieves 98. 31% accuracy in three-pixel endpoint error evaluation in KITTI 2012
dataset, and 97. 95% accuracy in overall evaluation of KITTI 2015, thus having effectively
improved the overall disparity accuracy. The results can provide a certain reference for
binocular ranging application in intelligent transportation.

Keywords: stereo matching; disparity map; multi-scale; cost aggregation

FEIE 2 LA W SR DE LT 32 B T I ALY | A 22 3R B T R AR = A,
TERT = 2 BRI (0 TR B2 A 6 A R i 2SR I R Y7 5 B s 2 B4 . XU H 7 44 D8 TE 19 D B 5
L AP R A R 58 S8R R TP TE [R] — 7K1 28 A0 4% 2% 288 35 JBORR (] 37 55 1) TR 3o ol 90 ke &1 R 5% ]
—MERZ WAL E 2 SHA S SR Z MR EE =Y 5E B . 125000 7 A VT e U AR i R AL 4
PUAS B AR T AR A I 22 A8 T SR 22 404 AR TG TR A RS TC A | B s S ) A A /N 1 15
DL DU 22 1 00 % 45 A LD AR ORS00 22 141

T BB ARk | Wi TR BE 2 2] FBI 2 I 4% 1) % o A% 8 14 N7 AR DS TEE 5 2k 38 W K T Dy i ) i 1 R B 2 2] ST
PRI J7 i . IR ST % 4 Zbontar 251 SR T 28 4 45 UM 28 0 4% S 3 A M 3158 1R AT e AT LA o6 2
T AR M 2 )RR AR R A 5 A b R I T AL e i k. 3] Zhang R B 51 SR AW
2% (guided aggregation network, GANet), A #i /& & 14 2 4 J& 57 /& UL fid 25 3= (semi-global matching,
SGM) HA5 0] i, #1351 i 14 7 A DG T ot 28 T 6%, A e 20 SEZ B T Sty 380 s 140 Y B8 2 = ST R D K X 4%
Guo F 3 b 38 OGS I 43 ¥ 30 RAS 8 S VR BE (1) 68 3 3R SRR 41t 7 AT 2 2 19 18 AT AR DS TRE 19 2% Cefficient
stereo matching network, ESMNet), Zhang 27 32 i % 45 38 A 45 19 57 44 UC 2 ™ 4% (domain-invariant
stereo matching networks, DSMNet) £ & P 0] LLSe 55 B 28 S B PERY RO 48 J2 .y 17 3 JIR 24 i JC V6
Szt e e SR IR (A DG A B 1 B AR, Mayer S80S T A0 16 R R R B0 BURCHE 4R 3 ST L T A
A7 R0 R T A B X 4 (R E T . Zow SEUVAR R T — R b X AT 8 P i B SR B R b SR V) A 1) 22
S HEAT R 28 A T % T B A I 4% o AR IO RS A A 25 45 SR . BB B K 43 BF 5 IS SR T AR [] 1 R ALE 2
S5 32 SR A IBORS o (0 A AN 23 8] LLEAT AN 2R & . Duggal 5% 5% I A] SR DL FiC (patchmateh) ™ 3 Jay &
AR AT A A T M 3 TR 22 i A B . Guo A8 R T 0 21 A 56 i ST AR DE B ) 4% (group-
wise correlation stereo network, GWC-Net) . i i3 ¥ 42 47 FRAE 8] 43 8 22 > A0 5 19 B8 A8 41 1 A7 AH B B S5
P ALZ I OC R B AT R A . A A\ Kendall 57 $2 i JUA T 305 B M 4 (geometry and
context network, GC-Net) 5 » AfIT7E SR B A =4 BB B3 0 T8 207k, Lin 0942
TR T IR T T B & AT AR 51 S 0 I s AT A SR A AR AR O T AR TG S B X DT
fidt iR 2, Chang 260 38 1 1Y 4 5 B 7 (R DT 2 ) 4% (pyramid stereo matching network, PSMNet) % H
T 78 () 4 7 H5 hk (spatial pyramid pooling, SPP)™* #E 47 F¢AE $2 B, - HLAEAR M 3R A 3 72 b oR = 4 1)
HEZ VDU A R B R T AR RO 22 R B R ARRS B . B VD IR HE S M 28 rh 2K EORAE S TR R ERAE &
Ta AR 2 ) b A A IR R B R A R Rk

e FRD TR RERE B AT I T —Fh 2 R 515 55 B 2% (multi-scale guided aggregation network,
MSGANet) , 7EFFAE 42 BB BRI T 4 AN RU/INAS [a] 19 23 (] 4 5 85 1t A6 2 DATH B 46 FRU2 18 2 RN 2y
OB S B EARM R AL BRI T2/ R G2 /TR 25 [ A4S 7 ) bR G AR
#rs LA = 4E G B2 TE BT R R ik i) = 4B (5 B RO 2 . S 1k — 20 SR T 2% A M RE L iR R
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nological Institute, KITTD 4241 (4§45 42 £ Il 25 MSGANet, K H 4 BUBHE £ 5 )12 1 T 0 2508k
I 48 EAT WO Z H o AT LUAT S50 A e D 84 B 3 /N T BRIz AR PR 22 1)/ . 37 5% U 5 46 ok O LAY — 4
BT Blender 28 B, 8 R BB H HE 100 S0AR 1% A LA Ze 45 4> 10 A 48 558 P 150k SR 3l 2537 5 i T4
BEAS A . R A R T R LS e R ST R 32, 0 mm, 5% 18. 0 mm, L 35. 0 mm [ £2BE 3R B3 % h
540X 960 1R F M EIMR . BUHE B2 38 IX 43 oy 4l v UAS T e 28 RRAS 40 o RROAS A 8 R0 N 9T 52 1 R 0k 3 5%
I 28 WA AL 55 ) S AR A HICAR BRI 9 37 5 . B AR 3 f 5 40 024 XFALIEL, h 26 760 X 5 R R MK
Y 51 FlyingTing3D., 8 864 X4 & ¥ 25 37 14 3l ik 1 3% 5 1) Monkaa, LA Jz 4 400 X 42 & & BT 4K 52
i ) 5t Driving 3 > F 5048 S 40 % . KITTT B8 4 & — A4 % B St A58 % 3 5= 09 57 1k D 1 50 4
. ZEHEE R R RPN 2 DR ARG 2 HJK B AR L PointGray Flea2 (Ji %4 10 Hz, 4}
PR 1392 X512 R R IFBE A g 907 X 35%) Sk AR HUIE B 37 55 19 52 AR AL OF R 1 = 48 08 1% I &%
Velodyne HDL(Ji %}y 10 Hz, 64 46 o, 15 Bl 100 m) 20 35 BURR 5 2 ol 50 %0 i BL 5206 I 5 M 22
fi. KITTI 2012 Bfla T 2012 442t .7 2015 4F 9 & oy KITTI 2015, & 5% F A [ /9 PF 4 48 F5 %
g A A R AT A S 22 B PEA o 5 A B SR A bE L KITTT 800 46 B & £ 4 T B i 020 B
FEIY IR R TR N & S A SO R T S B A 3 B DAL 2% Tl 3 AR DC TS 1) 2%
17 4 T PEA

1.2 & &

AR I A T A IR 5 BEE AT AR B g S Intel (R) Core(TMD i7-9700, 4 FE &% £ 4514 3. 0 GHz,
MNAFH 32 GB, 5 11 GB Nvidia GTX 2080Ti, #:/E &4 Winl0; A1 5& ) X 5% 4 A Anaconda,
Python3. 6 ,Cudal0. 0,Pytorchl. 3. 0 #1 GCC5. 3 &, YIZrbt, Frfa R R AR FH T Adam 4L 2%, LA
Br=0.9.5=0.999 WSEHATILAL IF H i SeAE 5 St i 5 bt 47 10 A R a9 I 25 . SR J5 78 KIT-
TT Bl 46 I 25 300 A I AN 50 S F . %5 &2 Nvidia GTX 2080Ti {4 11 GB #) .os N AF .
B UK batchsize S EUBCE Ky 2 X AELE SR AT T B i i B vh ol DLORGIE BA 98 1 7R A A ik
Rl

2 AL{KIC R Y 2%

2.1 ERESISREMEEN

Z RIE 51 5 R A M4 (MSGANe) f 4 7 55 b Ak W 45 RV i e & R 25 28 A IR BB B k4
A 22 J2 A BRI R 25 B B 1 — 4R AR5 AL 12 300 2% BR O R 2 B ) R 4 AN ) RO 1 8 AR 47
2% 8] 4 5 1 Ak LAY B A B 28 0 28 o RSP B9 9 0. X 3 BBUREAIE )5 1) 70 A 0 P R AT 22 S 0 330 L AR IO
T R AR LEN 23 18] . MSGANet FACE AR89 77 2O B AUBUEE 00 . 2 42 =) 57 74 UE BE Jin A B
AR HEAT UG, MSGANet 7EUH R A KSR P AEER S RERL BT 24 SGA
JZ . SGA JZAE 4 AT7 ] EXACH ZEAT PPAL LAOG AR A2 B 22 B B 3 2530 00 - S P O . BARIUIN R &
AR SGA E T 5 M 2 10737 55 T Wy A B 30 2% (Bl 1 46 T 2 L T SRR L A AT G M i AR £ R
M . T — P i P XA TR FRATTR T T B 3 A5 FIEDAS 19 LGA JZ K U B8 5 A =5 18]
HEFT ISR AR B8 A i i AR B 22 IR . AR REAS 2% v L SRR T T B SO S B A
AU T AR X L8 B M L E S| T 4 R A S A DT TRE 1 2% — RS I R 2R B T I 4% R LA 199
RGB BIBAE i A I et 7 b B4 20 S AT 0 — AL 9F H L 08 SGA J2 5 LGA JZH 2/
R AT — DN R s B o - R softmax 45 2 LA e b ook B A9 L 22 DL AR A5 B o 19 L S2 L 22 A= il
R A2 ] o BEAT BN I RIS Xk B0 25 -5 ol i AR AR R 138 109 Ly 4500 5% eR B0 R A AR i 22 5
FLSL 22 2 18] Y 22 0 SR ae b AT AN B R B HE A B9 P 22 T8l . MSGANet 85K & 1 fi
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Fig. 1 Architecture overview of MSGANet
2.2 ZRESSEREMEBK KM EE
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T $ R MSGANet 75 fUJR I OB ZOR A FE 4R T — ettt 461 2k R BT S5 ms . BB
Bty SE A DCIE T5 3% 7 B AN rad R bR - 00 Ly 453 5% o B0 T (5 LSS AB AT 22 PP Al .y 18] 2
AR AE TN o A rp PO - S 2 ) A 2 O B 0SB Y L 45 5% o B AR A FE LEF- 0 B Ly 451K R
RO L PR Lo 45055 R BCRA SR A e St . TR R P Lo 350K BRRCR - J5 LR O 1 B0 Af 45 2
SEAE B Y 22 1 25 ) it JIOR BE AR A o (ELJE 25 8 3 S (AR E J5E FUUI 2R 9 A 55 69 L 102 AR B2 08 A S5 i ) o
BRI Z A0 I ELIT R A 09 8L 37 53 O K50 46 wh 9 B AR A T DU sl P BRI AR E P . 455 A L
DAL FE I G i v R L 458 2 R B30T LR IS PR P WA S50 B2 5 B0 A AR I I KU . T 2 P ar
Bl BT 78 R RO A s S TR Ly 80K BRI EL T Lo 453 5% R BCE AT B/ B0 B8 52 B B e 3t e R A i
FREL IR AL A 20 o DR A S A2 T 2N oR AT L 958 5K e R AR BRI A NP R P 3 1 Ly 22K R

B AT . SO R R s (D R .
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Fig.2 Diagram of smooth L, loss and L, loss function
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A DLy R R smooth Ly NP9 Ly 3K R 8Gd, WSS s d, R IRl
2552 NS HOUT T4 00 2% s B0 Bics DS I 25 /iR AT AT 55 L 75 3 ST 8RB B AT I 2R, A
MM B E S 1A KITTT £ 48 kA7 o bl 2 m{E & A 0.
2.3 FMIERR

MSGANet A #E KITTT £ 48 R A= (2) B 7R 19 3 55 1% 22 (endpoint-error, EPE) 347 ¥ f8 7T
i s AIRBCEEAR R RO R

N
@PE:%E(”DI‘_D"”>”° @
i=1

) s ene W AR IE D IR IE I D, R U2 I 5 N Oy 75 B 8 3 MR o T A 1R R A1 5
¢ R B BE A B ens (R T ¢ AR FRBIIA AR 3 A2 A 107 B SR R 1 o 3220 X o v A iy 1L
FENEL S FUSE L 25 (8 22 1) 141 2 WL LA B 0 0 HORR 2 1) oAl 32 1 5 O HLad ] DLAE 2 MR R B 2 8] A T
PP . 78 KITTI 2012 $dla e b 705 EPE {HR T 2 B3R 3 RN 5 AR MRS X I B A7 X It A7 i 22
PP . fE KITTI 2015 i 4 sp 7 5% EPE RT3 R AR XI5 B A DX AY HiT 519 79 Sttt AT Al

3 REERRITIR

3.1 MSGANet Il R B BT {5 25 R

TR B FAT A e A R F AT B A X 2% 5 TR R SR T A (] 4 B A AR (A R
SGA 5 LGA Ky PSMNet [ 28 #4755 b il B . X8 F i 90 28 12 37 5 Bl 46 B AT SOl Zemd , R 2
BE DL Y IR 240 1R FRRITE 512 AR R 19 RF DLk 2] BRI s i B Y 00 22 38 R 1 5 KB Do ICE N 192
%% . KITTI IS HEEA 200 XNZES 200 HURLE R E 2 H FIGE S B s a5 5%
BRIz A PE 25 . DR FRATTHE R AV 42 3 S i 1) 40 R 35 454 XFUIIZR4E (1 000 X TEAE A 3 570 X il
RAEVETT 0. 01 W23 21 10 AR WIFIZ: . KITTIE4REEIRATR A 0. 01 123 % T 300 4~ &
FELL 0. 001 B2 2] Z0 %R 50 Al 3, LA Ok I 25 05 09 485 8L m) D3R I de /N g 451 2R {EL . FF PSMINet &
MSGANet A= 0 22 45 R B g 2 KITTIL F 5 Bl iF 47 KITTI 2012 5 KITTI 2015 3§ F) 09 PF Al %
P 25 R E 1T, mRTALERNBETHM T 2RI SFREZS5RT5] SR 421 MSGANet 1y
R B2 Ja B2 o JRA R H = 4 ME B VD IR 6 BUY PSMINet 78 KITTI2012 DL 3 482 Sk B {E 1) Fir A5 00 9 &5 S 2
1 0. 18%0 7€ KITTI2015 [ i A KSR PPAG P in T 0. 320 i %, X R 2 REISRAZS
RG] 5 R A 208 2 Y BR R R B A S RS MR R e T S S VIR M4 R R AR
R WRS BE BRI, 5538 1 X% L AT AR X E 25 SR & 3 i FE T AR X R 3 Al PRk T 35
WAL S AN AR TG S DX R T 6 X 3 SO L . di Bl 3 (h) AT AT, PSMINet TG ik P IE 7 3% 26 37 3¢
R SE R L R A T R R AR VE T 55 h & 3Co) 1] T, MSGANet f FAE Zhad B b 0 % 8 T 42 )=
T R AT Ao IR 37 55 b B B AR AS 58 B I B

& 1 PSMNet fil MSGANet £ KITTI 2012 5 KITTI 2015 _F #0345
Table 1 Evaluation results of PSMNet and MSGANet on KITTI 2012 and KITTI 2015

7E KITTI 2012 [ A 345 51
) 4% 25 44 =2 BEHNIL/ N =3B EANIL/ % =5 EHNI/ % IR 22 1R K/ pixel

Jo il P iEE A JC il JC i
PSMNet-™ 2.41 3.00 1.47 1. 88 0.89 1.15 0.5 0.5
MSGANet 1.82 2.54 1.17 1.70 0.75 1.11 0.4 0.5
16 KITTI 2015 | f4 ) 3% 4% 5=
I 45 25 44 JE A DI ATAS 1 4 L/ % TG B4 XS P A 8 E 4 B/ 26
GBS Hif & H R R i 2N
PSMNet!'™ 1.93 4,84 2.43 1.75 4,57 2.23

MSGANet 1. 80 3.70 2.11 1.59 3. 26 1. 87
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(a) &

(b) PSMNet}7 5% [l i I 145

(¢) MSGANe U 377 53 el B 1025 21

B 3 KITTI %#E 4 % il PSMNet 5 MSGANet 3 BT 0] 47 1k 25
Fig.3 Visual comparison of PSMNet and MSGANet on KITTI dataset

3.2 MEMKEHEHER

AR I e 2k R B 2 ROE 5] 5 B 4 M 4% (multi-scale guided aggregation network changed,
MSGANet-C) 5 MC-CNN-art, ESMNet, GC-Net, DFENet, DSMNet, DispletC, PSMNet, Deeppruner ;&
GWC-Net M 217 TR . K 4 i MSGANet-C 5 7 PSMNet, Deeppruner & GWC-Net [ 0] #i 1k
XFEE o DAL 4 H 1) 55 180 v HLA B S DX 3 3 S5 1 6 e 4 SR e T DU L ORER 23 TR 2 ) ST AR DR AR AR &

ta =

wr—

i 3

(b) DeepPrunert 373 & 09 i 45 SR

(¢) GWCNetx 37 537 el 1304 2R

(d) PSMNetkt 7 5 & iy i it 44 S

(e) MSGANet-CXi 17 5 ] A 1 ik 45 2

B4 4B AE KITTI R by nl g4k X) b 45 2R

Fig. 4 Visual comparison of {our networks of KITTI dataset
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PR 22 A R UG E A5 302 B T FE SO DX b A W I A R R AR ke 4 B R AE AN R A I ) 25
O 22 EIAE X R4 7 AR AR 2 MR 7S . O T AR IR 2R 1)L, SR ) 22 R 5 (R 4 7 B Ak 2 L BB A AR
ARV REE Y B SCfE B AR B R AE B o e ek . FE R 4 1958 0 & g /NI IR A =5 B ok
YRR b BT ARMER AT SR 58 S IR IX 0 JF AR 2 T BUE B A 25 A8 3% 2 IR LG 7 R AiE 42 B
ZJa AR SGA TERMN BA L FE P H & 1T 24 J7 n] ERAHT AT LU R0 30 ] 5 10 (B 7 A Ty 1w
XA T B T4 AR IBCE Ay 355 Wb 1 400 2 L v A ) R B

% 2 Jy MSGANet-C 5 9 Fip 4 %f KITTI 2012 5 KITTI 2015 #3445 5. MSGANet-C 7E LA 3
BE N EE R KITTI 2012 48 48 5 B A DXtk 47 B A PE Al 19 KITTT 2015 $dfs 5 b, Ho i OR JH = 4
5 AR U1 3 3 ) 2% GC-Net KB B3 0. 61% 5 0. 82% . I HAE KITTI 2015 A4 45 5 o, MSGANet-C
X 5 b PR Al 45 S 5 S B AR R 32 19 DFNet, DSMNet, GWC-Net fif 45 52 48 {0 . {5 2 X 5 5 09 08 BE Al
TFEGIX 3 B 9 45 A 5 R A O 3 o DAL I 4 A PP At A 32 43 ) B3 3 I 2% 17 0.1096,0. 0926 5 0. 16 %6, 3X f&
AR T2 2R RE 258 T 2407 m WA AT DL g 3l DX 43 B 50 A H AR 3 2 DA T A 20 2503 i
S RS A B

%2 MSGANet-C 5 9 F# %t KITTI 2012 5 KITTI 2015 f3EAL 45
Table 2 MSGANet-C evaluation results with 9 types of networks on KITTI 2012 and KITTI 2015

7E KITTI 2012 b 0345

o 2% 25 1y Z2BREHSL/ % Z3BEEAS/ N Z5REH /% 3R 22 / pixel
JC £ e TG 1Y e JC £ el TG £ e
MC-CNN-art'* 3.90 5.45 2.43 3.63 1.64 2. 39 0.7 0.9
ESMNet"! 3.65 4. 30 2.08 2.53 1.11 1.41 0.6 0.7
GC-Net'' 2.71 3.46 1.77 2. 30 1.12 1. 46 0.6 0.7
DFNet! ! 2.31 2.91 3.23 4.12 0.85 1.10 0.5 0.5
DSMNet""1 2.25 2.83 1.39 1.79 0.83 1.07 0.5 0.5
DispNetCH? 7.38 8. 11 4.11 4,65 2.05 2.39 0.9 0.7
PSMNetH™ 2.41 3.00 1.47 1. 88 0.89 1.15 0.5 0.5
Deeppruner-'?! 2.41 2.94 1.49 1. 86 1.11 1.38 0.5 0.5
GWC-NetHt] 2.20 2.79 1. 40 1.83 0. 87 1. 14 0.5 0.5
MSGANet-C 1.82 2.54 1.16 1.69 0.75 1.10 0.4 0.5
7E KITTI 2015 F Ay 4%
o] 28 25 1) A KSR 9 H 4 H/ Y TG B XS IPAh 19 43 E/ 6
" I35 LU GRS iS5 YIS
MC-CNN-art'® 2.89 8.88 3.89 2.48 7.64 3.33
ESMNet"* 2.57 4. 86 2.95 2.41 4,30 2.72
GC-NetH" 2.21 6.16 2.87 2.02 5.58 2.61
DFNet ! 1.78 4.03 2.15 1.62 3. 65 1. 95
DSMNet! 1.78 3.97 2. 14 1. 64 3.53 1.95
DispNetCH 4,32 4,41 4,34 4,11 3.72 4,05
PSMNetH'™ 1.93 4. 84 2.43 1.75 4,57 2.23
Deeppruner-'? 2.10 3.68 2.36 1. 95 3.33 2.18
GWC-Net"t] 1.73 4. 60 2.21 1.59 4,12 2.01
MSGANet-C 1. 74 3. 65 2.05 1.54 3.26 1.82
4 % i

oY 32 DL BC RETE XU H BRI AR B B ) L 22 OR, AT T — i 22 A A ) 4% MSG ANet,
R4 SR Y 22 ROBE 2 () 4 7 55 i AR AT R k4R I, 74 0 D 24 AR A0 2 1) 9 2 4 ) 3R 43 )2 (SGAD Hil R
AR5 R A (LCA BTN R A . T UESE AT ek 2 A R - FeAT7E R B 5 BRI 2 3 5 i Kl 4
b AR ISR 9 75 KITTI 2012 F KITTI 2015 b BEAT 00 . ik 30 45 5 % W], MSGANet-C ¥ KITTI 2012
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R AERPESE T 2 98. 31 % . KITTI 2015 fERAPESE TF 2 97. 95% . 78 AR AIWESE TAE b, FRATE I & T 42
T 25 B3 47 3 B 76 R I 37 vb 4 4 1 ) B AR O R 5 20 0 7 B DR N A 4% Y OIR O

S % 30k
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