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Abstract: The research on the epipolar geometry was initiated for solving correspondence problems,
and has been grown to the research on the general theory of multiple view geometry. The multiple view
geometry can describe not only multiple camera views, but also the projection of symmetric scene, mirror
geometry and projector-camera systems. Furthermore, it has recently been extended for describing more
general visual phenomena, such as non-rigid motions and non-centric projections. In this paper, we

investigate the recent progress in the research on multiple view geometry.
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INT A= EWNEET 5720, BINRRL TR >Tn
ANAN

2L T, Torr & [65] 1% 3 #R A HE {5 D 5 fa]
M 3 EERHOXIGA 6 A TR/INRIATRETH 5 2 &
Rl Tz, BEARICEWT 6 5D 4 SR FREER
FHEOEERTHLHEEALL, HRYD2HIZZ
NEASORESTEITES, Tabb, Zoit
JB7% 2 O RAROWFRERL Thb I ki
%, 3oOHEGETTIEAF2x3 =6 EoftER
HEBRENEETLDT., I 5MW trilinear R %
RIZLIiIhs, 2hs 6 SOFREELIZNEN
SHHETHVAFT IBEHELZF>ZLMS. H
B DORIG 6 fEM trifocal tensor DER/NKRIRE 5
ABZEeWbhr s,

% 7=. Papadopoulo & [46] 1% trifocal tensor @
BEFRBOMELZHWL Z 2L, RITYBNE
BMWARETH L2 Z/RL T 5, Torr 6D HA



TIFFERAITIE 3@ Y OREIMNH TR S DITHL T,
Papadopoulo & O HETIE—RICR/NRRT 5 2
EMERETH B,
8.3 Quadrifocal Tensor DF/PNFRIR
Heyden[30, 34, 32] I& quadrifocal tensor % & ¥
DIRNNT XA=FTCRBT L HkZRL. Ihk
reduced quadrifocal tensor & FEAZE, Zhild. &
R D XS R FEAR 2 BHER IS 5 2 . &
HatR Do A FEELC BT 4 quadrifocal tensor D%
HBMEEfLIh e 0w b0ThHs, EREICZD
X O BBEWHEIT D &, quadrifocal tensor @ 81 {#
DEFRONT 0 THRWERIL 36 HoA L 0D, %
] ZHISME % 72 9 quadrifocal tensor @ B HE
1% 2972DC., EBHEORENEZZEZNIE. reduced
quadrifocal tensor D EFHRENUIT 51T 35-29 =
6 HDOHIHRMSEAET B Z e o5, IEIRT & D
1<, Heyden & Hartley i Z @ & 52K % i
quadrifocal tensor DFHEIEE TN ZHRL T 5,
% 7= Shashua & [53] 1. homography tensor %
BAT S Z 2ITXY quadrifocal tensor 2 &7 5
FERREL T35,

9 Multifocal Tensor D 5t&EE

EifAH* 5 multifocal tensor % 51T 5 Hike L
T, AT C ST RTRE S ERR L |« 1V RL 5T
ZAEL T LIEREMENEA NS, AT T,
bifocal tensor, trifocal tensor, quadrifocal tensor
ZTNZTHICEL TZh b oFtREEE RTTL,
9.1 Bifocal Tensor D Ft&E %
9.1.1 IRFEMRE

bifocal tensor % F{E 8 DO XfIGED & EET S
8 ¥k (8 point algorithm)[39] I%. bifocal tensor
ERIBICETE T S hEe L TELI S SN T
%, Thid (8) z REAEEHL TH LN LT O
FEHBERE R FHETH 5,

MFf =0 (28)

ZZT, MIENHEOMIGEDEEL V75 Nx9
THCH Y. £l f=[Fi1, -, Fs3] TH5.
ZDE X 8 EMNSFE IN T bifocal tensor 137
D F TR (10) &7 S TRMTHAIRALRREL
TV, 2T, ZO&MB2=9 & 5 bifocal
tensor & MIEFTHEBRITEBIET 5 HEN BRI N
[67]. ZHIIHTERTE TR 7= bifocal tensor 2 SVD

THIRL . FAFTFHD rank 2 2 2 L =D bEEEK
TL5HDTH S,

8 BRI ER FETIEH M., Z05BERE
EMZ YD SRIEE o Tz, 8 HIEDRE
EHOREBRERDO—D2IL, EBREEL FIREE
(21,22, 23] T THERALEGEIC. BEON AT T,
1 & 2o WL T a3 BWIBRIFGITNIBRIEL 22 5 72
O, ATHFH R BEALEN 2 L RICH 5,
Hartley[19, 21] X 2 D HICEHL . EHREED 3
DOEGMIFEELC KE I b & O FEREEE IR
{tL 7= @ % bifocal tensor % 51E T 5 IEHAL 8 Sk
(normalized 8 point algorithm) Z#%EL /=, 2D
JF{EIE bifocal tensor # ffEICRD 5 HEE L T,
F 7= IR D RO WIRMESR 52 5 Hke L TH
ETRIESHAWSR TS,

WA T B % 8 MRS B IERULEZATS &
CICEY, PRV ERENOSELZITI LM TE
%, LU 8 JykTlE, 2% b bifocal tensor 2
7TEHHELDREERVDIC, IhE S HHEY A%
LCEHEZIT O 720, RIFIC K > TUIEBR ) A XD
B KELSZT CHERRRRBICL 556801 H
%, —7F. FEES [35]13h AT ELMHEICERE S
N Tn5%Y TER-IVNBEIORAET Tl #iE
FRRIC & 0 ST R4 % %72 T bifocal tensor A°
EERELZ L 2R,

% 7= bifocal tensor 13, = (8) £ (10) Z A&
DREDLZ LK, THOKIE S S RHTHNC R
BoENLIENAOENTVS [28], ZDHFAICIE,
SWABAERMRL 2L IXR5DT, RN 125500
3E/FLN S,

9.1.2 JERERRIE

IEREREC M o a AN 2 R/MET 5 &
I BIIVIT RAEZ T A= g9 TRIL 7z bifocal
tensor X rank 2 #{E/= TG A—F VKL
BTz, CoBHVWLIazxbe Ll T, A (28)IK
b & O AREBIEERE || ME|| & FV 5 Ak Sfi s
HIEERES Fl W2 HERRRRER I T3,

IWED L = 4., bifocal tensor EFEICBWWTHEDY
BUORENBON S R, AL 72 BSREE x, x/
C HEEL 7= bifocal tensor 7 & 5L 7= HREE x,
X & O ORMIZHIFERE >, d(xi,%:)* + d(x}, X])?
ZaAbe L (RBILZITOBRAMETCHL L E
A6NTEBY, K [28] Tk Gold Standard ¥k&
LTIBAS TS, ZOBETHE. & & %, 23t



BI 501, INHICHIET 5 3IRTTERF D&
X, ZEBHCHEE T HRENH D, JISEMN N S5F
ETBHEEITUE T+ 3N HD/3F A—F & ERHEE
TELUEND S, ZOHETIIHERBAOKEEN S
ENDHM, 2L DT A—F ORBHEERITH D
T, B AN 5 L ERIC, BRI S 72
WE D TS ROHIHMER 5 X 5 0ENDH 5,
ZHICHL T, VDA T 2= DHEREIC
V. Gold Standard JEICGEVEER B2 HHk Y &
RIhTnwd, Zhid, 3WRTEEX; & I3EER
RIZARNBPHWLZLICLVEHTCES, 2Dk
A AN L TR, —HOWEBEOMIG A Z HEE
L 7= bifocal tensor Z HWWT b 9 —HDHEHO Y
R—=FHICEHL I TR EEE TER— T
L ORMTFIEEEENEZ Z SN D, SRR [64, 71] TIX

(x;Tin)2 2
2 T Fa BT (P T F g o 2 A%, Fxi)

d(x;, FTx})2 % aa b &L THWS HERHE S
T3, Gold Standard ¥ ETCIEZ L DINT A—F D
WENDLETHLDICHL T, ThHIER—-F%
ficy & D < R F ARt % v 5 H K bifocal
tensor D 73T A—H OREEO AR THEG-OFE=
AN DEENITE,

—7. Hartley[23] 12, EHIREREL FHW 5 2 &
WKLY, SEIHET LT A HBEHIRTE S
Ze%&RLIz, ZORETHEH, TER-IBEZ
b bl MRS % 7= 7 bifocal tensor @
B OBEFEMIIAICKE 2 2 2 ZFHL T, bifocal
tensor D 737 XA —F &R LEEE2 T R—)V 1
DEHEET HREICE SHA T2, — AR FERE
T2 BEEEZ T B RBRL TR ne® .,
AEHIEEREZ F/MEL T O B2l iR e 13
Ry, LinL . AREHEERER Fiv 5 & | bifocal
tensor D 78T A—F OHEREE 3T A—F
OWERIEICEXHZ 5 2N TX, $#HEERER
b BT ERRE L B/MEL 72 B DITHL TR
MNZ IS, BRHEFHETCH S Z e BHESNT
W5,

—F. &85 38k, S ARETNEEL -
5& @ bifocal tensor FTHE O HIBFIEEZ RL .
TSI DHRBFNEE X ZERK T S bifocal tensor
SHEERREL 2,

£ 7= FERRIC 2 H#ED 5 bifocal tensor % ST
AR, ARSI K EEEIC K& A
ZE OISR E FTEFICAN LRI RNBET

H5, ZDOIC RANSAC[13] % AT
REESMNEN 5 S0 A% T bifocal tensor @
STEEITO RN AN [63, 64] mE MIBEINT
W5,
9.2 Trifocal Tensor D& E
9.2.1 REMRE

Trifocal tensor DEtEEYL U T HBIEEE L IE
WIEfREE ZZ 5 Z N TE 5, Bifocal tensor @
WIEfEEZ YRR L 7= trifocal tensor D RRIEMEEIL
Hartley[18, 19, 22] IZ & - TIRE Iz, Zhik.
t= [T, TP L BOEA. R (28) LA
RIS Mt = 0 2 BTN bOTH S, Z
2T MIE3HEF DL EMRDERE LV 72 5175
TH5., tICBT LM HERIE. X (12) 251
4o, R4 522, R(15) 26112, R
(16) 5k 22BN e 6. pAD H-AH-A

A& s BOERR-EAR-ERRN IO FIET S 5HE1C
& dp+2q+1r+2s > 26 THIULX trifocal tensor %
RO 5 Z 2N TE D, L LBIERETIEAR
3k 18 HHEL »#/=72 W trifocal tensor % 26 HH
EofEr L RO, B85 3 trifocal tensor
VBT IR IR 2 il 72 S, ZHISHL THRgAY
5 [3] 1. bifocal DFE L FRRIC H AT OMERE
MEWT LY TER-IVBBEITCH S 5510, P
FRVERIC & U SRSt % {72 9 trifocal tensor 23
STEAEECH L RRL 2,

9.2.2 JEREMRIE

Trifocal tensor % FEMRERBLIC LV FHET S
HElBHTh, sMEI s a2 icidnoho
BIREMREZZ NS,

ROBRWERNRE SN L HEECE Y FHAIL 72
EEREEAR L HEE L 7= EHREEER & o) R o Sl 5 1y PR
Sl %0)? + d(x, %) + dGel, K)2 £ AR 2
§° % 51k (Gold Standard ¥K) TH 5 28, 7], N @
DOMIEENEET 558, ZOHETIE 18+ 3N A
DNRT A= F 2 ERHEET S Z LIl b, 2L,
trifocal tensor A1, bifocal tensor ¥ IXFE4R
0. BERIGIET TR < HL ERE ORGP ERRE L
OMIGEFHEC AL N TEL0, 2Dk
TeibE S HEITE. 2h S ORI EERED
EFRMDIEL 72 5, FRCERRE L O BEEE V3B
EEMNLOD, FHAl SN - ERRO s S0 & HEE &
NEEHANOEHLRE MHSNTHS (7],



—7 . Hartley[25] i bifocal tensor D& & [F
FRICABWIEESEL 2 A M e T HERIREL =, 2
DHETIE., SHAHEEGT D 6 HoTER—-)IV DK
D 2@ZBAME FET 5L, B G L iET
trifocal tensor A3 05 EA & MRS K £ B HE % F)
AL . trifocal tensor Z2HEE T HES 2 HDO T
ER—VEHET SRIEICES A TS, ok
B 655 X—% (2fHDOTE R — )V DFIREERE) D
B bic & U trifocal tensor MR E Y, F/2B56N
LHERY Gold Standard ¥EICH L T2 &
MIREINTNS,

9.3 Quadrifocal Tensor D5T&EE

Quadrifocal tensor I 29 BHEORME2 R T D
IKBLEL DT A=F AL TEY, @EIITT
REBHLERSTWE IS, TP EEET
5 HECEL IRV SN TREDN 5 2,

Heyden % quadrifocal tensor D BEZRDE % Hllik
L 7=FHEIREL 2% reduced quadrifocal tensor
LA TE [30, 34], & 51 Heyden 1% Z @ reduced
quadrifocal tensor #¥i% FH VT quadrifocal tensor
ZEET 5 HEERL .

% 7=, Hartley[24] 1% Z @ reduced quadrifocal ten-
sor DRBFEZ N, 6511 2HOZER—-ILDON
O 3EMBETH 2 L RET 5 & ZORBOKEHR
PEEETERIRETCH 5 2 L 2 VT, A2
F/IMET % Z & T quadrifocal tensor % 589 53
WREER IREL 12, ZoHETIR. REEREES
IARN L TWER, TN T HIRITERBFRICIY
WREREBEOLNLZ L 2HEL TS,

—75. VEBE [49] 13, 4 RAERICET 5 120
TEIR—)V¥ quadrifocal tensor @ RE{R% fENTL |
N D TER—=)IVREEEITH 555D quadrifocal
tensor DRYJEEHEIE L & DREDLER G RIZ S
MITL 7=,

10 774V AXS DS A%

T4V HRXTIIERH X T ORHRRGETH
L2, BN ATICBY 528 S8 OME
BETCT 74V HATRKBOTCUOERYIID, —F7
T4V HATIIHEH AFITHL THIE A 5h
TSNS, 774N ATDSESRMATI
BHYH A I B - WENET 5,

T T4V HRATTIEH ATLTH P D% 34TH
[0,0,0,1] TREEIN S, o TIOHE AL 1D

DA AFATINFEOBRELSTHE, TDE D%k
TI4YHARATN2EFET BHE. 220DH AT
175013 2 x 8 = 16 EHEZFOM, Zhb 220
HRAZVNRFE—D 3RITT 7 4 » EEPICHEET %
EWOIWERNE S, 3IRITTT 7 4 VB O BHEL
12728DC, 774 HAZICET 5 2 HAE GRS
fiNcid 2 x 8 —12 =4 BHEL vz 2 Rlbh
%, $bb, 77 1 fundamental 175 (77 4
> bifocal tensor) 1% 3 x 3175 THEM, ZOHH
B3 4aTh b, EBRNESITEN[0,0,0,1] TH S
EOBRAAATHIP, P 2T (9) &V Fji &
HETS L. Fu=Fu=Fa=Fu=0&%0,
EHICEHBEDOARENNEFEET 226, Fj D
MR BROBUL A THLZ e N2 5 (72, T
72 5. affine fundamental matrix &7 B &M
BNEBL 25> THY | FERENIHFRVBEEL
ANAN

RIS T 7 4> H AT D 3RS, trifocal
tensor DEHHEIL3x8-12=12TH5L I &Nb
M % [10, 43, 62], affine trifocal tensor Tl 27 &
DEZROILDOIIEN0LRLZ M6, tensor
DRBEHRENIE 26 — 11 — 12 = 3 HOHIRMNELE
5 [62].

—HFT 74 HATDAREERMATIE, quadri-
focal tensor DEHHEILI 4x 8 -12 =20 ThH 5,
affine quadrifocal tensor TlZ 81 fHDEFHRD 5 b D
SAEM 0 THSL Z M5, tensor DHKEFHRRNUT
26 HOFIHRMETLET 5 (61, 29].

11 2FNMNAAS, IFEESHASDSH
AR

PAERT 74 AT ECHEH ATICHD
KSR ERMATH LM, METEHEHNI AT DE
ERPEL e RhENS . I TR ZHWENR
IREEE S XA TICBIT A S ARMIZE SN S &
IR 5 7= [59, 58, 48, 14, 15, 16],

EOHICERIE TN ATAD AR N E—EH T3

Shoobh 5, UL, R IERER A FI1CH
T LA TH - 728 [47, 54], FEETIILATF
WORT OIS, (ERDBESEN AT LV UET S
HESH AT O—RERMNHALNIRYDDH 5,

Grossberg & [17, 60] 1. FEHEESN AT DL H
FRICAGTT 5 HH% (3 RovZEEH DERR) R LA 3



o> TTE LA (caustic B 2 IEHEEL T X5
OREEBRABHZICLY, IFHESN AT ET
WALT 5 HERZREL 7=,

Seitz[50] 13, 2 BDIFHE LN X T D HHEAA
1 HCRD LD DRMEFRITL . S Fe 2 il
H (T72b by R—Z i) ofEEn. T, Hh
& Mmoo nThhre b2 2Rl ik, &
723 BULEDN ASWELET H581CE, 2T 2
BON ATGRME—DTER—-FE 2 FH0h
726720, ZOREME . Seitz 1% 3 BLALEDOIEE
BRI ATREET 558100 TR —Jlhimide
0 SEmEL OWHTE. MmO W L 2EY
ABRNZ e ERLEE, ZOEIRIEBEL T ATD
T R—ZiimoE . FRHIC Pajdla[44, 45]
ICEoTHRINTNE,

Sturm & [56] {&. Grossberg & & FERED N X5
BTN ENR—AI, B ATICART 50605 LR
RD B HEERL Tz, 2O HETIHERA O B
ZROMNGMNRADOEE 5 A . HR LD 1 K1
XIS 5 EEFIE D 3IRITTEERF O SA N F— B L
WCEIE Y SRR 2 O GER 2 RO ek e 518
T2, 20L&, 3WIGEBFMRD HAFE—EMR -
WWEET 52 W) EMFE. —FED multilinear #5R
ThHhbLZLERL,

—7%. Wexler 6 [68] 1%, NT AN Yy Z7ETIV
TRRERWIFBEESH AT O TR — KM
. FECLVEET 2 HEERL . 26B0IFER
BRI ATNEET H5E. W6 0H ATHEOE
B E £ TR —TRUIHRRE 22 508, Wexler
513Z L O GO 6 EiRH T O EBIROELE
HREEL . TR F g2 %87 5 HEE R
L7,

12 BRTEMEICET 58 S8

PAEo@ Y, S BT 5 28 S8 Mk
FRERMERE RETN, —HTIh 6 OEBGEH
PMMCBEY 2 208K M OBIZE b ED ST 5,
A [57) 1, FEERRD 5 D DN /NT X —F M
SIRTCHGERF DR THLLEZXDHILITLD,
MR OB % b IRTTHR AL e L CTHEA . FIgE
AR D IR EARRENC BL U 322 bilinear #J3 & trilinear
HERZIRL 1=,

—F. BIRITTERIC BT 5 SR A%, JERI
MOEENCBEY SR A EBREOWRERLBL L

LiREN TS, Wolf &5 [69] 13— N RItZefE]
5 2IRTCEHEAN DR T 5 R SR OME
ICEAL TRMTZ 1TV, BNz SR E R EE) %
1725672 . WL > OIERMES) & — 1B
TLRMAFAHIHRN Z D L I RO b L TOZH
BRI k> (R TE B Z L BRL T 5,

13 F&®

2B ORI RIEE U ThhE > e R —
FRATOBIGEL. FRERMIFHID 5 OISR
H7 7 a—FDEAIT LY 9 0 FRFED 5 AEIC
ERL . 5HE TICSHERMIBT 5% oMY
ZHLMICL 2, SHICHRETIE. FAZRRE L
ToHESH AT OMRIREN T2 b oM, FEF|
HRIEBESN AT /O BRANL S SIHERSH
OOH 5, TOXIRWROBESINSTEH L,
WSRO BIGEL RURBE S 2T S E5%
fEEGRAS . WEIS AR M WHIh 2 b % 3%
ARV YHENIR,
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