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Abstract: Forward collision warning (FCW) is a critical technology to improve road safety and reduce
traffic accidents. However, the existing multi-sensor fusion methods for FCW suffer from a high false
alarm rate and missed alarm rate in complex weather and road environments. For these issues, this
paper proposes a decision-level fusion collision warning strategy. The vision algorithm and radar
tracking algorithm are improved in order to reduce the false alarm rate and omission rate of forward
collision warning. Firstly, this paper proposes an information entropy-based memory index for an
adaptive Kalman filter for radar target tracking that can adaptively adjust the noise model in a variety
of complex environments. Then, for visual detection, the YOLOv5s model is enhanced in conjunction
with the SKBAM (Selective Kernel and Bottleneck Attention Mechanism) designed in this paper
to improve the accuracy of vehicle target detection. Finally, a decision-level fusion warning fusion
strategy for millimeter-wave radar and vision fusion is proposed. The strategy effectively fuses the
detection results of radar and vision and employs a minimum safe distance model to determine the
potential danger ahead. Experiments are conducted under various weather and road conditions, and
the experimental results show that the proposed algorithm reduces the false alarm rate by 11.619%
and the missed alarm rate by 15.672% compared with the traditional algorithm.

Keywords: collision warning; adaptive extended Kalman filter; millimeter wave radar; sensorfusion;
YOLOVS5 algorithm; attention mechanism

1. Introduction

With the growth of the automotive industry and the increase in the number of vehicles,
there has been a rise in both the frequency and severity of traffic accidents [1]. This presents
a significant danger to both personal safety and property. Vehicle collisions and rear-end
collisions are among the most common traffic accidents [2,3]. Advanced assisted driving
systems (ADAS) are crucial in mitigating traffic accidents and minimizing casualties. FCW
is one of the ADAS technologies that continuously monitors surrounding road conditions
through sensors [4]. It effectively informs the driver in a timely manner to prevent collisions
with other vehicles or obstacles. In terms of safety concerns, collision warning is a crucial
function of advanced driver assistance systems. The primary objective of collision warning
is obstacle detection. Consequently, gaining precise object detection in complex situations
is one of the main challenges for high-level autonomous automobiles.

In order to achieve target detection accuracy, many research groups and companies
have intensively studied various sensor systems such as radars, cameras, light detection
and ranging (LiDAR) sensors, ultrasonic radar sensors, and infrared sensors [5-7]. Due
to the inherent limitations of the sensor, autonomous vehicles cannot meet the demands
of environmental perception by relying on a single sensor in different weather conditions
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and complex road scenarios [8]. Collision warning systems based on radar or cameras fall
short of meeting the safety requirements for road driving due to the risk of false alarms
and inaccurate judgment.

Although LIDAR can provide high-resolution 3D point clouds, it is susceptible to
atmospheric scattering and absorption. In addition to this, it requires sophisticated tech-
niques such as mechanical scanning or optical coherence, which results in its relatively
high cost [9,10]. Camera sensor-based target detection is a state-of-the-art technique that
leverages the power of cameras to acquire high-resolution images or videos of the dy-
namic environment and then employs sophisticated computer vision algorithms for robust
and accurate identification and localization of targets of interest [11]. Deep learning [12]
has effectively leveraged its capabilities in object detection algorithms in the area of com-
puter vision. Currently, based on the existence of the Region Proposal [13] to be chosen,
deep learning may be broadly divided into two groups: one-stage object detection algo-
rithms like R-CNN [14], SPP-net [15], Fast R-CNN [16], etc., and two-stage object detec-
tion algorithms like YOLO [17], SSD [18], etc. Zhang et al. [19] proposed an improved
YOLOVS vehicle detection algorithm, which can improve the accuracy of vehicle detec-
tion and reduce the false detection rate in different traffic scenarios. Zheng et al. [20]
optimized the structure of the Fast R-CNN convolution to improve the accuracy of object
recognition. Lin et al. [21] fused the attention module CBAM with the backbone part of
the YOLOv5s network and proposed a fruit detection method based on the improved
YOLOV5s algorithm.

In the practical application of low-end commercial vehicles and the needs of small
automobile enterprises, LIDAR is difficult to mass-produce in low-end commercial vehi-
cles due to its expensive cost and complex technology. However, millimeter-wave radar
can replace LiDAR applications to a certain extent. On the one hand, millimeter-wave
radar is more penetrating than LIDAR and can work in rain, fog, snow, and other bad
weather. On the other hand, millimeter-wave radar costs less than LIDAR, which is
ideal for low-end vehicles. Similar to LIDAR, the camera is also significantly influenced
by environmental factors. Nevertheless, this limitation can be overcome by employing
millimeter-wave radar. However, it also has several limitations, such as a low capacity to
classify objects and sensitivity to electromagnetic interference [22]. Therefore, millimeter-
wave radar and camera complement each other effectively through fusion, and the cost
of the two is more affordable than that of LIDAR. Kalman filters are widely used for
target tracking in millimeter-wave radar, as they can estimate the state of a target based
on noisy and incomplete measurements. One of the challenges in radar target tracking
is handling uncertainties and faults in the system and measurement models, such as
varying noise covariances and measurement outliers. To cope with this problem, sev-
eral adaptive and robust methods have been developed to tune the noise covariance
or reject the outliers based on some criteria. Montafiez et al. [23] applied an extended
Kalman filter (EKF) to detect moving targets in a constant rotational speed and rate velocity
(CTRV) kinematic model. Pearson et al. [24] presented an angle-channel Kalman filter
that incorporates measures of range, range rate, and on-board dynamics to estimate the
target state.

Millimeter-wave radar and visual decision-level fusion is a method for object de-
tection in autonomous driving that combines the outputs of millimeter-wave radar and
vision sensors to enhance the precision of the detection system. Liu et al. [25] proposed
a novel multi-sensor decision-level fusion algorithm that combines the advantages of
millimeter-wave radar and cameras for object detection and recognition in autonomous
driving scenarios. Jiang et al. [26] proposed a decision-level fusion algorithm for radar
detection results and image detection results and used the proposed adaptive KCF radar
tracking algorithm to track the target. Intersection of Union (IoU) is a metric that measures
the similarity between two regions, such as radar points and image pixels, that corre-
spond to the same object. I It is widely used in millimeter-wave radar and vision fusion.
Zhou et al. [27] reviewed the existing methods of radar and camera fusion based on IoU
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and classified them into three categories: data-level, decision-level, and feature-level fu-
sion methods. Lin et al. [28] used a deep learning-derived object association method to
estimate the IoU between the radar and image regions and a multi-object tracking algo-
rithm to track the detected objects. The safety distance model is a mathematical formula
that calculates the minimum distance that a vehicle should maintain from the preceding
vehicle or object based on factors such as relative speed, road condition, driver reaction
time, and braking performance. Different safety distance models have been proposed by
researchers to account for various scenarios. Dong et al. [29] developed a coupling safety
distance model for vehicle active collision avoidance, which considered the characteristics
of the driver and the vehicle dynamics. Alsuwian et al. [30] used optimal control the-
ory and acceleration compensation to calculate the longitudinal minimum safe distance.
Liu et al. [31] proposed a distance and acceleration-compensated safe distance model that
used predictive control as well as speed and distance prediction to determine the optimal
safe distance.

Current research on forward collision warning based on millimeter-wave radar and
vision fusion faces several challenges. For vision, the difficulties include dealing with road
situations, the dynamics of the scenes, and changing lights. In addition, the algorithm
design should ensure high robustness and real-time performance [32]. However, some
existing methods may have low accuracy, high computational cost, or poor generalization
ability [33]. For radar target tracking, the estimation algorithm may be challenged by
modeling errors, clutter interference, and maneuvering targets. As a result, biased or
inaccurate results may be produced [34]. Furthermore, some existing methods may struggle
with multiple targets, nonlinear motion, or data association problems. For sensor fusion,
the existing algorithms have limitations in exploiting the complementary information from
radar and vision [35]. On one hand, they have low robustness and low tolerance for sensor
noise, failure, errors, etc. On the other hand, they are poorly generalized and weakly
adaptable to different scenarios and environments.

For these issues, this study provides a collision warning method based on millimeter-
wave radar and vision fusion in complex situations. This strategy consists of four parts:
radar detection, vision detection, radar and vision fusion, and collision warning strat-
egy, respectively, as shown in Figure 1. The main contributions of the present work are
as follows:

e  According to the advantages of the existing advanced attention mechanism, this paper
improves the CBAM attention mechanism (convolutional block attention module)
and obtains a selective kernel and bottleneck attention mechanism (SKBAM). We
add the SKBAM module to the network structure of the YOLOvV5 algorithm model
and verify the advantages of the improved YOLOVS5 algorithm through an ablation
experiment comparison.

e A memory index adaptive Kalman filter algorithm based on information entropy is
proposed, which can adaptively adjust the noise covariance according to the system
state and improve the accuracy of target tracking in millimeter-wave radar.

e A forward collision warning strategy for decision-level fusion of millimeter-wave radar
and vision is designed. Experiments show that the strategy reduces the false alarm
rate and missed alarm rate of the existing fusion algorithm in different environments
and improves the accuracy of collision warning.
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Figure 1. Flowchart of the forward collision warning strategy in this paper.

2. Visual Sensor Detection Model
2.1. YOLOw5 Visual Detection Model

YOLOVS is a fast and accurate object detection model in computer vision that aims to
locate and identify objects of interest in images and videos. It utilizes the concept of a grid
to divide the feature map into multiple lattices. These cells predict the objects in their own
regions to obtain the bounding boxes, confidence scores, and class probability maps needed
to achieve object recognition. According to different complexity and performance, YOLOv5
consists of four model sizes: YOLOv5s, YOLOv5m, YOLOVS5], and YOLOvV5x [36]. Among
these models, YOLOvV5s has the lightest and most concise network, and its inference speed
is the fastest [37]. Therefore, YOLOv5s is used as the object detection model based on deep
learning in this paper. There are three components to the network structure of YOLOV5s:
the backbone, neck, and head [38]. Among them, the backbone of the YOLOv5-6.0 version
consists primarily of the Conv module, C3 module, and SPPF module, and its model
structure is shown in Figure 2.

2.2. Improved YOLOv5 Visual Detection Model
2.2.1. Attention Mechanism

YOLOVS5 is a state-of-the-art object detection model that can achieve high accuracy and
speed on various datasets. However, it still faces some challenges, such as detecting small
objects, handling complex backgrounds, and capturing global information. To address these
issues, some researchers have proposed using attention mechanisms to enhance YOLOv5's
performance. Attention mechanisms are powerful techniques that enable a neural network
to learn how to assign different weights to different inputs or outputs based on their
importance or relevance. They can enhance the representation ability of the network
and improve its performance on various tasks. There are different types of attention
mechanisms, such as self-attention, squeeze-and-excitation networks (SENets) [39], spatial
attention [40], and coordinate attention [41].

CBAM (Convolutional Block Attention Module) is an attention mechanism that can
improve the performance of object detection models by refining the feature maps with
channel and spatial attention modules [42]. The principle of CBAM is shown in Figure 2.
CBAM consists of two modules: channel attention and spatial attention. Channel attention
concentrates on the inter-dependencies among channels, and spatial attention concentrates
on the inter-dependencies among spatial locations. CBAM can help the model to learn
more discriminative features and enhance its detection accuracy.



Sensors 2023, 23, 9295 5 of 28

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, .
r | [ Input ‘
: Backbone | } 3x640x640 |
| \ \ !
| 32x320x320 | | |
| | ! |
| | - |
: 64x160x160 } ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, R ——
| \ | Neck } \ Head }
[ \ [ \
| 64x160x160 | | 256x80%80 J | 128x80x80 80x80x85 }
| ! »
: ‘ i » Concat ‘ ‘ |
| 128x80x80 \ | 128x80x80 4 }\
: } : UpSample | } \
\ | ‘
: 128x80x80 ‘ : 128x40x40 \ } \
| \ | Concat } | }
[ \ [ \
[ 256x40x40 \ [ 256x40x40 256x40x40 }\ 256x40x40 40x40x85
[ ‘ [
' ‘ ' 512x40x40 |
X. X
: 256x40x40 } ' 256x40x40 i
| I : > Concat | } |
|
| | | 256x4040 A 256x20x20 } !
| 512x20x20 \ | \ |
| } | UpSample EE— Concat } | ‘
| | |
512x20x20 \ _ \
: } : 256x20%20 512x20x20 * | } 512x20x20 20x20%85 “:r:'”‘i |
| — -~ ‘ Sy &
e ‘
[ \ [ J L 1

Figure 2. YOLOV5s version 6.0 structure.

According to Figure 3, the input feature map is initially fed into the channel attention
sub-module for computation, and then the computed attention weight is multiplied with
the input feature map at the pixel level to achieve the weighted outcome. After that, it
enters the spatial attention sub-module for the same operation mentioned above and finally
obtains the adjusted feature map.

Spatial .
Cham?el Ateciton - Sum operation
Attention

Module

Module

Input 7 Refined
Feature W w Feature

Figure 3. The principle of CBAM.

The operating principle of the channel attention submodule is that the feature map F
is input into the channel attention module, which extracts the information on the channel
dimension in two ways: global average pooling and global max pooling. Then a shared
multi-layer perceptron (MLP) is used to generate the channel attention weight Mc. Finally,
F and M are multiplied to obtain the channel attention-adjusted feature map F’, whose
dimensions are consistent with the input feature map.
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2.2.2. Improved Channel Attention

Due to the structural defects of the traditional CBAM module, it will increase the
amount of calculation and reduce the effect of the model. Inspired by the SKNet mod-
ule [43] and the BAM module [44], this paper introduces the Selective Kernel and Bottleneck
Attention Module (SKBAM). The channel attention mechanism submodule of CBAM is
similar to SENet, which uses the attention mechanism to strengthen the feature representa-
tion of an image. SKNet enables each neuron to adjust its receptive field size dynamically
according to the input information from multiple scales. SKNet makes an improvement
on SENet, which can adaptively select the more important convolution kernel size than
others. It can merge feature information from various scales to achieve improved perfor-
mance in image segmentation, super-resolution, and other tasks. Therefore, the SKNet
module replaces the channel attention mechanism in this paper. In order to make the model
have better accuracy and efficiency than the original one, we propose an improved SKNet
attention mechanism.

The proposed improved SKNet block consists of three aspects: Split, Fuse, and Select,
which are the same as the traditional module. The improved SKNet structure is shown in
Figure 4.

@ Sum operation Ix1xC —

softmax
>

>

softmax

softmax
-

=] 3

I—>
|—>

Figure 4. Improved SKNet structure.

The split operation convolves the input feature map using multiple convolution ker-
nels to form three branches with kernels of size 3 x 3,5 x 5, and 7 x 7. However, general
convolution has a small receptive field, which means it can capture a little contextual infor-
mation from the input. In order to enlarge the receptive field of the convolutional neural
network without increasing the number of parameters, dilated convolution is used instead
of conventional convolution. Figure 5 shows an example of a dilated convolution with a
3 x 3 kernel and a dilation rate of 2. The receptive field of this dilated convolution is equiv-
alent to that of a conventional convolution with a 5 x 5 kernel, but with fewer parameters
and computations. Similarly, a dilated convolution with a 3 x 3 kernel and a dilation rate of
3 has the same receptive field as a conventional convolution with a 7 x 7 kernel. Therefore,
these two ordinary convolutions can be replaced by dilated convolutions.

Figure 5. Dilation = 2, 3 x 3 dilated convolution.
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To combine and aggregate the information from different branches with different
kernel sizes, the fuse operation is used. The fused feature map B is obtained by adding the
feature maps in the three branches element-wise, as shown in (1).

B=B;+ By + B3 (1)

The channel statistics S are generated by applying global average pooling to B
to embed the global information. Next, S is subjected to fully connected layer opera-
tions to generate the compressed feature map Z. However, fuse operation uses a fully
connected layer for dimensionality reduction, which leads to the loss of some informa-
tion and introduces a large number of parameters and calculations. Refer to the ECA
module for the idea of improving the CENet block. We use a 1D convolution oper-
ation with a convolution kernel size of k to replace the fully connected layer in the
fuse operation:

W = C1Dy(B) 2

where Wis the parameter matrix of C x C, C1D represents the one-dimensional convolution,
and k is the size of the convolution kernel, which can be obtained by adaptively:

log, (C) 4 b

k=p(0)=| B2 4

®)

odd

where C is the channel dimension, |t|,;; denotes the closest odd number to ¢, and 7 is set to
1, bis set equal to 2.

The select operation performs a weighted sum of the branches using the attention
vector, which yields a fused feature map with adaptive receptive field sizes for each neuron.
It performs a Softmax operation at each position on the channel weight vector of the last
two branches of Fuse:

MW NW JW

e e e

M= MW | oNW o’ 't = eMw+er+ecw'j: MW N gw Mt =1 )

where m, n, and j are the soft attention vectors of By, By, B3, respectively. We perform
element-wise operations on the split convolved features with the three vectors:

DlszBl,DZInXBz,D3IjXB3 (5)
Finally, the output D is obtained by summing the three branches:
F =Dy +D;+Ds (6)

2.2.3. Improved Spatial Attention Submodule of CBAM

Pooling operations in the spatial attention submodule lead to the loss of some local
detail changes in the input feature map. To overcome this deficiency, we take a page from
the Bottleneck Attention Module (BAM) and remove the pooling operation. The structure
of the improved spatial attention mechanism is shown in Figure 6.

Specifically, the feature map F’ of size C x W x H obtained from the spatial attention
submodule is used as the input feature map of this module. The spatial attention of the
original BAM uses a 1 x 1 convolution structure. We use 7 x 7 convolutions instead
of 1 x 1 convolutions because we want to capture the inter-spatial relationship of fea-
tures in a larger receptive field. The input feature map F' € R“*H>*W ig first fed into a
7 x 7 convolution layer to reduce the channel dimension and obtain a compressed fea-
ture map F. € RS/"™H*W s the reduction ratio for which the channel branches are
identical. Two dilated convolutional layers with a kernel size of 3 x 3 are applied on
F to enlarge the receptive field of the attention map. Then, after another convolution
operation with a convolution kernel of 7, the number of reduction channels is consistent
with the input. Finally, the spatial attention map Mgs(F) € RE*"*W ig generated by
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Figure 6. The structure of the improved spatial attention mechanism.

2.2.4. YOLOVS5 Introduces SKBAM

To enhance the performance of yolov5s, the devised SKBAM is integrated into the
architecture of yolov5s. The C3 module consists of three main components: a bottleneck
layer, a cross-stage partial (CSP) connection, and a shuffle attention layer. The bottleneck
layer is a residual block that reduces the number of channels in the input feature map by a
factor of two, applies a 3 x 3 convolution, and then restores the number of channels. The
CSP connection splits the output of the bottleneck layer into two branches: one branch
passes through a series of bottleneck layers and then concatenates with the other branch,
while the other branch passes through a 1 x 1 convolution and acts as a skip connection.
The shuffle attention layer is a self-attention mechanism that reorders the channels of the
feature map based on their importance and correlation. Our proposed SKBAM module is
inserted into the backbone part C3 module, as detailed in Figure 7. The SKBAM module
can realize the adaptive adjustment of the feature map and improve the accuracy of
object detection.

Bottleneck

v
——>[ Gor ]—l>[ Conv Add —»

JeOU0))

—»[ o HSKBAMJ—»
»4 Conv

Figure 7. The SKBAM module is in the specific location of the C3 module.

3. Millimeter Wave Radar Detection Model
3.1. Radar Data Preprocessing

Millimeter-wave radar is a type of sensor that can achieve high-precision target de-
tection and recognition in intricate environments. However, radar output often contains
many interference objects, such as empty, false, or non-hazardous targets. These objects
impair the performance and accuracy of subsequent processing and increase computa-
tion and resource consumption. Therefore, it is very necessary to preprocess the output
data of millimeter-wave radar and remove the interference target. The specific steps are
as follows:
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Empty target removal: Empty targets denote target points with zero range and relative
velocity, which have no practical value and are merely caused by noise or error in the radar
system. Therefore, null target removal can be realized by traversing all target points and
deleting them if their ranges and relative velocities are 0.

False target removal: False targets refer to target points that are beyond the radar
detection range or do not conform to the physical law, which may be caused by interference
signals or other reasons. Therefore, if the relative velocity of the target points is greater
than the maximum radar detection speed or less than the minimum radar detection speed,
they are removed. The detection speed of millimeter-wave radar ranges from —66 m/s
to 66 m/s.

Non-hazardous target removal: Non-hazardous targets are target points that are not
related to the radar system or do not pose a threat, which may be caused by background
clutter or other reasons. Therefore, target points are removed if their lateral distance is
greater than a set threshold or less than a negative threshold. Similarly, if their relative
velocity is greater than a set threshold or less than a negative threshold, they are also
removed. The thresholds of lateral distance and relative velocity of valid data points are
set as follows:

|x| < Xp, =34 m/s <ov<10m/s (8)

where x is the relative lateral range of the radar detection object; X is the lateral distance
threshold of valid data points; and v is the relative velocity of the radar to detect the object.
The results of radar data preprocessing are shown in Figure 8. According to the above steps,
false targets are well removed.
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Figure 8. Data preprocessing process of millimeter Wave radar. The red dots in the figure are the
radar output, (a) is the original data output from the radar, and (b) is the data with false and invalid
noise removed by the preprocessing algorithm.

3.2. Adaptive Kalman Filtering Based on Memory Index

Extended Kalman Filter (EKF) is a recursive algorithm that estimates the state of a
target based on a nonlinear system model and a measurement model. The EKF linearizes
the nonlinear functions around the current state estimate and applies the standard Kalman
filter equations. The EKF consists of two steps: prediction and update [45].
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The prediction and target state estimation steps are as follows:
X1k = AXp + Wi )
Py = AP AT + Qi (10)
Zi1jk = HX e + Vi (11)
Update the target state estimate as follows:
X1t = X + K1 [Zerr — HXpqp (12)
Kiir = Py HY (Hi 1 Peyq HY . + Resq) (13)
k+1 k1 kA 1 k1 41 (kM k41 k+1
Py yqjky1 = (I — Ky 1Hi 1) Prga i (14)

The performance of the Kalman filter depends on the precise knowledge of the process
noise covariance Q and the measurement noise covariance R, which are often unknown
or hard to obtain in practice [46]. Ideally, they should follow the Gaussian random vector
distribution. However, this assumption may not be valid in reality due to modeling errors
or parameter uncertainties. If Q and R are not appropriately selected, the Kalman filter
may yield biased or inconsistent estimates or even deviate from the true state. To address
this problem, we propose a method of using a memory index based on information entropy
for adaptive Kalman filter radar target tracking, which can dynamically adjust Q and R
according to the state variation in the system.

The memory index refers to the extent to which historical observations or state
vectors are memorized. The amount of information in the observation data or the
state vectors reflects the uncertainty of the system state estimation. If the information
amount is large, the observation data or the state vectors are less reliable, and thus
more weight should be assigned to the newer ones, resulting in a smaller memory
index. Conversely, if the information amount is small, the observation data or the state
vectors are more reliable, and thus more weight should be assigned to the older ones,
resulting in a larger memory index. Memory index based on information entropy can be
expressed as:

- 1
1+ xSk

where 77 is a positive adjustment parameter, which determines the sensitivity of memory
index to information entropy, 7y is larger, it means that it is more sensitive to information
entropy, and the memory index is easier to change; # is smaller, it means that it is less
sensitive to information entropy, and the memory index is more stable. Sy is the information
entropy at time k, which is the information amount of observation data or state vectors,
and is given by:

2973 (15)

n
Sk = —)_pilogp; (16)
i=1

To compute the information entropy in the data, use the need for each dimension or
weight for probability distribution and the calculation of information entropy, and then
sum the total information entropy. where p; is the probability distribution of the ith obser-
vation or state vector value, which can be approximated as a Gaussian distribution and is

given by:
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_ 1 C(Bi—w)’
pi = \/277'(0'1' exp( 20'[«2 ) (17)

where B; is the ith observation data or state vector of values, y; and o; are the mean and
standard deviation of the ith observation data or state vector value.

The innovation sequence is the result of the discrepancy between the actual measure-
ments and the predicted measurements of the Kalman filter. It reflects the discrepancy
between the model and reality, and can be used to estimate the actual measurement noise.
The innovation sequence is as follows:

Ui = Zr — HiXpp 4 (18)
The covariance matrix of the innovation sequence Cy, is as follows:
C = HiPy_ H{ + Ry (19)

The residual sequence ey is defined as the difference between the actual measurement
and the updated estimate of the Kalman filter. The residual sequence ey is as follows:

er = Zr — Hi Xy, (20)

In (19), the measurement noise covariance Ry cannot be guaranteed to be a positive
definite matrix. In order to ensure that the matrix Ry is positive-definite, the adaptive
method based on residuals proposed by [47] is used in this paper as follows:

C, = E(ekeg) — Ry — H,P_ HJ 1)

Ry = E(ekeg) _._Hkpk\k—lHE (22)

Based on the memory index ay, adjust the process noise and observation noise covari-
ance matrices Q; and Ry by weighted update, so that they reflect the current state change
of the system. Introduce the memory index adaptive estimation fairly Ry is as follows:

Ry = oy Ry + (1 — Dék) (Ekeg + HkPk|k—1HE> (23)

The method of literature [1] is used to reason Q;_;. Based on (11) and (12), the state
noise variance Qy_; is obtained by using innovation as follows:

Qe1=E (WkWD = K Ki (24)
After introducing the memory index ay, the adaptive estimate Q. is obtained as:
Q= a4 Qpe—1 + (1 — ) (KkykykT K{) (25)

By algorithmically obtaining the noise covariance at the current time, we can use it to
update the system state and its error covariance at the next time. The whole procedure of
the proposed adaptive methodology is shown in Algorithm 1.
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Algorithm 1 Adaptive Kalman Filtering based on Memory index

1 Inputs: A, H, Qy, Ry, XO, Py, ag
2 fork=1to N do
3 Prediction step:
4 Xyko1 = AXppq
5. Ppiqpe = APAT + Qi
6 Calculate information entropy:
7 S¢=0
8 while i <n do
9 i=i+1
10. By observing data or state vector calculated value of y;and triZ
_ 1 _ (.Bi*ﬂi)z
11. Pi = Jire exp( 207 )
12. S; = —p;logp;
13. S =S+ S;
14. end while
15. return S
16. Adjustment step:
_ 1
17. K = W

18 Y =Zx — Hi X
19. e = Zk - Hka\k
20. Ry = oy Ry_1+ (1 — Dék) (ekelf JerPk\kleE)

21. Q = 0 Q1 + (1 — ag) (Kkykylng)
22. end for

4. Collision Warning Strategy
4.1. Fusion of Sensors in Space and Time

The millimeter-wave radar and the camera have different spatial locations and sam-
pling frequencies, which lead to inconsistent information about the same target. To achieve
effective fusion of the millimeter-wave radar data and the camera image data for forward
target recognition, the two sensors need to be calibrated in space and time.

4.1.1. Spatial Fusion of Radar and Camera

Spatial fusion is the process of aligning the data from the millimeter-wave radar and
the camera, which are two sensors with different coordinate systems and units. It involves
two steps: coordinate transformation and projection. Coordinate transformation converts
the target coordinates from the radar system to the world system, which is a common
frame for both sensors. Projection maps the target coordinates from the world system to
the image system, which is the pixel-based frame of the camera. The details of each step
are as follows:

Step 1: The radar polar coordinate is converted to the radar Cartesian coordinate.

These formulas are as follows:
Xy = rcos ¢ cosf

Yy =rcos¢sind (26)
zy = rsin¢

where 7 is the distance from the point to the radar origin, 6 is the azimuth angle of the point
in the horizontal plane, and ¢ is the elevation angle of the point in the vertical plane.

Step 2: The millimeter-wave radar coordinate system is converted to the camera
coordinate system. This can be achieved by using the outer parameter matrix, which is a
transformation matrix describing the relative position and attitude relationship between the
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two coordinate systems. The extrinsic parameter matrix can be estimated by a calibration
method. The transformation form is as follows:

Xw Xr

Yo| _ |R T||yr

Zw| [0 1} Zy 27)
1 1

where Ris a 3 x 3 rotation matrix representing the rotation transformation of the radar
coordinate system with respect to the world coordinate system, and T is a 3 x 1 translation
vector representing the translation transformation of the radar coordinate system with
respect to the world coordinate system.

Step 3: The camera coordinate system is converted to the pixel coordinate system.
According to the linear model of the camera, any point in the camera coordinate system can
be transformed into its corresponding point in the image coordinate system by using the
similar triangle principle, as shown in Figure 9. Suppose there is a point P (X,, Y, Z.) in
the camera coordinate system, and this point is projected to P, (x, y) in the image coordinate
system, then the following transformation formula is obtained:

X fOOO);C
ch:OfOOZC (28)
1 00101C

where f is the focal length of the camera, X, Y., Z. are the coordinates of the points in the
camera coordinate system in the world coordinate system.

A YC
Xc
Camera y P, (Xu Y, Zc)
coordinate P, (x,y)
N0 il X

/0 T

— Image plance

Figure 9. The process of transformation by using the similar triangle principle.

Step 4: The physical coordinate system of the image is converted to the pixel coor-
dinate system. As shown in Figure 10, suppose that a point on the imaging plane has
its coordinates in the image coordinate system for O; = (x, y), in pixel coordinates, the
coordinates of O, = (u, v). The conversion between them can be conducted using the
following formula:

u 0117 0 Uup X
vl =10 dly o | |y (29)
1 0 0 1|1

where (19, vg) is the center point in the image pixel coordinate system, that is, the pixel
point corresponding to the origin of the image physical coordinate system, and dx and dy
represent the physical dimensions of each pixel along the 1 and v axes.
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Figure 10. Transformation between the image pixel coordinate system and the image physical
coordinate system.

4.1.2. Time Fusion of Radar and Camera

Time fusion refers to the synchronization of data from millimeter-wave radar and
cameras in time to ensure data consistency and accuracy. To achieve temporal fusion of the
millimeter-wave radar and the vision sensor, we synchronize their sampling frequencies
according to the slower one. The millimeter-wave radar has a target update rate of 20 Hz,
while the vision sensor has a capture rate of 30 Hz. Therefore, the time interval between
each frame of the radar data is 50 ms, and that of the vision sensor is 33.3 ms. As shown
in Figure 11, we make the radar and the vision sensor sample data simultaneously every
100 ms, which is the least common multiple of their time intervals. For example, when the
radar obtains a frame of data at 100 ms, the vision sensor also completes an image capture
at the same time, ensuring temporal synchronization for multi-sensor fusion.

Camera data acquisition
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Figure 11. Radar and camera data time synchronization.

4.2. Decision Level Fusion with Intersection over Union Ratio
4.2.1. Formation of Regions of Interest

The data output of the millimeter-wave radar detection is mapped onto the image by
spatial transformation, as shown in Figure 12. A rectangular box with a width of 2.6 m
and a height of 2.0 m is constructed as the Region of Interest (ROI) around the target point
measured by the millimeter-wave radar, according to the vehicle shape size specified by
the national standard [48].
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Figure 12. The radar is used to detect target projections in the image.

4.2.2. Information Fusion Based on IoU

The radar output results and the visual output results are fused by using the Intersec-
tion over Union (IoU) method [49], which is a measure of the overlap between the predicted
and the ground truth bounding boxes. The IoU method determines whether the detected
target exists by comparing the ratio of the intersection area and the union area of the two
bounding boxes. The area of ROI formed by the target detected by radar is Sg, and the
target identified by the improved YOLOVS visual detection algorithm will also generate an
ROI area; its area is Sc. Based on the visual ROI region and the radar ROI region, the IOU

is as follows:
ScNSgr

10U =
Sc USgr

(30)
where Sc N S is the area of the intersection part of the radar ROI and visual ROI, and
Sc U Sg is the area of their union part. The threshold of the IOU is set to 0.4, or 0.6.

IoU is a commonly used metric to measure the similarity between two bounding
boxes. IoU-based fusion methods aim to combine information from different sensors or
modalities based on IoU values. However, it is not easy to choose the IoU threshold for
information fusion, as it depends heavily on the specific object detection task and dataset.
There is no one-size-fits-all recommended threshold for IoU because different thresholds
may have different impacts on the precision and recall of fusion results, as well as on
false positives and false negatives. The common threshold used in practice is 0.5, which
means that the IoU between the predicted frame and the ground truth frame must be at
least 0.5 to be considered a true positive detection. However, the application scenario of
this study is a small, long-range target in a highway driving environment. This threshold
may not be suitable for the application scenario of this study, as it may be too strict and
lead to many false negatives. Therefore, according to empirical observations and road
experiments, this paper chose to use two IoU thresholds of 0.4 and 0.6 for information
fusion. It was found that these two thresholds can strike a good balance between precision
and recall and also reduce false positives and false negatives due to occlusions, truncations,
and misalignments.

If the IOU is in the range [0.6, 1], it indicates that both sensors can detect the same
target with high accuracy. Because the data projected on the image by the radar is biased,
the output results are the category and physical information of the target detected by the
camera. If the IOU is in the range [0.4, 0.6], it indicates that there is some error between
the results of the two sensors detecting the target. In this case, the physical information
of the target detected by the radar is more accurate than that of the camera. Therefore,
the results of the output target are, respectively, the visual detection category and the
physical information detected by the radar. If IOU = 0, there are three cases: no millimeter
wave radar ROI, no visual ROI, and both millimeter wave radar ROI and visual ROI exist
without any intersection between them. For Case 1: IOU =0, S¢ = 0, Sg # 0, the camera is
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affected by the complex environment, and the target physical information results detected
by the radar are output. For case 2: IOU =0, S¢ # 0,Sg = 0, the visual detection is
wrong, and the detection result is not output. For case 2: IOU=0,5=0, S¢c # 0,S5g # 0
there is a large deviation between the visual detection results and the radar detection
results, and the detection result is not output. The IOU discrimination process is shown in
Figure 13.

Radar Camera
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results results
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[
v v

10U+ 0 10U=0

l

Radar and

camera
information SR#0,5C=0 SR=0,5C#0 SR#0,SC#0

fusion

A 4
No output

Output radar
detection

IOUE[0.6,1

results

v

Output of camera
category information
and physical
information

IOUE[0.4,0.6]

\ 4
Output Visual No output
category information
and radar physical
information

Figure 13. IOU discrimination process.

4.3. Forward Collision Warning Strategy

In this section, we propose a forward collision warning (FCW) strategy based on
the minimum safety distance (MSD), which is designed to provide timely and suitable
warning to the driver under various driving scenarios and conditions. The main idea of
this strategy is to compute the MSD between the host vehicle and the preceding vehicle
using their kinematic and dynamic parameters and contrast it with the distance output
by the fusion algorithm. If this distance is lower than the MSD, a warning is triggered
to alert the driver of a potential collision. The MSD calculation model is based on the
following assumptions:

e  The host vehicle and the preceding vehicle are moving in the same direction on a
straight road segment.

e  The host vehicle and the preceding vehicle have similar braking capabilities and
deceleration rates.

e  The driver of the host vehicle has a constant reaction time and follows a constant
headway policy.

e  The driver of the preceding vehicle applies a constant deceleration when braking.

Based on these assumptions, we calculate the MSD between two vehicles in three cases:
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Case 1: When the front vehicle is stationary. The driver of the rear vehicle recognizes
the danger when the vehicle in front abruptly stops. After the reaction time ¢, the driver
applies the brakes. Then, the rear car decelerates until it stops. To avoid colliding with the
leading vehicle, the distance between the leading vehicle and the rear vehicle must be at
least dps. As shown in Figure 14, the MSD in this case is modeled as follows:

dy =545 +L=uvt+v2/2a1 + L (31)

where S is the distance traveled by the rear vehicle during the driver’s reaction time,
Sy is the distance traveled by the rear vehicle during the period from deceleration to
stopping, v; is the initial velocity of the following vehicle, a; is the maximum deceleration
of the following vehicle, t is the driver’s braking reaction time, and L is the length of
the vehicle.

Figure 14. MSD model of the vehicle in front at rest.

Case 2: When the front vehicle is moving at a constant speed. The MSD for this case is
illustrated in Figure 15. In contrast to case 1, in this case, the rear vehicle, after a reaction
time ¢, begins to decelerate until it matches the speed of the front vehicle and then keeps its
speed to follow the front vehicle. The MSD model for this case is as follows:

dv=S1+S3—Sa+L (32)

where S3 is the distance traveled by the rear vehicle in the process of changing from
deceleration to uniform speed, Sy is the distance traveled by the front vehicle during the
uniform speed process. These two distances are as follows:

2 2
_u~"%
5= T 3)
Sy = vt +0» (Ul — vz) (34)
a

where v, is the speed of the front vehicle, a, is the acceleration of the rear vehicle as it
decelerates. Combining (32)—(34), the safety distance model of the front vehicle at constant
speed can be obtained as follows:

v —v2 vi—vw
dy = -5 = - =2 a12+(vl—vz)t+L (35)
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Figure 15. MSD model of the front vehicle at constant speed.
Case 3: When the vehicle in front slows down. This case is shown in Figure 16. The driver

realizes that the vehicle ahead suddenly slows down. In order to avoid collisions with the
leading vehicle, the MSD between the leading vehicle and the following vehicle is as follows:
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2 2 2
07 — 0 (%
dy = ot + 3 2

L
2a3 2a4 + (36)
where v4 is the speed of the rear vehicle, v; is the speed of the front vehicle, v3 is the speed
of the two vehicles at exactly collision, a3 is the deceleration of the following vehicle, and
a4 is the deceleration of the leading vehicle.
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Figure 16. MSD model of the front vehicle driving at a reduced speed.

The MSD for the above three different working conditions is difficult to meet in the
actual situation. Therefore, this paper corrects and optimizes the MSD according to the
driver’s personality, emotion, attention, fatigue, and other factors to make it more in line
with the actual situation. The model can better adapt to different driving scenarios and
improve the safety and efficiency of intelligent driving.

Firstly, the driver’s behavioral characteristics greatly affect the driver’s reaction time.
Therefore, according to the driver’s behavioral characteristics, the correction coefficient can
be set for dynamic adjustment of reaction time. The formula for the value of the correction
coefficient is as follows:

ki = f(P,E,A,F) =1—0.01 x (P+E+ A+F) 37)

where k; is the correction factor for reaction time, P is the driver’s personality score, E is the
driver’s emotional score, A is the driver’s attention score, and F is the driver’s fatigue score.
These ratings generally range from 0 to 10, with higher ratings indicating less favorable
driving conditions.

On the other hand, road conditions also affect the safety distance model. According
to the geometric characteristics, physical characteristics, and traffic characteristics of the
road, the speed, acceleration, and braking acceleration of the vehicle in the minimum safety
distance model are modified. According to the curvature, slope, degree of wetness, traffic
flow, and other factors of the road, some correction coefficients are set as follows:

ke=1-001 xR
ks =1-10.02x S
kf=05+05x p
kj=1-001x%xD

(38)

where k. is the curvature correction coefficient, ks is the slope correction coefficient, k ris
the friction coefficient correction coefficient, k; is the vehicle density correction coefficient,
R is the road curvature radius, S is the road slope angle, y is the road friction coefficient,
and D is the road vehicle density.

In this paper, these correction coefficients are substituted into the safety distance model
of three different working conditions, and the optimized safety distance model a can be
obtained as follows:

k1)
kcvrkst + (Zalfslk)f + kL

2.2 2
v —v5 U5 —010)

dm = kcz(zakskf ~ Takk; ) + (v1 = va)ket + kal (39)

2 2 2 2
2( 1793 Y393
keoikit + ke <2a3kskf - 2a4kskf) + k4L
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5. Experimental

In this section, the SKBAM visual inspection algorithm as well as the improved
adaptive Kalman filter algorithm are experimented with, and their performance is veri-
fied. Finally, the decision-level fusion algorithm for vision and radar was tested on the
experimental vehicle and compared with the conventional fusion algorithm.

5.1. Improved YOLOwv5 Experiment
5.1.1. Vehicle Datasets for Visual Detection

To evaluate the improved YOLOVS5 algorithm, this paper used the CompCars dataset [50],
the UA-DETRAC dataset [51], and other car-related datasets and selected some of them
to form the dataset of the ablation experiment. The vehicle targets in the dataset were
categorized into four types, namely big cars, tiny cars, trucks, and special cars. There
are a total of 4026 images in the dataset, including 2426 images in the training set and
1600 images in the test set, and the size of the images was resized to 640 x 640.

5.1.2. Experimental Environment and Parameter Configuration

The experiments were conducted on a computer running the Windows 11 operating
system. The computer was equipped with an Intel i7-13700 processor and an Nvidia
GeForce RTX 1650 graphics card. The programming language used is Python 3.7.0, and the
deep learning framework is PyTorch 1.12.1. GPU acceleration was enabled by installing
CUDA 11.7. The model was trained for 100 epochs with a learning rate of 0.001 and a batch
size of 32.

To evaluate the performance of YOLOvV5 with the SKCAM attention module, the
accuracy and speed of the model need to be measured. In this paper, it is measured
by indicators such as mean precision (mAP) recall and precision, which is the average
square of precision values at different recall levels. Speed can be measured by metrics like
frames per second (FPS), which refers to the number of images that a model can process in
one second.

Precision is a measure of how accurate the predictions are compared to the actual
outcomes. The formula for Precision is:

TP

Precision = m

(40)
where TP (true positive is the correct detection of the object) is defined as the number of
samples whose model prediction is positive and whose true label is also positive. FP (false
positive) is defined as the number of examples that the model predicts to be positive, but
the true label is negative.

Recall is the ratio of true positives to the sum of true positives and false negatives,
where a false negative is a missed prediction. It is expressed as follows:

TP
Recall = m (41)
where FN (false negative) is defined as the number of examples that the model predicts to
be negative, but the true label is positive.
Mean Average Recall (mAR) can be computed at different IoU thresholds, such as 0.5,
0.75, or 0.5:0.95. It is expressed as follows:

AP = /0 ' P(R)AR 42)

1 N
AP = =) AP 4
m N; i (43)
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5.1.3. Results and Discussion

In this section, we conducted an ablation experiment to evaluate the effectiveness of
the SKBAM module proposed in this paper. We compared the original YOLOv5 model
with three variants: YOLOvV5 + CBAM, YOLOvV5 + SKNet, and YOLOv5 + SKBAM. We
added all the attention modules to the same position in the network. Figure 17 shows the
experimental results.
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Figure 17. Training results of YOLOv5 and models adding various attention mechanism modules to
the vehicle dataset (a) is the change curve of mAP_0.5, (b) is the change curve of precision, (c) is the
change curve of recall, and (d) is the change curve of Obj_loss.

Figure 17a—c shows the precision, recall, and mAP of the four models during 300 training
epochs. The curves demonstrate that the original YOLOVS5 and the three variants with
attention modules achieve fast improvement and gradual stabilization in their
performance. Among them, YOLOv5 + SKBAM outperforms other models in all met-
rics. Figure 17d shows the comparative loss functions of different models. It is evident that
YOLOVS5 + SKBAM has the lowest loss value and converges quicker than other models.

The trained models were also evaluated on a benchmark dataset, and the results
are shown in Table 1. It is evident that adding attention modules to YOLOvV5 improves
the detection accuracy to some degree. In particular, compared to YOLOvV5 + CBAM,
YOLOvVS + SKBAM boosts the precision by 4.09%, the mAP by 4.08%, and the recall by
5.25%. It also enhances the detection speed from 63 frames per second to 67 frames per
second. Likewise, compared to YOLOvS5 + SKNet, YOLOv5 + SKBAM improves the
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precision by 1.46%, the mAP by 1.48%, and the recall by 1.97%. However, it slightly
lowers the detection speed from 73 frames per second to 67 frames per second. This is
because SKBAM considers both spatial and channel attention, which increases the detection
accuracy but also the computational cost. Based on these experimental results, we conclude
that YOLOv5 + SKBAM outperforms other models and demonstrates the effectiveness of
the proposed module.

Table 1. Comparison of detection results between YOLOv5 and adding various attention mechanism

modules.
Name Precision (%) mAP (%) Recall (%) FPS
YOLOV5 80.01 78.27 73.17 82
YOLOv5 + CBAM 83.27 82.11 80.09 63
YOLOVS5 + SKNet 85.90 84.71 83.37 73
YOLOV5 + SKBAM 87.36 86.19 85.34 67

5.2. Improved AEKF Experiment

In this section, we evaluate the reliability of the proposed AEKF algorithm. We
conducted experiments in the test center to simulate the specified motion state and path
of the test vehicle. Then the radar tracked vehicle state data using the traditional EKF
algorithm, and the proposed AEKF algorithm was recorded. Figure 18 shows the response
results of the EKF algorithm (black line), the AEKF algorithm proposed in [52] (red line),
and our improved AEKEF algorithm (blue line) for tracking targets with time changes. The
real value in the figure is the integration of the actual vehicle speed and time recorded by
the vehicle speed sensor, which is obtained by mathematical calculation. The measured
value is the one measured by the millimeter-wave radar sensor. From the local image of
Figure 18, it can be observed that the proposed algorithm is closer to the true value than
the other two algorithms.

In this paragraph, we illustrate the advantages of the proposed algorithm more in-
tuitively by calculating the error between the estimated value and the actual value of the
algorithm at each instant. The results are shown in Figure 19, which compares the EKF
error (black line), the AEKF error (red line), and the improved AEKEF error (blue line). It is
evident from the figure that the estimated value of the algorithm converges to the actual
value, and the error decreases until it is nearly zero. The local enlarged figure shows that the
improved AEKEF algorithm proposed in this paper has smaller error and better convergence
than the other two algorithms in most time intervals. Based on the error data between the
estimated value and the actual value, we use the root mean square error (RMSE) to further
compare the performance of each filtering algorithm, which is evaluated as follows:

1
RMSE = |23 (5 = v)° (44)
i=1

where #j; represents the optimal estimate processed by the algorithm and y; represents the
true value. The calculation results show that the RMSE value of the traditional algorithm
EKF is 10.147830, the RMSE value of AEKF is 7.73227, and the RMSE value of the improved
AEKEF algorithm is 4.98201. The comparison shows that the error between the optimal
estimation value and the actual value of the algorithm used in this paper is smaller, and
the accuracy is higher.
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Figure 18. Response results of different algorithms when tracking a target with temporal variations.
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Figure 19. Comparison of errors between estimated and actual values of different algorithms.

5.3. Collision Warning Experiment

To evaluate the accuracy and effectiveness of the proposed fusion warning method,
we conducted road tests with a test vehicle under various weather conditions (sunny
day, sunny night, cloudy day, cloudy night, rainy day, and rainy night) and road envi-
ronments (different road surfaces and different working scenarios). The millimeter wave
radar used in the experiment was ANNGIC FR55F, which operates in the frequency range
of 76 GHz~77 GHz. The image recognition sensor was the ANNGIC FV-12M, which pro-
duces images with a resolution of 1280 x 1080 pixels and a frame rate of 30 frames per
second. Figure 20 shows the installation location of the test vehicle and the sensors.

This paper presented experiments in different road environments, including various
road surfaces, working conditions, and weather situations. The experiments in this paper
were conducted on the road where the vehicles are traveling normally. The mileage of
the test vehicle was about 6000 km. Due to the large mileage of the experiment, the
experimental procedure included various obstacle vehicles and other obstacles in different
states. The result of the fusion of millimeter-wave radar and cameras is illustrated in
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Figure 21. Figure 21a—d shows the detection of vehicle targets in the road environments of
day, night, rainy day, and night rain, respectively. The green box in each figure indicates
the visual detection results, while the red box and blue box indicate the detection results of
millimeter-wave radar. The physical information of the detected target was recorded above
the bounding box, which helps to assess whether the test vehicle is at risk of colliding with
the target. The time to collision (TTC) was calculated based on the preset safe distance and
speed. In these experiments, the red detection box represents a collision warning for the front
vehicle, and the blue detection box represents a safe vehicle that does not require a warning.

Test vehicle

Millimeter wave radar

Figure 20. Location of the millimeter-wave radar and camera installation.

In Figure 21, our fusion warning algorithm correctly identifies vehicle targets in
different working conditions, different models, and different environments and accurately
detects dangerous vehicles. In order to prove the influence of the two algorithms on the
experimental results, this paper analyzed the data using one-way analysis of variance
(ANOVA). Firstly, the independent variables were set as two kinds of traditional algorithms
and this paper’s algorithm, and the dependent variable was the experimental data. Two
hypotheses were designed: the original hypothesis and the alternative hypothesis. The
original hypothesis was defined as different algorithms having no effect on the experimental
results, and the alternative hypothesis was defined as different algorithms having an
effect on the experimental results. The significance level («) was set at 0.05. In this
paper, an ANOVA was performed using R. The ANOVA test revealed that the statistic
F was 6.355 with a p-value of 0.0408. The p-value was less than the level of significance.
Therefore, this meant that the original hypothesis could be rejected, and it was concluded
that the algorithm had a significant effect on the experimental results. To demonstrate the
effectiveness of the collision warning algorithm in this paper, the proposed algorithm is
compared with the traditional algorithm. The traditional fusion algorithm is defined as
follows: The EKF filtering algorithm is used to track the target for radar, and the YOLOv5
target recognition algorithm is used for vision. The conditions remain the same, except that
the two algorithms are different. The two algorithms were tested based on the same scene
environment and mileage, and the comparative experimental results are shown in Table 2.
Table 2 compares the experimental results of the two methods under four different weather
conditions, using accuracy rate, missed alarm rate, and false alarm rate as the evaluation
metrics. The proposed algorithm has a slightly lower accuracy rate (1.3615%) than the
traditional algorithm in the rainy night environment, but it outperforms the traditional
algorithm in other environments, especially in the sunny night environment. Overall, the
proposed algorithm achieves an accuracy rate of 93.193%. The false alarm rate and missed
alarm rate of the proposed algorithm, compared to the traditional algorithm, are reduced
by 11.619% and 15.672%, respectively. The traditional method uses the YOLOVS5 algorithm
for vision detection, which has a low recognition rate at night and causes a high false
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alarm rate. At the same time, the traditional method also uses the EKF algorithm for radar
tracking, which is easily affected by environmental noise and leads to a high missed alarm
rate. In contrast, the proposed method uses a vision algorithm that emphasizes more on
the target feature information, which lowers the missed detection rate to some degree, and
an improved AEKF tracking algorithm that adaptively updates the environmental noise,
which enhances the accuracy of radar target tracking.

(d)

Figure 21. Effect of early warning experiments based on the fusion of millimeter-wave radar and
cameras in different environments (a) is the detection result of the road environment in the daytime,
(b) is the detection result of the road environment at night, (c) is the result of testing in a rainy road
environment, and (d) is the result of testing in the rainy at night road environment.
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Table 2. Comparison of experimental results between the traditional fusion early warning method
and the method proposed in this paper.

Day or Night Sunny or . Alarms Missed False Accuracy Missed False

Environment Rainy Algorithm (Times) Alarms Alarms (%) Alarm Rate  Alarm Rate
(Times) (Times) (%) (%)

Sunny Tradition 937 13 23 96.211 1.387 2.455

Day Ours 926 8 17 97.323 0.864 1.836

rainy Tradition 2376 83 156 90.281 3.493 6.566

Ours 2039 67 121 91.073 3.286 5.934

Sunny Tradition 763 39 10 93.890 5111 1.311

Nicht Ours 973 33 13 95.427 3.392 1.336

1g

rainy Tradition 386 31 8 90.647 8.031 2.073

Ours 393 27 18 89.286 6.870 4.580

aggregate Tradition 4462 166 197 92.156 3.720 4.415

Ours 4331 135 169 93.193 3.117 3.902

6. Conclusions

In this paper, a forward collision warning strategy based on millimeter-wave radar
and vision fusion is proposed to solve the problem of high false alarm and omission rates
of existing multi-sensor fusion algorithms in complex weather and road environments.
The strategy improves the visual detection target algorithm and the millimeter-wave radar
tracking target algorithm, respectively, and effectively fuses the improved visual detection
results with the radar tracking results.

On the one hand, the two sub-modules of the CBAM attention mechanism are im-
proved, and the SKBAM attention mechanism is designed. Then, it is added to the YOLOv5s
model to improve the accuracy of detecting vehicle targets. The experimental results show
that the detection accuracy of the proposed model is higher than other algorithms with
attention mechanisms, especially 3.11% better than the original YOLOvVS5 algorithm.

On the other hand, in order to improve the target tracking accuracy of the Kalman filter
algorithm. In this paper, an information entropy-based memory index adaptive Kalman
filter algorithm is proposed, which can adaptively adjust the noise covariance according to
the change of the system state and optimize the performance of EKF. Simulation proves
that the RSME index of the algorithm is 5.16582 lower than the original EKF.

Finally, based on the IoU and the minimum safe distance model, a decision-level
fusion warning strategy that fuses visual and radar detection results is proposed. Forward
collision warning experiments were conducted under different weather and road conditions.
The experimental results show that the proposed algorithm improves the accuracy of
collision warning and reduces false alarm and omission rates compared with the traditional
algorithm. The detection accuracy reaches 97.323% in clear weather and 93.193% in mixed
weather. Compared with the existing fusion warning strategy, the false alarm rate is
reduced by 11.619% and the missed alarm rate is reduced by 15.672%. In future work, the
strategy will be improved to increase accuracy in nighttime rain scenarios.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, C.S. and Y.L. (Yongtao Li); methodology, C.S. and Y.L.
(Yongtao Li); software, C.S.; writing—original draft, C.S.; writing—review and editing, Y.L. (Yongtao
Li), H.L. and W.L.; formal analysis, C.S. and H.L.; investigation, W.L.; data curation, E.X., Y.L. (Yufang
Li) and W.L.; funding acquisition, Y.L. (Yongtao Li); resources, E.X., Y.L. (Yufang Li) and W.L. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by Liuzhou Science and Technology Plan Project (BSGZ2101,
2022AAA0104, 2021AAB0103), Guangxi Science and Technology Plan Project (AB21220052,
AA22068100), and the National Natural Science Foundation of China (62041402).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.



Sensors 2023, 23, 9295 26 of 28

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Due to the nature of this research, participants of this study did not
agree for their data to be shared publicly, so supporting data is not available.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank anonymous reviewers and academic editors for their con-
structive comments and helpful suggestions.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1.  Ma,];Ding, Y,; Cheng, ].C.P; Tan, Y,; Gan, V.J.L.; Zhang, ]. Analyzing the Leading Causes of Traffic Fatalities Using XGBoost and
Grid-Based Analysis: A City Management Perspective. IEEE Access 2019, 7, 148059-148072. [CrossRef]

2. Lacatan, L.L.; Santos, R.S.; Pinkihan, ].W.; Vicente, R.Y.; Tamargo, R.S. Brake-Vision: A Machine Vision-Based Inference Approach
of Vehicle Braking Detection for Collision Warning Oriented System. In Proceedings of the 2021 International Conference on
Computational Intelligence and Knowledge Economy (ICCIKE), Dubai, United Arab Emirates, 17-18 March 2021; IEEE: New
York, NY, USA, 2021; pp. 485-488.

3. Ma, X,; Yu, Q.; Liu, J. Modeling Urban Freeway Rear-End Collision Risk Using Machine Learning Algorithms. Sustainability 2022,
14,12047. [CrossRef]

4. Baek, M,; Jeong, D.; Choi, D.; Lee, S. Vehicle Trajectory Prediction and Collision Warning via Fusion of Multisensors and Wireless
Vehicular Communications. Sensors 2020, 20, 288. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Jekal, S; Kim, J.; Kim, D.-H.; Noh, J.; Kim, M.-J.; Kim, H.-Y.; Kim, M.-S.; Oh, W.-C.; Yoon, C.-M. Synthesis of LIDAR-Detectable
True Black Core/Shell Nanomaterial and Its Practical Use in LIDAR Applications. Nanomaterials 2022, 12, 3689. [CrossRef]

6. Li, L.; Zhang, R; Chen, L.; Liu, B.; Zhang, L.; Tang, Q.; Ding, C.; Zhang, Z.; Hewitt, A.]. Spray drift evaluation with point clouds
data of 3D LiDAR as a potential alternative to the sampling method. Front. Plant Sci. 2022, 13, 939733. [CrossRef]

7. Yan, C.; Xu, W,; Liu, J. Can you trust autonomous vehicles: Contactless attacks against sensors of self-driving vehicle. Def Con
2016, 24, 109.

8. Ly, P; Wang, B.; Cheng, F; Xue, ]. Multi-Objective Association Detection of Farmland Obstacles Based on Information Fusion of
Millimeter Wave Radar and Camera. Sensors 2022, 23, 230. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9.  Massoud, Y. Sensor Fusion for 3D Object Detection for Autonomous Vehicles. Ph.D. Thesis, Université d’Ottawa/University of
Ottawa, Ottawa, ON, Canada, 2021.

10. Zhu, Y,; Sun, G,; Ding, G.; Zhou, J.; Wen, M.; Jin, S.; Zhao, Q.; Colmer, ].; Ding, Y.; Ober, E.S. Large-scale field phenotyping using
backpack LiDAR and CropQuant-3D to measure structural variation in wheat. Plant Physiol. 2021, 187, 716-738. [CrossRef]

11. Cui, G.; He, H.; Zhou, Q.; Jiang, J.; Li, S. Research on Camera-Based Target Detection Enhancement Method in Complex
Environment. In Proceedings of the 2022 5th International Conference on Robotics, Control and Automation Engineering (RCAE),
Changchun, China, 28-30 October 2022; IEEE: New York, NY, USA, 2022; pp. 314-320.

12.  LeCun, Y,; Bengio, Y.; Hinton, G. Deep learning. Nature 2015, 521, 436—444. [CrossRef]

13. Ren,S.; He, K.; Girshick, R.; Sun, J. Faster r-cnn: Towards real-time object detection with region proposal networks. In Proceedings
of the 28th International Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems, Montreal, QC, Canada, 7-12 December 2015.

14. Girshick, R.; Donahue, J.; Darrell, T.; Malik, ]J. Rich feature hierarchies for accurate object detection and semantic segmentation.
In Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, Columbus, OH, USA, 23-28 June 2014;
pp. 580-587.

15. He, K,; Zhang, X,; Ren, S.; Sun, J. Spatial pyramid pooling in deep convolutional networks for visual recognition. IEEE Trans.
Pattern Anal. Mach. Intell. 2015, 37, 1904-1916. [CrossRef]

16. Girshick, R. Fast r-cnn. In Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision, Santiago, Chile, 7-13 December
2015; pp. 1440-1448.

17.  Redmon, J.; Divvala, S.; Girshick, R.; Farhadi, A. You only look once: Unified, real-time object detection. In Proceedings of the
IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, Las Vegas, NV, USA, 27-30 June 2016; pp. 779-788.

18. Liu, W.; Anguelov, D.; Erhan, D.; Szegedy, C.; Reed, S.; Fu, C.; Berg, A.C. Ssd: Single shot multibox detector. In Computer
Vision—-ECCV 2016, Proceedings of the 14th European Conference, Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 11-14 October 2016; Proceedings; Part I;
Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2016; pp. 21-37.

19. Zhang, Y,; Guo, Z.; Wu, ]; Tian, Y.; Tang, H.; Guo, X. Real-Time Vehicle Detection Based on Improved YOLO v5. Sustainability
2022, 14, 12274. [CrossRef]

20. Zheng, H.; Liu, J.; Ren, X. Dim Target Detection Method Based on Deep Learning in Complex Traffic Environment. J. Grid Comput.
2022, 20, 8. [CrossRef]

21. Lin, Y.,; Hu, W.; Zheng, Z.; Xiong, J. Citrus Identification and Counting Algorithm Based on Improved YOLOv5s and DeepSort.
Agronomy 2023, 13, 1674. [CrossRef]

22. Ma, X.; Zhao, R.; Liu, X,; Kuang, H.; Al-qaness, M.A.A. Classification of human motions using micro-Doppler radar in the

environments with micro-motion interference. Sensors 2019, 19, 2598. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2946401
https://doi.org/10.3390/su141912047
https://doi.org/10.3390/s20010288
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31947961
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano12203689
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2022.939733
https://doi.org/10.3390/s23010230
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36616828
https://doi.org/10.1093/plphys/kiab324
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature14539
https://doi.org/10.1109/TPAMI.2015.2389824
https://doi.org/10.3390/su141912274
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10723-021-09594-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy13071674
https://doi.org/10.3390/s19112598
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31181668

Sensors 2023, 23, 9295 27 of 28

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.
49.

50.

Montafiez, O.].; Suarez, M.].; Fernandez, E.A. Application of Data Sensor Fusion Using Extended Kalman Filter Algorithm for
Identification and Tracking of Moving Targets from LiDAR—Radar Data. Remote Sens. 2023, 15, 3396. [CrossRef]

Pearson, ].B.; Stear, E.B. Kalman filter applications in airborne radar tracking. IEEE Trans. Aerosp. Electron. Syst. 1974, 3, 319-329.
[CrossRef]

Liu, T; Du, S,; Liang, C.; Zhang, B.; Feng, R. A novel multi-sensor fusion based object detection and recognition algorithm for
intelligent assisted driving. IEEE Access 2021, 9, 81564-81574. [CrossRef]

Jiang, C.; Wang, Z.; Liang, H. Target detection and adaptive tracking based on multisensor data fusion in a smoke environment.
In Proceedings of the 2022 8th International Conference on Control, Automation and Robotics (ICCAR), Xiamen, China, 8-10
April 2022; IEEE: New York, NY, USA, 2022; pp. 420—425.

Zhou, Y,; Dong, Y.; Hou, E; Wu, J. Review on Millimeter-Wave Radar and Camera Fusion Technology. Sustainability 2022, 14, 5114.
[CrossRef]

Lin, J.-J.; Guo, J.-I.; Shivanna, V.M.; Chang, S.-Y. Deep Learning Derived Object Detection and Tracking Technology Based on
Sensor Fusion of Millimeter-Wave Radar/Video and Its Application on Embedded Systems. Sensors 2023, 23, 2746. [CrossRef]
Dong, J.; Chu, L. Coupling Safety Distance Model for Vehicle Active Collision Avoidance System; SAE International: Warrendale, PA,
USA, 2019.

Alsuwian, T.; Saeed, R.B.; Amin, A.A. Autonomous Vehicle with Emergency Braking Algorithm Based on Multi-Sensor Fusion
and Super Twisting Speed Controller. Appl. Sci. 2022, 12, 8458. [CrossRef]

Liu, G.; Wang, L. A Safety Distance Automatic Control Algorithm for Intelligent Driver Assistance System; Springer International
Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2021; pp. 645-652.

Lin, H.-Y,; Dai, J.-M.; Wu, L.-T.; Chen, L.-Q. A Vision-Based Driver Assistance System with Forward Collision and Overtaking
Detection. Sensors 2020, 20, 5139. [CrossRef]

Wong, M.K.; Connie, T.; Goh, M.K.O.; Wong, L.P; Teh, P.S.; Choo, A.L. A visual approach towards forward collision warning for
autonomous vehicles on Malaysian public roads. FI000Research 2021, 10, 928. [CrossRef]

Pak, .M. Hybrid Interacting Multiple Model Filtering for Improving the Reliability of Radar-Based Forward Collision Warning
Systems. Sensors 2022, 22, 875. [CrossRef]

Wei, Z.; Zhang, E; Chang, S.; Liu, Y.; Wu, H.; Feng, Z. Mmwave radar and vision fusion for object detection in autonomous
driving: A review. Sensors 2022, 22, 2542. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Yu, M.; Wan, Q.; Tian, S.; Hou, Y.; Wang, Y.; Zhao, J. Equipment Identification and Localization Method Based on Improved
YOLOvV5s Model for Production Line. Sensors 2022, 22, 10011. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Li, Z.; Song, J.; Qiao, K,; Li, C.; Zhang, Y.; Li, Z. Research on efficient feature extraction: Improving YOLOVv5 backbone for facial
expression detection in live streaming scenes. Front. Comput. Neurosci. 2022, 16, 980063. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhu, X,; Lyu, S.; Wang, X.; Zhao, Q. TPH-YOLOvVS5: Improved YOLOVS based on transformer prediction head for object detection
on drone-captured scenarios. In Proceedings of the 2021 IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision Workshops
(ICCVW), Montreal, BC, Canada, 11-17 October 2021; pp. 2778-2788.

Hu, J.; Shen, L.; Sun, G. Squeeze-and-excitation networks. In Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, Salt Lake City, UT, USA, 18-23 June 2018; pp. 7132-7141.

Zhu, X,; Cheng, D.; Zhang, Z.; Lin, S.; Dai, ]. An empirical study of spatial attention mechanisms in deep networks. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision, Seoul, Republic of Korea, 27 October-2 November 2019;
pp. 6688-6697.

Hou, Q.; Zhou, D.; Feng, J. Coordinate attention for efficient mobile network design. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, Nashville, TN, USA, 20-25 June 2021; pp. 13713-13722.

Woo, S.; Park, J.; Lee, J.; Kweon, I.5. Cbam: Convolutional block attention module. In Proceedings of the European Conference on
Computer Vision (ECCV), Munich, Germany, 8-14 September 2018; pp. 3-19.

Li, X.; Wang, W.; Hu, X.; Yang, J. Selective kernel networks. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, Long Beach, CA, USA, 15-20 June 2019; pp. 510-519.

Park, J.; Woo, S.; Lee, J.; Kweon, 1.S. Bam: Bottleneck attention module. arXiv 2018, arXiv:1807.06514.

Akhlaghi, S.; Zhou, N. Adaptive multi-step prediction based EKF to power system dynamic state estimation. In Proceedings of
the 2017 IEEE Power and Energy Conference at Illinois (PECI), Champaign, IL, USA, 23-24 February 2017; IEEE: New York, NY,
USA, 2017; pp. 1-8.

Tian, Y; Lai, R,; Li, X.; Xiang, L.; Tian, J. A combined method for state-of-charge estimation for lithium-ion batteries using a long
short-term memory network and an adaptive cubature Kalman filter. Appl. Energy 2020, 265, 114789. [CrossRef]

Wang, J. Stochastic Modeling for Real-Time Kinematic GPS/GLONASS Positioning. Navigation 1999, 46, 297-305. [CrossRef]
Lundagards, M. Vehicle Detection in Monochrome Images; Institutionen fér Systemteknik: Linkoping, Sweden, 2008.

Rezatofighi, H.; Tsoi, N.; Gwak, J.; Sadeghian, A.; Reid, I.; Savarese, S. Generalized intersection over union: A metric and a loss
for bounding box regression. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, Long
Beach, CA, USA, 15-20 June 2019; pp. 658-666.

Yang, L.; Luo, P.; Change Loy, C.; Tang, X. A large-scale car dataset for fine-grained categorization and verification. In Proceedings
of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, Boston, MA, USA, 7-12 June 2015; pp. 3973-3981.


https://doi.org/10.3390/rs15133396
https://doi.org/10.1109/TAES.1974.307824
https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2021.3083503
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14095114
https://doi.org/10.3390/s23052746
https://doi.org/10.3390/app12178458
https://doi.org/10.3390/s20185139
https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.72897.1
https://doi.org/10.3390/s22030875
https://doi.org/10.3390/s22072542
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35408157
https://doi.org/10.3390/s222410011
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36560377
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncom.2022.980063
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36034936
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2020.114789
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2161-4296.1999.tb02416.x

Sensors 2023, 23, 9295 28 of 28

51. Wen, L.; Du, D; Cai, Z,; Lei, Z.; Chang, M.; Qi, H.; Lim, J.; Yang, M.; Lyu, S. UA-DETRAC: A new benchmark and protocol for
multi-object detection and tracking. Comput. Vis. Image Underst. 2020, 193, 102907. [CrossRef]

52. Akhlaghi, S.; Zhou, N.; Huang, Z. Adaptive adjustment of noise covariance in Kalman filter for dynamic state estimation. In
Proceedings of the 2017 IEEE Power & Energy Society General Meeting, Chicago, IL, USA, 16-20 July 2017; IEEE: New York, NY,
USA, 2017; pp. 1-5.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cviu.2020.102907

	Introduction 
	Visual Sensor Detection Model 
	YOLOv5 Visual Detection Model 
	Improved YOLOv5 Visual Detection Model 
	Attention Mechanism 
	Improved Channel Attention 
	Improved Spatial Attention Submodule of CBAM 
	YOLOv5 Introduces SKBAM 


	Millimeter Wave Radar Detection Model 
	Radar Data Preprocessing 
	Adaptive Kalman Filtering Based on Memory Index 

	Collision Warning Strategy 
	Fusion of Sensors in Space and Time 
	Spatial Fusion of Radar and Camera 
	Time Fusion of Radar and Camera 

	Decision Level Fusion with Intersection over Union Ratio 
	Formation of Regions of Interest 
	Information Fusion Based on IoU 

	Forward Collision Warning Strategy 

	Experimental 
	Improved YOLOv5 Experiment 
	Vehicle Datasets for Visual Detection 
	Experimental Environment and Parameter Configuration 
	Results and Discussion 

	Improved AEKF Experiment 
	Collision Warning Experiment 

	Conclusions 
	References

