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Abstract—The accurate human gait tracking is an important
factor for various robotic applications, such as robotic walkers
aiming to provide assistance to patients with different mobility im-
pairment, social robot companions, etc. A context-aware robot con-
trol architecture needs constant knowledge of the user’s kinematic
state to assess the patient’s gait status and adjust its movement
properly to provide optimal assistance. In this letter, we present a
novel human gait tracking approach that uses two particle filters
(PFs) and probabilistic data association (PDA) with an interacting
multiple model (IMM) scheme for a real-time selection of the ap-
propriate motion model according to the human gait analysis and
the use of the Viterbi algorithm for an augmented human gait state
estimation. The gait state estimates also interact with the IMM as a
prior information that drives the Markov sampling process, while
the PDA ensures that the legs of the same person are coupled. The
observation data in this work are provided by a laser range finder
mounted on a robotic assistant walker. A detailed experimental
validation is presented using ground truth data from a motion cap-
ture system, which was used in real experiments with elder subjects
who presented various mobility impairments. The validation anal-
ysis regards the algorithm’s accuracy, robustness to occlusions and
clutter, and the gait state classification success, subject to the effect
of different number of samples used in the PFs. The results for
the elder subjects show the dynamics of the proposed algorithm
to be used in a real-time application due to its efficacy to provide
accurate and robust augmented human gait estimates with a small
number of particles.

Index Terms—Human detection and tracking, human-centered
robotics, physically assistive devices, automation in life sciences:
biotechnology, pharmaceutical and health care, medical robots and
systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

HUMAN detection and tracking is a common research
topic, and refers to the accurate estimation of a human’s

position w.r.t. various sensors. Surveillance, ambient living en-
vironments, mobile robot companions and robotic assistants are
some of the applications where human tracking is necessary,
[1]–[3]. Cameras are commonly used for human activity detec-
tion, [4]. Recent research focus on using Laser Range Finder
(LRF) sensors for detection, due to the simple two-dimensional
representation of the world, the lower computational cost in
extracting features and their faster frame rates.

Approaches for tracking people can be found in [5], where
the authors presented a method for tracking multiple persons
using data from an LRF mounted on a mobile robot, using a
Joint Probabilistic Data Association Filter on the samples of a
Particle Filter (PF), to associate measurements to the respective
tracked persons; a pedestrian tracking method using multiple
static LRFs is presented in [6], where a Kalman Filter (KF)
tracks the legs using a human walking model inducing prede-
fined constant velocities for the stance/swing phase. A single
person tracker for a mobile robot is presented in [7], using a
Multiple Hypothesis Tracking (MHT) framework that incorpo-
rates a switched dynamic walking model for the left/right leg in
an extended KF.

A fusion of visual and laser data for a mobile service robot
has been implemented in [8] using Unscented KF for human
tracking. In [9], an approach for a MHT laser-based people
tracking for a mobile robot is presented. This framework uses
a KF for tracking legs separately and the MHT associates past
with current tracks, [10]. A detection and tracking framework
for a mobile service robot that follows and interacts with humans
is proposed in [11]. A robotic walker is presented in [12], which
has two LRFs mounted, each one for tracking the user’s legs
separately using PFs. A robotic walker for Parkinson’s Disease
patients is presented in [13], which is equipped with a small
LRF that detects the legs positions. A legs tracking framework
for a walker used for rehabilitation in described in [14].

More recently, [15] presented a method based on two parallel
Interacting Multiple Model (IMM)-unscented KFs to track hu-
man positions and velocities for a companion robot. The IMM
framework incorporates two kinematic models; one for turning
and one for constant heading motion. The IMM method is com-
monly used for tracking targets that present changes in their
motion, thus cannot be modeled by a constant motion model. It
is also a framework closely linked to data association problems.
Although most IMM approaches use a bank of filters that run
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in parallel to correctly track a target [15], the PF can be easily
used in the IMM framework for target tracking [16]. IMM-PF
implementations are also used for multiple target tracking with
association probabilities [17], but also in the field of fault diag-
nosis and systems identification [18].

This letter presents a novel human gait tracking algorithm that
uses two PFs to track the legs and Probabilistic Data Association
(PDA) for correlating the two legs to the same subject. An IMM
is constructed as a first-order Markov model using as states
specific gait phases defined in the gait analysis literature. The
IMM guides the selection of the appropriate motion model for
the particles of each leg. Moreover, an augmented human state
estimate, regarding the corresponding gait phase, is provided
using the Viterbi algorithm. This human gait state estimate is
also the prior that drives the Markov sampling from the IMM for
the next motion model selection. The data used in this work are
provided by a single LRF that is mounted on an assistant robotic
walker. This algorithm can be used for tracking a human who
presents pathological gait, i.e. it deviates from normal walking
function, either when a person changes its gait due to fatigue
or when another person walks closely by, then the selection of
the correct motion model along with the PDA helps the efficient
tracking of the same person.

This tracking approach interweaves with our aim to more
general gait tracking applications, e.g. the augmented human
gait state estimate could provide in real-time the appropriate
information for gait analysis, in contrast with our previous work
that propagated the legs state information to an HMM, [19],
therefore needing more computational time. A real-time gait
analysis could infer the appropriate user-adaptation of the con-
trol strategy for a robotic assistant walker in a context-aware
robot control architecture, [20]. Also, the augmented human
gait state estimation can provide the necessary information for
human identification and therefore could be used to lock the
tracking process to one person with a specific motion model,
consequently it could be used for multiple people tracking and
identification. Gait-based human identification has also been
presented in [21], where Deep Learning methods on energy im-
ages of several subjects have been used. However, to the best
of our knowledge, there is no other method in literature that
performs such a tracking and identification task based on aug-
mented human state estimation from laser data.

In this work, we validate our IMM-PFs with the PDA track-
ing algorithm (IMM-PDA-PF) using ground truth data from
a motion capture system, which was exploited during experi-
ments with real patients who used an assistant robotic walker.
Specifically, we evaluate the performance of our algorithm re-
garding its tracking accuracy, its robustness towards occlusions
and environmental clutter and finally its classification success
on estimating the human gait state.

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

The problem we aim to solve consists of performing efficient
and robust leg tracking and also estimating the human gait state,
i.e. to provide an augmented human state estimation (both es-
timates of the legs states and the respective gait phase). The
estimated human gait state will also provide inference regard-
ing the desired motion model of the leg tracking system. For the
legs tracking, we aim to estimate the kinematic state of the legs
at each time instant, regardless of the cluttered environment or
occlusion cases. Let xf ,k be the state of each leg, where f =
{left,right} at each time instant k. The state space incorporates

the Cartesian position vector pf ,k = [x y ]T and the respective

velocity vector vf ,k = [υx υy ]T . Thus, the state vector of each
leg is denoted as:

xf ,k =
[
pf ,k

T vf ,k
T

]T
(1)

For the human gait state estimation, we need to estimate the
current gait phase. The gait phase is a discrete parameter, defined
as θk and is drawn from a set of discrete states Θ = {s1 , .., sM },
where M is the number of gait states. The transition between
those states is governed by a first-order Markov chain, where
the transition probability between two states is denoted as:

aij = P (θk = sj |θk−1 = si), ∀si, sj ∈ Θ (2)

where i, j = 1, ..,M .
Thus, our problem evolves into estimating the augmented hu-

man state {xf ,k , θk}, i.e. the posterior pdf p(xf ,k , θk |yk ), where
yk is the measurement vector at time k. The legs’ states esti-
mates are computed by the marginal distribution of the posterior
pdf:

p(xf ,k |yk ) =
M∑

i=1

p(xf ,k |θk = si,yk ) · p(θk = si |yk ) (3)

Given this formulation the legs’ tracking problem is a two-step
iterative estimation problem:

1) the prediction step, where the state is propagated in time
according to the dynamics p(xf ,k |xf ,k−1 , θk ), i.e. the
probability density function describing the state evolution
given by the state transition equation:

xf ,k = gf,k (xf ,k−1 , θk ,wf ) (4)

where gf,k is a possibly non-linear function describing the
discrete time dynamics of the each leg given the human
state θk and wf is the process noise modelled as white
Gaussian with covariance matrix Σwf

.
2) the correction step, where the state estimate is updated

according to measurements yk . The observations are pro-
vided by a LRF that is located at the origin of the coor-
dinate system and contains observations of the subject’s
legs along with environmental clutter. The observations
that relate to each leg are described by the measurement
equation:

yf ,k = hf,k (xf ,k , θk ,nf ) (5)

where hf,k is a possibly non-linear function and nf is an
independent & identically distributed measurement noise
vector.

For the estimation of the human gait state, we must compute
the marginal distribution of the posterior pdf:

p(θk |yk ) =
∫

p(xf ,k , θk |yk )dxf ,k (6)

For addressing this augmented estimation problem, we pro-
pose an IMM that describes the human gait states, but also
imposes a certain motion model for the human legs. The IMM
is incorporated into the leg tracking approach. In this approach,
we solve the problem of tracking the two legs as interacting
targets, i.e. we estimate the legs’ states xf ,k at each time instant
k, applying a PDA on the correction step of the filtering for
associating each leg to the correct measurement vector yf ,k and
keep the two legs coupled, in order to overcome problems of
leg occlusions and cluttered environment. The human gait state
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Fig. 1. Human gait cycle representation regarding Single Leg or Double Leg
Support (DS).

Fig. 2. The gait IMM as a first-order Markov chain that represents the possible
transitions for the human gait states (Table I).

estimate results from computing a joint likelihood for both legs
and the use of the Viterbi decoding algorithm, exploiting the
IMM’s Markov chain that describes the gait states transitions.

III. IMM-PDA-PF AUGMENTED HUMAN STATE ESTIMATION

A. Interacting Multiple Model for Gait Tracking

The IMM used in this work is inspired by human gait analysis
[22]. There are two main periods in gait cycle: the stance, when
the foot is on the ground, and the swing when that same foot is
no longer in contact with the ground and is swinging through,
in preparation for the next foot strike. The stance period can be
subdivided into three internal time intervals: the initial Double
Support (DS), the single leg support and the terminal DS, Fig. 1.
The initial DS begins with the Heel Strike (HS) and it is the time
when both feet are on the ground. The single leg support is the
period when only one leg is at stance while the opposite leg is
swinging. The terminal DS begins with the HS of the contra
lateral foot and continues until the original stance leg begins to
swing. The gait cycle can be seen as an interacting model; when
the one leg is in stance phase the other one is swinging.

With this reasoning, we have defined the first-order Markov
model of Fig. 2 as the IMM for the human gait transition model.
In Fig. 2 the human gait states are defined, i.e. the discrete states
si ∈ Θ, i = 1, .., 4 and the possible transitions aij between them

TABLE I
GAIT STATES DEFINITION

s1 = LDS Left Double Support
s2 = LS/RW Left Stance/ Right Swing
s3 = RDS Right Double Support
s4 = RS/LW Right Stance/ Left Swing

Definition of the possible gait states of the IMM.

are defined in (2). The gait states are described in Table I. Each
state si refers to both legs and imposes a different motion model.
Namely, each state si is characterized by a set of velocity Gaus-
sian Mixture Models (GMMs), that alter the transition probabil-
ity function p(xf ,k |xf ,k−1 , θk = si), according to the dynamics
that govern the state si . Thus, in the prediction step we use the
imposed state transition model p(xf ,k |xf ,k−1 , θk ) to compute
the predicted pdf: p(xf ,k , θk |yk−1):

p(xf ,k , θk |yk−1) =
∫

p(xf ,k ,xf ,k−1 , θk |yk−1)dxf ,k−1

=
∫ ∑

θk −1

p(xf ,k |xf ,k−1 , θk ) · p(θk |θk−1)

· p(xf ,k−1 , θk−1 |yk−1)dxf ,k−1 (7)

where p(θk |θk−1) is defined in (2) for the gait IMM and
p(xf ,k−1 , θk−1 |yk−1) is the posterior joint state estimate at time
(k-1). At time k, a new observation yk comes, and then the
posterior can be computed as:

p(xf ,k , θk |yk ) =
p(yk |xf ,k , θk ) · p(xf ,k , θk |yk−1)∫ ∑

θk

p(yk |xf ,k , θk ) · p(xf ,k , θk |yk−1)
(8)

where p(yk |xf ,k , θk ) is the gait state conditional likelihood
function for the correction step.

B. Human Gait State Estimate

Because the transition model of the gait IMM refers to
the movement of both legs, for the human gait state estimate
p(θk |yk ) defined in (6), we have to account both legs’ esti-
mated states xf ,k . Thus, we define a human-centred state space
defined as: xH

k = xleft,k − xright,k and compute the joint like-
lihood, i.e. (6) is re-written as

p(θk |yk ) =
∫

p
(
xH

k , θk |yk

)
dxH

k (9)

For estimating (9), we have defined GMMs regarding the joint
distribution of the xH

k for each state si in the gait IMM and
evaluate the conditional probabilities of being in state θk = sj ,
given the human-centred state xH

k and the measurements yk at
time instant k computed as:

Lk =
{

p(θk = sj |xH
k ,yk , θk−1 = si), for j = {i, i + 1}

0, for j �= {i, i + 1}
(10)

The results of (10) are used as emission probabilities Lk in the
Viterbi algorithm with a one step back-propagation [23], i.e the
human gait state estimate results as the Maximum a Posteriori
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(MAP) solution for the time interval (k − 1, k):

θ̂M AP
k = arg max(Lk )

xH
k −1 :k

(11)

The MAP estimate (11) is solved using optimization via the
dynamic programming of the Viterbi algorithm. In the following
section we will describe how the IMM is incorporated into a
leg tracking method that used two PFs with Probabilistic Data
Association (PDA-PF), [24].

C. IMM-PFs Probabilistic Data Association Legs Tracking

Our implementation incorporates two filters for estimating the
position and velocity of each leg separately and associate them
probabilistically. The particles represent samples of the posterior
density distribution of the legs’ states xleft,k and xright,k at
each time instant k for the left and right leg respectively. Each
state constitutes of the Cartesian position and velocity along
the axes. The implementation covers the basic particle filter
methodology [25], including initialization, propagation in time,
particles’ weights update, resampling and posterior estimation.

Initialization: At the first time instant k = 1, we initialize a set
of N particles for each leg. Let the position of the nth particle,
for n = 1, .., N , be noted as: pn

f,k = [x y ]T and its velocity as:
vn

f,k = [υx υy ]T , where f : {left, right} is the label of each
leg. The particles’ states are denoted as:

xn
f,k = [pn

f,k
T vn

f,k
T ]T (12)

Only for initialization we detect the initial positions of the legs
with respect to the robotic platform inside an observation win-
dow and discriminate the left from the right leg using K-means
clustering and circle fitting. The particles’ positions are ini-
tialized to be equal to the detected positions. We also draw N
samples for the legs’ velocity from an initial zero-mean GMM
distribution (we consider that both legs are still in front of the
robot for initialization). The particles’ weights ωf,n

k of each leg
are initialized equal to: 1/N, with n = 1, .., N . The initial pos-
terior estimate is approximated by the Minimum Mean Square
Error:

xf ,k =
N∑

n=1

ωn
f,k · xn

f,k = [pf ,k
T vf ,k

T ]T (13)

Regarding the human gait state estimation, only for initial-
ization we deviate from (10), in the sense that we calculate the
probabilities L1 = p(θ1 = sj |xH

k ), ∀si ∈ Θ. The initial human
gait state estimate θ1 results from the maximum likelihood:
θ̂1 = arg max(L1).

IMM Particles’ Propagation: At each time frame k = 2,..,T
(where T is the total tracking time) the particles’ states are
propagated in time using the IMM and the state transition pdf
p(xf ,k |xf ,k−1 , θk ). We use Markov Chain Monte Carlo sam-
pling using the gait IMM transition model to draw N samples
for the human gait state at time k, noted as θn

k , given the esti-
mated gait state at time (k–1), θ̂k−1 . Each gait state θn

k imposes a
different motion model for the respective nth particle of each leg
according to certain velocity GMMs that describe the states si .
The selected GMMs from the respective θn

k are centred around
the previously estimated velocities vf ,k−1 . Let vn

f,k be the nth
velocity sample drawn from the respective GMM of the state
θn

k at time instant k. Then, the position of the nth particle is

Fig. 3. Example of the circular representation of the legs from the laser points
w.r.t. the laser scanner. Left: a snapshot of a subject walking with the rollator
while the Hokuyo LRF scans the walking area; Right: a presentation of the
detected laser points, the circular representations of the legs and the regions
based on which we compute the observation likelihood.

propagated in time according to the equation:

pn
f,k = pf ,k−1 + vn

f,k · Δt (14)

where pf ,k−1 , is the estimated position vector of each leg for
the (k − 1) time frame.

IMM-PDA Observation Likelihood computation: One of the
main objectives is to correctly associate each leg with the re-
spective cluster of laser points yf ,k , where f = {left, right}.
The problem, however, is that the legs do not have an explicit ob-
servation, but a cluster of laser points form the observation. The
cluster of laser points that represents a leg has variable number
of points, has a deformable shape and often contains outliers.
Thus, inspired by the methods used in data association litera-
ture, [26], we considered the legs to be two interacting targets
and we implemented a data association, to associate each leg
to the most representative cluster of laser points, but also keep
the formation of the two legs that belong to the same person by
taking into consideration the IMM formulation.

At each time instant k, the particles’ weights have to be up-
dated according to the observations. The observations are the
Cartesian positions of the laser points in the sagittal plane. In
this implementation, we use an observation window for each
leg, which is an experimentally defined rectangular area, cen-
tred around each particle, so that every sample xn

f,k is associated
with a different cluster of laser points, yn

f,k . Given the IMM for-
mulation the particle weights depend on the gait state conditional
observation likelihood:

ωn
f,k =

p(yk |xn
f,k , θn

k ) · p(θn
k |θ̂k −1 )∫ ∑

θn
k

p(yk |xn
f,k , θn

k ) · p(θn
k |θ̂k −1 )

(15)

We treat each particle as a possible leg center and we expect
the observations to be on the circular circumference of this cen-
ter. We set the observation window centred on the nth particle
and we associate it with the corresponding observations, i.e.
the laser points yn

f,k detected inside the window. The observa-
tion likelihood that will provide the weight of the particles is
computed based on three factors:

1) The distribution of the laser points in the circular contour
given the center (i.e. the respective particle): In Fig. 3 an exam-
ple of the circular representation of the legs from the laser points
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w.r.t. the laser scanner is presented. On the right of Fig. 3, there
is a depiction of the detected laser points with black stars, the
green and magenta circles are the circular representations of the
right and left leg respectively. The labels R0, R1, R2, R3, R4 rep-
resent the segmentation of the circle into regions (the regions’
boundaries are depicted with orange lines) based on which we
have computed the observation likelihood for the IMM-PDA-
PF. We have divided horizontally the circle into two semicircles.
Laser points in the upper semicircle R0 do not contribute to the
observation likelihood. The lower semicircle is split into four
regions (R1,.., R4) of equal angle range. We have calculated the
normal distribution of the Euclidean distances of the laser points
of each region w.r.t. the corresponding center. Let dRm

be the
vector of distances of the laser points w.r.t. the corresponding
circle center for the Rm region, with m ∈ 1, ..., 4. Thus, each
region Rm is described by a normal distribution of the distances
N (dRm

|μRm
,ΣRm

), with μRm
the mean distance and ΣRm

is
the covariance matrix.

2) The number of laser points inside each observation win-
dow: A normal kernel distribution, noted as λn for every particle
with n = 1, .., N , describes the likelihood of the number of laser
points detected on the circular contour that represents the leg.

3) Association probability: We compute an association prob-
ability about the Euclidean distance between the two legs. The
human legs are two interacting moving targets, and thus we in-
troduce an association probability βi , modelled by a Gamma
distribution. This probability regulates the observation likeli-
hood of the one leg w.r.t. the other; we account how probable
is the current state of the nth particle of the one leg w.r.t. the
estimated position of the other leg at (k − 1). By inserting the
association probability, we achieve to control the relative po-
sitions of the two legs, especially in cases of leg occlusions or
cluttered environment, but also to assign the correct observations
to each leg.

For the nth particle of each leg we compute the observation
likelihood using the following function:

p(yn
f,k |xn

f,k , θn
k ) = βn ·

[

λn ·
4∑

m=1

πRm
· N (dRm

|μRm
,ΣRm

)

]

(16)
We assume as πRm

, the importance weights of the four re-
gions, which were set experimentally so that the extreme regions
R1 and R4, which often contain many outliers have less impor-
tance than the inner regions R2 and R3. All parameters have
been experimentally defined. The weights are normalized for
all particles n = 1, ..., N according to:

ω̂n
f ,k = ωn

f,k /
N∑

j=1

ωj
f,k (17)

Resampling: For confronting the problems of weight de-
generacy and sample impoverishment [25], at each time
frame we check whether the effective sampling size Nef f =
1/

∑N
n=1 ω̂n

f ,k is less than the threshold Nthr = N/2. If so, we
apply a random walk on the current particles’ state providing

new particles ∗xn |θn
k

f ,k given the sampled state θn
k . Then, we eval-

uate the weights of the new particles, according to the IMM-
PDA Observation Likelihood computation, which provides the
new weights: ∗ω̂n

f ,k . Having the old pairs of particles and their

weights (xn |θn
k

f ,k , ω̂n
f ,k ) and the new ones (∗xn |θn

k

f ,k , ∗ω̂n
f ,k ), we ap-

Fig. 4. Left: A snapshot from the experimentation scene. A patient with his
normal clothes wears a set of visual markers while walking with support of the
passive rollator. Right: a representation of the visual markers from MOKKA
visualization system.

ply the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm, [27]. Based on this al-
gorithm we can decide whether or not we have to replace the

nth pair (xn |θn
k

f ,k , ω̂n
f ,k ) with the new samples (∗xn |θn

k

f ,k , ∗ω̂n
f ,k ).

Posterior Estimation: For the posterior state estimate
p(xf ,k |yf ,k ) (from the marginalized posterior pdf of (3)), we
apply maximum likelihood for finding the particle with the high-
est weight and collect the “best” particles, i.e. those having a
weight greater or equal than 80% of the maximum weight:

s = arg max
i

[ω̂n
f ,k � 0, 8 · max (ω̂n

f ,k )] (18)

where s is the index of the “best” particles, i.e. s ∈ S ⊆
{1, ..., N}. In that way, we have a dynamic system, that leaves
out particles that may track outliers and could contaminate
the posterior estimation, and therefore provides smoother es-
timates. The posterior state estimate is then approximated by
the weighted mean of the “best” particles:

p(xf ,k |yf ,k ) =

(
∑

s

xs
f ,k · ω̂s

f ,k

)/(
∑

s

ω̂s
f ,k

)

(19)

IV. EXPERIMENTAL ANALYSIS & VALIDATION

A. Experimental Setup and Data Description

Experiments with real patients were conducted in Agaplesion
Bethanien Hospital - Geriatric Center, under ethical approval
by the ethics committee of the Medical Department of the Uni-
versity of Heidelberg. All subjects had signed written consent
for participating in the experiments. The participants presented
moderate to mild mobility impairment, according to clinical
evaluation. The patients were wearing their normal clothes. For
Ground Truth (GT), a set of markers from a VICON Motion
Capture system was placed on certain areas of the subjects’
body. In this work we employ data from a dataset of 23 patients
aged over 65 years old. The subjects participated in a walking
scenario having physical support of a rollator, where they had to
walk in a room and make some turning manoeuvres to avoid ob-
stacles. All patients performed the experimental scenarios under
appropriate carer’s supervision.

A snapshot of the experimentation scene with a subject walk-
ing supported by the robotic rollator while wearing a set of visual
markers is shown on the left of Fig. 4; on the right, a represen-
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tation of the markers from the MOKKA visualization system is
provided. Two types of GT data are needed for the validation of
our work: a) the GT data of the tibia movement for validating
the tracking accuracy, and b) the GT data of the gait phases for
evaluating the classification. In Fig. 4, marked with red are the
tibia markers and with blue the rollator markers, which are used
for extracting the GT of the legs’ movement w.r.t. the rollator.
To extract GT data we apply a series of interpolation, cyllinder
fitting and smoothing algorithms for the positions, as well as
simple differentiation for the velocities. Heel and toe markers
(marked green) are also used to extract GT gait phases, based
on an automatic gait phase detection algorithm thoroughly de-
scribed in [28].

The extracted GT data from the 15 subjects constitute the
training dataset (comprising approximately 60.000 frames, 75%
of the whole dataset), dedicated to training the GMMs of the
motion models, the pdfs that describe the gait states and the
Transition Probability Matrix of the gait IMM of Fig. 2. In
particular, 2 mixture-GMMs were used for modelling the DS
phases and 5-mixtures for the stance/swing phase of the left
and right legs in the IMM of Fig. 2. The data from the remain-
ing 8 subjects formed the testing set, containing approximately
25.000 scanning frames, 25% of the whole dataset, or else
∼12 minutes of walking. It is important to mention, that all
the subjects had various mobility impairments, giving a rich
dataset of different gaits, i.e. different gait speeds and variable
gait phases durations. In this work we have used as training set
a randomly selected group of subjects. In future work we plan
to perform a systematic cross-validation study using different
partitions of the training/testing dataset.

The laser data were provided by a Hokuyo rapid laser sensor
UBG-04LX-F01, mounted on the robotic platform of Fig. 4 for
the detection of the patients’ legs. The laser sensor is placed at
a height of about 40 cm from the ground in order to capture the
motion of the subject’s tibia.

B. Validation Strategy

Our validation strategy comprises the testing of our algo-
rithm regarding: i) its accuracy, by computing its average po-
sition and velocity Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) w.r.t. the
ground truth data from the visual markers, ii) its robustness
evaluating the algorithm’s behaviour in cases of leg occlu-
sions, environmental clutter or loss of detection, by computing
the percentage of the frames when the algorithm successfully
tracked both legs to the total recorded frames (frames were
hand-annotated), and iii) the gait state classification given the
extracted ground truth gait states by assessing three measures.
a) The classification accuracy: the quotient of the correct pre-
dictions to the total number of predictions and is a measure of
how good the proposed model is, b) the recall: RE is a mea-
sure of how many actual positive observations were predicted
correctly, c) the precision: PR is a measure of how many pos-
itive predictions were actual positive observations, and d) the
F1-score: F1 is the weighted average of precision and recall,

RE =
TP

(TP + FN)
, PR =

TP

(TP + FP )
,

F1 =
2(RE · PR)
(RE + PR)

(20)

Fig. 5. Tracking accuracy as the position and velocity average RMSE ac-
cording to different number of particles of the proposed IMM-PDA-PF and the
baseline PDA-PF w.r.t. GT.

where TP: True Positives, FN: False Negatives and FP: False
Positives. We present a sensitivity analysis of the above metrics
w.r.t. the number of samples used in the PFs, to evaluate how
the performance of the algorithm is affected by the number of
particles. In this work, we evaluate the algorithm’s performance
for a range of particles from 50 to 500 samples. To evaluate the
performance of the proposed method with respect to other state
of the art approaches, we choose to compare the IMM-PDA-PF
method with a recently published one, proposed in [24], which
we here denote as the baseline PDA-PF method. We choose
this method, following an extensive literature survey, as being
the most relevant one for comparative evaluation purposes. This
baseline method also employs PF tracking of legs using on-
board LRF data, but uses a single motion model without any
IMM-based human state estimation. We comparatively evaluate
the performance of the two methods regarding their tracking
accuracy and robustness for the same range of particles sets.
We also combine the baseline PDA-PF tracking method with
the human gait state estimate of Section III-B (i.e. without the
proposed IMM framework), and provide comparative classifi-
cation results on the aforementioned testing dataset (in terms of
accuracy and F1-score only, due to space limitations).

C. Validation Results and Discussion

The validation results regarding the tracking accuracy are
depicted in Fig. 5. The blue lines depict the average (position
and velocity) RMSE of the proposed IMM-PDA-PF method,
for an increasing number of particles, while the red lines on the
same figures depict the respective comparative results of the
baseline PDA-PF method. Inspecting the results of Fig. 5, we
can deduce that, as far as the position tracking accuracy is con-
cerned, the proposed IMM-PDA-PF method achieves signifi-
cantly better results than the baseline PDA-PF method, for all
sets of particles. In particular, when 50 particles are used the
average position tracking RMSE for the IMM-PDA-PF is de-
creased by 38% (as compared to the baseline method) and this
significant decrease is consistent for all different sizes of par-
ticle sets, achieving a value of 46% improvement in tracking
accuracy for 500 particles (average RMSE of 6.69 cm for the
proposed method over 12.45 cm for the baseline method). In
average, over all particle sets of different sizes, the IMM-PDA-
PF method achieves an ameliorated position tracking accuracy
with a mean value of approximately 41% performance gain.
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TABLE II
COMPARATIVE ROBUSTNESS EVALUATION

Robustness evaluation of the proposed IMM-PDA-PF vs. the baseline PDA-PF method
according to different number of particles.

Regarding the velocity RMSE, the IMM-PDA-PF again
achieves better results than the baseline approach for all particle
sets, achieving an average RMSE decrease of approximately
20% w.r.t. the baseline. Generally, the relatively higher errors
in velocity estimation can be explained by the computation of
the GT velocity (simple differentiation of markers’ positions)
that induces random noise; also the laser clusters are highly
deformable due to clothing further adding considerable noise
to the observations. The particles’ propagation motion model
described in (14), favours the position estimation convergence;
hence a higher order kinematic model should be used to mini-
mize estimation error in velocity.

Table II presents a comparative evaluation of the robustness
performance of the proposed IMM-PDA-PF method in contrast
to the baseline PDA-PF tracking algorithm. Evaluating the cu-
mulative results from the eight subjects of the test set, we can
observe that even with as few as 50 particles the IMM-PDA-PF
method achieves highly robust tracking performance (98.49%
success rate), while for 150 particles or more there are appar-
ently no false detections or tracking failures (100% tracking
success rate). On the other hand, the baseline PDA-PF method
achieves a mediocre performance (in terms of robustness) when
using a small set of 50 particles (a low 86.72% tracking success
rate), while even with 500 particles it still exhibits considerable
failure rate, tracking successfully only 93.84% of all the frames
of the eight subjects. The results of Table II clearly show that the
proposed tracking algorithm can efficiently handle problems of
leg occlusions and environmental clutter, i.e. noise or another
person’s legs in the proximity of the tracked person, using much
fewer particles than the baseline PDA-PF. It suffices to mention
that even in cases when tracking losses occurred (sample sizes
of 50 or 100 particles), the algorithm, due to the PDA and the
motion model selection from the IMM, managed in all cases
to quickly re-detect the subject’s legs and continue the tracking
process.

Table III presents the classification results for the human
gait state estimation, regarding the four states of the Markov
model in Fig. 2. We aim to evaluate the ability of the proposed
IMM scheme to reliably predict the human gait phases in real-
time, hence providing an augmented human state estimation.
Inspecting the results, we can notice high mean accuracies (over
90%) for the proposed IMM-PDA-PF implementations of 100
particles and over, with a peak value of 94% accuracy for 500
particles. Embarking on the classification problem, we have
to check the recall and precision results. All recall results are
approximately over 70% with maximum recall 88% at 300 and
500 particles. Regarding precision, the results are over 60%
for all implementations, presenting an ascending pattern w.r.t.
the increasing number of particles, reaching an 80% precision
at 500 particles. It is also important to observe and separately
analyse the results for individual classes (i.e. gait phases), since
it seems that gait states s1 and s4 are more easily recognized than

TABLE III
CLASSIFICATION RESULTS (IMM-PDA-PF)

Gait state classification results (accuracy, recall, precision, and F1-score) using
the IMM-PDA-PF method with an increasing number of particles.

TABLE IV
CLASSIFICATION RESULTS (PDA-PF)

Gait state classification results (accuracy and overall F1-score) for the baseline
PDA-PF method with an increasing number of particles.

states s2 and s3 ; indeed, the last two refer to the DS phases that
correspond to very short time intervals and are hence difficult
to capture.

The F1-score helps assessing the overall model performance.
According to Table III the tracking implementations with 150
particles or more achieve F1-scores over 70%, with the best
score of 82% classification success achieved for 500 particles.
For comparison, Table IV depicts the classification results (accu-
racy and F1-scores) achieved when the baseline PDA-PF track-
ing algorithm is used (instead of the proposed IMM scheme)
in combination with the human gait state estimation. It is evi-
dent that both the accuracy and F1-scores are much lower than
the proposed method; e.g. for 500 particles the IMM-PDA-PF
achieves 51% better classification performance (according to
the F1-score) than the baseline. All these results lead to the
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conclusion that the gait IMM-PDA-PF scheme, proposed in this
letter, is a robust method that can provide accurate and real-time
augmented human gait state estimation.

Summing up, we can claim that the IMM-PDA-PF succeeded
to perform accurate and robust tracking of the humans legs with
a small number of particles, in contrast to the baseline PDA-
PF, i.e. thus reducing the computational load for a real-time
implementation. The contribution of the IMM in the selection
of the motion model during gaiting is particularly related to
the fewer number of particles. We present strong evidence that
the proposed methodology can provide efficient human gait
state estimates with small sets of particles. Even with as few as
150 particles the proposed algorithm can achieve efficient aug-
mented human state estimation, constituting a novel approach
that provides real-time tracking of humans with various mobil-
ity impairments and a potential tool for on-line gait analysis and
identification. It is however important to augment the training
dataset with more pathological gait data and to test new GMMs
in order to achieve better classification results.

V. CONCLUSIONS & FUTURE WORK

We introduce a novel gait tracking algorithm for an aug-
mented human state estimation that uses two PFs to track the
legs and PDA to associate them, an IMM for the selection of
the appropriate motion model and a gait state estimation using
the Viterbi algorithm. The human gait state estimate drives the
selection of the motion model from the Markov model of the
gait IMM. We utilize data from an LRF mounted on a robotic
assistant platform designed for mobility impaired subjects, con-
stituting a non-invasive approach using a non-wearable device.
We validate the performance of our human gait tracking algo-
rithm regarding its accuracy, robustness to occlusions and clut-
ter, and its classification abilities according to different number
of particles. The GT data used in this work were extracted from
visual markers.

The experimental results show that the proposed gait track-
ing method has the ability to track users with various mobility
impairments, providing accurate and robust estimates even with
a small number of particles, which is very important for a real-
time application. The classification results seem promising and
could be incorporated in a real-time gait analysis system for a
user-adaptive context aware robot controller.

Our ongoing research comprises the development of differ-
ent motion models that would stochastically describe different
classes of mobility impairment, an on-line user classification ac-
cording to the selected motion model and specific gait features,
the adaptation of the number of particles according to the type
of walking and the real time implementation and evaluation of
the algorithm.

REFERENCES

[1] O. Brdiczka et al., “Detecting human behavior models from multimodal
observation in a smart home,” IEEE Trans. Autom. Sci. Eng., vol. 6, no. 4,
pp. 588–597, Oct. 2009.

[2] J. Pineau et al., “Towards robotic assistants in nursing homes: Challenges
and results,” Robot. Auton. Syst., vol. 42, no. 3, pp. 271–281, 2003.

[3] T. Fong et al., “A survey of socially interactive robots,” Robot. Auton.
Syst., vol. 42, no. 3–4, pp. 143–166, 2003.

[4] J. Zhou and J. Hoang, “Real time robust human detection and tracking
system,” in Proc. IEEE Conf. Comput. Vis. Pattern Recognit. Workshops,
2005, p. 149.

[5] D. Schulz et al., “Tracking multiple moving targets with a mobile robot
using particle filters and statistical data association,” in Proc. IEEE Int.
Conf. Robot. Autom., 2001, pp. 1665–1670.

[6] H. Zhao and R. Shibasaki, “A novel system for tracking pedestrians us-
ing multiple single-row laser-range scanners,” IEEE Trans. Syst., Man,
Cybern., Syst. Hum., vol. 35, no. 2, pp. 283–291, Mar. 2005.

[7] G. Taylor and L. Kleeman, “A multiple hypothesis walking person tracker
with switched dynamic model,” in Proc. Australian Conf. Robot. Autom.,
2004.

[8] N. Bellotto and H. Hu, “Vision and laser data fusion for tracking people
with a mobile robot,” in Proc. 2006 IEEE Int. Conf. Robot. Biomimetics,
Dec. 2006, pp. 7–12.

[9] K. O. Arras, S. Grzonka, M. Luber, and W. Burgard, “Efficient people
tracking in laser range data using a multi-hypothesis leg-tracker with
adaptive occlusion probabilities,” in Proc. 2008 IEEE Int. Conf. Robot.
Autom., May 2008, pp. 1710–1715.

[10] M. Luber, G. D. Tipaldi, and K. O. Arras, “Better models for people track-
ing,” in Proc. 2011 IEEE Int. Conf. Robot. Autom., May 2011, pp. 854–859.

[11] H. Kim, W. Chung, and Y. Yoo, “Detection and tracking of human legs for
a mobile service robot,” in Proc. 2010 IEEE/ASME Int. Conf. Adv. Intell.
Mechatronics, Jul. 2010, pp. 812–817.

[12] T. Ohnuma, G. Lee, and N. Y. Chong, “Particle filter based feedback
control of jaist active robotic walker,” in Proc. 2011 RO-MAN, Jul. 2011,
pp. 264–269.

[13] W. H. Mou, M. F. Chang, C. K. Liao, Y. H. Hsu, S. H. Tseng, and L.
C. Fu, “Context-aware assisted interactive robotic walker for parkinson’s
disease patients,” in Proc. 2012 IEEE/RSJ Int. Conf. Intell. Robots Syst.,
Oct. 2012, pp. 329–334.

[14] M. Martins, A. Frizera, R. Ceres, and C. Santos, “Legs tracking for walker-
rehabilitation purposes,” in Proc. 5th IEEE RAS/EMBS Int. Conf. Biomed.
Robot. Biomechatronics, Aug. 2014, pp. 387–392.

[15] D. Lee et al., “Parallel interacting multiple model-based human motion
prediction for motion planning of companion robots,” IEEE Trans. Autom.
Sci. Eng., vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 52–61, Jan. 2017.

[16] S. McGinnity and G. W. Irwin, “Multiple model bootstrap filter for ma-
neuvering target tracking,” IEEE Trans. Aerosp. Electron. Syst., vol. 36,
no. 3, pp. 1006–1012, Jul. 2000.

[17] C. Kreucher, K. Kastella, and A. O. Hero, “Multitarget tracking using the
joint multitarget probability density,” IEEE Trans. Aerosp. Electron. Syst.,
vol. 41, no. 4, pp. 1396–1414, Oct. 2005.

[18] X. Wang and V. L. Syrmos, “Interacting multiple particle filters for fault
diagnosis of non-linear stochastic systems,” in Proc. 2008 Amer. Control
Conf., 2008, pp. 4274–4279.

[19] X. Papageorgiou et al., “Experimental validation of human pathological
gait analysis for an assisted living intelligent robotic walker,” in Proc. Int.
Conf. Biomed. Robot. Biomechatronics, 2016, pp. 1086–1091.

[20] G. Chalvatzaki et al., “Towards a user-adaptive context-aware robotic
walker with a pathological gait assessment system: First experimental
study,” in Proc. Int. Conf. Intell. Robots Syst., 2017, pp. 5037–5042.

[21] Z. Wu, Y. Huang, L. Wang, X. Wang, and T. Tan, “A comprehensive
study on cross-view gait based human identification with deep CNNs,”
IEEE Trans. Pattern Anal. Mach. Intell., vol. 39, no. 2, pp. 209–226, Feb.
2017.

[22] J. Perry, Gait Analysis: Normal and Pathological Function. Thorofare,
NJ, USA: Slack, 1992.

[23] L. R. Rabiner, “A tutorial on hidden Markov models and selected ap-
plications in speech recognition,” in Readings in Speech Recognition. A.
Waibel and K.-F. Lee, Eds., San Francisco, CA, USA: Morgan Kaufmann,
1990, ch., pp. 267–296.

[24] G. Chalvatzaki et al., “Comparative experimental validation of human gait
tracking algorithms for an intelligent robotic rollator,” in Proc. Int. Conf.
Robot. Autom., 2017, pp. 6026–6031.

[25] M. Arulampalam, S. Maskell, N. Gordon, and T. Clapp, “A tutorial on
particle filters for online nonlinear/non-gaussian Bayesian tracking,” IEEE
Trans. Signal Process., vol. 50, no. 2, pp. 174–188, Feb. 2002.

[26] A. Tchango et al., “Tracking multiple interacting targets using a joint
probabilistic data association filter,” in Proc. 17th Int. Conf. Inf. Fusion,
2014, pp. 1–8.

[27] Z. Chen, “Bayesian filtering: From Kalman filters to particle filters, and
beyond,” Statistics, vol. 182, no. 1, pp. 1–69, 2003.

[28] G. Chalvatzaki, X. S. Papageorgiou, C. S. Tzafestas, and P. Maragos,
“Estimating double support in pathological gaits using an hmm-based
analyzer for an intelligent robotic walker,” in Proc. 26th IEEE Int. Symp.
Robot Hum. Interact. Commun., 2017, pp. 101–106.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


