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Figure 1.1: Tllustration of generic image recognition. Several meanings (symbols)
can be extracted from a single image.
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Figure 1.2: Appearance changes due to various real-world conditions.

Figure 1.3: A variety of “chairs”. Credit: Li Fei-Fei et al. CVPR’07 object
recognition tutorial slides.

Table 1.1: Computational complexity of a non-linear SVM. N is the number of
training samples.

‘ ‘ Complexity ‘ Memory ‘
Training O(N?) ~ O(N?) | O(N?)
Recognition O(N) O(N)
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Figure 2.1: Three levels of variance in generic images.
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Figure 2.2: (a) A query image. (b) The closest image in terms of the color
histogram. Credit: Jing et al. [94].
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Figure 2.3: Various tasks of generic image recognition.
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Figure 2.4: Three standard benchmarks for image auto-annotation. Top:
Corel5K [51]. Middle: TAPR-TC12 [129]. Bottom: ESP Game [129].
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7 Tl3dH 508, HEHVINEIE T 2 L2, HEPILE> TS 2 LR ENSES R
AT THBHEEZLNTED, BUETIEYEMTIHMEICH6NS Z & iddkhw,
2008 D ECCV TH# S 17 Makadia & D% [129] TlZ, Corel5K Il 2 TH
72IZTIAPR-TC12 (X 2.4%E%) | ESP game (X 24TE) E(M:ENBET—F 1y
FZ I HGTE D, BIETIZZ D3> THREZR T 2 D23—KiNA 72 +
N ERS5TWS, IAPR-TCI2 1%, ImageCLEF [1] EWMEEI S, ¥ S REM T
DEFRZED T — 7 > ay T THubNET—F X2y FTHB, 7, ESP game
\, #iBT % ESP collaborative image labeling task [195] EFMFENE A v T4
FLZKDEBIN T AN EHERO—-EZ T -5y FTH S,

—F, ATIT 74X = a B WTIX, Y 7307 TEERED Caltech-
101 [56; 57] EWVWI)I T—=F R—=ZAWT 777 FRY V¥ —FThHh-o7. T3,
F1Z Google Image Search Z H\> T AFTHED 72 9144 OMHHRD SR I 1 5.
101 FEHOWIR 7 7 A LRI 7 ADPLHKI N, ZNZITONWT 31K
800 DY~ 7 IVIHHEDIE-Z 54T\ %, Caltech-101 DHI# X 2.51RF, D
X9, BHBEE—FRIKEOHIEY FAIET S LI RHAICK > TV S,
VKD A r — Ll Eh EREBOHRMIZONT WS, AT 7 AF v iIN
TITAICEATVRDE ESFZ %, 2007 121X, NRT 7 A% 256 7 7 A~
% L 7z Caltech-256 2385 L C\» %, Caltech-101 & [T 7 2% - Wiy~ 7
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airplanes ﬁ et s
.‘}

kangaroo

chair

Figure 2.6: Example images from Caltech-256 dataset [70].
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WEBDEZ DAL ST, K7 7 ANDODMBDIESODELRELS R->TED,
BEZER>TWS (X 2.6) . BAEORTOTETIZ, Caltech-101 Tl 80%,
Caltech-256 T & 50%FREE DGR INERL I N TV 5 [66; 217). b9 D EDDEE
HE7e 7 —% 2y b & LT, PASCAL Visual Object Classes (VOC) [52; 53] h3%&
Fots, 2k, VOC Challenge & FEXN 2 WHRERGR D7 — 7 > ay 7 THW
LNERVF—=0THD., WNRIIFTAEIZ20 7 FRAEDTWD, hTT54
Y= a IMATA 77> avynd A7 ftbs, BfETIE, FITF457
PavrZLIY) RLDORyFe—7 L L THOONE Z L%\,

2.3.2 KHEF—FEvbH

Crowd sourcing

HRRD /N T — % & v MZFEAEROHEZ 2 HIWE LTE D, ¥FEKBICE
SNLAT AT LAOFEHAMIIMNT L HEREL Tk, —EEREEHR D FEHIC
ik, EMBROIEH LT ET IV AEIN—FT 2T =Yy 2 EHET 2083
D, WRKEZANNAZA 20 ETZ, ZDD, T—FXy FOBEICLEDOAN
FZEDIALCRENH L EEZ 65D,

D) H7ulz27 bOIENIFE L TE, LabelMe 70 =7 b [163] 23
BIFons, AV —Fy PN LTREINE T/, T—>ary—1LzHHw,
ARES D 21— ﬁbﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁwwwwﬁﬁ?&UVf%ﬁi.it,@@
Hixb 2—FBHHIC7?y 70 —=F L, 7= HEHPL T 2 ENTHETH
%. 2009 2, BhiRZERNR E L7 LabelMe Video [221] S EH L T35, L
DL, WRIRY) V727 BT —FOERIKAE L T3 R RE
“C%E) j(%@ﬁfg% 7’\]) /7 %’/ﬁl:?)ﬁz% iﬁ%ﬁfﬁk/uﬁﬁ%gjﬂ%f’&) ﬁ‘{%n/u
WkBEDHIEE DN DS M Z T 2 DIFHL W EVWZ S,

L, 7RV ITARE S =ML T 52 8T, 22— O T 21T
T T A —FBREIN TS, ESP game [195] T3, u?wio&@@T/
T—=3avDr—=>r%119. ¥9, 2y FZENLTEHXHD ADL—FINEIIN
5. VAT LIE, S AOZ—HFICFHEKRC Hbﬁ@%%ﬁ%.l WU, R
Yl 7e Hi %Eﬁ S NANFT B0, D= F— &Htﬁi ‘$&%£
PERONDZIL—INELS>TVWS, ZOLIHICLTIADI—YBHIEICT /) T —
Pav L7 VVIREBEESE I NLTH L EHGFTE S, L®i7&7 VA
HA—YEEZTEHDIEL, BOHETS LI INEHER RN 5
YEYNL—RALELTEHHT S, FHERIZ, Peekaboom [196] Tl DY AaHIE
HOF —LZIBELTWE, ZDXHIT, I v RIS 274 5 2
ET, AR N ZEECTHEET 2 2 EIRIILTE D, BETBEED T —%
ty FBEEIN TS, L2LEDS, 2—TOHMNEH FTY — A“C%%
720, BEOEWT ) T—ary B3 L3I, £, AW
7/%—yay%ﬁmmﬁ5k®,5&wdwﬁﬁﬁmﬁiﬁmﬁb%ﬁﬁﬁm
2 WEAIDS S BN b EE 2 5,
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2.3. FEAEERI—/NR

Lotus Hill dataset [219] %, ImageParsing.com 2%2ftd 2 KBIEIT— 5 2 v
FTHY, AETEMSINIHMOEMKRERIC X DR T XY v 7R3k ST
5, 7Y IS 288NN 525 2 L THDORCEEZRIEL T8
D, iDF =%y MIHNTHEDHE:, TEEVETY/ T—vavyBhIn
T3, LaL, MREDS Y —ERELZ 5 ANNERICIZER2H D, LK
B 7 — 8 2 WM 20 3N#ETH 2. £/, T 27— DRI ITHE
ThD7d, PHifEZRESE 2 ETRBTLHLEHATH S EidvLA i,

AR, RERFEHZIBOI TV S DD, Amazon Mechanical Turk (AMT) O F]
ATH 2 [178]. AMTIZA v ¥ —%v F ETOY a7 RAT4 v ITH—ERATH
D, PRELEDL—FITHBR T R v 7Y 27 KIS 2 2 LB TH 3.
F AT NE LIS ED SBEE RS e =R TRV TIISMNT 5 2 L
2% %, AMTZAIH$ 22 8iIckD, TohEE2HETUE, < DARICE
WEFR—2aVvaffoTIRY v 7 2iTb¥ s I E0AMELE 5. £z, F A
7 DNFITHHICERETTE 5720, MADHRIZIGL TRA T —% v 2
FTEL, AMT BEHCEEDOWZEICHH I T 528, —MRiEEERIC B TH
Eb > L b RBIE L 7’02 = 7 13 ImageNet [46] TH 5. ImageNet (& WordNet
[59] DEERREE ICHE> TREFEDNMED SN TWET—F &y b THY, 20104E7 HB
£, 15,589 7 7 A 1120 KDY v 7B ER I T\ %, 2010 £ ECCV
T, ZO—#H%ZHH, 10,000 7 7 AD AT 2 i@kl %17 B3RS X T
% [45]. [IRFIC, 1,000 7 7 AD A7 2 @l OFRFMEREZ#) 7 — 7 > av 7'
FAE S LT % [13]. 2D & 9 2 KB 2 — AR GRS E B R AT BE & 25 -
7o L IFEFRE . AMT ZFIHL Z2fho7—% €y M & LTI, 8007 7 AD—
s —>AF TV 545 SUNF—FEy b 214 BFIT5N 3,

Web Image Mining

Crowd sourcing DFEEIC K D, HN RE DD KB e — Ml 2 — R 2 %215 5
CEDVARBE > TE TS, L2Liads, 77—ty FOEEIZATICKRE
LT3 EICIREDLD 2L, WHTE ST — 7 REICIZBRH 3. Web LTI,
FHICHHECORD T =7 BEAEL TE D, ZOEUXFEEMIEEML Twa, #ilx
X, 2010 FFHILE, Flickr &\ ) EEMLE YA Micid, BEIC 40 @RI Lo Hs
BALITWVS [203]). £72, Google I3HICL Dz A v T v 7 A{LL Tw»
%, ZDXk9 7% Web FOBHRIZIEZ, T F A b7 SO BRI 22 BRI S
INTVBEEENELL, oz A v 7 T5 2 ETNHAEDE O—REERE
WMEFEHT 2 LRI N TS (Web i< A = 7) [61; 213; 234]. Web
RIiE, BRA RBRED - St N CHUS S BRI ERICHAE L, IAE T ET T
VABRYET A EDMETE S, £, MINZ N3 ERERLEZ % DA
MPHBELZZbDTH S0, 77—k E L TUIMEADTEBITHKAEL 72\, N
AT7ADLZNHEDICEoTnw5 EHfFTE %,

Web LD KET—% 2 H\O 72 a s X, BASRBURO 7Tl 2000 4
RPVEICIRE > TED, HW37F—F 280312 20 THEA 7 — )LD
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LT EREINT05 (6], AERD 7 71 —F %2 KED Web B{RICHEH L, —
ARG Z 1T > 7o DOWFZE & L TiE, AnnoSearch [202] 23%ET o5, Th
&, RENER &I 2= PRIE DD X =7 —FZ2 AT 2 Z LT, LFHEW
IR TRITISATLTH S,

Web %> 6 OWHRAGEES 2 HIE TR DO% < 1%, BED T X A b X— R
MBEL VO VIINT S, $hbb, FEIELVHEZRI Y VIThT 5
Z TR 3 KEOMEBEREEGL, IhEkb LIS EEET 3 HERTH
5. ZOf, VAT LCERIE ZHENE H O 0 O ANHDEGHT 2 20803
b, PERIF /ISR 72 BAEESC O ILREN 72 FEERDSIRA 5 1T & 72 [61; 234).
WAETIE, T—% %y FOWEZDH DI WordNet [59] DY — 7 AZFIH L,
KB Web 77— ZINET % 2 & T, JAHIAFHROESZHIET O 2 T
W5 [46; 182]. & 512, Normalized Google Distance [38] % Flickr Distance [213]
DX, AR Web O -BHHiIh s Ay tuYy—2Hws2ET, H
IR HBAGES 2 1R L T 20780 H 5 biT w5 [122),

A, TFRAFR—ZAMBRIBRL P v DML AT LADR L E Y
7R DRERTH S, BUEOHBMREL Y v TlE, v hay =260
AL 7ZBRIFHL {, SHELZHMICY—7—FE L TRET28H60% 0, H
Bz, MEREE - /A X EOMBC I D EORNREEDL ) DL VEKRS %
{ey T30, HORWT—Fty b2 2 LML, DOk
JETIE, MR LA O 7 £ ORBRRI ORI [61; 122], 77 AF Y v 7Tk
% ) A R [234], WRBEMEZHWZEARDT [122]) 2 D, REBEHRO 7 1
WE ) AT BEDR BN ST 353, A 72 E I BRERERE O MEREIR
RThHsr70, 7FFy 7 LBRUHTHIRZKZ2DIEHLVEVZ S, TDRY,
I—FEDA VY T 7> a ORI [14], PHAfHE FEOPAIC X 58K
sl OREEE [114], HifR - 7% X Pl OFPEZ W72 7 v X v 7 [167],
ALY TORRE [54] B EBHEICR 2 £ TIEIE LT 7 u—FPERINT
W5,

ZDEXIHIT, WebliifRv A = ZICBWTHONLEBRI— 1 RIE ) 4P —
BUDERLI B[R VD, ZDhb DD TREIETSH 2 RDBRKDAY v
FTdb 5. Torralba 5 [182] 1 8,000 T DEIRZIR Ly ¥ v 2 HWTF Y v
0— RN L, Hffizemghiee 2 F o7 kRl Ak X 2 gz o7, 7—%
v FIS D/ AR ZECHL LD THHICHELST, FHICHCST—
&R U CREAR 7 — )V CRPERE DS I 95 2 L 2 9EGE L 7. %6 o ic
I, F—FRMMEIZICONT, ZZYANINLTTET I v A4
AL L 2RSS 2 S a v 24 v I ERT 2. & 51T, FHELDH
LEEZEZ 5 &, 200 DEERDHEUME (77 R) IZET % AlaetEos REE
IR E S V) FIEBE ST 5, FRRDRERIL, 20 KD Web Hifgz JHv>T
T/ T—YarviEi{Tol ARISTA 7Y 2 7 MZEBWTHME SN TV 3 [203).
ZOZ L, BN E Ty VT =Y R HET 52 LT, M
BOTET 7 v ADFPEN BRI GHLIEIEDC T2 RRL TS EWnR
5., Tbb, Web A7 — VDO KET—FZH\ % Z &I semantic gap % fifiH
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2.4. AT Z7ILTY XLDEREEE - 5t

T2ODEELRT 70 —FD—=DTHBLEEALND,

2.4 FRITSZ7IIJXLDOERERE - /5

ZISEAVC ﬁ {g%n/u n%h;’d? q:'/h‘ {%‘muu%ﬁﬁju@fﬁrlk% C 7L’ _‘ﬁl_lfg‘émun
BTl semantlc gap WARE D DRMRDORIETH O, KB BT — % 75:
RO TR DS Z DRI EATRTH 5, > T, FHT—F L¥EHT
%ii@ﬁ%f%b AT LD DI Y MFHEFEET 2 0END 5.

—MRERERER I I T E R L OVDORED D 508, I FHHBERE A
K'J;L_L’Cblﬁblo)?bffﬁﬁ“@&’o%. Uk, NWHEDE IR AT L2 HHT 5
72O DRKHIB LT — B INETHEL Tk o7 2 EDRKDEK L
Z6tb, L»LAEDs, Hidbd crowd sourcing %> Web it~ 4 = > 7 D ¥k
XD, EHREEISN LTS 2 DOHEEDHED T 6 N5 7 XU T =Ry M
WERENICIER L T s, 207, WREED T XY ¥ 7 FRIZFEIGCHND
AfREMES EEICEIT o0 H B,

7, MBREERD IR U7, T4 T 7Y avikEDfERT XY v FE
WKESTORERTIER D, —MRICT4 77> avi3IEFICEHIAITH L
&, ETONRYEOMmEEZELRT 2 2 L IFHENTIERL, HRehkoa v
T 7 A N0 o N RYECEETHZ IRE T 2iEEETH 5. HlAIE, M
BEROIRY I —v2HWT 5 E E DI, AREoEIROAEZE Y
P79 T TBIETRNRISTAT 7 avdMfTiseifFTcss,

AR TIEZD L) BEREZEE 2, EHWNZ —REERGETRS R 7 L FEHA
M 7258 —BE & LT, HEBREBIRAD I XY v 7). BT 2 Fikod
REERE L LTI, DI IFon s,

1. — KON T 5, HED I NV 2HFRET 2 HAaTHE L, #
D, 597 XR) v I EINFEEHT = »o I ERET S L.

2. I NVDPETHERD a7 7 A &, semantic gap ZHENIT 5 Z &,

3. FEY VT NBUTH L TRy — 7 7IVICHEH - ST A5 2 &,

INGZFHBTHDIC, KR TIIUTD 2 0% B4R ZHEE LTI
e,

2.4.1 ER7/T7T— 3 VEEAORDHEH

AR CTHE L T30, Fl#0 5 ou—RaEEFR oy v Al tdh 5,
ZD LX) R TE S N AHIRIZ S TSR iR — v D3l - 7 HEPR

1) BT SADBEETE LTHALNTOAL £, BT LS 2NdHE LR T B
BT ERTE L7\ B IR S b, (2) HER S <UL & IAENL & O SHBBIIRIZ 5 2 5 1z Lo,
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EL7ZbDICR D70, HBRIZLENREREZFFOZ EICR S, HIZIE, X240
EEBoOESERZFICE S, ZOEBIZNL, NIEALRBEEZMNIT S THS I D,
REDPZMENIAEKT 5 TH A I DS, EBRISHIT 2 HEEIXAIC X 5T “sunset,
water” 7% ERRZ e [REMEDSH B, F£ 72, Flickr 72 EOBEE&ZLEY A4 MBW T,
“ beautiful, impressive ” 72 & DA, HIRGERZ ED LIFLIEMT o3, FEEE
W77 FYNL—RELTEHEZ6NTWSDIE “clouds, sea, sun, tree” M 4
THs, INGEFVTNHHBFARZELTED, EETHL LS, ZDX
I, — BRI mGREFRIC B W TIES R LIIREOMESAETH Y, Ink
AT IR ADEYITH S, ZUk, BHRT /T — a v EMEHEN AR
IZBWLTFOLNTE MBI S 2,

B, hTI7A4X=avid 7/ T avofikity v Ty S EEoT
WA ZEIEREINZ, Thbh, T/ 7—YarvilBu Ky vy 7z
27D E—DIRE L GENAT I 74X = a vl s, fito
T, 7/ 7=y avoFRE-BEErHEDLDTATIIA X - a v ORENEH
FHuETH 5, Wi, AT I73A4 ¥ = avyDFER, “—oD% v 7 E-D
7 _)VE—2 7 LI HIRSEEARLL T b, 7/ 7= a v OENE
JGEE B EIFEE L, ZOMICOWTIE, 3.1 8iTEELCBRS,

DL EDOBH D 6 AL TIE, BT /) T — a vy EREN»OR D EE LM
HERE & Z, FiEoRBEEZT).

2.4.2 KBREZEET—5 ORI

Crowd sourcing %> Web it~ A = v 72 Lo L w7 7ua—FickhfFons
KEDT—F T80, WHNZ —BIEERGERS A T LWL 7O DOFET
b5 ERIBRT, AT LIE Web EDOERLBEDY ¥ TV 62 8 E2iTH 70T
WEE o v, 512, FHY VLo - Z(c)s CFHEE 279 HEE S 4
C2THA). LrLEWs, INETO—RNGERESRTEIZ, KT —
Xy MZBWTHRER E2T7) 2 E2HWELTE LD, Ar—7EY 74
IZZ L\, 2D XS HTHETIX, Web A7 — )LD KBIEL T — % 12T 5 2 &1
WiTh 5. K, FEZT) ZLIFEELARTHL LV S, E>T, A
=8 T4 2N LI FERKET L EDRAOEFE L, RICE
HaX P EREEEIZ L —FF 70RICH 270, ZnoDEKRT 58 4%
B KHETH 723 Z EDNHEE L B,
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Chapter 3

R/ 7T—> 3y ORERSR

3.1 S1THR

3.1.1 Region-based Generative Model

— RIS T ) T — a VIZEEREEAND T VDI 2HINE L TR D, i
BT RNVDOMNIBEHEET 208 3k, Lo LAY, BiR7/ 7—2avd
Wiiifﬁﬁ_gd<77m FoMHE-STED [51; 137), RO &R
WY BGE S XV 25925 2 EDPSHEIRDONRTH - 7z,

%%lzﬁfjtiﬁﬁfu & LT, word-image co-occurrence model [137] 23265, %

, FHRZ WL OPDRETT Y y Fo#lz L, Z2NZhoflldin»rsh 77—t
xb77A Iy PHAER TS Lk EOHERNLEGR®E &5, DN,

AR E WS, RIS, EEY VIR E 7 A Y T L,
W ODPDT FTAINTFT S, K7 FAZIZIET ET 7 > ADMHE - 7 sEik R
WgEdT 2 M TcE 3. K7 7 AXICHET Y v 7V (GEERE) & Zbhf>
NV Z S T, FHBOERMERZMET 2. JOTFHEIZIERICS v
TINTH DD, ZDBREBEICHEET 2N —ADWER T /) 7— 3 VFEDOR
KRG Z A T\ 5,

Z D, —KDMHEZ > < D2 DB (blob) THEBLY % blobworld” [32]
D7 7B —FDNREERT /) T —>a v IZBWTHINH I N TWw 3, Co-occurrence
ETNDELT7TUu—FLRT0E0, 7Yy Fo#EITlda e 7 Xy 7—
a v PRI RS, WIHOMEE L TRbAA R D DI, word-image
translation model [51] TdH 5. T, HtalIFEMEIERO T [27) 2R 7 / 7 —
avANCHLEE TV TH B, IO HEIE, Normalized-cut % [170] 12 & D 1T
‘4), I N EHIE S blob Z 9%, Z D, co-occurrence model & [Flfk

CHEIBRM D 7 5 AZ ) v T RiTW», X7 b vETLE{T 9. Translation model

T3, BFLI7 blob ZWGM D “ HEE " &AL, 2T Ll BEEE
@“@ﬁ”%ﬁ&a[zm&afi blob Z MDD £ £ > TW7hs, T2
TD blob IZBEFALED S ¥ RV Z R T RICHER I 172\, Co-occurrence model
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Tl%, 45 blob 26 DHFED FR/RMERDOHEE 2179 BE, WA HEDMEED A%
FHWTUa 7223, Translation model TlZ EM 7L 3 A LI K AHEEZITH . [FIEE
12, IRT Y buE—I2H O EHEIERO Tk [15) )0 L 722Efld & b (93],
translation model & D HEWHERT / T — a VIEEIREIN T3,

Translation model 23\ 7 BB D 7 7’1 —F 1%, & blob 132 A & 0D
HEE L —BICHIET 2 L WIIRED LI D 2> Tw3, Lo L, blobidd <
FTCTET? I VAR—RIERINSG LD TH D, BT LHHFELNVITEWT
HAMEZ IR E LD EIXR S vy, 278, —DDHERDBIFFOEED blob &,
7 RNV SN EBHFEO RN B2 E TS 5 2 L EETH 5.
Cross-Media Relevance Model (CMRM) [92] Tli%, “##EY v 7V 24 L 664
kb Znzfr9. CMRM b, HfESFEMOBEME:Z € 7T 2 Tk [108] % M
%7/ T—var~NHLZbDTH S, FiligRiE, &FN5 blob DHBISHEZ
AL AR 7L LTINS, FllmigE, BEIL7zblobt A 7 4
BRFOYEY Y TN DBFEOBA T RVDEADFICLYD 7 ) Ty avrdEnd,
EJEKRYIZIE, blob B A b 775 L % KIRH Ze HI{ER & IR L 7565 D k Bali ik
BNZEY, ZORIZEBWT, BERRELESTVE V8T X MYy 7 2R T
JT—=avDIEIPIITHEELEAS. 28, translation model 72 & & H 7z
D, & (blob) & HEEOHIRINABIRIIE S kWi, FHIEI XY ¥ 7
T2, L LADYs, Hliczok)kr7u—F%L 52 L THIRD AR
BHIRD SV TV OEMEZ M2 2 L i2o%Y), 7/ 57— a VDN
HizFELTw3 EEZNS,

Co-occurrence mode, translation model, CMRM ¥\ > 341 % blob X— 2 DF
EThH D, FEROFIREHELIEH S D blob & LTRY brE{bIntn
7z. L2 L2, FERBRIIZE LRI ) MR TR a3 N5, KRERER
it o7 Fik L LT, Continuous Relevance Model (CRM) [109] 23%1F 5 71
%. CRM & CMRM L EARWICIZFALC 7?7 —F2L->TED, M3.1DLI I
HifR & HEEDBIRIEZ 22T 7V DA v A v AR FWTET LT S, KF
7%iEVE LT, CRM Tld¥ v 7 )VEIBBUE 2 M 2 BXIC, blob Z2 /v S IS 1H
R R v 5, BRI, 7 2V B GBS DER) O RaisRis T L i
2B L TV DA & DB ATV, ZORIC X DY L E OFEBUE %
B9 %, BlobfERD 7DD I 5 A5 ) v 7R T M VEFAUDBER W@, H
LRIy 7Nk >Tw It b 6T, KiEatEmn Lz 87z L Tw 5 508
BRI,

CRM 2BV T Y, R#DOTEITENIHERDIZE & FIFRIC Normalized-cut ¥ [170]
WKEDfToTwlz, UL, —MNEREE LT, BETH 21lREe 7 X v T —
PavOURBIC Lo TZDOBRDOEIBRMERBIRECHEINS L W) RMEVD 5,
D, IR vT—varzes, JficHiigz 7V vy Fa#lL 72 CRM-
Rectangles [60] 2M@ZR SN TED, CRM LHARTI oIk 2R L Tw»
%, 20O, CRMIZE 5IZEREN A & 317z Multiple Bernoulli Relevance Model
(MBRM) [60] &, CRM-Rectangles & [AIfRICHIERZ 5 A v LIZorEld 2 751k %
WTW3, 7, 2—HOMEBI ) 2T 54V —% (AND,OR%Z L) %
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texture, shape,
color, ...

ape
grass
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Figure 3.1: Graphical model of the CRM and MBRM. Credit: Feng et al. [60].

BH/RIICHERE 7L & L TEBLT % Inference Network (InfNet) [186] DPEFH A %
fHAG O 7S RS 5 [131].

%%, CRM & MBRM (&, o X ) ICHHEBAN—207 70 —F Olfittz ik
b DTH 52, translation model DEIRD N R TH - 75 7 XY ¥ 72479
TERTER, £, FRICEVLTOHIAY Y TNV RXN—ADETNLEZ EST
W3 ZEDS, NEMNIZIZHZIRT % non-parametric approach STV E S F X 5,
EEE, BaLOZEIZE W TIZ, CRM & MBRM I non-parametric &77%1—%:

WHRT /7= a v DERMIADOHIE LIRS 5 2 L% \», wIni
7 /57— a v DIFESTBICE T, mm%mm#%ﬁ«—z@77n %
D6, HEA v AY v ZADMEEE%Z H\» % non-parametric 72 7 7 0 — F N [A] )
VBRI E e S 7R TH D, FELRIICEERE L,

PUF, CRM & MBRM O 7)L3) X A \_’)b)"CEﬁEHTZ) ARFETlE, HH
72 Y e B DRI T EI L, %ﬂ%ﬂ@nﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ“ Aiﬂ?ﬁl% n&l,
WHR2ARDORHEE X = {x),20..., 2, } EEHL ZEIZT S, %%ﬁ"( X, HifR% 5%5
@?KW%K“%L,n:%&LTM%_iﬁ,i%ﬁ%w:{mwﬂwﬁkﬁ
T, w BEHETDH S, HHHEIERRE X 285, FRHCHGER w237 X
AT S5 FRHIER P(X, w) %, FEI Y 7V z2 T ds 2 Eickd

= P(J)P(X,w|])=>_ P(J)P(X|J)P(w|J), (3.1)
JET JET
ERTEILTR, 22T, TIZEEY Y 7LVDOES, JIZZohoKy v 7
ThH5, £, X, wlid JIZOWTEEMMNTITH S EVIHIREZH TS
D70, /Y 7IVOFNHERII—~ETH D LT 3, N%%ﬂﬁ/7w®
BB LT 2L,

P(J) = (3.2)

1
N?
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Eh %, T, HGRE X OFEEY Y 7V JITHNT 5 HERERIL
P(X|J) =[] Pzl J), (3.3)
=1
L. o%h, KAEBEHYE JICOWBTEMANT E A L, HEIE SO Fi5%
KOBIC L 0 FREHY X OEBMER2ERT 2, FBRMOHBIER R

1 ~exp{—(z—=/)'S'(x — =)}
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3.1.2 Local Patch Based Generative Model
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Semantic class modeling:
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Figure 3.2: Ilustration of SML. Credit: Carneiro et al. [29].
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3.1.3 Binary Classification Approach
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3.1.4 Graph-based Approach
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3.1.5 Regression Approach
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Figure 3.3: A topic model for image annotation.
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3.1.7 Non-parametric Approach
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REAZYET S, £z, group sparsity ZFIH L, 203 X EERHEOIER - &=
AT ZATH) FIEDREIN T S [226]. Z1UE, EEOEGREERDITEE
&, WG ENORBEZRMOIIREEOM T 2B R L AEHZ2{TI)I bDTH
%, EEMEEEZHVIERY 27— a v FIEORINEBEELS, AT7374
X' — a2 VIZE % multiple kernel learning [107] DRI EHBIZ 2 LT3 &
W25,
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Table 3.1: Performance of previous works using Corel5K.

[ Year | MR | MP [ F-m [ N+ [ MAP | MAP (R+)

Co-occurrence [137] 1999 || 0.02 | 0.03 | 0.02 | 19 - -
Translation [51] 2002 | 0.04 | 0.06 | 0.05 | 49 - -
CMRM [92] 2003 || 0.09 | 0.10 | 0.09 | 66 0.17 -
Maximum Entropy [93] 2004 | 0.12 | 0.09 | 0.11 | - - -
CRM [109] 2003 || 0.19 | 0.16 | 0.17 | 107 || 0.24 -
NPDE [220] 2005 || 0.18 | 0.21 | 0.19 | 114 - -
InfNet [131] 2004 || 0.24 | 0.17 | 0.20 | 112 0.26 -
CRM-Rectangles [60] 2004 || 0.23 | 0.22 | 0.23 | 119 || 0.26 0.30
Independent SVMs [123] | 2008 || 0.22 | 0.25 | 0.23 | - - -
MBRM [60] 2004 || 0.25 | 0.24 | 0.25 | 122 || 0.30 0.35
AGAnn [121] 2006 || 0.27 | 0.24 | 0.25 | 126 - -
SML [29] 2007 || 0.29 | 0.23 | 0.26 | 137 || 0.31 0.49
DCMRM [122] 2007 || 0.28 | 0.23 | 0.26 | 135 - -
TGLM [120] 2009 || 0.20 | 0.25 | 0.27 | 131 || - -
MSC [197] 2009 || 0.32 | 0.25 | 0.28 | 136 || 0.42 0.79
Matrix Factorization [123] | 2008 || 0.29 | 0.29 | 0.29 | - - -
JEC [129] 2008 || 0.32 | 0.27 | 0.29 | 139 || 0.33 0.52
CBKP [126] 2009 || 0.33 | 0.29 | 0.31 | 142 - -
Group Sparsity [226] 2010 | 0.33 | 0.30 | 0.31 | 146 - -
TagProp [72] 2009 | 0.42 | 0.33 | 0.37 | 160 || 0.42 -

THuesnEh, HEEESRH\ T3, Core5K DFEMICOWTIE, 5 EE2 S
X7z, EREFHMiIC X, Mean Recall, Mean Precision, F-measure & ’EIX#
IEEEZHVS, NIV TNOHEIREWIZEWRSRE W L 2T, FH
122\ T Appendix A Z 2 I 720,

£ 3 UCHRITHEOMEZ E LD 5, 2T, FEORIEIZETUIEZ I
THY, JvR_IRX MYy rh77a—FIcEOL FE2RFETELLTH 5.
CDEIHT, S NI RN Yy ZHRTFHRERY ) T = a vicB TN
T7R—FthoTED, BHEMIZERTH IOEEBEZEIF T3 80015,
b AA, ZFEICEBTHV 2GR EEIRZ 2720, —HIcTFERFOMN:
BAZMLEDZEIFTELRVY, Ficlkwra7rzidkl T3 JEC MEDT
IO TNDG S VTR Yy I RFIETH D AT ERE D,

W7 /) F—>aicBWwT/ v X M)y 2 TR TH 5D,
BEIR) T wH A7 OWEICERNT 2, Bz A 73V o5l L idik
D, 77— aryBEIIBWTIE I NVIEHEWICEELTED, 7L oitE
MRT AT I AVZENIHCIZRERH S, ) VNI X )y 27 7a—
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L TR EBRTES, 7, 7/ 57— ayMEEBMENEL, Hlsy
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ATy 7 RFREIZEARNICY v PR =R OHEEMTHON S 7280, il
F 2 ==V IBRGTH D FEHAMEIECE WA S, M EDERICLD, AW
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ERCN
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semantic gap D&M E

Hfioy —_AICkD, W7/ T—2avicBnTiE, HplR—2Ri1cks /v
NRIRXAMYy 27 7a—F2AMTHLI 2R LT, L LEDYS, kT
NEHBERPED? 2 HMGFET 5.

12, 2.2 fi T L 72 semantic gap ~NORUTH 5. —fRIC, 7LD
FEUEE S 3] & 2> O IR FFEE OB IC X D ITb N 256035023, low-level
ZRERRE L R OFRFOERIZANT L b EEREE T, KRERELIVH S, C
DRFEINLT 2 7-0121%, TESL2T%DEEY Y 72w 3 EFIRIC,
ND35. Z 2 BEREHR I 2 HBMEDOE RS2 ER L (Thbb, KREVE
Ha52), iR R 2S5 0HEBH B,

I, EERT =Yy F ORI, BERIC)5ER R oG EE -
AEVYHHBEOMANICE W TRESWRT L2 L WIHMETH 5. —fkic, NHE
DFEOY AT L Z RS 2 72 D G ER TR MR Z v 2 0803 H 51, Lo
LEDS ) VX7 X MYy P RFHETIE, ETOEEY Y 7VE X' BICER
L, 731V L DM ZIT I MERH 5. L7ed > T, 2RO RITHDS
REOHS, FEHY Y TVEOL O RBIE G AT JMIEB O TUTEBIREE L 7+ 2.

PLED S, Rtz i L 2o, =R 2 B1E 2 8o 729 v 7 VIR
B R 2 AE T 2 TEBNATH B LA 5, AT, ZOFEEICHET 3 0A
MEEZLED S,

3.2.1 Distance Metric Learning

TLOFHEZER] (HEGRHEZER]) SR8 AN FvzZ e e R ET S, fliHO
e, ITIIRBZERNL—2 )y FEETHZ I L2 RET 2% FAZIC
B9 2 HATAER D 2 WA, 200% ¥ 7V i, j I OBEEZRHEAR 7 b Lo

Wil 21X, TagProp Ti& 15 fiJH, A5 37,000 XITO MR % HW 5.
2R ERDT, A—FVEIC X DIERIBLEIT) 2 LS TH B
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2—7 Yy FEEEfIc k> THlon 5,

distp(i, §) = /(@ — @) (@ — ;). (3.10)

Mahalanobis distance metric learning (MDML) (%, AR D Xk 912, FiEEE
FRTHI M Ik D EDSNDE 2T /) EAEiZEET 2D TH 3,

distar(i,5) =\ (s — a0, M (; — ;). (3.11)

MIZaL2x =k b M=WwWw? tEZhAon%, 2311,
DR 2 WIZT X DEHEZ L 78 L w2 EBa%i) hickids2—2Y v F
FREEICHE LW, Z3Udd &b & PCA %2 EO WL R KOt FIEfT>oTw 5
B 59, MDML i3 —ffL S n7cillAaTH 5 LIFIRTE %,

FIRCED XM ZRET 20138 A7 I K> TRRD, HWITEGL TGEE
SN BB E Vil T 5 2 & THEE IS, HIZIE, Locality Preserving
Projections (LPP) [77] 7% £ D% RMARGEAE O FIER, b & ORZERICE T
2 JPT 2 i S DR %2179 . T’RADHMNIZ, = ERTEZ 55 T LG
WAz MV, semantic gap ZFEMI L 7281 L VIR RZ2FAEH T2 TH B, 22
Tlx, ZOFHEICEHT 2 T2 R Ic BT 5,

HAMIZ, MDML @ T3 k BOLPHEN DO 2 ZBICE T w5, R0
f%ECTd % Neighborhood Components Analysis (NCA) [68] Tl%, “£H T —4FH
D leave-one-out 1 & % k malr sl DFGEE 2 SHiEI 8 & L TEFIL L, gradient
descent 12 & D 2 #EE 9 5. Maximally Collapsing Metric Learning (MCML)
[67]TlX, AL 7 7 ACET22TOEEY Y 7V zRCRICyyEY L, 2
NN DY > 7 2 FEREATRIE T K ) ISR dHiliBI 8z 3G LT 5. [FRRIC,
Large Margin Nearest Neighbor (LMNN) #% [206] Tl&, &%EE Y 7V D kiRl
BERDEL 7 7 AIBL, 2DOE) 77 ADY Y TN TE 571217 ARLES
s X9 Ihaiftz1r9. £7, LMNN Z&#{l L 72 fast-LMNN [207] 425 S
LT\ %, Information-Theoretic Metric Learning (ITML) [43] Tl&, M IZXI
TEHI ARG REZ, MIBOHIFIZEMD b DT LogDet divergence % fz/IMEd
52 ETHEZT, HEGRWICAARE CHETAFEZAIHL Tw» 5,

ZOfIch, FAZIEU 7 S £ & 4aHEBEUC £ 2 MDML 23rh T
%. il 213 ranking-based distance metric learning [198] Tl&, FEEIH{ERBEER~D
HWHZRHICEE, MRICEBIT S 7 X v 7ORBEARZFHARI S E L T¥E %z
19, %7, [36; 173 2 ¥ TR, BRRICBI 32—V oursF—sz2H0n, 4V
FAVICA M)y 7 DFEEELT)., ZOBRBBUEICE S £ THEIEATED,
R 7 /77— a > [198; 212], FPUHEGREER [36; 81; 88; 198], BHHIGEE 73]
R ENDISHADILEftbITw 5, 28, KEITOEEDL LIPS, R
B LR S IR 5T ) ERAiz AETA I LICKD, &6
AR % & 8D B local distance metric learning @ 7 70 —F S B A L I 1
T3 [64; 65; 161; 198].
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3D MDML O F LR ik, FEEEO T — 8 oD RGN L7 ¥ 7
TATIWHFETELRTH DD, MER L\, g, A y—JE) 7412
LWIETH B, L DFEIE, FHI LV ITLDORTPIAL R Y7Ly P74 R
DHFEIEZ I E LTE D, PEFERIIBARMNICOWN?) ~ON?) LD (N
RS Y TVED) . B, ROGEMEDBICEE I N TVLARWLETH S, WD
Zy2iIcfilifizmA s 2 & TCRITHZ1T9 2 L HIRIZARETH 523, Roufz
ZALIH B NICHEEDBRELE 25, B, £ OFRIERGEO EGRHE
DFIZRTOEE SV IV ZHCIBLENS 215 TH L, KRR RETIEY v
TNERAEY LI T3 EDBHRETH S0, APL—=—VT7 7 RA2THE
%87, FHOMEEITEL (KT T5, DEOMEZERL, AHIETIEER
(2 BTSRRI X 2 MDMLICEH L, XETHL LR 2,

3.2.2 NAE—FILRTEHBFEE

Z2TCHAT AXOUEMTEE, Fu— L e 3RS o [EAfERTE I X
DERLZ D> v 77 MDML EfRIRTE 525, DLTD L9 RRED S At
ROHMIHEL T3,

o WEYVTNVENIIKHL, OWN) DEIEA =5 THENIHETH S

o I RFEAMICHINT BEARZ FILZIEIERT 2 2 &T, 2EHHB I

RICB AR ENETH 5

o NIk FEZ, HWENEZE» OWNTIICRKD 2 Z LT TH D, KIE

Wz T—% 7 7 AL 7\,

HERRHEEZ 2 c RP, 7 VVRHHEZ y c R ERFELT D, ND T L E
BT —% 2y b2 6, NEOHERELE 7 XVEEDORT {z;,y,} Y, ZHH§

%.:m%®#ﬁﬂﬁﬂ%,czc%c@>k§%?%.::?,
Cyl" ny
1 N
Cow = 3D (@i—@)(@:i—2)", (3.12)
' N
Cyy = N (v, —9) (v — )", (3.13)
X N
Cop = D= @)~ 9)", (314
Cpe = Cqy (3.15)

Thab., 720, z and y 1FZNZHRKE, 7 VREOEE Y v 7
B2 VETHL, HNE, HLV ARG (d < p) DR 22 E T LT
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b5, ZOWMaEMEORZr € RCELRTRL, HMERLEWSRI LIZT S, 2
DDY VTIN5 EOEREE, I 2872 Eo 2 KElo 32— 27 v R
dist(i,j) = ||ri — ]| ELTRD SN S,

Partial Least Squares (PLS)

Partial least squares (PLS) [210] 1%, @)V FE—F IV ARRITHMFIELE LTRD
HANR b DTH S, PLS I, HERKH, 7 VRIS OWTZ N i A
Sprs = V(@ — &), tps =V, (y—9) 25X 5. ZOK, LHROPELRE s, &
tprs DRI Z AT HHIHEIC KDV, &V, ZIRET S, ZD LX) L
V, &V, 13, ROFEGEFEDORED 9 & i KEAEICHIEY 5 Bz d AD A~
7 PVEERT S ETRoNns.

CoyCyVe = V.0 (VIV,=1,), (3.16)
CpCoyVy = V,©0 (VV, = 1,). (3.17)

22T, ORBHEAMZERLE L TR ONAITIITH 2, AR rprs = Sprs =
VIie—-z)IckhfBons, Lo, PLSICk DBt v T ) v AT
BERDE I3,

distrysi, ) = \/ (@i — ) TVLVI (@i — ;). (3.18)

PLS OfEHIX, TCOREEOTHMOKE I I ND, HlziE, —HOE
D AT — LM DB ARG IR Z WS ICIE, B DRSS
WIS E 2 3. ZDOAMIETIZ, HEHE D PLS IINAH 65U KA RDRHK
BRDOT 7 IERIL L 2BRICPLS 2179 A bBET 5. HIlAI1X, MEREEIC
DWW,

' =Y (z —2), (3.19)

W& D IEBULZAIT . 22T, Sy IZMEFRHEE O SRER OEMERFAZ % B3R
IZRFONAITIITH 5. 7 NVEREICBE T 2 0 BUERLIC O W T HFIRTH 5.
FHOEREAZ AT D PLS 2, A28 Tld normalized PLS (nPLS) &EMESZ &1
T5.

PLS I3 T TH 5208, IO ANBHOFHEICEWTHIEHINTE
h[168], ZOHEMEVPREINTHE. TOFETIEPLS ZH, 17 JTRIGIC
K SHERREEZ 20 RICICET, MEZIZEAEHL) ZERIHEML TV,
ZDORER, FERIZBFENICATRETSH o 7 K R A EMEA~OBHA 2 B 5 5 b
DELTWS, B, [168] 128 VTIE, 7 VVHIDER (y-view) IZ A/ AN Th
WD 2ETH 2D, 7/ T — a vYORETIZ 2D v PV D HEE)
DWVNTWAEL®, XDEELEHRZ PLSICBWTEHTE 2 LI SN 3.
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Canonical Correlation Analysis (CCA)

CCA 1% Hotelling [83] 12 & D 1936 FICEL I N TR, SEEMBITORENE
FHEO—oO L LTHOVWSNTE L, PLS A RMOISEHEZRAILT 2 X I
Bz kD2 DI L, CCA CIIMHBEZRALT 2H¥ECInr kw5, T4k
bbb, BBLM .o, = Ul (x — &), teca = Ul (y — g) I > TRHON S HILHR
Scca & tocs DMBDRKE %22 X ) ITHEAIIU, BXO U, 2RO 5. 54T
U, U, ZXO—MALEAERNEOMRLE L TR 5,

CoyCpp CpolUy = CoUp N (Ul CopUy = 1), (3.20)
CypaCrf CoyUy, = CyU,N* (U Cy Uy = Iy). (3.21)
72720, A IFRZEWVIHIC dEl (min{p, q} > d > 1) DIEHEMHBIRE Z IR 72084

THICH 5. ML, Tecs = Scca =Ul(x—2) ELTHROGNS, Ldio
T, CCAIckhBons~e s /) ERHEIIRD L H Ik B,

disteca(i,]) = /(@ — @) TUUT (; — ;). (3.22)

CCAZ, W O»DMRY /7= a vORITIHFRICE W THHV ST
% [75; 216; 230]. L22L7&d6, Z406 OFETIXERENZ BT 7L DR
ZHINE LTED, FADBHWE T2 R0EMOBLRD 6 DIFEIZ R S TWwia
v, CCAIZ X B2 RITHEAAICBEE U 72if98 & L Tl correlational spectral clustering
(18] 3P 65 s. ZOMETIE, CCA- =RV CCA%, HRET XA D
545 FXaXy FOHEL L7 F7AF Y INEHLTw5, g S 786
HE LTI A ) 72T T LT, JLOFHEZEMICHNBEN L FEy 753
D XS THESINAS Z LRI NT VS,

Multiple Linear Regression (MLR)

MLR 2 PLS & CCA OH[EN AR FETH D, 2EBED I bR TDOAZ IERIL (A
) L7JERiaft s 2%, RIS IED, @EIZEIFICH 5 s Tk
THY, FHEABENCIERILfThN S, BT ) T—yavicBwTl, 7X
V7 HINER, WGz RIcE 22 E3HARTH S, 2084, T
FIAENEE L ceban s,

CryCopeWe = CpoW,Q  (WIC.W, = 1), (3.23)
CypClC, W, = W, Q2 (W)W, = 1) (3.24)
2T, QIEREWIHEIC A2 ERICEONATHITH 3. TFIEEK

&, ryr=Wlx—2) ELTHEGNE, LEP>T, MLRICKDRons=
NS ) ERBEREIERD X H 12k B,

distn(i,§) = \/(; — &)W W (; — ;). (3.25)
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Table 3.2: Relationship between dimensionality reduction methods. All methods
can be interpreted as special cases of PLS.

’ Image features \ Label features \ Method ‘
_ ‘ - ‘ PLS
U
variance normalization | variance normalization | nPLS
whitening - MLR
whitening variance normalization | nMLR
whitening whitening CCA

%%, PLS &AM, MLR OFIRIGHIIERDTHMORE SIS FE SN
5. 22T, 5L 7 VUKD IERMEL 724212 MLR 2179 5 b
ZE9 5. Ik, normalized MLR (nMLR) EFERZ LIZT 5,

PLS, CCA, MLR OBE&MYE

PLS, CCA, MLR I3 A\ ICERZICBIE L 2 Tk TH 5 [22]. CCA® MLR IZ, &
HICIERLZ T2 728212 PLS Z 2 I8 LS iR I > T3, & 3.218,
CoOBREEE LD S, 1, £330, FTHEOHEaRA N2 EED S, R
R 2 —EIC L 284, 206 OMIEFEDFE 2 2 MEFEEY v 7OV
LA =% L3, COMWEIZ, FICABRBELMEICBWTERTH L EEZ
L5,

AKREFBT—5 BT BMBHLRRE

HARINS, BRRO TR OB EREZ f# < 72 O IZ03E & 72 2 DIZIITHATII D A
Ths. -7, HpHdTHIDAZEXMTHET UL, FEI T Le ey
BICREL T BE IR R, BIZIE, Cp BUTOX I ICEPTE S,

C.., = v 3 (x; — @) (z; — )7, (3.26)
1 N
= =~ xxl —xx’. (3.27)

=1

UL, o ZBRNR LT ZETRBICHETE L Z L3005, 71T
VAL E LT, (1) 0TI ORE, (2) 28 Y 7VORE, o4&
BDART =T 72 2T UL L\,
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Table 3.3: Computational complexity of PCA, PLS, and CCA based methods:
(1) calculating covariances, (2) solving eigenvalue problems, and (3) projecting
training samples using the learned metric.

1) (2) (3)

PCA O(Np?) O»*) O(Npd)
PLS O(Npq) O(min{p*(p+ q), (p + q)¢*}) | O(Npd)
MLR |  O(N(p*+ pq)) O(p* + p*q) O(Npd)
CCA | O(N(p* + pq + ¢)) O(p* + ¢ + p*q + pq?) O(Npd)
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Chapter 4

BTN BICRART—57IVEE®RY /
T—2aVFEDRF

ARETI, 3.2.2 i TEZL RGHIRTHICEH L, EEEF - 3RO 512
BOTEHERIROEN, SR XA M)y ZERT ) T — a v FEOBREET
I, RETFHEE, UTORE2ET 3.

o YV 7 NBICKR LA — ¥ DEE 2 2+ TEE[HE

o MRNTIADSKE 27280, FERHIKBEWICT —% 727 2 AT 203U v,

o FiRICEBWT, Vv 7 IVIEEEEETE O a 2 k2SR NE W,

REFIRICB TR E R 2DIE, EEMHBESITICK 22~ r T 4y 7 RIuEAE
LYy OOVEIEEEE TR OEETH S, 322 TR LX), BRI RIGHIE
FiEE LTPLS, MLROFHGEZ o550, ZDRICBd % i dihfix 5 &=
ZZEINTZ 0,

4.1 JYINFANVYYIBERT7/T—3Y

YEMT =82y b E LT, NHDHERE 7 ~XNVDOXRP? T, = {I;,L;} (1<i<N)
BEZoNsbDET S, 2T, TIEHHER, LiFNERs 7 VERT, ikl
Wi (7 2Y) Io AT IR, WYURERT ~VEHEET 280lsz v 7
NR— RS 2, RIZETIE, kRaafFaknl, MAP #EE D 2 > DTk %z et
¥ 5.

4.1.1 kEEGEHR

kifFkIE /) 37 A DY)y 7Bl E L TR ERNL D TH S, 5, 7
) I LBV Y VT, OMDEERE DIST (1o, T;) BMEHRIN TV LT 5 (A
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4.1. JYIRGARNIYYIB®RT7 /FT—>3Y

\ll

R 79250 4.2 HiDIETIER3) . ZoflEZ v, 2283y v TRd 7
IV BV kDY v IV MRS S, 2o DY v 7 VIcEIT 5 HBEE
D WIEICHEEZ 1T 5,

4.1.2 MAP 5l

MR ERLE LT, EEHY Y N D—o—0 %R EZ Y7
IWAR—=ZIZMAP B2 R T2 7 7a—F03E 265, HiEwlZOoOWnTo
MAP #kAl88 1 X 2 HEBMERIZ, NZ2EET U 7L LT

P(w|lgy) = ZPw\T (Ti| o), (4.1)

LRED, BOMEDL L BIDEFNICLE>THHTE 3,
¥ 7, o korfEsi sy, R4 108y — A LBIRTE 5. Thbb,

1/k If T} is in the top k nearest neighbors of I,
P(Tillq) = { 0 otherwise. ¢ (4.2)
_ 1 If w is given to sample Tj,
(wlTi) = { 0 otherwise. (4.3)

EBOWIGAERIUIHYT 5,

DIF, EFRICBI2EEICOWTBRRS, #2585 7L (595188 ~
DEAZG.2 5 P(T|1p) DMHEIZ, XEDETIEL CiARS, Pw|T;) &, it
ZETHZ CRM [109) DX I ICEHEETINE by 787 VT 5. AiffgT
1%, KD X I IEY Y TINDFFD T )L & HEEOWHEE (IDF) OEA DT fil% H
W5,

log (N/Nw)

logN
72721, N, l3HGEEw % 7 VIR O E IR D%, Ow,1; Vs FEF T {zi, y:}
ICHE w27 VAT EINTiUEL, 29 TAFIUE0Z LS. pid 025 1%

TOlEZ E BT XA=FTHY, EBRWIIRET S, /o, HEEEOFBIER
wIERD X HITERT 5.

P(w|Ty) = bz, + (1 - p) (4.4)

P(w|T;) = [ P(w|Ty). (4.5)

weWw

HASDIRT LI, &Y ¥ IR T 55k Z 1 Z HEE 7 7 A Z 22 o Sk
ZEBLTOHRL, LrLAaNS, R44DFFTIIVREDPS, Y v 7 IVNICFHE
IZ5Z 5N TWBHEEIZOWTKRE LRFRIERZ T, o, f41®;5
SRDY v T NDORTIENGRE R L GbY 52 T, FET—¥ 2RI

Z VDA EICEBL Tws L TE S,
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4.2 WHEERMNIEFEHERESTICK SEESTEFEYE

4.2.1 IEEEES R

YEMT =%y MY, 226 p ROTDOWHGERHE « = (21, , x,)T, ¢ RILD 7
VR Yy = (g1, -, y)T BB L, AV V70 {9, )Y, WSS 5. CCA

DEEAHIC owfi:MQ&%%%éh%m ZITIE, RETHEEL DL
ONDEEDERZIT).

CCA I, #IBZEMs =Ul(x—2), t =U/(y—g) ICE>TIRONIHLE s
EtDMBADIRRE 722 X ) ITHETINU, BXOU, 2K 5, DIT, s, t2%
ﬂ%nﬁ@ME@&£,7“wmmﬁzék@0,uﬁ%#% v B E Z
NZ UGN EREZER], 7 ~OVHNEREZEE PR S L 12T 5, £, A%, K&
WIEIZ dflEl (min{p, ¢} > d > 1) DIEHEMBIRE 2 WA TN AT L 55, IEHEZ
ROAEEETIE, WEERFE - 7 VREDSHENIC R E L<ERT 5, 20
F% TETIVA 22 VT4 7 ADMGICE O TREN L Z & 6 2 7H

%W@%ana fit> T, EHEZEEOMIEZ A LY > 7VE O Z 1 5 2

RRIICHIL L 72086~ 7V OB AR IC 2 % EIfFT& %,

(EAKib%%m%%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ?%ﬁ&%%%$&ﬁ%&LT,$%K@
BANEHEZER B WY v ZOVHBEREZ M 2 HENEZ o Db, oA %
CCAsim [145; 233] EMERZ LIZT 5,

k O TRV 2 BEBEREE & LT, IRIIIEXEZEFICE 1T 22 —27 Y v FERE
itz v %

DISTeca(lo, T;) = || UFxq — ULz (4.6)

iz, X328 HE—TH 3.
MAP BAICTHV %, &8 Y Y TVOHKMERIZ, 7)) 2HLET 07

ST UVICKDERT S,

exp (—%(si —80)TE (s — SQ))

Pocs(Tillg) = :
coa(Til1q) Zjvzl exp (—%(Sj — 50)TN"1(s; — SQ))

2L, Y=ol £T 2 (IZHEATI)). 3RHE SN | Pooa(TilIg) = 1 27
LOOHBERTH S, aldN—F2LDNY FIEEPRET 287 A= Th D,
R L2 F 2 — 2V TDMIETH B,

(4.7)

4.2.2 MERNIEEHEBES

WH D CCATRONIDIEH FTHWIPEIU,, U, &£ ZHUTHIRL TR o5
2ODIEMEEBDOATH 5. HIRFHE 7 NVRHBOBEN L EZBLE L T22o0D
EHEZE 2 Y W ARE D, F/9 v ZOIVEOREEEIENE I HAHAREDNE WV
FHMRRBES LR\, DD, DIST.cn, Pooa B ETIE, 7 FHy 7R
fIEHEERIC B 2 2—2 Y v PR BEGEE & L CHw T Lk,
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latent node

image feature label feature

Figure 4.1: Graphical model of PCCA.

ZDMIZOWT, PCCAD7 7u—Fic k), CCADERIZIILLTDETIL
TR I NDHEREEDME O > T B 2 ERINTVS [5] (K4.1) .

z ~N(0,Iy), min{p,q} >d > 1,
x|z~ NWoz+p,, U,), W, € RP*? W, >0,
ylz ~NWyz+p,, ), W, € R ¥, = 0. (4.8)

22T, NRIEBSAERT., £, U, =0,¥, =013, ¥, ¥, BZNZILEIE
EMEITIITCH D 2 ER2RT. 2 F 2,y B EMLOMRED T CERT 5iHE
ERTHY, dizoxmu#E T (X 321, X3210d LHELCDDTH ). Z
DE TN DA IRIZENTINCIT S 2 ETRETH VD, TN RS 3@ D
CCADfRE—HT B [5]. Thbb, z,y»b 2z DYy EVTIE, FTIEHELER
S, t \DEHFZIC Ko TiThb s, 22 TIREFD CCA LTS %23, PCCA
TIIMHBIREDEAZ VT2 DD EHEERZ RS L, RENRBELE 2z ~D
a5, JOSEIMRNRIE b, HRMEREEN T %2 ERS RO
ThHZ 5%,

DU, Bl 25, M, M, € R %, M,M] = A %7 spectral norm 7%
ZNZNTIRMGE VI a2 THEEDITINET S, H54 VAY v ADHIR
Rl x DHBDBEZ o6, Z OBIEER 2 DR S FHERMEE p(z|2) 1Z1E
Btz L, 2OHh 2 Lo, FZNEh

2 = E(z|z)=MUz—=z), (4.9)
®, = var(z|x)=1—- MM, (4.10)

LEING, FRC, BGEM e &5V y OWTBE 2 S galdzhn
FNRDEHIT B,

¢ = ween=(3) (V5 Mo ) (G 7)) o

Yy
I[5] & — RIS 5%, AGCASE L e,
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®,, = var(zlz,y)=1— (%;)T<g<;i\2;)l_lA —((1{://&\22))_—11/\) (%;).(4.12)

M, & M, DFFEINE, MR E 27 — VD HHEDAET 205, A TlR
bHICROMNAITIITENZNG A5 LIZT 5,

M, =AM, M,=A" (0<pg<1). (4.13)

CDEBEDMER, O, & O, FHITHMITINE RS, 313, BEEMOFEEICE
WCHRFHE E 7 RV OTF S ZHET 29 XA =2 THDH, % 01D
51 EMBRREEEERL, 1LISEDIT 3127 NIVEEZEHRT S 2 L2 EK
95,

4.2.3 $FEF;%: Canonical Contextual Distance

HRRDE D, 532 7V OBELENIIFAEZEFE BB W T > 7 I & % FHkiiE
oMz T, TNo DR EEET 52 LT, HERNCCAVPKETSET
A B W CHY 2 RS2 BN TE 3 LEZ oS, ZDXHICLTHE
H S N2 FELEE R, 72 6 2 Z DA% Canonical Contextual Distance
(CCD) [142; 143; 232] EMERZ EI2T 5,

2EEY  TOVIZER & S A BT N SR X LB DS, HBRER S
DHEEICE W THBHDO A ZEET 27 70 —F (1-view CCD) & /M - 7~
WA 2 ERE T 5 7 70 —F (2-view CCD) D 22o03E 2 605, AT, JHIC
ST 3,

1-view CCD (CCD1)

K SR TR BERBER S L LT, 72 o LEEY Y TN {x;, y,)} HIELE
Z2[f] T 7% 44534 D Kullback-Leibler (KL) A4 N—Y = v A2 w5, F#EY
> 7 VOGN (z-view) DA% EET 286 (K 4.2(a), MTD X H 1tk 2.

DISTecpi (1o, T;) = KL (p(z|xg),p(z|x:)) (4.14)
— (b 2T (2g - 2) (4.15)
—MIZ, KLY AN=Y = v RIFIENTRZGTETH DR L 13875205, 22T
4150261 L) ICHMiZe 22— 27V v FEEREE Fffilce>Tw3 2 LI
FEEINZW, $xbb,

Tcep1 = @;1/22’ (4.16)

ETNUE, rox—7Y) v Nt LTRkOoN 3,

Lznzin, NETITHL ADKERZ BE, 1-3FL, WRLHDTH S,
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MAP @HICH 5, 7 2 VIHT 5 8 FEY » 7V OFRMERL, p(z|zo)
& p(z|z;) D Bhattacharyya PHEfEIC K D EF&KT 5.

[ rizimiptzlo)a
f; [ otk ppizleq)dz
exp (—;(262 —2)T 0, (2q - 20)

_ jéexp <—é(zQ Tz zj))

Pccm(TiuQ) =

, (4.17)

72721, ahkZ Zfil Peepi(Ti|Ig) = 1 27§72 0 DEMALERTH 5.

2-view CCD (CCD2)
FHARMIZIZ COD1 EFRTH 203, EEHY 7TV D T NMDOEFE %2 I EET
3R ERL % (K 4.2(b)).

k B FETHWAHEREIIL T D X H 12k 5,

DISTeers(Ig,T;) = KL (p(z|lzg), p(z|x:i,y;))
d 1

1 [Pay] 1
“log M Z 4 STr(011 D,
(2q - 2" @, ) (20 — £). (4.18)

BAID 3TEIZTERTH 5728, DIST.cp, iz — 27V v FEEEEEEIC LD
AT B ENTES, Thbb,

TCC?CDQ = q);lﬁzQ? (419>

Tcep: = (I);yl/giia (4.20)

DEHIT, 7)) EEFEY N ZNFNEETIUT X O,
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bear
X, X, Y| brown X Xq
grass

Z, 7 . Latent Space Z, z, Latent Space

(a) (b)

Figure 4.2: Illustration of canonical contextual distances. Estimation of distance

between a query and training sample: (a) from the z-view only (CCD1); and (b)
considering both the z- and y-views (CCD2).

FIREIC, MAP RN G2 HEBRERIIDLT D X 512k 5,

/\/p(z|a3i,yi)p(z|a:Q)dz

N
Z/\/p(ﬂ«’ﬂjayj)p(zh@)dz
j=1
oo (~btra 5 (250 2 )

- — — 7
> exp (—;(262 - %)" ((I)z z%y> (20 - éj))
j=1

PCCD2(Ti|IQ) =

(4.21)

4.3 ERFHHEOIERIIERETEDIEHAH

RETHEONTH 5 CCAR, 3.2.2 fiTdhR7 PLS$ MLR 7% £'1%, i 7 X)L
DETERERZ B L 720t 2 2R8I ) 2 L3 TE 5, HifR I,
HARMIIEEDOFHER 7 V2 HWE 2 EDH[EETH S, Lo LS, I
5 DFIEFETIE, JuE %2 2 R EERDIIERIE 2 BEEEET & (base distance) % FF2
Bt 5 2 EDXWEETH D, FLOWERIK NI OB 2568030 5. FEiE
2, BT 2% OMGEREE X, A 2 FrEEE L1 B2 & IRV e iR EER T

L2 2 CoEMEHR & 1Z, WSRO ERICR D AERE 7OV OBIRICE T 2 BRI EY) 2 i

HEDHID HEFWHRLTED, AESMHRTEML T 5V v 7OV OREREE TR & 13X L <
W3 ZEITHERIN G,
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4.3. EREFHOIERTIERTEDIEDHAH

BE2HOEHBENH 22 EBASN TV S, HY) 2 EGR R 0REIRIZ AN 4
HROEEL T —<D—2THY, 5 ETHLIMEEZITI. I TIE, HEHERRR
BOIERIE  E Z2 R oA O BIN 2 LR IC D W THRR B,

DX nEf, H—%) PCA (KPCA) [166] Z >, & 522U dInOFHH
NS B 2 IS R R A BT e — 2 ) v FREBICHEOAL Z L2E X
5. B5h—2 VBB K(x,x;) = (¢(x:), d(z;)) BDHZBNB LTS, TIT,
¢:x — ¢(x) FATFER7 bV ZHIR S NG VERIGO RNy EV 7§
2 THL. NEHDYEEY Y TVDI L, 7V F L ng il (ng < N) DY~
TNEENR, UTFDOH—=FNVR=ZART PILEERT S,

k, = (K(z,@),., K(2,@,,))" . (4.22)

A—=F by 72k, KPCA Ik, JEELRICEBII 2MEHMEE LT 2 &
DAHETH 5. KPCA IC X 2HDIAABZDFLEIX, KPCA DHETY B %2 H
W, =BTk, I2koTHoNS. FEL I, Appendix BEZZHIN/\», 2D
I L THIBICHDAE NS & ZH - 2”7 FLE LT, PLS, CCAZLE
DI TIEH T 5.

A — VBRI, Y 2 B R R 2 R BEIEIC ANUEFE T 5 (GRBE 41— %
W), ZDHER, %L OEEFRICB W TREFAEREZEON S 2 L3RG
T % [193; 225].

1
K(z;,z;) = exp <—ﬁdist(azi,a:j)) : (4.23)

dist(z;, ;) 1 x* distance % L1 distance % £ ® base distance TdH 5. /¥ FlF
TH5 P DOREVFIEE 72505, KX TlEng D¥FEY Y 7NVHFDOETD 2 5
MRt O EiEZ2 5. ZORETHEE, 70ARN)F—2a v TP 2R
WAL L 7256 ICVLECT 2 EREDMS S 115 2 L3 S LT 5 [225],

HERIICIZ, 2 DB IV h—2ULICHWSI1EE (T2, ng
WRIZEZIZE) HOAARDIEE XA T 5, 2070, RN KPCA Tl
HZoNb2TOEERY v TNV —32MUICHWS (ng = N). L2 L7%235,
BRI ANEINE T 7L (7)) OFEZEITI 720121, ng HO2EEY >~
TNER I =N R =A% RO ZHEBH 5, ZNZ2IT)7DITIE, ng
DYV TINVDEDRHER Y bz X €Y) RICHERERFLTE E, 7)) L o
AEZITORIINUE RS 2\, ng IREZ VLR, ZOMBOGHE a2 2 M A D
G RE 2 W 2RIGES 2, VI X )y 2 RlERY ) F— 3
YENFNT D E ) BYDOHNL BT 5. £z, FEOBRIIE ng RITD
MG EE 2 i DEREL 27201, BEMNICETARE L5,

22T, KFXTIE, FEI VIS5 LB LS80 7L
(nx = 300) 2 71 — 3 WABICH 2RI 298382479, §EL <1, Appendix B

iz, BHHA R M O(mY) LB,
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I N0, T, KREECEIEEMITIIOEBINA R PV RO FET
&b % Nystrom 5 [209] 5 column sampling [48] & FEARIICFH U I FESIC b D
ThHs, Zorv7u—FIickD, BENLGFHE 2 X P TR X IERPIERE =
DMDIAAZITH) Z EDHRETH 5.

7B, KmXDERD S IENNE D, KPCA IZSREREEAE OR b MM
BRHHATH D720, KBBZIETKPCA 2R 2L 2D b DK E A
IR L 2> T % [181]. b Nystrom ¥4 7% IS KR 2 R~ § 2 720
DR [102; 116], additive kernel ZRR E L 78R D LWL [155) 83 £ &
FRFEVZINTED, ZN6DIHb EELREHETH 5.

4.4 INIVFHEOHKRET

ZOVRHM E LT, SHEODHFLEZ R I ANAL FTURT L ZEHGDS, FH#ER 7
VDB BRI B HGEICNIG L, H 5% NI Z DHGES DOV TWLILE T,
ZHITRHRINE0OZ LS, ZOEEDRRE, 7 VUVRERZ FLVONEIE, 29
DYV T NDELN T NV HSBICFEOHEBEOR E e 5. 2L, T LDOEKRD
BRI ZRTHEDO DL L TZYUNLBH L EEZONDS, 65T, 7 VFHY
DIEFERIZNERHAR LI TERINTE D, M2 ET 3 7-0I# L 722
BUZ 2> TWB EIRTE S, LaLEds, —RICT7 OVERHBIZ A S— A 75X
7 Pk B0, AT C,, DRI &b%?w._m&(xmﬁaﬁ
TRATINCIEENZ B E T2 FE2HCEAMEE %5, 2D X)) BGAIC
W&, IR Z BTN Z 2 2 L ic X W RE»MTA 5. WA, C, D
RO ELTCOy+1 I ZHVE I EBEZoND, yIZIEOEKTH D, UL
HBERWRETEINTIRA—=F LD,

4.5 F—J)—RAR—AEGRBRFEADILH

W7 )T —>avDeA7 7V 77— arvi LT, ¥—7— FIcED K
YURY—=N)) BEZoND, XY T—=YPHE5INTOROERICNL, 7
JT—=vavIilXOABZRTF—U—FZMNE5LTELZEIZKD, BFFEDOT
%ZFA—Xﬁ@ﬁ%kHLW@&T@@%#T%&&%.L#L&ﬁ%,l—
PIZE > CTEHEDEVERRE 2179 72 0I121%, ¥—7 — FIEAT 2HEEN:
DIEANIC M R A 7/#/7?%%%#%% ZDEBO-OICIZHHIC
T 5—2avOiEREHOCAETTEATSTHD, MBERNEVSHAZEZ S
WENH B, T ZTIE, mAHEE, MAPHEED 207 70 —F %242 3,

wo ZMRFHE (B 95, £7, RAHEICEZY MY —ILizoWTH
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T 5., wo N5, MBI OLER g ET5E,
@ = Plwll,) (4.24)

= E:P1MQT (Ty| L), (4.25)

LAMETE S, CHU, IR Io B AT L RO WMER  wo ICBT 57 T a
YDAAT ERIRCTED, g DIEOKE I GERTIgRE 7> ¥ 7322 ki
EODY LY=L 2IT),

FIRRIC, MAP #E CRRFBRMEREZHACTI VX v 72179, wo ICRT 3,
fBehiitifR I, D FRMERZ g,, ET D L,

9pp = p(Lc|wg) (4.26)
P(wo|L)p(I.
QELS() (4.27)
(. PwqlT) P(THIL) ) p(L.)
- (4.28)
Pwg)
o< gip(1e), (4.29)
E%%, 22T, ANTH B wg DFEHMER Pwg) FEBIK\TE % K

STz,

ZDXHIZ, MAPHEEICEITZ2 A7 g, 1%, RAMEICE TS A7 g1
BAFRHER O FHIHER p(L) ZHII A DR LD DICER->TR S, p(I,) DEEHTIZ
&A%@@%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%%f%b%ﬁ&%if%%# AKFFETIEFA =705
FTLEMERLE TS, COHA, g, kb7 FX VT, gickbzne—
I 5. DT, K Xfiﬁ BiO D GIRD, RLHEICEZY B Y=L

gt

179,

4.6 EE

4.6.1 RBEFEDFE®

PRETFIL (CCAsim, CCD1, CCD2) iZWwiid CCAIC X W F 5N k2% /
YRZA MYy ZIHIT 526D TH 5%, CCAsim & iR CCD (CCD1, CCD2)

Tl K DI PCCA OPHA 2w L, PHRERIYIC R 72 e 2218 & BREERT &
%%fw% CCAsim T, AJIFHEZERID> & TEEZER AN D S 5213 FEAR IR
BRI & B EittETIThbN, 2O Rica—2 )y N2 EE LTt 2 —
VAT 4w ZIZHGTW, ZHUIR L, CCD1 & CCD2 TIRHEZ Db DA
KCH Z 6N, oGRS HEINICREI NS, ZoREE, HERMD
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topic variable variable
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4.3: (a): Typical topic model approach. (b), (c): Approaches to the
annotation problem using PCCA.

BRICIFHEMHBIR B O R E ZIC Lo THEADIITSNE T IR D, XD ERY
RO EHEEBS SN T» S,

I 51T, CCAsim & CCD1 TlX, &¥EY v 7 NVOBELBOETIZE VT
S RNVEBOELGZEE L Tw\vds, CCD2 TGRS L 7 VB D /5
ZBCHIA L7 & D RBEBITOE CIFELBZETVw S LHfFTE 3,

4.6.2 Topic model ICED L fttFik & DREEM

4126 S 2 K )T, (HERR) IEXEMBIZHTIZ topic model & [FIERDHER
Mgz MA T3, EE, PCCA ZMERET NV E L TIERDMZ WG E6D
pLSA TH % LfRIRTE %, —fRAYIC pLSA S LDA 72 £ TlZ, ¥ v RIUIERTH
DHGERE 2 /A 5 L ) ICLHEp MR E 2 HOER LI NTW B 720, MEEINT
topic model 232 D F FiAlgR & %2 (K 4.3(a) . L2LBDS, —MRICEHD
BRIZ EM 70 3 A LPRETNA XL EOBRKGIREIC X 2HEEDINETH D,
RPN 72 ot U 2RAE S 40T, MERB IS RIIME IR SIRFE S 5. £z, FEHY Y
TIVEPHEER DI AR, SR A P B RESWART S, —F, PCCAIKIE
BSOS VY TNV RETNTH 5720, MBI RIS RERZ KO 5 C
EVXTELRPBRERRA) Y P THD, LrLAdo, HFEBEHRIIAKS v R
TH Y IEHSAEICITEH TE 228, topic model DFEEE X IE KA 25 D HE
IO\, 2R, — MV 7% topic model IZHED S WRT /) T—2 a v
FEEDORELMHERTH 5.

Z I TREFETE, M43 b)) D L)L, oL OEEHERREZ 7 L
Re UC8E b L, 39 HERFHE E 7 OVEHED> S topic model DREEEZ 1T |
22T, WL E 7 VR E LB B £ K0 (RHE0RI) %217
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I ZEVBHWNTH S, 2D, EHY VY T NVD—D—D% “topic” LMRL, F
BIR— 2V v 7NV OHGEERZ HAH T 5 2 & TR 2BE T 5. &0
TVAETGRAE & L TRRTE, Thor2 A7 ) L OHEICIE L TEADT
52 ETRA RADFGEHANIR R T 2. 0 kI g, REFIETIEIRITHEMD
BN 2R TH 2 7 VR y 2 TiTbh, Z20%w 2HWT/, V85
ALYy 7GRS EHEET 2 2BBOR Ty 72 G 2 LICEBRI NV,

CCAlCkO Y /) T—>avzir) 7 7u—F & LT, topic model 265 Hi /]
IND TNV OHERZEENHT 22 bE 2005 (K4.3(c). T4k
b, y=argmax [p(y|z)p(z|lx)dz 267/ T — a YRz 117 %00
EIGET 2 HERCTH D, L Ladis, CCA BRIIMEOMERIMELTEICT
iz, Lidosikham Bzl &3k e % 5. CCA I
X p Rz B T 7 T — a VIR L 7567098 & LTI, [75; 230] 232
JFoens, LaL, HIRY /57— a3 vk MR AFRETIE, R EHED
BEMEZ I E TV OATHIICERI T2 2 EI3HEL (, HROBIRIRE VL
B25.

ZAucxt LIRRTHIZ, ROuENE BRI OB A TRl LK £ 2 B
BIREZT- 705, WBEZREM L (2) ICEET 2IFENGEEZ 7 V7 X Y v 7
WZIEHT %, KO EHATEOET? 7 —F%2LoTW0n5E0WZ 5,
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Chapter 5

B{& / T— 3 >V F RO
£33

5.1 F—¥tvhk

KETIE, 420D 7 =%y FrZ2HOTRETIHER T / 7— a v FiEOMERE
Z W9 2. MR T 2 77— a v DR IIC B W TE, Corel5K [51] & W
BN 7—=%ty bRV F2—7 L L THOONTE 2, TETIZIZRITIZ,
IAPR-TC12, ESP Game EMEN 557 —% %ty PbHWLENTED, FF325D
— &%y FTiHliZ T Z EMEERN L 70 Fan ElxoTw 5 [72; 129), A
METYH, ZD320F =¥y FE2H, TR EDOkIKZTH . HIZ, X
hHBIDOKRE VT =&ty b TH 3 NUS-WIDE [37] b iHili o3I 5, u
TICZNZENHNHT 2, 72, £7—% -ty b OEIRE, HERSEZFE 5.1
LD 5,

Corel5K

Corel5K D1 IZHHRY /) T —> a v OMADTHICE I 52777 7 FAY V¥ —F
DRy F—7Thsb, T, Corel stock photo library D—#B% FIH L TE
SN T—Fky FTHY, 5000D T RUAEEIRDS%5, DI L, 4500
KB EEHOT—%, O D500 BT AT =7 E LTHEIN TS, 7—
F Xy T 260 EEOHGENEGE NS,

TAPR-TC12

IAPR-TC12 1%, & &b L HBEFEMOEGHEESY Z7Ic8 0w THwWs T —
ZXy b TH%, Makadia & [129] 1%, Z D6 AL FOAZMBL,
BR7 /)T —avdRyF2—2LL Ty b7y 72i7o7. 17,665 D2
U TNELIRDT A NS ok, 268 FEOMER &5,
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5.2. ERERTM

Table 5.1: Statistics of the training sets of the benchmarks.

| Corel5K | IAPR-TC12 | ESP Game | NUS-WIDE

dictionary size 260 291 268 81

# of images 4,500 17,665 18,689 161,789

# of words per image (avg/max) 3.4/5 5.7/23 4.7/15 1.9/12

# of images per word (avg/max) | 58.6/1004 | 347.7/4999 | 362.7/4553 | 3721.7/44255

ESP Game

ESP Game (%, ¥ 74 YOWHR T XY v 77— L [195] ICX D INESI /T X
WA EWBRE VT =% %y FTHS, Makadia 6 [129] 12 & b, —icFE
INTV35 60,000 DT> 7LD b2 THERERINS, 18,689 D2
BY L N E208IKDT AN A6, 201 EOMER &L, FEH
BROAR ST, 0 IRREREDLREREER» SIS,

NUS-WIDE

NUS-WIDE [37] i3RI K E T =52y FTH Y, 161,789 K DEE V> 7,
107,859 LD 7 A FPHHRIC X > TR L%, 2o, KB Z2BEELEY A
FTH D Flickr 2267 yu—FINLERTH 5. &5 HERIZSIHETDH
205, BCOVYIUBAFIZLDF 2y 730, 7LD EINTW35,

%B, 7%y FHICiE, S1FEBEDHEET LY FEE L 22 L IEIER
D AET 2. KRSCTIE, FBY 7O TIE 161,789 AT % v 5
D, TR Y TNV OVTIERE—DOD T LB OWNT W AHERE S v ¥ LI
2,000 BGEIR L, FEMIC 5.

5.2 ERESEm

AT, Corel5K, IAPR-TC12, NUS-WIDE D 35D F =%+t v +Z M\, #
RXFEOEMEZHERT 5. £7, REFEZMOXOTHIRTFE & gL, /v
NRIATYy ZERTY 75— a vV IicB T a2 RHET 5, FC, X%
S BMERRHEEZ v, AL 2 2 8UEROuEME &, KPCA IC X 2 IERUEHE S
IABBEDRICEMEDOM ST EEEL, ZNENED L) BGEICEITH 2%
K95,

5.2.1 [BERSHE
CorelsK & TAPR-TC12 122\ T, BLTND 5 DD EZ w5,
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1) Densely-sampled SIFT [124] bag-of-visual-words (BoVW) (1000 dim)
2) Densely-sampled Hue [190] BoVW (100 dim)

3) GIST [148] (512 dim)

4) HSV color histogram (4096 dim)

5) HLAC (2956 dim)

HLAC Rz b E, T35 OFHEUE TagProp [72] ILEWTHIHI N2 b DTH D,
FHHEODF—LR=YTREAZN T3, HLACFHEDFEMMIZ DV Tlid Appendix
CzZHHIN\»,

NUS-WIDE (22w Tix, UFD 4 > oEigkiEz w5,

1) Edge histogram (73 dim)

2) Color correlogram (144 dim)
3) Grid color moment (225 dim)
4) SIFT BoVW (500 dim)

o DRI, Ty FORBFICLVHSPUOMHINSDTH
D [37]), B—L_X=Y ETAHINTVE2 R=27 4L LT, W20
M7 base distance (x? BB, L1 BEREZ &) 2 Z2 N2 ol 2 EEaE
LGOI Z1T9. £72, 236D base distance #  — %)V PCAIZL D &
S50 L OMOIAATZLGAEIT OV THEHE L, HMICEIZPFEZEN L 72556 LD
g 2179

5.2.2 Ty bhF7Zv/

REFEZEL VL OPDORIUEMETEZ L, /87 X b Yy 7 LG 7
JT—vaviiBIIaMEE (FH) 2#&ET 2. 22T, kb HMAREN T
TH D kilifFEick Y7/ 7= avzir)., 7/ 77— avyoiEElE, Zih
ZNORIUEMTERIC L DR 6 N HEEEEH R OES 2R T EEZ 6N 5,

F9, REFEICOWTULCCDI(K 4.15), CCD2(XK 4.18) D % 5 9% .
CCD21x CCD1 &7 b, ¥ 7VHBELEORICE W TEEY Y 7LD 7~
NIl ERE T 5. FELCIE, 4fiz2shnicn,

W 2 Xt FEE LT, XRODDZFHET 5. Wwind, HAHEDOHE
FREMICE T 22—7 Y v Nz v~ 7VREME S LT 5.

thttp://lear.inrialpes.fr/data

2http://lms.comp.nus.edu.sg/research/NUS-WIDE.htm
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5.2. ERERTM

o PCA
e PCAW
e PLS

e nPLS
e MLR
e nMLR
e CCA

Z 2T, PCAW % PCA with whitening Z7~ L, PCAIZ & D535 4% FH DK
Z IR L 72856 % "3, PLS(nPLS), MLR(nMLR) OFfHIc DWW T, 3.2.2 fii
22| I N0,

k FOLFARICE W, BT 23069 v 7V R OL&EE, 7—% %y ba
RCTOBEDR DI WHEEZ B L THIT %, Corel5K & TAPR-TC12 (DWW T
X, NIRX—=F k% k=124816,3212tD, bIwrarzEHAdT2. [
12, NUS-WIDE I22WwTlE, k= 50,100,150,200 % & 5.

A X, FEARMNCIEATIIZED 71 b a) [51]ICHES . %7 A RIS 5 HEET
DT )T = aviRiTwv, HEEIT L ICER I NS recall & precision DY E, Z
DFfEZGFIET 2, TI2TlE, FaztEgiEe LTHvs, ik, flEa3KE
WIEET ) T avBIEHETH LI ERTLDTH S, #EL < 1X, Appendix
A ZZIRI N0,

5.2.3 SREREER

¥ 9, CorelsK & TAPR-TC12 DFEHICOWTIHRE, ZNo6DF—F £y T
DWW, BRI TTEU LR Y~ 7OV OB A 772 o, MLR
P CCA R EWTHEHEZBEETEZTILTY) AL 2B LW CH S, #
2T, AFEETIZ MLR (nMLR), CCA (CCD1, CCD2) IZ2W Tk, H60Ld
MR 2 PCAIZ X D 200 RITICHEAM L THWSL, A —3)L PCA Z w73k
PRIZHEEER T R O DA A Z LT I BRI, RPID 200 RIGD A —FVERTZ LD,
TNEFHLOEERREEE L THYS 43§22 L), BoOVW®A 77—t R
F I LEDER LTI LEHEICOWTIE, 2 HHEEOHOAAEITH. GIST
RO W T, BoB2 Rt I3 S T, BEmMmic L2 EE2sH W S
L2 EDBE\, LrLEds, AEBRTIELIEHROFRLVLEEZRLTWS
72, L1HEEOMOIAARZLTH . HLACKBUZDWTIE, 2 HEEE - L2 Mk - L1
PREEE B F L BRI E o a0, B — 2OV TR T 0 0 A

st

179,
172721, Hue BoVW IZ2WTIdd &b & DRHEDI 100 RILTH 57, ZDEEFHVS,
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X 5.1% 5K 5.101C ks %2 77§, PLS, MLR, CCA 7 £ D 5 ~)UiE#R % H
W 5 XIGHEAMETFE (linear) 1, unsupervised %2 FiETH 5 PCA IZHRT /) 7—
YavkiEEZRELA EZIE TV, KR, nPLS % CCD 23@E I ERE % 7
LTED, d=10~ 20 FRETILOMWGREED L2 i & FEM Lo F 25T
W5, JLOMBERRHEZERIIC =27 ) v FEZIRET 250 b LTIk, 2hoD
PIETFEIC X D XIuH RGN EOM A3 TE 5, L LAads, LD
MR T, 2—27 Yy FIEZKET 5 2 &Y T4y (Hue BoVW, HSV
color histogram 7 &) . 2 ® X 9 &y, HMliLfPPFIEIC X 2 X0, o
DGR L2 iHiEZ s b o0, A4 2 FlHiEZ: & 0BG o MR I
BELS KU VEE R E 22 (BIZIEK 5472 F) . iU, JEO MG BRI
=7y FMEZIRETE I LDIERVBRETELDTHLEEZSNS,
D &I e, A —3% )V PCAIZ X 2RO OIABDIAERNE 2 & 2357
5. ZITE, FEYYINVO—H (ng = 300) DAEHCTH—FWLETT-
TWBIZHEDHLS T, KECHEEZB LI T3 2 EFERE, —7, GIST
Frilx, %< OETHIRTI2HEZHWTWAZ LS RENS X IHIC,
Wzefica—27 Yy FIHERZIRET 5 2 & IZREBRINICH 2 BREZYMRBH S, D
729, K 5.7, K 580" X912, L1EROHOIAAIZFIZOGAICHXTZN
EERERERAIEICOED>TES T, A Lo It L AEREIME T T 2
ZEDG D,

PIF, ZoflicGonmilleEE%2EL 03,

o M (linear) D¥&r, CCD > nPLS > (Z0fth) L 2fHmICH D, Hi
IZ& > TEnPLS23CCD % k2 (B 21X 5.6) . Z4uid, L L
REHEE D LR EREE GRS E) 289 2 £ T, PLS DRfO%
EWEBERIBATNE -0 TH S EEZ 5N, K, KPCAIZXhHH
DIAADTbNT AL, CCD WHICEM ER>Tw3E, 22 Lk, %
fl2sEY)ic 2 —27 v v MEI N zmi$o b £ Tlk, CCD 23k by 2 phk
HAEZ25252 LR/ LTVAS,

o CCABIHDFHTIZ, CCD2 > CCD1 > CCA & %2358 03%\v>, CCAIZ
ETORIGZHEMICIK S 720, dDBREL B3 LHENIE LK TT 354
BHs5 Wz, K5.7). Ziuxl, CCDIZF{RILEFGIIHL THEHA
D270, HEMERIGE d DFREITH L TR EICEREZ > T\ 5,
F7:, CCD2IxCCD1 &b b U THRENR L, Vv 7IVEEEEIEICE
WTHIZ T RNVEHEDHF G2 ERET 2 EDPRBNLT0EE VRS,

o HLAC K%, HWAADFHEE L COIEFIC I WIERZRf> Z L0390 %, K
FETRZFBPETEEMAER L CETH D, hORELTKPCA 2\ 728
HEFAEN Lo ZR L Twb, U T, PCAW, MLR, CCA, CCD %
g, uRlc Atz 1T FiE2EH L2 BA8ICE WA a7 2R L Tw 5,
L L7536, JuRHEco L2 ik - L1 2 A 23846, PCA, PLS 7
ETURO DT RGET 5 FEEHOEGAEEREFE LKW a7 E k> T
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W5, 2Nk, HLACHEOF:D, FEEE T L OO M D 23D TK
L, DPORMEEEMOMBENRIKE W EWIWEREICERNT S, 2D L,
— MR RS E B D, R EAOEFREOBGT 2 HE L Wb DT L
T\ %, HLAC RO 2 BRFME TH 525, DX I 2Rk E
WCHEBELTHY 2B H 5.

KIZ, NUS-WIDE 2B} 25582 5.116K 5.141cF L0 5, #tEn T
WBEHEIZ LTINS FHILIN T A0, 2 T3 L1 IHEE & L2 BHEED AR — 2
A4 v E L THIICHV2 (BoVW Z2FR<). kL LT, Corel5K, TAPR-TC12
IZE T 2HE (linear) D& L FARDOMHIE Z /R L TV % LA 5, CCD I3 &EDFE
BICBWLWTHEEICIOEEZRLTED, d=10RETIHOMERREE H\ 7
FREEGHR & ME0MWE 25 TWS, L L%adss, Corel5K, IAPR-TC12 IZE I}
%R S D, CCD1 & CCD2 DMRBICERE 2213380 57z, NUS-WIDE
BRI KRB T — %2y b THBD, IV ELTEHEAZSNSDIE 81 fflisH
DR ZDOATH S, Znsld, RIUEMHOBETIZIENTH S H DD,
%%@#z?w%%%ﬁ% XEHES LT WnWigEEnrd 3.

wfZIZ, NUS-WIDE I8} 2 FHEROGHHER 25T 5. @Bkl s a A
M, HEZEDSNTdIZOVTEDFELRUTH D7D, I I TlkyEIicH
THRER 52T L DB, 22T, EfERIuEE d =20 & L -5EDFHE
RifHl 2789, GHEREIE, 8 a7 D7 A7 kv 75HAERE (Xeon 3.20 GHz) 2 w72,
PLS, MLR% CCD i, PCA XD b RELFHFE a A+ 20ELET 2500, §HE
DI RE L TH 2MERETH 2 2 L3005, BHS, BiEEHEDORICEDS,
HAGEHUT R LIHAINIZ R Z WS (p > ) IKZ DRI RSB, HlZIX, 500
RILD BoVW IZE T3, mﬁwﬁﬁ@cA;b§$<%ﬁfm . ZOFERIZ
£ 33BI oM oHHEINS. nE, mmsrmeﬁaiﬁﬁ@\%Eﬁ
RIZ 251 a A PR EL, FHHEEPIES o T0w3 2 203005,
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SIFT Bag of visual words (Corel5K)
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Figure 5.1: Results for the Corel5K dataset (1000-dimensional SIFT BoVW).
Methods are compared using different features with designated dimensionality
(d). For each entry, the left set of bars corresponds to normal linear methods,
while the right set corresponds to those with KPCA embedding.

F-measure SIFT Bag of visual words (IAPR-TC12)
o3 m— PCA
028 — pCAW
0.26 f——"PLS
[ nPLS
0.24
I — LR
0.22 I I m— nMIR
02 : - 1 — CCA
‘ r I I m— CCD1
e CCD2
| | I .
| | I ~ou
| | n
| | m
10 20 50 0

100 (d)

Figure 5.2: Results for the IAPR-TC12 dataset (1000-dimensional SIFT BoVW).
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Hue Bag of visual words (Corel5K)
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Figure 5.3: Results for the Corel5K dataset (100-dimensional hue BoVW).
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Figure 5.4: Results for the IAPR-TC12 dataset (100-dimensional hue BoVW).
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F-measure HSV color histogram (Corel5K)
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Figure 5.5: Results for the Corel5K dataset (4096-dimensional HSV color his-
togram).
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Figure 5.6: Results for the TAPR-TC12 dataset (4096-dimensional HSV color
histogram).
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5.2. BT

F-measure GIST (Corel5K)
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Figure 5.7: Results for the Corel5K dataset (512-dimensional GIST).
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Figure 5.8: Results for the IAPR-TC12 dataset (512-dimensinal GIST).
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F-measure HLAC (Corel5K)
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Figure 5.9: Results for the Corel5K dataset (2956-dimensional HLAC). Only
linear methods are compared.
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Figure 5.10: Results for the IAPR-TC12 dataset (2956-dimensional HLAC).
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5.2. BT

F-measure Edge histogram (73 dlm)
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Figure 5.11: Results for the NUS-WIDE dataset (edge histogram). Methods are
compared using different features with designated dimensionality (d).

F-measure Color correlogram (144 dim)
0.2
018 . PCA
0.16 . PCAW
0.14 . PLS
012 . nPLS
. MLR
0.1
s nMLR
0.08 — CCA
0.06 = CCD1
0.04 [ cen2
0.02 —L2
— 11
0 -
10 20 30 40 50 (d)

Figure 5.12: Results for the NUS-WIDE dataset (color correlogram).
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F-measure Grid color moment (225 dim)
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Figure 5.13: Results for the NUS-WIDE dataset (grid color moment).
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Figure 5.14: Results for the NUS-WIDE dataset (SIFT BoVW).
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5.3. FEITHR & DHER

Table 5.2: Computation times for training the system on the NUS-WIDE dataset
using each method[s]. We found that the differences in running times between

PCA and PCAW, and between CCA and CCD are negligible for a small d.

NUS-WIDE (161,789 samples, 81 words)
EDH (73 dim) | Cor. (144 dim) | C. mom. (225 dim) | BoVW (500 dim)
PCA (PCAW) 1.2 2.0 3.4 8.0
PLS 1.9 2.6 3.6 6.7
nPLS 3.5 5.2 7.4 14.6
MLR 2.0 2.7 4.0 8.3
nMLR 2.7 3.4 4.8 9.0
CCA (CCD) 2.1 3.0 4.5 10.1

5.3 FEITHHR EDLEE

KIZ, CorelsK, IAPR-TC12, ESP Game ® 3 2D 7 —4% £ v b Z v, fho
Q77— arvyFEEOWRBIEZITY). 2 TE, ¥F—7— FX—RAM§8E
() FY=r) OERBIZOWTHIIKT 5720, U b Y — )L ORI 72 E
AALDT VRV MAP H#EE %2 T I 5,

5.3.1 [ERISHE
DT D 32DGEIZOWTHNS,
(a) HLAC KD Az v, EHERZETEZEN T 5545,

(b) TagProp 23/\v> % 15 MO HEK 2 i 2 HATH — 2V X—RITHE S
L KPCA THOAAZ T o 7248, RRETLZEAT 254,

(c) TagProp 23Hv> 2% 15 MO MGFHZ R 2 HATH — 2 VR —RITHEES
L KPCA THI®IAA ZITH 4%, RETEZEMN T 254,

(a) TH % HLACFHERUIHIFiOFEE EF U D DTH 5. GOV TId Appendix
CzzIhiwv, 22T, (b), (c) DEHRICOWTHIHZIT9. TagProp T
&, BUT DR ZE 3.

1) SIFT bag-of-visual-words (Dense sampling)

2) SIFT bag-of-visual-words (Harris detector)

3) Hue bag-of-visual-words (Dense sampling)

4) Hue bag-of-visual-words (Harris detector)
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5) RGB color histogram
6) HSV color histogram
7) LAB color histogram
8) GIST feature

1), 3), 6), 8) IXFIHiDEEECTCHWZbD LFA—~TH 2. X512, TagProp T 8)
ZRETOREIZOWT, B vz 3% L, ZRZNogEEk) o @il
FEGLARZITORELZb Db HW S, fiE->T, mAENICH 2K EEE 15 #E
BE 3, RETHETIE, GISTIZOWTIZ L IHEE, 2 AR WTIE
A 2 FehifElc X 5 GRBF A—# VZERKT 5. RIZ, ZNZNDH— )Lz ki
IS E L Tk h—2 v e L, KPCAIZHW?3

Np
Kall = Z CYZKl (51)
i=1

ZIT, Np 3RO (22T Np = 15) , K; \3i HHORHRD 5 —
FNVERL, o FZOMHNNBZEATH S, A —2NVIIHIT2EHADFEEIL
multiple kernel learning [107] & FEIE3 2 MR- E O 0B IC 3\ TREA ISR S
NTVLEHETH 5. (b) TlE, &HHEMICTETD A — 2V DEAZEAfiIZFK
¥ 5,

average 1 B
Koy = Nn ZKi' (5.2)
=1

()T, XD FAZITHL D —FNDEAZEETLIEE2EZ S, KCCA
IZBIT 5 MKL bREINT 5 [216] 28, mid{Lo KEFHHEO A7y 72 LIl
ERTE % i DD B 72 &, BIHEEDS >, T 2 Tld, support vector regression
(SVR) [50] I & % 7 VRO %Z # A 7 & LT MKL 217\, ik S 7z
HAZKX 5 1UCHV S, SVRICK 3RS, RENAEENTHZ T/ 7—va v

IFT L BERT L RVAS, REPICHEER A — RV ZBIRTE 3 LHRFTE 5,
MKL SVR D %2413 Shogun Library [177] Z > 5

PIf%, (a) D¥ifr% CCD (HLAC), (b) D¥i&% CCD (15F: average+KPCA),
(c) ¥ % CCD (15F: SVRMKL+KPCA) £ K7 5.

5.3.2 HREREER

5.3, % 5.4, £ 5512, ZNEFN Corel5K, IAPR-TC12, ESP Game IZE ) 5 #
R2FLs, KAAT7OEKIZOWTIX, Appendix A Z&HI N\, 22
TlE, A—FWLICHW R EEY v PV % nge =300 & L7z, (7, LTk
D9 b Hiffilc HLAC R % > % CCD (HLAC) I%, TagProp % k& < i D Fik
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5.3. FEITHR & DHER

Table 5.3: Performance comparison using Corel5K.

[ MR [ MP [ F-m | N+ [ MAP [ MAP (R+) |

Co-occurrence [137] 0.02 | 0.03 | 0.02 | 19 - -
Translation [51] 0.04 | 0.06 | 0.05 | 49 - -
CMRM [92] 0.09 | 0.10 | 0.09 | 66 0.17 -
Maximum Entropy [93] 0.12 | 0.09 | 0.11 | - - -
CRM [109] 0.19 | 0.16 | 0.17 | 107 || 0.24 -
NPDE [220] 0.18 | 0.21 | 0.19 | 114 - -
InfNet [131] 0.24 | 0.17 | 0.20 | 112 0.26 -
CRM-Rectangles [60] 0.23 | 0.22 | 0.23 | 119 || 0.26 0.30
Independent SVMs [123] 0.22 | 0.25 | 0.23 | - - -
MBRM [60] 0.25 | 0.24 | 0.25 | 122 || 0.30 0.35
AGAnn [121] 0.27 | 0.24 | 0.25 | 126 - -
SML [29] 0.29 | 0.23 | 0.26 | 137 || 0.31 0.49
DCMRM [122] 028 | 0.23 | 0.26 | 135 | - -
TGLM [120] 0.29 | 0.25 | 0.27 | 131 - -
MSC [197] 0.32 | 0.25 | 0.28 | 136 || 0.42 0.79
Matrix Factorization [123] 0.29 | 0.29 | 0.29 | - - -
JEC [129] 0.32 | 0.27 | 0.29 | 139 || 0.33 0.52
JEC (15F) [72] 0.33 | 0.29 | 0.30 | 140 - -
CBKP [126] 0.33 | 0.29 | 0.31 | 142 - -
GS [226] 0.33 | 0.30 | 0.31 | 146 - -
TagProp [72] 0.42 | 0.33 | 0.37 | 160 || 0.42 -
CCD (HLAC) 0.36 | 0.32 | 0.34 | 149 | 0.42 0.63
CCD (15F: average+KPCA, nx = 300) 038 | 0.34 | 0.36 | 151 || 0.42 0.64
CCD (15F: SVRMKL+KPCA, nx = 300) || 0.41 | 0.36 | 0.38 | 159 || 0.43 0.65

(JEC, GS % &) LFAFORMEELET 5 2 LRIk, s DT
T, EEOWGRRSEHOEEZA LI TR0, RETFEIZ1IOD
HEEOATHB T ABERER L CL A EICHEEI N, 612, KPCA I
XD EBREEOAA LRI LD ECT /7=y ay - ) Y= LiEEE
BHTwns3,

KIZ, H—F MW B IEEY » 7V Bin, L RBEEOBFRZIN 5.151C
RT. ZDEIIE, D% DV YT NE D —FALICH 13 &R R 11
195, 57, BEDH— 2NV Z2EMAEATHAG I 756 (15F: average) &
Db, MKLIZ XD EAZEE L2854 (156F: SVRMKL) DA 055 E 23 Ed %
r—=AD% o, 2O, FRZ ng DI OEAICHEETH 505, ng BIRKE WL
BAIIMNT LB TIEZ C, 15F: average D DY EEEIT L Wilikig e 2 R~ 785
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Table 5.4: Performance comparison using IAPR-TC12.

| [ MR [ MP [ F-m | N+ [ MAP [ MAP (R+) |

MBRM [129] 0.23 | 0.24 | 0.23 | 223 0.24 0.30
JEC [129] 0.29 | 0.28 | 0.30 | 250 0.27 0.31
JEC (15F) [72] 0.19 | 0.29 | 0.23 | 211 || - -
TagProp [72] 0.35 | 0.46 | 0.40 | 266 || 0.40 -
GS [226] 0.29 | 0.32 | 0.30 | 252 - -
CCD (HLAC) 0.26 | 0.35 | 0.30 | 249 || 0.32 0.38
CCD (15F: average+KPCA, nx = 300) 0.28 | 0.43 | 0.34 | 251 || 0.37 0.43
CCD (15F: SVRMKL+KPCA, nx = 300) || 0.29 | 0.44 | 0.35 | 251 || 0.39 0.44

Table 5.5: Performance comparison using ESP game dataset.

| [ MR | MP [ Fm | N [ MAP [ MAP (R+) |

MBRM [129] 0.19 | 0.18 | 0.18 [ 209 | 0.18 0.24
JEC [129] 0.25 | 022 | 0.23 | 224 || 0.21 0.25
JEC (15F) [72] 019 | 024 | 021 | 222 | - -
TagProp [72] 0.27 | 0.39 | 0.32 | 239 | 0.28 -
CCD (HLAC) 0.18 | 0.27 | 0.22 | 221 || 0.19 0.22
CCD (15F: average+KPCA, ng = 300) 0.24 | 0.33 | 0.28 | 236 | 0.26 0.30
CCD (15F: SVRMKL+KPCA, nx = 300) || 0.24 | 0.36 | 0.29 | 232 || 0.27 0.31

HBbHD., DL, BBBELZEMNAT 25813 —2VLICHw S v
WEZERT I EDRICEBETH D Z E 2R L T3, e, ki ZRET
FaxbzBEAEALPEY Y 70X ) —2 b ziT) 561, MKLIC X 5%
BIRAENTH S E\VWZ B,

BARIC, TRET L & TagProp [72] DFkMEREDFE L W I 24T 9. TagProp @
EOTERIERE 1, HERHEEZ Yy VB EOEEOAL ST, nY
2T 4w 7T T D2EFIC K YT L DEEY V TNVEDNAL 7 AZFERN L
TWEHRIZK S EZADRE W, [72] I, HEEEEHEYEE O A DL % TagProp
ML, v A7 4y Z7HRlE T VEINZ 556 % TagProp oML & Kitd 5. g
fik (FH) 2R 5.6iCF &5, RETER, PEOY V7 (ng = 300) 2 H
Wich =32 I EB W TH, Corel5K 122> Tl TagProp oML, Ao
TagProp ML % k|2 MR8 % T\ 5. TagProp oML LD B R T 4y 7
HAETILDOEAIL LD, BEFHEICBOWTHHICHRER E2T2 2 2 L 25iE
INBD, ZIISHROFEE T S,
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5.3. EITHHR & DLELE

Corel5K IAPR-TC12 ESP Game

— 15F:ave.
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0.25 025

0.2 0.2

0.15 0.15

0.1 0.1

005 005 0.05

0000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000
# of kernel base samples # of kernel base samples # of kernel base samples

Figure 5.15: Annotation performance (F-measure) with a varying number of base
samples for kernel PCA embedding.

5.3.3 EEIRXb

5718, RETHEBITMIEOHE I A M %, 8 EREBFIC T TORT. K
Bl 77— ~O#HZ QHICB WG, T BINT A=Y 74
DRHCEHEETH D720, FEHY VY TVBNICNTE2aRMIOWTELET S, £
72, ng ZA =2 WLEITIGEICHCREEY Y 7V ET 5, 22Tl T
W D HCRICBN - FRRRIEE 2 R L T\ % JEC [129], GS [226], TagProp [72]
Lo E F Lok,

IS DIEATIZEIZ T RT, REFILLFE LUKV Y IV R=2D@7 v I
VDALZESDTWVED, T/ 7—YavDitFaz MzwuindEEr vy 7
B L TH S, LoLADS, &Y 7 EDBUERHiZ1iT) 2 2 bA3
S 57-0, EEOFRERHHICIZZEIR NS, JEC, TagProp IFM{ERFHZEM I
BOTH Y 7V EOFMEFMZIT) 72d 7/ T—>avyDaRx I ODN) &
%%, RETIETIZIPCCA DEBEEEMICBVLWTINEIT)I 0, HHEax I
O(dN) &7 %, —f#IZ, CCAICXZITMiTd <p E2 570, FHEax 3T
DSR2 CHEPEFNM 2T Ha L D bR I 5. FERROGI R =X
K DFEIRIZ X 270 B IEEEGR T E 2w, H 2 1E TagProp Tld 15 FHD
FrgE 2 HWTED, ZOXRIuEUIAFTTTEIT RS, U LIREFIETH
WV BIFLEZE DR ITEUE 50 25 100 FRETH b, mEICHEPERHliz179 2 &
WHEETH S, 72771, h—F)VPCAICKZMDIAARZITIGEX, H—FIL
R—ZADFRZLT ) BRHCTTOBRERHRZEMIC B 1 2 RN E 22 5. 2D
72, h—FULICHW S EEY » 7VEDIEZ 5 &, REFIRIC L 253 ko
BIRIFFE L RN T %, [FRRIZ, GS Tld group sparsity & W 7222812 X D iR
XN 3 dog KILDR#ZE W CTEBEfifThn 5.

RIZ, FFICHELR R MZOWTERS, JEC I BIHEGRR % H o B
REOLEEEN 21T FIETH 5720, AW HEE 7 = — X XEEL %\, GS,
TagProp IZEEDOFHEEDORELEAZYH T 572012, FHT—2ICBIT 524
T2 M Z RO 2 0B H 2720, BEICIFHHIZAMZOWN?) k2
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Table 5.6: Comparison of annotation performance (F-measure) using TagProp.

| [ Corel5K [ TAPR-TCI2 | ESP Game |

TagProp ML 0.337 0.329 0.284
TagProp oML 0.369 0.399 0.323
CCD (HLAC) 0.341 0.207 0.217
CCD (15F: average+KPCA, nx = 300) 0.355 0.342 0.277
CCD (15F: SVRMKL+KPCA, ng = 300) 0.383 0.353 0.286
CCD (15F: SVRMKL+KPCA) 0.394 0.391 0.296

Table 5.7: Comparison of computational costs against the number of samples. N
is the number of whole training samples, while ng is the number of those used
for kernelization.

’ H Training ‘ Annotation ‘
JEC [129] - O(pN)
GS [220] O(N?) O(dasN)
TagProp [72] O(N) ~ O(N?) O(pN)
Proposed (linear) O(N) O(dN)
Proposed (KPCA embedding) O(N +n3) | O(dN + png)

B3, [72] TIREBI R FE 2T OIERIE A — 5 CEE 2T T 5, RETEICE
WTHUL & 72 B CCA DEENE, HITHdTh & —RALE A ERE O R 5 2 D,
D) LEEY V INVEBIKIET 2 DS HATIHORETH 5. E->T, BE
Tk (linear) (XY ¥ 7VEUCK L TIMIEA — " THEVFEITTE 5. —77,
KPCA OFHEIE A — F VAW 23 TVEL (ng) D 3FA—F D a R +h3
D570, KPCAIZKXAMODIARIE ng DIREL 125 EIEFFENIZ L 5.

54 ZEE

REFEZEMEN LR F2— 71 L fGH, BT & g taoznwy
JT—=vaviBEPEoNn, £, FE - REBOMAICE WTEE IR FE KR
ELHIRTE R Z Lot 2, RETFEVBEANICHIEOYSE TiHE%
HWTnwa7-0Th 4,

Lo Ledy s, HERFEDSIFE 2 iR 22 Fr oL e, B iREF L2
HT2LEH LT/, 7= a v BEMETNT 22 LRSI N, 20Xk
G, A—FNVEZHOTHOLLOY Y Ve —2 Y v FERICHDIAL Z
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5.4, R

ETHLTEZHDD, +0ligrBEs7-0I1I13% DYy 7 V2 HnTh—
FUALZAT ) BEDBH 5. FERIVIZ, R A NI OSA IR T A
Z, BEFHEDORX) v b KRb s, BlfE, —MISE&L Tv 30 EDS
CNFIERME R RSt R 22720, oYL v=Id% L OBHICREL 7+ 5.

—75, HLAC R Tk EJER ICHMED X {, BRI O A T
RFE2EHT 5720, ok z H— 2L L 7254 £ F%D EoMiEnE
SNz, Ziuk, HLACKAWERD H 2 FE2—27 ) v FIARMEEZHELTW3
o ThrEtEZOND,

CD X, EREHS AT LOBFRICH o TIE, RikTE: E HEGRSE
OMM%EEZ Z TG 2T ZEPHEETH S, AREOBELIC XD, RRETHEICH
LTI HLAC KD & 9 1, BT EZ EEEEH TR 2 R EEZ w5 2 L
T, A= 7N OEREDT ) 57— a vy 7PN a) RLANEHTESZ L
BRI NI, RETIE, 0 X9 %50 % i 7z 3 MY 7o ISR H o Pk 24
ZHHT 5.
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Chapter 6
IB{SRIFEECIN FIEDFHF

1 RETIX, CCD D &I BfEFIERICE T H IR Z R T E 251 2 R
Bz i d 2 P ADBHFE 21T ).

6.1 RBFEFAEEYHLISOXREBIHEI—TavT

RELTTT, HEDS DAY FAHTIERD 2 2O TR 6N 3.
1. 28D TR O
2. i I N FTEHEZ — > DO KRR 7 b v~Na—5F 4 v 7

1 & 2 Z2NF IR BN 7 P LVOMREICBE D 2 BEAEETH 22, i
H O REHRERFRDHIE TIETIC 2D a—F ¢ v 7 DL RIC L b KIgIZER%RMERE
DA B9 2 EAVRI T W A [156; 201; 218; 228]. FKFIZ, a—F ¢ ¥ 7hik
LR AR DR E AT BRI H B, 22T, AETIEa—T« v 7 Of#EIC
WMo ticT 2, a—F4 v 7icBnTi#it 3003, HigroHtians
TR AR OREEHINER 2 Wi LTI X ST 2200, L) ETH 3.

REDAETEEL IR 253, —fRIY 7 bag-of-visual-words (BoVW) [40] (&, 47
1 DERDOMEHRFEZBICHH L T3 EMRTE 5, ZhicxfL, IRETE
TS, DA OEROEMEZZH I3 7 7a—F%2 L %, BAARICIZ, i
EH DAY A3 &Y, FEROFITRO % € 7)WL, Yk a—74
v 7Tk LB R 2 RGN T 5. OB, [EHGRA [4] oA Z v 5 LT,
A — 7 TN RIGE 2 T) T LN TE .

REFEZ v IV T 7Tu—FTho0, HrxlhrT—7IcBTRIFRE
HBEZETWS, £, RETEIZ BoVW MM ZBIRICH 2720, WiE %[
R 2 2 &ETE SIS m B3 5,
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6.2. &ITHR

6.2 {73

22T, RFTREO AT ORI & v ) Bl S AT RIC O TR L 5. — RN
I, WHEEEER T 2 TR IS RRIGTH 2 5603% v, BlZIE, &HINCH
WHLTW 5 SIFT [124] X128 RILTH 5. L L5, HR—KH D25
M SN2 PRI EE S4BT HIEZETH D, ZDkd, LEICHAER
RT3 ZERESG TR, £6.12, DHETILVOEME, a—F 4 v
DR 2 BAEIATI R 2 09 5. DUT, 202 0@ 21719,

6.2.1 Non-parametric method

FHZRIEHT 5 ETOo LB EENLE T 7a—FIE, a—T4 v 7o 7uv A%zl
ATH IS, LDRIRHEE 8T A MYy ZICHHT A2 L TH S, Boiman
5 [21] %, Naive-Bayes nearest neighbor (NBNN) Al HIZ 24 L 7. NBNN T
X, 72V BT TR TORIRICOWT, 2FHEERO RO 5
FOlLfi v 7V &, 2 ORGUTX D ZAT ). NBNN i3> > 7V )ik
D35, 2008 FEMIRHIM L2 R E < B 2 Gk 2 adik L, RELEHZRY
o, ZHUE, Y TNR=—2ADTIU—F2L %I LT, SaERzERE T
WNZEICHHATE TS50 THs EEZONS, LorLukds, @ikziT)
72 DICBREEHERDO TN TORPREe AR LT E, 72RO RITRE
t OB EAT ) MED D 5720, FHHE A IR THEH», ZD7d NBNN
FHEMEICRRIFLTFETH S EEDI 220500, RFTREBONMEIC—4A
ZRUEHTEERCIIETSH 5.

6.2.2 Gaussian Mixtures

Gaussian mixture model (GMM) IZfREN LT X b Y v ZHERE T L D—DT
HY, JEFRHEAADOE T MU IEHINTw S, mHIOA E L TIE, Vas
concelos 6 DL [136; 192] BT 6N 5. %51, GMM IC & b FHH{R O RATE:
BAMDOERETVEREET 2 L &I, DMEELEZBEARAAR A — 3V
Bz SVM IS T 2 2 & ClAIcFI T2 7 7a—F 24 % L. GMM 2H
W TR, OB Bt VR R BICHH L Tw 3 EfREIRT E, BAHRIC
AN AR R ERER DL 5295, L Lo, Bido X 9 ic—Ko
R 5T E 2 RATRMEEUIIR D 235 % 7=, HHREHS D GMM % ZE I HEE
T 52 LIFFEBRICIXIZIEAAIBETH 5. Vasconcelos & DIFZEIZEWTDH, FER
DEBRIZEVWTGOGMMIZ X 2 ETNMEIZFEEL TE LT, H—Dh 7> 7 v OF]
HICEE-> T3,

ZDHERIZ, GMM IZ¥ET— 2y ML o BEEL, 4 omiko
FHEZIPoDESFELTRHETE 7 70 —F2ERWTH 5 [153; 227; 229].
Zhou & [227] 1%, HHEDO GMM ZZ D7 7a—FICLDHEEL, ZDRT7 X —
8 R OFHEAR 7 bV E L THW., £72, Perronnin 6 [153] 1, 7—% kv
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;D GMM 2> 6 D#57% Fisher A 2 7 X7 b )VOFETE L, Fisher 71— L% H
b)@f%u%kgu *U}EHL'/L\_ uh%@%;‘{%\: ilﬂb)n/un%k ﬁ;%‘ij‘ 75 q::‘?fg(’\ﬁ kL
7 — &%zbé@@i&%r»«%@@ IS LIRS 5, o5 27
«@m?%% 213 GMM OFMEEINETH 505, GMM DOFHE a2 2 b IZIER
ﬁ%mﬁbﬁ 1t 5,

6.2.3 Bag-of-Visual-Words

Bag-of-visual-words (bag-of-keypoints) [40] 1%, SCHFHED—2TdH % bag-of-
words [130] 2 HERRFHNCH L 72 b DTH D, ﬁ&~%ﬁ@%?”f5777
VPRI UF—FO77u—FEHoTw5, £, GMM O84 LIRS, %
BT =%y b ERORIREZ 7 7 A8V v 7352 LICk b, RS “)75>0)7
7 A& Huly (visual words) 2135, —fRIVICIX, 77 A% Y ¥ 71d k-means IEIC
o TUTbN %, FHEDJGATRHEIE R b TV visual word ~NEI D HTHN,
FEIIIZ visual word D& A+ 77 L3 Z DEEROFHEIR 7 PV b, ZOTFik
¥, GMMIZEWTHET TS 7 Y DIRGUDHZRE L THWTW S EERT
5. ZDOMT, bag-of-visual-words |$ 5 R DR ZBUCHH L TWw3 &
W25,

Bag-of-visual-words (%, HERWEHE 2 2 b CRGFGRFEE 2B o515
CEDOEHZRUYTE L, L2 LBV SMRTREERLELHEI L O0H D,
BN R2 I T3, £9, BHMUGTEOMENER T oD, HHENE
k-means #ETlE, 77—ty FRERIZEWTY V ZUDEITHA L T 25557
rtuA FBRE»rNE70, 0T L HIEL OG22 RELY % 791258 L 72 visual
words DYVEKTE v, TORFEICH L, Jurie 5 [95] 1F radius-based mean-shift
clustering ZFIfH$ 2% 2 &C, kKD#Yka—F7 v 7 (visual words) D3EKT
L2 LA, Wub [211]137 7 2% v 7RG E & L T histogram
intersection 23 —fRIVIC T S Mg 2 AT 2 2 L 2R L. £72, RATRED
=74 ¥ DB, BEHED visual word ICHHMIBIVIZEI D T2 DTIE% <, ]
D ?D visual word ICEEZFF L THID 24T 3 soft assignment strategy [154; 191]
D7 7R —F I N TS, FITESE, DD visual words IZHI D 4T 24T
PAN=AA=T 4 Y TIZK DB ERHIAN T PADERTE D 2 EDRINT
B, RELFEHZHBET TS [201; 218].

bEAA, 77ARYY TP ORALGESEE SN Tw 5, HIAIR, Tuyte-
mmwﬂmﬂi%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ®70/k\%&A//l D S BAHUGE 2 1R
ZLTw3%, 7, Shotton & [171] I, random decision forest % FIFH U 7z 5%
e EEHL 7.

6.2.4 Covariance Descriptor

BXDfaEZ T 2 FkE LT, Tuzel 5 DFRZE L 72 covariance descriptor
[188; 189] BZET 5%, i, RFTREOLTHATH 2 mERE 7 b e
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6.3. IERFiE . Global Gaussian Approach

Table 6.1: Summary of previous work and our work from the viewpoint of local
feature statistics.
’ H High-level \ Low-level ‘

Dense Non-parametric [21] Covariance [188; 189
Gaussian mixture model [136; 227] | This work (single Gaussian)
Sparse Bag-of-visual-words [40; 218]

LCa—F4 73350 THY, B AGAEITHE D CIRETE L EHICBRT
%3, BTN, V- SE EDORE L TERINS, 51T, Wodio
FIRICX D L RRIEDOHEEZIEH L, LogitBoost 12 & 2%¢E 2119, ZDOFiEL,
MNEH Y A 7 1B W THEOGREGREEZ T L0 5, ol REN R =
Th b, FMEREG DR S N BDRITRHED & T b RN E I TTRE T H
5 LMRFTE 3.

6.3 BEFE . Global Gaussian Approach

Hiz2, WERIEAS O RFTRHED T A7 Agfi e LTERET %, 2% global
Gaussian approach [144] EMESZ &2 T3, 2 2 TD global &1, JRRTRHEEEH
BRICBWT DD AN RS 2L 2BHR LI D TH Y, ZEHb DT
17 M5 %2 #EE 9 %2 GMM ° bag-of-visual-words & XftbZ 25 L T\ 3,

6.3.1 RBEMCEDIS AV FZOI—-FT1Y

HLHEBR L D6, DXITRITRHE (v} 2 T250ET 5, 1%, /87 X —
8 0(5) ZFEOA T A5 pi(v;0(5)) I K> TEHHI NG, ZY VT LORTHY
AL, V<SR Lo—HE LTINS, 361, HREMOFEL
Fo, BERIICERAE S 2GR %2 2 — 3 VBIE E L TH VW, iGN ~NIGH T 5.

WEsortih o A 2 AR ZIRAS & L C, FeiliZ /7 — % )L1d Kullback-Leibler
(KL) A N=Y 2 VARILHEE DI DBDTH S Z LRI NE,. T, [136]1cE
WTHOWS N D EFARWIZE-—TH D, global Gaussian approach D K5 [H
B ERZ252%, L2Las, KLYAN=Y 2 A3Ea A IR
WORREZLIELE T 57280, A7—7EV 7412w, 22T, [HEHEMOTF
HBEHAVWL LT, KLYAN=Y 2V AZREMT 2 a—7 1 v 7 kE2ERT
%, 2T kD, KEORKNZHNTS 2 8L BE 2 R~ 7 P L5
ns.
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6.3.2 [BEBMADBEN

TEHCRAT [4) 13 &M 2Ic D CRRTH b, SEEHNAEE Tk o 81 70 R
ZHIE LT E 5% 4] nfHOEEST A =% 0 = (0',...,0") 2R OMERAE
v DHERNAG p(v;0) #EZ D, 0= (0),...,0") RIEMER EE L5 L, HERNGE
FUREIZ) — VSRR E AT L TE B, fl4 DIERIARIZ, %Rk I
D—HIZHINT 5. HWREAIZ, ZOSERICHRIICHR G2 AN, %
T, 74y iy —IlERTIEZ Y —~vitEE LTHIAT 5.

9dlog p(v; 6) dlog p(v; 6)

Glam(e) = L 90! opm

(6.1)

SRR EOKEO T RFIRZENEFN L= ) vy FERTH D LARE S, I
I3 Z DRI E T 222 E VXN, NEDSY) —< VEMRICK > TERI NS, X
12, IS OBEMOER 2T, [EERMTIX, ot & TN 282 %5 2
5. a IS REDOHEEZIRET 27 A= TH 2, W OrDRH LiERE
TWICBHL T, @Y7 X —FHER 2 E 52 L2k, BREEOERR
B EToLhs ESZ, Bzl 2EBTED, 2D X9 BIEEESR ¢ D3
T2 EE, ETNVERM (BHKRIE) 1o FHTH S LERIN, Elda-T 74V
JERER EWEEN S, o-F3H 2T, IHBERE o- R LR E 22 (a-lHE
B . F7, o PHAEMIZEIC —a-THTHZ 2 EDAONTE D, HEER
ERE DT 7 4 VEER (—a-7 7 4 VIEEER) BEET S LTTE 61
FHELLOIBRZ 2, EHEMTIE o =+1 DBADRHICER L 2 52 HEE, Hil¥
FIZBWTALHOON TV AERE T VDS LI +1-FEERDFET 5 2 L A3
AMoNTVG, Dk, THERRANIZE F X F 428 TR 20T & R
I N TE ., HlZIE, EM7VIY XL [3], 7—AT 4 ¥ 7 [141], 25X
A R RS ICHEA L 22023217 o s, 3L, |4 23,

FEBOARIZEM M b BEEAEREFLTH Y, HEREMICE LTS D
78l % B3, BB MEIZL T ORI L D ERI NS,

p(v;0) = exp (i 0 Fy(v) — (0) + C’(v)) . (6.2)

ZIT, OFETNLDNRIRXA=FTHY, FIREBHIINDMHERLER v ITKFT 5
BE% GHIERIB) TH 5. (@) 3FA T2 VB TH D, C(v)ld 0 LM%k
B CTH 5. HEGMABEIT1-FHTHY, 0 0WNIET 5 1-7 74 VEERTH 5.
bRk 9z, 0 ERMDT 7 4 VEESR D = (0, .. on,) B & BT EDTE,
ni = Ep[Fi(x)] ICX > TEEIN S, n- BRI FAoMEHROZEMTH % & R

Lo =0 DHAED, YWHYETLIZLIZES T % Levi-Civita i TH 5.

MEHCRMTCIE, 18P 1P EDOFEEIIRIINC e- B, e-THH (e:exponential), -1-#2fi
P-1-FH 7% EO ST m-FEHE, m-FH (mimixture) & ZNFIERI N T 5208, T 2T
D= 0EMET 5,
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6.3. IERFiE . Global Gaussian Approach

TE 5, ROV —v VEHRI 0-FEER DR & (G, K 6.1) DT L 7% 5,
I, UM OIS X D BIRIICER§ 2 2 LI TE 3,

o
0N

no_
Im —

(6.3)

6.3.3 Generalized Local Correlation (GLC)

A7 SEBIMHEIBLTED, n=D+D(D+1)/2D37 XA =% %¥F;
D, p L EZENENFAOEG LS HE TS, KX 6.21000T,

C(v) =0, F(v)=v, Fjw)=uvv; (i<y),
' = Z(Efl)zj/ﬁj’ 0" = _%(Zl)n’, 07 = —(27)y (1 < 4), (6.4)

j=1

DEHTENX, A7 AL ERDIETEINS,

Mw0%=wpl§:WE@%FEZHW%@%—W@ : (6.5)
<i<D 1<i<j<D
=72, .

0(0) = Su"S kL log(2m) 5], (6.6)

E7o, O-JERER &R nEERRIFRD K 1Tk D,
M = iy Nij = S+ prapty (0 < j). (6.7)

O-JEREZ LT TN X —F DEMTHD, nr?%‘biﬁ“’\%ﬁg@%ﬁ“(%%
DD SERINE YV 7V (FETRHR) 230 ICBC & 2 AR 22 5601
mf@,8%6@@%%%mmf%;m.L#L&ﬁ%,ﬁ%%m@%#vfw
(HifR) 1I2OWTIRS NIRRT 2 2 L TER L, 2Dk,
B SHEE S NS HEHREZ IV, v Tz nlBEERA7T 0y F 15, e, e
ZZNZIn B, n; WIS 2EIRARY PV ET S, BRI, DITo X
IIZELR I N B,

n = Z niei + Z 1ij€ij
1<i<D 1<i<j<D
(7]17---;77D77711>~-~>771D777227---772D7-~->77DD)T
- (ﬂl,---,ﬂp,in*l—ﬂ%,-- Sip + fufip,
San + 12, Spp + 13" (6.8)
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X 6.82R T K 91T, n-BEERIREIM S 5 WATRHE O FEE O L HB Z F11%E
L7bDIZh>TwW5, TDa—754 v 7%, generalized local correlation (GLC)
EMERZ EICT S, 2k, LN HLAC R4 [149) © ARz —Mfbic 2z - ¢
80, EEDRPTREEID 12X U THHRICEA WRE R RBIEATH 2 L v A
5. nMEERD) —< VEFRIEUTO L) 1Tk 5,

= (=) U-kuTE )+
ZD ki ZkD:l 1 (57 ks,
Citp) = — (E7 i Z (kg =
(wamE:iﬂﬂdszm (p <),

D
G?(pp) = — (7 )y Zk:l e (S
G?PQ)(TS) = (2 (E g + (B0 (B
(p<q,r<s),
G?pq (rr) — (E_l)pr<2_1)rq (p <aq),
L 1v2

Glop)rr) = 5(2 Jor (6.9)

%K?Giﬁ 68 k ;ﬁjﬁﬁ:j— % . {ﬁﬂi oi, GZ](P‘I) = <eia epq>, G?PQ)(TT) = <eP97 err) T

b5,

6.3.4 H—=IVEHK

KL divergence based kernel

WA T, 2 DDOMERIA f(v), g(v) IKHIET 2 LHEKD 280 P« f(v),
Q: gD a-FAN=Y 2 VAU TD LI ICERINS.

DEO(PQ) = (8(P)) + ¢ (n(@) = 3 0'(P)n(Q). (6.10)

ZIT, on) 3 nERERICBIERT Y2 VEABTH S, a-F A N—P 2
A%, EERRMIcB W TEERSGEHZ 877, BHRERIICIE, 258 PQ MDIEHEM
JEZRTHDTH B0, WNRAEDEK Y L7225\ 7 DECE I X IR R TIE v,
%nE, WL —a-F4 =Y 2 2F DEY(P||Q) = DY(Q||P) £ 7% 5. HESy
MEDEG, 1-FAN—C 2V R (a=1)1F f(z) & g(x) DKL ¥4 N—Y =~
AT %,

K(fllg) = / f(@) [log f () — log g(x)] da. (6.11)
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6.3. IERFiE . Global Gaussian Approach

Tz, Wy —1-FA4N=Y 2V R (a=-1) I k(g||f) 5. Firld —1-F3H
- EERER AT 2720, —1-FANXN—Y 2 v A% D=2 VAT 2 L%
EZ5, [136) D7 7R —FIfew, BHEDTA N2V AENZESLIET
Wbz T, 2 Ol Z E#RT 5.

dist(n(P),n(Q))
— DY(PIQ) + DV (Q|P)

= k(gllf) + E(fllg)
= tr(Epy') +tr(SeXp) — 2d +

tr ((Zp" + 35" (e — 1) (p — 10)") - (6.12)
IhziBULT 5 2 & T, Mercer DM 272§ 4 — F VEBDME S NS,

ZIZT, ald BTG A= THs, KLIANRN=— 2 AZHHT 572012
&, HOBATHOWATHI DG EDHIE L 72 ), iR & il X 15 RFTRH s
PO EIIARLE L %5, 2D, HOoMETINCIEAMLEZ M Z 3 2 & T
EEDOR EZITS. Thbb, ¥ > X +bl LIEEWZ S, bIZIEDOEL T X —
YThHDH, UL, BMINIEITREICE T A4 b 2 A4 X% Z 508 L ElT
H5.

Ad-hoc linear kernel

9, EPEIALDRD > v TV R—A 54 v L LT, n-BERICEEEA —
FNZEMHT I 2EAS. TNLREDOEZ 58I T 25T
H Y, RITREGELAT-OWEP ARy —) v 7 OB 2 RECRIT 5 L PRINS,
ZDH—*)%, ad-hoc linear kernel (ad-linear) &PESEZ & 12T 5,

Kaui(P,Q) =n(P) ' n(Q). (6.14)

Center tangent linear kernel

L DY) WA TS Ak, R 69DV —<vitEZAHAT 2 LENH S,
DFHRIZ, nJEEROK M TRE BlHE L 270, RO X OHIHEZE Z 540
b5, TR, nEERICBT2EEY I Lotihin, = L3 V(i) i
B 25HEOATREIE S, TN, KT TH % e(m)-PCA [2] 3#IHIL
G IERITE2 S EIC L b DTH S,

Ka(P,Q) =n(P)'G"(n,)n(Q). (6.15)

22T, (') FEn cBIBEHETHD. a0 OBERICKDETV
ER]ZEML TS EIRTE S, ZDH—F)L% center tangent linear kernel
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(ct-linear) EMES Z £129 4. Ct-linear kernel DFEEEIL, LAT ORYEZEHLZ N Z
7o CFEBEERIEE ORI A — 2V 2 #H T 5 2 L THEETE 3,

¢=(G"(n.)"*n. (6.16)

o T, ¥EDODAr—78 ) 74 %27%9H Z L7 <, ad-hoc linear kernel 7> 5 ¥t
PoKEEZE EXE 2 ENTE S,

6.4 H—RIVFEEERICK B

6.4.1 F—H%tvbh

HHEMIc k> TEHIN S CLC OEREZMERT 2 L &b, MmN
EBRTH 2 KLIAN—Y 2 v R LHIEET 27012, HiffiThl¥L 728 —%VE
B oA — 3 VR 2 B LBERE 2 5Hii 3 5. &k, I TIkHE—NR
D 7= DT DH —F IO BT A — IV FEEERE WSS, $IEH—F LI
;%%Eimmffm CEBERE MR E T 5 2 L LIRS TH B

ICHEEINW»,

zlgﬁﬁf i - /n/un (737_:'\“7/{*.}‘—‘\/3\/) 0:5’5@@_% 3/)0);}‘3‘—y'12‘7
FEMWS, —DHIX, Lazebnik 5 [110] D 157 7 AD Y — VERT—F X v
Td 5 (LSP15). LSP151%, ¥ — vEikicE W\ T% < DU TREMICHV 51
TELT—Fky b THY, 1077 RADRNS =, 577 ZADENT — VHE
ORI NS, ZOHIZ, Lis [115] D87 FADAR—YHIIET—F ¥y b
Td % (8-sports). 8-sports DENHRIL, HEOBHIGHT EHIFO 7 A — Mk
TREO o, v— vkt YRR OM G OERZMA T35, =D2HIZ
Quattoni & [160] D 67 7 7 ADHENT — VIl 77— % & v +TH % (Indoor67).
%DV FARHL, »OMRD 7 7 ANDTHPRE WZOHEK I D b PRk 72
T—=FXy b THDEVZE, K61, ZNZFNDT—F Xy  OMGE %2R .

FEEEIL, BATUIELFEL 78 F anicit->TiT9. LSP15 T, &7 7 &I
DWT T VF LT 10T OEE Y 7V aEY, B EZTA MYV ET S,
8-sports TlE, &7 7 ZIZDWT T V¥ LI 8ODHEEZ Y~ 7k 70D 7 A
Py TN REZ SRV K D ITGES, FRIZ, Indoor67 TIE#2 7 AT 80
D2EZF > 7N E 20 DT A MY PN ES, FiklEiElx, %7 7 2D
RO I Ao TR, ZoRaTE, FHF TNV ETFAINF VT
W% Z VT LCANFZ B OMESLHIEL, 2OV %Z b > T 7z hhg
R L 2, AKFEETIZ, 10 BOFITOFEMEE Hv 7=,

L9751, Confusion matrix DR AIEEDFETH 5.
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Figure 6.1: Images from benchmark datasets. Top left: LSP15 [110]. Bottom
left: 8-sports [115]. Right: Indoor67 [160].

6.4.2 HERFE

AOFEETIX, 2 2DdkAgRZ 5, —DHIE, support vector machine (SVM)
Thb. SVM L, WA T I I74 €= a v ¥ A 7B TEENICHV 5
2kl Td 5. DHIX, probabilistic discriminant analysis (PDA) [87] IZ &
LiildnTd 5. PDA X, WHYZ IR 8T (LDA) DHERIN 2R 2 17 -
72D THY, LDA DREGEZE I L 7z N A ARild 2 W 5 C LasT &
5. My 7 A2 RERET 51CH7D, SVM TIRIEED 2 7 7 Akl ds Dl
FLHAGOEDNIEE % 555, PDA I KX 2 ilkilge 13— A iR E %2 — B
fifE < 721 CTHESRTE 5. SVM & PDA D ZNZUTDWT, HIffi CHZE L 72 —
FOVEABE W L A — 202479, SVM @F35121%, LIBSVM [33] Z v %
BUT, PDA 2w 7l ds ORGSO W THI 217 ).

Probabilistic discriminant analysis (PDA)

9, HARL L BEOBGEICOVWTERS, ¥, 27 7 AN ﬁa‘%ﬁﬂ Eb%:
7 7 AN EATINE § 5. LDA DIFIZRD—BAVIEFEREZ I C 2 LItk -
TRoNs,

SW =S, WA (WIS, W =1). (6.17)
ZIT, Ny =Ny + I TH B, v, BWEHZY CEAMLEO RS S 2 ET
BIEDFERANFI X = ThH Y, FEEFNICREINS, WIREHEXT P27
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fIAITH Y, A, JHUSHIGT 2EAME CAIBIELE) 2 KE I~ 7 0 A
fioTd 2,

K#%#27 728, t = N/K 287 7 2d1) DFEYY TVE, p, 22¥H
B TN DEGRDO TR 7 TV e 5, WHRE n 13 UUT OS2I X D IBTE
2] CHBNZERE]) N2y Er73n5,

1/2
u = <T) Wh(n —p,). (6.18)
£, EEBOTHIUTORD X123,

@f:HMX<Q£:£A:—1). (6.19)
t t
Z OWEREREE % AV, FRANMEG n, ZRAHEEIC X > GRINT 2. n, DifEE
MTHDu, 05, UTDLICI FTACHOERINIMEREEZ .

oo o, v
pluful ) =N (us|—t\P Tl ). (6.20)
22T, uf 37 7AC KBTS tIEOMNI R EY v TV OBELE R ERT
Fl, wC 320V TH S, n,1F, R 6202mRETET7 IANTHIING.
iU, BEZEEICBWT—27 Y v F#E% 7% nearest-centroid skl & 1Z
(XS 2R AN 2 > T B L,

Kernelized PDA

B —FOVHIRBISHT (KDA) 1, A—3% Vb Yy 712k ) BIcER S N2 ERouk
BEFICB W TLDA ZIT) b DTH A, iE>T, Libd PDA IC X 2R E %
FRRICHIHT 2 2 3B CTH S, DUN, 2k KPDA ##%il 7 3. & 5EK0C
ZERNOHEE ¢ 2 — ¢(n) B3, 7= NVBIB K (n(i),n(5)) = (¢(n(i), ¢(n(4)))
ko TEIcEZoNb LT 5,

N 2258y Y 7V, 0 = (K(n,n(1)), ... K(n,n(N)) 22hsic kD
BZoND2h—FNR=—AXT PV ET 5. KDA OEMMUISHERNIS, nf 2dH
SEBANRNZ FPVERLL, TORICLDA 200 BIcks, Thbb, BK
SE2Z2NENH—FNN—AXT M VD7 5 ZANIIEITI, 7 5 A5
fIAE$2% L, KDAIZMT O BbEAMEMEE L Tefbtans.,

Ky = wEyaAl (vIsEy =), (6.21)

SKE vV AK b oE#E, R6I1TERETH B, MR, BEEE~D2y EY
JIRUTD X)) IcHEeons,

K t—1\"? o x K
u :<T) Vim® — ). (6.22)

't — oo DI, MFIFTRIC—HT 3.
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6.4. N—RIVFEERIC K DB

L, pl RS Y TVDA—FNR=ART POV TH 2, R,
A 6.20 & [ CREAAZ MM L, FEY >~ 7V ORI 21T,

6.4.3 tyhF7Zv7/
St el

—RIIC, RFTREHIE 2 20 T2 645, Thbh, FERome, &
H SN RO I B 2 RPTRHE < dH 2.

Frgsmtio ik & LT, a—7F — Kkt [76] % Difference of Gaussian 7 4
W [124] Z w7z, SRENEEEIC I DREBEZIET 27 70 —F 255 »
SHOWONTEL, L2Lads, A7y 7RSI ELT L bl
DEHRI 2R EIZBE L 22\, Nowak 5 [147] 1%, X ¥ & F 2RErist Tk
(25D < bag-of-visual-words 12 & % HIBRGRGRIERE 2 K U 72 K55, 7 v & LIk
Rz 7Y 7T 770 —F0Rb LOEREE2HE 2L 2MELT0S,
[FIRFIC, FRFRIEREZ IET 5 L TR O BEEL DTN T 2 WO TH % 2
ERERL T3, £, Fei-Fei 6 [08] 31327 92Dy — VT —F & v b
ZRHWIHEBRICE VT, W27 v Fa#l L &R chiEaiid 2 17
I ITEDRD TR EZES 2 E2WME L TWwa, 21U, dense sampling & W
FNBTETH D, —RREEREEERIC 3B 1) 2 RGN & U CBIEREER I v
LENTWE T 7 u—FTh b [25; 58; 147; 211; 227]. A EZEE 2, KIFEBRICE
W T dense sampling 12 & 2 FHEGEIA 2179, BAENICIE, 16 x16 EZ LD
YL ESEZRILVTORATA RIS, KXo Btk z it 3.

ARG T & LCi&, SIFT [124] (128-dim) & SURF [10] (64-dim) @ 2
Z v 5. Mikolajezyk 5 [132] 1%, SEIFRMGEAFD Y A 7IZE VT SIFT
RS b R WERE 255 2 L 25 L T\ 5%, %7, SURF ki,
AR PR E AR L T 212 b B 6 9 SIFT ICVLiE T 2 PERE 2 RO R
sl & LTASCHwsnTw 2

ZERIEROFIA

—REEERAR 1T 35\ TEERYIC IV 541 % spatial pyramid kernel [110] 1272 5\,
RO EE X LALEEREGSMICHN TS 2 L2525, £7, EREZH 0
O LIEETHBENCZY Yy Fo#Eld5, H10<I<L)FoHRIZZzNnZzNn
2! x 2 D/~ \iﬂéiia% Z NZF N /INEIBRIC B\ TN IS  JEELR % 420K
L, Ky Ky S0h =3 VBIBZAET 5. ®HENIC, ChozMTok)ic
—DOD N — 3 NVEBAHAET 5.

L

22
K9 (P,Q) = 1 Z 5—2 Z K"M(P,Q). (6.23)
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Table 6.2: Basic results of the global Gaussian approach with the LSP15 and
8-sports datasets using different kernels (%). No spatial information is used here.

LSP15 8-sports
SIFT SURF | SIFT SURF
KPDA | ad-linear | 77.3 759 | 779 724
ct-linear | 788 785 | 79.7  78.1
KL div. 80.4 81.5 | 81.7 79.6
SVM | ad-linear | 69.9  72.1 70.6  70.2
ct-linear | 75.7  77.7 | 75.5 73.3
KL div. 76.3 783 | 783 749

GIFPEE DN R EAZIET B IEDFBANT A= TH 5. £, BAT (I, k)
ZZDEEVEIEO kK FBHO/NESICET2HDTHSL I L 2T,

B8, Kgh—3NVOFELHL T, F/MHRI DY) —< vEtE2EHT 2
CELREHEaRA N BRESAWNETH B0, FHOoHE (L =0) DIHREEZETH/NHE
MRS 5.

Bag-of-Visual-Words D %3

RX—Z 74 v & LT, Global Gaussian IV % d @ & [ U Rk % Fv, bag-
of-visual-words (BoVW) ®FE2E2179. Z 2 TlE, fH&DHEANZ k-means 7 7 A
FY LD a—F 7y 72T %, Visual words D, 200 & 1000 D 2
WY ZHV S, FAIEC Y 2 0 — 2 OVBIIE, BoVW I & 2 HiEZ#RD T 7 7
7 N A% v — FTH % spatial pyramid matching [110] Z#H L 7z histogram
intersection kernel Z H\»%, DA, ZOA—F)% KBVW LEddbhd %,

51T, W OPDFEFITEWTIE, REFIEICK 20—V (K 6.23)
& BoVW D7 — 2 OVBIE Z i 5agnl ic v, PEsde 25, 22Tk, BT
DYV TIVEREGHAEICLD 220D =2V EHAEL THOV 3,

FGG+BoVW _ : -11- KGG 4 %KBO"W, (6.24)
K K

RIZFEADBEAZRIET BT X =Y TH5, 78, KBVV OB FIRfEIZ 1
THHH, KOG IZIFHLEINTWR W8, EAx OfEIZHT L b EKAIC S
DEEEZEIL VLI LICEEINSE D,
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Table 6.3: Performance comparison with spatial information for LSP15 (%). The
SURF descriptor is used.

L=0 L=1 L=2
GG KPDA (ad-linear) | 75.9 788 79.8
KPDA (ct-linear) | 78.5 816 82.3
KPDA (KL div.) | 81.5 84.8 86.1
SVM (ad-linear) | 72.1 73.2 74.3
SVM (ct-linear) 777 80.1 80.7
SVM (KL div.) 78.3 822 831

BoVW200 | KPDA 71.9 785 8l.1
SVM 70.6 76.3 78.6
BoVW1000 | KPDA 771 80.7 825
SVM 749 780 79.4

Table 6.4: Performance comparison with spatial information for the 8-sports
dataset (%). The SIFT descriptor is used.

L=0 L=1 L=2
GG KPDA (ad-linear) | 77.9 79.3 80.2
KPDA (ct-linear) | 79.7 81.5 82.9
KPDA (KL div.) | 81.7 83.2 84.4
SVM (ad-linear) | 70.6 71.6 71.7
SVM (ct-linear) 75.5  T7.2 788
SVM (KL div.) 78.3 80.2 814

BoVW200 | KPDA 72.0 769 79.6
SVM 717763 T0.T
BoVW1000 | KPDA 77.8 80.6 81.5
SVM 76.2 781 79.1
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Table 6.5: Performance of the global Gaussian, BoVW, and combined approach
(%). An L = 2 spatial pyramid is implemented. Kernel PDA is used for classi-
fication. The SURF descriptor is used for LSP15, while the SIFT descriptor is
used for the 8-sports dataset.

LSP15 8-sports

GG (KL) 86.1+0.5 84.4+1.4
GG (ct-linear) 82.3+0.4 82.9+1.0
BoVW200 81.1£0.7 79.6+1.1
BoVW1000 82.54+0.7 81.5+1.7

GG (ct-linear) + BoVW200 | 85.040.5 83.24+0.9
GG (ct-linear) + BoVW1000 | 85.3+0.5 83.4+0.7

6.4.4 RERIER
LSP15, 8-sport (& T 2 57 REE

%79, LSP15 & &sports T—% v FZH\», $£%7 % Global Gaussian 7 7'°2 —
FOEMMEZFEL SHRRET 5. £ 6.21C, 7R (SPM) 2 v e wik b HEARR
SO Z Y, “Ad-linear” 1Z ad-hoc linear kernel, “ct-linear” & center
tangent linear kernel, “KL div.” & KL divergence based kernel % Z 11 Z1URT,
Z 2 Ti3, SIFT, SURF Olifiz ZznZ il Ui L 72, 8aktisgld, KL d1v
ct-linear, ad-linear DMH & 72 0, PERIVRELE L AT AR L ko7, Ct- hnear
i, B OMLA TS D 72556 ad-linear 25 A X ¢ W% 1 X4 TH D,
WY et R 2 v 5 2 E ORISR SN, £72, LSP15IC& W TId SURF,
8-sports Tl& SIFT 12 & 2 TR EGLIA DS 2 N Z 1B AR & 7 > 72,

KIZ, SPM ZHWAZEEWRZIMZ, R—R 74 ¥ Ths BoVW & Hil# 17

RETIEL BoVW O G128 W T, 528 (L = 2) £ T spatial pyramid
%ﬁﬁm %, £ 6.20f5K 2B £ 2, LSP15Tld SURF, 8-sports Tl SIFT gk 1
EZNZTNHWS, £ 6.31C LSP15, 3£ 6.412 8-sports IC 81T % EEfE R %2 2 ZF
TURT, RREFUL, 1000 XILD BoVW & A EORBEEI G615 L
DRI NTz, £72, BoVW L EIEEIC, SPM OFJHIC X D IREFIEICEWTHER
u&*ﬁrﬁ:b j(% < IL‘[J:@—Z) &ﬁ)ﬁﬁmmﬁ 2!’L7”:

mZIZ, $2%T % Global Gaussian & BoVW Dt %179, KL dlvergence

based kernel (X \WIEREZ A5 2 L3 TE 523, FIE X FAVKE CFEHMEIC
L, £7%, JERIEAD —FNVIIRE LR L b0, REELRT—% c:isu:
THEEZTH) ZEDEFELIWETH S, 22T, #IBH—FILTH % ct-linear
kernel & BoVW @ histogram intersection kernel Z X 6.24IZfEW ST 5. 24
I, FERIC histogram intersection kernel DTIFIAALTIE [127; 193] 7% £ 2 #i
BT 5L TRAEICHIEOPEA L2 D, BIZENIERIC KX 22EDAREL %55 C
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—— GG (ct-linear)+ BoVW200 = - = BoVW200 = — = GG (ct-linear)
—— GG (ct-linear)+ BovW1000 — — BoVW1000
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Figure 6.2: Merging the global Gaussian and BoVW approaches for use with the
LSP15 dataset. & is the parameter for weighting the kernels (Eq. 6.24).

—— GG (ct-linear) + BoVW200 = - = BoVW200 = - = GG (ct-linear)
——— GG (ct-linear) + BoOVW1000 - — BoVW1000

84

83

Classification Performance (%)
(o)
=

79

Figure 6.3: Merging the global Gaussian and BoVW approaches for use with the
8-sports dataset. k is the parameter for weighting the kernels (Eq. 6.24).
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Table 6.6: Performance comparison with previous work (%). For our method, an
L = 2 spatial pyramid is implemented, and kernel PDA is used for classification.
We used the SURF descriptor for LSP15 and Indoor67, and the SIFT descriptor

for the 8-sports dataset.

Method LSP15 8-sports  Indoor67
GG (KL-div.) 86.1+0.5 84.4t14 45.5+1.1
GG (ct-linear) + BoVW1000 | 85.3+0.5 83.44+0.7 44.9+1.3
Previous 85.2 [227] 84.2 211] 39.6 [138]
85.2 [139] 73.4 [115] 25.0 [160]
84.1 [211]
83.7 [25]
83.4 [138]

xR 798 Th B (T ETHBEICINZT)) .

£ 6.507 7 X 912, Global Gaussian & BoVW 234 23— 2 %7 2 ¥iE1 1
ez MW Z LT, BBREENI I ETES 2 R IN, 72X 6.2,
4 6.312, EANTRX—F k DEREICN T 2B 2 RT, « OZLITRL, 8%k
K5 EE 13 FEE I8 IS HERS L T\ 5 &\ 2, multiple kernel learning 12 & % fi#{b
TR TH 5 L RFTE 5,

FATHHR & DL

7% 6.61C LSP15, 8-sports, Indoor67 12 & 1} 2 JefTiH9E & DRSS R % £ & ©
%, O RGO WIZETIZ, HBOREELDS 12 % 2 & THAIEREDS
RELALET 2 2 EDASN TS [24; 214; 217) D8, THUIAFED 2 a— 74T
b5, 22T, B-oRalid T2 e 20780 AR89, LSP15 Tk, GMM
R—2ADFETH 5 hierarchical Gaussianization [227] &, sparse coding Z X7 7/
A R a—F 7y Z7HRICH L 7 directional local pairwise bases (DLPB) [139]
DEIEDREA 27 TH 5 85 2% 258k L T35, BEFEIL, KL divergence
based kernel Z > 25412 86.1%, & D A7 — 7 707 ct-linear + BoVW @
77 —=FIZEWTH 85.3% Dk 2T\ %, 8sports TlE HIK-codebook
[211] 2384.2% %K L CTE D, REFETITIKL div,, ct-liner + BoVW 2321 Z
N84.4%, 834% Lo 7-. o8, [211] TIXEATRZ TR & Sobel 7 4 V¥ (12
X2y PHIROW D6, B2 5007 — VTR ZT>Tw 3 DI
WL, REFETIIILHEERD S H— 27 — )V TR 217> T 3 JITHEE S
N7z Indoor67 IZE W TIE, local pairwise codebook (LPC) [138] 23 39.6%%
L T2, Z4ud, BB DLPB DRI L 2o THETHD, 774 X

'Sobel 7 4 VHIZk By PHliRZFAL 2wGE, [211] ORI IE 81.9%TH 5.
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ﬁ??%%%ﬁ@%%AL&NWtXFfihéiﬁT%%®T%% RETF
HEoFIEITIE, LSP15 BT 2 RiF kR 2 4, mmF%ﬁ%mwt A7
%, KL div., ct-liner + BoVW 23Z 1L Z 41 45.5%, 44.9% & 7% 0, I LPC % L
@%F%&iﬁof’.

DED kI, EFEKEZ—VRiIcB T2 3HORYF 2 —7I128WT,
WIS BIFAEREZETHwS, Flo, > 7oA —F5 7V ct-liner +
BoVWIZ k27 7u—FIcB8 T, BEHFEUZELA L OFEMIEMRE 2 1572 fiHSHk
R,

6.4.5 EE

2&%@ HiZ, SIEFRICEEZEA RSO a—T 4 v 7LD TH 5.

CETOERIZED, GLC & ct-linear 71 — 2 VSR F LB Z R T Z &
DR I 7z, _nm X 6.160D C-HEERICHIZERNGR 2 BHETH L Z L %
AELTCWS, 22T, C-EERIEGLC (n-FEELCR) 12dh BB 7 7 4 4
%Mit@@f%% LITIEEIN, R, LDA R CCA & &, R
DT 7 4 VEBIIRNT AN EE T 2 FEEHT % 2 & 220 %ﬂu:t Ba
121E, X 616D EHII LT {, GLC ZEERH~R 7 b e L CH TR
%Z&%%%Lfm%.UEiTT%%L%C&NﬂK&Lﬁo<$§1%%#
&, CCDIZE>TGLC IFBMNZRERITHL LW S, I5I1L, TDEZ
ﬁumﬁﬁﬁn/hén%nfﬁ%%l 7V REREARRTIETH LD

O LI DL a =T Y 7 OFHE I A FDHIETE %
T““‘Ii?b Ha. KTk, ZORIZOWTHEIEEZIT.

6.5 GLC &HIRINEEEERICEDIRAT—57 Ik

6.5.1 GLC DEHE

ZZTE, AN68TERINS CLCOaA—T 4 ¥ 7 HIEIZOWTHDTHL <ib
N3 EEDHIT, bn(“)#@f“ﬁﬁﬂy%%z% N&@M“@%{b%% 9%, &
BIU(j < N)» o2 Zh pi) o D XITRATE oY (k < p0) 23T 3.
NSOV E pb) = LS Y T, iU, RPTRHED 0 R0 E O
LT 5L b TES, £, RO = LS P % 10) 0 [ OB
7%, X6.8DGCGLCIEK, ORDODHCHEIE 1 XOACHBEZIIZELZbDTH

5. $kbb, o
G wn
Moths 15t = ( upper(RD) ) ; (6.25)

DR B HEANLE GLCOa—T 4 v 7 ThHb, TIT, upper() FNFTIIO =
AT OEREINELIR7 PV TH B, HlZIE, upper(RV)1E D(D+1)/2 XK
TLDRT P Ve b,
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RIZ, ERyZefil M L2l CLCOa—F 1 v hE2E2 %, kb
VIV LDIE, FEED - HOAEHNWSELDTH S, HlAlX, 0OXRDHE
MBI D & % Hv 2 54601 '

o, = n. (6.26)

0, SHUFFHRZ PR S B, Ty P EA NS IL, AF—EAR

75 L E% L ORERNZEGEBIZICICEENS, £, 1 ROECHBED
A% W 58546103, .

1\, = upper(RY). (6.27)

GLC D 1E, RFTREORICE D 3K E O, 1 KON KE L&D
ZOBDYBIIDPLEE IR YA T LI ETHE., DD, oL
JRFTR O ITTE " PCAICE DIEMIT A 2 L2 E 2 5. RZ2ETO¥XEEZRD
JHPTR o HEMBTA & §5%, Thbb,

1N
_ ) RU)
Eﬁ—zyﬂﬂz;ijj. (6.28)
DUT oA EREIC X 0, Rz Efi S 2 55875 U 23351 %,
RU=UQ (U'U=1I). (6.29)

T 2T, QEEHEE BRI NATIITH B, ER R BRI m T B
Y10, BHET 5 1R m KOG 2 F s % 2 MR m LT 5. - O
FAIIC & D RS m RIENFER X 5 720, 1RAIBIOBIE m(m + 1)/2 ~
BXAONS, I, ERSO 1RMBICES C GLCIRMTO X 1043,

iy = upper(Up," ROU,,). (6.30)
E7, P (0 XMB) ~7 b2z 25613,

, ©)
=) —
Moth+1st = ( upper (U, T ROT,,) ) : (6.31)

b, sk, R 6.2510H AR INZ, RN E2IToTW5
WA 72 & 750,

6.5.2 T—¥tvhk
KREiDFERTIE, R CHW 2 LSP15 1M A, OTS [148] EWHENE 8 7 7 AD
¥ —VHERT—% v b, Caltech-101 [56] £ WEEILS 101(41) 7 7 A DYIMKHEIR
TFT=%ty FEHVS, OT8IZEHT2,688KDA 7 —ME»S L T—F1y
FTHD, ME6AUTRT8ODDATIAVICL RIS,

1728, LSP15 13Tk [58; 110] DFEH S 0TSICT DD FAZBEMLIbDTH S,
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W | N
v Tl Q

coast fors '

highway inside city tall building street

Figure 6.4: Sample images from the OT8 dataset.

Caltech-101 1X, —MVEREFRICE T ET 777 PRIV F—FDORYyF 2 —
7 ELTASHVOENTWETF =%y FTH5. 101 EEOL LYK L R
W{RDFE102 7 7 A0 B Y 27 ThHh 5, FHL<IE, 2.3.1ffi, K252l
Nz,

HET O FEERFERR, FEM X 2 7 RFRAIRIC X > TfTbits, 0TS, LSP15
IZDWTIEK 2 7 A 100 i, Caltech-101 1I22WTIEE 7 9 A 30 BiR$T > F ~
FIGBENEEF TNV EL, BOZTFTANF Y IV ET S, EHYF IV ET
ANS Y TINE TV DIANTEZ @K %E 10 BHlE L, #0YHEE%
Aar7Ed 5,

6.5.3 ybhF7Pv7/

SIRiEaEEi
AEDFERTIZ, LT 4 EHO R EGELE T2 v 5.,

1. SIFT [124]

2. RGB-SIFT [25]

3. Local edge histogram

4. Local HSV color histogram

RGB-SIFT (374 7 —HRTHO LN A58 FTH D, R, G, BOKEF v 2L
DHBEGY S ZN TSNS SIFTREEZHEAGT2D0TH S, Led-o
T, RGB-SIFT F§f#i% 128 x 3 = 384 Ryu & 7% 5. Local edge histogram (&, J&
iR BN TRl S 5 72 onD i ARG E A L 77 L TH 5, [F
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BRIZ, Local HSV color histogram (& 84 X! DAL A F 77 L THSE, TN D
RN ZIRATE A 77 MzEWTY, GLC IEPHACHIAIFTRETH 5.
FIRPATRAEIZ, A &[RRI dense sampling 12 X Wil %, 2 2TlE, PxP
E7ENVDEN%E METRLVTORTA FIEHRDVE, KXo /it
g 5. "I X—=% Pt M ORFEMEEICET 28 HZBTHET 5.

sl FIE

AEiClE, EARNIHIZD PDA @RAl# (6.4.2 i) ZH\Ww2%, PDA DK% TH %
LDA T 7 4 VAZWZET 579, GLC ZEER#MAR 7 bL L L CHIATRE
ThHD, KETOWEEICHE L 72388 ThH 5. 72720, MEBEROFIHIX spatial
pyramid matching Tl37 <, X DfEHELRGEZH VS, £72, WO DFEEHIC
W TIESVM (LIBSVM) % HEICH W 5,

PDA ikiles % v 2854, 3 6.239 spatial pyramid matching & BRI 1
SUTNEIETHEIETE S, Thbt, FAEBO GLC Z1ESNIHESGL 2D
R 7 P L E L TANICHONUE, fEIEOEA D GDEEMTbNS, Ll
BBS ZDOHETIE, FHERT7 FVORITTBKREL 22 5DMETH 5 LDA D
BIEREREEDZE 2 2 M IR D 3BICHH T 5720, T DIFIETIZHEY
DaRFDIEFHIIRELS LS,

Z2C, ZITCIREE S EACHNTICERA SR A R L, EAN S NEOLEIC LD
A2 T R T Ta—F & £ B, Ik, SP-PDA EFERZ EICT S, £,
6.4.3 fifi & [FkRIC, HREZBEICZ7Y Yy FoE$ 22 WROEIEO0<I<L)
Z(14+1)x (I+1) O/MEBIZE L, 202 o/ T IR EdhiE & PDA
B DOREREZRIT . P v PV DOEATZNBAIEIIRD L H Ik 5,

L (1+1)2 o
L=> o' ) logp(ulu;). (6.32)
=0 i=1

ZIT, WAT(1,i) 132 0HEEVE I FD i FHOFHHRD LD TH L Z L 21T,
p(ul {9 1, FEIE (1,4) © PLDA @IS X 2 1) OBFE) TH 5. of 135
IBOBEAZRET 587 XA —=FThHhH, EFNICREI NG, v 7L,
LERRET 277 ANEIEINE, ZUksm, DUT oBEAN X il & &
T275AC~NHNT 22 LICHMITH 2.

L (I4+1)2
C' =argmin Y o' > (al")"(©) (@), (6.33)
¢ =0 =1

TH:36 &RJT, S:32 KIT, V:16 XKL,
2RI & B B 2 L ICHEE I N,
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Table 6.7: Baseline performance for OT8 (%) using GLC in different types. Clas-
sification is conducted via PDA and SVM. Regarding the results for the SVM,
the plain number indicates the classification score using a linear kernel, while the
italic number in parenthesis indicates that using the RBF kernel. The best score
for each descriptor is shown in bold.

Oth 1st Oth+1st
(Mean) (Cor.)
PDA| SVM__[PDA| SVM |PDA| SVM
Edge Hist || 66.5 | 70.3 (71.0) | 74.5 | 73.6 (72.7) | 74.5 | 73.6 (72.8)
Color Hist | 45.2 | 47.4 (50.8) | 54.1 155.3 (55.9) | 54.2 | 55.3 (56.8)
Gray-SIFT || 73.1 | 72.5 (78.5) | 84.8 180.9 (81.1) | 85.0 | 80.9 (81.0)
RGB-SIFT || 77.7 | 75.2 (76.2) | 86.4 | 81.4 (81.6) | 86.8 | 81.7 (81.9)
772 L,
. A @ (19) .
~ (1,1)C  __ (L) —(1,5)C
(TS = u, e (6.34)
) g (19)
Gy — 7
S) + T (6.35)

Z DIFEFS/MEBOM 2 IRE L TE D, oLz EE L T
Wiz, L7 T, B% 7 spatial pyramid matching 12 HbR % EERINZ 7 7°
O—FThsd A%, LeLads, @ildDsE 35/ VEIRIC & W Tz
fToid -0, BAUDBET Y IFTAVICF 22—V VAR THLHBRELRRA) v
FTH 5.

6.5.4 SRERIER

7, IEIERITEHMGEIR FIcB VLT GLC Z2H#itH L, 20w E2MEEd 5.
F, W OPDNTRX—=F LIREEEOBRERET 2. 2Dk, fTifse
ERNRTERE 21T, £ TOEEIL, 8a 7DV —27 25— 2 (dual Xeon
3.20GHz) ET179.

R=25AY

2 2T, AMEORITRED 6 ZNZE N GLC 2t L, 21RZFH~ %, Edge/color
histogram 22\ Tl&, dense sampling DS 7 X —%% P =10, M =5 & L7
(6.5.3 fifi). =X 6.251H¢ V>, FEARMZ GLC oA 479 . SIFT, RGB-SIFT 2D
WTUE, NI RX—=F %P =16, M =5t L7, 05 DFRT ORI I
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RKEwizd, 6310 %k 51, PCAIC X 2RILHESGZ FHITW 1 XD GLC Z 4l
M2, FRTORITTEIEIm =30 3%, 7, PDA & SVM DikAl#s D :hE
%479, @AERD N7 XA —%1%, ERNIIRED NI A =Y %5252t L
95,

7 6.712, HAPTREGELR TR AW BoORBEEEZ L0 5, T, Bixs
i EIC D GLC 2L, Z2nFhoa3M2# %, “Oth” 13RI
DN (0 XHHEH) oAZHWLEE (K 6.25) TH D, —MIYZ KIRmIGE:
BELIZIFEUIBE RS, “Ist” IZRTREO 1 XHEBEDO A2 H WA 55TH D,
edge/color histogram (22 TI33\ 6.27, SIFT, RGB-SIFT (22 TiE3 6.301C
K DT 5, “Oth+1st” IFMIT 2 H W 254 TH D, edge/color histogram 12D
WTIE 6.25, SIFT, RGB-SIFT I22WTidal 6.31c &k h i 4 %. SVM D %
a7, A —FNEHOIGEZ@EERLL, RBF A— vz Hoiga%
FHACHINRIC R L 72,

NS DFERIIRT LI, EDORATRHEEID T IcB W T, 1 XD GLC %
FIHT 2 2 & TREEREEDM ET %, 61T, edge histogram 2 H\W 785
HRBRE, ORELIRDCLCZHEHTE Z L TOTRICEBEENHN ET5, L
PLEBOEERE L TIE, 1REOR+LRDOGEICKERITERAIZR SNk o
. BEmIICE, ok () L1 XOMHBIZEZ 2R TH D70, MHGH
WBZETHRNDIDIZERRERPNZ S EEZoNns, LrLad»s, AHE
B (RY) oxtMEEEE) & SFIZEWRNICIENEDLD 3 7-0, ERIEHZA
22 EDENTH DL, YRR TFOWEICKRETS EEZOND,

¥ 7z, PDA IZ color histogram D& ZFR\WC SVM % L[R2 6% R L 7.
2, SIFT/RGB-SIFT @ 1 X#HBIZ Fv 2 54 RIF G E S 2 /R LTk D,
SVM & OMREA B FEE TH 5. 23Uk, PDA DEFO 7 7 4 VAEMED, PCA IC
AT EAT7 = VEZRINL TWE720THD EEZS5ND,

Bag-of-Visual-Words & DLLE

Z ZTClZ, SIFT st %M\, [FURArREEZ I L 72D GLC £ BoVW @
Mae % 9 %, Dense sampling D87 X —%% P =16, M =5 £ 3%, GLC
3 6.31% v, HO S IR O ERDEIE m = 30 £ T %, BoVW D 5%
1%, BEER 7 k-means 3512 X DT 9. Visual words @&, 200, 500, 1000, 1500
DAEDITOWTHRS, #HAEIE, PDA & SVM Dififf2 L, Fi & o
ZENRS%, SVM OEEITIE, #IEA—F)V, RBF A —%)VIZMZ, histogram
intersection 77— )b (HIK) & x* A —3)V [224] Z %, BEFED2D1%, EAR
N7 DRI O WTREGT I N2 D TH D, GLCICIFEESEH T E e\ rilloiE
B3N,

£ 68ICHIEZ X DB, GLC & PDA DflAadbEdMiliz K= ] 2 254k
WEZRLTED, ZOMHEORIVHIRINGMERELST, /2, BoVW
BT, MIBTETH % PDAR, #UBEA— 2Kk 5 SVM 2@ L 7256
I3 ERE DS 2 0 As, HIK R 2 A — 2V EDIERIE A —2 L2 Hw 3%
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Table 6.8: Classification performance of GLC and bag-of-visual-words (BoVW)
for OT8 (%). We implement BoVW with 200, 500, 1000, and 1500 visual words.

GLC  BoVW BoVW BoVW BoVW

(Oth+1st) 200 500 1000 1500

PDA 85.0 789 799 807 808
SVM (linear) | 80.9 772 781 786 786
SVM (RBF) 81.0 775 783 788 787
SVM (HIK) N/A 80.0 820 827  83.0
SVM (x2) N/A 80.8 825 832 837

ERELMERENBA LT A E0h 5. I, MiETHONLAN LA T S
WRTH D, BoVWIZBWTYH, ZED visual word & IEREA — 2V EZ I\ %

ZEICX )BT ESS Z EDTE 5D, visual words DG Z A 12DO0
THERhHOFE 2 A MId KT 2 (654 ). £/, ThEFTERTELLY
I, A—=3MUEEITI L, ¥EOFHE IR NI ON?) 225 O(N3) £k, A/7—
SEVTFanEHE L EAbNE, AETOHNIIRBEE S LMD X WD
EZ80hH 1), GLC+PDA OflAGOLEIIHMBNIC S 2L TWws EWwR 5,

INS A—% |ICBET BIREE

IZ, GLCOZIEFIEHRNIA—FIZOWTHEET 2. BFHEIR 113 SIFT 2 H
W5, EBANEETPDAICX 5T,
%9, dense sampling DV > 7V v I ATy 7 M L ZEEREEORBRZX 6.51C
Y. 22T, JRTREEDR O RIEZE P = 16, RIPTRHE O IEMERItEE m = 30
WCEET 5. 77 7 O, PDABAZGDOIEANLIEORE I v 21T (WA
=) . K65056, XOEIITREE T 213 ERBREE S BT 5 2
&ﬁ”ﬁ% ZEMRIIC L, &2 TOYE 7 v d 6 iRz T 256 (M =1)
RO FOKENMEO NS 2 L0 h 5. ZORHRIE, Nowak 5 [147] DR L 7z
MREEGT D, L2Lads, YU 77283513 EliRd 7 ) ORHY
Tﬁﬂﬂja)jX]‘Li%jﬁ?%fC s u/unﬁ ﬁkﬁf%jx ]‘@}\l/‘—]‘\\j‘7kt£%

RIZ, RIGHEAMED /8T X =% m DEEIZOWTHRNSL, ZITl, P =16,
M:5KE%?%.HMK&%%EF%i??W/F/w ADHT T LI
ERIRIATON D 72D, mDV/NS TE LA IIFEBEEME T T2 2 EDRBIC
FHEIND, X 66ICHERERT, m#ﬁ%<&5i&m&ﬁﬁﬁmktfkb

CEEITAERE S, L LD CH ML —=FA70FEL, m
ﬁﬁ%<&6i£ﬁﬁ&7bw®Aﬁﬁﬁ%i:mmwﬁé:xbé%ﬁ?a
RSO 2 %, GLC+PDA 281, m=10DEH& 01, m=30D
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Figure 6.5: Effect of sampling density on performance (P = 16, m = 30).
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Figure 6.6: Effect of the dimensionality of PCA compression (P = 16, M = 5).
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Figure 6.7: Effect of the scale parameter of the SIFT-descriptor (m = 30, M = 5).

BE1PW, m=50 D8I 10 BREL2ET 5

X5, FAIREMERDO R —L P (SIFT @il 7O 1ELE) DFEE L2 FX
5., K672, 4008 A — NV EROCEGEORBBELZRT, 22T,
m =30, M =5l L7, %%, Bosch & [25] 1%, BED A7 —)LCSIFT
BEME T2 ETRBBENRA LTI EEZRLTVRS, IN2BEIC, <L
FA7 =D GLC(P =16,32) IZ2WTHERS, £7, ZNZENDRAT —)LT
i E N3 SIFT Kt & GLC ZHHE &8 2nF AR L, EIIHEE LR
R R BEEAR 7 PV E L THV S, EEFER LD, FEGELD DA 7 — Vi
ARSI KR E BT 2HEERNATIA =Y TH DI B0 5, 72, 2LF
27— D GCGLCZH\WAZ LTI SICAHMBEERN T2 LRI N,

I

ERFEROFS

WRDALEE R % N Z % SP-PDA ORIRICOWTHIHRNS, K 6812, H1EETD
spatial pyramid Z#%& 9 5554 (L1), X 6.9125 2 £ T spatial pyramid Z2 %
KT 256 (L2) 287, 2020, B 1EICNT 2% O LEAIIHNT 5
WK OZ A 7y F Lz, EL508AD, 4V Y F LD PDA TN
WAL L T3, R EoREEIZ, L1 DEE 87.2%, L2 DG4 88.0% &
Bote, $te, 77 70FELY, FERKEEIXFEOEADZITH U T HIERZ
FECRWEZR>TED, HFUICHELVWEHEAZEZHE% (0! /a’ = a?/a’ = 1)

L5 2 My ZV ORI L TiE, £TOH¥ v 70 (0T8 Tl 1,888 [if%) DAl % 0.05 7
RIETITH) 2 &N TE S,

22, BEERCAER I NS PDA #5885 % naive Bayes I X DFEA L7285 A LEMiTH 5.
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Figure 6.8: Effect of the weight parameter using at most the 2nd layer (P = 16,
m =30, M =5, v=5.0e — 06).

THREFLEERZRLTOVAZ ERGD S, ZOEGORBKEEILX, L1 osS
87.0%, L2 DE S8T8% &7 D, WA EAZ G Z 1256 L IEXTH 0.2%FED
EHWTHD, ZOLEMNmE, EHEFFLVLWEETHSL EVnZ S,

RITERRICET 25

JEATR D R ItEAME 2 17\ GLC Z i 2856121, FE Y 7096 PCAD
AT 2 RO DNHEDH D, DA R FIBoVW THELR I IAY )7L
Ll U T ClE H 228, X HIC KB 77— 2 12 B W TIX R EE & 72 2 n[Rg MY
b5, ¥z, PCAOIERIZT =52y MEkfFE %570, o7 —8 ~DOPfbE
WS TR\, Z22C, 22T D2 GLC ook % 2
MGEES 2. —2HIE, Bl 1 MBI DEEHE (X 6.250D upper(RY)) & 7 v &' I
Y7V 7 T55DTHS. U, AV TP F D GLC D random subspace
ZRAHLTWBIZMZe 578, Iz R-CLC EFERZ LT %, —~DHIZ, ¥
27 EZERR O KB HERL R Y1 ZHWTPCAZfFH) 2 EickD, F
DN EEATI 2 KO TE L HETH 5. T4k, PCA-SIFT [98] 3 RATHE
BOHEMIZHWT W R HEEREEZGICHD L,
FEETIX, DT 3d@) 23 3,

1. OT8 D #HF—=% v +5 5 PCA ZfiE B (BHENZ: GLC D% |
2. Caltech-101 2> 7 ¥ % 412 3,000 D HI{R % 3E IR L PCA % f# 54,

3. R-GLC (random subspace % FH\> 7 ZIGHAfH).
Mo Z 1, web LM% L,
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Classification Rate (%)

Figure 6.9: Effect of the weight parameter using at most the 3rd layer (P = 16,
m =30, M =5, v =5.0e — 06).

2T, B35 —%+ty b TH Caltech-101 TEHE X 4172 PCA DEHEHI 0TS
IZEBWTHRTH 208X % Z & T, pre-computed 7 $ 52 D F FH AT REM: % MGk §
5., £7, 3D R-GLC DFEIETIE, FFER7 PVORITLE DG HE LA %
72, m(m+1)/2MD 1 X% 7 v Ly 7YV 7350895, @
AR 1T 100 AT DI X o TRHE§ 5.

X 6.1012 m = 30, M = 5 DEEDOFEEFERZTT, £7, R-GLC OiFFEE
X PCAZHWAMHD 220X D ) 0.7%ROFR & o7z, R-GLC IR D
TiE—UIER L Rnizd, BAROERTHL W2 S, LrLads, R-GLC
MERIZT VLT 70 —FTh ) & HOMNE 2 BRI L L2 &% B
258, 0.TFREOBERIIBEMTH S EHEZONS,. ZOFEERIE, SIFT il
WA DOUWEICERK L TWw 2 aagtEs3d 5, SIFT i xRz sy P e X b
770 Lo THERI N TS 729, FHEEEO 1 KMEBIXBHRIIZH 5 TR 8
F—= WG LTED, MMEEOABRWERICZ>TWwE EEZI NS, i,
Caltech-101 22555 N B HHEIC X 5 GLC &, #E D GLC DYEREZ 135 0.05% &
ZIFEDL S RWEERE o7, iU, Y A7 IR RN E 2 LG T
ZLNREEZTRBTE2HDTHD, SHBRILGIHIETRETH S,

DEfEtosl, RA7ICIMKERRITEMTIEE LTE, & 520 L D78
DRBIBEHR T — & Z O THNHN 2 EH L TE 2 EDEITH S &%
Z6Nb, FDXI) T =B EEX, SVEBEEIXS 503 R-GLC 22X
EOELLTHOWA I LN TE S,

FATHR & DL

OT8, LSP15, Caltech-101 ® 32D 7 =%t v b &\, $#2%3 % GLC+PDA (SP-
PDA) OEREZ S ThT7E & ERIC I § %, LSP15 Tld SIFT, OT8 & Caltech-
101 Ti% RGB-SIFT % AP Ed & L THWS, GLCIZ P =16,32D 2 A
T oM LEST 5. PCA DHEMIXRIGEIZ m =50 £ 5. FEEHERIL,
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Figure 6.10: Results using different dimensionality compression methods (P = 16,
m = 30, M =5). We used two different projection matrices (one from OT8 and
the other from Caltech-101), and random sampling.

RO A7 IEE R (spatial information) 2 V> 2556 (with SI) & W72 W6 (no
SHIcFFTE LD B,

£ 6B DO K 2 RT, £73, OT8 L LSP15D 22Dy — V3
T — kv MZET BHERICOWVTEEET 5, [25; 110] TiZ, SIFT iddi 12 H
WTBoVW ER M7 A& L, SVMIC X 25A%24T9. [204] 1% conditional
random field (CRF) [105] {2 & % part-based = EE TNV ZHEEL, @il &7
AV T—=YavzFRIAT), L2 LADS, ZOHE 2R I BoVW+HSVM &
L CHIEFICTEH DD TH 3.

REFIEIL, MEE®RZ GRS (L0) 1, FHRICE - ERER 2 R
LTw3, Znd, HEROENZREELE L LT GLC BENMEREZHT 5
IR L TwB e WwR 5, EFERZINZ 254, OT8 T3 Perina &
[152] DFH392.8%, LSP15 TIX AT CHIFE L 72 KL divergence 1232 A — %
WIZ X % Global Gaussian 2386.1% & ZNFNHEDREGA 2 7 Zitdk L T\ 5,
GLC+PDA IZFHfli A BT T VIC X 23kAIECTH D, A8 - ik & bR TRl
IZAT) T EDHRETH 508, Z416 & DRI 2% RE I F 5T 5,

KIZ, Caltech-101 12 BFEHRICOWTELET S, [110] D “no SI” DEFEDS,
BoVWAHSVM IZ K B BIfER DAY v F—FERXR—A 74 v THY, 412%E %>
T3, F72, [78] TR DDA 22 KIBHHEGRNEERZ /G L SVM I
K DA Z TV, 39.6% %258 L T3, REFE (L0) I, Inszvind kK
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E L kS EZ R L T0nas,

MEEHRZINZ 25468, BIDOTHEDE L 1Z BoVW ® GMM 7% & EX st
B2HT27 70 —FORBRICHESHTED, EHICEHVREBEELZRLT
V5 [139; 201; 218; 227). PRI [139] & D557 % & 912, LSP15 &M
T Caltech-101 IZ BT 2 REFE E WA IFHEECH S, i, Tt
OMAICERT 2 EEZoNS, H—I2, HEROMBEEHROFHOKBETH 5.
Caltech-101 TlZ, NFRYAEIIMAE R E - KE S IHIZ 50, BROPILIC
BLEINTWE, 20, oF—7 vy MCHARMEGRIZRICE 72 T8
PO THBEVZ S, REFED SP-PDA I EHFROFHICE L GERNZ 7
Ta—FThdd, MFELEENHCTWS EEZ NS, F UL, WIKEH
EVIH) YA AROMETH S, RN —v ERLD, VP y FaPiko
BRICIIVRES DR RS — v BRNP T, INEZRZ D LG Z M)
LER2HL R, INEIZ B0, RFTEEER o —h )L kR Z
W35 BoVW 2 GMM D573, Global Gaussian 122529 GLC XD b BERITH %
TREMEDSEN, L L 23 s, HifficiliR7ZzEBD, MHFIN LT ETIE%
$, FIRFICHWS Z L TE S ICERER E2MT 2 2[R 3H 2 2 L IiHEE I N
WV, ZORIZOWLTIE, XD FEERNRKEET -7 2HOE SICHRIEZTIRE
Th5.

SEIXbK

BRI, GLCOGRIME 2 R %2, Rt (FHBEE) & i (PCA)
DZENZIUDWTHICHR 2, p ZEHR—KdH 72 ) OV RTRHEO#, D
% TR DR TTE, m %2 PCADFTHUI D ek 3%, 72, V% BoVW IC
BT 5 visual words DEE T 5.,

£, FEhtico 0% 2 2 b2l S, HANZ GLC (34 6.25) Dl a 2
FMEO(@D?) TH Y, PCAICKBIEHMEZIT> G (34 6.31) 1Z O(pm(D + m))
E7s, —MRICm < DTHBHD, FHEI A MIHERI 115, —77, BoVWIZ X
LR LT 7 LMD 2 32 MIOMVD) Enb, DA, V> DT
b5, BIZIX, BEHERNZ SIFT Fi D% D = 128 TH %753, visual words DELV
EETREICE 55, BoVWIZ X 2R 2 2 F I3, kd-tree [12] % locality
sensitive hashing [42] 7% & DT FEDFIANIC X O HIIKATRE T H 2 23, ik
WELOMN —FA7E%%, £, BINOFEEIZNDBBREE L3,

RIZ, HHLFICOWTRELR I X P 2EET 5, EARNZ GLC (K 6.25) T
&, BRI 2, F 72, random subspace 12 & B RHEGEIR 2179 2>, pre-
computed ZHEE 2 A TUL, BILELD 2 2 b 2 U0 FICRITHEMEZ 79 2
ERTE D, FEEIZ, BoVWIZBWTY, 7 v LI L 7 visual words TH
PR RAF 2 EREDMRS 62 2 EDRE SN TV 5 [147]. Lo LAds, kbR
W DE R Z RS 72012, ZNEFNFE 7 2 —ABNE LR 2, BoVW
TlE, kmeans 73V ZALIC K D BTOEERY V 7IVDORPRED 7 7 2%
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Table 6.9: Comparison of the performance using two scene datasets and Caltech-

101 (%).
Dataset GLC + PDA Previous

LO L1 L2 no SI with SI
0718 88.8 90.5 91.1 92.8 [152]
82.3 [204] 90.2 [204]
82.5 [25]  87.8 [25]
LSP15 | 80.0 832 84.1 | 81.5 [144] 86.1 [144]
85.2 [227]
85.2 [139]
84.1 [211]
72.7 [25]  83.7 [25]
74.8 [110] 81.4 [110]
Caltech-101 | 55.0 63.3 64.8 77.3 [139]
73.4 [201]
73.2 [218]
73.1 [227]
67.7 [25]
66.2 [223]
412 [110]  64.6 [110]

58.2 [69]

30.6 [78]
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Vo7 %479, ZOtE a2 A ML, kmeans DD IR L ATy 78%2 1 £ L T,
O(NVDI)TH %, —#RIZ, A7 DREPIRECHBITONT, N, VIidED
ICHERT S, F, DORICHDEREDRLAT Yy 78I 2%, 361, &
WBLUEREZBELETE7LITY) ZALTHE06, EBICHEZIT) 72D A E
Y B2 TORTRHEZRF L T ABEBH D, X' VMHHEITO(PND) &%
%. —Ji, GLC Tl PCA Z R Z1ITh b, ¥ ax b O(D? 4+ pND?)
b, Fe, XY RIEESEETH O AR L TEBIFIE L wi-o, 2Tl
HEZ O(D?) TH 3.

BgIZ, OT8ICB I 2EBEDOEFE I A + (1CPU) IK2WTHET %2, 22T
%, SIFT i +%2 M, BRSOy 7)) v 7L —r2 M =10%& L7, ¥
72, BoVW DFEXETIL, visual words D%z V = 1500 & L 723, DA ST X —%
ZEEDBE, N=2800,D =128, p=0600,V =1500 TH %. PCA D53 90
NI ETHRT L7228, k-means IZ X % visual words DA IT IS ZZE L 72, F
72, AKX 7 P voa—F 4 v 7T, GLC IS 1KH7D 60 IV
WRECHiB A TH o725, BoVW I 3.2FIF LT 7-.

LRI, REMICEIETRE 2B DORREE 7 v Y LIGERL 7 9 AY ) v 7T 285460
%\,

2 JE TR s L D R By o 7o,

B2, 25 KBV TROENREIEZ R L7 X =5 Th 5,
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Chapter 7
KARMZE ERED D E ERFHEE SR

ARFETIE, A BETHFELMERT 27— a v FiE, 6 B CHIYE L 72 mifgFiEE %
HAGHYE, A7 —7 7N Dk s —MREGEE#HR A T L2 H¥ET 5, 1,200
DR L ER T — 52y b2 HORFERICED, RET LS AT LD6%)
M2y,

7.1 F—9tv MEE (Flickr12M)

AKETIX, Flickr EMEENZEEEGY A P77y 7u—FI w3 li%%zH
W, KR T—% 2y b 2ERT 3,

Flickr l#IAKDEELGY A FTHY, HATFOL—RTIINAX TR E
T LR Z2 7y 70— R LTw5, FlRIERy P2 —FIZABINTE
D, HHICaX YV - ¥ 7T % E2ITI) 2 ENTE S, BOETHROMBGEH M
Hhpo 7y 70— FENTED, 2010 FICIZERIC 40 SO EOBERIER X
T % [203].

Flickr EoMifgE ¥ 7of% X 7.1, AR T, SERICEZ &k
7o G RNUERD I FL—RELTHOVS, BRI, & 270350
DI CTHBRNEICBEHT 25D TH 2 EHIFFTE S, L Lo, EERICIEE
Tk A I OHEED, WEEHRD S IZIZITHEER TR X Y ERbEENS. &
D71, CorelsK %z EDFHI I N-T—% 2y b LKL TIEHIC, £ ZD%\»
MLl T = THDEVZ D,

7.1.1 [E{&HV TILDYLE

Flickr TIXHBERDOERICF —7 — P ETH 5729, “ All time most popular
tags " 2ICY A P INTWBHEE (R 71) 2F—7—F &L THREZITV, H56

Thttp://www.flickr.com/
2http://www.flickr.com /photos/tags/
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7.1. Tt v MESE (Flickr12M)

Rooster Days
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Oklahoma

Old Car

Police

Police Car
Highway Patrol
Vintage
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cape town
camps bay
cameraphone
mobile
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beach

tidal pool
mountain
reflection

sky
landscape
panorama
autostitch
stitched

25

twenty five
mycapetown
BestofTableMountain

California

San Diego County
El Cajon

tree
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Ceiba pentandra
leaf

leaves

flower
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bello
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arbol

Silk floss tree

Figure 7.1: Examples of Flickr data: images and corresponding social tags.
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Table 7.1: The most popular 145 tags on Flickr. These tags were used for the
initial download.

animals architecture art august australia autumn baby band barcelona beach
berlin bird birthday black blackandwhite blue boston bw california cameraphone
camping canada canon car cat chicago china christmas church city

clouds color concert cute dance day de dog england europe

fall family festival film florida flower flowers food football france

friends fun garden geotagged germany girl girls graffiti green halloween
hawaii hiking holiday home house india ireland island italia italy

japan july june kids la lake landscape light live london

macro may me mexico mountain mountains museum music nature new
newyork newyorkcity night nikon nyc ocean paris park party people

photo photography photos portrait red river rock rome san sanfrancisco
scotland sea seattle show sky snow spain spring street summer

sun sunset taiwan texas thailand tokyo toronto tour travel tree

trees trip uk urban usa vacation vancouver washington water wedding

white winter yellow york zoo

Nz THV 2. NS ORBHFEZ DL DL, HEHAIE L THWZ
VI EIEES N,

AL CTlE AR 18,176,861 DR Z ¥ v u—F L7, ZOHE{REL » b
1%, 1,486,860 FHEHD ¥ /3G EN TS, ZDH b, HEMEDY 2,000 A D
Y7 EEIR LI, 12907 72wy v 7L Z2RNT 5. mENIC,
12,283,296 Hifg, 4,130 HiENP S 42T =%y F &2t/ (BUF, Flickr12M &
W9 2), WY A RXE, BEBLZ512x384 DREIICZHATH 5.

FA T =7 HEEDOHFEICL D, Flickr 2264 va— R LGz i
$d 2, 2T, Flickr Ficld, Fl—o2—¥2td 2121 RAZHEY 7
ZROMBEOSBEET 2 RIERT 2048035 2 (K 7.2) . HlZX, Sl&icy
211954, MUHRICEWTH BRI TEKROGEE2 YT 5 Z LIZAARTH
5. ZNSDMERD, FEFT—YET AT = ICERHCHEET 5 Z LT 5
RETHS, ZIZTlE, ¥BT7—FET AT —=FICHCIMERDY L LAY
TETST LI DT B, Flickr12M OFFD 4,130 HiED ) b A7 L b
—D% 777V FYNL—RE LTl % 7 v 4 512 10,000 BGEX T A b 77—
7 LT 5,

L DHBEE T =PI PAZEZ 23BN E 570, NRNIZIZT VI rhrsa—) T
ICESHHZ ONINETH S,
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Z00
walk through

cruiser

darrington
bestdogintheworld
jeffhart
nicholewebb
dogplayinginriver

Figure 7.2: Examples of near-duplicate images in the Flickr dataset. Each row
corresponds to a duplicate set. These images are annotated with the same social

tags.

Table 7.2: Statistics of the Flickr12M dataset.

dictionary size
# of images

# of words per image (avg/max)
# of images per word (avg/max)

4130
12,283,296
3.47/75
10325/491595

Table 7.3: Word frequencies in Flickr12M.

Frequency # of words
200,001 - 16
100,001 - 200,000 53

50,001 - 100,000 75
30,001 - 50,000 80
20,001 - 30,000 134
10,001 - 20,000 414
5,001 - 10,000 844
2,000 - 5,000 2514
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Table 7.4: Most frequently used words in Flickr12M.

Frequency
wedding 491595
vacation 350111
travel 350101
party 274706
japan 273445
family 263835
beach 260641
summer 251521
italy 243073
trip 239890

7.1.2 Flickri2M F—%t v MO

Flickr12M O T — 7 23 721 L ® 3, —KOEEIE > 5 Lo
Y9347 & Corel5K 72 E L RIRBRETH 205, BRI EDIZSHDENKRE W, T,
HEEQ BT 2 3¢ 7.3, X 73107, RO BB IZIER ICF->TE D, 4
BOBEPLRMWICE>TWE EWZ 5, 2D X)) %A, 7 A% Web HiiR < A
=BT —BINEMEETH D, W LTEELRTY ) T—2 a vy E2TH 0
DHEER S, £ 7410, mdHBBHEEOE W 10 BiEL R T

7.2 ERFMEEER

7, 160 iETOY 7k y bZ W, 5.2 i & MO EEZ 17\, KE
HRTEICB I 2 RETHEOEMN 2R T 5. £, WL OO E% I
L, GLCIZHD K FEEIFICHESITh I L 2RT,

7.2.1 HERGHE

2 ITIE, UM omigR R i 5.
1) Tiny image [182] (3072dim)

2) RGB color histogram (4096dim)

3) GIST [148] (960dim)

4) HLAC (2956dim)
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Figure 7.3: Word frequencies in the Flickr12M dataset.

5) SURF GLC (2144dim)

6) SURF BoVW (1000dim)

7) SURF BoVW-sqrt (1000dim)
8) RGB-SURF GLC (3432dim)

Tiny image 1%, 32 x 32 €27 X )LIZHE/N L ERD E 7 )it % Z D £ £ H§
FmE L THOWE LD TH S, -7, 3F % ¥ FIVDEIRDEE, FECRITH
1332x32x3 =3072 &7 %. RGB color histogram 1%, RGB DXt % ZNZ i

FELIZEA 775 THDY, TagProp THW S NRH#ED—>TH %, GIST
%, EAWIZ52 fiTHVAbDER—-TH 2D, A7 DRI ZERL, FEX
TLEE 960 RIGAHER LT %, HLAC I, RiEEFCTTHV LD LHA—TH 5.
GLC, BoVW Dz Fvs 2 Jprkild SURF Rz #IH L, Dense sampling IZ
X B Z1T) L. kemeans 7 7 A F Y ¥ 7T KL D 1000 i D visual words % 42K,
L, SHAEHGT 1000 KTEDE R L 75 A% ERT 5 (SURF BoVW). %8, X
Bk [155] & D, BoVW @ Bhattacharyya 71— )Li%, BoVW DEERE DT %
L5777 ML (BoVW-sqrt) DRI A — 3L EEliTH 5 2 LRSI LT
%, X, BoVW-sqrt X BoVW & ) bHUEFEICHE L 72 RBTH A I L2 E
KT 2HDTH 570, KEBRTHEZIT). £/, RGB-SURF IZR, G, BD%#%

Lz ZTlE, 16x16 278 NDyF2 8T ILTOTE LENSHTT S, —HoMiE
W7z, 1,200 ~ 1,300 RDRITREBE O NS,
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7L — A — VIl D 5 L 72 SURFHZ A L2 bDTH D, ZDORIGE
1364x3=192 L% %, A 6.311ZHEV, RGB-SURF GLC ##itHd 2%, HWw3 3
B DRIt 80 &£ T 5.,

7.2.2 FHEiAE

7/ T—Yavid, 5 EEFRIS, FEERICOWT 5 EEZHITEHD LT
5. fHfilE, 2HEHO FiazHWTiT9. —D2HIE, HEEIZ & D Recall - Precision
DEYFEFHOFETH Y, 5 mTHOAbDEFR—TH S, L 1Z, Appendix
AZZIRINT\», KETIE, e Fy £l T 5.

Fy ¥, ED%OHFEICOWTT /) 7= a vIcd 312 Ll ET 5
72, 7/ T—=vavoSkiEEls 2 LI L EETHh S, iz, =
DHOHEE L L THIR T & @ Recall + Precision D2EHFE IO F il (Fr) 2 v
5. 2T AMHBRLITOWT, YATADIEL LK 7V L MEEH % 1«
779V EYI—A (577) DHGER % v, 1B - NERICBID & T2 27 A3
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Figure 7.4: Annotation performance of each feature with CCD2 (<1.6M samples).
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Figure 7.5: Annotation performance of SURF BoVW-sqrt, SURF GLC, and

HLAC features (<12.3M samples).
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Figure 7.6: Annotation performance of combinations of SURF BoVW-sqrt, SURF
GLC, and HLAC features (<12.3M samples).
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Figure 7.7: Comparison of annotation performance with CCD2 (<12.3M sam-
ples).
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Annotation results Nearest training samples
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Figure 7.8: (1/3) Example of annotation using a varying number of training
samples. Correct annotations are written in red. For each case, the 25 nearest
images are shown.
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Annotation results Nearest training samples
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Figure 7.9: (2/3) Example of annotation using a varying number of training
samples. Correct annotations are written in red. For each case, the 25 nearest
images are shown.
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Annotation results Nearest training samples
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Figure 7.10: (3/3) Example of annotation using a varying number of training
samples. Correct annotations are written in red. For each case, the 25 nearest
images are shown.
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Figure 1: Annotation scores for the Corel5K dataset with varying numbers of
output words. The proposed method (linear) + HLAC feature is used.
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Figure 2: Ilustration of “car” retrieval results. Correct images are ranked 2nd,
5th, and 7th, respectively.
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Figure 3: Mask patterns of at most the first order Color-HLAC features.
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ZZTlE, 72 fioEBHERO—HEF ED S, Flickrl2M ¥ 7 v MZEW»
T, HFHGREEZHVEEOTY 7 57—y a VEBEZUTICZNZFIURT,

e [¥ 4, 5: Tiny image

e [¥] 6, 7: RGB color histogram
o 148, 9: GIST

e [ 10, 11: HLAC

e ¥ 12, 13: SURF GLC

° 14, 15: SURF BoVW

° 16, 17: SURF BoVW-sqrt
e [¥ 18, 19: RGB-SURF GLC
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Figure 4: F-measures of Tiny image features for the 100K, 200K, and 400K
subsets.
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Figure 5: F-measures of Tiny image features for the 800K and 1.6M subsets.
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Figure 6: F-measures of the RGB color histogram for the 100K, 200K, and
400K subsets.
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Figure 7: F-measures of the RGB color histogram for the 800K and 1.6M
subsets.
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Figure 8: F-measures of GIST features for the 100K, 200K, and 400K subsets.
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Figure 9: F-measures of GIST features for the 800K and 1.6M subsets.
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Figure 10: F-measures of HLAC features for the 100K, 200K, and 400K subsets.
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Figure 11: F-measures of HLAC features for the 800K and 1.6M subsets.
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Figure 12: F-measures of SURF GLC features for the 100K, 200K, and 400K
subsets.
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Figure 13: F-measures of SURF GLC features for the 800K and 1.6M subsets.
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Figure 14: F-measures of BoVW features for the 100K, 200K, and 400K subsets.
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Figure 15: F-measures of BoVW features for the 800K and 1.6M subsets.
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Figure 16: F-measures of BoVW-sqrt features for the 100K, 200K, and 400K
subsets.
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Figure 17: F-measures of BoVW-sqrt features for the 800K and 1.6M subsets.
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Figure 18: F-measures of RGB-SURF GLC features for the 100K, 200K, and
400K subsets.
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Figure 19: F-measures of RGB-SURF GLC features for the 800K and 1.6M
subsets.
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MicBI22—70y FIEEEZTLIL 722 v 87 P RRBEOERZ1T9. s
DJi¥Z, near-duplicated image 7 &, FREIICEHLIL W& ZHE T 2 DI
BRITH D7, HEHOBHRNZES 2S5 2 LITEHT LD TR,
Semantic gap ZFEMT 2720121, TF A PR EHEIRENICHRZESY) T4 2
WA EOPHATHHT %, supervised ity 74 V7 %2EZ5Z LDERTH
5, LLads, —MRICZDE) BFEOFEIR MIREL, AHEIERE
TEE)BRBE LT = R=2ICBWTHHT 2 2 LIRS TIE R\,

155



APPENDIX E: \Y YV FICEDLK TP /TF—2avoE&Elk

AT, RECTHRET 2 CCD OBAZIBHT 5 2 & T, A XL
supervised L WEGAFFRR 2179 . CCD2 (4.2.3 fiii) TiF, UTD kI k<
FE—I NGy F 7y 7). HEREEL e R LT XA My e R %,
NEDY v TN Z2nZiditi L, MEHOT = X=X T = {x;,y,}V, 21%
5, 77X R ANER vo ICROBPL 7YV TV T =8 XR=2DHH 5
MERTLIEL2ERL. Thbb,

NN(zq) = argmin D(zq, {2, y}), (33)

2T, DIX2oDA VA ADMDE#EZERT, ZiUZ, THFED Web T—7%
DIRB M EZE £ 230U, @ity v 7y 7 ThB EWZ B, HlAIR, #
WEIECRE L HEEE 7Y L, Web F¥ 2 X v M NOBELEIGZBET 3
T EREPAHELE RS,

MRD 7D DGR, X VMHEZHINT 272012, iR 7% Ak
M DEREZEBDIAAT, NN LFVa—F%2%83%, DI, a—FHE
DN VT K> TRIHREIN S, 7= XR—=Z2FDEY V7 NVITENSA o
SEANA FRETERHAINS 120, BBEREZHOTH EEARRIAHE & 7%
%. Flickr12M #Z H\W7z9dIlc Xk b, KRBT — ¥ XR—2 BT 2 IREFEDOH
k%R,

E.2. BFEEHARE

W OWIFETIE, B e oL FRR O Ed 2% A 5 11T E 72, Bentley 12X D
FRI N kd-tree [12] ZIZ U O ETHRER 7L TY ALIEFZOREHITH D,
TOBRBRICE BEA D ZFHT S Ik D, ERIGD T —F BT B EE b
BROLFRERZ HB L 72, L Lads, 20k R gERICES 7V Y
ALE, BERILDT—F B TUTAMHERE S, BIPRE & RREDOHE 2
AL ZBET 5 ENZOROWRICL VIS E o7 [111; 205]. ERIGZM
IZ BT 2 BB BORHRR OB LIS BEIC R 2 $ TRBIROHFETH 5.

ZDRY, EETIEEMREFEREDO? 7a—F 03485 5025 L HIck-
TETWV5, I, HERRLHE TR LD, THICHWIERTREHETH S
ETPRINDY Y IR TEIUTL L ETHPHATH D, MRS LA
IAPOBENLE L —FA72EBT2L2HETLOTHS,. ZDHEZS
I, Indyk 512 & % Euclidean locality-sensitive hashing (E2LSH) [42; 86] IZ& V>
THID THREI N, E2LSH X, 7 v ¥ A2, T 29 v 7uasEe
MERTHET 2 L) By v 2B e S BMET 5, HERNEY 7n—F2L 2
ZEITXD, PHERAVICOREES N B CHRIGE L HED L — P4 7 2k %
CEWHRETH B Z L RR L, E2LSH Y v ZOVREEBIE S 22— 27 ) » ik
THIGN S Z L 2HiPRE LT3, LSHIZZDBREED /T / E AR IE
PIEIREEZ e 2 2 & 9 IR Th T 5 [100; 101].
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LSH 1384 Zim X007 — Z 12 B Wl i PIRaE iR 2 281 L, 2 v Ea—
FEY a VIZBWTHICHBL {fTbitTwa, L LE26, MEINNL D)
FIET %, EHENLRLSHTHRoN bDIEH Ty Bt chD, 7=
VSt b LTy MSH Y TUDBEEL R 0Ge, BN v F 2REBT 5
MOFRBBEE 22, I 612, N7y FRILBERY v TVDEET 2546 TY,
AN T2 BT 5 DYRE DB le 8 2 7 DGEITIZIRD R 7 b v x o 7 BB TR
DB E 7 5. iE> T, RO AN LR IGEBURGES 2 RE T 5 72 DI,
TEDZEMIZEB T2y Lzt AeY) BB L TEHEREL 2. Ih
1, T"ADER/TEA7r—LVORBEICEWTIRIEHENTH S, 20k, HR
PHOFEEZ G, Ny 2 BBOER EREAR T P VO EEE FIRIAT) 77
0 —FPEHZIBR TS [164; 183; 208]. T, JLOZEBICEIT 29> 7L
MIfEEE (2—2 Vv FEEEE) %2, NI v 7HERRC X DERIT 234 ) a—F~
DR EFETLHDTH S, THERITLDONA F Y a— FAHEMizfT 21,
NEEBENY 2 E LTHOWE I EDHRETH S, £/, NIV THEEEDY
TUVHBEPEZ AL T, HENDERO X EY TEL DY v 7V 20/
TAHILENTE, FUEFIRELEERICT) T L TH S, HlZIE, spectral
hashing [208] 1%, —RRAAED 77 7 757> 7 DART bAGRERMHL, #
flize L2EE OPHATANA 7Y a—= FOEREZITH. 20854, Ny > 28U
FRNTRRIC X Do N 270, MO TEMICNS V7 a— RO EZ{T) 2 8T
5, HiEE LT, T8Ol R ZIGET 5 &) TR 2 Ey> T
Eh, EHHF— 8 OTRIEBEEMNCOEL Tl Ve b DTH B,
PEBRINIC A v E Yy FTIFFIC L WIERBER o N5 2 LAVRINT W5,

EBICHEDL Ny P OB ATIE, Y TIVICE Z S B HER (T
V) ZARBTHAT S Z L0 TE S, A1, AdaBoost [63] ZFIH L 7%
BoostSSC [169] 235EBK 2l & LTI 605, £7z, Torralba & [183] &, 5
TR D4y B CHI%E S 417 restricted Boltzmann machine (RBM) [79; 164] % [
BIBEAIGH L, LSH % BoostSSC & 0 HFFEE X < GIST R [148] DILEAEDMT
A5 %ML, RBMICET Sy > 2 DERTIE, Bt E - Zbilize Ui
TioWtlAz &5 2 EHRETH 5. BT SEEHDOBRICREL 5Ny 770
27— a 12, neighborhood components analysis (NCA) [68] @ HIFIBI%(%
MwTws, LaLa235, RBM O¥EE 3 A2 MIFEFISHE W 2 EBERHINT
Y, BINGT = X—ZA~O@EHIENETH 2 L2 5, N FY a—FEH
kBN T D7 7a—FIEZOBRDBEBAICHIEINTE D, FHAEIfT S
H[119] %, a—=FDA v I A4 VFEH[200] 2179 bOPREINTW S, T,
Jégou & [90] 1%, product quantization IZ X D /N4 ) a— FDFEHEZITW», XE
R E - BREBHEED b L — F 4 7128\ T spectral hashing % k] 3 458 % 15
ENBETEZWMEL T,

NAF Y a—FEEOMICS, ITREEFRRD TS CIREINTw 5,
1 Z1%, optimized kd-tree [175] % hierarchical k-means [146] % E'1%, 7 —% DIy
fizta—Y AT 4y 21T S 2 LT, HlWAFEOSHICK Y LSH % L
M2 PRBEE 2T 5, Fe, —MBRCHEEREREEIZIEFFICERIL L % 556
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DT, TR — 5 DIED X\ FESE A AR 0E L 4 5 [19; 89,
ITAEDWIFETIE, HHRFEI & BB DELBEFIRR DM T 2B L 7iGHT X D,
bag-of-visual-words 12 & % Hi#5R %2 Kl 1< mndfl - B X € VAL L 7 plosid &
T\ 5% [91].

E.3. BEFZE

CCD o#sfAIz XL D, HfRE 7 F X MEBEIZ, semantic gap % &M L 72K IGD
2—7 Yy FEE (BEEM) CHOAEFNTWwD, oI EEMET, 2—7
)y FERICBWTERINAEMERN Ny > v I RE2ZHAHAL, N4 FYa—F
DB ELTH. UL, PCCAIZEITS FEY 7 L)L OSEMEZFTM L 72—
REMBIRTE S, MBRFICIE, 7V IXEBRICNA 7Y a— FaZiixn, 3
v 7RI X EEICEDUERES b S, 51, a—FE230Ey FRE
FCHEMECTEL, INEEE Ny 2T =7 E L THVS I LDAHEL 2 5
7280, T—YHICED S THEMY v )L 2D CHEEETHRERT A ENTE S
[183].

423 i TR X 9T, BEZEMICBITA2 KLYA NN—Y 2 v 213K 419
K420 Lo TERIND rD2—27 )y FHEEEHC K> TR TES,. 22T,
rZ2bbEY PR EERZ LIZT S, rICATTlRANY T2 ER L,
cEY FPDONAFY)a—= AT 2, FEY 7EHRIIER X D zero mean & %o
T3 2 EICHERINZ W,

Simple Binarization

R=ZA7A4 L LT, PEY IVROKZRILZIFAICE ) =ikl 2z vy a
BIf e L THWAEER2E 2%, 2084, 2—FOEY M cld CCD DXt
BdEnd,

Locality Sensitive Hashing (LSH)

LSH &Ny & 2 B%50Z, FBZEMO 7 v 7 LIS k> TR I NS, N, F Y
2= FOEEZITINE, ROL) G Ay v aBlBUckhFEY b2a—T1 v
755,
h(r) = sign(w’r +b), (34)
Z 2T, w K EED p-stable distribution (Z Z T A A07E) H> 6 AT
YTV TSN P VTHSL, £, b RIS oA 7
Yy b THB, TDXI By alizE I LI clERL, c By FosA
TV a—F2{2. 4k, AP TEERNIC)=0 LEEL AR L
PEREDME S NI 720, ZHUCEET S, 7, BEHRIROY v 7 LCidb =0
ELTBAIL ST Y AD Lty v a BB 5B  EARIES LTy
3 [35; 119].
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Spectral Hashing (SH)

N EHDH v 7V DBLEESTH (affinity matrix) Z W € RVN &425, 7721,
W (i, j) = exp(—||r; —7;||*/€*) £ T 5. Ev MINEMI Y Tz (b},
£9%. 22T, hidcEy bDONALFIURT FLTHD, h DI 7 HiEEDS,
rDI—7 Yy N2 TE 27218080 % &) ICEEZITVWIw, ZORE,
DT kyicEbcz s,

minimize: Z Wil i — hjl)?, (35)
]

subject to:  h; € {—1,1}°, Zhi =0,

(2

%Zhihf =1

R OREIZ, c=1D5ATH>THNPHEETH D [208], ¢ >1D—fKD
L 3EICHEEE 25, L LAy, MRSz —SENTs2LT, 757
ARY FVIHTIC K D RICEZR5 2 L TE S,

bHAA, FBOT =13 Z LIZFH I 0D, [208] TlEdH
502U TRy 22 M 2 7 W IEHBIL 217 9 21T, FEEIC L wIEREds
BFonsZLa@EL T3, PCA & CCAIRTVEIRICH D, HHBIDOFIFE X
FEY 7RSO R D D7, RETIRTRER Ny 7RO Ny v 7%
19.

E.4. BERFTERR

RIEETIX, ZDODF—Fty bEHWVSE, —DOHIZ, LabelMe [163] TH 5.
LabelMe D%, AFIC X D WliRbomEsu ) H3nTEsh, 2z
DEHEDBEZ 5N T W5, 22 TlE, RO I LB HG, (EGRITERT
5. AETIE, RIZABINTWET—=9D9 5, 60,000 1% RENRD Y
YN, 1191 % 72 E LTCHWS, —oHIZ, 7.1 ffiTH 7 Flickr12M T
bH%., T, Flickkro¥yrua—FLlfReEy =2 vy Ly 7 TRHEINS
KRBT =Xy v TH D, 1230 HIDERE 4,130 FEOMEN 425, 22
T, 500007 A FHEiRE 7 ZVICHWS,

TX¥AM (y) L LTE, HEEERA M7 0%2H 05, CCD DFEETIE,
FERICER D X\ d BEZEBORITTE) 2 IRET 5.

LabelMe E{&1R %

2T, MREE L LT GIST R [148) 2%, 79V FYL—AD
RVTEFE, TV E R T T AEO BRI Lo TEERT S, FmET LY

I (
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ALz A, 60,000 DT =% SR I AL nBERD 9 B, BEORITH 50
YU TN ENTZTEENDD (recall) 1T k> TZDVEREZ TS T 5.

Xl 2012, R & 47z BAZ 5000 BHRICE T 5 recall Dfiz, a— FICHW3E Y
Mg ERLIE RN Tuy VTS, e, 2112, BERIEUREL n 120 5 recall
DEAE T, ke LT, CCDIZHED L Ny ¥ v 7 F L unsupervised 72 F
EaREL ERIZRBREZRLTED, Bty MEED a2 — FTo GIST
ERIBEDR a7 EkoT w5, FFIZ, CCD+LSH IZE v oz tin—E
LTREDSR ELTWwa, X 2212, W 207 Y Eifk & R S - m g
OB ERT, Ey MM Z 51200 T, RETFHRITRZEHEPIL T 5l
DAEST, BHEMICERL COIHERE2ET 52 ENAgEE 2 5,

160



® 05

(=]

©

E

0451 CCD + LSH - e e W
3 CCD +SH o e

5 allCODBIN  -a- o ]
§ - B B B T - R ermimimims
3 .

£035} B . |
< - o ] )
N ;
803 3
<

©

2

0 0.25 7 R TR e R o -
QOB A PR S
g

£ o Full GISTL2 — LSH el
5 O | SH e

S CCD 20dim PCA bin =+

g 0.15 Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il

8 s 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80
a Number of bits per image

Figure 20: Retrieval performance with a varying number of bits for the LabelMe
dataset.
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Figure 21: Retrieval performance as a function of retrieved images for the La-
belMe dataset.
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query

True neighbors

CCD + LSH 64bit CCD + LSH 32bit

Full GIST L2

Figure 22: Examples of retrieved images (15 neighbors) for the LabelMe dataset.
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Flickr E{§18%

Flickr12M TIZHEEE A b 7' ME2METH 270, BORIAHEZLLTD X ) I2E
#2795, £9, T IX—AHOKHERE, 7L IGET 2 BEEROREIEIC
WOEEZ %, 512, =L 2WHERORIEIG R Z, 72V RIS 3 5
v e 5, WA E LTE, BHERNZL bag-of-visual-words (BoVW) [40] 2 H]
W5, FEEICIE k-means % FH, 1000 D visual word Z4EK T %, BoVW D&
MR OFHNIC X, 225, &k, [155] £ D, BoVW @ Bhattacharyya
A — %%, BoVW OKEEDEFR%E & 5727 F )L (BoVW-sqrt) DFEE A —
FNVEEITH D Z EDRINTD, T, BoVW-sqrt BSEETEICE 5 C
IDHELRFEICRoT0E I L2 TR TS, 22T, AFEETH BoVW-
sqrt & 2 — FAEFRICH W2, X 23, K 24158 %2R T, Flickr12M IZE W T
b, CCDIHED Ny v v FFEIT unsupervised 2 FiE%Z ER2 2 a7 %2R L
TWwa, L2Lids, ZOREELTF—%%y MZEWTIE, LabelMe D6
IDBLLDEY FERBELETZIENTH S, CCD+SH IZE v D 7w
A ISR, TH 5538, Z DMEBRIZR VLS CHEITS 2D, JGD BoVW
IZWE X7, —F, CCD4LSH IZE y MU L CREICHREZ M EX¥TE
D, 128 By MRETILD BoVW & HREDOMEBREE L 2> Twb, X 251008
M 72 pl %2R,
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Figure 23: Retrieval performance with a varying number of bits for the Flickr12M
dataset.
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Figure 24: Retrieval performance as a function of retrieved images for the
Flickr12M dataset.
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Figure 25: Examples of retrieved images (15 neighbors) for the Flickr12M dataset.
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Table 1: Retrieval time per image for Flickr12M (s) using a single CPU.

Full BoVW Chi2 | 219
CCD 70dim 6.2
32 bit code 0.16
80 bit code 0.21
256 bit code 0.44

Table 2: Computation time for training with the Flickr12M dataset using an
8-core desktop machine.

PCA 31m
CCD 4h 31m
SH 5h 7m
LSH 14m
CCD+SH 5h 42m
CCD+LSH | 4h 34m

TR

% 1, B—d CPU (3.20GHz) ZH\>, Flickr12M 2> & Fali 54 v 7V % Wik
TABOEFER A RT. 2 2T, 7T ORSEEGh I 0 B RIS F
T\, F, a—7 4 v 7 OFIEIR S BRI & R L TRUNT H 5 72 D I
T2, NShha—F2zHw3ZEick), BMiARBEPRETHIICHED ST,
1,200 T DR %Z 0.5 PRI CTHERT 2 2 E3A[RETH B, # 212, 8CPU D PC
ZHW7BED, Flickr12M 1281 2 & FEOFAE R Z 73, CCD Ic#o < Fik
\3 unsupervised % FIEITHRPPRWEERHEZET 250D, —D PC LT
HIRRID ) I HZKZ 5 2 LD ARETH 5.

E.5. BE&7 /75— 3VEER

RIZ, BFE L MR FE%E kI baEIc X 2R 7 ) 7—> a v ~BH L, Flickr12M
ZRWCTZOWEZEEET 2, 22T, TEERUERLY b7y 71269, H
SR E £ LTI, HLAC, SURF GLC, SURF BoVW-sqrt Z EANIZHES L 72 b
DEHVG, T, 73HICBWLWTRO RVLIEMEE 2R L -FEETH 5. 2
7%z, “All features” £ KFLT %, CCD DXIuElZ d =200 £ T 5,

X126, X 2712, 2a—FDOEY b clcw$ 37/ 57—y avfgErziyd, X—
254 L LT, WHEDCCD ZWL DGR ICET L -58a0 A2 7
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LR LT3, MBREROERLEFEMREIC, vy MDD 041 SH 1Z LSH &
DB ENTH B, L2 LAAS, SHOWRIZ256 By b 28I T L
TWw3%, —F, LSHIZE Y M BB I zm X%, 6D CCD
WDV TWAB I ENTh 5. BFINICIE, 256~512Ey FEEDa— K7/
Ty aVvEELHEaZANDI VL —FA72EH LT3 E0nZ 5, I
S5Da—Fz2Hwv3E, LD CCD D B~IBSIIRED T /57— a VIEE % HH
L, # Flickr12M D47 — 4% % 375~750MB TR IZHND 5 Z 3T E 3,

%8, LOCCDIZBWTY, R d LT — Y EZ2HET 2FHIck) b
L—FA7%28ET2 2 L BH5RENRETHS, 22T, CCDD7/ T— 3
VKSER, dEFET Yy FPOKREIRZEZRDONGET 5. K28, X 2912,
T2 ARV BEET /) T—Ya v EEOBRZRT. £, Ny v I FiEE
FIH L 7ZBofR 2 EHQATERT 5, EFERIWRT X)L, Ny v 7 2IcH
LR THRELDENZ L —FA 72EB LTS E WV 5,

DX, Ny TFEDOIGHIZFCBIRDALLT, T/ 7= a Vil
BWLWTHLERTH 3.
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Figure 26: Annotation scores (Fy) with a varying number of bits for the full
Flickr12M dataset.
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Figure 27: Annotation scores (Fy) with a varying number of bits for the full
Flickr12M dataset.
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Figure 28: Annotation scores (Fy) with a varying amount of memory (MB).
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PAARBIAL, rhligehs, IR, BERER, Yy —F VA ba Ry b Eil
Ao —AFH2ERTE20RY P ATL BRT A V7R« XA b
0 =7 AGESY 2007 (ROBOMECH), 2A1-L02, #KH, May, 2007.

& FEE, ek, RN, KRz, b X J OB ICHEf 7 BE R
TR BEMAORE, v RT 4 7 A« Xh b a=7 RiEEE 2007
(ROBOMECH), 2P1-C08, FkKH, May, 2007.

Others

1.

(Competition) Tatsuya Harada, Hideki Nakayama, Yoshitaka Ushiku,
Yuya Yamashita, Jun Imura, and Yasuo Kuniyoshi, Got the 3rd place in the

ImageNet Large Scale Visual Recognition Challenge 2010 (in conjunction
with ECCV 2010), Crete, Greece, Sep., 2010.

(Invited talk) HLIZER, “FHHEURMEEGE - BRFIEDOHTE & Z2 DB
A, 5 MIEHRBlAE 7 + — 7 & (FIT 2008) A X b AR - X%
HFHOCEWR - AT LEE 2 Z T, pp.11-12, fili&, Sep., 2009.

Awards

1.

2.

3.

4.

D.

2008 % HAWEM AR =HEH

2008 4F  PRMU #f7e3EhE

2008 4F  FHIE BhflfE~E 2 STEFTE A FHEmE
2009 TEHALBEAEEE 70 BIREIR AR B

2009 4 MIRU 2009 > v 7V b7 v 7 A—F )ty a VIR

V

il

=~
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