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Abstract: This paper proposes a visual word soft-histogram for image representation based on statistical modeling
and discriminative learning of visual words. This type of learning uses Gaussian mixture models (GMM) to reflect
the appearance variation of each visual word and employs the max-min posterior pseudo-probabilities
discriminative learning method to estimate GMMs of visual words. The similarities between each visual word and
corresponding local features are computed, summed, and normalized to construct a soft-histogram. This paper also
discusses the implementation of two representation methods. The first one is called classification-based soft
histogram, in which each local feature is assigned to only one visual word with maximum similarity. The second
one is called completely soft histogram, in which each local feature is assigned to all the visual words. The
experimental results of Caltech-4 and PASCAL VOC 2006 confirm the effectiveness of this method.
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TR 3 17] 4% (bag-of-visual-words) /& 3T 45 K 38 H (¥ — B 2L 1 R 5B R 1 10 R 3R s 7 vk, C iz N T ik
TP P 15 2 A OBV sl e 32 9 U5 SRS 43 b 48K 16 141 48 (bag-of -words) # 7 Jy 1 i 48 T — R i i
3] R B R 0 SRS 2 7 75 15 Csurkas N L] 45 5 ) N TF S UL S AT, 7 i 342 485 1) 10 4% S Rt i 235 1) 3k
AT s A, 75 80— 2 2 T LA AR I (AR AE ) 3 SRR AIE i 4 B by B 3l (visual - word), 95 1] 1 4R & 4 AR
J9 AR 1R B (visual vocabulary). 18 & % FH 1K A0 G 18] S48 4t 5 v 1) k-means 572 6] J&) SRR AE 3E 4T 2R 28 A 3R
3 Hp L I AN AU TR AR TR 8 7 R TR R I R AR AE VT T 1 BE 2 S5 0 AR — S PR 9] A R B A
SR L7 P 2o B G AR i SR [5] 1% 2 S, 2R SCOKg 33X b 3 7 7 ¥ Bk by #0063 B B 5 1 (visual word  hard-
histogram).iZ% 75 2 AN % F& Jay 308 45 0 FRAL B 3] 150 (A0 ARABLRE T 0753 (10 1) 45 2 7 AN o ity 20N AT S ox R0 ) 3
AT GRS, LIS Sl 0 2 370 48 7 VA ) 2 7 g 0 170 RS R GE T AR ) S b SR R A - WAL 1) £ A
ADLEE, AT LB vy J S AR5 A 280 R0 5 1] (1 T TRCORS 35 [ B, S B — A R 8 R AiE 1) 22 A 303 3] 1R DC T, A3 B 9 /D R
5t 22 BRAVK 2 1R R AE S5 P ] R A DL BE 1 RE B 1 1] 4% 2 s R D R 1 4K B 5 1 (visual word soft-
histogram). F i, 3 % K H] & Jr i 5 852 8 (Gaussian mixture model, filf FR GMM) %S 4L 5t i 28 47 &6 v i 452 4 e o
(R4 A 185 307 18 20 A4 g — AN R ). Farquihar 5 ATV T 45 SR 1T 7 3 () K8 % . Perronnint™ A 475 JT 43 40 1425 33l 14 )=
PREAIE B B 2B AN 4 R GMIMUASE R g I e f A e T 180 23 478 kg 4 Jo A0 ] R0 B A 8 31 19 Jmg AR AE B

Tl A 9, 52 SRR S Ty U P 3 s Wi TV 51 R PO B 1 488 7 92 A P e M0 3 1 e, 8 e — 28
P10 B 7 B3R 7 S GMMASE Y, T S5 AR [ AL 5 ] it B 70 P 5t R 1) 288 P % 22 1 R ) T X 2 At
AT A fe KA SIS A PR A SR M) 1) DX 0 AR, AN W7 5 JF AL 52 1), 75 2000 5/ HL 23 28 BE g 5 56 14 AL 5 17
g Yang % A BV A — AN 1 8 A 3 — LR Oy L B PO 2 4 2828 B — AN JR R A S 1% 2 1A AR 0
JSE R FE PG e 1 JE A Jrd 30 5 E X 2 4R ABA JBE 1S5 43 A 45 R A1 Dy 43 A 418 7 Carneiro 25 APV PR % b i 15 4
7 A T GMMEERERE— S8 B8 16 Joj Bl ik e et o S 4% P A ) S AL R T4 2 S0 R IG5 R4 K
5E BB 5 1805 U

AN SCRE T AL 1] v T S R 3 27 20 T ik S ST AL ] R T 1 AR R B B T IR A R
V1 50 S R O B A T O30 5 23 1 ) PR 8 K- /A0 T e D MR 3 0 i 27 > S0 T R A e 3R i 00 A, ) T3 B8
PSR AE 55 0 B ] ) PR AR AR B8 0 A — R ) L5 A% v ke 2 3 45 AAE 2 1D PR AL ABLE , 8 A7 0 o ] B A5 B3k
AT VR, 15 0 Vel 45 00 0 B ) L 5 el R A0 ) 5 e B e i X 1 9 3R FK) AN T i 2 9, T o 3 s i -
He T R 7 AN 58 A CEL 5 1 3G R T SRR T B AR A ADURE A Ak — A SR B AIE 23 S B ME — 1
RUBE ;58 4 L7 B DA A Jd 0 A0 DT 0 281 A PR R 3] A LE T A (K R 3] e v S B 5 0k, A SO 1%
(9 32 BUR A1) R LB ] AT GMMEASE, Ty AN 2 0f A A 5 ] S e A, L S o iy 38 AL i 1) P AR
PRHE;2) SRATAM 22 2 T AL e G B rh R R AN S Bl AT 27 ) AR R L X/ e ).

1 ARRMEITEES IR FES]

e B8 AR AU 380 08 B 9] (1 UC T MR i 1) 48 7 R I DG D Bl T R v R SRR AE 5 A 1] 1) VS TR 5, AR S A
B i) A A AR AT v 0 T A T ) P i T MR R 3 28 s T A ) R 80 R0 ] A R AL RE O 3 e SR A
IR 147 8 43 A K b 5 T gt /N il K 8 T2ty 0 B g K A CS R A 1 T A 2R £ 4 A 0 2 5 ) i et 1
J-F5z /N I W £ M 2 4 1) 2% 2] (max-min posterior pseudo-probability, i #k MMP) &5 11| 2545 5.
11 SHREER

— R IR R4S VR k-means 5E, A EHGUR IR AE UIT 25 4R & h 43 B 4 8 AN EOR SR8 SRS D
FLBETR] A SCAE k-means JEIS 2 S5 MRS AR AN TS FT 0 I 1) JR S R E 4R 5 3 A5 — N R S BT K 1% GMM B
TUAE g — NP i) PR 1] ) — 41 GMM BE R 44

BEXiF N — A EIGR EB AR AL, v A A0 T e B8 AN AL 3] AR A GMIM A &5 S R i 1] 1) 288 4% A1 MU 23 2% 1 R
Hp (xi|v;) B R A i 391 43 A
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p(Xilvj):ZWkN(Xi|4uk’Zk) (1)
k=1
s,
d 1
M&V«%%%h)HZHZW{—?&—Mfﬂﬂﬁ—mﬂ @

AR A 3R() KT B B 55300 AT AN MU BUAEL . 901 05 2 0
T LIBE S 5 S, 5 LB 83300 9 S K

e 1 B B 1 GMM 2 B2, 50 3 MR G 42
. k-means &AM ke & @EBEX 3 DI L, 45 6 R
S G RO B0 5 7 AR S A I 5 R P R4
JR PR AL 17 ek SRS A SRy B AREAIE 1) B4R A5 B HEAT k-means
S WA SR IV 0 SR O S 2 31 19 8 A
GMIM B,y 3 . 4 5 T A 3.

ST T, A8 W5 80 0 2y W5
.5 T AL JRAT T GMM ABEMLSE W, %18 T s
VIR B 108 o 4 A b e, T LT SR gty P9 Statistical modeling of visual words
S I L O T L7 P A DU i 3 41, ML BRI E
HE 1 98 R 6 R 950 A0 A A 077 A1 GMM BB X0 RS 5 140 4 40 5
R R
12 Rl %S

LS 155120 LA, P 0l BB 242 S A 15 105 1 1 OLBE. 5 SR RS
BT B v 5 0 5

==

<>
X m

JRERRFAESR I —» k-means2RIE  —HLHE FL ] EA

f(xi,v;)=1-exp(-Ap“(xilv))) ©))
Forp AR 0% 15 S50 % R ETE LA AR s ARk A Ji5 56 Dh 2R oR 4L
A 3 (3) R 50, 5 36 DA 2 11 Bl 2 4 A A 2 % 152, DR U, ) 36 Db MR 36 23 IS 2% 5 A% e 11 DL I 3 43 28 2% 0 — 3
AR AT 43 S R 5 (1) )5 56 B4 Mk 2R 75 [0, L]0 [l P 3% 82 AR, A2 JR3 B AR A1 5 A0 B 1] AR ARL A2 1) B 4 B8 ek, D9 A STt o7
PG (R AR 1) R L 1 3R s B4 58 T SR
1.3 MnIEEEFIRFS]
LEAE S5 56 O B8 0 B30T 5 R SRR ik 5 R 0 1] () R ABABLBE 2 7, 5 220 A~ K B) T AR 4k
{4, 6w, i, 5} k=1,... . K 4)
PR EFEE AL S 2% S ERSEIE RS A B 1 BYBOR TS T /N K5 1 B 35 K
I VE: A — R IR 6T B (1) IEAE AR EAS T GMMAR TR (14 155 17 B 2 A2, 3R 15 GMMABSE T 1 ) 4 2 40 (B
TR Wy S9ME g Y7 72 50 B 25) AR 8 S 56 45 R v L5 56 O % BR B0 AR ORI GG E. 28 2 B BRI A Sk
MMPEELE T FEARSE A (A IEFEARRFEAR) FAEME 1 B B3RS FIWTAA 2 500 B, 3 — 3 3 X B 1) 1E
FEA AR N SR & P 8 T 2050 18] 1) R S8R AiE T SR AR MU FE AN Ja T 12 A0 0 1] 1) LAt R SRR A
1.3.1 T I/ MR A BE IR R R A0
GMMAS T A1 (1 8 73 AN B — AN T S5 AR AT A% 1 1 100 R803E 5 4 PR O B 2R 8 AR SR AR TR e B 1
B /MR K (minimum description length, fif 7k MD L) #E I 112 55 25 502 5 (1 391 22 £t KA 5435 (expectation
maximization, fij FREM) 4S5 ke, A 52 GMMAR TR o 11 1 23 A i LK A0 45 2 K A 7 (10 55 AP g T o /N A
IR R B B B KA S 2:, TR AR MDL-EMETL V2. 1 2R 7 i W A B 20 o 1) BT 3 5 850/ 30 A 1 LG TR B
1R T AN B {X 1 X2, o X RN IEAE AR B 2R & @R R4 58 I A BUR GMME B I S JUE & 6 T AT
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BERL S IR BHMEANE 7 2 0 p(x; | @)y R e B SRR & 0  IERE AR E 0] L ) R A A 4 8
FEA. 4

LLCTR e Xn|¢):H p(x; | @) (5)
i1
T MDL-EM S503%1) 2¢ >) 1HE U 2
0. @} =arg max[mgx 10 f (X, X1 X, |¢)—§Iognj (6)
b

Forh, 35 1 TR IR 2807 211 F AR ds KA B AR e {8, 265 2 TR s B TR e 1) 1 A 2 doe A BT 2 A . )
U, S A 2 AR RS0 B L K R RIS 1Y 53 e T 22 () S SRP- 48, LASRASHE 4 BV AL 1 BE.MDL-EM $53% )
HARGRIE I 1.
Tablel MDL-EM algorithm
%1 MDL-EM Hikiife

Step 1. B B2 AN EU A Y [
Step 2. [y L AR ANk e 4> AN S

Step 2.1. 5 GMM BRSBTS 8N4y,

Step 2.2. K EM S AN T2 10 A AN B0 (R AR o B (i

Step 2.3. JEREAE A 20 (6) 3 A5 45 K AR I 10838 78 43 AN BOAE A 24 iy S DA 28 it o A4
Step 3. LU AR AN $ e O I 1) 23 B4R 45 1 O 45 LR [

1.3.2 Sty MMP S5 3]

EM LR T A R 2 50 2 0770, R ER N SR SE A HR I PR AR, 6 4325 ) 8 e 1) 7 FH 280 SR AN G ) ) 2 )
7R AR SR MMP I3 2% 5] 50— 5 3% MDL-EM 52351 %2 5) 45 5 MMP 5503508 T 5 U6 O ME 22 43 268 4%
oAz AR B AT IERE A 0 E 5 Dh AR (R T 1, IR B R AR 1) JE 30 P MR SR A i T O, 3845 B R 2
BB JRIE MMP 03002 L Oy rpoD 1), 55 43 T [ VI R RE A 4R 22 Sk 2 o0 5 — 200 . IR AR Y S 4 AR S0 22 )
AT 25 BT s B W D 1) 28 380K SR R MIMIP B35 (1 UF B A0 3 AN AR BRTUE ) S s MIMIP B393R A7 e it
CAEHE A o0 R EAT 25 30 A 308 7 I G5 A 1)t R o I 8 4 AT 2800 ORS00, DR v B0

BRLBE ] A AN, A={ Ay, Ay, ..., AnYEE 7% BT AT R 58 10 0f . 1) I 565 04 M 256 R 550 HR 1) SR A1 2 50 mAIn 43 3l R
VI Z5 B3 o = — R ] 6 . 1) 1A AR 0 A AR AN 55, 0 B3 MMP 7 3 1) B A kR Bk

F(a4)= i{ﬁ(xi;/la)—llz + ié[f(xi:Avj )]2} (7)
-1

TR (T X2 SNV GRRE A b R I RT3 3] 7 50k ) 32 7 B8 A A0 0 v of B 114 26 B M 5, G
A A SR AN P 1] (0 A N S

B 2> 2K (7) T, (A PR LB /I, AN [5) 288 T % 7 (1 i 6 Oy At 236 1 190 22 K, 4 S 3 AL BRI 2 F (A)=0 TN 31453
Jpe A A 2R R DR e, T DA e d ML F (A) U S S 5 AT

A =arg min F(4) (8)

SR FH R BE T B sk Al A 2X(8) ¥ dee IMEL 159 B i I S R & R S8 1 BBV ek B I B B U 1) i AR B 2 5L
WA o 53 Bl R SR AR N (1 2 58 & FUD K VF(A) R s F (A A i 3, 0]

A=A 'VF(AY 9)
2 MRiRREAE

FEAL S 1] G AL 0 RE A b, A SO 7 A0 B ] 10 B LT P SR A R SR L 1) B8 T VR K A S B
UL DG 0 3 ME — (R AL T, AN 2% B8 R F8 AR R AL 1) TR] F AR ABLRE . AR i, R0 ) £ P45 P ) BE A7 AE AR AL, A% B8 )
PRESAE 5 WAL 1] 2 TR 0-1 SR AR AN 8 M EAT UL HE 25 30— 8 AR I 18 22 AN SO I 360 O MR 3 B2 Jmy s e
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AE AW ] 17 900 A ARLRE, 3 7 3 SRR A 5 0 ) 2 10 [ K R 3 e 52 0 PR 00 ) S V7 £ 5 588 R A R
F VA — A0, 3L AR ] R L B ER AR, LA 2D VG TG B AT 3 R 22 4 v MG R s [ R SE I AR SO R T R R R
A7 S ISR MGG — P SRS 2 SRR AR B K /I 5 R0 3 AR A DG i 38— AN A0 1] 5, 8 57 4K L TR R R X R T TR R
T4 5% E 5 K (classification based soft-histogram, fii#k CBSH); &7 — P S5 & A AE 2 25, H 8204 = i s
AIE DG I B B A7 B ] AX b 7 VR AR S 56 A K H T ¥ (completely soft-histogram, fij % CSH).

WX, X2, Xt A — A G R BT MAS & SRR AR 2R B {va,Va, - WG R s B B NS L 1) PR A0 3] L
M 7 43 S5 I D8 TRl v ¥ =) F AR AR 2, I CBSHIT T 5 A =k

My my my

{ka(p(xklvl)) ml,ka(p(Xklvz)) m,,..., ka(p(XkIvN))/mN} (10)
CSH & AN

{Zf(p(xklvl)) M,Zf(p(xklvz))/M ----- Zf(p(XkIvM))/M} (11)

AR SO L )RR B R B R R S P A B B R R AT T LG IR T I 43 ) R R TR R 1
fifi & 77 ¥ (probability based hard-histogram, fiij #k PBHH)F1— 5457 1 A A 1 7 18] obr,— s o 400 3 i) 48 o 52 )
PR AU 280 AL ) 16 L P A IR /N i ) S B R R A AW 3] 10 2Rl T T S BR LR AR,
FATRRIX by 35k by Jik T~ 4 B8 0 1 1 J7 I (distance based hard-histogram, &% DBHH);PBHH lIj 5 CBSH 2546, Al
P O M 46 43 S8 A 4 Ry B ARF A 20 S 45 AH Y (R A0 08 1] HL 55 CBSH AN IR 1 7 76 T 55 BT I I AN 25 8 Jm) 3 AiE
L5005 ] (O ARABLEE (A 0-1 2% & A il PBHH 1 DBHH 43 21 (A8 B 7 B AT o ok

{My/M,mo/M,...,mpy/M} (12)

2 2 P L T T R A TR D R R v R T TS R 7 T 4l 2 2 J S AR AL AR 9 1], =3 2 (]

14132 2 22 7 JR) 0 RF Ik 5 PR 5 3] ) (1 TG G K &R

e | S A AE R R AT _ S ML |
Q0 000 00000 Q0000 Q0O OO
T B Cotaw) Ctaw
Q OO0 QO 99O & & & & QO 09
CRETOMNE GMM L il  GMM MlsEi OMM Mt |
(a) DBHH (b) PBHH (c) CBSH (d) CSH

Fig.2 Comparisons of two soft-histograms and two hard-histograms
2 PR 7 BRI PR BT 1 s

3 EWEWE

A SCH TR B0 7 VAR P AS SO P b BE AT S2 56 56 4IF, 4 591 2 Caltech-4 L FTPASCAL VOC 200601, 1% £
Caltch-4 #8155 AH G S0 0 AT LR IR IR, 122 50 0 B2 RS /I AT 20 A 22 Aol AN [) ERT 38 0 RU31 45 SR A 520
PASCAL VOC 2006 s i I i 3 25 47 S B3 A AL AT A0 A VR ) 50l e, 0 5 650 2 AR A 2R3, P At B A 52 2
FERATH N R BT s 22 ) SR 35 1.2 715 Bl 105 96 DA BE 22 23 R A M SRS 1.3.2 5 IMMP 27 2] 535 58 i
WA TRAE 55 b 06 T4 AR 2S00 1) G vt S AR IR A o S0 v S 7Y,
3.1 Caltech-483EE
311 SEERWE

SR H ARG Caltech-4 1 4 KB RE . AR AT A KHL)AT linois K27 v 4= i 14145, &
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— N MG SR TE 450~1 074 Z (BN SE PRk 2 hBLTE G r b Tl 47 2 B SO IR RO o, 4%
PEJIF-A RSN

SR FH Harris (7 5 AR 2 1k DO fog s ik B BV RIS IFT R SR AR 3k 5 1 17 459 1) 128 4 o s ik 2% . 45 i
N AR Bt WL PR S h — 2 B0 10 R A by VIR AR, 5 — 2 by I A 4 00 3 ] L 00 3 3 1) S0
BEE A 1.000.

FEAE ] MDL-EM SHEREAT BERLLE PRI, GMM #1873 AN OB 3 F B2 52 24 [1,20]. 28 v S, AN [RI L 1) o 13
(IR AN EAE 1~5 Z W) R AR AR AN [V AR S 0T 7 18 B 73 AN KA 3~9 2 ) K AR AR 4k
3.1.2 sEgEiR

FEASC P4 0 R 2R v oh OB R 38 B0 HE A 00 38 (W R B 5 v . S0 ) Ui LA I By B ST
DALk, 3 L ¥ v Y A S 6 DA 93 BT A [] R 38 0] TRU31 45 SR 3 s ) S

S 1 A S IR A o @R b L B S R 2H G F T 0 A A ] e T R R AT Rk
A G B AN ] 5 W oF 505 K R 23 Tl 3k 1 AR 8 P R R L5 B (CBSH,CSH) A Fif i F 5 181 (PBHH,
DBHH)HEAT Py A4 U3 7] I 5k TR0 58 1) e oh A1) 3 i [l (CBSH,CSH,PBHH) & 3 i, 73 il 25 ¢ 1 i M
B (GM) F i J07 VR 75 5 28 (GMIM) Y b 4 o A8 077 0k R B ) SEE 36 45 SR A28 2 o il i 2 i snel) e
CBSH,CSH Fil PBHH iX 3 Fift .77 &l 2 7= v, et R 15 52 28 o 2 F) RU31 45 R AR 246 K 22 B 00 1 D0 7 i A 28
P &5 S, 2 WY SR T vt JUT T8 A A 2R RG] - e U A 1 e % S Y A e R ) R AR ] 2 ) AR ABLRE ;2) A
BT PR VR S0 45 RS 9 A il 17 LA Y A R BT P 2 1), CSH AL T CBSH.

Table 2 Result comparisons for visual word modeling and image representations

R 2 UL A A DL R R 7R U5 1 3 FHERA R () B A 4 2R

PBHH CBSH CsH
Mghd woHH GM GMM GM GMM GM GMM
Airplane 0.961 0.968 0.974 0.972 0.980 0.985 0.970
Cars (rear) |  0.960 0.964 0.968 0.945 0.971 0.945 0.978
Motor 0.889 0.889 0.889 0.893 0.910 0.893 0.932
Face 0.880 0.893 0.907 0.880 0.889 0.906 0.933
Cars (side) | 0.953 0.942 0.945 0.956 0.960 0.956 0.964
Mean 09359 0.9388 0.946 5 0.936 4 0.952 2 0.9433 0.959 6

55 2 A SR 0T EM SVE AT MMP 303027 2 2R B B 5000 40 30 27 20 7 6 AT S80E AR 55 1 21 20 25
R HURAIE T 17 GMM BEBY ) CSH J7 VA3 s BB 73 ) A6 A0 5 1) S RN ) A4 S ) e A A A 2 K | 25 ¢
MMP SLERIRCR LS 45 R MR 3AEPAN R BRI MMP 5352 S R S 250 3045 T S tE 0 A 0001
g
Table 3 Classification rate comparisons between MMP and EM

3 MMP 5 EM X R0 25 Rl 3 Lo g 2R

Category YIEZETH MMP | #14R255] MMP PRSI EM

5 35 MMP A i EM L 5] MMP
Airplane 0.980 0.977 0.970
Cars (rear) 0.995 0.980 0.978
Motorbike 0.960 0.945 0.932
Face 0.947 0.933 0.933
Cars (side) 1.000 0.970 0.964
Mean 0.977 3 0.961 0 0.959 6

2. 3K 3RWIEFE T CMMBEIRY | CSHE 7 &I TH 557 VE KL KX MMPZ 57 2] T VA I AR SCR 4 Hh i 55

VRIRAF T IR UL 4 IR AR 1% 45 RS R R A DG TARREAT T LR LR 4 SR WL 4.Csurka®i AT
Sivic25 NP SLIE R 5 AR SR R 16 ) 0L, BT Harris 0 55 AN A8 #5160 577 RIS IFT 43k 577 Opelt A
DOV 7 19 o g SR AE, o — A Harris 077 556 /S 28 P G 00 5 A R A A P 1 B R SR ALE S AL AR S
e SR P PR Ja B e 5 b 3 19 SR AR 1) sl B g 38 65 A P S50 AR B, AR SCEIAE T AT 0 28 ) 1 TR S 6
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QA5 T 5 v P VR 3 v 1 2 Ferquis s A T 6y = 3 45 A 42 R J Kaadlir-Brady 46 3 521 A1 3L T2 2 R 52 1 A
SCELVELE Airplane, Car(rear) FIMotoriX 3 NS5 1 fr11H 1) 45 540 T+ Fergus A 11 421 Kapoor 4% A 205 - Motor
FiFaceZ& il 1y 5 56 &5 W& L B At 1T H T 28 T 22 20 9 2 10 JR) 30 R 4E , LG AR SCR H 19 J8) 3% 4 1iF 22
"Ik

Table 4 Comparisons with related work

x4 HMHRHEEM LR

114]

Category  Ours  Csurka™  Opelt™  Fergus Sivic™  Kapoor®”
Airplane 0.980 0.963 0.889 0.902 0.953 0.980
Car (rear)  0.995 0.977 0.911 0.900 0.981 0.991
Motor 0.960 0.927 0.922 0.925 0.836 0.97
Face 0.947 0.94 0.935 0.964 0.940 0.995
Car (side)  1.000 0.996 0.830 - — —
Mean 0.977 0.961 0.897 = — —

3.2 PASCAL VOC 2006318 FE

321 HRMWHE

PASCAL VOC 2006 %4 % 5 2006 4 [IPASCAL VOC Challenge 3 %€ i S 1 (1) B 4% 800 4219 H it e
AT ATE A )2 A LG IR 44 U3 579 PASCAL VOC 2006 $i4f 72 4 2 10 AN A2 ): B 4T % (bicycle).
AN ILRZE (bus) . MR ZE (car) Hi(cat). 4+ (cow). Ji(dog). T(horse). EEFGZ- (motorbike). A (person)Ail=F:(sheep).

BG4k 5304, 3,2 618 1 B 51 F il 25, 2 42 2 686 i FH T I038. BT 40 (¥ 8 340k 1 A 4R 37 5 U i
ZEDCHANT B WP TSR S A RIS, [ 2 R AT K ZE 52

AR B AN]SR R0 00) 0 A REAE AN SIFT iR 87, 75 21 128 4 1) JR e e 5 i 08 T 48 m 1 ok
SRR R T oy AT S (PCAYKE R AIE B 42 50 4 MR S0 45 5, ¥ e WAL D 1] S o A 3 1] (199 35024 3 000.

TEAEH] MDL-EM S HEAT B 16 B, GMM o1 il 43 AN SR AR Y0 1 12 52 20 [1,20]. 48 1 580, AS TR AR i 7] %o B
(19 865 N BUAE 2~7 22 AR AR, AN R A4 288 6] B (9 18 3~ A 6~15 2 [l R AR5 4k
322 SEEGE R

FEPASCAL VOC 2006 35 3% H, iR 57720 1 gl o) 2 52 2% 45 /5 P (receiver operating characteristic, fiij #x
ROC) i £ #E47 SFAY, AR S AL SE A 2 ROC I 2% R 1 X 35 11 7 (area under curve, fii#RAUC)I % 4f [z it T 43 2%
RT3 4y 2V T S AUCHE K, 73 28 88 40 28 B8 gl 407 A S[R3 I 1 S AUCHH K LU BE T AN A G 35
R 7 I A TR S 1 1

5§ Caltech-4 F 1) 425 i R S5 98 AH 5], BRATT7E AR [R] P 25 4 LU PRI 3k 1 5 L5 P sl 11 7 LT 2 )
YRR, 45 LK 5.5 Caltech-4 SE8GAHIR], /£ PASCAL VOC 2006 = (151 56 B & il 7 1 502 56 4%
F1) PR T B R I RO &5 R T W AR 7 BEL.CSH 1 CBSH 43 Sl A0 ) 586 B2 (¥ 735 AUC A
0.883 $2/ F 0.913 1 0.903,4 74 T 3.4%H1 2.3%;2) £ W F ik H J5 & 2 [W],CSH 4T CBSH.

Table 5 AUC comparisons between soft-histograms and hard-histograms
F 5 MMIEKETT SR E T ) AUC HRA gl R

AUC Bike Bus Car Cat Cow Dog Horse  Motor  Person  Sheep  Average
CSH 0.932 0977 0.959 0924 0.928 0.837 0.891 0.921 0.792 0.925 0.913
CBSH 0911 0970 0945 0.920 00916 0.821 0.880 0.917 0.790 0.917 0.903
PBHH 0911 0965 0940 0.890 0.911 0.783 0.880 0.905 0.764 0.912 0.890
DBHH 0.909 0.947 0.933 0.883 0.895 0.783 0.880 0.898 0.755 0.902 0.883
1 2006 45 [ P 0 UM S5 26 P SE 2 AT 20 FhOTTA SN T A5 10 SR PR A SORI FHCSHIE 1%
PR T, AR 10 BYASEEAUCH: 0.913,i% A5 1 T2 PASCAL VOC 2006 55 28 (17 16 Ty v 45 H (1 4
RARSS T BRIP4 NS5 R TR LL R 8] 3 T AR SC CAE I 3 AUFE T A0 10 e vt e 488 R L MR R 7 2
T 22 OV AR 2 R AR A B B il ) L ASCR T — T R R b TR B ) ) AR A A T RN R B T 2 S A
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Fig.3 Comparison of mean AUC on PASCAL VOC 2006 dataset
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