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Abstract:  Shape descriptor is a concise and informative representation. Feature extraction is a key step in many 3D shape analysis tasks.
In recent years, feature extraction technologies of non-rigid 3D shape have attracted a lot of attentions. This paper firstly introduces the
evaluation criteria and the datasets which are commonly used as benchmark in non-rigid 3D shape feature extraction. Secondly, based on
extensive research on the existing literatures and the latest achievements, the paper categorizes the non-rigid 3D shape descriptors into
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Table 1 Non-Rigid 3D shapes benchmark (Contiuned)
FT 1 AN = A o A5 4 (40)
EA ik AL I K&K HB o L R 5]
LS 9 12,80
A E R = 4 A
T AR
Hg 3 FHEARE
A F Y B 55 é @
(B A B http://tosca.cs. | A& 7 N5 20 DA
K2 technion.ac.il/ | A& H;—HK 1L
50 000 data/toscahires- | PERIAIN 12 A
L | mat.zip [R] %34, S AN ik A7
i) REEB 9 4 @ ﬂ
SURB, 8 L4,
[} i
TOSCA ¥if z /@ﬁ)\g “jmv_‘ﬁ
4B HE P \
UNREP-S7A: — >
gt s 12 K
TOSCAR2! ENEES £’
i) %% % i 10 1ft8 A RN =
R A R S N i
bk PR 3 2k
AN T ) 55 4 A 7Y
%7 HE 3 S 1545 20 [ -
(A B http://tosca.cs. ANAS ] 2 e — fb‘ﬁ Q ”f;%
KLy th technion.ac.il/ | S PERLTL Yy 24 ‘ﬁ’ /& (& &’l’
3 000 4> data/ OENGEE S0 Tt e &
oA nonrigid3d.zip | R4 R [FLH T b " é‘
1) 21 HERE. 17 AL ﬁ
PLEy | 15 kW7
12U, 9 U, 6
Hilgt, 6 JLf A
B3R 14
Ryt
Sumner £45 L 100 AMEEY AL
GABEEE | poosmeonte. | B0 Do . fﬁ’“ﬂf H)‘
ATTRBOE | csailmiced | GBI 5 A ¥ f
2 TE AR P L sumner/ S, R 3K 2 24 531 ﬁ -
Burnner ™ EomE | ey | 7K W T A
Bim kg | defiransfer | s Bt | G B
30004~ 5 | datwhonl | g @@??m )
000 A T51 14, e, R o
ShapeGoogle FH ke AR 2 1)
LAEITE P SHEIRERT 10
Ty A5, o 2
B Sk H ok L N NI SN
(R IES B WM. L.
NIl P = 4 45 Wi K% U5
I H A2 FI 3% 10 25
WA 53— | htpiwwwlixe 258 T 6 Bl
S RAJET | Polytechnique. | penepn i g r
ShapeGoogle[S] (R | T g D
KA H K code.zip - AR, WS J J
o 78 B 4 AR A KA Rl
TR A R . KFEARR.10
S e ARG RE 6 Fh i I
RO RitN B fE L H 596 \ LRl
WA 1 200 BT RSk 7
A~1 500 4> B4 £ A 1) T
01550 FAHA 463 A

© PEBEEG T

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



A F RN = RRS R AFAER IR AR 487

Table 1 Non-Rigid 3D shapes benchmark (Contiuned)
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— Ot I 5O S R 2R (R BR A T % BB R AT AR T 5 U B — A S M M 2k [ BR R — A )
ZAN JUAAT T P 8RR 3 6 JUA] S 4 DN 5 B 5 IR AT SR A 2R 118 B3 2 A DA X — 4% TN b 2 3 B DR AT 1 2
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55T 30 AR A b, 70 8 S ) 3 S DX, ) 5 00 % [ AR T R e e o £, o S IR 1) 25 2 AR 4 LA K S
DX 35 11 Jat) Z TR A AR L (0 A e (L ) L G A58 28 ) R R E SRR,

2009 4, Zaharescu 25 A\YZE SIFT 45 4E 175 7] K6 8 B 7 &l (histogram of oriented gradients, f&i#% HOG )43 1iE
FR R R 4 R I T o) s B2 L PRI AL 0 38 158 S R = A IO 1) B SRR R 5 0 AR ALE P SR P S 4 X
3 O R AT S5 ) S S AR R e S R AT A TR B B T I e v AT SIFT R4l 5| NI TE i, 5o s A
RN = A T AT AR AE UK 53 AT T IE P ) S DR OK N S U AT AR R A B e R A
AHZ 7 AR S B I e A A 3 0 0 T = A A R S T =y A ) T, s B AR (9 38 5 SRR O — B 1 R
PR

2010 4, Maes 25 NS 17— o 4 S RE AR REAE 55 3R 45 )4 S0 A T = 4 A K IR0 B Smeets 2%
NAE 2011 4K H D TR R = i B R R 28,9178 SHREC 201128 R 45 7 250 v AR R v A 2R A4 A 1 50
D08 A RS TR N TR 22 1) AR A A DAy TR B A AIE s 0 R s — MR AE AU T — AN U 1) AT A R AR R AT e R A AR
P8R 5 ) 3 R SRR AIE 1 S, A P AR 28 2R 5 R A 1) 2 106 T R s A A R 73 ) A A 170 408 4k e s L T L
AR AL A 27 18] v ¥ AR B EAT R AE DG AT, 55 T DG TRC 1) et B BT A R L T ) R AU 2 36 &5 R Wl 3K — Hiidk

FERE AR R = A 45 20 A AR e 1 2 05 e

X T4 2 R R #%,1999 4, Johnson & )\[49]%& Tﬁﬁﬁ@@ﬁ?ﬁ(spm lmages fRIBK ST). A% R AL 7E S 25 1) A
S S = A RS RR AE TG TG 10 R0 1 2 — 4 150 5% PRI AR TR ARBE S U T i) i )RS A8 3K b g vk g 7 e 75 R = A A0 AT AR
T 1) M P LA SR Rk = i A5 200 AR b s k. TR 1, 2006 4F, Liu %‘gk[so]fmiliﬂﬁll& SURFAE Y H W 358 43
BRI 2R.2010 45, Wang %5 ANPUHE— D 82 HUAE B WE G RA RF, 17 2845 N4k 25 m) v 1) Jo5 i AR HIEASE 28 43 i oy 14
A7 2% 8] AR AR T 505 B B AN T ) B X RN R A S5 R AR R AR T B HE S U B e
BHEE SRR

2008 #F,0Ohbuchi 5 AP 8 [1) 22 £y B B 5% A0 Bl S E 5% 225 100 Jo3 35 A0 B R A, - 5 5 T S A 7R 4t — oy
NEHEIRFF B}y BE-SIFT. 1 56, B A AU B L RUBE RIS 3AaEAT VA — s JL IR ) AL T Bk 2 59 R B 22 AN WRL A A 7Y
BEAT PR, 100 B 545 21 AR B2 EHG SR I SIFT AL 8 J5 AR I U ST N6T oy 35 W 3 R AL BEAT % B Ak e s
HLE AT I 0% 7 B A R IR R AR R A S i R B 4 o

MZ A B R SRR S SRR ALy M P IR P
BRI R
R
uWME
%)ul&ll
kﬁx OQ0000 (5)
% K2 nBﬂhﬂt A S
= 10000060 ﬁ{?
4
e 0000 ’
Tk éﬁ
HJ B
MN : s
w#mt

Fig.4 Flow of the BF-SIFT feature extraction [°%
4  BF-SIFT 5k 2 B 207

BF-SIFT i fil 418 17 HAT ROBE AR e o e 4 A 4 J 588 B AR 4 AN AR A S5 (0 1 (BT A A AR SR I ) S5 1K £ 1)
8 Furuya %5 API7E 2009 47 SR H 25 55 RAE R G A0 L S50 T BF-STFT REAE, B 75 D155 5 4 v 2, of A3
211 A B ) B 58X — SVA B A SHREC 20102 i 1S 1 e A (K 22 45 .

(3) FT bR R AL S
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XTAERIE = R T L B T R A TR M B A2 AR S NI PE AR R A0 FL AT T Ak 22 (1 7 i L R
ASE B PR PR A B 7 9 B Ok S 2% X SR BT B I A [F) (AR B I — e 1) — s o 1) o, AT HE R 1
P = 2 A TR TG T (7] 4850 0l X 2 A TR C 5 1) A8 [ T 8 S SR D 2 ) R N 1 O X, 7 6 B A 3 P R 1R O — 4
HI 1) G — B 3] 5] — /N AR R A )

2003 4F,Elad %5 A9 Y A 2 4 K% (multi-dimensional scaling, f/iFR MDS) 73 #7525 484 900 Mo
P 2 ) 2 ke 380 D o 2 T B AN ) 3 A 1) = ST — AL B R — I 23S MDS 2 — P A5 PR AR i e % IR K5 )L E
TR P9 26 SR A AR

2010 4E,Lian % A P5F ] MDS 73 #7 523 51 32 JG 23 M7 (principal component analysis, fii #k PCA)S %+ SR RY
B “BRUETE 2R Ja TR L R bR e JE 480 BF-SIFT i 1iE, 55 J5 1) B 4 G E 5 A T G455 280 (1) ARABLRE L oA v
TErMvH S R B 3 0 e BT AT T4, 2R 5 N MIDS 5 N S 72005 175 4 i PR AR TR pfe B 381 — o R G 2 )
B JEFH PCA B0 188 BYBEAT TR 48X 5515 21 dge 24 1) B v T . 52 3 25 R B ARG T BB sl s ) AR W 1 = 4
B LS BF-SIFT AL AR AEAL 2 J5 () = 4R 1 1) BF-SIFT RFAE G i 25 52 i 1 R VA 2.

2013 4, Lian %5 NP H 7 — R RAEAE (Kbl A2, B A FR A B 5 BT 1 58 K0 AW = e o B il —
AT T WL B 735 555 28 5 6 I 88 7350 2 EAT 08 4 B e RSP 48 B AT AR B R A W) 5 MDS
IO T A A R 0T YO0 2 i I KRS 730 43 2 8] (3 R SR AR AL IR Am v T2 . =6 & IO b S0 &
SR I X T TV BT A B bR TS Re % OR B IV R 4 T A5 RN 6T A B A A I A R AR e A e T
or R UE A e A% 7 VE AR AT JR) BR A X 40 1 W 75 UR% 20 ) 45 SR e T b T (R 80 T B AR A R 8
Bt o

Zikey brifEIE

JR g

Fig.5 Flow of constructing feature-preserved canonical form %

5 R CRARFAE b vl T i S P

HE T MDS R 17 2UE b 28w 43 HE SR I S A8 e LAl A2 9 I PE M 225k 2015 47 Pickup 55 NP7
T IR LR IR ] 53 2% B R VT SR R b v TR 1 ¥ 0 e AR T A 1 SR PR B BURR AE R 28 B
R A 2 T g K PR R P 125 A% 5 AN i R RS 20 i A, BE M08 6 5 BRI [R) Py Ak B v 23 9 A O RE TR 5 EL G AN [7] 7
H A IR R AIE R PR B RO AR 10, R I 2 T JOA [ R A 28 25 AER 27 VR A P R B — R Y
o I A R B A A S o P R R R 25 K P 0 R I s R R R R R S P sl L A AU

AT HCBAN IR (R A <R SRy 125, Pickup %5 AP UE SHREC 2015 41200 T — WK T b v 7B (1) 1 I
PE = RS R 5828, B2 1 OF LURL T AL T ok i) MDS RN 55 T2 R nURFAIE T SR BK Sl RN T K PGB
S8 20 T Ry G A T b A T A 5 0 SE IR 45 R B R R B SR R R BCRAR B L — SR S AL T MDS [R5k
BU 5 oA H B AR S R 2 v R vy 2 (E R I R DL e, e 5 B ke T P AN K K.

(4) =TI G R RF AL S U

RGN0 2T AE A e = A TR DV PR i) A0 S8 e A1 4 DG P 1 i, 2 A A TR LA A T () 4 4
SR, BN E AT TR ARACLIR) T, — AL IR () 0 1 5 b S e 17 A R 5 98 2 TA] PR 6 3 P, T A A 200t 4 3 A5 20
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P4 Joy 65 KA FH R SR A 750 0 e hrA . Ak, Al RSB AR RA — @ BT PE AR R X ST 40 4
AU 0 A B R 25K AR ET 2, Hovk 5 A 4 FE HE R .

RN = YRR P AR I 70 LA IR — 2RI HE T Reeb BIM 545, ) — R AT JL BB U5 .

Reeb PRI A 8 S 22 R B g0, U SR B AREAS T A AL 11D b 5500, 5 o S0 AH ) L8 T ) — 2 L X
) TOL R AR 2 5N TR, — > Gl R I — A M AR B DXl PR S22 30 P I B 6 R A3 3 T — N AT LR IR i
AT 3 S5 B L PR O Reeb [E1LIEFEAS ) 1) B B pss 3 B TRI Y Reeb 181,338 17 43 5% MRS 2R A ALLAZE LR 1) 25
T F R, 0 0 U v B 8. Morse BR 4% Hilaga 25 A D15 A0 s B 2 A0 300 Hh £5 Morse BB T
% 4y #H% Reeb [ Biasotti 25 N1 97 i Reeb EISRIEAT & 40 578 UL Barra %5 N CYiE R 47 FE Reeb K%
) e T A R AT AT ALLRE LR,

G PR A = Y (¥ F b S5 AR AE I ) — B U AR VA R R S YRR (WA MR AE L ) T
b J5 R REAL A Bt b 3B T LA . R Wt R R = iR Sundar %5 A2 2 B0 A0 STk b R )R
PR 4R P DG PR AR O AR () 1 0 PR AT B A Sfikas 25 AL SURE T8 Bk 10 R0 DR 1 ) 2 AR R =
SR TR F) B 2 V] SR N S B AR T A I LA A A ) LR SR R s A R AR

BE T30 b S5 4 1R RR AE BRI VE X S (1 4 b Wt 75 UK AR TR S 4ER T A B AR p G IR 2 I R 4
o | AR () 0 D 4 R R AR A A, G SR PR AR R = 4B A b b B G ) R A7 A, A [R50 53 AR 2% B AH T 42 f,
D AT L ik D 50 23 0 21 45 N 2 3 4 DA — A A4 DT 808 T BB B P b S5 4.0 T X X — Il i, A AR 2 i A
BT TSR D R R A SR BV 40 40,2010 4E, Bronstein 25 A H A Gromov-Hausdorff 14 Z 1
B HROE R R 0 I 0 B 2 R R AT AR v T 0] AR 2 4 A I e

A3 — L0 S, Lahner 25 AP2#E SHREC 2016 4140 T A7 # F0 e 745 g Al Wi — 4455 784 UL i 5% 26, 5 28
TR AR BR HR A SR A BEHLAR BRIX 3 BREL.2012 4E,Sahillioglu 25 A CSIHR H I 00 S A8 foe K AL 5
VA A5 I AR 5 RS R ) (1 56 Y 9% R A5 BE iR N S 27 B SR Ak 45 45 00 RN PR 2 S IR 4 06 e 1 1S B T T B AR
BR HSR AR S B i R 8 AR SRUE b i b7 B 307 - DUR 45 H K (Laplace-Beltrami, 6 #R- LB)EL T (19 4% Ak 26 4
HEAT A2 U P B AL AR AR 502 R 4R R F 2% 20 1 7 v SRS L IR 06 20 2, 15 58, 2 T R AR SR SR W 4R 55 8%
S A5 PR SRR AR 2 43 TE — N o TR S AR A B A b B 38 0 AT A A5 B PR BB B i TR PR 0T Y 06 R
S8 5 B I T P R AR o 4 380 T o 1Y) e O UG T M i B, T R L AR R S TE R S (] 1 4 A AR e I A T A
S 1Y T 45 SR 8 11, 47 I 65 P 1A A8 DC P i) S0 IR S o A e, A 7 B2 AATT e — S R R T M A 25 1y kP,

(5) T AT O AE S

TE VT AU B A0k, AT 5 5 A 20 SR TG B A B2 T, 5 B R P i R R 7E 2R 2 2 (M AT — R V1%
VRN 3 — AR 4R 5 W 908 AT A6 R R 0Ae) 4 AR M e = 48 200 s SR — NI R H O R A7 1 3010
AU ARL R AR AT ) 2 A 2R SR AT 3 3 ol T A AR A 1) 7 2t R g 1% g vk R T R R R A SR R
SEAEHE R BGOSR b R — R A 7 v R () LB 4 TV A I LB 2T IS AT B B R R £ P 2 )
PR, 3G T AR NI = 448 Bk R AT 453X 28 07 Al A R B s — 2 v A5 B AR O, T SRR B B kAT 7 4 4k 2, S
S35 MRS 28 I VRE A R s 2t = 2% (R AH DG R A 5L, 70 386 I 2 TR0 A 5L ) [T I, S 4 i K vk 45 4 e P DA B =% T T 48
= TR AR T A [R] 28 0] IR BB, IX 43 R ) AR wffas 125K

2006 £, Reuter %5 NVOg HLIE 18 0 M4 i T —Fh iR AE ShapeDNAL 1 4658 T = 4B LB 51,9
R BR IG5 3 0h S RFAE AR 2R 5 W A A AR5 40 E /D> 21 K HE 5 90 03— 4 35 5 K B0 K AN AE AR 20 B 1) ) A
h 5 B R AR AR 7 A R R IR AT B, B T B, FLAT RUBE AR P 0 48 R AR 4 AN AR P e i R IB BB 1K) N 2 )8
PRI A T AR R = G A R 2R AF IR AE Rl I ) 2 B2 1) 4 Jey A 8, N TS 28 1 =30 40 B 0 Jg S DG .

2007 4, Rustamov!” 7E Lévy2 4 t [ 25 L1 LB 51 REE 0 7 (1) LA 1 0g 45 7 6 00 380 3% fe N4 o) 42 11 T
— 4R RiFFTE (global point signature, 8 F8 GPS). A 145 % 55 p 1) GPS R fik & — AN TG B 4 1) ) o5t

GPS(p)—[J%mp),J%@(p),le@(p),... ©)
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AP 4 2 B AR, o A2 TLOOT I (AR AIE [ 2. 4 JR) RURFAE R 88 0T — 4 ASE 20 3 T T 7 A% SN B AT P 28 1)
I T AT A A5 A1 7 ) AR bR 2R, B8 96 AR 4 b WV ooF 22 342 il A AR M AR 4 AR T R — SRR — 2
B LB 876 2 7R S @ CHIE W], 02 LB H 7 oo B A0 RS B AR R AR R 4, = R BRI BN
[] [ HEAS A [ Rustamov P17 2009 4E3E— 204 H 56T BB (10 0E 4038 745, B b AL ol B — S S 700 4/ DAy FRE AR ABEASE
S ST A B B3 B T PR AT 1 WSt B S 7R TR AR o 5T GPS AR X T J7 92 BRI O T RN A [N g8 — 1) 1)
FRRARZ EN G I T BRI vt 580 B G ey e EURSEAR 1) i .

2009 4F,Smeets 25 AR F S AE AR 20 R AT S5 A8 400 72 5 2 D7 v e ABE 7R £ 000 ot 9 3 4 IR 30047 3% 90t 3L
HPL O R4S B R AR AR RN 7 e (R IR TR B 1 N 24T L AR A [ 2 R S T 2 0 T AR B R T R 6 B KT 50
A5 KPR I AR FH 7 e (1 9 ) A O R ) AR A 8 R 157, B A S PR AR e AN AR T A R A AR A P A AL — 2 b
BEFEIS; R T U BRI SR AR 2R 2 R SO 2 D P g B A, AT X S TR 1) A e L R U

B ZAEIE S meshSIFT H5AEIEAT il A28 ) 5 K d5e /N JE — 0 7 V2088 4% 2 — R0 068 I FD B2 288 4 B VA — ks,
FET YA — Ak J5 P BE 2 S B IR R0, FH T AR ADLE B 258 2 T Rl R AR 1R AT AR = i B A R ME A 2R 25 15 313
— L.

2009 4F,Sun 25 A\ U515 i 5 LR 78 6 T B B0 iy a4 L B B 4IE 38538 745 (heat kernel signature, fiff 7
HKS). B 88 L My #o07 # v LR R A

h() =3 e g’ (x) @)

iz
Forp 4 & 58 T AMRRAEAE, b 2 FEX R IR 1) 552 he OO B R A HGZ 3R T S8 I T T et x b 283 ¢ IsF I Fr A e
Y T A% T R L HKS R AT 220 i T 482 B 1 oA 2 JE8 1k 0o Sl M P = R B (R S5 B AR 4 L Fh P e R R L AR
TEEA G HKS A AL 2 S S A 0 i, X 455 28 P 40 15 5 3k 8 776 B 0 I [a) 2 ORI 40
HICA 7 75 (R 3 PR B 2 78 40 A BB IE B, 2 R B AR 40 6. 2010 45 Bronstein 25 AU 7VRI FH 8 5L 2% 466 i i
I B A AR Mk Al HKS R fiE BA RE AR AR PE 3 T RE JE 6 I UL R TiE (scale invariant heat kemel
signature, {i FX STHKS);Raviv 2 NS 17— Rl 3 1400 0 3% (10 FR R 0 12 B A0 308 sl R NS 20 Ay 5, 3 74
PY A B 7 A b A IR RS AE ;2011 4K Fang 25 AUV Sl ok 75 v o A ASE R 2R T 100 3L B o0 Al 48 HH T v
YJ{H %18 75 (heat mean signature, 5 #% HMS).
2011 4F,Aubry 25 \BOVZE B g 24 HE 42 Py i FH 95 30 05 R kB 7R BE 47 20 A7 3 Y T B A% R A1 (wave kernel
signature, & B8 WKS).WKS #7E S b 5 4068 5 5 Kb =
WKS(X,):R—>R

-1

®)

~(e-log 4 )* —(e-log)?
WKS(x,8)=C, Y. ¢’ (x)e 27 ,C,=|De 27
i i

oA 2 258 T AMRRAIEAE, ¢ A& JEX0 N IR REAIE ) 5 WKS R AE R 5 7R F AR A R 45 58 THSUA B ) Bt L
TR 5> 4.5 HKS A, WKS AFEIR 2 AR e — & WKS T8 3 6] 553 1 A S 6f i 1) 3R AT 2 4k, v] LAYVS
WA Rt 4 A [] AR DA R AN () 25 1) R 45 8. 2 B8 JF; 02 WKS BEAE 3l 3R A8 2 = 14 5 A5 2, AL Ik e 8 X B 2R T R
HEAT A 40 A0 2 i B R T R M FAE 4 W B A 0 2 Rk, R S Gt ) B A AR TR AR R R
eI

2011 4, Hammond 2% A2 336 Pl /N g 2 iz 42 T 3 P /0N i A0 38 5 4 L oA b L, /N 28 e — A
I [V R A5 (1 3 30 4% ke, 200 3 SF B R 40 B 5508 B0 bR BT 22 RS 40 46 93 W7, e 8 8 A AR 5 TP 4R B L.

FE I HEAE B 2013 45, Li 25 AN BHR T3 &Nl 18 55 (spectral graph wavelet signature, i #7 SGWS), H T
NIl = AR A3 AT FRS R .SGWS AN EE T Z IR AR 45 AR UL 1) 22 00 3R R 44, v LA 3 = AR 2R 1) 42 R
a3 38 JUART AR IE, AN A L A 58 8 A e A A i L LA T 8 k2 I T B Dk A% 1 4 7 SHREC 201080
SHREC 20118 | [y 5256 45 F R W1 ,SGWSS [ ZRE 1 35 e T3 B LATTHE S 1 (156 1% A5 1iE
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Ak SRR S SR A R AR IR R A 105

22 EFEIHFEMAFFRIUEAR

BT N Lo v (WA R AR SR By 125 I 75 6 52 B I i DA S ISR B3 2 1) = 4S5 20 19 B 3R B AIE 41 R 75
PR B A i — b i TG 2 AR A0 155 REAT BIL 27 2] IS B I — e J2 2% ST BB 0 = e B 1) v SR 45 44
I J2 T AR BB 2R 7 B A R R B 2% ST W R i i — 1] R A T i B % B 2014 AR TR IR 2% )
TFA N F = A B R AE SR B IR AR T — FR 9 S 1 e AL

(1) 55T 4050 T A ) i i B

1A 454 7 (bag-of-words, fii FX BoW) & i T SCAKS R HEHE 4845 7Y (bag-of-feature, fij FX BoF) /& & K] —F
CHE, B Y B AR AR R b D B S RIS R AT, T RHIC 2 R AR B A R SR S8 B AR j 1) A
JR] B8R AR A R B R — N RE AR AT R AE R A R IRV R R A A A O REE AR AT 5 R 2K L BoF Al A
AT DL SR A = i A5 70, RIS 2 = i AR TR A 1 3 e 2 28 5 vk A R A AR 5 K = 4B SR O il — LR A A
AR I TP S A SRR T 6 s,

REE N T ELIR T

& 5 , o ;
o= o B 1"
. 7

= Ry " 93
P I s S G | _pf§‘?
I
0 w008
Q'7"‘10 " /
RIS : : JRI BRI
e
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e 1] S
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Fig.6 Flow chart of the BoF-based algorithm ¥
6 3T SR I A

2009 4F,Ovsjanikov % N T —Fft B AT 25 () AU (00 5 10 A8 R0 5oy L 7 P A WP — S A 22
WU 2, A K-means S0 S I H) HKS RRAEREAT SIS, 3043 JUAR TRV AR I BE 2 AT 19 JLART IRV B R I ok
FA 3 TUART Jo 055 0 i, I BN 58 v L AR 3] Y R0 LA 669 HE IR ) 4005 B e ey 2 ) 6 R 5 TN B AE R IR 75+

2011 4F,Bronstein 25 APIE sLIERE b5 T ok 8 B e 10 U2k 4 b 0 P ARBL Y SRR W 35 S50 X R A R 775
2R H PR S HEAT 27 21 45 B s 2 B R 5 K AT ) 1 408 I I S 38 0 2 R R B R IR SRR A R AT PR
ShapeGoogle FFAiF. 1% 77 1538 1 0 A5 Y PR B AT A0, A (B T REAE R IR A7 1 4 1S 4t s TR R Ao 5.

2014 4F,Litman 25 A\ PR H B 22 3] 5 kML G811 BoF ME SR HEAT T oStk & 2, A 1 A4 i 4 A 0y s AC %
K-means RIEEVEIEAT 725 2188 5 38 TAE S48 H An 07 B A7 BUZ AL % 055 JL T 7] L2 ST A2k
FHAS [F) 558 B35 1) A 48 AN J2 22 AR TE T3 AR A0 AL) S 0 6 2 ) 140 o 1) B A, R b s 75 S 8 v i 2.

2014 4F,Li % \B7% HKS,SIHKS,HMS FIl WKS %5 [ HI T~ JE W = 2 bR K 2% (0 1 4 i 4183 7 04T 77 1
0 (1 128 T8 R0 EU 6T T AT 0K 1K LI 2 SR 0 TR AE R A F 18T v v 2 R AR AE (¥ G B U s, 6 B BT T A it
FE A A [R] (R R A RUST 56 2 B0 T 0T ASE 2R 45 SR TR 52 T S 06 &5 SR W STHIKS  Rp F0E 56 = DIk = 44 A5 70 1 1) e 3
it 5 i, [R) N, 7 A 25 A S I 4 i 7 2 e i B E— 2D MR s i R A R

2017 4F,Han %5 NP8 07— it 48 o 4 (R0 4 S 10 = Zi B AL 6 A J7 vk, Bk g 223 1) TR SCM St 48 A 7Y
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(bag of spatial context correlation, ff X BoSCC). 1% J7 1% 8 56t ik 1 /R 7] Fe 8 DL 22 JORE 5 26 AN T 19 22 1) L
T SCHEAT EREAR, AR 5 TR TR R T J 8 X 3 A TOU AP 223 8] R S T PR A G e 2% DX sk 1 LA R0 2 T4 R D
) et R, Bz i A AR TR 2 ) T SCAR S A% 7 . BoSCC REWS R AR AE S5 11 BoW HESLTEXT — 4 B RUAEAE
i A I 5 BRI 4 A T 1) BRI PR 23 HF 2R TRL S TR AN HN L T B ) AN 7 B DRI 42 R A 1 42 T A
4 AE McGilll'", SHREC 2010 VA4 4 1 (1) 5 46 45 K W1, BoSCC At T8 46 BE 119 25 17 £ S 14 34 BoW 7 7%,

(2) TR 2 MR HUE

WA ) = AR R AR R 7R 5 vE AT Aoy BT N TR E R 7 B TR BRI ik . BT =4k
B0 5 10 LB T IS e 1) vk

BT N TR AE A 7 VA1) 3L 3 B AR 6 AN T T AR 2 R A R P I B8 2 I HE S 19 3 2% 2] H e J2 R L B
TSR A b BRI TR AR, 0 K X AR AR A b R P Rl 2R I IR N T T 2 ) e R R AR R s SR A
TAr LS 43 M F BAT RG22 5 A R 155 DR S 2 SRR LR B 2 9 SR M N AR AIE K 1k 2 55 2 B Ak 7 2
FIRRJE 8IS T RS 2 2] AR 3 o ik MARAS B A e N T AR A7 A 1 i) 8.

2015 4F,Fang %5 NOHR Y T —FhiR 1 IR 1538 7 (deep shape descriptor, fij /& DeepSD). 1 S #2 U 7 HK'S
RRAE ;88 5 70 BE SRl b 6P AR IR T 3R AT 2R 28 38 tH I 2 TR R I8 77 (heat shape descriptor, fij X HeatSD); i J&5 , 4%
HeatSD 1 4 45 1 oy W% T 4 46 W) 45 () i N, 48 228 2% 3] 75 81 DeepSD, K TR LW 7 Bk 48 MeGill'" Rl
ShapeGoogle® i #i 4 I #4752 5, 73 5] DeepSD 45 1E M) PR 14k, Lt HeatSD 45 f1 ShapeGoogle 4F1E () PR Hh
LA BRI I B DeepSD FFAEXT ALY M A L HE R 5 2t LA R U 1) B M 1k A R E

R | 14F

. SR ; !
KA : a7

+ ARPAAT

=] HALETAE
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4 1
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th'

EigenSi A AT

HEBOHIAT B
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Fig.7 Process of learning deep shape descriptor

7 2 SRR R A R R

2015 4F, Xie 25 NPVHEFA7 YL ) (VR 8 11 B G i 2 2t 17— v J2 A ARURFAIE 2% ) 20 G 6] 8 T 5 5,
P2 UL IR I AR AR (B HKS)PE B0 2 i s 1A a0 A\ S AR 0 Ba 2 )2 R 2 TN Fisher S 5 b v
I 32 B (KORFAE 5 i 4 B AT 19 3 ) % (0 B 55 2 v PR e 0 G 3 e 2 Bl — A 1) 8 A0 DA B8 20 [ R A R 75
HFICECAIEY 2R 76 McGill'" Al ShapeGoogle!™ Bi4ii £ 134T 91250 2R AIE (1)1 22 45 L LUAL S0k AE A7 W] 211 2
1y, LG AR TR P 4 1 A 30t LA AR 1) 5 e

2016 4,Ghodrati 25 NP2 T — i 22 GURFAE 5% 5 4840 15 SE 4R I = HE AL 1) SGW'S R HE R B R R 1 5 —
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Fig.8 Framework of the learning shape descriptor based on discriminative auto-encoder
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