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Review of Visual Attention Detection

WANG Wen-Guan, SHEN Jian-Bing, JIA Yun-De

(Beijing Laboratory of Intelligent Information Technology (Beijing Institute of Technology), Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Humans have ability to quickly select a subset of the visual input and allocate processing resources to those visually
important regions. In computer vision community, understanding and emulating such attention mechanism of the human visual system has
attracted much attention from the researchers and shown a wide range of applications. More recently, with the ever increasing
computational power and availability of large-scale saliency datasets, deep learning has become a popular tool for modeling visual
attention. This review includes the recent advances in visual attention modeling, including fixation prediction and salient object detection.
It also discusses popular visual attention benchmarks and various evaluation metrics. The emphasis of this review is both on the deep
learning based studies and the represented non-deep learning models. Extensive experiments are also performed on various benchmarks
for evaluating the performance of those visual attention models. In the end, the review highlights current research trends and provides
insight into the future direction.

Key words: visual attention; visual saliency; eye fixation prediction; salient object detection

KRS 7 Se(human visual system) FA B3 006 AR 4 31 A ) AT RFSC R 2 A 240 10°~10°
S B AR SR 2 U T 9 4 914 W05 v 5 J L (visual attention mechanism)Je A B3 &
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IXAE FAMREE N EE 417

20 L 45 i st N Z0a Ak 2R B 7 1 SR T R A 7 A B B B T, N R R e s ORI R ) SR TP TR
HPRR) B LI 3K G R R L A R M gk 2D TN 2RI B 3R Ak S S ) B, DT A N 2 A A B 5 R
AL AR JEL IR, BR A 0 Sf AS H 2 1) SR, A B 0 A 48 T B0 VR 20 TIC 45 3 st b ) S B 40, b v 2 KR R e 4
T 52 % B A FRAT 45 (o P U YL 355 20 21600 AP figp U745 ) 441 B 5 - Adh B L R S A4 R A
A BEALI R A VST 5, N S0 A D 3 3 0 AL T 00 A I (1 e R 2 3L 45 < 3 40 % 36 R AL I JEE e [ (central
fovea) MR 73 H¥ 22 1) 100 25 0 M9 i (periphery ) AR 9 (1 e e U] X 3 A v 7 408K 22 20 WL HE Al i (cone cells), 171
TR T T BB 2 N ROV W AR I 30 T S MR Bk Ot £ A b B e g [ DT 3 A 2 I8 ) B 22 4
T 20 g% A AN A DG DR A5 L T L, N SRR A T AL | A D IR A R A, 5 o B s A R IR A B
WCER AT 55 T AE VS LA 3 4004k, 3= T2 (R AT 5 o) A T B S o 5 0 ) o B A 2R R g R A e A 2R i 72 2 T WL
A AR ML D SN A5 R AR 3 I R b 5 N B WL, AN AT LUK AT PR IR o B3 98 0 3 TC 265 T 22 1 H #r,
T HLREE 7= A2 AT A N SRS DA B0 SR I 2 R DAL 400 0 v 2 0 A Wl 2 28 1k T ST LA 3 3 ) BT 9 84 1,79
B2 B R R

NZERLEE 2 AL 0 I T A F00 FE 2% (cognitive  psychology) Fl i 25 Bl 2% (neuroscience), 5 #1148 %
TAE R LLEHI B Koch A1 Ullman (35 /P 1et 25 A PVR DA 4000 BHL2F o () 28 PR 8 —— 5 11 48 4 FRAE (feature
integration theory, ik FIT)!'*VRI4§ [ 48 2 471! (guided search model)! it T 5L 301 (¥ A S5 v 2 S WLk it
R IR N AL B A B S 5N T 7 LA 3 Ak, 12 A 45 43R D AR OG 3 s Il (human eye
fixation prediction). 7. Itti &8 AW LA 5,2 S48 T R & IR 0G0 Sl 25 1k o RO Rk e e A R 73 55 rp
— AN A5 BRI AT REPEHEAT IO B A v LA B )k — 2 R B B AR A A4 o] 1) B AR AR U Ok T ARt
BN A YRR L T S AN R 4 S —— S W R A I (salient object detection).iX 43 32 [ L
WFSUA Liu 25 NU2URT Achanta 25 AUV T4 5 U6 37 S o S5 25 o 38 A O AR s 9000 1 L 39 S A 10 5585 4
TG AR 50 AT 45 (ARSI, b 46 e B 0 A RN, T Py R e 11 PR AR
L o R i 9125 B A3 o T 9 T A 2 1 R

55 R 28 SCHRAH BL AR SO E TR AR

(1) WA v D0 A I 7 30 A R AR R M D VR R AT T AR GE A0 4 T I 5, I R 40 AN 080 ) AN [ 0 ok

REI I — R 53 4 B 25 AN 5 285 B A0 o S = P A DA 7
(2) WP R AL TR B A 2 (R v B v SRR B REAT TR SR A3 B 6 AT ) BB Y S5 R EAT T I

MK,

() AP NMR VT s AGH I LA % St 25 40 A G 0 A 0 AR P S 60 i 4R« Sk I PEREVE AL SR AR b AT T 38 A0
ISE

(4) R R IR T R DA S5k 35 ) AR R R A i 2 S sh 3 st R IR REREAT T 52 B0 #r IR
AT A D R SR (1 e e e

AT 1A AR SGTE s s IS R AT 2538 5 2 45/ 41 B 38 W A A s R AR P A L B BRI K
BT URPES ST B RAR S0 3 W SR S s A DA Sl 25 ) A e ) sl s P O B 4R 585 4 0 /e 3 NI OGTE a
R IR S5 2 ) A A I AU ] T SEVA PR RE VP AS AR bR 20 5 TR X 2 i 20 i g AR S R AR 2 DA K (25 )
RTINS RY AR S M BN Ao N IR REEAT & REVEAN. 38 6 1A A 25 00 A D X — W S sl A ok 1) e
PRAT .

1 ABRKE SR

IR SR ks ) 2 i 30 e 2 sl B 1) O B AEL N M 5 3 3 2R G AL e 5 AR B A P AN R £ 22 5
PLBE IV IR M R 2R AT T 5530 1 5 3 9 1R N 2SR 2 5 A LS, B Xof A5 70 0000 1) W 38 25 P 4 SRR AT = AL O
BT K AT R T N SRR (0,0, P, b W S /W 58 n ke P52 ek 1 R 20 00 (A AR G 3
7 ), N R DG SR U A 45 1T LA SE SN -3 B — AN 10 7 7778 i 5% % (stimuli-saliency mapping function)feF.

© PEBEBPHIFST  hip:/www, jos. org. cn



418 Journal of Software k13 4% Vol.30, No.2, February 2019

120 MR B/ P IR G A7 T 52 22 45 81, B 5 () B s
K N
22 m(f(l,).p) M

k=1 n=1
KE meM B SO —Ph AR G s BAE 5 535 PR 100 i) PR 2 B2 1 (5 LA 4.1 7).

XA L AR R T Koch 25 NI 1985 4F H2 H 10 58 348 36 M 0 3 BEAE A A 18 0 R K 2K 5 4
AR R GEHEAT IS Al b4t T A & ) Al b ) 3 M EE A

(1) BB —S B AL ZRHE B 5. 13377 [ F 22 R

(2) AR R LB — S T T fe, AN [F] PG 2 TR PR A TR B — AN B ) A

(3)  WTA HLHil, BT & B 4> (winner-take-all) 1) 5 4L i, 70 AR B v ek i v S b 8 e IR 6 1) EL R 2R 5 ik

PR H AR,

1998 45, Itti 4 AT Koch 25 A B0 6 LU A 6000 B0 2% 28 i [ (0 B 5 B U0, i i s (1) gy
T EATE B2 T R AR R A 3 AR ISR . BRI X 3 R ) A R A 7
2 RRE TR Ad T o - J5 BB 6] B S (center-surrounding contrast) 5 3 PR E . 25 M A0 Rr A0 B (8 35 R A 3R 0O 6
AIE BUEAT U — A0 AR B AR 5 BEAT R AE 1 (9 & B CRFAE Rl 5 ),38 FH WTA HLEIRR 1 H G b i) 62 B AR Az SRR )G
SR VT SRR B A3 rp R 2 M T SR R T AR T B, G R TR R 2 I BRI B R R 2
B, T AL P S 2 R SR AR R T SR U HE 42,

11 BSmEPRIARIESENEE

7 Ttti B CAE 2 5, v B B A3k A B T R 3 20 T A HIR v 3 oSOl P AR X 28 T R EoCEF s |G b
)R i S8 5 A AR A1 3k A A Joir SR FH 1 N SRR i 3 = D L 74 4 LR, BT LU BE R o S A B ) B
(bottom-up) (1A% T 1 [ Tl [7] T (top-down) [R5 4.

[ JEE [f) 1 fy A 25 (2025 i 1) K 50, e 7R f 481 1 N EHE 1 LG (free-viewing) 55 28 2 Fie 4003 3 25
PTG X AR R RGP B . S GAERE, % B R A B AU I A 1R 1 2 e o AR
FI R Tt 2 ALE 1998 49 L AR X — OB AL (1 B A b Y- 5 Bl (center-surround) J5 2 [ i )
AR A P B 22 B BRI AH ST T 45 S 3 W W0 A 28 T AR A U R — AN 1 HR o D3 URK, G SRAE H0 1
Pl DX 3 A 7 A ) 385, O 3 A I A ) o DRSS A0 B A 45 TG TR R R, K T R A R A0 48 T 0 ) 8 2 [ 7R AN
B B Ok BURR 45 T 1 R B T 2 5 R ) AT don) LU AR DAy S A R T AR TR IR L 0 R A R R
B BZ JE ) AR B B TR Jed 8 v b5 R L8 38 1R R KT BL B (contrast), AH 5@ TAE A AR FE AR R E FR A
[Fi) PR ARF AT JEAT T 5,45 30 1) 22 e BE A A DA Al o e 246 0 25 1k 5 R IR AR A

T [ S o A 7R 1267281 3 g A 45 0K 50y, 37 1) N 2 3 L TR S ) A S S 56 PE A VR 2R A H A k) R ok
P TIA.A5) Wn 7E 45 A NI, NI S S P e T T A S B T I st T s P I N AR B R 5 ke M 4
R R BT N R B RE R R R ORI AE R N A AR, DA I T A TR o A S5 Bl AT LR
2 S R IEAT Ry 2O X 28 AR 3. B TR BT R v = I PLE M R, EAE S
R BT 356 3 A2 o, 408 3 o0 A HR DG R I B9 4 08 T B iR ) L. B 1) oA B TR ) R BB R R TR
FR R B 3 T LR AR A HL AN () AN ST 27 A BET 5, B D 1) A8 2 2 B 0 50 N 283 B D LA 1 - S L
B SR B AT 45« A ML IR TG 5% T 1 T00 ) S PR 2R 5 A SIS 53 2 BERTA i R, R A S I B VR 3
2 B 3 R DG T S )b R B LR A TE TSNS T A I 1 B W b S I 10 R 1 B
FEPE R AN N DR 28 R A A TR TR TE N LA B 403, 3= 24T 50 T U7 B R ) b ) 2 7 L TR Dy b
AR AT, P AR R I T )R A2 3 B DA 0 B A DG U R 2 A

M Tt 25 A T ARPIT 8, 4 48 A0 NI 3 s K 0B 780 () - 5 HE 48 3 B /2 35T Treisman FI Gelade ()25 i
i A ST KR W o AR R G T S, HAR T AN [ LA AT 0 A, R 6 N S A B v R L
PG RERL R T IX — R ARG NI OV R AR S F 25 3 NP ER(D) B MERHEIRIG(2) T
SERRAE A S M BT (3) AN (RIS AE 0 I 2 P PR Rl A S 3 R A B R Y B, o AR AN (] F) JEC 2 3 3 P
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&l
&

TE, QB . SUER A TR 3k HE T 9 B AR A - R TR R T B SR X3k 5 A () RO g R X ) 2 S
S B A IR 2Tl B K (1 4 Sy AR 4k 202224y I 3 g R ) A A [ 0 R X S AT b D
AR I 5 — 20, 7 TR A AN [ R AR A 31 0 12 38 P 813X — Rl G 2 ] DR T4 [) ) ok 45 0 o, e i 10 S
2k Pk A1 A AU EE Y, 3 3k S A B ML (support vector machine, fAjFR SVM) I 255 51 41 & A,
AR B A R 2 ST B ARAE T SEH LR A5 1) 2, 35 % B Ao 426 ) 4% 110 558 325 P A A 7R 1200 2 28 il oy
K IR ) FH K RIS AR IR 0 Bl S DT A R AR E 2 ) B A R 5t K 2 S R T A B T S b AR SRR T g
05 4 9 28 36N IR ST 5K D0 404 45 MIT3000% E HE 44 B 10 10 55 35 PEAS RS RS 35 (8 ) T 9R B8 2 S FoR o,
eDN A5 POV ) P 3 B 4o 2 DX 4 SR A B S AL SR A7 R A f) L B4R e M T4 MK S AR 4K 42 HH T DeepFix 5%
HIBOL SALICON REAIBT | Mr-CNN #8452 Shallow and Deep #1033 attentive LSTM BB DVA #7105,
TS TR (R 5T S B o BRI B AT A S A R M 4% s A Tetle A5 ANPONINR T 22 N0 K bR BRIk 45 2k bR
B M R AR (1) P RN JE 2 0 £ TR 3 W], 3 T Bhattacharyya 5 IN E K145 2k B BT AE S 45 H BRI TR U R RUR
12 shAHFEPRIARKE SRS
TE 2 AT AT b A R 2 TAEWTR T i d BN R E MG B (5 (A 5 v i D LR B G T 3l S 3% 5
N WA 43 PR v T PRI SRR R A 2 B A R B AL TR NS RS AT Sl v B R ik HL B Dk E B
55 A I AN TR AR B, B A A 1032 A5 B8 AR GV sk Ml TR SR 515 AR T, B S X 3
FR)IZ 2y TR R AR 45 7= AR SR 200 T, e Ah 6 R AL T 55008 B 45 SR I 7= AR IR T SR 22t 25 45 B 7 S 3 PR A s R
(EONENTTE- AR
LI 10 B 25 AHR ST AR 0 A0 A 5 T AR D401 32 52 19 Jek b 0 R 3k S A R ok e 2 S R E A
I )30 S (G 8) « BR 3502 43 25 ) MR 45 5 R0 I 3 25 3 55 R IR0 3 0, 0w s AR mT e 5 1 2
O B A 5 PRSI (3 Tk | 2% R 2 Bl B G I3 i il 0 ,Gao. 2% A DOV aod 7 Pl 45 S 2 P A 0 A 7R 147 e 75
WANRIE B R, SRV SAU_E 1 535 1k 25400 K, Mahadevan 25 A UOVR FE SRk (4770 FRORE IR K oo J LT B 3
BV B A LR AE AR 45 4 Guo 2 N SR A8 L A% 6 [ 414 1% (phase spectrum of the Fourier transform)
THENA BN Seo £ AR ] R EB 1 VA 42T (local regression kernel) v 500 4 r 45 2% 3588 44 22 70 &) Bl (X 458 4
ARALLPE ; Rahtu 25 WOV P e T8 R0 A0 R SS R AE (6 . 0 C0 R B 45 80 b O RE bl B2 SR ST 00 A0 k2 Pk ax o
ABE T 712 H AR TR AR R DR T A B R 1k e 32 B T v R AR 1R B A
7,286 18 88 2 20 (0 N IR S a5 G 00 A 25 S /1507321 3= i it PR I ) 2 3 5% 0 AR 30 B 4R i S i > HL
FRARE AL i A /N H
o Bak 25 A\DOMgi F T 28 B XU 9 4% ZE K (two-stream  network), K5 3 B i 248 25 IR AE (1) I 2% 5 3 Bz 3))
FRIE ) 25 A &5

o Jiang %% ABUAE Y 2 K G AT 12 40 2 M 2% (long-short-term memory network), 55 F 4 9 4614 1
(objectness). G FHEHZS L MURFAE 1) ) 48 AH &5

o Wang 25 APHR I T 3 T 5 K40 0 A2 9P 4 M 4% (convolutional long short-term memory network)(¥]
A NIV RUR WA 2 A2 A8 B30 T I N R 25 v B 0 84 (attentive module), K 3 25 FIHH S 2 35 PR RE
AE TR SR B — 25 AR AR &, T 78 43 R F IR 1) R R v 28 R ) B, o A 19 248 5 4 R AT 78 43 (R 11 25 )
IR, 12 190 246 R0 T I TRE A, T 2 T ) A Yl 3 A T T AT R I (R D U o SRR R B 1 — R T TR I

AN T 2 T T F CARHE 303 2 385 Mot SR AY T 53X SO TR B 2 ST AR A T S0 47 (¥ 1k g, Tm) If
L UE BH T A 8 00 4% FH T A8 e ) i 9 A I 3

2 BEWRNRE

5 NHR RTE kAU AT 558 U, 5 28 0 A AGL DN AT 55 (K0 0F 58 D S DN 50, FLAZAT: 45 2 — AN 2 SERLRL B AT 55,
Liu %5 AU Achanta 25 MR S0 Z AU 1 7 01AQ K ME LA .2007 45, Liu 48 NU2E SR T 8359 44k il
45 AT AR A A 5 8 T 0 IR R 23 BT 45 IR A 40, 382 108 5 v S LA UM R J2= P b BRAT: 55
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T ey J2 AL B AR 7 ) PR N K 400 44 5 i) PR S8 e R R kg AR GBI S I OB L 55 A T AR RBE T 19565
bt J& (multi-scale contrast). H.0r- J& B B J5 48 1 (center-surround histogram) PA J Zit {1, 2% [6] 43 4ii (color spatial-
distribution)iX 3 Fi g M B 5,2 J5 4F H & EBE L (conditional random field)Xe ixX 48 i} 3 PR 4R 1 R AT 3%
AR T 1A B AR DB 2, T 51N T & HE K (precision) 4> % (recall). F-{H(F-measure)iX 3
AR AL FEFR.2009 £E, Achanta 25 AR Lin 25 N TAFRYSERE B3 H T 2840 % 58 (frequency  domain) b %
S E YR AT PR U 1K 7 V% ARG T A R - 4 6 il 2K (precision-recall curve), JfiE— AL T F-H
(1 52 SL,I P FRPPAl 4 b 18 A i 2 AR I AT s B 3 1A VP A 4 b Liu 25 AU2VRT Achanta 25 A5 %
S FE WK X — 5 ) b ) A AR B e T A

VA N SREAG (13N R R (6 552 AR BB R E {S, 1N, X L, S, e {0,13YH s n sk B4 B3 vk — Atk
brsE 2T DL E s S8 3 AR AT 25 ] BAE SO 4R B — AN R - 5 A T Bk K fe P12 ok £0T LU I o
MG YR TIN R 2219 B, WX ) PR,

Zm(f(ln),sn) 2

K meM HE O —Fi B F YR B bR E 5 B YR TR BE 2 B B (2 A 4.2 1) R WA {S ),
A e U B PR HIR 20 e A T e o, 3 3R s 3 ) AT M AR\ HIR S s S 00 7 4 1) A7 5 5 D70 PR AR G
2.1 BEREZRENIEE

L3 0 PRS2 ARG DA 5 55T 3 R RS 1) B YA P T AR [ B JES 2 B R € T %
25T B YRR S IR G SR AT 25 96 2R 25 D), 02 e N ML v T 0 WL Ak A5, DR b RS ) (B35 )
AT AR TR A, A5 58 T N Ay 7 DML ) — SEE A I 8 A R 28 B R b B e s - JR L 52 LG i, Liu
26 NIU2FI Achanta %5 NPV 13X BRI ¥, Cheng 25 A3t A ] T AL AOBE BE AT 1 2% B8 77 5 3 4 Jes
B FR € o L BB A B, SV TR W T 13 81 7 2% J K )2 26 e A, Yan 25 AN SH HH T Iot s P45 3047 AN ) JRPE
Bk 43 0, 58 TR AN ) RS B 3 W — B0 BB 0, T AR AN [m) OB Fouh il 3 MR AE R AT SR ORI Rl & A0 A0, K A5 3
e & B 5 WA U 45 A BE 0 RS (center bias)th it — AN IO E T AR UM 3 %
RIS N A5 50 058 3R G0 2L A 1) 39 55 v e 3 B 48 e v o D A IR 0 1) 2 5 AT IR R s 2 1
St o I 1 B (background prior), iZ%AB B 4E 2012 4F h Wei 25 AU . 55 vbora- &l FEL 36 A0 AL Fp oo (i 3% 1 13 2238
B AT A TG ] B B 2 X R R, AR 1 S e 2 A R R 1 S AR B T IR IR 52 7 K
a3 By G DY R T 2 IR 3 T T St (R MR 28 A0 DR A AR T T A Ay R R B ol AR A ) ik — 22 R P VR B
5 3] ARAG B KRR FH 2RI, T 55 500 560 A0 8% e S 3 1P A 0 408 A 25k P B AL, 46 K 22 B P e O S A g 198621
L T IX e, X L AR T OV i eT 1 — 0 B v S 0 B PR M B DL e R B S e ) By 2R 0
(one-class classifier). 18 i 1 5t G R R BAH 9 T 3R T — 28 SOFE AT A% nl 0 m] B 4000 K45 H 1 28R AR Y
#4553 % (one-class classification) ) £ 451 1, Jiang 25 A VVR) T4 Al i 0 g 35 ] W AT B WL A B9 1) B 032K
%, Wei 2 NPUFT Zhang %5 AR T4 I 3@ ik AN [7] ) 5 129 B oy 06 RE AR IEAT 4925,

B 25 R 2% 2 H R TR G 43 28 10 R B A B DK IR 0 0, & 25 0 A A 00 40 8 %) BT 5 L -, 30 9 ) 2 T 9
2 o) (RS A % i B 0 AR (2015 4E~2016 4Rl F T ¥R B 2% ST RFIE A D BE AT 201 2 35 PR 0K I 4 5 R
2 0 28 04T U 25491 T, Zhao 25 O3 iy T AR Ak PRI FEE o 446 ) 8% T P 45 68 1% 3% (superpixel) 3k H AR 4 14 4 &
(object proposal) {3 P4 1, A T K 58 32 4 A4 A WU 42 25 P 46 kg of PRIMAGEE 15 25 B L A A 4 3 1 43 SIS [l L (X 25/
N2 Wang %5 N WOVt 1 A 8 190 2% 43 Sl FE) T Jd 350 1 3 0 4 Jy L A ) 1 2 1 1) S50 25 P L 2 10
T BEA B AR 2 AEA ) FUBE b B9 B 2% ST RFAE B2 X1 F 3045 )& (contextual information), 2R i , 18 1 43 28 W 2% ok
SHGANEBAR B2 15 2 AT 93 2 Lee 25 NI R FEREAEAE b 1 J24 45 B K Gabor 38 I Wi B | BES B 7 e i 2 4
R IR JE AR, Rl AN [ J2 UK R il 3 R A B S AT b 3 P TN 3 SR B I A5 T T ) P B AR AR AR — LR R B LG
i, FAE R T HE T 432 2 (fully connected layer)Ff) 73 819 2% IX A ) 25 B OK HARUR T 4 A5 B[R] I,
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T 75 TN B — AN AR FE B H AR R R I AT B3N B3 0 R X R A RO,

Bifi 5 4= 45 AR 4 28 M 4% (fully convolutional neural network) ] 2442, 1T 4F 2K (2016 H#:~2018 ), 5 TR K 2% 2 11
W AR I T A B s T A B e I 8 AT A% 3 4 00 1 Y E TR A5 4, Wang 45 N TR T 2
SR 2 F ) B35 M S I A 4 A R B R I S B0 SR BV A 1 S PR A R 5 A8 A A e 22 X 4% (recurrent
neural network) 4] 46 1) {2 3% MG IR AT P Ak A7 — L T AR T2 B 45 20 TE Loy B4 1 A R 3 DB R
[Fi) 444 22 D90 44 oot PR U AT Rl SR AT 28 3 0 A S . el T 3R o 20 T 8% TR R0 1 )2 T 8% R 8 O B T 22 T A e 2 11
JE 2 PR AR AT, T 5 RS J2 P O 265 i M R BB v J2 1) 9 SO IR R A0, TRL T, Rl 5 S [0 o 0 T 4% 2 TR R IO R B
A RS2 28 TR JEL, SURE SR A v 2 08 A5 JEL. T, 2 TR B 2 S BRI S8 38 ) Ak I A () 1 BT U 0
WWREAT R ASAR B 0 2 25 18] 40 71 1) X 48 45 19 490 11, Zhang 258 N8R B 6] RS 5 N 13- 81 T 4R 18 4% 8 Hou 4%
NLOOLYE A J2 1R R o 26 I 448 i S AT L IR 24,2018 4F  Wang 25 A\ VO H 77 3 gk WAL 75 ) e i ok
RS WAL 2 35 MR ) ASNet 1828 288 BUREAR B0 10 28 I A S e 48 37 55 1) v J 2 I BERLAR 3l e 5 o 2 T A 28 1) %
JEREAT 2% 3 8 35 AR A 45 D Al A0 g R R T L A T ) S A el R AR A B T R
513 ASNet A5 T 5 T M e 45 AR R U 1 12 4 20 0 29, 1 ) 20 R A FRO AT P 45 40 BB 3k A I A S8 28 M Rl 5 S
% CAE A0 B WL AL T SE 2 IR R 52, 48 7 7 5 38 W A4 RS R H N FIR DG s A I — 55 2 ) FR) G BB A2k
AR 5 TR 2% 20 1) B W AR MRS B B AT T o A SR A ) P e
2.2 50 E Z RN iR E

S HA 1 ) 2 k3 kAR T OGBS w5 BN BR DGR ORI 45 B 6T W0 2 A AR I PR
AL R Liu 2 APUR Wang74%5 A9 T4E.2014 4F,Liu 25 A7 /e 8843 2900 b RS sh Fi i As B
St K I AR P IR 35 WAk Wang 45 AU B0 T BE % ) (gradient flow field) N4 J=) 5k 35 40 44 26 2 1 1 ¢,
TG B BR B2 FIIZ Bl 1) AN TE S, TSGR 5 R ERH 0 £ A8 R M L, S B B8 U 3 R o W AR 1)
WIUE 7 B 454 JR R 4 7 B35 1k Ze Rt — S AN SR 5 R F AU 58 2 ) A A I 23 3l b o 8 (R i, A 4 R
PO T7 R 49 B b5 I I B 1 R AT A R CAE R B T 28 1 MR TH T 239
WA Bl £ ViSal, s A v 28 - 4= i 26 A MAE R P9 AN VA 6 b T R0 4702 25 0 AR A AT 55

T T W AR I ) T AR B AE I £ 2015 4F Wang 25 A U375 — D4 1 T 5 T I B (geodesic
distance) (140 A0 {2 25 ) 44 A D0 B0 40k, I b 3 A A G WU FH T 10 M %) R A )2 ARV o g i Ay A o i 1]
ABE TR SKof A0 AT A AR ] 45 JEN AT A, A P Ot P i pAy oo ) P A 2R s A R A I S R AT R
Sy 0 b B 5 A0 B AT M SR IO I ) S A A A B Kim 25 AU Y T 3 T I S B BE WL 5E (random walk with
restart, {7 R RWR) AT 59 ik 2 4 A4 R W00 B0 10k 02 R0l 2o T 3l P Sl 3 A A B L Ui 2 1 3 R 30 23 A R 2 TR
AL S8 7 Pt ATL U P 20 T MO 236 IO 0 0K 380 S 5 R I A 2 (0 RE 28 A1 1 kg i 44 1 I 2 B 35 A4 72017 4F,
Liu 25 A8V Job xob 58 28 04 A6 0 45 SR 7 Bk ) b () s AR, 1k — 20 R T A T2 T 18 AL AR 36 Guo 2%
UV () 35 1 H b 4 44 % 3% (object proposal) [ 431t 2 1) 14 6 i 455 545 SC R [80] 4 H 110 5 - MG A A 56 ok
(low-rank coherency) 145 5 ; SCHR[8 114 H A FH I 45 2 35 ME LR 2R o R B 240 o LA K AR PE F5 b 9 00 Li 25 A1)
P AR T2 B 34 5 8% (stacked autoencoder) BIRT AN . 35 WU ARG I 4 Y : Alshawi 25 A\ B3 i V1S4 MG %
HI AN E 1 (uncertainty ) R4 = R0 AT 25 10 0 1A 4G 00 285 SR

2017 4F, Wang %5 NP H T FE T4 25 Bl 8 190 286 1) 00T S 25 P A0 G 0 83t J2 385 1 AN 3 TR B2 20 10
FLE 5 2 D) A DA B A2 U AR BRI T PSS I (1) 7R = 78 70 VI AR A B 4 A1 i ol ¢ B 2 =)
MRS EAT I Gis(2) e Ja 7 R LV 8 18 R0 00 0 25 e A DA 2 A2 R, T /N 43 ol F T 2% o0 2 )
I () 35 %) S 3 A S A B A S A AR e, M R T A I M R DA R 1 R A S A O
HRA O A R PR I g R, O HRE AR T AR B BRI R AR R R T — AN EBEM Y AR,
RS R F G 05 28 1 11 P A5 000 A1 SR B B O 0t 1 AL A BI0AI , N T 8 928 8 A0 A0 5 ) A G A 7Y e 8 2 > 3]
F 5 MR VEAF R, R T AR JFUR D A A L R A I R A R P A T S A A 1
AU S 2 ) A G 0 A5 T8 R 0% 1l Dy b 3 1) B[] 3 R0 2 0 3k 190 Ak 3 A R, T 7= A B A 19 A 3 S 4 R
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AR 1) B PR PR S 00k .
3 MmEEHMENEEE

AT EEA GG IGE A BT IR DGE S . 5 525 W (AR I LA e WA 3 2 ) A Ay 1 45
AR A 4.
3.1 E&RIREIBUEE

W T B AR Sh B 254 MIT30088, MIT10031°), TORONTOP? ., PASCAL-S®, SALICONF7LL &2 DUT-
OMRONP®,

(1) MIT300 ¥4

2012 4F KA FE T Judd 25 NS T MIT300 3o 4208 8l 46 5 T 300 9K FAR IR LA K 39 44 W
IR AR B K, 2 PR A5 NI Sy A A 0 AT 5 0 ) B K P s 32 I B 4R A% A A 45 A I N A SR A
S B A AR by B AT o R s N AR S e R N R ST AT B AR R A AN T, AN 7 R T A
RUAE B AL 0 LG A T AH VT AL SE B0 (KA A, FLVT Al 45 R S8 78 47

(2) MIT1003 i 4

MIT1003 #4225 12 (b R 448 P11 00 Judd 25 N7 1A% 80 4240 5 7 A Flikr 1 LabelMe 35475 31 ()
1003 5K 5, L 779 5K 4 K50 15,228 Tk 0 AR IEATE T 15 4 0000 1 IR 2 H0 . [7] I, IS 2 s 1) i sk 72
T B T O ML A A B 4 B SR 100 5K 45 b i H 6 — k2 S 1T A B A0 . MIT1003 $dis 42 mT LAAE 4
MIT300 4 42 1) #h 78, B 7E MIT 1003 $08 4 b I 2538 T HLA8 27 2 103 55 A AL 88 )5, LA MIT300 4l 454 D
B AT I REVTAY.

(3) TORONTO #i#i4E

TORONTO ¥4 822F 2006 4F 4070 K24 1) Bruce 25 N7, 2V SEHLOLSE AT e L o A 4 ) ™ 110
B2 — AR T 120 K HEE A 511x681 [ (4 G X 18 F {5 g T3 Py Rl & Ah g5, — a5k 7 20 40
N T AR 20 H0H0 A 5 44 W00 387 I 20 25040 11 R A T et v A e LA S B0 3, TR 2 T4 N Ay I 28 PR 2 LA A Dy
[i] 55 .

(4) PASCAL-S $#i4E

PASCAL-S $#i £V 2014 4 (i 7734 W BE T2 Be 10 Li 25 NS %308 44 1 7 PASCAL VOC 20105¢)
AR AU SE (1 850 TR ER, FF A AT T 8 MM AE 25 W 1 W B 2 W00 Pl 45 153 20 (10 HIR 30 e

(5) SALICON ¥k #i 4

SALICON #i4ERE 2015 4F (g il [ 37 K241 Jiang 25 N SZ %SRS 5 7 20 000 5Kk B
Microsoft COCO %3k H2 BTy %, & ¥ A by 1 A5 N 53 a5 4G 00 400358 R 52 K 1) i 4 AR i 8t S e
A5 FET R 20 A3 S AR 2 K50 i 2 R 1 W0 5 30 Ak B 12 °F 45 (Amazon Mechanical Turk, fiiFX AMT),ik4xid: #
bR sl B COOCTE A B Jiang 26 NS T BRUbR 1 55 (9 IR 20 25048 5 1R ) 03 3% 10 52 o 040 v 5 00 HL
Tavakoli 25 A\ PVt HE 30 A 58 ) B S HR S 3000 A0 SRR 30 S (0 IR 30 B0 22 10473 AR A7 A0 A5 15K B0 DX 31, 24 4 ) )
FAASTR 77 330 3% 1) R 3l 508 A by N 5 A U ZRAS 2 I AN 1) 1) U 0 A 5o A 28 1) e 82 56 7 A A [ (1 3 i
[ IS, R P B3 3% 110 IR 0 S o A R 1) P B R AT P A5 I 77 25 1) DR A 8 R DA R B 7R o R 1) AR T S SR th 5 78
SHR B IR S5 AT A ik, % T SALICON  $Hi A i 5 BR824 AT E A A 3 TR B 2% )
R ) 02 A DA B 32 A8 H].SALICON £ 8 A JF T I ZREE (10 000 7K)FHEG IR (5 000 5K ) A 2)) F 4 (7
18 T IR (5 000 FK) IR B F k.

(6) DUT-OMRON %4 4

DUT-OMRON 4 258 iy K& HE T K24 (1 Yang %5 N T 2013 4E# %3R5 5 168 5K FER, 155K &
BAILAET 5 2 WI 1F R B R0 4% B0 4 8 DG S5 ) A A DU, DR T 7 400 A 2 M IR R 7 e a5 A i Kb B ek
2 o B k.
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&
K

FRA DR b3k i 3% 5 R IR Sh B 42 O A SR A5 REEAT T R 85, W3R 1.
Table 1 Information of eye-tracking datasets collected in static scenes

F 1 KTHEEDR PR EN ARG B

LIEE T I ) H A K% H pRNES = KGR
MIT3008%! 2012 HARME 300 39 max(9i,5)=1024
MIT1003! 2009 ICCV 1003 15 max( 5, r)=1024

TORONTO™ 2006 NIPS 120 20 511681
PASCAL-SH# 2014 CVPR 850 8 max(5E,#)=500

SALICON!"! 2015 CVPR 20 000 - 640x480
DUT-OMRON® 2013 CVPR 5168 5 max (%, 5)=400

3.2 MR EIEE

5 BG83 £Hn £ A0 L, 3 25 3 50T 1R ) Bl SR80 X = B Tl de N A0 W0 20 25 A AR 11 R 2y
B4 T Sk PR e 6o R Bl A s 1 Bk 5w, O BB TR e 2 5 A AR M Zh SR g i E 2 4 4
Hollywood-2*8!, UCF-sports!®*). DIEMP®') & 55 #5142 i () DHF1KP2.

(1) Hollywood-2 ¥ 4

Hollywood-2 I 5 £ 42580 1 246 %2 K 2% (1) Mathe 25 AAE 2012 ££ 58 57,4445 T Hollywood-2 2 1 1H 51 5
HEPVR BT 1 770 AN IX SEIUATE I 69 4 52 FBCEE K, 35 4% R 12 AN BRI BIREAT T Asva I mz 4R .
FEW) AN #0555 R B B R FR LA 19 AMHLII X G 2 5 56 Jil, 3K Le IR S8k 73 o0 3 41 3 G 41 (3 AW
WG NFEBVEFRE L (12 ASREIRT GO FAIA P bR (4 S 5). B4R Hollywood-2 £i#ia 48 1) #L A
B R (LI SR N AN PR T L R NSRBI AT S R 52 3 55, 3 HO B 4 = B IEAT 55 IR Bl (Bl 1
PN A AT, T N0 R S i) S5 AL, B e R A 20T 1 TR G s 00 A3 i i (R AR /s
—EB4 Hef). Wang 45 A IOREST S B, 24 M Hollywood-2 B 45 sF BEHLANI 1 000 LMW, 48145 3 &
7N, 84.5% 1N HR 3 A0 s #8237 55 (0 N K Ao 3 B O

(2) UCF-sports $(#5 45

UCF-sports [R5 B4 4 B84, 2 11 Mathe 25 A\ 7E 2012 45 8 37 9. % 504 #2108 7 UCF sports action #5401
HRE 150 AN IX LSS RE T 9 B LK B g2 A, wng K . EVK AN D 555 Hollywood-2 B4 2E 4
AL, 1 HCH AR 1) T4 25 IR BN (W 7 2, RO S G 78 W0 3 2 v e i o < PR ZE IR A3 91 vh R AR IR B,
AT S O S000 of 55 0 L I B e 1) T Sh AR R B H B P Wang 45 A IR 9E 28 e, 24 N UCF sports i#i 4
HLIEFE 1000 NSRAMTIEAT 50 5,45 KW, 82.3%I1 NMRE WL A A7 T48 2 A1) 5 AR X I3 .

(3) DIEM %44

DIEM %4 559V 48 UK 22 1) Miital 25 AT 2011 4E 7 (1 AZH00 S0 5 T A JE M 4 sl 8L 111 84 A
P AHET 5. s REFER MM A5 B0 4R P K R B AR AR DG AR bR 3K e v SR
H 21 50 4 WM G 75 B WA BT 1R 3020 AR5 bn 45 80 5 (1037 5 9 BN B R, I B 20 L 4 /).

(4) DHF1K i 4

DHF 1K #4422 thdb 5 P T K241 Wang 25 AT 2018 4 @37 1, 28 S AR A2 4 o 1h R 6 K.
TR 50 8 WA BT IR 2 300 4 A Bl SR R A i FEFEHT 32 - 4. Wang 55 N Jdiid Youtube
HRIIELR T KL 200 DN RBEFAA . AT RES), IR TR B4 RS BOREIbR . OB # %
AR IR, B 28 R R 85 kB T 1 000 AN FRATT 913X L AT Y 45— Hh A% 46 04y 30fps 1) Xvid MPEG-4 #LAT
e 2, I — M 4 T3 B 640x360 1177 #1248 DHF 1K #0dli 8 — L5 7 1 000 ANMHLAI)F F1IF0 582 605 /SR AR, &4
FFELIN [A]IX 19 420s.[FIF, DHF 1K i it 2 45 7 50 F & ks 8, BN A AN Thrid T — A T 280 (3t
H 150 ), X LRGN — DRI 7 PR EIRN, . sl NIEWILL L 4 P ANRIES)(H FiE8). 18
B BEAAT N ZORIRE), X L83 5t 0008 SCPRVE T B AT SR N M 1A% 51 5 ) 25 1 O AU &1 2 A5 B0
e ISR A H B kA DHF 1K S8 42 T iz 2. s IS . s e e 350 17 40 &5 B 1 il
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W% 25 T IR B IR, X S AL HE 10 4 5 PER 7 4Ltk FRVEETE 20 ©~28 % 2 [, 13 3Lt
51 038 600 ZH K 344l . DHF 1K 45 £ 11 1 000 M ARAIHE 73 0 3 #8454 45:600 AN HLAAE A I ZR4E . 100 A4
B R B3 UE AR 300 AN LAT (17 IRAE . Wang 55 AN A TF R AT T YIS F0 56 3E 4L (R 2) 2048, T T B84 1) I R A 56 TIE,
DUAR A A 5 45 7 VAT 88— VP Al AR YE, R B 7 b i B0 Ik b Wang %5 N i&4F DHF1K. Hollywood-2 1
UCF-sports iX 3 AN B 16 AN R IS RIEAT T VT Ak, 30K 2 22 57 20 245 00 B 12 78 0 A 0 40 40 ASE g
KA U

(5) oAb H A

B T UL S e 2 b IE A Tt 45 AAE 2004 4R ) CRCNS #4502 L I Hadizadeh % A48 2012 4E 7
AN AV e/ E SRR EPrSEe =2 &1L PR wiIE A TPIEAY PO

BAAER 2 ot LR B A3 5 i IR S K 48 A (s BT T R 45

Table 2 Information of eye-tracking datasets collected in dynamic scenes

®2 KTEEY PIRSEH R KRG B

EEES vyl H R WA H SRR M H WA J5 5K
CRCNSP? 2004 TIP 50 640x480 15 R4 9K E)
Hollywood-2[* 2012 ECCV 1707 720x480 19 1155 9K 5)
UCF sports!®®! 2012 ECCV 150 720x480 19 114598 5))
DIEM™®! 2011 Cognitive computation 84 1280x720 ~50 ERERIES
SFUP 2012 TIP 12 352x288 15 B WA
DHF 1K 2018 CVPR 1 000 640x360 17 A WG

3.3 BBEZMIRENEIESE

W P B0 P15 3 AR I B i 2 MSRATOK!'23, ASDI'> 31 ECSSDP!, PASCAL-SB, DUT-OMRONE®
I HKU-1SE,

(1) MSRA10K 4 4E

2007 4F, PG % A5 K 2F 5 O BT 7T e A Liu 25 A2 T 58 1 55 W3 W AR I 48 S, IR I 42 7
1 AN W AR I R AR AR R A BRI T A A SR X — i 1 S 2 B A 5T . 2 S ,Cheng %5
N5 i e 42U R 1 10 000 5K ECHE AT 118 3 b s X — T b R 300 42 0Bk 8 MSRATOK Hiedis 42, &
17 3 2 0 A O AT B ) 1 50 4 2 — (32 AR A R B S ) A D 1 (1 I A AR,

(2) ASD ¥4fs 4

ASD H4Hi 4 S B LA P 1 2 3 ) AR I B 22— Hh v SRR T2 B i) Achanta 25 A I7E 2009 44
SEAZBAE LS T Lin 28 AU ST A8 4 0 1000 5K B14%, Achanta 25 A XX 1 000 3K G HEAT T3 E %
(1 5k 25 400 A LA A 2, 12 000 4 1 PR MSRA1000.

(3) ECSSD #i#fi 4

ECSSD %4 42155 (7 Mk vh SC K241 Yan 25 AT 2013 46 7, 45 17 1000 5K &I 45,3 L6 [ 4% 1 1156 k) 15 3.
A P B AR R R A I A, LT SR A e I R

(4) PSCAL-S ¥4 4

PASCAL-S #4451 2014 4F th 7594 W BE T27 B2 1K) Li 25 N 7. %5008 42486 ] 7 PASCAL VOC 20101
P AL B0 AR A2 Y 850 TR FMR . Li & AR IE %5 4 - IR B B0 (2 L5 3.1 ) 0 iZSdis S h Rk IR H 2
EWPRIAT T b % A0 4 5 A 2 3 0 A U B 4 X A R e AT AR s B B I B R O 2
R F N S 1) B 2 B0 S 3 AT b i, DRT A2 5000 4 1 X A

(5) DUT-OMRON %4/ 4

DUT-OMRON ##2 858 fy K& T Yang 25 A T 2013 B8, 5 T 5 168 sk 4, Aok BG4 T 5
AW 2 IR 250 5 2% B 4 1 2 AT 45 S S AR W AE AR A 0 T HR 5 B 4 (2 LA 3.1 ), [ I b L 4
T AT bR 5 E A2 BB R AR S bR 58 A
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(6) HKU-IS #ili 4

HKU-IS #4i O A K22 10 Li %N T 2015 SR8, 5 T 4 447 5K BEUGRUAH B 015 2 90 8 35 W ik o
fEAR 8 AR BB TR G 2 D LUR B 3 AMiEZ —:(1) S H 2 EEEYMQ) 201418
YIIRTE B ILT(3) BEMARS TS 5o WAL

BAAESR 3 onS Bk F ) UG 52 W s U 5 0 A (R AR OGS B AT T 5045,

Table 3 Information of image salient object detection datasets

R 3 KT G E AR I E 2 (AR A

o 4 ST ) HIRY BB EH i

MSRA 10K 2015 TPAMI 10 000 300400

ASDU21! 2009 CVPR 1 000 300x400
ECSSDP?! 2013 CVPR 1 000 max( 3, 5)=400
PSCAL-S™® 2014 CVPR 850 max( %, #)=500
DUT-OMRON®® 2013 CVPR 5168 max( 5, #)=400
HKU-IS!®! 2015 CVPR 4447 max( 9, 5)=400

3.4 LR Z IR &

TE A3 4 A A W 450088 5 T A Bt 46 A ViSal74 . MCLY 7 , UvsSD®, vOsB2| SegTrack®***!, FBMSI%7)
H DAVISP®L i viSal. MCL. UVSD. VOS J& % ] F T WA 5 2 0 AAS AT 25 1) B 42, Seg Track . FBMS
H1 DAVIS JUTE AT 1A 53 S A5 AT 88 2 1R R .

(1) ViSal ¥4

ViSal odls 47 Ak 5T T oK% 1) Wang 2\ T 2015 42857 255 1 AN R T 0450 35 0 A48 301 1
Bl 2B IR AT 17 A Youtube AR (KRR AR Y 51,4035 T 22 B 8 500 140 2 35 0 A8, T 2K sl 2 A0
(1153 B2 2 4y 320x240, K J3 24 30 Mii~500 M. 12 Hic 4l S 155 (1] K 5 W42 645 32 2 10 Sl 25 00 Ak S (A o 2% B0l A 0
T EEMYRAR. AREHRZE 8 B E M8 5t YA ERARAG LL AL 2.

(2) MCL %#i4E

2015 4F, F K24 ) Kim 2 N7 T MCL B 46V Z i 508 17 9 Nl 480x270 HIFILNR 41,
BN 214 75 2 100 Tyi~400 i W8 5, 25 1 38 N F = A0 3 e, 0 & T 2 AN I0E 3 1 H b BL R ARBLIZ 5.
ARG 8 WA R T WA 5 A (A5 35 R B AE A

(3) UVSD ##i4

UVSD $di 4278 1 B K22 10 Liu 258 AT 2017 4R # 57 A% 80 42 54 18 AR 51, 45— T 43 131 45 4 3ok
AT TR ZE RN B2 VAR AZBUE AT HE 5 LL 320x240 0 5, K B2 R 70 M5~300 M. 1% K048 5 (1) e i 3
7ET B E WA RN, B SRS 15 5 B — 2 AL

(4) VOS Hdli 4k

VOS AP L U A MR RS Li 25T 2018 SRR Z B A S T 200 AN N/ E 45 5T
MUARF A, I K 3L 64min, 637 116 103 Wil Si 5, AR 48— 0 30fps. 1% A EEXT 7 650 /N SCBEMIIEAT TR =4
[ 5 ; [P BT, 12 50 AR LB T 23 44 W0 38 1 HR 2 500, LA ARG A A i s 8 35 AR IR A 3

(5) SegTrack % #i4E

SegTrack i £ (41 46 ARAS (V)T 2010 45 i 6 W0 BE T 2% B2 (1) Tsai 25 NP 37 3% 800 4 6 37 (4 4k H
Fon o2 FH T AR 20 ) 0 KA 20 ) 4003 54 2 R AT . 2 I 78 2015 4R Wang 25 AU5 ) A\ LA 2 3 W 4448 0,
SegTrack-V1 ¥ 17 6 AN, IL 224 i, I o penguin 3% — WA AR A 25 58 25 B R SE R, MOX — W03
6 WS F KA A0 A 4 1 R A 2 35 D AR AT 45 1 ARF LUR .22 J5 ,7E 2014 4E,Li 2 NP5 ST T SegTrack 1)
P ARMANV)HR T 8 MM IR T Z A H AR M FR 2, SegTrack-V2 FHR A F M LA S T 14 ANMIUT 51 LA
1065 Mg 3= b & .
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(6) FBMS #4li 4

FBMS $dis 45y FLRRAS th i H K 24471 58 U 40 B2 1 Brox 4 AFE 2010 AF@NL ST 26 ML Z A,
Ochs % NP7IE 2014 A0 JLHEAT T4 @ e AL T 59 AR AZ B0 46 05 2 FH R EAT 18 )y 43 #1
(motion segmentation)¥].1% 1T 4% T B2 A8 JC M 460 N P b (138 s i BT 40 E1. 2 J5 , th Wang 25 A5
N BRSPS WIAT: 55 vh A 800 46 (R b i€ B M5, 13 860 MURL A3 FE AT 720 Wt (¥) BLAE A 5 s 0 HL i 8
BRI by B 17 B0, BT AN 58 75 A A0 25 ) 1

(7) DAVIS %4 4%

DAVIS #E4E T 2016 4F th R 22 BE T34 Bt 1Y) Perazzi 55 NG A7, 5 22T 1 oy B2 B 4R 22
RERG OB P e — 28 5 AR Ay ) UK AT T AR B S ) AZ B AR T 50 AN PR AL A,
A 480p F1 1 080p WA RRCAS WA B2 0y 25~4s, HLARAE T b At a0 B R AR 38 R M AR 2 B 4R
T 2R P, QR . BB RO AR Ak, BT A A e R HE R ol T R B A R R AT F AR AEARVE I
L B B [T S5 b SR I 1A TSI L bR, R R G 3 A 5 X, Wang %5 AT 2018 4R
FESINRUIL 25 D) AR A AT 55

FRATTRT b 5 A0 Gk 25 0 A I Bt A A SR A AT T RS, K 4.

Table 4 Information of video salient object detection datasets

e R ISR LT RTE RN Rl EACTE SN EPSIEPSY

S AN I i) H A WA H IR AT 3L Fric $o:
ViSal’¥ 2015 TIP 17 512x288 963 193
McL!7 2015 TIP 9 480x270 3 680 3680
uvspl¥ 2017 TCSVT 18 320%x240 3262 3262
vos® 2018 TIP 200 800x800 116 103 7467
SegTrack!****! 2010 BMVC 14 640x360 1065 1065
FBMSP*7! 2010 ECCV 59 960x540 13 860 720
DAVIS!? 2016 CVPR 50 1920x1080 3455 3 455

4 R E NI ISR

AT LB G B PR AR 55 b ) PR 4R A,
4.1 ABRKE ST AIERR

76 NHR S SR AT 45 o F U8 AT 148 T 8 2 VA Fi b, 2L R 28k e R (¥ f G EMID B 2§ (earth movers
distance) A& X J#(kullback-leibler divergence) FrfE{b 34 ¥ 12 13 2 M (normalized scanpath saliency, i #X NSS).
AL JU JE (similarity metric, R} SIM). 2k 1441 2% & % (linear correlation coefficient,##X CC). AUC §#¥x(the
area under the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve).

IXBCIR AR IEAE T AR BB vl S I, G, A8 SIS i b g 408 2 4 TN 5 SR 5 T S i N AR VA T 0 b o A W 2 4y
T, AUC FRARE 0 25 P Ti0 4 SR — 23 2 6l R I AR S R I B8, DA 23 B 23 238 20 Sk R I A1 FE JEAT VF
il BN S35 M T 5 L 5 s 1) AR 5 0 b s R Rk B AL AR R, AT R AR FH e M AH D¢ R B EUR HEAL
FH AT 0 3 PR B i T A OOV AN T b IR SRR A iR bR by S R A 0 4 SRR RS i AR VA R 0 AT TR
— BRSO TR L PR AL, N SERR B T L SR A SR B AR AL Uy 2O RS R AT PR 1 i T AT HL.

Mg 5 S TIN5 S P=[0, 11" IR, 382 (0 Tl N IR I 385 250 58 R={0, 13 VH DL 3% S8 R RIS 42 755 7 2 A
G Q=[0,1]WH.I HL JE 4L ({4 B3 2 D) BUAEL AT Q 3l ek 3 AR A N AR ¥ R 0 A PR FH /N A T U
FRAS 01, 307 1 2 55 32 AR B AN R] FIR B 4504 F b NHR K/ FR 31 1 46 10 1 B0 SR B AT W e T T ERATT e 40 A
20 NIRSGT: mAsr PUAE 55 Hh 5 FH I TR AG 8 5

(1) EMD R

EMD [ %] (earth movers distance)ffif & [ /& 2 35 P T 45 2R P 53 2 AR 5500 BLH 73 A Q Z [R] FRAH A
R, 1% B 5 0 O SR PO 45 2R P B MR 40 A i B BIRE 4 1 NIV 3 0 B 00 Q /R
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fr PR T, EMD BE 558/ 7R Al T 45 S e

(2) XA

A& X (kullback-leibler divergence) = It 115 B HLR, 2 H 3 H T 47 & W AL 2 A 2 18] 1R R B8 . 76 R
R TR IN FP ZAR R T A I P T 45 S PR AL 52 1 AR VE TS ) EARL A A Q W AE AR B
e X Gk

KL(P,Q)=ZQilog[e+ . J 3

e+P
o, e R AR /NI IE G R BT R 5 1 AME 328 XU i b A AR X R 1) S8 R 4 b, A8 SURR IR /N 26 S 3 PR A
&t SRR A A8 SR — F8 A S 2 A Al 5 R, 2 o s P N R G s TIOR3
(3) FrdEAb AR
FRAEALF A % 4% . 35 Tk (normalized scanpath saliency, il ) NSS) & 4 ] 4 5 3% PEAS I B o (V7 0 F b i% 4R
Pl s Sk 0 6 IR ST A B — A SB35 PR R 0 RN — At 22) 3Rk >34, il ik 2R (4) ke o 4.
1l 5 2 B-uP
NSS(P,R):NZRxRi,N=Zi“Ri,F>=W C))
b N RS T IR RV 5580 H ()R 7R BIEL; () R 7R B MR 22 A2 AR BB/ 7 2 25 i v &5 SR
(4) SR REL
2R MEAR ¢ & $U(linear correlation coefficient, [ #K CC) & —Ff FH T4 1 P AN A8 5 2 [AAH DGk I S v Fe b 78
il FE 92 3 0 I 5 P IO 5 SR PR 8 g IR B 0 B A Q PN BB LA 5 AR5 et A2 I (1 2 1k
PR ERIENE) P
cov(P,Q) (5)
a(P)o(Q)
o cov(-, )RR RN U 5 22 12 G v R AR B VB DR [ 1,41 2 30 bn IO -1 st 1 I AR A 25 1 J
25 L 55 B bR R fen JEEARABL,
(5) AEARLEE 0 B
FRALLHE 0 3£ (similarity metric, fRiFR SIM) i backs 5 35 M P00 25 S P ORI S8 (¥ N R 3 FLAE 20 A1 Q A4 Mk
B He A S R T AMEER B s MEL B IR 2, =X 6) TR,
SIM(P,Q) = Y- min(P,Q)), > P'=1,>Q/ =1 (6)

HAAPEI G 1IN R RPN ME AR 23 AT B 0 I, R R e R,

(6) AUC f&¥5

AUC #E#7%(the area under the receiver operating characteristic curve, [ F8 ROC [£k), M1 523 T /ERe 1t ith &
THAL.ROC £k 2 LU FH 1 2 (false positive rate,fijFX FPR) A #i4l, LLECBH Pk M K (true positive rate, fij R
TPR) A4 P\l BT i 1 1 il 26, an =X (7) e os.

CC(P.Q) =

FP
“FP+TN
TP

TTP+FN

LA TN SRR E 3 1 I v 1 8 5 Xl B B T 3 P S B P i 7 SRR E AN ROC itk
T b U SR I Pk BE R P AUC B2 ROC 2k ™ HTHIAR, G@ 7E[0,1] b 2y 147 1 1, BB A6 s 00 25 P A 45
P AT AEA AR E] ROC {12k, 4R F 80/ 1R BRI, ] ARk T S5 A W 46 2 A1 1) S8 (A AR ABLSE s MU
R P 1R AR IS 33 T S5 8 A 0 A 0 VA A1 A (0 AR ADUEE T 3 ROC it 2k AT DATHEE AUC $8hR, AUC BB A, 15t W 5925
PERERRLF I 1 I ARG B AN T 5 AR bR 58 58 & — AR ROC M4k 18 SLAUC fig bk 32 252 i i (B
RIS e AR, AUC Fi8 bk TR S it 08 o i 170 582 2 B0URK AR % FPR LA K TPR & LA, AUC f bl 2E

FPR

(N
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TVF 2 AR LR A4  Judd 5 PSR K AUC-Tudd, 22 BH A W26 2 AT B0AE DG A0 b TR A (1415 35 LL 26,
B B AR 25 Oy A S ot e TR B 10 1% 36 H% s Borji 2 NPPHEH T AUC-Borji 8 4%, AR £E V1 55 PH
I AR AR SR R SR T — B BEALRAE, T AN BB O A 0 AR S A5 i TR IR T BEHLR A, AUC-Borji
FRBR R 5 H I 2 YO R]— AN AL PP A A 25 AN — BUK I B shuffled AUC(fR B sSAUC)! "M f& — i I i) AUC
A ZIRIR AR TR AUC F545 % 0o 8% (1 BB sAUC Fabmxof =l 28 1 s dE A7 SR AR i 2 MGt 22 7k 15
L FR SR R AT R BEAT SRAE T AN S AR A K R L A 2 S AT BELR AR X R T IR e S AT
Bt T3 A1 SRR I AT — /MR R 25 A N N T i 1), 84 sAUC Fibr A G o 47 5 11
BARAE 2 P EOXA B PPAl 45 R F .

AT AR SR 3E s VPAS SRR AT T GE v FHUA 2, L3 5 AR 3 B PP Al 11 Ao e U 5 el 255 PR A A AN )
(B O T LA 43 S B T O A 4 b R TR 2 A1 1 VA 9 b < B T TR VA i ot 3
B AL S, B T AR 0 A1 PR PP G K 08 2 R DA 3 A AR AN [R] PP AS 8 s £ B2 5, vl A7)y AR B
B ARAR A A AR LU B B AR AR AR F5 A B K 3 7 A 2R 2 T AL AR AR BL P b/ 2 s A 20 S B e AR A0
ANTFI VA 5 A SR PR LR 3, AT DK 23 D A P 2 R 25 M BB QPRI PAS 5 b A A P — (0 FO N IRV 2
FLE R BIVPAG SRS
Table 5 Information of evaluation metrics used in eye fixation prediction

RS KT AR ORI PP R AR A A5 B
R VACH HT MR A FHATERE S ARAH A

AUC-Judd #5¥5
AUC-Borji 1545
sAUC f&#bx

THAMRER AR
TAEAMRER AR
AHEARVER AR

Wikt (location-based) _ (distribution-based)  (similarity?)  (dissimilarity}) i i
EMD B B 1 v - N FRZATETNG)
B2 A v v L FEQ

BRI Hif 5 422 ok 35 - MEAIRVER AR
LA R v B FE N Q
AFABLIE U B2 v L FEQ

2 2 2 2 2 2 |
[ T

2 2 2 | | <2 |

4.2 REYEREN TR

76 5 25 W) A MIAT 55 v 7 ME - 4 il 26 (precision-recall curve)s F {H(F-measure) BA A - 34 4 %) % 22
MAE f{H (mean absolute error)& 3 ™5 WLIGVE A5 Fa 5.

(1) ErufER-A Rl

45 7 2 PR v 45 AL B Y 71 [0,255] 2 18], 38 A AN 0 31 255 48R IR AR Ak 1) 1 4L B % A il — 4 B Ak
R E A RE DT BERERRERICY 0, KT BEMGERIC N DR K A B E A RE S B
E R 7 1) 45 R AT LE A, mT LAAS BIAH B 1) 25 o 5 0 A 4 3 20(8) i 7.

.. TP
Precision =
TP+ FP

TP
TP+ FN

Hoh TP 7R H B Mg b B35 XS U W bR e b — BUN R R ANEGFP R8T W A b b
H KRN o3 h B AR ER AN G PN 7R T 8 M R P R R 2 T SRR SR AN B A R R AR
B I T AT B 55 2% b W IE AR G (A5 25 10 B 6 28 4 R AR AE S bR AR b 28 IR0 BHR 200 B 53 E i ds
SE HO 15 32 B b 2R AT UE 2R R, U I A B 2 0 S 3 XS A T A A I ) o XA A R R A R B E IR E R
B2, I £ 4 30 AT Bl 5 5 7 4 568 vy, AR R AR 00 281 (1 S50 28 DX 00 L 8 190 R 6 A v (E O B A A R AT
B 22 1 I8 T DX I A I ARG A TR 5 T A M AN T A Ak B (L, BB 45 B — 2 Y ) A v R R A
AR GE L DU 4 5O B, A UE R R YA, T DL 15 A VR SR A 4 K il 2k (precision-recall curve, {7 X PR-curve). il
SRR GEUT AT b U A I e T

(®)
Recall =
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(2) F-fif
T2 VS 2 4 A L SR 24, FL A 0 Ao L A T 9 o 6 ) DA 9 A, S B e, BRI 7 2
AT LA i Achanta SR T PR ER(F-measure). IXFE bR I 5 18 T ATl SR A A eI N
AT ARt SR s SR (9) T .
(1+ B*)Precision x Recall ©)
/3* x Precision + Recall

Sorr, 42=0.3, LA 5if 1A 75 4 56 5 (0 7 Sk PR s A0 B O, U W SR e A S B b A SRR F-
{8 2, T A ) Bt F-{E 2 1 i ds oK.

(3) MAE 14

MAE fH(mean absolute error,{iij # MAE)& i V3 REAMG 2 Al o8 1 235 M E2R 5 40 I (1 B B35 R e 2
B PR A 06T 8 22t T B vE R - R M 2 F FAE X P S PR R AR 48 L5 18 T 2 2 R 3= R 23 &5 38T A7 25 i ont
T 5K o IEAR 15 DL B 1), DRI, MAE. $R AR 223 1E B 28 - A A 2 I e A F-{ELIX BN VRS i b 1) 4 78 L
E A xL(10) IR,

F,=

1 W H
MAE =22 3 1 S(6Y) =G Y) | (10)

x=1y=1

Horp S KR IA— L BI[0,1]2 i) 14 8 25 P Al F 45 LG 38R I8 28 P LA o2, W R0 H X 7 P 45 1) 5 AR s A A AR 4L
Pk RS bR MAE Rk N AR BV R AT MAE 48 BRI LW, X6 VA 5 28 P 4G DU ASE 784 ) Sz B . FH 7 (i
Yk oy e+ 4> EIE
5 RN AER YR

AR 0 A S B A3 5T IR S s A 7Y DU K 3 2 4 AR WU ASE 2R ) 0 RE EAT 2 S VP
5.1 ABREESMGNER ARSI E T AMEREITM

AKATEER 14 A2 o i A AR 563 UK IR 7Y (DeepFixPY . SALICONPY, DVAPY | Mr-CNNEZ,
SalNet'®*!, Deep Gaze 1", BMS!'®), eDN!, CAS!'™ | ATM!'®), Judd Model®!, GBVS™, 1TTI®!, SU!'*?))
(R REREAT 2 BE IR T 3 NSRS AR SGIE AR I B 45,23 30 > MIT300881, MIT100312/51 PASCAL-S!®),
SEIAE R T AUC-Judd.SIM.s-AUC.CC FI NSS IX 5 FlvFAG F5 A5, 40 5 2 2 VEAG 45 35 31 L3R 6~ 8.7E MIT300

Bl 45 L1 5 UP AL 25 SO AR B L?%(%E;%E’J o8 I 45 R (http://saliency.mit.edu/) 73 2 [, 7£ MIT1003 2 PASCAL-S
Hyn 4R LI E RV AL 45 5% 0 B AT X S T AR B8 SR A AT R EHE 15 B Y.

Table 6 Quantitative evaluation of different static visual fixation prediction models on MIT300 dataset*®)

RO O[] A IR S AR AR 7 MIT300 Ko AR5 Lk 8 i1 5 B P AL

AL AUC-Judd? SIMT AUC-BorjiT s-AUCT cct NssT
: 0.92 1.00 0.88 0.81 1.00 3.29
DeepFix*" 0.87 0.67 0.80 0.71 0.78 2.26
SALICONE! 0.87 0.60 0.85 0.74 0.74 2.12
DVADP! 0.85 0.58 0.78 0.71 0.68 1.98
Mr-CNNP2 0.77 0.45 0.76 0.69 0.41 1.13
SalNet!*) 0.83 0.51 0.82 0.65 0.55 1.41
Deep Gazel!'? 0.84 0.39 0.83 0.66 0.48 1.22
BMS!03] 0.83 0.51 0.82 0.65 0.55 1.41
eDN*! 0.82 0.41 0.81 0.62 0.45 1.14
CAs!'* 0.74 0.43 0.73 0.65 0.36 0.95
ATMI'S) 0.77 0.40 0.75 0.66 0.31 0.79
Judd model™! 0.81 0.42 0.80 0.60 0.47 1.18
GBVS!#! 0.81 0.48 0.80 0.63 0.48 1.24
ITTI! 0.75 0.44 0.74 0.63 0.37 0.97
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Table 7 Quantitative evaluation of different static visual fixation prediction models on MIT1003 dataset®

RO A ARG SR MBI /E MIT1003 Hod 42 LR B ) 52 i VP Al

iR AUC-Judd? SIMT AUC-BorjiT s-AUCT cc?t NssT
DVAP 0.87 0.50 0.85 0.77 0.64 2.38
SALICONEY 0.85 0.42 0.83 0.74 0.53 1.86
Mr-CNNB2 0.80 0.35 0.77 0.73 0.38 1.36
syt - - - 0.71 - 2.08
DeepFix*" 0.90% 0.54%* 0.87* 0.74* 0.72% 2.58%
BMS!H! 0.79 0.33 0.76 0.69 0.36 1.25
eDN? 0.85 0.30 0.84 0.66 0.41 1.29
CAS!H™ 0.76 0.32 0.74 0.68 0.31 1.07
AIMI1! 0.79 0.27 0.76 0.68 0.26 0.82
Judd model™®! 0.76 0.29 0.74 0.68 0.30 1.02
GBVS*! 0.83 0.36 0.81 0.66 0.42 1.38
ITTIY! 0.77 0.32 0.76 0.66 0.33 1.10

Table 8 Quantitative evaluation of different static visual fixation prediction models on PASCAL-S dataset!®)

R 8 WA A AR ST AR IR A 7 PASCAL-S Bl 41 1V Ak (1) 5 & VA

gt AUC-JuddT SIMT AUC-BorjiT s-AUCT cc? NssT
DVAP 0.89 0.52 0.85 0.77 0.66 2.26
SALICON!*! 0.86 0.46 0.83 0.72 0.58 1.88
Mr-CNNP2 0.79 0.34 5 0.71 0.40 1.35
sytiosl - - r 0.73 - 222
BMS!0 0.79 0.34 0.77 0.67 0.39 1.28
eDN! - h - 1.29 - 1.42
cAs!'™ 0.78 0.34 0.75 0.67 0.36 1.12
AIM!'®) 0.77 0.30 0.75 0.65 0.32 0.97
GBVS!#! 0.84 0.36 0.82 0.65 0.45 1.36
ITTI 0.82 0.36 0.80 0.64 0.42 1.30

5.2 ANBRXKFSENERENSIH R TRIMEREITME

AATE X 16 A2 31 N AR S0 s K AR B AE Bl 453 50 T 1M REEAT a2 AR, H R 35 6 MRS IR 9%
AR ATTIP, GBVS®!, SALICONPY, Shallow-Net®¥, Deep-Net®, DVAP YLLK 10 4 5h& AR
SRR PQETH, SEOMY, RUDOY™!, HOUMY, FANG!'®, OBDL™!, AWS-DI!, oM-CMMP!,
Two-streamPfll ACLNet™?)) i /il 7 3 32 AR SCTE A I %4 4,43 3 5 DHF1KP?, Hollywood-2 /A1
UCF-sports® 5284 ] T AUC-Judd. SIM. s-AUC. CC H1 NSS iX 5 Fh¥fAili 46 b5, 41 5% 8 B30k 45 520 ) W&
9~ 11 PRk 45 B T BRI DHF 1K 33 42 10 28 JT 45 B (https:/github.com/wenguanwang/DHF 1K) 5 £

Table 9 Evaluation of visual fixation prediction models in dynamic scenes using DHF1K dataset!*”!

F 9 DHFIK H 457 1 5 AN (9 AR OG T sOR S 280 5 B 45 3% 5 R 1 vk B DA

A AUC-Judd? SiMT s-AUCT cc?t NSsT

N v A 0.854 0.238 0.503 0.302 0.167

ITTI? 0.774 0.162 0.553 0.233 1.207

5 GBVS[“[]m 0.828 0.186 0.554 0.283 1.474
v SALICON"" 0.857 0.232 0.590 0.327 1.901
i Shallow-Net?*3! 0.833 0.182 0.529 0.295 1.509
Fru LR Deep-Net!* 0.855 0.201 0.592 0.331 1.775
DVAP! 0.860 0.262 0.595 0.358 2.013

PQFTI] 0.699 0.139 0.562 0.137 0.749

SEOM! 0.635 0.142 0.499 0.070 0.334

RUDOY!™! 0.769 0.214 0.501 0.285 1.498

R HOU[[“I‘;]X] 0.726 0.167 0.545 0.150 0.847
Stk FANG ) 0.819 0.198 0.537 0.273 1.539
P OBDL!"*! 0.638 0.171 0.500 0.117 0.495
Fru LR AWS-D!4 0.703 0.157 0.513 0.174 0.940
OM-CMM"! 0.856 0.256 0.583 0.344 1.911

Two-stream'™") 0.834 0.197 0.581 0.325 1.632

ACLNet!*! 0.890 0.315 0.601 0.434 2.354
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Table 10 Evaluation of visual fixation prediction models in dynamic scenes using Hollywood-2 dataset®®!
% 10 Hollywood-2 % #u 408 b o) A [ (it AR G vE fUR DA TR £E 5 2 3 5 1 PE BE VRN
[ AUC-Judd? SIMT s-AUCT cct NssT
Yot 53 0.869 0.331 0.615 0.421 1.808
ITTI! 0.788 0.221 0.607 0.257 1.076
o A GBVS*! 0.837 0.257 0.633 0.308 1.336
aéﬁ;q SALICON!! 0.856 0.321 0.711 0.425 2.013
e Shallow-Net!**! 0.851 0.276 0.694 0.423 1.680
Deep-Net!* 0.884 0.300 0.736 0.451 2.066
DVAL! 0.886 0.372 0.727 0.482 2.459
PQFT!" 0.723 0.201 0.621 0.153 0.755
SEOM! 0.652 0.155 0.530 0.076 0.346
RUDOY™! 0.783 0.315 0.536 0.302 1.570
T HOU™4 0.731 0.202 0.580 0.146 0.684
e FANG!'®! 0.859 0.272 0.659 0.358 1.667
e OBDL™! 0.640 0.170 0.541 0.106 0.462
AWS-DI*®! 0.694 0.175 0.637 0.146 0.742
OM-CMMP!! 0.887 0.356 0.693 0.446 2313
Two-stream'>") 0.863 0.276 0.710 0.382 1.748
ACLNet? 0.913 0.542 0.757 0.623 3.086

Table 11  Evaluation of visual fixation prediction models in dynamic scenes using UCF-sports dataset(®®)
% 11 UCF-sports $rim 458 b o) A [ i AR 56V s AR TR F 5 24 3 5 1P BE TR AN
[ AUC-Judd? simMT s-AUCT cct NssT
Yot 53 0.834 0.299 0.566 0.350 1.585
ITTIY! 0.847 0.251 0.725 0.356 1.640
T GBVS*! 0.859 0.274 0.697 0.396 1.818
aéﬁ;q SALICONE! 0.848 0.304 0.738 0.375 1.838
e Shallow-Net!*! 0.846 0.276 0.691 0.382 1.789
Deep-Net!*) 0.861 0.282 0.719 0.414 1.903
DVAP! 0.872 0.339 0.725 0.439 2311
PQFT!'"") 0.825 0.250 0.722 0.338 1.780
SEOM! 0.831 0.308 0.666 0.336 1.690
RUDOY™! 0.763 0.271 0.637 0.344 1.619
T HoU!*4! 0.819 0.276 0.674 0.292 1.399
e FANG“"j] 0.845 0.307 0.674 0.395 1.787
e OBDLM™! 0.759 0.193 0.634 0.234 1.382
AWS-D! 0.823 0.228 0.750 0.306 1.631
OM-CMM"! 0.870 0.321 0.691 0.405 2.089
Two-stream™"! 0.832 0.264 0.685 0.343 1.753
ACLNet"*? 0.905 0.496 0.767 0.603 3.200

5.3 BEWKRENEREEFRSIZE T AEREITME
AATE R 20 AN MR A NI SEVE SR IR ALdE 4 MBS R 22 2 i A (HSBY . DRFIPS,

wCtrP CSTUN LI 16 ANE T4 8 2% 2] (7 (MDEL)

LEG!®,

MDSH

DCLIMY, ELDIOT, syltos]]

RFCN®1, DHSU#, HEDS!®!, NLDF!!'?!, DLSI!, AMU®, UCF!'3], SRM!, FSNIT | ASNet!™), 72 ECCSDPY,
HKU-ISf1 PASCAL-S™iX 3 MR 4 E M rEfg AT T |k 2% 12

AR bR IR 52 B 45

ra &k

AnEe}

T A H F-score 1 MAE £} F

BT v DU AE -2 A A R A D VPN 1 b 10 R 45 2R X S8 45 U il ds AT A BB A AR i S rp 4
AT HBE AT 2010, 18 1 rh A SR SU ASAY () 45 S A1 DA 2R 25 ) 2 T RS FITAH OG 7 ME A2 - Ay 4 A 2 LR 45
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Table 12 Quantitative evaluation of different static salient object detection models on ECCSDP™,
HKU-IS®!, and PASCAL-S™®! datasets using F-score and MAE
R 12 WA S B WA AR B ZE ECCSDPY), HKU-ISIf1 PASCAL-SP 14 4 |
P e E B PEA A ] F-score Al MAE 18 0 ¥FAS TR 7
. ECCSDP”! HKU-IS!®! PASCAL-S™!
s E-scoreT MAE{ F-scoreT MAE! E-scoreT MAE{
HST! 0.730 0.223 0.710 0.215 0.636 0.259
R DRFIP 0.787 0.166 0.783 0.143 0.692 0.196
(i) wCtr*7 0.672 0.178 0.694 0.138 0.611 0.193
csT!'®! 0.742 0.147 0.732 0.128 0.598 0.191
MDF®! 0.831 0.108 0.860* 0.129%* 0.764 0.145
LEG!* 0.831 0.119 0.812 0.101 0.749 0.155
MDs! 0.810 0.160 0.848 0.078 0.818 0.170
pcL! 0.898 0.071 0.907 0.048 0.822 0.108
ELD!! 0.865 0.080 0.844 0.071 0.767 0.121
syt 0.88 0.06 - . 0.77 0.10
RFCNL7 0.898 0.097 0.895 0.079 0.827 0.118
RIE ] DHS! 0.905 0.061 0.892 0.052 0.820 0.091
[Ei] HEDS!®! 0.915 0.052 0.913 0.039 0.830 0.080
NLDF!!? 0.905 0.063 0.902 0.048 0.831 0.099
DLS!! 0.825 0.090 0.806 0.072 0.719 0.136
AMU!®! 0.889 0.058 0.918 0.052 0.834 0.098
UCF!M3! 0.868 0.068 0.905 0.062 0.771 0.116
SRM!! 0.910 0.056 0.892 0.046 0.783 0.127
FSNU!! 0.910 0.053 0.895 0.044 0.827 0.095
ASNet!”" 0.928 0.043 0.920 0.035 0.857 0.072
1 1
0.95 T 0.95 __:______;1--5"\ 095
D o f e 09 \_Xﬁ
085 0.85 ~—— 055 —
_ s 08 B 08 -h“*\“
$ _ |--Hs -—DRH —=DRFI ==DRFI |~
fé"' [y S—_ ST 078 wer CST s wCir 5T N
T g J=MDF LEGS 4.3 | =MDF LEGS g7 | ==MDF LEGS '\\ a
MDS  =DCL —DiL —_—DL ‘.“ N
065 e—EL [} =—RFCN 065 —RFON 065 | ==ELD ==RFCN \‘
w—THS HEDS HEDS —DHS HEDS by
0.6 - ——=NIDF ==DLS 0.6 - =—=NLDF =—DLS 06 - =N DF ==DLS
—AN UCF — AN UCF — AN UCF
055 7 gpyg FSN 0.5 SRV FSN 0552 em FsN
a5 SASNe s I—\.-\.s.\'u: 08 |m—ASNet
0 0nx 4 e 1 02 1 L] 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Recall Recall
(a) ECCSD (b) HKU-IS (c) PASCAL-S

Fig.1 Quantitative evaluation of different static salient object detection models on ECCSDP?),

HKU-IS®!, and PASCAL-S®! datasets using precision-recall curve

B 1 AN [ () 2 S ARG M R 7E ECCSDISL HK U-1SI* VR PASCAL-S®S 1445 48

PERE 0 B VPl (8 FH A ol - 4 3 fh 2R 45 D DR AL A

54 REYERENEBENSITETMEEETMA
ARATER RS 17 A28 W (1) 525 W) AR AR Y AE B 2 37 56T Ik B b AT e R, L TP dE 10 M A B K

K (AMUe® | sS4 Uycr!Bl, HEDS!®?, NLDF!"'2, DCL!Y, DHS!™, ELD!, KSR!®H1 RFCNT

PAK 7 A EhA B AR 2 (FCNSBY . sGSPUS, GAFL. SAGE). sSTUW ., SpV351 pDB!M ™), i H

T3 B E WA I B s, 2 5 DAVISPH, FBMSPTIAI visall’ SGSP. GAFL. SAGE. STUW

TSP Ay JE iR B 2 2 AR LA VRIS g vR 2 DA 3R 13 R4 T FH F-score AT MAE 1E Ry VEA F b (1) o &
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45 31 2 mp O R AR A R L A D VRN TR AR K 8 B A5 R X L B BUR I 1 a8 AT BL BB (0 A QRS B ST 2
At AR AT 2 .

Table 13  Evaluation of salient object detection models in dynamic scenes using DAVISP®,
FBMSP”! and ViSal datasets, measured by F-score and MAE
% 13 78 DAVIS®®L, FBMSPTLL K ViSal™ K4 45 b X AN [7] (1 5 3 4 pA A i 455 70
A 5 NP RE VPG A A F-score Il MAE 1E 4 VAL 5 b

pom DAVIS™ FBMS™" ViSal™"
R F-scoreT MAEJ F-scoreT MAE{ F-scoreT MAEY
AMUT 0.699 0.082 0.754 0.115 0.894 0.032
SRM!"'Y 0.779 0.039 0.784 0.082 0.890 0.029
UCF!"3 0.716 0.107 0.686 0.164 0.870 0.068
1% HEDS!" 0.717 0.062 0.776 0.084 0.906 0.028
1k NLDF!"'? 0.723 0.056 0.749 0.092 0.916 0.022
bl Jﬁu DpcL!Y 0.631 0.070 0.718 0.098 0.869 0.035
pealliigs DHS! 0.758 0.039 0.735 0.097 0.911 0.025
ELD!¢ 0.688 0.070 0.739 0.108 0.890 0.038
KSR 0.601 0.077 0.700 0.101 0.826 0.063
RFCNI[7) 0.710 0.065 0.746 0.105 0.888 0.043
FCNSPY 0.729 0.053 0.753 0.098 0.876 0.041
SGSpL¥ 0.677 0.128 0.589 0.171 0.648 0.172
A GAFL!Y 0.578 0.092 0.563 0.150 0.726 0.099
BEYHE SAGE! 0.479 0.105 0.597 0.142 0.734 0.096
Keugsm | sTUwH 0.691 0.098 0.550 0.143 0.671 0.132
SpL73! 0.601 0.130 0.566 0.161 0.731 0.126
pDB!!") 0.849 0.030 0.815 0.069 0.917 0.022

29 mmmmeee 09 4

T
—TEm=alT ==
=5 e |
- oo
08 08 LI -,
07 L T T TS . 07 1
g —AMU  —SRM
£ 06 — 06 - 06 UCF —HEDS
E —AMU —SRM —AMU —SRM uer HEDS
UCF  —HEDS ~._ _ \ UCF  —HEDS .Y NLDF  DCL
05 1 NLDF Ry 105 NwoF o neL ol 05 \—pHS  —ELD
—DHS . - : =—DHS —ELD " \ KSR =—RFCX
- L - A .
04 | KSR 3 5 04 KSR RFCN 5 [V
=-=FCNS == M ==FCNS = =SGSP CaRL loegacE
03 GAFL. — -SAGE HEH GAFL. = -SAGE awd TR
STUW |. STUW SP STUW =
==FDB - ==PDEB
02 i, mTFDB — L NR
1] 0.2 0.4 b 0.8 1 (1] 02 04 LX) 0.3 1 0 0.2 4 06 (%] 1
Recall Recall Recall
(a) DAVIS (b) FBMS (c) ViSal

Fig.2 Evaluation of salient object detection models in dynamic scenes using DAVIS®®,
FBMSP”, and ViSall’*! datasets, measured by precision-recall curve
2 78 DAVISP®®, FBMSPLL J& ViSal ™A 48 1=, 5t AN [l () 55 25 49 A ) A5 284
TEFNA G 5N PR BE VP AL AL 2 vk 281 42 2 i 2R F b PPAL SR AR

6 n_.\ =R 'ﬁ Etﬂ

Bt VR L 2 ) BORAE VT SEALAIL G U AT )32 160 Js By, % P 28 ) 0% 8 DAy 24 i B 3 08 0 LA o S s
AR 1 30k R TR B 2 >0 RO Sl 25 P R A N IR S v s R 0 S 225 A A ) B A B A T AR B O R
FATTIN A A B TR0 8 I AR SR AT R (K BIF 5 A 2 SRR DU LA T 1.

(1) AENIRSRTE SR 7 ) 30E — 20K 28 it R OA S B R 55 R B 2 ST BOR M R 5

Al 4 PR AN A0 AR o X N SR Al 2R A Sl (1 W I AT 9, AR R T AR 25 20 iR G TR i AR T LA ) B
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TSRS IR 330 B 38 B 45 5 71 27 S B, 1 1985 4F Koch 25 NP HL ) WTA R, 1991 4E Leventhal $2 H} )+
RS 2N, Treisman [FRFIEREA (FIT)ELIE!O Wolfe %5 A4 H 1141 48 22 A5 AU DAE (R LA TH NI
AT R R T ) ML T S R T I TR 2 ) BB D 5 2 R M RA KN FLIR A 4 A ORI TR
JEE 2 YRR W T SR 1Y EL AT 5 A PR P R, LA X 7 5 5 B R B v T 7 ML A 5 2% Ok T L B 3 DA it B
Z WA 00 S 56 SRR BRI, A7 00 BE0G 56 T VR B2 5 ) BRI b SR8 210 55 22 A S IR AR 45 & 10E— 20 R e 7 21
T RPTAE R b A, 28 i (0 5 3 5 D USRI FE 8 i ey, NHIR 3 35 0 (0 20 2 o 1 1) b 55 T i) R AN I R B )
S8 IR, AE I 2 T 1) 35 IR S 2 o) A I S A U A 20 3 5 O e AN (D I 4% 2 i 1 AN [R] 2 IR AR AE K
CEERTE S ¥ o EE ST 7 s 1 8 AR T = W 1. S N s 1 o L N SR T SN SOB O S s S ol (A DA TR e 5 =W
B B BIF 0B AT, DR 0 A7 20 B2 HE — 25 R 0T (R0 R P52 2 S AR K 1 RS 1) R T 1) 1 S 3 R 0 i
il B3R PE AT 8 I 48 48 e v - R % T o oty 3 i 1) 7 sREEAT 22 .

(2) MEER MU A B2 T0 08 00 28 19 285 1) AT e 2k

T 17, R B A £ 19X 4% 52 383 T 0 WL 1) R, 00 AR R 11 9 28 48 ), B << A 4ot 46 1) % Xy S AR s R4
L5 4T 45 S5 AH O (4358 4 3 R A 26 10 4% (103 T 0 BB ml AR — i B T 1) o AT 45 AH DR IR T Ja BRI
BB I IR E A2 I 2 AR VF AT 45 LRI T B hr (R B (E R 1 bl i e 202 ST 1 54T %M R 1
BRI G N = A — 023X — 1) A 3ok 3 B AL SR IE 9 R B A 2 X 4% 1) T R R T (post-
hoc explanation)dF & HE R HAR /DA TAE R IX — s A A L BRI 0 A ILH & Bl NREPATH
TAT- 25 o] () HI 3 50 488 bk R S Ao 26 1) 4 (0 4 Iy LR AT L 265 ) el 00 PN 288 5 o f e 8 T Lok St =X 5|
20 I g, T 5% 2 o 20 0 20 ) P AT MBS I A T T AL A Bl L B 1A A, DT BB A T T WL 1 £ B kIR
J55 A 22 X 8% 1) AT AR M R AT SR N T .

(3) AL AN ARR 2 BRI, HE D0 B T SR A AR R D i 7 R ) PR R AR

NGRS H G AR = LT T RN ST RS, AR (13 7= I ML (group attention)
NBIEAAT 7 509 1V 2 1 HL I (co-attention in social scenes). R I, TS ATL G ATk &1 o 400 B 3 32y TH S A% Y
FRVRIE AT 0 2 70 43 W AT i 65 DA S Rl 2 S St A 2R 0 LA 10 B s SR 1 — 2D W 4 N S v
FI BN LA K B o J2 R PR I A0 B A QAT B — AR T I N L WE0 NSRS AL 2S5 R IR
U BFRN R 2 5 = ) BRI R DL R T AR BT R afE. R DE— DR AR AR E

(intention).
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