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Review of Image Semantic Segmentation Based on Deep Learning

TIAN Xuan, WANG Liang, DING Qi

(School of Information Science and Technology, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: Recent years, applying Deep Learning (DL) into Image Semantic Segmentation (ISS) has been widely used due to its
state-of-the-art performances and high-quality results. This paper systematically reviews the contribution of DL to the field of ISS.
Different methods of ISS based on DL (ISSbDL) are summarized. These methods are divided into ISS based on the Regional
Classification (ISSbRC) and ISS based on the Pixel Classification (ISSbPC) according to the image segmentation characteristics and
segmentation granularity. Then, the methods of ISSbPC are surveyed from two points of view: ISS based on Fully Supervised Learning
(ISSbFSL) and ISS based on Weakly Supervised Learning (ISSbWSL). The representative algorithms of each method are introduced and
analyzed, as well as the basic workflow, framework, advantages and disadvantages of these methods are detailedly analyzed and compared.
In addition, the related experiments of ISS are analyzed and summarized, and the common data sets and performance evaluation indexes
in ISS experiments are introduced. Finally, possible research directions and trends are given and analyzed.

Key words: image semantic segmentation; deep learning; pixel classification; fully supervised learning; weakly supervised learning
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A B 1SS)&E, JLHRLISS Jt— 113 R v h ST S AR 20 A 5 N T4 R ST AU Ak (A8 X4 R} 2 3 g A H S
ﬂ%&&mt}‘]ﬁﬁﬂi,m.lss eI, Tk B30k AR I 45 AN [m) U3 A1 )3 1 N B AT U =

w FEGTH: R A B AR 55 9% L 35 ¥t <63 (TD2014-02)
Foundation item: Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (TD2014-02)
Wk IR ) 2018-01-24; & 5IRHA]: 2018-03-26, 2018-05-28; S HI I [7): 2018-08-30

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



WE A TEAEFIGBRGEH F kg 441

Lt

IR A E.ISS B Ohta 55 A o4& th, 5 SO b G P i 4 — /M 2 e — AN P a8 S I R 7R 208 U
S0 PR s 2 U 5 A 58 (1 4% o0 A LTSS R LI A 1 % b i bR s S n b — o (978 U0 S, RE S AR 1
BRGNS 5t HA = )28 SURAIERAS th BHE A 5 7 B A A5 2,0 B sl - . 10 ok, B N A Ak 2
BHIFALRAH 4K T 8 T B0 080 24 R0, N T B R QTR DL R o S LA 7 T 9 [ P Ak 22 R S 1 4
o 12 AU R A DA 9 SR A T 00T 18 X LA R AL 2 B HE 3l T 1SS ER IR JE.

T4 K IR JE 22 2] (deep learning, faj #k DL) 4% A PR &% 8, 56 T VR 1 22 21 (0 B 18 2> %1 J7 % (image
semantic segmentation based on deep learning, #jFKX ISSbDL) H B H 7. % T H v [ Py 18 %A 43 1 40 20 iR
ISSbDL 7 ¥4 (¥ 45538 SCHRE -, FRA s 45 I 381 1 AR SSIF 5 i 75 B A SC A 1 TR, 18 1SS (5 V245 st R A 3
KK ISSbDL J7 43 g 2 T X 38043 28 1) G 1R X 53 #1712 (ISS based on the regional classification, i #
ISSbRC)FIHE T4 25 43 2 18 B4 35 X 3% J79%:(ISS based on the pixel classification, i #% ISSbPC), %} 52 5 v 4
TR Ak SRR R S 43 T R A R 5 07 .

— —__ EFRER 7T |
| ETFRES ENEGENS DS
(ISSbRC)
EF HRmBGS T |
ETREF I
ey < DEFFONG %, QBT LBRENETTH.
BB RTE eI EE QX FHIE-WBBEOIE -
(ISSbDL) b BElGEN S E S DR T EERE B %,
(ISSHESL) OEFHEMANTE. OEFRNsHIFE.
ETEH KM DETFANRIT3%
— EREN S EE
(SSbPC) BEEEY OETHERIFERITT
= R BT RIODARE 0TS
P BB Bt 10T Rgnin i
(ISSbWSL) @ HBIRERIRRA HTTE

Fig.1 A taxonomy of ISSbDL
K1 R SRR X FT 00 2R

A 1 TN DL 5 1SS HIAHIEE 5t ) ISSODL [ - AW 5T 55 2 F5 % ISSbRC J7 vk HEAT VE 4 A~ 44 Al
25 2 3TN ISSOPC J5 kAT 43 BT R0k 45, I AR 3% A BERS kU ik — 25 00 208, AN A 3 45 208 7 VR I 6 A JEARURI A e
LA 4 X ISS A ISR IGHEAT 43 BT 55 LU, FE A 8 A SR SRR LA MR RE VPN FR AR SR S RS iR 1SS
R MR R 7 1) RN e B

1 EXBEERBEHMRNE

DL (¥4 B1 Hinton 25 API7E 2006 45 25 UCHR L8 2% 2 vh— Bl T 6 B 34T e E 22 > 19 75 7% DL #
AR BB G IR GRS G0E SUE B IR 4 & R B AT R = 0 3 T ISS ik 4y
FIWERG . H AT, 2 UE) DL AR A 35 A7 00 22 ) 4% (convolutional neural network, i #% CNN)P, 7824 45 b 2%
(recurrent neural network, i 7} RNN)CURIA: 5 ) 47 9 4% (generative adversarial network, i 7 GAN)!I2%.

P CNN BRI AN . BRUZ . i E . 2% E B E A A BB LT CNN 245
P AR R B A E AT AR A0 32 B K A1 2 REDRE i A1 388 2 T A0 Dy sy J2 K A R A, o J2 R T 20 i 43 42 )25 N Y 2
JaHEAT 4325 ONN H T 3 7K 1) 9 2% 485 g R 391 3 5 A 0 R 0 0 6 T8 i . MRS G B AR A B e I
AR RNN 3% 5 5L 5 1) 4 22 90 2 BBE R P 1) 201 )ik, 1 30 v (R B AN J6 28 B B AT AR ABL I AT 55, I 45 7R 3C(image
context) Z [A] (1) 3% 8247 B AT & BRI A 2 w0, B A AR 1) RNN G ML 40 RNN P AR KAl iz s 4 M
% (long short-term memory, {8 #X LSTM)®ILL K [ 745 3% U % 7T (gated recurrent unit, i #7 GRU)?V.GAN th—>4: 5
2% 4% (generator network) Fll— /> J4] 51 #5% Y 2% (discriminator network )4 i, 236 A JUARE NI 25 3 IR &2
I GRFEARTEAT 25 > A2 2% ) 48 AN W7 77 2 AT RE 2, ) 53l 385 D00 48 AN BT R N 3 R A 8 AT 0 W, U G I, L 7 2 0 2%
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AHE T A3

7E 1SS AU, CNN R =y 20010 2% 20 M e R0 I 4 11 B 38R, 52 B 9 3 B8 22 (195 Bk, B T S0 34 B NN
A1, RINN DA H 366 I Ak #5245 JEL 0 A ABE 17 S 0 12 AR i R O 5 Ak 38 5 W) 228 e 1 A SR IR TRt A — LB 5
HHTHREG BT S0F B A GAN KRG G T — L6 4k G AR R T S B B v ) TR e, EL A B R R
U PR3 YA TSS BT Hh 1 1 18 8T 15 20 B A 5 19K 1, DL AR R IR R AR I S 2 5T BGRR A (2 i3 T 1SS 4
RO ST IR R e Ak T — I ISSbDL FA Ak 5 #4 ]

2013 4, SCHR[10] 2504 F DL 3 AR 25 N 3% 50478 20318 Fl CNN X RGB-D B4 347 45 1E 42 BT R
I, % RGB I 5 2R15 BB AR 32,88 )5 A0 H] 23 K28 6B 45 2 1EAT 43 28, 58 I 1SS AT 55 SCHR[ 111 JUIHE b ik 1A% 1 2
fitlh b R JZ CNN $REL A AN 7] 43 % 22 BEUMGURRRAE, 480 F 23 000 o KA B 45 e b () B A5 35 80 AT P i Tt
AbFE 3K 26 B[ ISSbDL J7vEU O I AR 1SS b A e (R HL 8 27 > 05 3 1) R B 27 34y ek I8 1) B B, 5 Aok 2R 28
PRAE A OB AR 3, T ONN 4523 K38 0Dl AR AT 70 25 G 7 31 240 B BOdhAT FB I L 2, 7 i # o ik
R BG4 R V8 SURFAE, 7931 25 L LML RS

K25 DL e A ) R S8, W 908 S — 20 ik, S8 5 R R 40 D — FR 40 B B X8, 75 T DL AR B 5 X 5k
HEAT 73 28 08 G0 2E AR 35 B8 v T 2 B R AR SCER 2 749 B/ G 0 2 1 IX 3800 288 1) VR A8 U0 0 D7 v B Oy it 28
ek S — SR RIF 5T 3 0 B ) FH IR JEE A 25 W 2% (deep neural network, 5] #% DNN) LAG 25 4 25 1 07 R BEAT 40 31 %5 43
3 L Ay i B3 (end-to-end) AR S 38 T T 5 A e EIAG B B A R 1) ) R 3 vy T 20 S ME B 28 ARSI FE SR 3
A X EEE TR F O R EGE X0 5 1k B T X 2 ok, AT 1K TSSbDL i Ak 28yt P MEH5 0y SRR A $2 L
T Sy RS WAL BIX 3 AR 0P B, a0 18] 2 TR, Horp ST R — SRR B AP IR M 4 TR i AT BR TS

ISSbDL A — AR AL T 772

y NTH e | BT
E VEEDNT {454 :éﬁ 1} | PR 4-%&. S
B mammay »[45iEnE | [BEza] '
ARH SR 4
= : RENE D> ERBERE =
HE| ST E h 4R
) #HE ﬁ;g;’iﬁ SRy 1
% i
ormrmemneenee GBI [ermrmmneneen!
g LR hit e SaEg /
% i R A y
1 b GHITN, B S EEUREA BIEUR >oeeeemememmeeeecd

Fig.2 Workflow for ISSbDL
2 FETRPEAE S UG E Lo BT IR — A PR

2 EFXESEMEGEXSEGZ

£ ISSbDL J5 92 it i J- X 4k 70 SR 1 B 4R i S0 1A AL e B b AT 5 DNIN A ZS &5, 500 I ik B 5
R0 AN R B H b i i X3 153 81— 2 81 B 8 De(image - patch), #FA ] DNN X ] 45 D sl P45 B i) B A5 3R 2
ATV 3003 28, o i IR 7 SR 45 RORT I P AR 3 AT A i A9 3 e 28 7 0 45 R DR D PRl AR B (1 o i T4 R 20 1 45 2R
(1% 5K ISSbRC J5 i I SR BEAE T W 4m IS5 463 P A5 A AN [) R DX 5 ey P ) Bl AR A DX 3 2 s S0 A el 4 e 7>
FRUEAS IR, R IHKE ISSORC J73A ) 73y 1 288 2hke A ade DX I 77 Y ANE T 20 B K V6 38 1 XX 2R 7 i
JiERE R U R AR BEUR AR AE LA T AT 1 0 A b LA I TR AT TR 4.
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Table 1 Comparison of ISSbRC
FT 1 AT M EGIE L H 780 T
ik | RESLL T PO 2 I R
(1) FI X B A A
LA E]— R Y KB A
{53 X 8, 1 {535 1% 8, il 5
X B 44 I B 56 10 -
T R AL AT TE ) KW 5 1 235 X [ BNE feet] $HER |
H AR ok ) S EIBTUL % ‘
%;:1; SDs!!, SelectiveSearch. A /
% MPA, Fast-RCNN, BB AT Ay 2
o) Mask- Faster-RCNN KB R % HEB
g RCNN (2) 4 e ment 225 A JRESUE B, #
A SR U 10 1 1% S B
b SRS 432K, B AN R [/ HNER fem g%
X373 2 i 75 SN AR X 5%
KHAT IR H 5K Syl bl
TERIH SVM,
VGG-16. ResNet
b 5 F FHHRCNN
() BRI | SRR _
U B AER | AR B, e
ARG %7/ | MR | o z
HARREA RAOBAR | BB FRE | & =
- A :RCNN, Wit | g | (e FEEE
Z\QJ DeepMask[[ll‘;]], DeepMasl;:ﬁ J T’iﬁ%fzﬂ}#ﬂ\ fé = (object score) L
- SharpMask''"], MultiPath#5i 7! 5 =
FE | MultiPath!™ | (2) g o fraake | B ,f@:@,
ik gz 2ei A% PYEETN i
Kb B 5 4550 53 ) Rk, 1
H i X % 7 PP A AT
ORI LA st
REE1 5y ) 45 52 1
Y B I

21 EFREREAE

VLIS T B S AR R 1) R0 A O e 0%k DX 3l I 9 0 H 5 B8 ) 40 22 X, T2 F CNIN St A A % 2 X 4k
PRV G AFAE R E: AT 36 I FH 43 28 28 0 28 X 33 1) UG M BA5 38 AT 028 0 i i ) 20 61 45 SRR Dy g
A i 2 DX 3G T R SR VB TR IR B bR A 16 30 DXl ) 5 2 AN {H 5 ) CNIN 7l 558 R EGURFAIE ¥ 8 7, T HL 32
W) 3 258 38 Xof A0 06 DX BFEAT 43 S IR RS

2014 4F,SCHR[12]75 CNN [EEGE B4R B T X4t B 28 ) 4% (regions with CNN features, fij X RCNN).
RCNN 1% $£ 48 22 (selective search, & FR SS)FHL v 77 A2 (i 32 X 45 5 CNIN 7= A B 40 38 SR AE AR 45 &, T[] ) 5 e H
FRES AT ISS P IGAT: 45 RCNN [1) 4 PR FE ] 3 Jizw, B 56 A SS SN2y 2 000 AN 5% X 36, 75 F CNN
PR IR Ao 32 X 8 R AAE s 3 AR B 1l 3R AR 1iE 46 - SVM(support vector machine) i R /Mg 3 X 45 74 4 H A5
YAk 25 AH RCNN B AEFE ™ EAROBRIE I = BTG« 0 BIRG i B AN 08 o A0 B AN 8 DR S5 e L 25
G PRI A R

SCHR[13]17E RCNN [ 244t 4% H T SDS(simultaneous detection and segmentation) /572,55 RCNN LA L,
SDS J7 ¥ A4# ] MCG(multi-scale combinatorial grouping)!" V&= 7E CNN Ff b 37 iy M A 326 %30 [ 458 17 5% P 4R B
TREAIE, P06 2 9 38 0 R BB AT IS I 5, 28 05 8 P AlE A KA ) (non-maximum . suppression, i #X NMS) 8L 47

DI o, o FI PR R R TR T
H1T RCNN F7AEH AL ISR R 2 L 9 290 5 K ELAG 28 XS AR AN ) 45 J BR A, — 26T 5
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B I IRR R A S TR A 2 XK 7 vk SCHR[20]H 1) SPPNet 9 45 ¢ 7% 1] <6 % B4 1t AL, )2 (spatial pyramid
pooling player,fiji#k SPP player)ffi A\ £ RCNN &R 2 1) )5 T, D 7 R AE R I R b i) 85 2 o550 SCik 2110 19
Fast-RCNN [ 445 {1 X Sk e 31 CNN )45 BURFAE 18] _E 33 RO Pooling J2 4 kAN i ide X sk Az jlg i 52 J~)
PR AE T 2 T T A4 A% 32 X435 1) 3 88 . STk [22] HH 1) Faster-RCNN P £ 7F Fast-RCNN P 24 (1 3 fith - in N\ [X ek gt
LM 2% (region proposal network, fi] FX RPN), BE W% 1 14 A5 B = Jo o 140 i 32 X 3%,

S
AR

L NRUREMG 20 AR Rk X 48 3. fFH CNN $E UL 4. DXIRGR

Fig.3 Workflow for RCNNI!?
13 RCNN kb s ftt?

2016 47, SCHR[14]1LL SDS 75 ¥4 A JEA, A5 F AN R K /N 1 sh & D6 JR BIEAT R ik S 4 15 8 2 B
REAIE FE], P e RO 55 4 A [ R PR R 208 VA — A B R RE /N, A JLABO AT AR B3R T RS 58 B A . J
A3 EX 3 ANMESS () MPA (multi-scale path aggregation) 77 ¥ . MPA J7 38 1o 41 & AN [l X (KRR 1, g o 25
B EG A 2 ANAS R 1 Jo A5 B, A 80 TR G T 0 A TR 1 B S AR 3 4 R B L R

2017 £, 3CHR[15]14F Faster-RCNN JEfdi b4 2% 7 hil X ROI Align J2 H1 3 %1 B4 32 T BE 4% 5280 H bRAS I A sz
151 25 VR 15 ¥ 43 0 (RR SE 45 23 ) B ST 4% ) Mask-RCNN B 2% Mask-RCNN [H P20 32 F 4L 1 M2
T M4k B Faster-RCNN, H T X 7 16 DX 3dt A7 43 AT 0] 051, w45 2kt ko )+ P45 1) HE R AR 36 2 AN T
PO A ] — A T 80 4 35 B I 29 3R 4T v 9 0 524971 43 1) Mask-RCNIN BE % 52 B3 28 . [B1 U RN 43 103X 3 THAT 4%, 4%
B A S 0 2 ) 5 A0 (5 2L P2 JE T 1SS 1k JiE.

22 EFHEEENAZE

T 50 FIHE I (segmentation mask) 1) 75 12 5 S DGV W A3 R0 AR G5 H B 00 328 DX S AH T I P 43 168 15, K 350
A3 PR O D 3R,
(1) B e, 78 G ok I B A6 8 7 1) b 16 3 X 4, s i PR R 23 Sk — R B RN AN B I LGB AN K]
B — AR ) B BR ik 6] 4.
2) W= E G EEN CNN ST AL, L RAME R AT R E 8 T 1% B ARk X 501 — 40 284 5 73
F) 3 BRI, FH 22 5K 2 BRI AT D0 4b b 345 1) s 44 O B 45
SCHR[16]3 T CNN $2 T4 5 H #5  1 (object proposal) ] DeepMask #5782 45 7 1 12 M J5 46 K15 o A=
JIG AR A o GRT R PR P AR B TR 3 6 AR e Dy AN H BRI 0] 5 A I S EHE IK. DeepMask A5 28 A5 H Hif
oot I 4% 0 A 5K PR 5 v 2 i L A X G 1 43 R R, T 77 A= 11 4 B0 SR RE R A BB ORG WX 55 SCRR[ 1714 DeepMask
(1) bR e 2 P 4 o BRI ORI 5 VR 2 46 T () e R AEAH 25 A, 0F BB R T R AT B R AR AR T
SharpMask #5%%1 SharpMask 4% 4 26 1d ik DeepMask 5% 78 6 5 AN A 7 28 — AN KEDRE 19 23 0 A, T4 42 HEDRE 2331
HERR AL N AS[R] (0 R B, SR 5 45 G AN 8] ROST IRARRAE F1, DA B TR T 18 77 22 F 50T 2 1ok 48 446 1) 23 30 4 e SR
[18]LL Fast-RCNN hyZEfifi, # HH T MultiPath #5280 4% R H Bk R i% # (skip connection). H/L» M [X 35 (foveal
region) Fl— AN FH 43 453 2% bR Bl (integral loss function) X 43 21 # JI5 Hh 1 06 G P VTR 31 9 40 28, BE % A vk o A A ) ok
FEEep RURE o R R S T 45 i) 3, 2 1) B A4 o R v 1) 7 K B AT B 5 4R T

3 ETHRESXMEGENSELZE
ISSbRC J7 ik lA 1 5& [0 23 H AR (E A7 A5 AR 23 TR FEEAS 5 A0 23 51 3 FEE AN s R 38 [ 85, L] b, — S8
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L4

S HARAE R 2 0N EREAT BBGE o), A T 3 TR 3 o I RS Loy #7545 ISSPC J7 R H
DNN MW7 K AR 1 B R S0 A S I PG AR AE AN TS A S, P AR X 265 B ok 22 ) . R R e b 1%
IR 20, 3 o 2 s P 2R 1 07 2O BEMG A BEAT 2328, LG 28 20 2K 10 77 U BB - #11) H #5.1SSbPC J i
T 75 7 A H BRI 3, 1 A R o R A AR R AT 29 8, I s R B 285 — A o 38 o 5 282 5 1 42 o 4 B 45
R — Tl YN ZRBOE o, DT 78 M2 5 i H 45 R IR BT A s ISSPC VR St i BB L b BB DA K 59
Fridi(weak label) B 15 55 i 5 H0CHE 15 2 I ZRAEAS, AT LURE 3R 58 25 o 10 B U AE, AN AU I 77 8 20 ) S A 32 5
AR T 2 R ARTE T o B R

HE Al b S B R 2 5] 07 AN TR FRATTRE ISSOPC J7 ik 1 B4 A W 28 4 i 2 ) MG B X 4 #1175 (ISS
based on fully supervised learning, {iij X ISSbFSL)H1 55 i £ 2% ) A% 5 X 43 %1 /7 ¥ (ISS based on weakly
supervised learning, fij #% ISSbWSL).ISSbFSL J7 ¥ A £85k A TORS 6 I 1 (0945 28 bmi: 18 9 N 2Rk AR 2L 43 233
T Ay S UG B RN TR 45 58 — A 18 SRR 215 B RRvE £, 2R 5 R AR 2 6 DNN- BEAT U125, s
Y ZRLF ¥ DNN H T~ E$ 5 5 #1.ISSbWSL Jy v W8 F 55 0 14 2008 4 b A% DNN BEAT YR, 7 I 05 110
DNN 0} R HEAT 8 53 13X P 38 07 1044 FR Ok e s AN [R) O] 40 A o 128 T ik, KA 2R R 81 4 B s T Il
WEAT BARA G547

HFFONRI A% )——_ Deeplab, Deeplab-V2, Deeplab-V3, CRFasRNN )

HRFON (BT it BRI T %) Dilation10, DUC+HDC, deformable )]
1B el (BT RTBER-FRADE M 77 8w Bayesian SegNet, DeconvNet, ENet, GCN+ )
p—— BIAWE,
SEFS A BES
E&EX S %
RER R[E 5
(ISSbFSL) Lﬁ‘FiEE (Ermxmeannz —»( DSM, DPN, QO, HOCRF+ )
~ (ErEmannE LRR, RefineNet, PSPNet, ICNet, LC D
HEFgEoE| 2uezxs S (@S D TCNNs, ReSeg, DAG-GNN, 20-LSTM )
HIERIEX
SEFE EFCANBTS 3% —( XAk(76), XAR(77), XAR(78), SCAK(79] )
(ISSbPC) BhEs
Py (EFnEgimEnsE —»( BoxSup, DeepCut )]
ggm‘g_-,_q . AT B ETABRIFEITE ScribbleSup, WTP )
E&IEX S EHE B E wron
(ISSbWSL) HRiEAE ETFEGRBIRENTE MIL, CCNN, SEC, STC )]
B MBI ERIERER L Decoupled, WeaklySemi )

Fig.4 A taxonomy of ISSbPC
K4 BTG RIEIGE Lo §175 002K

31 &HBFEIEKGENDEFE

200 N RS A bR v RO PSR A T 08 SR A3 DK 58 40 05 1 EUR ) S AR A, R 52 v o) 0 11 2 R 3 M 3 DK 7f
JSE, IR, H Wi 9 ISSbDL J7 7 K 22 J A M B 2% 2] 258 ISSOFSL J7 4 VI 25 Bt 23 Rl DNN MK H 45 7 15 32 4
i (0 B b S B 5 R A R AE RN AR JEL, TR I S8R A AR X B R AR = R AT 70 26,

ot 5L ISSORC J5 IEAFAE KA A FF RS R THE AR ARSS ) 8, Long %5 APHF 2014 4E 8031 T —Fh e R AT
= ST G DL B 2 20 07 AT G E S0 1) 425 B M 2% (fully convolutional network, & #% FCN). {1/ 5
JIT %, FCN 76 VGG-16 1 2% PHIL 1 AT S0k, A I BUZ B 4t 50 ONN P g A3 e 122, T %5 2 (skip layer)
JTR LA T A BUZ P AR IR AE B, PO I W £R 1 37 E (bilinear interpolation, fAf A% BI) & v ik 4T bR A
(upSample), ¥ RS 1) 73 E1) 45 5 36 o 415 1 43 ) 45 S FCN SR 85 2 07 1%, BE TR0 ) SHe B3 4 oy 1 AR JR R =g B A
AT B, A8 ARG AE Pk S AR 2T I (1 2K ), 30 B G 1) 43 2R3k — 22 A B T AR 3% G0 ¥ 53 28, B Dy
K T AR T PRIAG 3 28 10 00 3¢ 2 A o T BB 20 PR 1 2%

FCN 7545 Bl R v G 8% 1 52 A5 2% I 1 28 00 AR R HE Sl T 1SS 1R 5 e AR 17 2 AUssl A7 AR A7 70 P A i L —
2 BB 25 WA A5 5 R A0E B () 3 0 S5 AN T B A1, 350 20 1 % 1A 28 TR AR U 25 2 R 20 I R R e it 2%
FEEMER LT S (image context) (5 &, TG0 1% 70 73 A = & 1045 (A A7 B A5 5, 3 B0UR S0RR AL AN 42 JR) R AE 0 A ] 22 2%
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fii FCN R AE A RO A 13X 1 A ) R, 5006 2 ) 5 RORDRE L 20 B0 AN 22 10 IX P 178, 7E FCN [ 56a L,
WFFUE PR T — R A7 MR X 28 7 iR I SO s AN R, B AR F R 0 2 7 9836 FON K53k 2T
WERE K ITE BT g s - s (0 7535 JE TRER B i ZE T ER S s 25T RNN
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Fig.5 Framework for FCN!**
5 FCN HE4L 4 ™)

Table 2 Comparison of fully-supervised image semantic segmentation algorithm based on pixel classification
F 2 ETHBEDS WA E 7 > BRI SO0 FJT iR H
P Es % NI ESE
Ik RS RTINS T7 IR R AR D R A
e B FCON T Wi EGE T, i BRI B
AL REAT ik W] B A LA ) AL f2S) TRl A1 1]
. 2 SR A 1K WSS AR KA 2 R a R
T DDCCEL;*\’,Z[M PUEF. B 210 PR 455 % 55 ) WEARG i1 38 3
FCNI1 DZZSL:b:W[Z”’ EDNLE NG AR R AR R AR ASPP RS
WIRES CRFasRNNZS! Bk XFFCNBEAT T Ak ik, CRF™! LR
ey R N AR IR B 1R R AIE ¥4 CRFAE K
XN REEAR AN ORI 52 i CRFasRNNP® %RNNF;U
7 FIRCRAY] ZAFBENLIAH VAT SR T : g
PR
UWER DN T3 i) ORI DN
A BRI ?f@!ﬁ%*ﬂlzg]{m R
BT I3 R AR PR R e 45 3ok £ A it REF RGO, | R BT >
/| Dilation10®), weerigkmm | PRSI ER RES AR HHE
B DUC+HDCP, BB B A A S0 B SR
éémﬂ"] deformablem] m'f{T{Tf%'ﬁ;,H’méﬁl‘P %T&E"Jﬁﬁf
L ~ iE M43 T pooling J2
WIRES R R R (CEBIE
fi5 L LA EA Nt
i ” HEAT LR
AT Wy 3o A O Y
AR (2 .
ég? féifgi%%u@ MRS s | Decomoltion gy,
VOB E Bt . o UnPooling"™*, A A
) $5 1 I T 1 5 A R 2 ) 1 D 85 ) GCNES! M/%{IAI&I
E S BayesianSegNet*, 432 2R IR 1 i I FE AR AE B AT B Vi S
i i DeconvNet*, SR A BT L AH OC 9 4% Fie A1 17 2o )32
fiftHLh 1) ENet"*¥, B A 5 FCNAH LL, 45 #)47 :UnPooling layers,
Jiik GCN+ H M2 =% Deconvolution
FUIE AN =y F1Global Convolution LRz, oRAE
LYONFN iy Network HERHAE SR

ST 03 B
JCVA I AL S b B
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Table 2 Comparison of fully-supervised image semantic segmentation algorithm
based on pixel classification (Continued)
FT 2 HETBRESIM A MR T ST EURTE U381 5100 (k)
B BA J 5 1
2% RESL e 5 2 45 TV A R0 B DR 4
TRBA LI
e TR T cre [k
T o IS RIFI A 4 BB P R LR MREES i
et g 5 010 R O A ﬁfﬁfﬁﬁf%ﬁﬁk A
bl (1 1381 391 T T T L5 RE A TR 1) 77 AR - i
D Ry | R, KU B GCREH!! ik R
ik AR, 5075 S A BRI Higher Order | L P XTHE,
PRI T ' e Pogtentialsm] WAL
P E AL A AT ERIRSE
00 A LS Skip layer ™ | 74 1,
3 A P B 3 AR ﬁﬁgﬁ WREG LT
RO B B Yt T T AT pyramid®, | BB
T LRRI* ARt WALH. %R EBLm | attention model™ | AL EIATR
4E | RefineNet™, FMU BT LT | refineNet block, | FFALEE,
flerit) | PSPNet*”) RRREE . RRBCE QI | s e ALK
g | IONet*LLCH o R 15 BRI LR A 3B LR
WIS B F ok 40 53 8 45 34 é%%i
o5 242 51[49,50] FALRL T,
EFcfii
R 27 28 )T
i o8 £ S 4 FEFIAL,
it ay | e s sssznge | RSN e
o rCNNB, PRI PR {ik X DNN i FH CNN RtNét[Si] A
RN | Resee™l (B 75U A {02 AR SRR 7 1) i s A
ik Dmumﬁ;, Wik LRl HEAE T RNN 242 0% %
| 2D-LSTM e EBREE FE TR, 3O 26 2% G 4 NE B
PR R v 2y R A ReNet. LSTM Fil GRU LSTMP*, A
AR B GRU'™! A R
e f ] ETFXER
508 G 1 1]
CRF7 > 1 7] 78,
A IR A8 FH — A 4331 190 24 41 e
52 % R G Y 1 3 1 24
B ] () 2 I AL LA = 2 43 —
T SCHR[SS), 901 K B 8 2 ) BRI flabiigied
GANK SCHR[56], ﬁ%{ﬂﬁi@éﬂi,ﬂﬁ 9 4% AN W7 0 45 L 52 GAN[”S]é WDHKE?%Y
s SCHR[ST], B 3 7 1) — RIS B R CGANP" ]
SCHR[S8] WAL I 34U N B4 0 B4R et
REase, I 25 5 I 245 06 795 401 9 25 A1 L S
P4 A 4. MR S
RbF A HUBEECAR I, 43 BV R 5 RS — 5
TR A
AT JEPEA

3.1.1

T FCN )52

FCN TEHEAT G5 o3 BN A 7850 2% JB AR 35 545 35 2 IR Q3R B 2 2 ) — B0k, o BT v 0 40 715 AN
UK, T B B85 KA RS A SCER[25]7F FCN IR K B B 0 4 3% #5414 B /L 3% (fully  connected conditional
random field, A #K FCCRF), % #H K 43 1 B BE AT 10 S04k, 148 H 717 L6 F (atrous convolution)y™ KAFAE K 1178 52
' (receptive field,#jFx RF),$2H T DeepLab M 4% .DeepLab FJALHEFRAE U 6 ror, 1 50 K BGIEN B 45 &
Hole 5351 FCN Hr b A7 2b B 15 K S (K410 &1, 14 A BT S092360 FON (¥4 Hh 45 SR EAT 1SR A $ 15 15 BI0R A
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BB ] FCCRFE W R 70 %1 B 53R4T S5 K A T, JF ) BRAR b AR 30 AT e L SR, 1 Ak 2
FERE 70 ) AR 1003 G o i 45 28— A e B 10 B 4B SO 4 2R
AEIR

— L 51 00
\ - i |
B R -+
53 WL i HECRF s 4

W

Fig.6 General framework for DeepLab*!
Kl 6 DeepLab %A HE 4]

2016 £, 3CHR[26]4F DeepLab W %% (35l E3EHH T DeepLab-V2 W 4%, X RFAE B 43 R A5 /N 58 460 45 15 1A%
S5 ) HEAT 0 5 DeepLab MW 4541 Lk, DeepLab-V2 M 4% A A w7 FLAG AR AE Jy b RAF D8 U 5 00 AT B9 25 KR A 42
it o L AR 5 28 ) 4 2 B i Ak ) ¥ (spatial pyramid pooling method) AR 45 &5 J& 45 B 4 £L 45 ] 4 7 3%
4k (atrous spatial pyramid pooling, i #% ASPP), 3 F | ASPP #& & % R REE, 55 J5 , 75 H FCCRF At %1 1%,
TEARRE IS 2 80000 T 3R T IR E . 188 T 4 FIR5 L.

2017 4E,SCHER[2713E T L Al 720G ik 22 A5 LA BUBEER IR AR 23 I 4E B B XS ASPP HEAT Biidk, $2
T Deeplab-V3 [ 4% . Deeplab-V3 ¥ %% L4777 X 4 ASAS R FLIF % (atrous rate) Y FLG AR IR, 20 il — A ek
I i) ASPP, 13 LA B3 4T 77 200G 22 AN as FLAS BB 5 20 )5 1Y) ASPP HS IBCTE — 2 440 Bl — 1™ i 1) iy Ack B2 TG P D 285
Deeplab-V3 254 #3477 20 5 347 77 X pUalr LG 5, fe 8 2 R (multiple scale) M 73 #1444, 3R 22 ]R8 1) €45
17 JEL. S 56 25 R W], Deeplab-V3 7E TG I\ FCCRF M5 5L R, 43 EIUER A58 0 T SCiR[25,26] 7 1) J7 125,

H1 T SCHR[25,26] HU2 i B B4t FCCRF BI7E FON KK 2, % %53 5 Il %5 FCN I FCCRF, 73 FCN 117443
A L5 FCCRF [N 73 148 A A 1 2 (A TR AR SR [28 148 SCHR[25] A9 2R Atk -2 i 77 CRFasRNN [ 2%, I
2k It ,12 A BP(back propagation)®.i%#f CRFasRNN M 2% i 7 FCN 1)K 2, 3547 iy £ g Ak #.CRFasRNN [ 45 1)
AR S AT 4B WL (conditional random field, &A% CRF)24 3] . HEFE, SRARZE S REEAC A Y RNN [
IS 5,10 1L 5 4R mean field HVEHIZEL FE R A 2] CNN H1 NITHE CNN 5 CRF 23 B4 —E— A e
A 5 Th B2 T T o IR,

3.1.2 TGk

TEAEH] CNN JEAT EIHGE o B 72 b Tt Ak B R e % 38 CRRAE I 1 I S2 8T ORI A B 15 e /s BB
R TR 1 23 22 AN W B AIG 8052015 35 1 A R A A JR 25 DR A5 ) S — MR i i) 208 P JEE B 2 ot A 4468 9 8% v
1A FR A R EAT D04 AT 2 Ak BB TR M AR AL R AL S 3 1.

SCHR [2910) 35 38 1) 4 BB AE EAT D0 AL, N SN AS TR 4 5K % (dilation  rate), $¢ th T 47 7K 45 B (dilated
convolution). 4 5K 45 ARt 71 1F 5 2 28 1) A5 AR ERAE vh in N AS (5] 74D [] K8, T K% R/ Bk 28 e 52, m] UZE AN 2k 7 %
2 NG INTE BRI LT (82 Y R e O, I T IR B 22 RO R AR R R R B DK O 45 35 1 A R Ar
BB TE T o BIMERG R 9 LI AP K G B — Bl L B 9 2 B AR ) AR g R
AR — 3 H R AR A A

71 ISS ik P v A 977 7K 5 AR % 50 AT 200 52 BB (SRR AE L B8 82 B DR AR B — 8 A0 R R I s Tl B A R
A SRR R e R b G 7 AR A R AL B, 4 RIS B 25 2% 15 B AN A QT Jg i A5 JEL - T ) 8 M g 1 W 45 i)
2017 4, 3CHR[3011F H R &3 5k B F (hybrid dilated convolution, [ F#x HDC)fCE 5k B A, 318 FH A1 2 L Kk
% (dense upsampling convolution, & # DUC)##t BI Hi%.HDC th— R VAP 7K KM F k5 B H2H 1%, BE
A 02 52 BY, SCRE DR R A5 5L (A DG 1k, A b S T i

EAR 3 T OO T L i e 7 B AR ORI A R 5 TR A o A K L ART 2% e O AL B ) AN i, ) B A% v
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ORI T AR R 1 R 72, N R T A BT IR A 0 U] ) A (A SRR [3 LR 7 e A 0 1 SR A 450 1 AXURE D ok
7 [ 58 IR R B VR 70 A AR B A F DX 3 N — AN 1] 2% ) (R B &, A 8 BB AR 1) BURZ LA T AR (9
WA TR 22 A B (deformable convolution). ] 22 A5 AR Ik fE 15 K52 B () 91 [, X ATF T DNN 22 2] |5 (&
YR B X Aol 1 5 T ISS R %o LA A e PR R P B i T o T A R
3.1.3 BTl A - s s 1 7

71 ISS sk, LA P 5 1 5 A 11 43 A AN BT B A1 L 8 2045 38 8 TRV AR I 25 946 Tl L B 77 % 5 R
GERYFEATOCALAN, 55— 2 T7 v 24 FH i 15 2% - iR 15 2% (encoder-decoder) 45 #4) . 1% 288 77 15 A2 — Pl R 1 5 R X 4% 45 #4)
HEAT B0 SCARAT B AL, LA U A DL AR B R Tt A 5545 4 P ) 1l 11 9 AL 25 K 20 T e i SR (W4 2
or AR AP AR AL, 4158 ] 52 46 B (deconvolution) 5 it A (unpooling) 5% 45 12 Jfr K s 14 A A% i R X SL AT Mt
7,3 D PSR T 22 ) A4 P AR 35 110 7 A IR

2015 4, SCHR[S9TH H 2t ih 45 - 5 25 45 44 75 g i a2 v 12647 F KA (subsampled) 45 1, 3 25 I R AE 18] 1)
I HERR AT AR I R AT bR FF (upsampled) B4, 18 25 Uk 52 90 14 4t 45 R0 RIS 43 1% 238 48 HH — b A s 2 AR
HEATIE SCAr 10 U-net P 2% SCHER[60] AR vk B 2 25 ByR 4= R e plds N1 ISS 1) 04 H AR $2H T SegNet-
Basic % 45.SegNet-Basic W 45 5k T~ 56 S0 M4 T LG AR 2R I 20 28, 02— AL T At Aol R ) %o R 4 g I 2%,
JLEEARL B 7 Prom A% M4 11 7032 2 — A B A6 B T 4 1 BV G A 2%, T I B AR L T A0 S AR EAT R RAT
A PR A L — A p s A A I 9 ) S FRD AR T e R P A A ARRT b i A4 M REAT SRR A S A SR S B B 2 TG
o oy 2 g BB JE I W) R, SCHR[32]3E T SegNet-Basic W3¢ H T Bayesian SegNet % %%.Bayesian SegNet 7E4}
M ERUR G I T —A DropOut J&, W] 47 2487 (A T B 480G 1 38 ik 009 28 1% 2% 20 fig 7[RI, 38 5 LN DU 31
4% (Bayesian network) Fll g il #2, 55 T J5 S R4 v S8 32 200, A P 25 70 1SS b A v B B 5 J S ASE 0L = A1 A 2.

LBUE ST L ey

HEREA ]|

A it

e iR

B R b A R Rl
[ R Wi Softmax

[60]

Fig.7 Framework for SegNet-Basic
7  SegNet-Basic [ £ HE 24160

SCHR[33]7F FCN [ kAt B3 HH— A~ 52 2 X FR 1K) DeconvNet W 2%, 1% M 2% F [ & BURE ¥ BI 595, 87 17— F
S A ARAL; [ I 6 SRR 5 R AR AR &5 Gl ok 7 — e FE A Ll O T 40 7 B R AL B ST,
T b S B T A R AR T B v T o EL RO

SCHR[32,33,60] AR GBS HUAR AL AT IR 23 S 45 KA E M g N Zhp MAAEE S BN EE £ . T KA ],
5B E B M DUIA B S AR FESR 2016 4, SCHR[34]12E T 2w il 8% -l il 2% 45 f 3 HE — Pl R 3 2 I 4% Enet
(efficient neural network). ENet 7EFHAT 43 EIAT- 45 i 5K FH 43 i 95 U 2% SR s, ARG B 12 4L (low-rank approximation)
A AR 23 A7 g S 5 SR 1 B A FE R IE 20 SR 8 1) [R) B, 8 3 PR AR T B, 2 — PP T SE R AR E . R
BT SEAT 45 1R S ] 4358 X 4% ENet 5 G 5 3508 23 (0 X 265 LU AR R B 20 B2 A IR 22, — PP AN iR 1) 4t B s - AR 00 2 55 44

SCHR[3STE A o B R B A% (large kernel) 4R Z A0 CNN A8 2 2, 4R H T 4 s AW 45 (global
convolution network, i GCN). 1% /7 ¥2:4# A ResNet 14 i g i 2%, 1 H GCN Fl s 45 R S A e 4, 5 L 9 4 vl
AT T30 5004k 1 7 2008 72 R, BE 6 70 45 35 ATTRE AR Th IR0 /0N T R DX sl 4ol 3 B (545 5L A6 A 0 4k 1) 3 a0 S T i
W7 7 S At 2 B
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3.1.4 BT MR BRI AL

“RAETE A FE IR 1 bR SCAR R, LK 5 33 0 R 4 S A1 19 R Y 36 R A TS'S A8 % J it FE v o 1 W 114
I/ i 5 T K A % [ RS R (probabilistic graphical model, @8 PGM)UHI T CNN (1 )5 3740 B, J0) G A7 25 Hh 4
SRR BRSO B IE BF 6 R SRR 5 A SRR AE IR 5 PGM. RS IR DIR 32 s/ E N 1 AL R SR RN
2 1) (R 26 AH 6 56 R AE A 120 PGM. 1T A3 RO R AR 32 2 1o (R AR 6 3R 3 42 B 15 4 Je A R AR 32 938 U A
kT R X -l R R L SUE B R T A R AR H R AR L P 8 IR, 58 HE CNIN Y 5 4 T 5
ATRFAE SR 13 BIRURE 2> #5145 P Pk HE N PGM. b T R 18 AR SRS 3 A G 2 0 KRS 3 ) 45 R AT
LGANA R BE I T 45004, T 75 20K 46 10 4 B 45 R T 8 R SR HE 1) A 25/ 4 F PGML ) B 3R AT Ay ik
.0 1 PGM W45 5 /R 7] KB l.3% (Markov random field, [ #% MRF). 45 {FREHLI7 . DU 17 9 25 55

REBIHEME CESL]
WAER iy ENNs apsam | | COEMRE PEIER
- o il 2222 -
T
:’" P ° o.o. ? o~ :
| ® o0 00 i :
e o { == 1
] e il
I igitHEPGM PGMT E R AE KR :

Fig.8 Workflow for ISS based on PGM
8 LT MR BB f B SOOI T R b PR

HT Bk AR, SCHR[38]5 1 N MRF SkAifi#i 1SS H & 4% EF S0E B, % CNN 5 MRF 454, 32 H— Pl 21 i
IR IR0 BE A7 AT I 2% (deep parsing network, fij 7 DPN).DPN ¥ &1 it 3¢ % (highorder relation) #a%5{5 B AE X A5
BG4 E MRF 83 CNN o () SER 09 24 2 R AL, MRF () — 70 (unary term), 33 MRF ({14714 2 k30
AL T MRF 1) J 5 T (pairwise  term), 2 J 7] 4% 3 1 2 A 75 B 40040 103k AX TF B8 B2 88 76 GPU(graphics
processing unit)H BEAT AT InId AL B, AT 9> T VRS R B A T 4 I AR

SCHR[62]LA CRF A FERE W T — AN H #5413 e £ (object clique potential), 31 i — AN RE M A 2 AS I I 43 1)
YIRS SCER 3610 254 A CNN 5 CRF (L3RR R BB & 2000 BN SO B3R H TR 4 1 4k
}E 7 (deep structured model, {5 FX DSM).DSM 7F & 4% CRF J& , ) F AH 41 el 45 e 2 18] 1 78 9 22 Rl <X k- [k
"R 3 (path-path context)”; 8 i 1 2 4 7 B AL B AR ZE Bt CNN iy 1) 22 ROBERFAIE P&, DL KAl g« X 98- 15 3¢
| 3 (path-background context)”; 5 Ji7, 25 A A P AP AS [R (1 & 45 B SCAF R HEAT 18 S0 #1352 = T 20 1
HCHR[6313E T Fk JARPO ¥ CNN 5 CRF 416 76— 145 P A0 TR0, T 32 0 10 S 100 3t 0 2 3o 7 v T )
T BN T OBV R s AT T R 18 T/ ) DSMLICHR[37]0 % ZE ) CRF ek e ke JL i N
F ONN A 32 H AN WORURE 23 51 S8 41 43 1035 20 56 28 10 0 45 55 80 32 o] 244 3717 FRS 43 S0 B B, A FON 2
500 2% T RS AE i AT R 21 &, 75 FH <15 5% CRF(context CRF)” 5 A4 280k 21 & (K45 HE ; 26 K 40 40 1 B B <98 &
CRF(guidance CRF)" M4 i N R 1R 320 F7 SR A1 203 ) AR50 30 0 2 A 3 B0 S I 0 52

SCHR[36,37,63] 7 HEAT K (58 S i SO0 A AR BRI, SURE AR R 73 3510 B {8 fi A CRF (K] — JGISURT RO AT
LERIAL TN, 20 T %+ CRF o i B 34 BE 3 (higher order potential, i #% HOP)* )4 25 ) I, 76 4 35 4 R 4% 4iE A
B TR SO RN AR — 58 BN E PR 22 SCRR[42 14 P AT AN R ) HOP A% CRF J= #4345 CNN 454 1%
H—FlOBr 1 1SS AR 38 b T Ll B, SCRR[4018ETE T — N3k HARK I f¥) HOP Al— N3k 1 4% 1) HOP,
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L4

R TFIRE S ARIE XS FikgR 451

FFHE X PIFl HOP ik A2 CNN A 2t A7 35 313 Y| 2k, 52 i T 1SS A9 23 BT A <.

SCHR[4112530 H =1 307 4 EEBE WL 3% (Gaussian conditional random field, @ A% GCRE)fXE £ 48 CRF #0474} 43 %1

2 B 5 S AAT 55, 38 ] 5 IR B IEAR T3 35 (Gaussian mean field, fii R GMF)$ H i W71 34137 N 2%

(Gaussian mean fieldnetwork, {7 /% GMF network), fi#¥ GCRF. GMF network 5 CNN & & 76— g, St [ 4b 21 1SS
i) JEBL 45 31— bt 3] it S0 3 1) = 17 4 A B AL 3% X 4% (Gaussian conditional random fields network, & #% GCRF
network). SCHK[39]1# H CNN 73 il 2% 2] GCREF [ 7695 bR HOM — 035 R £, 318 ) — b 213 1 25 2 i) — Al ik
(quadratic optimization, i # QO AL, &% T 1SS Jo SLHL A6 b B R0 2.
3.1.5  EPRAbRE Ik

“FIH CRF S5 Mt 2 I AL 45 2 CNN 1 )5 1AL 28 Re 0 A 2 3 SR 8 B F SUE B TzEmﬁ*FJ%?EE’JHﬂ%K
(AR R B D7 vE AR 2 o) HESE R R A A e v S i i R UIZRIN TR L 7™ B R N A7 S5 R R R AR 5 2
G EMG BN SUE BT S RRR AR F R 0 o) A SR B TR Rl G K 0 VR SR TR A B A RARRE L R
FRRFE LA s R AR 5 S URAIE, 38 I Rl 5 AN TR] J2 OORFAE A [R] XSRS 3R e b B 3 i B R SR R,
A 208 A A7 Y ARE 4 1 SR A B0 i) .

SCHR[661Ks 32 B ) 4% R RFAE 2k b3t Al A B0 0 N B J5 SRR A v, PR R RR AR Rl A 5 SR A UG B S0fF
B BN OE RS ME S IR IE— R TN — 2 W48 1 4 B SCHR (43138 5 47 3% B 197 4> 5 3% (Laplacian
pyramid) 572 0 AN 7] 4 B2 $2 U AR 2 R AE AT A, 32 T LRR(Laplacian pyramid reconstruction and
refinement model) B/ LRR A/ HKEAE B 3 78 b — 21366 R B0 4 M A1 & 48 P 85 2 D VR I8 | N A R I
ICJZRHAE 5 5 JE R AR BEAT Rl A, w] A 28 A 3K BRI TR SO B, JE RN 23901 45 ROk

SCHR (481K 54 PG AT I AR 3 JG FE AT 8N FON,FE 51 AT 5 )1 B2 (attention model)!®™ i A ] U (1
H AR AR IR T A [R] 1R B, T 43 1) 2% 20 J008 B (R RRAE 1] 06 S il 22 ROBERFAE B AT 45 36 43 28 SCHR (44148 tH —Fib

RES HEAT 2 RIFAT A BRI 2Bk 2\ RefineNet [ 4%, HAESZ S5k a1 18] 9 From ARz M & vp i G R e e 40 CNN

WEARE] 14, 1/8+ 1/16 A 1/32 U 4 B AN 53 HF FRFAIL 18], I LE R Al B 11536 N L5 22 06F B (4G 40 A58
(RefineNet block)Rll 5. A A A HOR, BT 2 MR AL BEL AR Z IR AN IR 43 3% 3 (A REAE 18 il 5 459 204K 1) 43
H 25 B RefineNet HIRE A BIH lh— 58 51 22 3 5% 72 38 42 1 20 A1 ) 8, s A 21 4 A 2 2R R AIE L EAT SR b
PR T RS = 2 PR AR B W RO S N F R . R IRE IRIWARRAE X BB B SO BRI E R 4 & B

. PefineNet 0@
Y
1/4
o ”:r:r - l
- 5 £

1i4
116 lﬁ, - H‘"""."’ “i

1/16
1/32 ‘*— =) """"‘ "ﬁ 1732

Fig.9 Framework for RefineNet!**
9 RefineNet [ % Mz 42144

B

| AHER

SCHR[451E S FUZ KNI 4 Fft CNN SR Jmd 3045 5 14 JR R AiE, 6] BG4S i R AT SR IBE AL B3 2 A
i) — )2 K B BG4 AR E AT Rl 32 HH T PSPNet W45 PSPNet fACERFZ U011 10 B BG40 CNN AR 2 )5 3k
PSR 51T 1], 8K 5 730 3 4% ) <67 35 i K (spatial pyramid pooling)P R He i 47 4T 1336 4T 2% 6 b B 4 FAS )
JOBE TR ARR AIE PR HEAT Rl £, 15 21 56 B IR RFAE 3R 0K, e % 40 3R IDOCAS [ X 88 1 B R 3045 B3 — 2B 4R T - BIRS .
SCHR[46]2E T PSPNet P 45,76 e 43 FURG BE (¥ R INF, DA GRS I 3t T B 08 S22 31 114 PR 45 2 06 19X 4% (image
cascade network, iij B ICNet).ICNet Xf AS [l ]~ H i A G AT T R FE 3R AE KK 2 Fr 28 6 J il 1 4> CNN Y
25 J5 £ 2R 23 3 P 8% 05 R R DR R AL il A B G (cascade feature fusion unit, fi BR CFF) K @l & 5 23 2R B A i)
A, DA T 4 v 23 1
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il "L]Z‘_
i A PR (b R fiE 4 (o) R T f () I 24 4 ) 14
Fig.10 Workflow for PSPNet
<l 10 PSPNet 2% [t b B i 2

SCHR[47 )48 R [69—7 110 JLAR A F X 3805 B (region  convolution) X 44> B BE it Jk ik [X sk iR AT Ak P 17
R DN 225 A A S N R (1 DX 38, 4 T i B8 i 11 2 1) K J2 R Bk (deep layer cascade, f&j#% LC)Jj#%:.LC Tk RAT—
SE IR B I B ) AT B 32 2 RE 7, BEE 1 AN [F) 52 2% 2 1 PR DX 35k 23 ) T8O A [0 JBE 1 0 4% S ik AT Ak 3, vp LA
B 0T A S Ak AN (i) o 2 R B TR %

B bk BB R AR il 7 A, — 2822 3 R ok b — B B AR W 48 SR B ) R R A RN B R — B Be s AR M
28 BRI ARFAE A S [R] 5 FH P 4% B B 1) A TR) R BB AE IR AT Rl 5 T3 JELARL SCRR[ 72178 VGG-16 45 bl
AN —ZRHNA ] R FRERAE, N G S 3 AS 1] ROBE R AR A5 JE G K b — B BURAAE RN R — B B PR REAIE
R AT B B AL B B vt R AR A8 AR R RUIR R R AE 1 2 R VR B A B Rl 2 Y 48 (multi-scale  deep
convolutional neural network). SCHik[49]4F R[S0 FERE B3N T 3 AN AR 101~ W 2% R FH <ot 3t 4T B &1l
iy Ja AT BEUN SR IR SR AT O 8 BOR BEAS v Y s A VAT 1SS IX 3 AMT 5% SCHR[ 731G o E i
(1) 22 ] E CNNUSOEAT S0 K L9 8 b 4 AN, IR SE A1 AT RUR 49 80, 3L 4 3 AN AT RS 4
Sy ESCHR[741 M ZE FCN (R JERE b 3890 2 A AS R R (036 U2 38 B T 2 R 4234 B 2% (multi-scale fully
convolutional network).
3.1.6 5T RNN 757

BRI a0 R G R SOE B JR SRR AR A JR e i 1) 28 2R A 45 I i, — P i ke JEL B 2 R
RNN ] i3 U7 A 22 77 50 A5 S R0 A5 g k112 B e 70 20 0 P 450 A5 b 3 FH RNIN SRl gk 815 B TR SOf5 B4 )R
FEAERNN AN AT BAAE 3] 22 57 B 20 (09 45 80,38 v IR 2 117 147 B4 L, R T A4 Jm) Y 8 AR AE [ S 45 R
PRRET R BT SCfE BRI LT RNN (7 04T G E o B, % RNN layer #k A 2| CNN H 7EGFA 2
SR ENR 1 JR 0 28 MRFAE, 75 RNN layer $2BUS 287 FIRHIE. L — b PR R & 11 s, B 58 N B 258

CNN Ab 35 £3 BRFAE AR5 SRR AE BN RNN H3RER B4 R 3045 B, RNN layer J3 44015 3 0 #T %
15 F I OC R S5 15 2 4 R i SCRFE, T & & TR 2 AT L R AR AL B 3 5,19 21 9 1 45 51
MAEG  EBREENE RNNs
t—Zl t—]l tl t+ll t+ll

06—t SEER

+<—

l<—
R
gy

e

Fig.11 Workflow for ISS based on RNN
B11 R TR b e 1o 20 1) P SCo3 7 VR AL B RE
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FETRESE D QBRIELSH Tk -

CHR[S11fE % RNN MG IR BALKZ 405/ RNN AT 1SS 4k, SCHR[531F)H DAG(directed acyclic
graph)ﬂ'] 'fH 1SR TR AR 43 Jifaij ‘RNN jlﬂiﬂj%)jﬁﬁ ¥ UCG(undirected cyclic graph) & 1) €] @”ﬂ’]@%fgﬁ i RNN

&cﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁ)ﬁ,%ﬂj T ReSeg H??}‘ReSeg i 4 AV%E’J RNN ??U*ﬁ?ﬂ*ﬁﬂ CNN HER= E/JE"*H;FD{&"K%;K
B ALK 5 3 L AN T 17 23 53000 350 PRl AR 0 0 25 e A0 5% A% 8 LM R A i B 12 P S A\ Il R e
VGG-16 M 2% J5 13 2 G 14 Jm FRFAE, 98 5 44 7 AE P 1% N ReNet 199 2% 32 0 S CH B8 10 4 Ji R AR RN bR SOfE
I Jo 0 o 5 A8 AR 0% AL 1 SR 258 0 W SR AL IR 1 23 9 2 1 20 1 4 2R [ I ReSeg 38 1 A GRU K-
i A A AR E S ARE 0, B A A e 0 RS PR A SCRRS4TT 4 ASASRL T 170 B9 RNIN 1 194 2 58 B 11 43
PRVEAESS AN B EBR >  Z A RS E HIEN 4 AMSE HAF T ) ) LSTM 423 78 5 A HoAt b 211
(K3 D8 & 43R S5 ARy i AT 4 JR e ik SCRIR L7500 P D' JSE AR 2 ol AN ) SR 7R f) R0l >R s 4 4 SRy R A, 45 11
LSTM M2 Rl 42 3R ML b h S5 5 PR B 5 31 NN AR B a8 1 i SCRFIE AR IR RACR.

N | A
i 0. VI L NG A N N W N f\_i\n \..J,\ﬁ. e o Bl
“ DY hawt "’4&@1"’4@ v | TS T 1 \
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-""I|}

|
| | \N
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‘I
mi2X T Y m/ \ mfd! § ""rd . '- q
256 x@ 256 256 256 29 \
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ERRE M EERS TRIR 4042 W L5 ER 53 J:*#F'
(VGG-16) (B{i#tReNet)
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&

Fig.12 Framework for ReSeg!*”

Kl 12 ReSeg 4% i HE 2 45 fy 152

5 22 (1) RNN 7 51 AR 7 I 20 72 v 25 5 Hh JAH JSE e Bt 8 90 2R 558 ) R, 0 FH LT A ) 4% LSTM B GRU
Jic 45 156 i A W7 (gradient clipping). 4w #E4L (batch normalization)Z% 55 & I mJ 3 45 1% 1) /U757 LSTM #1 GRU #|
JH R SR 5 (0 7 ok T )3 1) — o PR B R SO I AT A Ak ok S5 R R MK G R, 5 T AR 5=
A LA K B % 25 T R A ik R DAL AE R H LSTM 88 GRU % G HEAT AR 4 L1 48 0 18 R F 8 (st f
5 AL LR AT PG (0 BRF ) 52 B0 i, S 05 08 0 25 2R L TR 0 AR IR R 3 MMt o R, AT 20 B g SR U779,
3.1.7 T GAN 5k
“AFHAA E BRI CRF MHAT &/ T e GBI 2 R AR, WA SRS
5 r] FL G A HOP W 75 327 2 N T 30E, AN 5 S8 A6 1SS 1L 2 b, {8 ] GAN U8 CRF i3k B4 B 3ofg B, AR
E BB 38 G 1 3 10 750,300 O A AN 3 0SS 280 53 J P R0 )1 T i) P40 1 20 484 o K BE 8 2 ) o 880 )0 8 1, L AT A it
14 2% i) — S0Pk
5T GAN W7 VLT G TE S ST SEARRE R S5/ I 13 FiR %385 75— Al FCN,SegNet i
PSPNet %555 F1 W4 2 E 4y 2 Fl o 9 265, i N BRI 20 3k A ol 4 XX % Ak P 75 381 0000 43 S PR A 3 Tl 4 sl PR AE
NIEREAR . FLSARZE B (ground truth) VR g B SRR A4 N J1 501 3 D 4% 1 S i ) 4% 2% ST LSt BE AR R N S R A 1
DR, I e T 1 R SR AR IEAT X B U . A i tH R AR B0 1 A S 3 P 3 %) SRS A 2 X A ke 2 Y 4% 5 00 ) 25 Y
28 AT PRI 20 I BB AR N SR S5, A s 19X 448 [ 43 2 T A 256 00 0 ) D 6% ) 46 0 e T A3 v 1 13 R 2k
For GAN FIFH ) W 45 AT S 3 A ; 35 T b 75 3R 7R 1 < B S b 28 PR 450 sl T 43 B PR 45 2 o () — 4
oAy ) 30 25 OO0 2% TR N L) 5 19 48 (R i N A 5 A << T e R85 << Tt 4 5 TR 4807 It i o <l AR R IE A 45
N A TR BB S < B SR AR B0 B B R IR A 5 AR
2016 4, SCHR[SSTE K GAN 5I 1SS A, 3 H— b BG40 S 00087 5 v, B Uk IMBE F CNIN R i) 23 1
P 2% v 8 A Ay 4 B 45 L, 43 0 5 SRS N 0T e D 8% I A BT R R T 2H T 4 R AT R BT o L e e A B i iR AR
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G55, 18 25 4 5 4 B X 485 1) 43 B HMERF R . SCHR[S6]%E T FONK GAN 5450806 W 1% (domain adaptation) ST AH 45
A ORI B AR S bR d A (8], I A B A A O bR OR8> 4 SR R FURE I8 i A 1R 5 5 H P T
ISS (403G WY PEHE SR SCHR[S 71380 GAN ke ST 43 1 ) 465 1) 2 B0 A A8 R 04T B v 1 BEUG U 5 23 311 1Y
28 (7 2% P 2% ) S TR [ 58I ) FH 4% 28 2 % 475 W9 2% (condiitional generative adversarial network, fifi 7 CGAN)BY>
A NG R A TEAT X Bl 5.

Ground truth
e L - HAERE

ELREER .
FCN/SegNet @ & g |
- (oo sotlf BN e
REG e S BER |->| H/R
_plllli 1 ’ | '

7y
A

RIEER

o = SR

Fig.13 Framework for ISS based on GAN
K13 T GAN (i EMG T SO BT 75 R A RE 42

GAN FERUA AN W7 A2 o E5 0 R S Ba BB () 8 0 8 — e FR B ATk /b CNNL FCN 25 28 78 [ 450 X
431 b i P SR 1) 1) L TR B) ,GAN 51N 5] 8% SR AR e B3040 458 3 A AN — 350 ) B, 308 ok 0t B 2 20 SR AUAS W] i 1)
55 R B0 B B (0 0 R B (H GAN B R0 A 3t R AR, VI 5 I 7 5 4 4 31— A 4 o5 7 b B
P 4 Kot I, L AT iR A A i AT R e B,

32 B[MEBEIBBIENSE X

FIH CNN. FCN S50 28 W 4% 3047 4 W B 2% ST 1 43 81 J5 ¥4 A4E 1SS Al sk 1S T 4 0 2 3 {8 ISSbFSL J5 ik
LE N B T 35 S 48 25 ZRE T b v R BV s R 2 I 90 g, ol DL Kt B 3R B KT i, — 26 2 2% T AR B 5T A 59
Wy B2 ST 7 AT B E B BT — 2281 (K ISSOWSL J7 725 ISSbWSL J7 ¥ A FH 4% 5 FH & A0 1 59 bRt
B EAT U G, 98020 T b i) (R RIBR R A AE 1SS A3k, B w5 UL 1) 55 ks i Bt RB0H MG Gebrid . U HEZ b
RGP AR B 14 R 0 PbriE 2 16— 48 A\ TARIC I8 5 HE (bounding box), ik B & briEiz 15— 4L A
B MRS 1) 5 82k 4%, BB b v U VR A5 R () 4 AR o R B 4 A i

(A) Lt PE4g (B) R H 4 ik

A EHEY)
& g—»

|y g
- -

(C) S HEG B v (D) i 5 40 i ok () PR 99 i

Fig.14 Examples of different image labeling
14 AL G bR 7R 1]

LR FR YR Bl A L, 95 AR VE B e 7 i 2 N T #R AT, 507 5 BRI ARG 58 bRV 2 1 A 7] R 28 3RAT 1K
ISSbWSL J5{%70 4 4 KRB TIUMEGARE R T 2 IR HbRTE T i BT BB GUbRIE (K 75 1 2 il 58
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B Bt TR A B 7 vk NI EAT VEAN A 41,
32,1 HEFIUHEG bR T vk

11 ISSbWSL 85358, 1k T~ 0 HE 2 b i 1) 75 30 A S AE b v BRI 2R A AR 5 ISSOFSL Jy YA AH EL, 1% 2 U
RAE R 120 S S R v ) AR AR, 1T 5 4 K N 70 775 TR s 30 v A ) 45 4 1 110 A B 2 ) vk
AL

SCHR[83ILA FCN Ay th 0 2% FH S ME 20 o i (1 B A8 A oy VI 5 AR 30 3o 47 A 125 AR 7 AN B8 e 23 v o,
#2HH T BoxSup ¥%%.BoxSup [FHESLEE MWK 15 Fiam, & 26, H MCG Sk R BI010 10 H b X 38058 5 4
% F Ao 3 XA Ay 200 A R N 1) FON AP dE 4T 000 Ak R B 1 FON B LA S R B (10 i 32 1X 85k
T T Y A A 0k X 8 SCEE TN FCON rhdE A7 I 5t e 3 43 6 A, B 30 M 1 R i 85 SC R [84]7F GrabCut 45
SRR NN CRF A1 CNNLI2H T DeepCut J5 vk DeepCut 1 JH U AE 28 b5 1 11 BG4 b I e A 3l it 7
CNN AT AR I R, 18 4042 v BRI o BRG FE

''''' '

H AR ik [X 1

T 2

fili it e iy

- JoxSup il #5 1 12 F o o 1 (X 15
73

Fig.15 Framework for BoxSup
B 15 BoxSup M 4% [fIHESE 25 1
322 FETIRMYPIRERITE

BE T YR YRR 7 VE AL PR RS Gbm v 1R R A D N ZRRE AR, 4 ) B R A oAy 1 S IR AR B T 3R BRI
TN TARER LR,

SCHR[861H 2 AN G 2 b v -G b (W ) A8 % T F BE AL RS (1) A1 Jh i B3 JEL 1Y) AU B (point supervision)
J7EAZTT NG BT B CONN RS (1) 458 2 bR HOAH 25 4 BT T A58 1R 93 B R SCR[8 7148 i v 48 Ak AT
PR E B 4l AT TR A 2R R IR UG AE S IR FEAR B2 11 T ScribbleSup 7572 ScribbleSup 751275 4 H &l bR d B B Al
KGN ZR I B : B BbRIc B B 1 S0 AR v 78 4 4 %) IS5 AR J A8 35 B 88 5 B AR R DR Dy PR o fg — AN 4
& GraphCut 5732 @8 3)) 58 Jos B A I 2k MR KRRV ; MR N 2 B B &4 b — B B S8 e br s B %
A FCN il 5,159 2] 73 H1 45 R
323 BT EMBREARERITTE

15 0 A 2 Y (b A L, B bR v A 28 BRIl G e AN 5 ZE AT R e hn i R S . AR
i FE /N DR T 52 B W38 B8 2 (19 DG, Bk ISSbWSL J7 VA1) 32 it AH e UG Gbr i 34t T iR dp 2545 B, B b
PLE S TEAREEAE B0 7 B AR o T 1 2 Pk

SCHR[88KF 22 73 51 2% 2] (multiple instance learning, fij Bk MIL)SN I 7 ISSbWSL, LA 8 P45 ARvE 15 1% % 35
SUZ )R R TR] IF 3B A5 FH R4S 35 B AE A MCG BVESERORAE by 5 G b B BT T — 58 I 73 313801 SCIR[90]
A FH 24 95 B 25 Y 4% (constrained convolutional neural network, &A% CCNN)#ZEAT 1448 X 43 %], CCNN ¥ B 1%
R br AR g R 4 AP, 38 3o P 50 ) 457 % BR IOR T A5 25 28] 4 I 25 0 2 A o B o 4% A 1 e O A0 o 2 SR
(91148 F 52 45 T 2 450 2K o Bk AT 5 8 L3 %13 1 T SEC(seed, expand and constrain) /5 i%:.SEC J5 1 19 52
GIRRBH 3 AR B PR R B, U125 CNN B3 AN R B Fr 2% 88 500 0 52 A 7 1 2 BT 45

SCHR[O2]H th — 7 FT 543 F 45 L ol 16 26 1) 53 4% 75 0 28 (1) STC(simple to complex) 7 ¥4 1% J7 12 1 S R it
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ZPEH bRkl (salient object detection)R ik il HH 5 25 4 DX 35, 9F AT DX 4sl0 55 AiF il 55 148 45 3R TR (K15 SR R,
H CNN p=AE—2H 3 PRI I ] 4225 1 o — ik AL s DA T3 B 380 52 ety 78 59 50 AR 18 S AR T o0 RS
SCHR[93TEEME PR IE AR A I 25 F2 rb 5 N 189 58 2 15t (augmented feedback) AR, 2645 FH 2 B30 R ELVE M MCG 51k
HEAT H bR 58 A, PRI R 5 BB D4R T 7 E e ), T 7E — @ P21 bk o ISSbWSL AZ7E 15 25 AR n) 7. Sk
[94]3F CNN FI 1Y 5 KAk (expectation maximization, fRFR EM)STE:, A8 F 5 35 P B bRk 0 S0k F00%: 725 ) 18
(attention maps) % IR BEAT 43 %1, 43 1 8 F BT SCHR[95]2E T FON, SR 59 W 8 2% 21 7 AR5 Hh B g vh 2 AR
IF] [ I 2% 2 [X d3k (discriminative localization) )5, 4 $K AN [ X 35 110 Ja1 358 45 E, 7 ) FH R0 S04 A0 6 B8 b (R 0 Ak ik 4T
SEAL AN 53 E SCHR 961K F G b v VR A5 5 23 IS 0 28 AT N A7 P 4 235 I 245 e FR 2 I 28 25 3R X ) s 6o
G0 0 35 P DR, I R — Bz 20 B B S R D R W B v 5 35 00 RS ) g v ke b B P 5 ) S X
15 3 FOORS B A A T
324 ZFPESER BRI A 1 Tk

DL 3 A 55 b v PR EA T U 5 10 23 B0 D7 VA A R 450 T ISSbWSL I Ji 4R £l T 95w 1B 15 1 =5 Fi
P, B A7 P R A v 1) N S R TR A 22 0 SR VR 2 T 5 s v PG U0 T i A e 1) AR 22 P 5 A v 4
VR B 1 7 V00K 2 Bl g9 brie BR 518 R Gbr i B BB A 8 TR A I 25 0 77 kAT e B 22 .

SCAR[97] 51 N F M B 2 ) EURR K 2 SR oy I AH 45 A, 3 T Bl oy 28 W 45 Ry I I 4% 2 A T A T
DecoupledNet M 4% Il 21, DecoupledNet 56 FH K i BAG Zabw vE )1 543 25 0 4%, 15 /D 5 A4S 25 b v ) 45y
F P 2 3 T R AR PR AT R, AN 0 7 R ARSI DR T LA A I SR Pk SCIBR[98]7E DeepLab 19 45 (1
Tt b W 1A 25 b v 5 G b i — RS T 250, 00 T 45 8 (R HEGbm ik L Se A CRE W I Al A 3l 43 1, 7
FEO B G T LA A W B 3] TR I RPN 20 /D B AR 38 b UG R K o 1 59 b AR 45 4 W 5,9
4 EM SRR TR AR AR 18 2 (W 2T, FE 43 ) 5 S 5 3047 4> I B 5% 2] 1) DeepLab W 2% 143 #21t

SRR UG, ISSOWSL Jy 25 52 B 7 K 55 A vE BOHE 4k 31 B 0 v ke 4, R VPV SEMLAE E N AR SR 0L T
HEAT 28 20 ] {ff 1SS $2 J5E %F K 815 58 Sobn B 50t (K 4t AH B A K384 ISSbWSL J7 vk 7840 % &M 5 40 K
SR UG A3 AT IO AN S8 PR A 8k 22> B PR B ISSOFSL Jy 240 L ATY A 80 oK 22 i fun ] 3R 3% 38 ) 38 4 v
PG SR 1 7 B MET R RN PLT P, R0 20 K 12 55 b v G T 5 >R I v 5 52 2 vk 2 2 5 vk i v 7 A
{14 i) 5.

4 BEBREXSEZESTSLL
FEREAT FR T SL o3 #9250 I X R R0 77 W4T o 20 UK DPATY A0 e 200458 LBl ) 4l S AN 48— (0 P

WA AN 41— 845 1SS S0 3 T 1 2 SR B £ LU A B Ik RE A Fi8 b, O X0 i SO — 28 20 L 5 7%
S50 4 R BEAT R GUM 20 T AN EELR 3 G T BRIMG AT SCor R 1 T A SE 8 2.

Table 3 Common datasets for image semantic segmentation

R3O ERIE o T K AR

SCik LTS BUF N TG R BdEE R Pk YIZEE  BardE Ml
[99] PASCAL VOC 2012 EZ LAz 21 9993 NEb 1464 1 449 1452
[100] PASCAL-CONTEXT %2 i 59(540) N/A ENENE 10103 10103 9637
[101] PASCAL-PART NS 21 N/A N 10103 10103 9637
[102] MS COCO EZ LAz 81 328 000 AN 5E 82783 40504 81434
[103] ILSVRC Z TN H 2% 1400 ZJ7 AN L] 5 N/A N/A N/A
[104] KITTI 01T 1 38 3 SR AT 10 N/A 1226x370 140 N/A 112
[105] Cityscapes T 5 ST 8(30) 2074 2048x1024 22973 500 N/A
[106] Sift Flow J AN B fE T 33 N/A 256x256 2688 N/A N/A
[107] SBD 1A% SR AT 8 N/A 320x210 725 N/A N/A
[108] NYUDv2 = N ST 40 40 £ J7 480x640 795 654 N/A
[109] SUN-RGBD N SR AT 37 1 JilEH AN 5E 2 666 2619 5050

TEN/A FORMRRIORSE K ToTEI 2 %05 B
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Lt

41 BRAHIEE

(1) PASCAL Visual Object Classes(fiij # PASCAL VOC)".PASCAL VOC #2& N Fr 1 5L L5 b ik 7%,
AR T AR P 4 e e 1) PR AR I T B AR R ST B A 1 FEUE K. 2005 4E~2012 4R
Vi), 12 2H 2R 45 47 8 5 A Y AR A8 (V) R B0 e O R B Se JE U 7 AR T — RVIVEE 5. Bl i R 5
I FH B 52 2 PASCAL VOC 20120 Z 8088 5805 Rkt 21 e dE N 2. S THM=E
PSR B RN AT R I BT

(2) PASCAL-CONTEXT! PASCAL-CONTEXT %#i 4k th PASCAL VOC 2010 $4fi 4 Stk Fiyr g ifis &,
FELTHT I 0 T 0 22 (AR AN B B R FE AL 540 AN E SCRSBI I BUG bR AR ST VE A I, — e
IUAT 59 FAF A 7 BIVE bR L.

(3) PASCAL-PART!"". PASCAL-PART %4 42 ' (1 B i K # H 1 PASCAL VOC 2010, 4 I 454 561k
ERMMREX 3 AN, FBHITWEHGHTAREZ AT B RAEEERNANE L.
PASCAL-PART #5115, B AR 7 AN [RS8 4B A RS b v, T o W0 AR R AT R 1SS AR 554 AL 1 41
FRVE FIFE A,

(4) Microsoft Common Objects in Context(fii#k MS COCO)!'*?IMS COCO %4 # 5 4% & ik 28 = k47 &
FGIAR 1) — AN K LB e J5 ok SR 28 WK SLIFIRAIHE T MS COCO il ML & 81 Fhdil(fu
FREF )~ 328 000 5K &5 2 500 000 444 SZEIAT 100 000 A A AR SCHE AL FRE, Ko B R 2%
(9 H 5 3 5% 3R B v 0 ) o LA RS 0 T B B

(5) ImageNet Large Scale Visual Recognition Challenge(fiij# ILSVRC)!'*N ILSVRC 2 /& —4>3% 4 (¥ [H b
MU SE Bk EE 3, 3R L 1) TmageNet B 410 1 400 £ JTIE K B i 55 2 J7 2 A28, Kb 8 v 7
7 1 WA 0 288 ) b e R ) Ak o A R SR SO TR AN, A T A Al P O A, £ B B E T B
N T2 R A UG SR RE A 30 (4 59— A ME SR 4.

(6) Karlsruhe Institute of Technology and Toyota Technological Institute(KITTI)! L KITTI J& H § H fx I
T 372 30 35 SA i B OK VPN B H 4, A PRI E AT PR A R B ARSI, H bR ERER
SRR KITTI BAREGETIX . 2R A A % 55 205035 5 EG B5 0K B G b 4 A RIS 1 a4
N5

(7) Cityscapes Dataset(fij#k Cityscapes)!'*™.Cityscapes = RIS A28 BRI R 19 18144 2> 20805, T3¢
i SRR X 3% 508 R AR 7 TH 1M g Cityscapes 5 50 MRS, AR . ARZET
FIHTE A 5 AE 5 000 SRS AN ARIE AT 20 000 LI ARy A9 R AT 30 Pkt 4 14

(8)  Sift Flow!" L iZ ¥ 4 LU P A S AT 2R M B A 0 3 . ik Bnis s R AR 2 8 bl
SRR U 2 688 BRIE Ay 33 BiE K HARF 3 R bR H AR 48 R A 15 B PbriE, o
H 256x256.

(9) Stanford background dataset(fii#% SBD)!'" .SBD (i HH g K2 2 37 H T 4T 818 X039 S b S0V 1)
kA A% BAR LA 725 SR IEL A, 20 N LabelMe. PASCAL VOC &5 34 4k rh by 1 iy ke 1) v K %2 4
AN SR, AN R Ak B B R L AN TR 4

(10) NYU Depth Dataset V2(fii#k NYUDv2)!'®I NYUDv2 77 (1) B 5 K # HY E 3% Kinect 2048 5, 7> 5 RGB
FE% . REZEG R RDB-D E§IX 3 AN 50d 42 % A0 45 th— R AR R 5 5 9 3 5 A5 91 241
BB FEA 1 449 5K RDB-D B4, 26 Flidg st 464 Flias )37 5 i 407 024 il 2 brid i) & 45

(11) SUN-RGBD!"* . SUN-RGBD 1 {J 1% K % th 4 DA ) RGB-D [ {5 4% sk o 4l 3 1M 73, 364245 10 000
7k RGB-D B4 146 617 N Z U TEARTE 58 657 ANl FHEARE: LK K it (1) 22 A R A5 B I FP 2645 5.
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4.2 KRR MRS

75 TSS AT, w0 R BEVEAN 5 b 2 AL 45 T34 44 [7] 2 (average recall, fiFK AR)!MON S IA K FE (average
precision, fiiFk AP)!MO. 15K & J4)4f (mean average precision, i #k mAP)!MO, % EI % (pixel accuracy, [ FR
PA) PSP HERG 2 (mean accuracy, i FK MA)Z, 3458 3f: Lt (mean intersection over union, fij # mIoU)> 147
KA I e (frequency weighted intersection over union, {ij #k FWIoU)3 £ & AT i, — £ B PA. MA Il mIoU
X3 PP R AR SR A A AT o mIoU KR 4 # 2h R 5 H EE I A B2 H AT IS'S A0Utsl £ FH 400 26 e v R e 6 L
(KIPFHT FEAR.PAL MA Al mloU (¥ H A 5E SRS A XA R(D)~A RGP,

(1) PA H TS IE A 4 31 AR 3 20 5 MG AR 32 8 5 1 B ), e B Ao 507 i A4 (D P s,

(S 51

(2) MA 7R BT A 0 ) 8 2 HERf 3 1K~ 38, 3 B ARV S5 i A K (2) s,

MA:[ﬁ;)_T_:‘]/N (@)

(3) mIoU K77y F 45 L Js ik B8 A Y T A R B, L B 505 i3 A K (3) s

N
mloU =| >’ i

—=x |/N (©)
T (X - Xp)
=

Ferp N AR B R IO EOR T AURER | RIE R B LXK AR SERR R i SRR i 118 3% B X,
RN iy FISRTE N j AR R B AL
43 RRERSIEXLL

T AT 15 SRR AR TR F IR B 1 ) 4326 ISSBRC ., ISSHFSL A1 ISSbWSL 1X 3 28 5 vk ) Sz 4 45 1
53 TEAT 43 Hoox o e s b Rl A TSR URE A A 1) R R0 04 b B 0 % =, M BT ISSbDL Aiitdsl ok 22 0t
FUHS AR T B 1< o3 I 1 32 A a0, T 6 << T SRR R DG E AN B AR Bk 3 2 (¥ ISSbRC ik
FIISSOWSL 77 ¥, th T IL D BE M T A 8 P 3 5 R0 st 7 248 i DAL A SR 78 K 8 22 17 S ARvde o Bk B 1)
S 55 TR b, AT X I 9 SIS 9 1A A RAN A << o3 M A 2 5 TR EAT 43 B 6 EEL38 4y TSSBFSL J7 v R I
BB Ay S AT 8IS I UG SO o 0 S50 70 AT, L e AV 0 <o Sk R FR bR R & X TISSBFSL 5 ik, A
BRI <o BIHERA 287 55 < TH B R B AN 5 TEAT SEBR 45 R0 i
4.3.1 ISSbRC J7 ¥ SE4 %t b /3 #r

ISSbRC J7 ¥k IS0 %F L W36 4, B LU AL R 32 A7 G BE R R . SEB0 BB SE R VPN T b 55

Table 4 Experimental comparison of ISSbRC
&4 FET DX SR BB L TR SR L

e Sk Ji AR RFAA REHAR LIRS IR | BUE(%)

[12] RCNN 2014 TE PR B AL X 3 PASCAL VOC 2011 mloU 479

Tk [13] SDS 2014 MCGH % ki X 8 | PASCAL VOC 2011 mloU 52.6
X7 | [14] MPA 2016 W3 a1 R E X5 PASCAL VOC 2012 mloU 62.1
[15] | Mask-RCNN 2017 i 3% [X 18, ROI Align/Z MS COCO mloU 60

Ty [16] DeepMask 2015 LI AE 7 ) 4o o MS COCO AR 33.1
eI 17 1 [17] | SharpMask 2016 R AR, B R 45 4 MS COCO AR 66.4
[18] MultiPath 2016 [ e LI [ MS COCO mAP 45.4

M 4 ] LLFE 2, ISSORC J7 1 K £ 1% H PASCAL VOC R MS COCO Hat 4 1F MR Bdh 42, 4 2k 33 5 F 3
A1 5 A A P R R A T e DX 3k v RCNNU Y mIoU AR A e, 4E PR G4 b e i) 3 - 2k g1
Fa. AORL R, OB s B4k S fh vk, i SDS!, MPAR, Mask-RONNUSIZE HLpE 4 45 #4452 45 RCNN [/ 3L Rl
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FRTRAE D RIS T R

459

b e SR, R 0k 3 VR A 6 R P AR T T O B B ) 7 R A A RCNIN i (1 B AR 3 380432 DX 38l 5, T X 5 25 ke
AT 43 A B 143 0 HE N 43 0 R T AR %25 77 v vh SharpMask! VRl MultiPath!®143 5%} DeepMask!®13
AT B0, 3 P R K B $E . Ho v SharpMask K DeepMask 2 ol F A I 43 1] 3 JIEL i A\ORS Al A B 04T 32 25 4
A 5 B 28 2B FORG 4 1) 23 SRR N, IS 34 4 R %8 B DeepMask $& 1 T 1T 1 fi%.

432

ISSbFSL 77 74 I 52 56 Xt B 4 iy

(1) %5 ISSbFSL 5 4y BIMEAf 6 [ 5L 50 45 T b 2% 5, R B LR R AT S5 T IRl 45 . DGR
T PGM Jrid . SER R SR A VEAN Fabm 4.

Table 5 Experimental comparison of segmentation accuracy for ISSbFSL

RS TRE D SI A B 5 W B 3OOy 305 1 10 23 I HE B R SE IR G B

e SCHR LR AL Ep | SERh g REERAR PGM IR mloU (%)
o s PASCAL
[23] FCN 2014 | VGG-16 = KH¥,Skip Layer x VOC 2012 62.2
[25] | DeepLab-Vl | 2014 | ResNet SRR S HT crr | PASCAL 716
VOC 2012
AT ¥ > PASCAL
FCN [f [26] DeepLab-V2 2016 | ResNet i fLABA, R A, ASPP CRF VOC 2012 79.7
ik e W T PASCAL
[27] DeepLab-V3 2017 | ResNet O PR, ek ASPP CRF VOC 2012 86.9
% CRF # 4% RNN J5 PASCAL
[28] CRFasRNN 2015 | FCN-8s 1 CNN CRF VOC 2012 74.7
T [29] Dilation10 2015 | VGG-16 P 3K G R &AL kB x \fgg%‘{‘z 75.3
etk
%F | [30] | DUC+HDC | 2017 | ResNet DUC+HDC x \I;S(S;ng{dz 83.1
+:
G — PASCAL
Jrik [31] deformable 2017 | ResNet DESIAT N/A VOC 2012 75.3
[32] | Bayesian SegNet | 2015 FCN SR, LR AR, DropOut J24 x CityScapes 57.0
3
%2; [33] DeconvNet 2015 FCN KRG, Btttk x \fg(s:(;zgle 69.6
fiAE R 1 [34] ENet 2016 FCN O MR UE IR TR X CityScapes 58.3
i s GON+ 2017 | ResNet | KBBHLARERN% x \fgg%‘{‘z 822
. . PASCAL
[36] DSM 2016 | VGG-16 JE Il CNN #: 4 CRF CRF VOC 2012 78.0
T [37] C&G 2016 FCN ¥ CRF ik A %] CNN CRF \fOA(S:CZ’Sle 78.1
e 1% N PASCAL
K i [38] DPN 2015 | VGG-16 # CNN 5 MRF fil 3 MRF VOE 2012 77.5
Jvk I y PASCAL
[39] QO 2016 | ResNet i G-CRF | ynco012 80.2
PASCAL
_ ezt b 3
[40] HOCRF+ 2016 | VGG-16 # CRF ik A %] CNN HOCRF | yoco0h 77.9
- PASCAL
[43] LRR 2016 | ResNet B 7 0 4 7 B x VOC 2012 76.8
HT [44] RefineNet 2016 | ResNet Z MR R B A e x 58(330218%2 83.4
AL 2 R ALY
. FERAE AL, PASCAL
,ﬂ‘/ng [45] PSPNet 2016 ResNet 25 ) 4 5 S5 AL, X VOC 2012 85.4
ik [46] ICNet 2017 | ResNet IR A Rl x Citysapes 69.5
3 . PASCAL
g P i in|
[47] LC 2017 | ResNet RERA I X 3 A5 x VOC 2012 82.7
T [51] rCNN 2014 RNN Z R Hf N D x SIFT Flow N/A
RNN [52] ReSeg 2016 ResNet ¥ ReNet #H47Th e @ x CamVid N/A
ik [53] DAG-GNN 2016 RNN il PGM Z B4 451 x SIFT Flow N/A
[54] 2D-LSTM 2015 RNN 4 AT JT 1) RNN X SIFT Flow N/A
T I PASCAL
GAN it [55] N/A 2016 CNN GAN W LI ZR x VOC 2012 54.3
Iy [58] N/A 2016 FCN GAN, I 3% [ x Cityscapes 67.8

TEZ R ) N/A FoR SR8 SCAR SR M BTE L L IZ I xR 7R BT i35 ] PGM
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MFE 5 Hnf LU B AR 46 S 16 I 3 5 R0 2 FIRE A [ 36 0 50 4R AR AN [R). 24 0] i A P AR AT
B8 U BIRE, K 2 3 PASCAL VOC 2012 15 kM B8 48 M HEAT 2 43 557 i A sl S i UG S oy B, K
Z % CityScapes 1F MR 4.

%277 ¥ DeepLab-V3P27, PSPNet!*) RefineNet*, DUC+HDCPY, LCH, GCN+PUFI QOPM44 41 v
7£ PASCAL VOC 2012 %4 45 111 mIoU #RHAB L T 80%, Xt EIE o AN [R) RS B0 A4 80 A () R3] 2080 SR, 2 s s
00320 S PO 2 30T T 92 43 30 i fee FLAR R 1 % 3 S 4% #1509k I b DeepLab-V3 HIL K G 42 B T FCNPPL,
PSPNet fl DeepLab-V2 254k % W 2% 148 1, 3L mloU $&#5 H §THE 4 B PSPNet &5 RefineNet il i £ #4%
% U Ty 206t BEVGRF HE AT R A, T AT O G b =E 8 1 B R SUE B TE mIoU 48 ks b2y il HE 44 55 e =

CRFasRNN!?*! | Dilation10'*’, DeepLab-V 11/l DeepLab- V2202445 5% U] & 5ET- FCN #E4T i ik, £ PASCAL
VOC 2012 #5454 ¥ mloU #RiEE I 70%, 75 7> #IHEH % J7 11 5 FCN AH LU A BRIt Ho b, DeepLab-V2 T H
A ARRSIF IR ) 5L L M RE AR 2 A0 4 B A 26 T S ol 7 T & 2 B BB 2 T B & 5, H mIoU
EET 79.7%.

Hrp SegNet™!, ENetP*f1 ICNet*ix 3 Fhfiidih T E 8 AT LA A2 0. 78 L P00 Ad 345 405K, i i
38 PRAE TP AL S I 5T SO B PE RE DAY CityScapes Bl 42 HEAT 5206 S 6 45 SR 38 09, 1X 3 A 575 A mIoU #5#8
T 50%, 53 EIRE FE JE A AL XTI 3 5 EUSR AT XA R ZEsRk S ICNet 4 AN 7] R BE 1) MG AR AS R I
55 TR 26 I 29 v A B A P 20 BCHRR AU R SR T RIS A [R) 2 e IR RE 1 81, 7E . CityScapes ) mloU & 69.5%,
Ay BRI AR T SegNet Fl ENet 7 W] 32 TF, 4 & e e 5

(2) B3 B S MEBE LT Cityscapes FEfEINR A PASCAL VOC FEdE It (194 o6 g 220219510 j AR
52 % IR0 AT AN ISSBFS J5 v rf e TR BB 20 BE e 1o 1 J LRI 4 S BT IR AT 20 W o B 45 B0
TP B (9 52 30 MR 4F Cityscapes B4 82 0 HEAT MR 45 LK 6, FH LR IR EHFILL . BRENR .
TBAT I (0] R A A i 4 46 I v < 47 B ) AR SR 43 31— 9K PGB 0 FE 1) B ) <5 D U 350 AR 2 1 A0 BB 6 40 581 11 1]

Table 6 Experimental comparison of computational performance for ISSbFSL

R6 TR I A MBS S BB SCorEI T I 1 v SR RE S 4 X L

SCHk 71524 R RFAA IBAT I ) (s) SAED)
[34] ENet 2016 0.013 76.9
[46] ICNet 2017 0.033 303
[32] SegNet 2015 0.06 16.7
[23] FCN-8s 2014 0.5 2
[28] CRFasRNN 2015 0.7 1.4
[30] DUC+HDC 2017 0.9 1.1
[44] RefineNet 2016 1.2 0.86
[45] PSPNet 2016 2.2 0.45
[38] DPN 2015 2.5 0.4
[29] Dilation10 2015 4.0 0.25
[25] DeepLab-V1 2014 4.0 0.25
[26] DeepLab-V2 2016 4.0 0.25

M 6 ] LA 3,54 24 B ARSI (14 00 R A R % 5 L ENetP ) ICNet**URT SegNet2ix 3 Fhi ik
(FIEAT )43 500k 0.013s. 0.033s H1 0.06s, 43 H1158 55 5 B, SiE i 1 588, 3 i - 5 6 B9 4005 1m0 FOND by 7 A
FHRU AR A SR AT FoRAR R PR I K, P B0 B B AN i, OB AT IN TR 0.5, Toi2 A2 S N Pl 45 4 )
)55 5K ;DeepLab-V 12V fl DeepLab-V2PZ¢ i1 T 76 F) J] PGM Ko &I 45 3E47 45 W A TR R vh oS08 o & 2% . FEIN
B, BCIE A0 P ARGt TV A S N PR A 4 ) 1 5 SR LA Bk 1 3 RS R L FON BIG, B [ FE TR v
5 2 S P45 2 00 5 SRS FH A A A TR RN B A3 S T S5 AT 4
4.3.3 ISSbWSL J5 V£S5 0] LE 73 4

ISSbWSL J5 i ¥ SE 5 45 ekt b L3R 7, EZLLLAC IR /AT G BoAR . IR BHME B & & CRF Jiik. 24
BRSSP AN P8 b7 2 AEix 26 7 1 th BoxSup!®). ScribbleSup® Ul WeaklySemiP®*ix 3 #1777 7E PASCAL VOC
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2012 Hu 4k L mIoU #OBL T 70%, 70 FIAEAG Z 40 m, d BL g9 B 2 ) 05 sCHEAT RIMG s SO0 0 10 e B8 530
BT BB G m i (1 77 3k R A AU FH 1 A7 b SRR 1) 58 b v Hidfs R A7 59 B N 2, 70 B ROR AN WA, 73 13 7
FRE HASIE 22, mIoU #f538 ii # 1.
Table 7 Experimental comparison of ISSbWSL
RTOEETRFIGS B A 2] BB SO BT 55250000 b

e SR | TR | ER KREEHAR TBHE & CRF PIEES mloU (%)
T keS| [83]| BoxSup 2015 MCG 5% THHE L x |PASCALVOC2012| 752
FRERI VL | [84] | DeepCut | 2016 CRF D HE 2] v N/A N/A
TG | [86] WTP 2015 Objectness WK x |PASCALVOC2012| 49.1
FRUEIT7I% | [87] | ScribbleSup | 2016 R W% v |PASCALvOC 2012 713

[88] MIL 2015| MCG #ik Kg % x ImageNet 42.0

[90] CCNN | 2015 Class Size KG9 x |PASCALVOC2012| 424

T K4 % [91] SEC 2016 | 2 AN VL K% v | PASCAL VOC 2012| 50.7
FRAERTTE | [92] STC 2015 | MY ISk P15 2% v |PASCALvVOC 2012 49.8
[93] | AugFeed |2016| MCG % K5 % v |PASCALVOC 2012 | 5434

[94] EM 2017 | WEEVER KB R v |PASCALVOC 2012 58.71

Z g9 bRt % | [97] | Decoupled | 2015 N/A EG%. BRER v | PASCALVOC2012| 66.6
WARJTVE | [98] | WeaklySemi | 2015 N/A BIE L. LHER . 522 | v |PASCALVOC2012| 73.9

VE T 0 NVA SRR e SO AR BV AL B4 I, 30 B 7 A Fl ek CRE <75 BAT (1 CRF
5 SES5RE

WA PR 2 ST HOR T2 N B G S 53 30 A AR SC 3 TE 2 TR B 27 20 1) UGB Loy i) 42
J7 i SR BUIR AT TR AN B 43 2 A EE R 45 AR 3 R R Ak R B A (R S TR B 2 ) 1 RN
T oy B J7 53 R B T R34 28 ) UGB Sy B T R T T8 35 00 R I UGS SCor 30 5 vk B TR F r 28
A G AE: Sy 0 T vk — 25 4l 43 Db A IR 2 S MG SLA3 1 J7 0 RN 55 1B 2% 5 MBS U4y 3107 s e 207
R AR M SV BEAT TG0 20 A RO B JF MG S &5 T 52 07 VR I B AR s R B s AR AT T 50 R 1) A
fitlh b, BAT A S5 1SS WIS A 1) HE A5 ) R A JR A 35 A A R AE AE AN T — 28 B PR PR AT 5 ).

(1) T35 ST AT 25 1 R 450 Sy 1)

WS SRATAT S B G SE R A S5 248 I ISSODL 5 vk o vk At i 3k BEG 1) 1 R SUAE S R
BT A R TE VRN 43 B0 B G b H BRI ATS A TR SO 1R R A SBR[ 111 RIS 27 2] B AR S N3 sl AT A
2% K BUGAR R SN & A0 45 A 37— AN FF G IRTEABAT 4% (the open vocabulary parsing network, i
B OVPN). SCHR[112]142 H — AN EF 0 Z AT 55 10 V8 35 98 34 5% 2 W 4% (contextual recurrent residual network, i #i
CRRN), 18 3 4k 7K Jp S A% 5% 75 2 ) R AR e FR VB S AR L 2% ) AW ARe A1E 3 28 5 12 H A #8470 Ak DA B AR
FETC AN R 78 53 FH g s U AT R B 5 ) R, T AT R e 3K a7 5t AR AT o IR ) O S B R A L — A
ik

(2) S 2 MG v S

S 4 PG E X 53 B AT I FR Ok 52450 23 E (instance  segmentation, R R 1S),Bl& 1 20 F) 554 00 W5 AN 1 g, n
DL 1) L 1 45 v [) S0 45 0 S [ 24610 SCHR [ 113195 22 4 4% 2% ) (mwlti-task  learning)! 51 A 43 %1 45138 5z B 52 451
o3RI S R 3 A BRI L R BV AE I AE 55 5 B ARSI AR T — AR5 1SN, 20 R Be i X
3 AN RN R 524808 . SCHR[13,1576F RCNN 247 etk Ja BE 6 F T 1SS, S g HI T IS 3CHR[115,116]%F FCN #E47 e
A5 FH 9 30 T 1) B AN AN TR] 07 A5 S G B B i ] e 0 A S R AT 18 S A3 3. SRR [ 11707 UG A
FH IS 7 v R 2 2 BB, 3 R R AN A RS2 49 SR [118148 1 22 7 491 27 ST 05 v 45 45 59 W B 2% ST E AT 1S. 30k
(1198 —/N AT g i) RNN AL EE IS [ L 1% 26 5 70 2 R ff 26 R B £ B Mk e B AR K R & I 25 ) ]
SPAT o3 F R I IR % St T R R I ) L
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(3) S P Bt SCoy )

S AR S5 0 DAAR 5 1R 20 0 285 Ak 2 -] A5 sl A A i, 3 B R 5 B AGR (D) 2 T PR e 28 S0 R0 —
B LA 2> B A IEAT I 1SS AL SCHR 34155 T 9 At 245 -7 AL 245 445 440, SR FH 20 ARt i J0k 4% S s A G B A B 45 7
FRAE I Al b B TR S PR R AR BRI T R 0 ST SIEIN oy B SCHR[46] 5K 28 20 48 v 3 RS 52 1 SRS, 32 M UL
b PG 285 1) 19 45 22 250, R P IR AR A il 65 3 TG SR R A5 v 43 1 30 5 AR o0 3R UG AR 2O 3 v T 40 B R
5 BT ST 43 ST B G S AR N TR R R 22 H AR e A AT A BRI R R H BT
ISS J5 V5K 22 T0 VA A S I 43 0 V) T8 85 82 SRR 2R ] 3t — 25 % vy 32 ok VR A e S 551 1100 30 32 5 0 8, A 1 Atk
B — AT

(4) BT =4 i v oy )

H 7, K2 40 1SS Sk LU SR Ak B B o0 32 T EE X ji = . 230 T8 RS 55 — 4R 04 1) 43 50 7 1L 3 4 /b,
SCHR[120-122] 220 H =4GR M 4% (3D convolutional neural network, % 3D-CNN)X = 4 4 347 4b
FLSCHR[123]000%F 3D-CNN HEAT S0k, BEvh 1N BEME by o5 2 it O 2647 75 300 FI ¥ 3D-CNN.ICHR[124] B #%
PUARHE T (1) 5 A i N 38 1 — AN RE 68 LB 20 = B AT 98 U1 PointNet 4%, = 4 0418 o)
FNH A T AR DG ) — TR VIS, B T = 4 0000 10 TG e 0 R0 Sl 5 0 e A 5, T ] 7 B 2 5501 R0 8 ) 4 3 2
B A R AR B IS (R B R R — AN A A I i L EL, BT = A R S BT 45 7 RO
Hedn B, ey RIS b SR HY = 4 B I S A DG A LB A R B ST AT B S I I — A T .

(5) L TR AREHE 1 v S o3 )

PRATE X o3 & — 3 T =4 2 0011 1SS 1 8. H /v, At 5 SLAM AR (14038 X 0 B 5 ik 5 b 3 A I 18] )3 410 1)
FR A E s 77 05 SO0 e 78 v e 70 20 R = i P45 rb I B 15 L, T T B b s A PRI TGV R BT I A
SCHR[125]2% F FCN 42 W — 0 A 208 I 2345 8 3E AT A8 S 53 %10 10 918 B 4 45 BB 4% (recurrent fully
convolutional network, ffij# RFCN). SCHR[ 126 P# ALATEHE 1) 23 (B4 AE AN FON, 3 H — it fil 5 I 25485 11E 1) B
4B T 4% (spatio-temporal fully convolutional network, & #% STFCN). SCER[1271M & 11 T — A& I 4571 W
##% (clockwork FCN),{ff FH 1738 B I 8145 5 45 O 58 I 45 AR IR Bl 147 WAL 23 1) 2R Sk I 5 Al 78 43 ) AT = & 11
I 2 B0 R AU LA B R S TRl W T i) DA A0 e Rl vy J 2 8 AR A — Al

BOS AR, BAT 6 AN SCHR SR8 MO LR 5B R AT SV TR SR s R
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