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A Multiple Layer Abstract Semantic Decision Method for Image Classification

LIU Peng’ YE Zhi-Peng' ZHAO Wei' TANG Xiang-Long"

Abstract Bag-of-visual-words (BoVW) is an effective method in image categorizing and retrieving task. A multiple layer
decision method (MLD), which introduces abstract semantics of image categories into BoVW to carry out middle-level and
upper-level extensions, is proposed in this paper. Semantics is preserved at the stage of generating visual vocabulary, based
on which classifiers are trained in a bottom-up way. Abstract semantics is transferred during the training step. After that,
the category of a test image is estimated gradually by classifier through each layer in a top-down way. Experiments on
standard datasets show that the proposed method achieves better performance compared with mainstream classification

methods.
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Y 1) Frabfe e, 385 ] R AN AR 1R AR 5
% (Scale invariant feature transform, SIFT) #ii&
FEXPRRAE p BEAT 04, 2) A R i i, R K-
means 5K 28 75 VKRR AE R B E, PR 1] B
R0 I A BE VARG 3) A R AE SR
BEEE A1 (Codebook), EliiE Bag-of-features
(BoF) #f1k; 4) 702K A% UIZk. A BoF AL Il 25
Iy R, PRI ALY R A 3 S FUR Rp AL BEAT T
M. BoVW K Sradb A2 ey 3~ 3 5 SIZ B HLF 44
IR AR A B G R, BT A A ) AR ) — e
TR B, )2 N T RGBS 5
B WA SRR AT A R0 O A5 4.

SR, RL5E Tl ORI B A7 AE Ja IR PE: 1) AUH &
PR BE BT AT 3 A iy 22 T VA5 A s A E R
A 2) K-means K ) Hard-assignment
R o2 B B A0 1 ] B, B0 A0 0 R AIE (1 SR 2 3 2
77 A TR SRR G B3 A A0 i A e ARl e, AE R
] g b N SOME RIS e PR 3) SRR s
AR A o R SRR, T SO ER X T
P H AR BA X

By B i GBI AL, WEFTN B3 B0 i A
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MPHAT 7O, BEARE: 1) T o8t X
PeATT VRN BB 28 e b, /i 50 A U H AR,
155 HERIN LG R Tt 4550 B it
H AR PGB X 3 (Region of interest, ROI), MIfi
HEBR 1T Sce s S m i SR TR, Du S84 H AE A
A B B Al A B Mean-shift, {8 H Ax X 15k
5 RO, 2B T o615 500 i #upy s%m ) Chai 45
EFXT g9 bR c SR AR e = (GRS BB, HUk
) KRB By IO T B3R 2R X
53 B8 ) B R I ET s XS AT A R AR IR, B T4
bR VG o 2 b 5t H AR I m 20 vEROL 2) gafidffb.
Krapac S5 A5 T @ R A B8 (Gaussian mix-
ture model, GMM) ¥ EHGRFAIE 2% 18] 43 A1 Gt i 77 1%
DU R AL ] (4 R A2 IA A 1Y Bolovinou
P — Bl S AL HL A £ (Bag of spatio-visual
words) [F)37 55328077, 1l AR S oo b
T fE B9y, FIH Spherical K-means 5754,
AP BE A3 12 Wang 454 H—Fi R 40 e e e
4 (Locality-constrained linear coding, LLC) #%
K THARAE SR R EEA gD, AU T4
SZFFI AL (Support vector machine, SVM) ¥4}
FOR, R A] DL PR AR Sk A A L 3) 3t
TR, 4 BoVW J7E HH — AR
PR IR AN R RAE, A 5] (1) S
G55 (1) PR AG AR A Bl S 28] 5 PR A B i), BRI T P
ANBRZ AN P A A ] — R AR, E R 1]
g N SCPE AT DUSE DA IR R SRR e Ty, AT d T
BRI 1 23 2R R0 Lin 2642 73T 414F (Com-
ponents) HEMEERTTIE, BAHAMS G T IR
"D P TiE] P 2 (R AH DG, s FH R D B 1] 1 4 26 23 A AR
HHRFERR 7R, EE B AR o 5 1] B AT B 4 1 i A e
FW5L: Avrithis 25T KRBT B R 4 S i) 8, 45 &
e STV B B IR A 3 A B Bt — P St i T
KL, %071 R I AR AR 4 M A R AR, I
FIHIL EM (Expectation maximization) 5y [11%
FRPEZEAT HE B4 2%, AT o 23 26K FE ) Mlikulik
SR MU R 3 2K 1 BoVW 287 VA4 H —
T B AL EE I £ 7V, 5 L2 AL (Soft assign-
ment) XA (Hamming embedding) #H L H
HHEIFXARE LT, 4) 38 X SR MR, 1K
SRR S 5 B S A7 AT Xy 8 SOV
SRR = — S0P RIS v B BB M0 Rk 5 1%
RFAE BT S AR R — 88 Sy T v R S
1, BEFUN R T 0 3 55 v SO ) UG 413k T
W dA RN BoVW BRI BN R 2 —,
PRI IHG A 3 S e A0 2 ] LA 52 1R 30 B P SRR /)
BRI ) AT LA Ry BoVW BB 11 43 SRR
Wu 555 | N5 IR 25 F b 7 S35 (1) B 5 b v 08

o iR e Ay ) A /N T S V) DASE R AT e BRI
SRR Ji S54RI 4 EBE LY (Conditional
random field, CRF) M4 8, T4 /s 3 E
NS WA AE IR (K SO R0 Liu 254t vh
GRFAE 2 > V8 SCOLUE ) i, RS T JRRAE H 3 3
[F]{5 & (Pointwise mutual information, PMI) k&
For, I vk S AL R ER B A A AN AL EE R BBURR AR 7]
MIOCR, RISl J21; Penatti 5542 H A5
FLia] ¥ [A] 43 A (Word spatial arrangement, WSA)
JE R T 3ox BoVW. BB rp i i 8346 1 2 [7] 43 A
5B 25 iR B R LA RRAE 0 R4 A 4
NG, et GBI LR RHE s PR
[ An iy, 575 4P R AL, WSA $24t T 2%
(¥ 25 TR S, RIS AE O i i 22

DAAE A BIF 5T 2 00 2 3 00 T 145 b IR 2 /s J2
FRAE, 51N B 5 2 > T BOG PR ) G B A AT 2
o, AR BoVW. 73 R RUR 2 AR A B (1) 521,
X ARZE IR I FEA 3 R BOR R AR ] L. R0,
A7 AR A R 0 ] TR it b A ol B = R
Pt g, DR TH 2RO, H il Aol TR AL 4t
AR E R AEHEAT 23 2R 1 J7 v, 823 27 2 ) R 1R)
BRI O AR, B IR E SRR R A T
THEFT. Li 25 AL g HAT T SCos SR 82 2 BL sk
BRALFEARTAERR ML, 31— M EBZE KA
RO F-H5 S REA 4 25230, Bannour 2582 T
“TR - X R (Semantico-visual related-
ness of concepts, SVRC) 77k, H T = EGHiE
SRR 18] (R AHABURE B2, I M) A 3t £ S 100n 6]
BT 328, JLEEA B B0 R A0 « M K
VB SCAFBL: B2, A e J2 R 3 JOU), AT I 381 1 3
G B R Bannour 2500 £ AR
BG5Sl 38T — b R B 4 2 IR A o7
> J771% One-versus-opposite-nodes. % /7 %18 i1 K
53 2 10) LG it D BN 1 1) R, DT R RIS i 4 A
HARUF IR RE. AR SCTE SCHI G 0 # B2 R, B X
REANGREAN 73 S 1) R —Fh 2 25 R S Y
(Multi-level decision model, MLD), il 2 2k ik
X B L AN R, g5 5 ARG IR0 1)
FEAAHIL IR 73 245 R, T AT RCbE BT R AR 22 1 25
M IIFEA I 73 FEBOR . AL LA 3 B 2R A0
VB SCJ A v 228 HOCRRL i B3], A A R B 1 SR AT
DAR e £ 30, AT E 2 Tt BRARAR I 1 TGk 2
b LR SR S 200 0 2R B R B S 4h, AR
b SO R AARTE L2 TR 35 1 v e SO,
/N T S

1 ZSRRRREGSETE

P8 73 S 1) RT3 7Ry — A de /ML ), )
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R3S o B R AL SR B BAL T B, AE CUIRFEAR
FFAESR £ R 2R 55 A 0 AR AR B 2 AR R AR 2031
e Rai R, ai s (1) filig, Hrb Fy koK
BB ERE, Fy 05 0 DR ERRIEE S, d
AN JER AL BoVW RlVE T F ik 70 SR i) — il
BoVW &8 73 FHERNAT — RSB BAR AR AF i X
F, A R P Sy SEEL, (E B AT I A
A, BIYIRBETIAT R, X BR (0 20 SR 45 SRR T L A
J PR B, LA /N AR e 4R 3R
220 AR A TE R UBEHR S Sz 20 i N A S
BRI FB I AR BT I G Bidla B, 07 2 10 73 2K 4
RAEEARNE. Al 518 S 7026
s IPLE G IR R, F it 2 R P SRR IR R TN A A

IEVIR

C = argmin d(F,, F)) (1)

L1 ZBRRRKEE

AR A 050 0 R 2% 218 1) H bR ). A
AL S BoVW Hh 85 G ol R 7 i A 352K
ATE SZ A AL IR, SRS itk ae 7). il
GAA B B T ) 6 SRR B T A e, R
X B SR PR A AN G vk B, H R S e A
J B R 05 AT AT SR, H AT C AR N T AR A A
Nz R #i%aE ) (Abstract semantic
category, ASC) & X T R FH) R iEAL S, 185
CFEFPI B (RIS k) RHAT A (. ny
). H R T R B L, AR A
SRR RIRBE ). R 200 5 R = H AR ) A e gy
KRR B HOE, R s, A SO s
T AR SR Oy BARZE ), A B SR SR
JAZRBIFR N 5 v SR, i Sk B AN AR 2%
5 PR v S A . B AT AH R A 1 1

: IETETS
M 250 1 )
ETES
Kl 2 (K

EJABE X
P x (ZA)

_______________________

FEMZE X
1EIEED)

HARZGH—A ASC #ii&, B2 ASC “shiy” &
SR L N SRR ASC ARG, HAILLZ Ak
SEHREAT S RIS . BEAERRAE.
ASCHEH I 2 )2 WK T MLD [ah %4k R
KMILZHWE 1 fron. FW—NELp AR A
PRI 2 TR BE A X 0 AR B R, A% 2K 1)
BRI 1 ) 2 S A K. e e BRSSO b 4
B 1 L2 G 0 B AR 2R 2K 2R
P BE /N RS A5, TP T 73 2. BoVW. Hik
Je Btk AN B BAR S — ARk, AT
FEETE ASC A Im E S 2%, 7k
UASC F1 MASC. #5 A% 2, HEA
= BoF ik B & 45, W MLD B4k 512 Ik
BoVW %%, i MLD J& BoVW HiEMtE4E.
AT PR T A

u=argmind(F,, F;) —
m = argmind(F, ') —
J

c = arg mkin d(Fy, Fi™) (2)

K, Fyo Fr 5 B 2lh% s j 5 kA4
UASC. MASC @Al R 2 sk aEde . X (1)
A (2) 5 BRI KR 73 0 3 AR HOV IR, Fe Ay
SREE T N U-SVM (25 288) 13 3)1i% K
BRTE I LRSI, S Ak T A u iy
) M-SVM ()2 73 26488, A BB TR i 4 )2
TG, PRGN BARSEN AT 2R [, e A
BoVW 75 AR 7 R i thofs T b o B AR
¢, TEREAN P RATE. d T RRIEAT D R TR
i b2 R e bR AR, DA
SORERS T i 5 2= PR SO 2R A0 ey, B
R AL SR A7 1.

A %E Y] |
gz ! -EI%ZZJ 1
TS |
S 2(%’@) ! _Ef@%’éféu 2
TRGEY | _
g S R
RS X 1
S NICSE N IBETE
e}
Az
(FEHR %)

Bl 1 MLD BRZ R4
Fig.1 Hierarchical structure of MLD model



5 HIMEEE: — b2 2RI G SCR SRR > KI5k 963

1.2 MEIBEBXZI 5N

PR 8 SCIE PRI T B AR R A g 725, A
SCAE IR 3 v SO ZRAh % 2 73 S8 4%, A FH A o B3]
MR AR R 5y 2845, BIHI S = A IR BT L
B SCH A B3], PR R e vk, AR = I 3Nl
BURFEA. A SR I SCOR B AL 1] 4 (Semantics-
preserving bag-of-words, SPBoW )27 7 4 sl 41 5t
i) SRy ] P OR B G P i A R, AR T i
PR ARF A Bl S ) R0 i 4] v e g v SV AR 1)
(1 S 9 Ak T SOV TR o T B, A dme /M TR S
(R [R)ISS 27 ) de s 45, DA e R B2 b £ B PR 3
R S R R e 1 1) 27 2] A T o 2R A
ANWTAR B2 5 S AL AR FR . A R I 2k
F AR BT X, 5k 1 Rk 7 Bk s, HopAr
w0,k 2y, 2z 5B 1N, UASC; £R-5H i 4~ 1
A58 LK, MASC; R § M 2gas X
k.

®5% 1 (MLD 3 &3%).

FEAHE R BL:

W 1. FH SPBoW ;=4 BAASK £ AL
i vy KIS s, AT Inhi: {(UCNSQ)};:U
¢ MA KN, A MASC; IR 4GS M; =
Ui_, Inhi. %I UASC, W& IIFTH MASC &%
IR, M_A; = U;’:l M;;

1B 2. M UASC; W& KA Inh) DL
e B ML P28 LU WG SR & U_ABS; =

gzl Uiz Inhy;

SIE 3. XA UASC E=HE LIRS HEFT
H UASC ¥, U_A = J;_, U-ABS,;

S 4. Bl LR U A KA M A, 5 Inhi,
3B AH NG 17 FLRFE BoF,p~ BoFmia 5 BoFiny.

INZRB B

T, 5. 5 R A BoFuna VIl % MSVM,,
BoFi, %k BoVW,. EREZEBEHEEITAHR
BIRIE > KA e e,

I 6. FIH BoF,, I USVM.

BEAE Il = i ETE, BEAS BRS040
PELERN G B AR G v BT oy 1) LG A9 Bt b S 2 1) T
AT PR, i, MASC “5” Bdins @ T2
IR LIERTE, N T oAt FL AR 5 (A0 0 g 17k
7E R LIRS R0 [ ) H AR 2 i [F] i, >k BT R
PR X AL JE PRI EL AR T B A T
G SR FEA L B AR I s, B0 I3 S U %
IIFERA R, AE27 I JE M2 R AR I, Al % AR
i) R PR JeB e B A9 ¥ e, R FH S5 Ak 2 AN s [ g X
16 TR SCAL D PR ] | 3K AR AR S0 LA TR SR IR 4
R T VL BN R Z AL

WA R BT F 7. @it 75k 3 & 55
AT PEPIA 1 BE FRA T 2 20 0T b 2 e 55 1) ek
PE: 1) 2 AW —ANFEAR I, $2ECH Bag-of-
features Fid sk Had ik U-SVM A4~ M-SVM 1)
frh o/, m! ERILR R KR B RAIEAN T
— W R GG R B 5 R EHERT R [1) Bag-of-
features i ABF—AN B AR Z 509548, THE DR
Pl aetE ply, ph, -, p, n W EARZEIELL H K
i R AELBTORE I (R 2 S Sk A L 5 1 260310, BRI

C = argmaxpl, (3)

2) A SPBoW J5 kA pidme It A v SCAIL o
W, P mrRIERE.
1.3 EfBa%E

AL SR 1 B 5 o R RBOR - 15 50 R P i
JE:

1) KB B2 MLFREMA C Mo
KEME, b Bl H O EGg BAERNES T, 4
C; € T, EMIHIEJE TR G 25, BIEHE + H Ax
RS 3 SE28 2 TR, X T 10 23 2 45 B 1E
5/ T W, AT (4) BB E5
PRSI0 i 5 5 B BB ) A — SR e], BT

2.0(C; = Cy)
correct_rate = J# x100%  (4)
1, C;=C,
o, 6(C; - Cy) = Y SN G
C=C =0, i

Y AR
o) BRI G %, AT, BIG T B AT
TR0 LR B0 T4 K B R AR, P A S o
N 2 B4R 5 R R ERRBLI R B A S
P HEATRERA 20 I, 30 2 5 0 2K A
AT P %, BRI A T, 5)2K5%
SEITER IR (5) P

>_0(U; —Uy)
correct_rate = - N x100%  (5)
1, U,=0,
Hrh o(U; = Uy) = Y C U A
;=) 0, Hfth

B S2bs LRSI, U, BRI e L2 %
5. MLD 5 BoVW HIBORI 2 St REan il 2 B
R, P2 H AR B T 1 BEUG SR)  RE Sn]. A] A
BRI 73 e —Fp ORI (W 2l B, HofAE
SRUE A H 58 AR B 10 UG 2800, A0 VF 5 o R
B 1 b2 % 2 BT
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‘é%;ﬁl&?yih%%%iﬁ% - 2) BoVW #7043 35 0F TR0k 2 R ANE, T

A oo | 2 I 4 8 )5 AR 2 HE S TP AP L2006 R

' H T B RUANTT B8 55 )X T A 200 1 5 AEARSEAT

e | A 3]
e e

ol | ] .
K2 PASCAL VOC 2007 $#E4E BoVW Hil MLD K& A%
e
Fig.2 Classification results of BoVW and MLD on
PASCAL VOC 2007 dataset

AP ZZR MLD 55 2% BoVW
AT LR 38

1) BoVW 223 320 H Zcds 4 K/NFIRh R
BEL P LA A S 4 38 A8 o) 5 el - I 5 1 WA S
Hbw, HORE R AR 2552 2R MEHR KPR, X
SEHTNERA R Z A ARSI ISR, 7adh
GE R BR il T AN R R AR s i 4n i AR B T 3
[ 1, JF HoAh S 2 OnT i 75 ZAE B8 R 5 s 4,
A5 A FEE TS5 Rk e

k. MLD #RNA OB B2 5 25 500
W25 4l G AR ) B R ARSI A i 4 2R, Xt
TGO 7 218 Hh 3 38 B P R S 2R B AR 1 T
SN R, 7 REE R EINFT & B =1 SO — 20k,
ESAE SE e 8

2 KWER

KR T HAT) 2 N T B G 00 3
mEHEAE, 45 PASCAL VOC 2007128, Caltech-
10129, g3 KA e 8 vEdn i ds 15 8, % 20
A3 9963 TR EME. J5E S 101 AL
9146 M@ EME, Hbs K2 Farh It &0 ab 21 e i 31—
ANIE T o0 R S50 i R (R s 4R )25 Ik &5 4
wiEl 3(a) # (b) Frs. KA P LIBLINEAR
SVMECL #:47 4325, FIF One-vs-all Mg il 255 2K
#, B 52Kk 1.000.

5 Caltech-101 %4 4£ A A, PASCAL VOC
2007 FEARTEALE BRI REARIE N, AL H AR E G b
WARIE N IIFR S B, SIGJE R EIE R T — ¢
(PRI E. DALk, AR 12 8 5 5 R A, A SOk
[25] RIS SUZ B, Al TR LES
TR GRS g, BT RS T A
FEAA TR 53, JLRIA le— A B AR . AR i 4R
(1) 2 IR Sl K, e F 2 0 g - 45 s 4 5 $ ik

sJeuphonium [saxophone]

— gramophone
N s - -
7% accordion|mandolin

jsoccer_ball[ Pk 7=

[binocularfumbrella[ H 7 | grand_pianolelectric_guitar|

dollar_billfanchor I H — : -
—— | = & HlJairplanes|helicopter]|
- [watchlmetronome ZI “i )UE Vi Z|car_sidd motorbike
scissors|staplerlwrench ,1‘11»: M LA | fTicetch [sehooner]fe:
ewer|cup|barrel| )t {7 [ — -
—— [ b ]stop_sign]
] |[llama Eds b Elhilvin van
gerenuk|okapi [Jf H —— =:—;.|—|—|
. wxw | o [azsl [flamingo_head[rooster]ibis HR |
e " — [snoopy[dalmation[F H LELES (i tt|pizzal
SHECRE Y KE[ATE |, [pandawild_cat[cougar_body |3 H I Hl]headphone]
r|emTT T e ! [leopards|garfield[cougar_face i T cellphone]
B KA L )??ij: ___________ : [stegosaurus[brontosaurus[Z % H 7 i A Llcamera
IR M e S e —, [brain]faces_easy[faces buddha] A H - 578 [laptop]
[Pl E=1 27 K S PN [sea_horse[pl [dolphin[bass|fi H T
Lo ghi : sea_horse|playpusidolphin|bass| n B [bonsaifjoshua_tree
e vy . [crablerocodile]crocodile_head[octopus LEEY) T [water_lilly[lotus]sunflower
: A M [ [1obsternaulilug[starfish[craylish| T 7h P Sr——
__________________________ . . = [ chairtwheelchailwindsor chais
[kangaroo[beaver[ L H % 4T llamplehandelierlmenorah

o {levalvel
i lcannonl

[butterflyJmayfly[ant]tick[FE. L H
[dragonfly[trilobite[scorpion]

(a) PASCAL VOC 2007 JZ X &5 14
(a) Semantical structure of PASCAL VOC 2007

(b) Caltech-101 2R &5 14
(b) Semantical structure of Caltech-101

K3 HEIREIMRIZXEH
Fig.3 The structure of datasets
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B F: PASCAL VOC 2007 $#i4E: o =
4, vy = {3,7,7,3}, B HBENLIE B I 25 FE A L
2 = 30, B T HREGAE N WESAEA; T f
iR SIFT #5318 £7F; Caltech-101 % 5 4&:
o =12,y = {2,4,14,2,3,2,1,2,4,2,3,2}, 2 =
{1,1,4,2,3,3,1,2,6,2,6,2,6,2,4,12,2,7,1,1,1,1,
3,4,2,2,3,1,1,3,1,1,1,1,1,1,2,3,3,3,1,1,1}. &
SCRFEE X Caltech-101 R 2 IR EERMIAT THES, %
J2 IR G5 R P 2H 2R [R] I 2% FE A AR B S22 ) [R] R M & AH
AR S AR BEARARATE . BEASSEBENLE RS 30 i 41
WA, % PASCAL VOC 2007 1M ={E &8 (1)
PASCAL VOC 2012 23T LU N5 E: 1) LA T
ANERIRTEE. PASCAL VOC 2012 wf, i P4t T
FAERENRMER, IR2 EHSE SR, W
ROI KARZFAAEILA « R T B4t 4 LAt 72
A, MBIM L R Z RN ER A IS5 R, A Re
I8 1E M S AR BT AS 5 f ) 45 SR BY; 2) PASCAL
VOC 2007 BAN A3 PEAN 1250 br i A5 BT
CUE ok 75 oy i % 0 22 2 R R 0. 87 e 5 AN
] o ] 2 o0 MLD 2 R REMI S . 76— & I &
2.13GHz JUk% CPU } 12 GB WAEH) TAFs k4T
S5, 3 )= MLD 4 UASC. MASC M LKZ % 1
2+ 4 )25 5 2 MLD 405018800 1. 2 J2 MASC. 4y
M PASCAL VOC 2007 #1 Caltech-101 [J%F4
) BB X — Y= G A A v s R 1) 1 AR 24 T M
R, BT EUE I T34 73 2Pk B8 5 BT FE I TR) 4330 1
h P Ty M Py, Ty, Hoh, Py =0.58, Th = 0.283s;
P, = 0.741, T, = 0.336s. SZE 45T 1. %
SR AR R, )2 K R MLD 5 vk Bk AT LAY
DEEIEAT IR, AR S PE e W3 R B,
=) MLD AL, RPIANEAE 4R, 52 MLD JHFER
B> > T 62.8% K 57.9 %, SLiFERES 5 1 B
T 70.6% M 67.4%; —Jz MLD JHFER TR 53 71 98>
T 19% ;e 32.7%, FiEmkaem T 38.7% K&
37.2%. Sk, B R BB 4> R AR THE 159
Fy, EL888 0 2 Y 3R A I ) 9 R 0 25 18 . 451
X+ PASCAL VOC 2007 a4k, i 5 N2,
Iy RPEREF AN 1.3 %, I AN FERI N T 190 %,
DRT 1M AN 23 2R P B R R I TR) 1 7 TR 25565 5 R8RS
KH =245

e b ok 5 A G o KT iE AT X B, AL
f£45 BoVWI, SPBoW | 3¢k [32] (Gaussian
expectation-maximization purity, GEMP). 3Lk
[33] (Semantic attribute) M&3CH#R [13] (LLC) 77
. Hrh, BoVW. SPBoW. GEMP A LLC
JZ 8 R Semantic attribute 5 MLD 4 23 3t
R OB, TE G PR O S E A A R
HEFH T35 43 et 3o 55 W00 43 S W 3 43 R A T

MK, BRI ] SIET 5 AE ™ A= 0 i) K 4fs STk
[13] ATk, # Caltech-101 %idis 4 o BEANFE A2
SRR 5,10, -, 30, LRI REA KA
1k 50, SRAHBHE VIR (Mean average precision,
MAP) 1E RPN Ar#ER2. PASCAL VOC 2007 %%
PREERE R4 Kl 4 (a) 53 3 iR, Caltech-
101 Bl Ry Seie 45 R K 4 (b) 5% 4 Jros. A
] PLE H, MLD 5 Semantic attribute [d] 4 £
J2 v SCEE R T, AR R 2 B 73 RAORE T
BoVW. SPBoW & H1 X IR, 1 B 51 AN 2 1 X
JEIRBEM T w7 ROR R, X i S R 18 2 2K
Ir BRI H I S AT A8 2 — 0. Ho,
MLD A7 fz e B BE - BIORG . 3K 08 1 T A3
AT UASC 5 MASC JZR&5, 45/ 7 A58 B in]
L UG ) i ) Tk B 3 R R oy
Heds, WG T AE TR FIAE A I, BASE B
i SRS . 78 S BT Pk ) PASCAL
VOC 2007 #fia e, HARml fE LR R LT
B P AR M7, MLD 5 5 2 B Ll 46 T s 2
UK. ARSCITE Sy ER T E g5 R a3k 2
FoR. SREG A RRW], ASOTTEE A Bl g B
BIPUAIR 3] 1 ] B & SR 00T 0 Tk
# 1 MLD [ 5y P S AR IR S
Table 1  Experimental results on performance and

complexity tests between MLD layers

MLD PASCAL VOC 2007 Caltech-101
JEEC KPERE IR hKMERE WRER
Bz 0.294P; 0.372T; 0.326 P, 0.42175
2 3 0.613P; 0.817T} 0.628 P, 0.673T%
32 Py T Ps Ts
A2 1.015P, 1.67, 1.003P; 2.35T%5
(+1.5%)  (+60%)  (+0.3%)  (+135%)
512 1.013P; 2.9T, 1.007P; 3.67%
(+1.3%)  (F190%)  (+0.7%)  (+260%)

R 2 LBV INER R X L SR

Table 2 Comparing results with some state-of-the-arts

PASCAL VOC 2007 Caltech-101

Lazebnik!") — 0.646 £ 0.008
Perronnin (34 0.583 —
Zhong!3%] - 0.69
Majil3¢] — 0.566 £ 0.008
Bilen[?7] 0.571 0.753 £ 0.68
Proposed 0.586 0.709 + 0.12

AR 7 RS2 ia I, BRAhGR A ity
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0.8
mBoVW! m SPBoW!™! EBovVW!Y  EGEMP® @ LLC™

= GEMP = LLC 07" = Semantic attribute™  CIMLD 1 M
[ Semantic aftribute® £ MLD w061 |

# 0.5F
0

B 04F
9 o3t

ey
0.2F
0.1F

\/i

¥

T ks B

5 10 15 20 25 30

S S > AQ QA& LY
F&F b°i2§°§§i§b \Q,O\z&\ ~o°§>°®~00% é@%@i&\\@ ~ Q&@ ® Number of training images
(a) PASCAL VOC 2007 k#2545 R (b) Caltech-101 H5fiff 432 45 5
(a) Precise classification results of PASCAL VOC 2007 (b) Precise classification results of Caltech-101
= BoVW!I" - SPBoW!"! -o- GEMP#? = BoVW!I -+ SPBoW!! o GEMPP

097 & LLC™ & Semantic attribute®™ — MLD 09 - - LLC™W o Semantic attribute™ — MLD

J
” Q\“’i@‘v@ of &l&é v""\&
(c) PASCAL VOC 2007 B 43 Hs 45 5 (@ Caltegﬁ-l O1 ABHA 432 45 1
(c) Fuzzy classification results of PASCAL VOC 2007 (d) Fuzzy classification results of Caltech-101
Bla  HdmEs e R
Fig.4 Classification results on each dataset
# 3 PASCAL VOC 2007 #2555 56 45 1
Table 3  Experimental results on PASCAL VOC 2007
e Bicycle Train Car Cat Dog Horse Person Sofa Table Chair Bus
BoVWwl1] 0.689 0.707 0.676 0.511 0.687 0.696 0.781 0.348 0.233 0.408 0.445
SPBoW!19! 0.731 0.774 0.72 0.598 0.726 0.723 0.834 0.476 0.212 0.423 0.463
GEMP[32! 0.727 0.805 0.81 0.667 0.758 0.761 0.676 0.409 0.264 0.449 0.507
LLCM3 0.754 0.829 0.811 0.685 0.782 0.794 0.81 0.464 0.318 0.493 0.528
Semantic 077 0842 0824 0714 0812 0801 0842 0495 0379 0532  0.546
attributel33]
MLD 0.784 0.866 0.839 0.723 0.793 0.835 0.859 0.529 0.392 0.575 0.558
e Plane Boat Cow Bird Sheep Bottle TV Plant Motor P
BoVWwI(H] 0.598 0.425 0.196 0.302 0.403 0.121 0.354 0.298 0.436 0.466
SPBoW!19! 0.606 0.483 0.227 0.349 0.452 0.143 0.396 0.323 0.447 0.505
GEMP[32] 0.625 0.476 0.184 0.353 0.448 0.184 0.379 0.316 0.479 0.514
LLCR3 0.668 0.509 0.221 0.387 0.429 0.153 0.402 0.337 0.498 0.544
Semantic 0.694 0524 0208 0409 0446 0205 0435 0349 0501  0.566
attributel®
MLD 0.686 0.557 0.245 0.434 0.472 0.239 0.443 0.353 0.528 0.586

b R A B Xoyi = 1,2, ,48, Bkt BEBLERIOREALL M (15 OC 23 (0 AL AR
GRIN yy,y; € X Ry PATHEBIZRRE, W FEACRESD), S M4 F AL (Area under curve,
G X \y, BICRFTE MR MBI AUC) X4 7 iEbEREIEAT SR iZfi bk, Hoxt
A4 OC Lk, WRRIEM y; S HARTTAT MG R R Ry vk b AT, 5/ 1 % 2 VI ZbE A K 305
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W R A NS U, Mardik - E %
KA NN A VX, € U\A FRIHLESE— e 5
BEIEAG, 2004 Ve W, LR R b A4
i=1,2,---,Q, Q NEIE LB KT
Caltech-101 ##s4E, V. = {10, 20, 30,40, 50, 60},
W. = {5,10,15,20}; %+ PASCAL VOC 2007 %
4, V, = {5,10, 15,20, 25,30}, W, = {5, 10, 15}.
SSHEMIWAE N {(z,y)|z =50,y =5,z € V,,y €
Wt 5 {(z,y)|lz = 25,y = 5,2 € V,,y € W,} It}
WA AR5y 2K RE, SEER S5 R anlE 4 (¢) A1 (d) B,
TSR PT I, AR SCARES AR eI 45 3, INAER 5
Hhh i Caltech-101 £dli 4 “sh#” Hh GBI 2>
He B NSEER S5 Fnl Jn, ASCHE B MLD J7ikAE
KM T EA Tk XA W T MLD Jrik
T A I b s S R e B bSR3 2001 R
RBESEIG A 73 e it 4R 5, Wik T BoVW J7ik
R4 [ 4 XN Caltech-101 SEHETR

Table 4 Experimental results for Fig. 4
WIZRFE AL 5 10 15 20 25 30
BoVWwIH] 0.372 0.454 0.469 0.473 0.485 0.512
SPBoW[?  0.396 0.472 0.481 0.495 0.514 0.537
GEMP[32] 0.405 0.466 0.473 0.486 0.492 0.53
LLC[R3 0.426 0.443 0.462 0.494 0.506 0.552
Semantic
0.483 0.506 0.564 0.579 0.592 0.631
attribute!®?!
MLD 0.531 0.587 0.633 0.646 0.677 0.709

# 5 Caltech-101 BHR4E “ah¥)” FBRABM 43245 0
Table 5
“Animal” from Caltech-101 dataset

Fuzzy classification results of category

X A\X; AUC
8, 5, M, A, Bde, A, fa, R, RE, R, 1, &, BE410.852
B, 5, M, Al B, A, fa, R, R RE, fa, 4, BR4R10.843
o {EE, M, A, 2, A, fi B, R, 8, fa, %, R410.845
A {3, R, S, R, BJe, A, B, R R, fa, %, BRR10.831
B {E, B, S, M, BJe, A A R, R R, fa, %, BR4R10.825
Rk {36, 8, 9, f, 4, A, 1, R, By W, fo, %, B4} 0.843
N {36, 8, 9, M, A, B, fa, W, R, N, fa, %, R4R10.784

fi {3, B, &, M, g, B, A, R, B R, fo, 4, B4R10.864

BO{F, B, S, Ay, i, 20k, A, f, B, R, fa, 4, B4E}10.753

B {2, B, 9, f, A, e, A fa, W ORIE, f, %, R4} 0.861
{26, 8, 5, A ROk, A, ) R, B fe, &, B 0.833
o {5F, B, 5, N, 2k, A, f, B R, A, 4, BR4-10.821

% {5, B, 5, M, 0, RO, A, f, B, R, R, fa, B4-10.887

BA {3, ) M, A, B, A, fa, W, RA R, B, %) 0.792
Ty 0.831

H
b

52 R HAR AT BRI 2Rl S 26T I R A sl B A
SCHR [33] SRz R LI AL, DL, ASCER K

MLD J7idxt R 73 FIUAT 7 545 (1 7r SR IERE.

3 it

&/ NIE V€ ik SAPIICE SISy ]
A GIZ I, ARG R R R R e . 1%
JHEAMEX R i B8 0 R B AT B e vk, X
TR MR R AT . AE 2 R RS R,
BRI G SCRH R G SO R 2 YN R A
TIAEA [0 3 A T B A, A 20 S 1w S PR A
BTN SR . SEER AT RR Y], A SCER 0
BRI RIPERENL T LW ITTTA.
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