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Status and Development of Transfer Learning Based Category-Level

Object Recognition and Detection
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Abstract Category-level object recognition and detection are the fundamental problem in computer vision, which aims
to solve the challenges of identifying and localizing interested objects in a static image or dynamic video stream. For small-
scale data set based category-level object recognition and detection tasks, the key issues and challenges are interwoven,
such as model overfitting, class imbalance and cross-domain feature distribution shift. In this survey, we first introduce
the research status of transfer learning theory, and then we focus on discussing and analyzing of the research approaches
and cutting-edge technologies of how to solve the challenging problems encountered in small-scale data set based object
recognition and detection applications. The research emphases and prospective technical development trends are also

proposed at the end of this paper.
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Fig.1 Concept illustration of transfer learning process in machine learning
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AR 11 76 22 1A B D 1 O R T AR L 25 5 SVML 43
Ags, 2012 £ PAJE ILSVRC 1568 % [ BN 5 VEER 2
TR CNN BB, PERE A3 i 35 2@ s 1
) CNN [k R a5 A Hop BB fb R, B
SREET R B AR AR CNN BLAY iy 4y (4 H5
TS T AR m A SRR R, (H 2 LR AR A
JEBREE CNN B85 T A, 1 H CNN B4
E R TR A 2 HBPERBAR AL . 55 Ab, FE YR 2,
YIZAF BN R CNN BEAUNGE B8 Y TR AE 7
AR B ARSI YRR AT 55 R, R >
PRI 51 ARG R R ek, FEAREREE CNN AR
EURIIIEZ 0 o RN R € SN RN SR i e e T
i — 2 o 5 SUSERR AT 53 11 22 SR RN 2 A0 A AN P A 46
S5 e vl B Y ) AR A B L

2) AR LA 5 L IR

AR, FEZE W ARG T e, LA 52
() 7735 0] DAY SR BT B B O ) O R B TR
CNN BRI E RS, BT g 8h i 12 2900
ARG 5 325 AR AS T A 67 SR 4036, 2013 4F 2
FERE CNN BRI %S E# ZR (Selective search)
FeARM) R-CNNS BHe e iy B, (6152851 % 14
R i A — A~ A R 4.

%5 ILSVRC K545 300

Table 5 Image classification methods in ILSVRC!®]

TEIRAE Y pae =i He# Top-5 43 K% BT AR

2010 SVM St 2 28.2% LBP+SIFT FHE. Rz REtEmit + i ikgmig. SVM 732

2011 SVM A 25.8% R4 4R 5254 . Product 4k, SVM 433

2012 AlexNet[61] T4 16.4 % {1 7 ReLU R4 MEiiG o £4 00 Tanh il Sigmoid BT,
i T HE &R Pooling. ffi ] T 4dE4EY 1 FI Dropout A

2013 ZFNet!0?] BE 11.7% Ui o AN 10D =20 U RN E e i e S N P o SN B wm iy
PHHRH T e G E  RBER L

2014 GoogLeNet[63! 4 6.7% T 1 x 1 3%FF Inception 45#4. {fiJf] Average pooling %
7 Fully-connect

2014 VGGIe4] W2 7.3% il T Conv-pool-fully connect {kZRZ5#), H G812 b irfy B
B2 3 X 3 K/

2015 ResNet 0] THH 3.57% FIARZESEH . KB CNN FEEREEME CNN £ B ARR (6 i)

2016 Ensemble CNN ik % 2.99 % FGEE CNN AR A8 BN AR &

models
2017 SENet!6¢] % 2.25% 4 Squeeze-and-excitation fH. U HSEE A 2 7] (A1

AR FHAEE b E
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I JUAE, BT CNN REAY () 28 51 e ) 1R A6
W75 YA W] DAGY R A4 32 205 )

1) BTk X (Region proposal) Fl¥E
JE CNN 22K W B B (Two stage) ¥ ff Il
¥, L FRYE T/EA R-CNNIE8l | SPP-NET!® | Fast
R-CNN[™ | Faster R-CNN[™ #1 Mask R-CNN!"2
ot

2) RF WU RS I B 4 ok [l I3 )RR R — By
Bt (One stage) #{K 4 M 77 %, REMW TIEFR
YOLO!™=™  SSDI™ = G-CNNI7 F1 RON7 &,

EASHE t, H T XA 1) SR A A 0 AE 28 77
EZER, SHEEW R RS AT, Pk B ARk
D7 5 B HERR 3 S 0, T — B By A A ) 3 ) A
I 2 5 A

R 6 HIHANATS b T S R A I Yk, X6
BB R AT T R A. AR, Wik
A 0 535, 1) 1 B BB Y A — W By it ok TR
CNN AL AL S A = BB A R 48, I
H R AEIN G I A A2 ) i 25 F R R B
T ot rEae. Ha, FENGHEARNE .. AT
U552 BR AN 5 ek 4 S 0L T, 3 TR CNN 91k
A 7 2 PR R S BB R P B Ak, BRI, BT
RIE CNN FE 5 > 128 5 2 (s i & — MR
A ST 7 1]

2 KA FERIEMIIBE SRR A

a3 AR N SR 2 2 B S AR ) A ) % i,
TER M1 (Skewed class distribution) f%(HE
L0 BN ZRor 2 2 T 305 5 2k i A O 1) 1 7 43
Jedn, R H BRI HCRE 22 B AR 2R S 1 00
it S AR EIIGERRR. HE, WR DB
A AR A LI T 2 B, XA
i 1) P B 2 e R 2 TE 3 L. Weiss[™®! 45 H, #L
A ] P 2O 0 FE SR R AS P RN 2 4 0 AN
P A L. AT SR B, SRR P e
()25 FAR I GRINAT AT (it f2 08 50 i IR Y A AR,
SRR AR B 1 LU e . AL AN T4
T8 1 2 IE Y 2R A et ™ 2 A il L E £ I R A
LB A, RIS R, Tk
H B R RN AR, B A A B e
Z. Ik, 2RAA KRG (Discriminative) 75zl
SRy AR, 4 AR5 1) T4 2 LB I 2R A
ZRCRMPRES, X/ B 88 TOvE A IR 51
PR T IARR AR S5 5, 24 R A DO 7 Ll
/RO il Erd i MR | ey e S e [ N e
By A REEAE rpp2 3, 1 27 1 A A DU A U 25 T
(A S DX Rt AL R R . R T U B ) 17
FEA R Ui 2 T IEFEA B, Y25 R i (R 4G

6 S AR I 5

Table 6  Typical object detection methods
LS iRl DR el BB AR
DPMI67] HEgmiien| HOG HHiE. FHE S IEUTHL . 2 2 BT 2, O R AR T SR (A8 S 2 A0 A 0 ARG
R-CNNI68l P BOE BT %R (Selective search) FyEmgIXIga L . I CNN IREERHE . FEIEAE [R] )9 5 {7
SPP-NETI6*] PR BOE BT R-CNN 53, TR E M2 2 IS ) 4 B b 4540 . 32 77 A (R e e (ol B2 A
AT
Fast R-CNNI™] [Li5ie=e7S Uit 7 SPP-NET J5i, &t 7—Fp ROT pooling itk /ZE5H . $2 i1 ZAL55 ik s BUSAH, K43 2840
JRNIIAE ] JH R R S5 G 5 —22)
Faster R-CNNI71] T B Uit T Fast R-CNN 5%, #8H T RPN (Region proposal networks) %%
Mask R-CNNI72! [ Wt Faster-CNN 7%, ¥ ROI_Pooling JZ2#:#u T ROI_Align, 74 % FCN 2 (Mask 2) 1
TSGR, i RPN M4 A: it H ARMEIEAE, FEXTEEAS H ARG AE HEAT 43 JF WAl AT AE [l 5 5 o7
YOLO[™3 —Br Bk T RGN 4R E BT . ke A BERID—(L 3] 448 x 448 B Z SN, RISFEE R 7 X 7 [i%, @it
CNN $RIURFAE, FLHETII A P A% A 04 S AE AR AR A1 A PR 2R 0 1 '8 A5 2, CNIN IR 1] P-Relu
YOLO 900074 — Bk SR Darknet-19 {E AR 45 . #IH—1k (Batch normalization) FiAMER. SR mi b B2
E CNN #i8, fEEAUZ M 1] Anchor boxes
SSDI7s! — Bk TEARFBZH Feature map FHOUY A& X, fith &AL Default boxes Aetr, FlH/NEFZHE
AT IIHEALFR A M
G-CNNI["! — Bk e I 53y 2B N 22 ROBE R R A%, 38 T At 25 AR R 1 A )
RON!77] — P By %117 Reverse connection %54, it 241441 5 M BUKE A 1L T Reverse connection., Objectness

prior FH At
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¥ 15%

M IARZE Gy i A m i v B2 T A

LA, HLas2 > GUEE G2 A P2 > )8
BT T KRS IR, He 25700 SF2ARF-45 4 14
TR GR A BE R A T — AN B AT R 2
. SCHER [79] R EA B AP 2 ) o =
FIE B2 HRgE (Dataclevel) Jrik. S
(Algorithm-level) J AR AU (Cost-sensitive)
T T BARGOIE” M, TR ]
DB GRFE A B 3 R A (Over-sampling) FX}
Z RN HGAEAR K RFE (Under-sampling) 5 #
B2 0T A R RS 0. Zhou 2500 5@
I e T B R B (Random over-sampling,
ROS) F1RHL X K #: (Random under-sampling,
RUS) HELEN AR (Cost-sensitive) i 25 K]
SO, SO (81-83] i T AT AR AR
B RAEFE AR (Synthetic minorities over-sampling
technique, SMOTE) J— &5 J& F K ik A
SEf e . R4 ROS. RUS fil SMOTE £ AR AL f#
PR X AP 1) 0 B A T B AR, (H2 T
PRS2 AT ) R AR VR AR A B X B8
EROTIE” RV, R0 RS BT AT
ORI Er% 5 €1 S S P el o T = | A v e S it
fit (Adapt) MW R AR P . X1 R A s
FE ME, FEREEENGBAL R DB
GBI o B — MR AE, T h 2 B U R B
I3 He— N/ NAL .

2 H wiM IR, FEVLARS: ) BB AT S )2 1, FIH
T2 ) fR LA -2 > ) B ST SR B /D
Al-Stouhi 25834 # T—/ Rare-transfer &5, il
o 51 T 2 H5 25 i AR T PR 1 A D 22 R 1 Sk A
AKCE U SGH . SCHR [84] R B4R i, Rare-
transfer 85— NMELBITBAER T LA
ST ) AP SRR, Ve SR R B B R A 1) 2 S
ARIZHR . SCHR [85] FEEA A A PRI T
Ik S FE AU G 2E S AR PERE. Wang
SEB6] PR T —Fh TP A 1E Y (Balanced dis-
tribution adaptation) AR EE T W 4RI 8 o
A B b T 0 2% 4 A1 R A4 O A 28 S R R 2R
P TR AT R Pk A SOk [35] $R it T — AR B
g HERE, ] TR o 2 50 s ) i R vy T
FE RN o010 APl i) 2, HOKBRE Bl T rd
HITIE AR . Su 0T BT & Y R AL
ZUIAUEARSE T 4 Fh O VAR IR A AR
X B 18 M IE kiR > (Adaptation regulariza-
tion transfer learning) ¥k, H HAE UCT %%
e N B e SIS R | T o R N RS
P

TE) PR 1) 5 A T 450, B AR SOk [67—68]

T HE 7B (Hard negative mining) 254 374
M &L (Support vector machine, SVM) W) i ¥E7E
PV S5 A T YNGR HS T R0 23R v 1) 0 A A T
2%, AERXE B A2 45 A TE 3 UE T AR AT
i 2 N W R B SR AT 55, BI DB ikt
ARWECR AR EIE i (Scarity), HIgH T2
BRI GAEAT 5 8 A e e R . Xty
A N rh 1 B 288 48 6 1l 1) A, SCRR [88] g
H T — RUS-SMOTEBoost JyE k| 2h 2585 9
FEH T YRR 0 P00 2K 0 B, BT — 1
boosting 1A &R H An ek 1 22 B Ak
i1 RUS SRAf, XD BEEII A A 3T SMOTE R
FE, PAPRIETE R 4856 AP it > SMOTE jz58 1
FHEH.

e T M 27 3 0 2R P A 1y 4 R 51 55 A8 )
J7 1D, SCHR [89] X 28R4 114 10 B 40t 4k 3 K7 1)
L BT — R AR 2L [ 23 )42 ) (Closest com-
mon space learning, CCSL) &%, i od 5] A B4
775 & (Latent domain variable) 3R fiF 403 Py Al
U [R] ) bR B NG A5 B, R BRI KR A T
AT ] B AT S AR 123 18] 2 ) . Tsai 25001
P T A Z BRI %Y (Domain constraint
transfer coding, DcTC) 5%, %58 i 325 98
I B AU B 2 (R Y Oy 1A > — AN LR B R AE
ZS 1), HRE ) 40008 B A4 2. Wang 2601 M
Geitern R T AP 40 1 3G Y. (Balanced
distribution adaptation, BDA) ¥k, n] PAH &N
A AT 5 5 m R A 00 [R] 2 2k 43 A RN AR AR O AT
225, RJGET BDA SyAER T A4 43 1
i@ (Weighted balanced distribution adaptation,
W-BDA) 3%k, H TR B ko mAa
S A AR SRR [92] H B0 A R v g S e ok
ANSPA R, $ TR N LA S > )
T, B A SRR ) U S5 RN H A ek i I 5
FEAN LA B — SR A, SR 5 0 ST R 1)
T T8 F55 1 L A 95T 0T 5 4910 AN A ok 5 68 v o
B—#a “AH” BB AR, @il o
AN A S 43 B — S A BRI AR, R H 330
A TrAdaboost Sk &—5 550 Fml gt 2 .
SCHR [89—92] AN Ty A SR ik T HAE
KA AR TR Hh A R

L5 LR, AP N RIS > S B
FEAR R HRGHESS, JUH G D & A A T F 2 >
SEYA R BV 2k i ) E B AR, X AR AR
RS TR ST, 53 Ak, TR Mg
AN R TR 3] 55 A T 9 32 AR rp A 8 1 52
BRI RFAE AT 7% 1) 28 3 2000 1R B E, XT84 5%F
ANPA S W AARAS D 7 TS BRI 2R/ L.
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3 BOEHENTERKIBE IR X

5 TR ) P T S R Y 2P ok A T
Sy R R 25 (R 22 5. TR, SR RE 2 ) R dtiaad
B P ) — S B TF AR 2 B T A e s ) 1
WORRAS AL S5 . (AR, SUsaE LY & TR
>J A0 32, DNVEETBE 5 AUk ] A A 201
ANRMEAE S F RS 22

3.1 [E#M4¥F{EIiT#H (Homogeneous feature
transfer)

TEP AR TR 5 A I S v, (R AR Y 7 S0
i VR S AN H AR G0 R AT B BRI 4 A YA ).
BURS, 2R 7R P A3 A H A S0 3 400 44 1 AR A 1) o 4
FHIA], PIARFRAE 2 11 ) 22 57 E 2 BB N e 22 7k
FEC BIAAAEAL A As i . KR o PR E s K R s
FrbESE.

SCHR (93] HER T — AN B X FRERAE AR
27 5] SVE T G ) 22 SR (AR B, i AR A
F Davis #1915 Big E =43 (Information-
theoretic metric learning) J73:4 2% 3 FHAFAS 46 bR
B SCHER [95] TR TS AT E AR AR 4 7 B
[B] FEAL ) 7 SR 2 16 W ¥ (Continuous manifold
adaptation), % 5 AR & —A> B AR S AL A 5 40
W ERE RAET H ARSI ) — AR ) 125 1R L
SCHR [96] $E i T —F HE VS50 SVM (Adap-
tive structural SVM, A-SSVM) 85 H T4 B
AT NI, ) B 325 T v B o AR [ U 45 7 YA $ s —Fb
JC B AT AR 53k, SCHk [97) R T — A
RIE TR 2% (Deep transfer network) HEZL, FE%
JE A 28 ) 245 ) T 3 S )RR 4 A DR IS, O LA B
SR 22 S AR A B FR R SR A R R AT TR
iE. Yang %% $# i1 74> Boosting HE% T £
AR 3] Ty i, 38 AR H 2 ) ZRRIE R R R iR e
T B e 3 B 4 A . SCRR [99] w1 — R
FEIE I M 2% DAN, FHREE CNN L H 3] 1 4 b,
H1. £ DAN 1, GAME S BB ERIE R R B i AL AR
#% Hilbert 23 [A] h AT PLRL. Yan 201000 ik 7 —
A KAl T 408 . (Maximum: independence
domain adaptation) By, T MATIEERAE 2% >
Wi RAC SRS RRAE, - ELAE it 40 3 22 2 ) AR 530 I
FH R S A R IEAT T RAIE. Long 20101 47
TP T B Y SRS Y, A IR A 2
2% A 2R 2 1) YR S 3 1| 5 B0 AN T AR 2 1 H
BRI 25 i v ] sp 2 2] 43 e AN ml DAIE RS 1Y)
fIE. SCHR [102] J T 17 ) #2890 28 0 % Bt =01 250
VESE T — b o B ) e o Bt ik 42 I 2% DANN,
A] DA R FRAE 5 A R FIRS B I Sk AT B A |

%. Long %1% PR 2 Ak A (Hilbert
space embedding, HSE) FlEt & & KiL-Fiy =R
HEN] (Joint maximum mean discrepancy, JMMD)
T — MBI N M 4% (Joint adaptation net-
works, JAN), i H B YN 2R vk de R Ak
5.6 A H bR e A JMMD B2 6. SCER [104]
1t Faster R-CNN HEZL T Y 1 U S A0k X I
A i (Domain-invariant region proposal, DRP) [
o, FTSLpIRT RS AR > SEIL T S U ) AR A
SCHR [105] 2t 7 s MR g e =X el 1
¥, 4 AR e (Domain transfer, DT) FlfhRTE
(Pseudo-labeling, PL) Fy# vk N LA S HEAKT
RN Rl S R R S YW I B % /LN walll ]

F T XICHR [93—105] PR DT YA HEST T
YHFIEGY, IR AR AR S R Y T2
LT FRI G B SR B ) 0 A TR 1 S A,
HOR BE R 22 W 28 TR AR IE RS 22 S I S B HEF R R 2
ANHE K B, BT R A RRAE AT A% B4 0 A DU 5 A
AR WS R R, X AT B L AT A
R R A S B IR LA A K AR
3.2 HRWHEFEE#H (Heterogeneous feature

transfer)

TEP A I S A I B o, SRR AR ) 2
TR AT B BRI 1) e AR HE EURN 2 05 07 ¥ 58 4 AN
). — Ok UL, SARHME T B RYETE i, B
T T A RRAE 23 TR ) AR R 551 5 A6 4 55 Kulis
081 B T ScEk (93] A T HAR S T A
R FRFAEAS 27 >) B9k, RS VIR SR H
B ST A R AR AE RO — . SCHR [107] 505 57 4 43
S Y ) A, B T — A A RRAE D (Heteroge-
neous feature augmentation) J5y%, 1% 7 V&R E 40
RN H B A B AN 5] ) R A B G 21— A S [R]
TA5[A], DARGR I8/ 5 S AR Al 23 11 1 22 . Xiao
2 1108] FF Hilbert-Schmidt 7 7 24 i WK H b %
4% (Target kernel matrix) Fl{FE & %4 (Source
kernel matrix) BJ-FHFEFEATVCHL, PAMCRE B Aréiieg
B8 Tl B A Y 0TI ) A AL S, () s P 0 e A
P > — ARSI 8. SCIR [109] $8 40 T —1N
St AR & EHE (Cross-domain landmark selection)
SR T A S B, 1% B AT AR 5 S
B PR HRE JH T 26 s S A A8 B R AIE 725 ().

8 X 3CHk [106—109] YT A AT TIH
YN ZE, AR A ] DA SRR R T A A
>JERVTE ) AR TR ) 5 e I 45U g . R E EEAR K, H
BRI 9 5 AR TR AE W) (R TR I 45, HL 3= 2E0R
A WA =2 . Si4h, T R
FHEFN 3 A0 AT 55 R R B 5 ), A R AR I
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Table 7 Homogeneous feature transfer based object recognition and detection methods
7S Uik BRRER igﬁﬁ{iﬁﬁ R W AR R
7
1 [93] 2010 Symm A PRI R ) PRGBSI R BE S . KNN £33, RETESA
iy Office #idfidi
2 [95] 2014 CMA e T A > PR LA B AR, SUSRIE Y S . KNN I
SVM £
3 [96] 2014 Supervised ARERETEY, TR BN BENME A SVM. S5 EUR— B & M 451k
DA-DPM, BRI SVM., Bl A8 JE AR i1 B [ Ty v
Self-adaptive
DPM
4 [97] 2015 DTN Joi A TR ) PR BT . BT R AR T AR
U . 1) 5
5 (98] 2015 BMFL Jo i BT RS 2 ) Wik Boosting HEpAE> . HeF LI H HiD# mSDA,
SEBINAL
6 [99] 2015  DAN To B R AS 2 PIRHR B BT 2RSSR (MK-MMD) 1)
R TE ) ) 2%
7 [100] 2016 MIDA, SMIDA LGB siFEH:>], 2 PR # 2% 3. Feature augment. % T Hilbert-
Mo R R RS ] Schmidt 57 PEE N Y B AR S5 1Y
8 (101] 2016 RTN Jo B BRI R 2 ) PR aRE SR | o ME MMD JE o AlexNet
A RTN
9 [102] 2016 DANN To M BT R 2 ) PIRTEGN IABEEE R PR EE () AT 2 45 . T4t
K% (Adversarial training)
10 [103] 2017 JAN Jo i BT RS 2 ) YRR BT IREE CNN BB GUEE B . JMMD o)
I
11 [104] 2018 Domain adap-  JCHB T2 YRk DPR M4, 3T H-divergence Fig &1 T4
tive faster R- R Srva s Es Ok = willE7
CNN
12 [105] 2018 DT+PL 55 PR T A ) YA AN A RO B L G AR 0 225 1 7 I B
HEA U LY.
R SR SRR TRz At 0L /LS RV RST AU DR
Table 8 Heterogeneous feature transfer based object recognition and detection methods
o Y > 22 ST T
X RRER ;zgﬁﬁjﬁ‘ i G IR
1 [106] 2011 Arc-t A B T A PIARRS] SRR IR AR Oy v L R AR e S T
eSS
2 (107] 2014 HFA, SHFA HFA: IR ESY WERs BSUma: SIHELL . AT RAIR] 2 3] 4% s BOR
2], SHFA: > |ffi B s 5 pesr
T3]
[108] 2015 SSKMDA MR BRI RS2 ARG BT B ALV SUOE
(109] 2016 CDLS A R BRI RS2 ARG AR ) B U landmarks O Az B BUE A

AT 2510

o7 > BRSAEM R AN AR AT AR A DL 3.

AR 2 KRNI ) SRl 2 > ik
A 40 R KR Ak 15 T 00 A TR 3 388 3 P A A 22
ST, (HR X e 5 iR 4R 2 HOR T AR 2 i s

2977 2, B E AR I 2 B i AR 407 U8R
ey 4 U R R e A A IUBAR K B H A
Sk YN B et o AR A7 2RI, R e ey e
> RS el 5 T AT B L K S B0 IR L 58
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BB R RRSR. H AT, KR AR AL s ) 1 B
FEBEA DL, Zhao S0 F2 T —AMELIT R
HE SR T g e [ g 60 S5 A USRI B ) AT, (L2 A ]
) AR R 2R T 0 FAE LT RS o ) I SCAZ R
B SCHR [111] e 17— ELE A S HER
TR (Agent) [B]HAZH., 457 HiRfLa: >
W IE Ao ) IR TAE LR 22 > 1 — PR R DL 3C
Hk [112] RS B 205 3082 > R AR AR I 9 A7 IH 4 o
R, 3/ T —RIE L L TEMAR LR R AL
Herg 2] Ik, WA 2aE A W7 HOR SR S FRAE AL
PR, AR TR NI

4 TWEEMEIRE IMRTIE

JEAFSK, 3T VRIEAE S W0 U R Iy
U T AR IS0, (L8 )y O R A
A TG B X R R LB O 1 4 5. 1
2, AER SR NSRBI STk, AR LIS A
SO (5 e BRI = 4 15 5 AR, o
TRIMA R, = RO B 5
WYRFIEHIA T Web [ BT /M. 24
PRI IR LI, VIS BES) T LA, B
FE VISR PR, (e R 103 1L
YRS, T, ARV PR T 5 AR
KI5 R R 55T 75 40 B2, SR
T 55350 . SBUERS A S HOT RS T DA AR
P

11 BESES

ZALS5 ] il A A A S AE L A AL 55
A AR, (A A S I 2 M 55 IR Y 2
PEREST, W 2 Fr7R. T 2ALS5 54 2090 [ H ARG
W ZAME S5 B AR Y L SR E RS, A SOR A i

{7555

— R

G| wgaos || s :gz>

a2 | g2 || PV
S —

fE%m| NEHE m || BN i

Fo22 S IR, XT 22 MR 55 AR A AT 551
BRSSP AR T 55 4G I W] DARE R — M55, 2
R4 22 ) LR B G IR 2 AR e as Ei b B
MY S — PR S R R T 4T

Ghifary 2518 T —Fh AT 45 H 2% i 2
(Multi-task autoencoder), nJ PATE i 45477 14 15 51
B B ARz AL RE ). SCHR [114] & T —Fp 2
UACTRIE ZAT: 5527 2 S, T R 4R 3] (151)
w: @R T FoR AN ER ) S, %
VAL (Visual tree) #5500 50 FAHA
PR TP & (Atom object) 255432k —4H, PALL
H ZhARIH ZAME 55 1 3 4. Torralba 25015)
FT GentleBoost 2557 > FIP SRR AL 55 3 A 4548
T —Fh 2 AL 55 R AR e B 2 AU Y 53 JointBoost,
ET I R SL IR e g s 2 R 2 A Y
PR AT 55, %7 38 1 A 22 W A 28 0] 1) -4kl =2
FRAE R 52U AR T /R AR A R 1) 455 24 1 40 6 XU
If B3 TR R . Sk [88] #E Torralba
2 05) T AR Emd b, AT BA RIS BAAI S>3
GRASLIT HT =4 S a2 2 A .
Li 2016) BLpaiey 4 ey AR H 1) 4 23 o 22 190
IR T PSS IR AR A T
ZAT 5527 ST HE B S I SR8 43 1R e 2 P A
Z IR N TEAR M. SCHR [117] 38 T — ol i 21 ity
M Z AT 5524 2 T vk, W LA 28 2] ik AT A
Chu M8 T —FHE T 25 R EER M4
W) 285 B R X 1% 22 (Region-of-interest voting)
F AR I HE S, 2 T A5 45 R A 28 ) 28 A5 28 ]
DAL SR [R] 4 22 40 @ v i e A E. Lu 4019)
P T — M Z B MR A AR5 2 TR, %
T R AT AR X g ) B RRAE, AT DAERE 2
ASHFHACLER) 23 A 55 SL 2 AR AR SCHR [120] $24h T

L%
i

o)

|

f£55 1 e e

A
2 | g2 || i

FESm | WNHLIE m

I| ) l‘ Il

|

K2 HALS5eE2] vs. AL ) idAE

Fig.2 Single task learning vs. multi-task learning process
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L
=2

Eihd 45 %

— MR A RN 2 A5 I AR TGS Y
PRRGI, F1) FH 224155 27 > TR NG B i R o A B 48 A
B LA KA THEI%E G . Zhang 202U 2T
— PP ZAT 55 A R T8 (Multi-task correlation
particle filter) J7 3%l TH AR ERER N, Hh Z24E
55 AH KU FH Z2 AN R AR 1 YA S PR B A
27 S R KB

4.2 BT

WIZR% B = 52501 73 JEa% 13 406 R A m] DA
A S YT A2 — LE LR PR H ARk i) 11 25
BB 7 ok Tk, T H L3R P2 5
TR AP 22 N, BTS2t i
PRI INBT TSR, B RMELE T A A o s “f
J” B SEBIR 38 H AU Ein 4, (] A Rio it
TR R SCHR [122] 1530 22 J) R i 4k it
3 W A 20 D N R i 4 ) A, o AR EL A AT %
) 1k 0] rp LA TR S B B ] A i P AR 5
BT 3, 97K T B M A S I 2k Rt S RS
Zhang %% $2 T —FhECT N LA ML OIIT RS2
2T AR Ik, A AR A IR U A
PRI Grpe AR N LA i — 2o A, SR 51
SRS I 2O e AR ST S A N LA
NGRS AT RSB E] H AR
4.3 SEER (BLIRAKRETH)

TE 5 Sk 22 ) AR THU I A Y 45Tk
Fr TR A AN A I 255 T DA AL, S,
QnAn] 1) 3% 2 A 174 Y AR B A /D 1Y) H A e
FEAS YIS iz AL fig ) S 47 Y B AR e B Al 2 — MR
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Xu 00 Fen AR L ER A 07 Homp BR T
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1= 4 R = o N | e N T N S T == 0
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B G TP AR R AT 55 . IE IR bR As rp Al &
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