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Probabilistic Graphical Model for Robust Point Set Matching
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Abstract
under Bayesian framework, with regression for estimation of transformation and clustering for establishment of correspon-

In this work, we propose a combinative strategy of regression and clustering for point set matching problems

dence. The structure of matching problem is represented by a hierarchical graph model and the matching uncertainty is
approximated by a coarse-to-fine variational inference algorithm. Furthermore, Gaussian mixture models are proposed for
the density estimation of heteroscedastic regression noise and spurious outliers in the scene, and the isotropic or anisotropic
covariance is imposed on each individual mixture component in terms of the transformed model points. Experimental
results show that the proposed approach achieves comparable performance to the state-of-the-art matching algorithms in

both robustness and accuracy.
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Fig.1 Illustration of point set matching between model

and scene

o RBORUE, s ER VLG i) A AE R AR DA LA
NIULATTIL 1) FEPTNRRIE AR S 2 18], T AT
R RUR A 9% R )RR O% 2R 1R e e A 6,
JIT CAAE AR T WS o B w20 R g T o st
VRS RS R TR R AR 2) T AN A R
ik R B H AP o it X 2 B X — 1L AR
O, DA MR SRS 38 1) 5 V0 K 26 B U AR HEA T
ARER, DRAUE BRI o8 AL T I HERAPE; 3) A5 5K B N
PN I TR AT B S A A KR I B A A T ISR
P XL TP DR B AU S 1 s S D P f1 A E.

N T SERRIX L ), AR T R TR
A5 R )R 11 51 2 B 5 BRI 23 i AR 45 45 1R DL P S s
ZITEGIN— A (AR AR AN AR RS & 2 ]
SEIRAR, RATE 23 M [R] U 0 3R SR g ol 2 i ) e v
IIMTITER B s B2 VL. — 7T, 1% R 22
EPTRI SR SRR AR ) AT R
IR ZR, AT LA IR U 7 v A v G S R R 2 Tl £
WS R EG 5 — T, DA R AR SR PR SR D e e
ERRL L, X35t SR R RUECRR T, XA
RN S RRAS T — D Tz rp R A R 2

135 AR I AE (023 ) o 1 AR B ANAZ,
SE b ) AR R ) R L AR bR 2 AE SRS AR T AR 2 B
(K167 B BEATARBREEORT. 2 XE B se e, FATRI A
R P T 14 e ) 2 ) 38 R A1 o S5 AR e ) AR R T
S R AR AT I, IR, AR BET [ ) 2 5
Ja, T LA FLOHT R A2 e 2 HOREAS IR 5 S5 51 v 1]
ARV E), JE R R L. Wk, HEIH
B A2 I ME S R R g A, iy SEBL Ay
SRS HIULAC. BEAh, WA IR 73 5] P P e i T
ErASERS 0] U ek R £ W 7 A 7 55 A R R R LR AT
AT, LA B 5 5 22 M R 25 7 0 n e S DL G
R,

PIAS R 22 TR AR DG e e, 7T DA R A 1) B 5
RN R S SWGHZ R T AR
FEBEAT IR R B3 A R SR

p(SIM) = / (S TIMPTHT (1)

2R T (13 E D RE SRR AR 1) A 21137 5
SUERI 2R IR, € n] AR I 55 05 J3E AR 2SR 52 Ik
SRR BARE . AEARSOh, BAHZ R T R
NIEEv .

T(M) = AM + BB(M) 2)

X, A BT AR FE B 1 o(M) 45l 2R
i £ K 48 (Radial basis function, RBF) HIACE I
BT K, MRS AR R BE . 067 5 A8 kB



44y HFE KA BT MR B ) R SR BE T VAT 697

A, B EMN A PG FoRUMR AN, 2
fR A, XA R B SR B T SO A A
(Generalized additive models, GAM) [ JHAH43 2|
(¥, B2 GAM B A Bk W2 — M 20 JE 2
PEIEDE 3B TR, )2 W ] T 2 dE AR 4 1 3T 1)
REI34=351 9 o e WS R 0T DA R Ay 7 5 A ke
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Fig.2 Directed acyclic graph representing the
probabilistic point set matching (The upper part is the
subphase of regression and the bottom part is the

subphase of clustering.)
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JET Beal [ JHARIOL (7 AR AL A HORER
A LUZAT BEAT 43 1%, SRJ5 FEAEAE— 51 LI TR 2
Bv. 4 g B S, £7 A M q IFEE NG R
BHE S5 %, AT AR WA A (78 53 5 bk
AT LLRIR N
J
5, = diagv) + > (A;(q))ME;M"
j=1
J

o[ oA @ (X - BEM) — )= M)
(9)

:—th:', Ej = qiag([71j772jv"' 77Kj])7 X E(J% k ﬁ”
TCHEIE &, M Ik BITTEE my, (M) B k
LS ®(my,). i EERE A 15 M B 7 22 2
—AND(D +1)(D + 1) 4ERIR fHFE.
3.2.3 (AHTHRSENEE v

KT LW A WSS H v, LA E
TG W MR R AR )2 Gamma, 34, v 5 | NIo s
VTSI S ESIEE s UINEE )]

ﬂq<:2

D

(112(10—1—5 (10)
1 D

m:bm+2Z;Am

K, ag by 435 Gamma Z3 A5 B&ET RSG50 TR
5 oemei RS
3.2.4 RFREERFINERERE B

SO Aty A 0L, BGERFE B 1IE% 55
AW ARILAT R o0 Y AH, AR5 130 S48 T R T 5
Hon. Dk, BUERFE B 4 g AT 0= S 5391 fg.
RUFI T 7 2560 3, ATRARIR N

+ 3 (A @)
=50 [ (A0 (X = AM - )= 8(M)"]

- (11)

Kb, B I 251 5, A D x K, x K, )
XA, L K, %ﬁéﬁ%[ﬁ‘l/ﬁi&.

-l = diag(n) )Z;@(M)T
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3.2.5 WMEREMSHMBE

i A B B B (ARG FE 122 53 ) B 22 AT
SRE Gamma 7340, (05 | NICENERIZIRS
VS LS UNNE R (9

D
¢ = ¢+ 0}
12
dy =do+ 5 21<B§z> (12)
o

X, co i dy 5390 Gamma 4347 B S50 AR
ESPUINEE 18
3.2.6 TREREDEMFBEIER A

AR R PR R T, ORGERERE Ay, 12290 5 Sk
HAIRE Wishart 7045, 25 kA RUFR BERTFE Ay,
FRLJR 6 R AN i 36 RO

N
Vi = Vo + Z<Z”k>
n=1

Wit =W+ (S-S —=) ") (13)

X, U, = diag{[zi, 22, - -+, 2vkl}, 1 < k < K.
B S M n FIJCERE s, W1 FAR B LSS
Ji PRS2 KL AT % v [R) PR 0 22 30 B, ST LA
Gamma 738 Wishart SKRE SRS EHFE A [FAE
RAOATIE, XA AT DU S0 k0 PR AR, $E M ATk
3.2.7 BRERSBENME L SHEEER A

W P VR o B 2 (R I RS P AR R { e, A} B4R
3T 5 MR R AT AR 2 Gaussian-Wishart 4347, 48
DAL % S S S AR AW/ W

K
ri=ro+ Y (V)
k=1

K
&G=%+> ()
k=1

1 K
B = g okt + Z <’ij8>
J k=1
_ 1 —
Ujil = UO 1 —+ g [§0M0MOT + <g:ng>:| (14)
J

A, E=X - AM—BO(M). £ W k HIE R
M Ap fr X S ARG N S [R] EE RE R v
VR B AR AR AL T[] R & AT DASR AR ) S
ZE MRS B

328 BREERESHEAENETRTET

& () IRRMBIHEIERISE (K, §) AIEE, o8

W PR AT B R g NN RS kAN Y,
WAt

1
Ty

%<(5k — 115)" A (er — Mj)>} (15)

A, Ty AT, |- | Rt s T (De-
terminant operator), €, = &, — Am;, — B®(my) &
A X B R AR TS kAN m] g
329 BEERAREMESIH w

g P VR A B (VR & LU 2 8 w 192200 B R
HAPRAEKHR Lo o0 A, o8 Ao B R R A K

/J\ K:j IEIL:

() = 1 oy + 5 (log | A,]) —

ki =Ko+ > (Vi) (16)

A, k)R G ANRE D REICIRAEA K.
3.210 BHEARASBAMMEY NBEERT

W 75 VR G B S SRS R R {, T} AR
I3 JE WA R AT AR & Gaussian-Wishart 4347, 2843 )5
WM LS HER A AN

N
tk = to + Z(an>
n=1

N
/Bk = ﬁO + Z<2nk>

1 N
yk = ﬁi ﬁoyo + Z<an>8n
k n=1
_ 1
L' =Lo ' + = [Boyoyo” + S(¥x)S™] (17)

B

X, Oy, = diag{[z1k, 208, -+ s 2vw) ), K+1 <k <
K+ K,.
3.2.11 IF=ARARENERTE Z

R E Z WIEES S AR, 00
FAR B X )37y 5 sl 0 W B T2 B 5NV A AR Y %) 37
SR, AT BN N x K fIN x K, 1
FHPERR., 2 (zon) AR NFEERIE (n, k) A
JUE, BRRIBAREAIPEE B AN axf s n NMgses
FIm Ry, a1 <k < K IN, f:

1 1
(Znk) = ?MGXP {<10g7rk:> + §(log |Ak]) —

1 T
§<(8” - xk) Ak(sn - xk)>} (18)
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TR ARAEMNNIE R TE K+1<k< K +
K, f:

1 1
() = 5 exp {(logmy) + 5 (log | )

égk — %(sn — yk)TLk(sn - yk)} (19)

A, Zop BT, |- | Rotrsl s T

3212 HBRTEMBRIARSKRIUMESILE ~
s R A BRI A B S (AR 0 R

MR AT SRR 076 A, B b DRI R R EA

KN a2t

o = a0+ 3 (k) (20)

A, off 2%k MEGEIEREARD.

B G W, XL K A TR A K, 262008
REEARH T B UCR AR 505 1 43t 173873 DU I
ARV FC S D A, AT AT UK 5532 ) 34X
A R 5 A S R AR VR RE R A XA

A1l ZTHNMETAERE (Variational
Bayesian point set matching, VBPSM)

BN M= {m}is,, S = {sa}aln, e

1) WILpL:
SIS H: ao, bo, co, do, o, Ko, vo, Wo
[@?'?YE’%*EM Mo, fo, 7o, Uo
BETETIRAHAL vy, Bo, to, Lo
WU 24 A, B

2) T X = {z )iy

3) for JT Wo [0 HHEILA do

4) repeat

5) M (15) THAEFR R R T,

6) AR (14) THE MR IRG BN SR 25 p,

£ rU;
7) R (16) WHERA A S w MRS

K"7

8) WAt (18) Mk (19) HEIERA R Z;

9) MR (17) TR R AR AR SR S5
y’ ﬁ? t7 L;

10) R (20) THAFE R A AN BRE SRR TR
GBI H T NGRS o;

11) R (9) TR Z I SEL A;

12) R (10) WHEKESE Y NGRS o
b;

13) RAE (11) THEAEHIE B;

14) A (12) WHERESE g WERSE e
d;

15) R (8) MHHEB AR X,

16) P (13) THE SR A B E A )5
B ¥ v fl W,

17) THRIRIT R F

18) wunmtil |F(t+1) — F(t)| <er
19) end for

3.3 ETRBREMBHERFRESETE

PO R W TR VW o8 e ]
GRS T 5 56 R 1) AR 43 3 0T A A AR K IR 5 g 144,
T A8 43 DU r A AR VUG 5, 3 5 R A B A
(PR BEFE B A X T-ULEC 25 A B R 2, &1
SE50 RS RE MR W X500 08 5 Re % v = 38 B /s
R IE B8 DL BCRS B2 A B S i, R
NI W 2 T BRI G R B A, 0t A2 500
THIR A BGHME. BRE T RSP ESS
SRCANKG B 1) RO R VT A B, AEZ: IX PR K AT
8 AT B TR B s R i e U e . Stk
AH R, 588 v TR R R DT PR B A2 DLRE 2 TN R
i de /N AR .

EE 3 FTos RS2 i, 375k 8 A Y 5500 )
TR 40° F1 200 £3 2011, 1 56 56 R HBE 43 0 e
KWy =1x1 MW, =20xI. fElEkE 20° (K,
PR AN S 50 RO B 340 0 LLAE A H A TF H AUEE 2 TRl 11
JE 7 £ . AR, RS0 ROBE R LU /N S 36 R S o
SRAS T 5 R 1 ASO6) A U CORS 5, DTG 45 B 1 AN o2
PE/N. M, TETERE FA 5K 40° (RN, KoEE R
FEBE Wy HIBEN T JRife /s s, T /0> 56 536 )RR P
HAR AT USRI H AR s S22 | 3 o, Bl
MRS SR <47 T “o” Ror. MhlER R
AR 1) 1@ T M A3 q(X).

Initial setup

Wy=1x1

K3 R ARG RL I o I ROBERR B X DL S 45 SR 1 52

Fig.3 The influence of priors on the matching results

W AR NG ) SR I RO A B Wy X UG e A
M EE T K 4 Fros. Bl4() 4874
el Sk 5 6 RS R B8 6 DTG 5 SR 5 v 1) 2 R S &6 IR
FEIX —SL80 ) ot sl AR 5 AE —40° ~ 40° Y [H
W BE AL E RS 77 A, TR IR 3 5 s A PR i — N B
(B HE AR, SEE URE Wo A 0.5 x T ) 10 x 1,
XPRE—AS Wo BT 50 REEE, s N S AR ek b
FS ST A AR 2. K 4 (a) 45 s 45 1
AT LLEH, M Wy M 0.5 x T #In3) 4 x I i, VEhd
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WRE LA, VEHCAE VER IR AR . AR, B
eI RBERME W M 4 x T )5, VLRCRZEE A1
K, I HAS E PE W R I 80, 3202 t Sk AE e b
I REBOR R OL T B R B/ R B 22 BT L.
(HOZ, X IERULEC IS DL, Bl G5 RS ALRE W
RO N, VURCTRZE B ool ot it Bt W BOK, 1
IEARUCEC AT $2 1, AT DLRAS 5 g ) mxt s UL
PCKE L.

1.0 Fish data

0.8 TIII
50.6F -
o4t i
0.2

%5515 4 ¢ 8510
Prior of W,
(@) LR ZE vs. I, (b) W=1x DRFT 40° et 1R | AL ALES R
(a) Errors vs. W (b) Mathching results from W, = 1xI for 40° rotation

Kl 4 R ATRR R SR R FE Wo X

DCFCHS 52 520 14 5 5 53 A
Fig.4 The quantitative analysis of the matching

precision with respect to the prior scale matrix Wy of

the transition variable

ST LA B W, ARSCHE T — b DU i g 2 A
TIHEZL () FH 2R (Coarse-to-fine, CTF) [ 14k
DCPCSEms. 1 5C R /IR sE 56 RO R RE W SRk
IR 0 5 37 S SRR UC P, 38 B 5925 B N 0 3 s />
R AR JE R K 0 S 50 ROBE AR BSR4 5 5 m )
FEUCRC 45 R, X — g 5 VRC-L2ERY f1 MPMBY
PR TIR KR T, LA K kL B (A S UG i J vk
SEONEMZEAL. FEARSC, Jei R W, fEiEix
REREF L < T %10 x 1. B 4 (b) 4 7565
REHFE Wy = 1 x I 1585LF p(S|IM) K285 18 ik
JE IR, M rhoRT DL R AN [ ROBE W %)
J 56 R 7 A 1 5 )

ARG J VA S 56 MU 2 7R 2 B JRCR T 1 R
AT BE5E: 1) ao, bo, co 1 dy 439952 K 0.001,
{3 A M1 B HA LR BRER 54 (Nonin-
formative priors, NP); 2) vy WE N D+ 1; 3) ap
HIICEBEN 1; 4) ko FRIJCEREN 1; 5) &
BERRA B ) 50 S HOE N y, LIRS AT
BEAL A, Lo WEN 1 X I, to WEHN D+ 1, By &
SEH 0.001; 6) B VRA B P EISHON: py WIE
N D gF e, Uy W1 x I, rg WEHN D+ 1,
& WEA 0.001.

IR H R, BRI SRS B DA
NS TR A B S S H 0, XS
JE B AE B SRR o im i B A sh R BT, R
ZINEATEAL CPD il GMM-L2 25 5 v I8 RE %+
BRI L (Outlier-to-data) 1F Hi 5@ ik, L I,

FE S s N FH U AR HE SRS 0% T A A K P T
o LA A HERf A B, PRI, T DL 30 ) v TR A
R oAt vF K SR T B I I A B T PR A
R TH.

34 HEERESH
(

WM g (11). (13) F1 (18) W LAFE H, £
—RIERE R, 28U RN AR 2 a8 Tl AR v
HAIREY o O(DKK?). O(D?*(N + D)K)
O(D*KN). XHRTRRTME, K K, AN K
gi—3ow, H K, AR AR NIMAAR e (1) 42 ) FEA S
5 S v AR R EE, i CPD Al VRC-L2E, 484y
DI ST AE B8R (1) ) 56 A8 % 18 T 2 W b M 38 o o1 4 2
AP, R R A SR T 2 R B o R v T AT
FE PSR S 5. 56 TR RISE i A A UCIC ) 8, AN
FI AR 43 DU 7 75 vk B b AT VUL, AT DA ik ) A5
RS BERAE (Down-sampling, DS) kA4 2 #ibi ik
ey, SR TR W 22 A 1 2R3 P 3 s i
ATHHUCIL, XS ORI B ) 5 AR A

F 14 T AT GMM-L2. CPD. VFC-
L2E = Fh 5 ihAE /INFEASE T I VC L B (% Bl T
DUA Y, ASCHE I 7 L v S R MR ASE
ST DAHESZ 1. 6T DU T HEZE R 1 s AR DG C ) 2,
FRAN A K a TAETREEAT, REAHE LR SHI
FELRAL T, U 55 B2 DT E i 380 S e 4k 1491 A
T I S v (1 A e )

R1OUMHNRLLE

Table 1 The comparison of computational time

¥fEte 8 GMM-L2(s) CPD (s) VFC-L2E (s) VBPSM (s)

Chinese 105 1.48 1.13 8.49 3.75

road 277 10.11 19.03 5.61 10.32

B 5 g5t TS df 20k VBPSM Sikiginid
FER 7B, FERIILRCIERE T, p(SIM) A7 8L )5
oML AE N R W IIFEHH A% LB B
I RN BREVLRCEY B, ARS8 A E
PEIFaRp>, He A X B A B 5 s AR
H b ROBRIE — SRR /D BT B, AT A 2 R AL
SARUCHES H (. AEE R AT B, A2y DI i DL
Pic 7 3 AT LA P e B0 ke R 0T 2 W AR A 14 23 A
BEATAL R, 5 2R K, 0 B RO IR AN A
BB AT 2 3 B0 2y VU7 il SR DL RCSE PR RE M T

.
4 SRR
AR SR IR 5 VRN 28 bl 7 AT 3 S B df



4 4]

HFE KA BT MR B ) R SR BE T VAT 703

DLBGAIE 1% 7 ¥k B & Re R v SE bk, RN, 385 24y
JURl ELAE 0 55 SE DC L V00 AT T 45 Bl 0] Ll
SERG. ETR IO, ARSCIR T L VBPSM i
i, XF Matlab 7.12 SZ8U 5, JF4F Intel Core 2
(CPU 2.67 GHz, 4G RAM) PC Hl b 58 BT f5 52

4.1 $XAREIE RS ETALE

B G, VBPSM Jj ik N ] 45 T AN [R5 50 1
AARVLHC SN, CLFE 0 S AR s AR e, =4 i
eV AT. S b T A 35 O R IR s SR DL IE 2
FRRCHRE 2228 AR AR WA DC RS g, o 07 )
PR KT A& I A WA AR 8, e i R K RO 2 st
JEN 0.8, B 6 &yt TIXJLAHE LU B DL 4R,

iters = 50, Wy=2x 1

0.15

iters = 150, W, =5x 1

MR EUE tH, VBPSM SEVALE & Ml DL~ B4R 4f
HSE R T PN RARIIICHED. 18] 6 (b) &5 th T sdILAC
N SERUWEE w8 = NS =SSP S K TR7 NIOPE S
VG BC VAT AR R ARy X ) 2228

42 BRERKEENSELTELE

AT, VBPSM. GMM-L2 1 CPD =#J5
N T o B s AR Fish SAEUCECSZ. Fish
BRILEH N = 98 N AT, #%M Jian A1 Vemuri
(s B3 S HUR A Y Fish Bl ©
TR A2 R A il 22 BRI A v £ SR 1R R, [N
L BRI sc AR R AR A5, B AN 0 H5n
22, B 7THEBTMWASESNERKn =5.n=
20, n = 22 A ABTUCRCE, R
iters = 300, Wy=10 x I

o 0.15
Initialization 015 & 0.15 ! H 015 iy H

0.10 ‘ 0.10 0.10 ‘ 0.10 0.10 ’E# 0.10

oo8% S 005 0.05 AL 0.05

-] é’o&)m 1 % '
. 0 9 005 0
: 0
-2 - _6—4 2 0 2 0

(@ WihRE, RESH “+” Fix,
HAr S ERE S B RR AR “o” Fom
(2) Initialization, the model points are “+” s
The true shape and outliers in scene are represented

by “o” s with different color, respectively

(b) XFp (S| M) HELEDRE K iELE LR,
R AR Lo PO R P B AL y 11795 % 5 B %40 A Va
(b) The coarse-to-fine approximations of p (S| M)

MR 7R e

in trems of different iterations

K5 HrHEORE A2 7 DU e SR DL R e 7 7 P
Fig.5 The evolution of VBPSM in terms of point set matching

Q690

dogse
$ o
@ BRRE (“+7) 5HRAE (“o”) MAIhi
(2) Initialization with model ( “+” ), scene and outliers ( “0” )
10
Jo030 1 & 1Y .. IX Jo.0
e 0.025 "\ 0.15 ¢ ‘.‘;"‘. . ee ‘?‘)ﬁmh.n 8 0.08
4 0.020 ( -, %7 0.10 doots, | O .ol :
0.015 kMo Aae 010 ALY s = . 8 0.06
25 <) 015 N v K3 4 ' 0.04
M 0.010 =l 1005 £°o ¢ © 005 ‘ fo o ’
R A 0.005 I ’ I2 e I0~°2
0 0 0 3 0

®)p (S| M) A5y R R, TREBEALRAN 7 AR & Hefilg (AN R BE R
(b) Approximate posteriors of p (S | M) with mean and covariance
6 ANFEITEIL T #9327y V-7 AR VL RO 45 R

Fig.6 The matching results from VBPSM on various data sets



41 %

F {4

704 H ) (4
Missing points =15  Missing points n =20  Missing points n = 22
F °
4 &
A A
& i Y W ,
%, o 2o ;
Q%?&?&;“ b)%fg%% _

() BLEL T () A HTE (o) VIR T &

(a) Tnitialization of model ( “+7 ) and sence ( “0™ ) with missing points

&
j g g’g
4 TH g
,;g - L8 &S ant
LA . o . .'.%.f'
ng 2l g{“ R '%ET‘°’°
L] '. % %
-, ‘o ...o.. - " '.:.~. o "-‘.’bﬂ%:\;%%‘b
®, .'.. N ° .'°‘.}° e, S >
Fa #o -
(b) GMML-2 U245 R
(b) Matching results from GMM-L2
& o S
: ; :
&y 3 S
agf ot g{: e M‘f?’g R
LRGN
o .
o © Qoo . ] o4
Seliyte, ey il
°°‘9¢\0 'aau,% . "'°'°.f"d;q;~m
(c) CPD ISR
(¢) Matching results from CPD
E4 Io 05 ztz i I0.15
’ .
0.04
.Il 003 o,‘ 0.08 '.'{! ° 0.10
=3 ¢ 006 N 58
002 % \.:‘3 os -::mm 0.05
Y e ce, &
~. 0.01 AT .:s .02 o oed ':'s ,

0
(d) VBPSM [ ULp4E
{d) Matching results from VBPSM
7 GMM-L2. CPD Hll VBPSM 7E &4 2Kk st
G/ T ST G s
Fig.7 Performance comparison of GMM-L2, CPD and
VBPSM on data with missing points

GMM-L2 FI CPD PRt VAR B R s At
i 20 AN AT BUIE A 58 B AN s AR I RC RS A
7 gy AR T UUR , ASSCER W K5 T AE AT
£ 22 MG IHE S, AT5R BER BT 58 xS
Bl ISR ERRULES. WETETIE, VBPSM JiiEA %)
BN Jrl i dee /s R 5 2 EOK B 1220 DD HE Y
S B ANH E BB AT e R S AR BT RAT (R R
P, M AE S < Kt B ™ 3 AR 00 R 38R mT LAk
PR AF IR VL RERCR.

4.3 ASTE#R LRI

ARSI, KCP, GMM-L21%31, CPDP5! A
VBPSM VY J5 i A5 A7 AE 2 5% 25 B m A58 N Al o
Contour. Fish. Chinese fi%E 2 [A] ¥4 H A8 . X}
TR B, ERR SR 5 A ) mA T
7T B g, DA A5 T v 0 2 0 2 R
(&P, IR R T B P SR AR e 1) X

SOI (Shape of interest) @47 FEALF# (Transla-
tion). 4iJH (Scaling) )4 (Shearing) B, I
1 —30° ~ 30° Yu[H N BENL IS ™ £ 55 ml H AR,
2) eyt i, Lhiz SOT 43 (W £ bt 22 (Stan—
dard deviation, STD) A AL A EREHL™ 4 ¢ A

TEAS I3 B Ly, AR5 B A8 rhuts 2 B 4f 4% AN )
(#77 % STD M %ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁ tt (Outlier-to-data ratio)
wy ERNE IRERE R 3) AERIY S 2 R

b wy A2 43 A Vi [ Be s 78 5 SOT (13440 B RE A,
uﬁMSEERMﬁF
Y T ER ARSI c=3 e =

4, BEREBIEE 9 R we = 0.5 Flw, = 1.0. ¥
RAETR, BEES STD M 0.2 B3] 1.2. &KL
6 10 55 LS I AR 4 2 B A T (045 S S 50 R 2=
TrEREXT HL, SHEEAS STD #E4T 50 K25, K 8 45
T DU YA 7 S s AR VT E S 50 R 22 TR AR L 1.
M AT DU Y, A SCHE 0 5 VA AE S AN S 4
KO T RIS FEYE, X 2R Z k3t T

e TR A B R SR U3 S R AR I 2 AR S A A, I
B S B T 1R B PR 3 ) A B

3or e zcsm?)ug o B e 3 e 4%1”1‘6“ 5 d»(:lal 0) .(JMM L2
23r. . VB%SM 23 VBPSM
52 OF 32 o L
5”& | 5191 ml
1.0 1 o
0.5 el 0.5 HJ

0
()2 04 06 08 l() 12
Standard deviation

0.2 0406 08 10 1.2
Standard deviation

N Fish data mK L Fish data
30 (e=3, w=0.5, w=1.0) ICI\[M L 39 (c=4, W, lio sdf:z 1.0) -CMM L2
2.5¢ EICPD 2.5F . [ICPD
VBPSM av BPSM

2.0 =201

213l £l |
5" S Sy Eﬂ I |l:

1.0f lﬂﬁ : Lot !

0.5} Eﬂ I 0.5f

1]
LOZ 04 ()6 0.8 10 12
Standard deviation

0|

02 04 0.6 0.8 10 12
Standard deviation
Chinese data

30 (=3, =05, w=1.0 mK b Chinesc dat
o o) r GMM L2 30 (c=4, u"l‘()ss Sal .0) -ﬁ(\:/nvl L2
2.5} i \L/%DPSM 257 ECPD
"VBPSM
;52.0 5200
£ =
SLst H L5t l I
1.0 IlE Lo
0.5¢ '.. 0.5
0

Jf
0.2 0,4 ().6 0.8 10 1.2
Standard deviation

by & ﬁ@h%%ﬁ R AR
G
(b)4 LlllSt@IS of outliers in
terms of different
standard deviation

K8 & A Z KB s AR A7 S AL e U SR DL E 1 e X L
Fig.8 Performance comparison of KC, GMM-L2, CPD
and VBPSM on datasets with multiple clusters of outliers

BRI bR UE ZE B W K )G, CPD kS
KC F1 GMM-L2 # LB IR1G T K 4 fi Ui 2 4.

02 04 0.6 08 10 1.2
Standard deviation

(@) TR AR AR AR
TLRESS %t

(a) 3 clusters of outliers
and Column
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IX 2 KA R A m T 0 AR I B 7 ZE RTINS
TE B A LU BRI 0 R v DL AL B A 2 1)
O3 ESE, TR IR YA o A AR R TGV A B 2 1 B R
AL, VERCPERER 55 T mr iR S,

4.4  JEMI{K S E ARG

76 A Sz 8 b GMM-L21%81, CPDP?, VFC-
L2ER4 fi1 VBPSM PUF 7 vk 4743 51 r A Fl %2
BB RS Fish A1 Chinese #E b 3E47 VL4 fig
XPLG. st i SRR RS AT B R S AT AR FR R 4.3
PR RAAT R R, BRILZ AN, s R E I
TANATLLE SR SOT XAk A /A S B o 4. &
EEGR EE A 0.0 3803 2.0, Jf H 6 BN A /K SF- 3
17 50 YK UCHELSES:.

R JEE 19 55 8 Y P A SR B P X I Ay L S0
A EE. % CPD. GMM-L2 #1 VFC-L2E ifij
T, WA A fe L O Y 3 s SR
FERIT AR R R, A2 3K N AN A A BB
Mg 0T VBPSM 1 5, FLRHAH0 B 50m] DL R
N Z HPASE]. AERAIL VLR R L gh R
WK 9 fros. 2K 9, IR AR ST AR S A
L “47 Rl “o” o, BRI A > AR 5 KR
Gl q(m) IR RARFRKES R R, B9 EKWH,
ARSCHE ) R LR B B AT L N R1E T
LA U R D e 25 2L

Ni%$s 42, CPD. GMM-L2 #il VFC-L2E

0.06
0.04

0.02

(a) YR M EAT I ST M T ) VBPSM LR 45 R
(a) The matching results of VBPSM in terms of
two datascts with uniform outlicrs in the scene

Fish data Chingse data

SRR T VA B SR AR N B AR LA AN LR M
AT, 750, JX 887 VL] B TG0 2 R 4 UL AL AL
RO, 7SRRI AR e SR AT A 10 B AL
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Fig.9 Performance comparison on non-rigid matching problems in terms of different outlier levels

thttp://vasc.ri.cmu.edu/idb/html/motion/house/index.html
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2http://accad.osu.edu/researchmain/research/motion_capture_lab/system_data.html
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