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Survey on Content-Based Image Segmentation Methods
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Abstract: Image segmentation is the process of dividing the image into a number of regions with similar properties, and it’s the
preprocessing step for many image processing tasks. In recent years, domestic and foreign scholars mainly focus on the content-based
image segmentation algorithms. Based on extensive research on the existing literatures and the latest achievements, this paper categorizes
image segmentation algorithms into three types: graph theory based method, pixel clustering based method and semantic segmentation

method. The basic ideas, advantage and disadvantage of typical algorithms belong to each category, especially the most recent image
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semantic segmentation algorithms based on deep neural network are analyzed, compared and summarized. Furthermore, the paper
introduces the datasets which are commonly used as benchmark in image segmentation and evaluation criteria for algorithms, and
compares several image segmentation algorithms with experiments as well. Finally, some potential future research work is discussed.

Key words: image segmentation; graph theory; clustering; semantic segmentation; deep neural network
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FTREUP N A1 2 k.
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FE D0 AR A, 45 A5 53 0 ) R 2 460 DAy VT PR TO0 Ay ) R0, e 5 AT [0 P4 T A 0T I PRI 35 D 1 R — A [ B B ik 2
& 15 B Ay 8 45 2% (superpixel)!). 573 — b JL % 2 4k %8 6 I B (unsupervised) 5% = 18] AR AR 95 B 44 b BA MG K (1
5 S DL AR 3 2 TR AR T G 28,0 F 0 42 4 v 1 SR R 500 s B A AR BURRAIE R A 4845 32 1 91 B /] — MR .

PG 1FD 1o 0 SR 1 PR 15 B P45 DXl o 0, 25 1180 S5 G B S AR 1 288 ) 46 1 SUA L, v 0 SO 19 R 40 K
1 X 43 #(semantic segmentation). G T X 43 F 02 H8 Ge 0844 5 T ET SR 1 S B, IR RN H s B bR
0 2], A 58 SOh o6 T BB R={pli=1,2,... .M}, T o3 F i A2 TR 52 A DX (5 30) 1 2800, B 1 5 F:R—
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Fig.1 Image semantic segmentation
K BRSO &)
5 S BRI A M (supervised) HLas 27 > BOAR, SEHLIN 5 22 LUK B ARVE B BAT AR A EAT I 25 A%,
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BUT — 2T AR B AT 39 4R B R AR AR I P R 2 (image-level b it 5l i4 S AE (bounding box)briE HE AUEAT 55 thi
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Fig.2 Classification chart of content based image segmentation algorithms
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Fig.3 Transform from image to graph
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UHE H BN 0L, SLIC SRR R B 2B 8 O(N), HLRg g A8 e Bk . A B 15 2.

2012 4, Achanta % AU SLIC 5358047 7 ol SR F 88 42 2% (1 5 125 1 57 22 58 ASLIC(adaptively SLIC)LL
J GSLIC(geodesitc SLIC).7E ASLIC Hv K4k A5F AN 58 8 v A 252 21 (19 d5 D =05 1) B 128 A g K €8 BE 28 (o ) 0T
H dy, AT H— A, 2505 BE 2 A X

2 2
{24
mv ms

TM#E GSLIC H i B I b 2% i 25 (geodesite distance)f{ % Dy.

Ren %5 APUHEH gSLIC, /&1 il NVIDIA CUDA HEZL{) GPU JfAT M AR A SLIC, i iof A i ot e (5t 1 41
LI 10~20 135, i SLIC i m 1 A T 52 i3 56,2012 4E,Schick 25 N¥0 SLIC 5L AT B0k, %7
T B30 IR 2 T o E, DR UE 43 0 5 B AR 25 (0 SE 3 1k, FE 8 0 5N S B AR 3 AR L R B P AR
B2 T —Fp SE T SLIC (¥4 £EBf H13% (conditional random fields, {4 #% CRF) BG4 #1525, 14 46, F ] SLIC ¥4
P15 T 43 B OB 15 255 2R R, LU R B4 0 I T AUM) 8 CRE KRS g 0 3 AR AL Ay T R A% 7R 4 7 43 381 4
G5 P T EEACER.

3 EBEXSETGE

SRRTTETT LUK AR 2 B SO/ ) o R 5 T BB AR SR B, O i S8 10 b PR 55 4 (IR Al (HLAE S B 3
SRR Hp, - S AR 1 gk R, P9 A ZE S PR O SR R 3R s SR SUBR AR AR T Y
i AN BLAE RS 1R 20 B8R 5 2 77 A A 3 0 20 1 R, 5 0 22 M 5 BB B AR 1) i 2 P A S Al 0 1
0y TR Ay BG A SCO 8108 S0 B S 5 5 th Ohta 55 AT 1978 AR, 385 SCA b UG Hh B M5 3 40 i
— AN B S s I SCH AR 2 AR 2

VEESCOYE IR 7 3003 S W R 5 T (top-down) (4 J5 304 BT A7 FR 490 Ak A DR A 3R 35 43 8 P45 v e
VEHC % 2R, 1B Pl 4 (0 T AR P AR 1 A 0 ORI A 77 95 A R R A AN 55— Bl B A _E (bottom-up) )
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7 B3 2K T VR T T W AR TR B S 56 S 1 2 A R 2R X A B (region hypotheses) SR fi% 3 [X 38 (region
candidates), SR J& W5 8 X IBBEAT 43 2841 J3 I P03 b 7734 1) = B i R0t R = A 405 2 i v JB g i DX 11 5
T R M B ) R FH T 40 A A 0 v P e 0 B 1 g v A A S IR 33X R D VA 2 Bl i) 9 T L TG AR I N R ) T
R EIHIA.2010 45, Carreira 25 A 32 Hi i) CPMC(constrained parametric min-cuts)3 2P0 g % 75 B 45 b A pl s i ik
AT i 32 DX 3k, A 15 1) L R AR 3 T KR R RSB 3.1 A 2 IR 3 T e Xk g v SR AR B R e 2
7T B R AE S ) T VR TR A S VR BB DL R AR RO Sal 5 F 0000 i T LA 4R L
5 J AR 0 FH T8 SO0 0,58 3.2 71 A 47 119 i 21 vy 1Y) 5 vk RIS I 7 125 9 e JRe RS A,

3.1 BETREXEMTE

VG S 4338 7 10 e AR 0 2 R 1k 3ok DX ) 25 IRy ¥ 1 Ak HE D R ] 4 RO S — PR B
RS B AE U SUBE L TR SE T ARG AL 55—, P 15 0 ), R A0 182 160 JE J 5 I P 5 S s AN ] DX 36 =,
G507 ST RN R R DX SR T T S0 28, T MR 70 SR 45 O It B A AT A i doe 24 45 2 B (B S 45 R

UL SURAFAL

<>

i SR EIE arEIE

Fig.4 Pipeline for image semantic segmentation

4 BB Rl

2012 4E,Carreira 25 A2 55 R ) CPMC S350 J 46 % $HCH — 2R 914 348 X 358 4% I 1k i [X e 5
PG R 2R E (0 1A AR R AE ) D T T 43 HE e, A Hh 3t — s 000 1A A7 2880 DX 350 T B A7 280 Ak 3 [X 3k g 4
SE S (M 8 3 HE R B R R A4 B 45 B A4 PASCAL VOC 2010 35 28130 IR 1043 B UER B 0 34.30%.
7E MRl | Carreira 28 ASHR 1T O2P(second-order pooling) 77 . 3% 77 VA TE 4 A 43k B B K B — B 348 it 4L,
B B d I 52, 3 HR R 2R = GO 1 LA R A, BT DA G AT B AR X IR R AR Al ] SIFT 51X &) &5
B AEHEAT N 58, % 28 7E PASCAL VOC 2011 3528 Ff 7 1K1 2> BIUERR Sl 47.6%.

Girshick 2 A°91F- 2014 4E 42 1 T R-CNN(regions with CNN)J7 v, JH T~ B4 H FR K I A0 TG A 31 A% 5505 4y
3 AN R S, SR 4% P 8 T selective search Sy 2 OOM B RE [X 3k 65 55 2 45 K AN X 4 A 8 [ 5
/IN227x227)) RGB BE A A 5 MERUZ R 2 AN 40iER: 2 1 CNN IR X 88k i REE 55 , A T B H i
WRAE LA S N Srbmid:, BN 5 2540 38 37 F5 ) s Hl (support vector machine, fRiF#R SVM)43358% 1% 7 LM% 71T
B 2 > ) AR B e A ImageNet! 7 i K 5 (9 J& 4% 3k 47 TYI 25, 9 46 F PASCAL VOC 1 B 1% 1 1t
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(fine-tuning), i & 7E PASCAL VOC 2011 353& 7 7% 9> BIMERA BE N 47.9%.

2014 4, Hariharan 25 A2 4 T SDS(simultaneous detection and segmentation)Jj %, 1% J5 ¥ 7] T~ B 4%
XA ANE o BB AMT 55 e MCG I WA B 15 o A e fi i X 34 AN X 382 — AN A 11
D FHE; 2 J5 A8 F CNN I FHE R B35 5 32 R AE 4 P 3B 2 FRAEE A Ul 25 CNNGER J& 1) 3% SE4R A, 4
SR ) ML AN X 00 288 e A8 P A1 B K 20 B (non-maximum  suppression, [ FX NMS )¢ 5 F1 J5 46 [X 45
16 36 £ Fil B B2 TH 23 B8 L % 5T AE PASCAL VOC 2011 3538 b tow H 9 40 BIMERE H 52.6%.

7F SDS Sk iy LAl F Liu 28 AV 1 T MPA(multi-scale patch aggregation)f iz, A ] X 38 A4 il 5922, 5%
FHAS R R /N (3 3 8 o0t it Ik AT 45 3R, % BB M 8 7 & i 2 RS RAE 1, 9 38 5 RS X 5% (scale
alignment) ¥ 22 JOBERFAIE P&l WS B0 [ RURE, FH 2R IFAT 56 e UG 43 8 R0 43 4 55 7 PASCAL VOC 2012 563§,
LI 3 FEEA BE R 62.1%. 5 2y J B (1) 32, 1 T AR A 3 DX A e 02, 20 A [ (R ML B0 32 4T SDS Al
MPA 3% 43 #] — g BRI ) 43 50k 60.1s 8.7, JMUBEINAT T 18 2 i 427t

R-CNN HH$8 5 () % 32 (X 452 TR I 8 8, 76 788 30 4 1A O o 7 A B, AR 3 FE IS Hee 25 A U717E R-CNN 581
S22 5 NN 0] 45 - B 4k JZ (spatial pyramid pooling, fii#% SPP), % 2 #: AT 725 /N 5 N PG 7= AR ] 52
JE BV AE 1) 22, 5 IR T SCIR[65]H DX 45k A% 460 P e 5 HL, K A J P v SR BBURFAIE 42 5 ol A A5 R 1 rh 4 BIURRAIE, T 75
AT ) R DX AT RE I (0 S B AR SR T T SVA AL 26 Girshick 25 AP S SCHR[71] 0 BAR 4R T Fast
R-CNN B 1E X 3L 2] CNN $5J5 — M5 U2 IR B L DR A5 B BRI — KR A 328 5 T is AT 1

Fast R-CNN 24036 A5 A0 $ AR 38, 1L A2 0% 32 X 35k Ff) 24 3o JBE 41 8% A2 SRV i RO P39 TRt Ren 25 A1
21 T Faster R-CNN,7E Fast R-CNN [ 3£ A L 38— > X sk 2 138 W 2% (region proposal network, i #% RPN), 3 52
2 V1 A AR A W P v £ e, B v T 8 s DX 3 ) A ol B s e 45 R AR IR K40 GPUL A H selective search
A 108 R A5 A e A 3 DX AN TR) 2 1 510ms; 1T 48 RPN 524 75 10ms, 82 K 3= T T IS 43 S 5735 30K
3.2 wHEREAE

T XI55 2 1) AR TR SC o390 77 3 7 518 50 DN G vb A i B s i i DX 4 12 DX 3 A i o e PR AR 45
YA B B 10 RO, I LA A 1 DX 5 B A R IR K RS A T AN B 0 P L DRI T A ke, — S 2 A Rt —
FE R BRI LAG R B S8 BRI 0 338y vk U A AR - LUK 2 6 18 3 Gbm i 1 BB FE AR I 25
A L HL(support vector machines, [ FR SVM)H . il 9 4 45 43 5 3¢ ok BER i RAM% 32 40 28 S R i) S
JIE 7 i N 2 D B G R F BB (ground  truth) £ O W B4R R I 2520 B0 2R 496, it o R0 PRI 45 %o 2 (1 0 34 1 18, b )
TERERE P R T LB AR 2 B, 3 2 — e B g 1) 7 vk

77?7

T X 4y#lground truth

TR Lo E1
Fig.5 Demonstration for end to end image semantic segmentation
K5 s 0 ) PTG SO0 8107 vk R
31 B35 1) 5751 A3 S B (- SVM)ME it vl Pl 45 5 1 i 875770 A P4 rh 4R UG 32 R AEREAT 1B 15 3%
I3 2R NI SEDL RIS 23 1 AR 0, 3R T7 A8 H AR AIE S BN IR TE (1 RGBLHSV 48) S X 1, R 25 [ - 1l 1
2 1A 9% Z2 K, Wang 25 AUS$E T QEM(quaternion exponent moments) 5 . 1 5%, 18 QEM #3410, 35 &1 4
B0 T8 2 8] 56 R TE I8 S0 AR A8 28 42 32 55 ) B W L(twin support vector machines, fij # TSVM)U?)
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HHAT 725 QEM SIL MRS x e i L JLFAIEAE . BB IR I 0 &4, JF H TSVM 7 2888 i AR i,
BT

Long %5 ABYF 2014 4£32 H1 T FCN(fully convolutional network) /72, %31 T —Fh 4 6 4E & KN B4 &
BN 25 31 i 1) 4 2 B 0 2% TR HE 28, 52 I 38 AR 36 43 28 B 5 T A0 P O 5 TP 4% figk e T4 v S 31 i R0 11 5 il HE
JLFCN J7iFIH T VGG 16 M4, VGG 16 W% HA 16 NMERZ. 5 M RLZE. 3 MEEEZEU A 1A
softmax /2. FCN ¥ 3 N2 H PN E R, IR softmax J2 K5 5 A T 43 40285 (1 19 48 5 49k 26 i 1 15
Iy B B 4% %07 17 PASCAL VOC 2012 3528 B2 23 BIUERA E N 62.2%.

N T v MR AR I 44 3 i i 2 /D A 1) 7 B A JRIX — AN Long 2 A\ OE b ALk Mkl 1 SRAE R4l A o
V) J2 5 L1 PRV IE 1 K LR (coarse) 73 1) 45 M i Oy % 4K (dense) 7 #1145 % Eigen 28 AP T — M S A%
TR 2% 1) R GE A28 JL rpy — AN B 288 5 1 T 50 T &5 SRR A SR T v G 8 1) 3 28 SR 4 2 B M P B2 7 1
62.6%.

Hariharan 25 A\ B2 B 44 4 52 35 (image pyramid) () 5 AR 30 3 45 5t P P48 5 437 B0 B CNIN AN 2 VR (K
HURRE ], 20 & % hypercolumn  [in] 5483 ¥ 5 Bt o8 S5 R R AIE, B& T 77 IEIG 43 0 (RS 40 52, 1% 5 kAR T T 44
R WUFER AE A5 T &5 4T 4% 3% 5 245 PASCAL VOC 2012 3 286 h 57 4 S HER B h 62.6%.

Mostajabi 2 ANBA g FCN J5 i A FH I 52 K70 f10 08 8% Al ¢ P00 P14 o i R A L 0 4 s e P 4% phy 2
5 LBl G 2 AN G R IE A B TR THAr B . T 2015 4E4R Y Zoom-out J7 325, JLRZ O JBARZE T A UG 4R IR
JaiiB (local). T3 (proximal). 33 (distant). 35 (scene)iX 4 4>k Ji) (45 AE 20 & O AE 1) 4k, 7 IR 77 80— 8 K
FIET TE R A [R) R H bR AN AL % 07 ¥ 4E PASCAL VOC 2012 55 3% o B 192> SIHERIFE 4 64.4%.

Chen 25 ANBY7E FON MELE [ A bt 18 i 423 2 CRFPLR T DeepLab B %Y, ¥ 5548 HI WL M 47 {1 3 %+ FCN
0% H 45 R SR FE A BG4 #1145 5, LIZ 4 BBt MG 3 0 — AN i iE CRE BB I SR, 0f 4 1 45 L sk
*.1%J7154E PASCAL VOC 2012 3538 o tH 1) 73 BIVERI EE N 71.6%.

Zheng %5 N\ PSR SR [84] T AE RIFEAE L ¥ CRF #1724 4 28 W 4% (recurrent neural network, i #k RNN).
1% W 4% 7] LA B A% ] BP(back propagation)$y2i HE AT wity 31 sty 1) Y1 20, AN 7 2 25 28 Hh 43 A U1l 2% CNN Fi CRF AR,
% J7¥54E PASCAL VOC 2012 S48+ 7 (1) 40 BIHERG 54 72.0%.

Noh 25 N7l FON 94 2% 4 M EAT 1 80k 3k 2% 2] — AN T FCON 190 2856 5 A X ik 10 A 2 R 1 4% ,— 5 T ] LAY
I PR A5 b A TR 2 530 R ) A S50, AT 38 S T FON B AG 0 B— R SCF A 1A Bk it 53— D7 T 3 o
FUZ (deconvolution) Fl Jz 4%, JZ (unpooling) 1 &5 £, 75 i tH (45 35 43 S B v o b S e 17 ) oAk A 49,45 381 17 7 J
T2 BB A% TV 7E PASCAL VOC 2012 35380 B B4 SIVERA B 2 72.5%.

Yu 25 NES o T P F T B A5 A5 25 70000 1) 190 4%, 2% 9 4% PRV R Ik 2 b AE T b AN 5 Ak )2 35 A0 2 SR
P ik & B (dilated convolution)# 1. 3™ 5K 4 AU /N ik 43 it v &5 FH AR 7 VR0 A0 1038 26 B4 Th ST AAS L 37 K
DRI 7 A a0 B R/ R 4R e g 4 NI Al 3R B 1 b 2 ROBE B R S5 R 3R 0 DR &, LUSR T8 28 T 114 HE 1 2.
% JT¥54E PASCAL VOC 2012 S48+ 7 (1 4r BIHERG 4 75.3%.

Chen 2 \PILL FCN JhFEREAE R £ 51 NTE & ) B8 (attention model), #5142 55 B R 7 ] -4 i F) L2 44
£ R0 A N G 1 e AT RUBEAR 4 4978 A0 5 B AT 128 FCN R3O BT 0 54 RUBE 1) [ 45 2 20 0]
(115 2 2 AUE B (weight map), X S5 AUE B INAUE F T FON B 4% % 43 45 7F . 3% 5 15 7E PASCAL VOC 2012 3% %
PR R HE 4 BT N 75.7%.

TESCHR[91]7,Chen 55 AH% DeepLab 1) 3 ANMRHAIE B2 FRAT 0 55 Ji 2L A AH 8] 1) 43 1 238 R 1EAT 900006, 1
30 SR W9 4% EdgeNet, 75 2130 5 &, X 38 7F # (domain transform) ¥ 255 DeepLab 5 21| (#2845 R 48 &8
T HEAT 4 3 SR R U Bl B A AL M AR T 2 A L ol T XS AR e AR AL 2 AN FE ik, T 4 4 8% CRF 1E 5
A Y B 0 ) 8 30 (7 2 ) 2 o B 1) 3 o), DS e e B - #5f% T DeepLab, 3 H7E PASCAL VOC 2012 3% 3%
Hp o R 43 B MERA I B 76.3%

Ghiasi % NP2VEF 6] 18 43 F) 45 B 25 25 AL A JE 000 Il 0, 35 1y 25 oy 30 4 7 B 110 SEARL g 48 J2 15 38 AR
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53 3% 2 R AT P Tk A 1) g o R AR AT P 2 TR DA — 2 5 R S 0 ) A 2 R BT e PR 2L, 43 B AU R 4
Vel 308 0 a5 22 07 5 (skip layer)™ I iS5 I 47 SR 43 1 B SRORS % 5 7 45 PASCAL VOC 2012 3¢3€
SR 2 BIHER Bl 76.8%.

Lin 25 AP35 %38 Xy s 51N E T 305 5,1k CNN Zi4% CRF 63 (pairwise potential )i 35 AH 4R
&5 He 2 0] 13 X e R P4 Bk o <X 38 X 38k _E R 32 (patch-patch context), DL H& 1K H 1000 45 5L DA 22 R R4
A5 b N 3 25 AR R A5 3 2 ROBERRAE B A8 FH 0 B 4 7 38 A B R O F % $ 4 A ROBERFAE ], DA I sl e« X 3k - i
57 | F 3 (patch-background context).i% 77 72:7E PASCAL VOC 2012 3% 3€ 1 B 75 H B 4> SIUER 2 78.0%.

ity 281 ity P P A5 S0 0 5 V0 S AR A M B LA o S SRR A 2 b K R (AR 26 A A AR AR
R[OS THAIAIE 0, 0 BB AT A5 38 Gbmids B FE IS A2 A 8 UG h ) A SRR IRE I 15 3%, DTt 158 35 b 1 145 i LA
TR, 3 50 B o T o 3 i 7 vk 1K) N Y BB 55— 7 T, ImageNet'®” Microsoft COCOP'LL &z Pascal VOC!/h
FRAET K5 R Db AL S HE By 1 R 3K 26 55 bRy 45 5 T LU R Gl B 75 S50

Kumar 25 ANPOHR T — Pl W 58545 2 5080 2% 31 00 5030040 100 S HE s T B b PR 5 v B 5% 1) PR A 43 31
EREMELER SR BESHEF B LSVM(latent structural SVM)EUAR . w56 H) F 5 K45 R0 S HE by i, il
TERR AR R SO 1 2 1588 5 A8 i 2 1 2 R e OGS RRvE s i o R b 2 SIS R S 4L

Dai 25 \P7H2 i T BoxSup J7 ¥4, 1 I 32 FHERRTEREAS BRS, LA 53 B 2 ) J7 5,340 1 20 A6 i ik 34 IX 30
N5 AR W 2% S, A8 FH SCHR[56,66,691 1 11 777 ik A= B g 32k 43 ) #E AL A8 FH 3 L8 HE D5 30 AT A7 Mt B 11 0 28 )11 25, 1Y
25 2 BB S TR RLBT 9 4 4 T HE RS ORS RE, Gtk S 23k AR RS A B HE R L ROREDRE , B A A B HEAT B AR 1
1, T e SR AL AR RS T 9 2% 1 25 1% 58 W B 2% 2] STVELE PASCAL VOC 2012 SE38 1 W th 1) 43 FIMERS 2
K 66.2%, 510 T B2 X JT R

Papandreou 25 AMG 7 71 DeepLab FMIy |- $EH T — Bt BR Zobry (1099 W B 2% > S0 LR B 1%
x BLR G bnid: z /5 B A0 450 4 R IR 32 o3 545 Ry B AEBS 7 (latent) 38 i K (MR 46 B B I 4 5 EM
(expectation maximization)$ 7k 2 SR S50 076 E 20 R H G MR I KA R RS R &y 7E M 25 b il FH bl
BUBE B N B SR S B 0 m e Al B AR T 3 bR A SR bR v R AT R 2 2 3] 1) B3 % 59 W i 2 ) B
7. PASCAL VOC 2012 538 o (¥ 23 EIER BE R 62.2%, 11 BA 10% 585 7 B0 F1 90% 55 briit 40 AH &5 4
AT B2 MR B 2 SR VA R 3 R 3 73.9%, 80 T i B U i A M B ST R

4 BEgSIEELR

AR A2 E AT RS 50 PG 43 ) S 11 2 PR B0 4, D R o o b A o AV R 5 Bl R A A O
X I3 % ol S AR (1 e R PR AR 3 BB EAT T A0 M e 5 R L A, o, oL 26 s % R I 1) S A R
4.1 KIWABIEE

T RR B P 2 UG A I S (T 6, T A A v £ P AR B S AT AR R X B, H R
(1 B B 4 LR 1 4

(1) PASCAL VOC®I PASCAL VOC HJ4:#k 4 Pattern Analysis,Statistical Modeling and Computational
Learning Visual Object Classes, B/ #2 fit T A% % 40 ZERET] . B E1 SRR AR v B G bm v Boiis g2
6 ), 1% BRI R A 4428000 15,2006 FF35 I E] T 10 A~28,2007 42 X4 7800 20 28T PASCAL
VOC 2012 55 20 A5, I TR 2> FIAE 55 1 B 54T 9 993 5K. 14>, PASCAL VOC BB & gt il 1 it
SEHLAN B 5 40000 o Ay 5 ) S M 4

(2) SBDY?L.SBD )47 & Stanford Background Dataset, J&: FH T 15 X 37 5 FLAR 7 120 B 0 1415 Bl 4.
H M52 M LabelMe,MSRC,PASCAL VOC %5 24 M H 45 42 h A B 715 7k 5, 1% 2L - G 8 0 — 28 7 Ah 37 55
BRI 320x240 15 3, B0 B b 22 4 3 — AN 5 H A

(3) Caltech101!" L Z K din SE LT 101 A5 (KW 4, REFF 2 AL 5 40~800 5K B AN, 3R 40 S 4 77
50 7k A5 A7 S % B 4R 5 ok Kl Caltech 256,607 256 A28 51,35 30 608 7k K4
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(4) BSDS!'". BSDS (#14:%k & Berkeley Segmentation Dataset, /&> 4R B 15 5 52, T EL AR /] 40 144
AN T AP RE 2B AR 500 5K B AR MR BESK B BT N TARTE 197§ B (ground  truth). 2
PR A AT I G e iiE A AR AR IX 3 845 AR

(5) MSRC!" ™ . MSRC & Hi4s 8k QUM 5 5t g 7 1) F 3 G S S B . o 0 000 4, 3L V2 IR 25
23 AR S 591 FKIEHR AE K BB AT R 32 S bn it

(6) SIFT Flow!" LA 55 8 1 4137 5, JLrh R4 S 1 by 5 it o ey 3Tl Dbk, t4i 2%, 33 Fhis
UG H AR LS 3 A H B I H A, 3L 2 688 K KR, B 7K KR A 5 3 G bR

Table 1 Common datasets for image segmentation
=3 WNCSE S PR E1TE S
FUGEE A BRSO MRREARL EGA R xR R bR go

PASCALVOC 9993 20 N/A (142~500)x(71~500) 1% 25 94130 FAE
SBD 715 8 N/A 320x240 1§ F# %
Caltech101 9 144 101 31~800 AN 0 FHHE
Caltech256 30 608 256 80~827 ASHE 1 FHHE
BSDS 500 N/A N/A 481x321 BY 321x481 an LBUE S
MSRC V1 240 8 30 320x213 8{ 213x320 [ES37
MSRC V2 591 23 21~30 320%213 8k 213x320 BER
SIFT Flow 2 688 33 N/A 256x256 G

AU T T BGOSR H T AR AR B R R R B e 44 . BB, RO, RRRREAH
Ko i BB ARTEGON. I N/A o To i i S B AR SC A5 R B8 23 2 o 1) < AN R 27 i e 4 o
BG4 R B G0 AU
4.2 E& S B EERIT N

T T T BAT SRR 1) HE BRI 5 K 7 I 5 20 B R e b 20 D B T B S PR FE AR L B T 0 T R TR
Fabn AU TR 2 I PR FE 5.

(1) F&T 2 FIAFHITO 545

FoF A3 E 1 FHPFAR 8 bR 2 B 1 5 [ 2K (boundary recall, @i AR BR), A 7 et BRI 53RN S50 vE AR 1 il i 5
TR S5O FE PR R AR O A3 1 10 A3 [ 6 v, 3 s LA B 23 I 5 B0 SO 4y ) s (Rl gt
A [ R E:

ZpEB(g)I(minqu(s) lp—qli<e) ®)
Area(B(g))

e, B(g) M1 B(s) 73 79) Ay 15 32 100 S AR R S04 e BB AR 3R T S AR B () A 7 R 880, T SR B0 24 J e A5

B PG AL TR R R FLAE AL FE R e FL A R T 1A 0,3k [P 0.Area(s) KRR s TR,

(2) T BIX BT FEAR

BT HBREMENfets EFEQE RS RR . Wk o B R BRSNS BERE
(undersegmentation error, ] FK UE) I LA 5 A= J A EE A5 3% it 2B A5 3% S0 DI AR R P88 SR B it o 1 s
(1R o b A5 2 s Ly B0

BR(s) =

Zizm/_ﬁgi;@ (Area(s;)— Area(g;))
z’,Area(g[)
o Area(s)R R4 3 s BT, g A5 25 FLE, s, A BIE A it 5 3
AJ A 43 | HE A 2 (achievable segmentation accuracy, [ #% ASA)% H T 48 F B A5 3 7 iR kAT T4k B2 R 3K A5
(1 52 4 14y PRV 5 0 28 R 0 ek il PR i 2K ) 4 SR T 3 A e B AR 32 5 V2 i [ b s SC R B0
z max, |s;, Ng,|

ASA(s) = S dreat@)

UE(s) =

©

(10)
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%1 J¥ (compactness) & 5 15 AN 5 3 TR R0 L 1 THTARR /AN A B 4 32 S e o Rt 1470 iz o A PR B
R B A T ST AR SR TR RN TR AL RE S, 2 A A1 A 53 B0 AR S5 ) [l T RO AR B4R 2% 1
PP DU 6 2% R [ F T AR 2 Ll s S

-4 (11)
AC

Os
o TR 45 58 I R, H B8 1 s XK
B ~Area(S)
co= ZSEOQS Area(I)
Horb0 RRERG 1 ER I BIG EE D drea(S)F Area(D) 7 IR BAR S AR AN G 1 1A
(3) ET B AN Fabr
FEFR ZIVPM AR AR R SRR . PEERR . P TUL AL TU 25050 4 45 b 455 1 4 1R 2K 590 8
N Nong RRIBRE000 i TS j Mg # 4, ¢, =Zjn[,. RN i hAL T A AL
1% ZUEHf1 % (pixel accuracy, fRIFR PA) T8 B 45 Hh 43 %1 1 1R 45 22 BOR B 4% Hh A% 385800 Bl 3 s SO0

(12)

N
ZH n;
== (13)
Zi=1t"
P34 E A % (mean accuracy, Wi FR MA) & T 47 28 S AR 3 M A2 1) P 24, 1L SO
1 «nv ny;
o g 1 14
N i=1 ti ( )
*F-34) TU(mean intersection over union, fij X Mean TU) & 45 73 % 45 B 5 B 28 2 5 H R HE 2 L, s SOR )
1 <~ n.
A — (15)
i=1 N
N fﬁzj:l",-[—"ﬁ

#7 B TU(frequency weighted intersection over union, & FW TU)/E7E -1y TU (K Fml L, 2% fe 542K 70 4
()RR AT DA 349 1) 4 L 3L s AP0
IS Lin;;
(Zin) X<+ (16)

DY i T i
43 BB BAEEN DS LR

BT P4 2 00 PG 40 1 R STVR T 9T TAERI A3 0T 15 Ll &5 31 L3 2, B B LR N B R AV o0 2R VR 4 R
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I 1) 82 2% FE R 1 N o BUR HP AOAR 2 500m NVA 3R 7R 518 S0 H AR 38 RO 3 BOZ I0UE 757 L 300
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2555 Ak, FLAT b v 2 00 3 08 59 ) I I A2 2% 2 3 3 i 1o 7 G A B () et v, SEEDSPYLLSCP,
SLIC! 25 G i 2 Az il P 45 B F0 J3 5 R AR 1 B 1) R 2% BE L 004 B e F) R B0, 92 6 45 SR R WP 4E Intel 3.4GHz
X% CPU,2GB WAEMITHHEML F1X 3 R E— 3R 0 HF a2 481x321 B2 BT 7 I8 6] 43 5l 24 0.213s+
0.314s F1 0.919s, 5 A BRI AL 52 I PR 2L K.

TETE Sy §1 77350 2R 2 807 0 8 A3 N ZE ¥ vt (hand-craft) B i 557, 4% 1 A H] 25 3R 199 2 S AR 1K B
S5 HEAR BB A 2560 45 B2 0 oK1 26 I 4 FH T A 40 80 A B T3 I 2 U7t STFTV O HOGH 012 2 SR Ay
T LT, 7 PASCAL VOC 2011 FI15:43 %1 55 58 v A5 11 58 I 47.6% R T 31 71.6% 54 A8 510 038 47 1 1m)
[T, 25 00 32 DX 338 90 77 30 A BB AR 3 X 3 % DX 3l 3R )R 1) 265 22, T LA 2 b e AN i sy 38 0 199 07 92 0 i i
AlexNet!""Uf1 GoogLeNet!" 7145 28 i 45 B 45 5 I&1 45 43 2K P 0 4% J ey 32845 25 TN £ I 5% . B2 4% I 2% 1| R
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JrREIN 294 50s,1i] FCN J7 34Xk 175ms.
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X TR PR EREAA LN 5, SCHR[97, 9815t 17 25 T 55 m ik BE A (1 b PR T7 vk AN EOA, A8 et 178 1%
F B O 2 B R SR B A 3 [X 5,45 4 Microsoft COCO A% Pl {5 K dis 42 rp H2 Ak 1) K 5 300 A A e X SkadE AT
P MBS B MBS X AR D SRR R AR 2 ST R RN 78, 7E PASCAL VOC 2012 "ok 4y EIER 26 42 751 7 73.9%%).

Table 2 Comparison of image segmentation algorithms
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Table 2 Comparison of image segmentation algorithms (Continued)
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LU 7(d)FT R 8 FCN 774 B30 8 R 2 4E, K 7() T2~ Hypercolumn 777545 &% 2 UCEHE I, 43 B8 R 38
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(e) Turbopixels (f) SEEDS (g) SLIC (h) LSC

Fig.6 Comparison for superpixel segmentation experiments

Kl 6 BG5S ESLN

Ji &

(b) 7 HIFAE (c) SDS (d) FCN (e) DeepLab
(f) BoxSup (g) Hypercolumn (h) RNN (i) DeepLab+EM (j) DeepLab+DT

Fig.7 Comparison of semantic segmentation experiments
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