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Abstract: A key issue of semantic-based image retrieval is how to bridge the semantic gap between the low-level
feature of image and high-level semantics, which can be expressed by means of free text effectively. The
cross-modal relationship between the text and image is studied by a modeling semantic correlation between text and
image. Based on the model, an approach to image retrieval is proposed so that images are retrieved according to
meaning of the query text rather than query keywords. First, an algorithm for solving sparse canonical correlation
analysis (CCA) is designed in this paper. Then a semantic space is learned by way of latent semantic analysis from
text corpus, and images are represented by bag of visual words. After that, a semantic correlation space, by which
the map between visual words of image and the high-level semantics is made explicit, can be constructed. The
proposed method solves CCA in a sparse framework in order to make the result more interpretable and stable. The
experimental result demonstrates that Sparse CCA outperform CCA in the context, and also substantiates the
feasibility of the proposed approach to image retrieval.
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1 O BBEER R A XA SRR KB AR AR S5 L 69 XK, b T AR A8 ey —AF
A AT BB a8 A R RS B AR AT A A 18] 5K A SRR R B B ) AR 0B UK IR AR U AL 4 B8 K
TZARR LR B KRBT TR (IAGE S )RR B R T H, RAAE & B4 X B AR ZAR R R T A6 St ALMEAR & AT
(sparse canonical correlation analysis, & #i sparse CCA), 38 40 T H IR A3 28 AR 1835 Lo Hr 7 ik Ak LUK
&S 18, 2R B VAL 9 4% (bag of visual words) s A A SAFT R AL 6 B 4%, 3k 5 18 it Sparse CCA ik 4% 5] —/ANE L
H8X 2 18] VA 52 I X ARGE S B AFAL 5 93] 18] 64 Bt A% R A B 09 A48 KM AT T R T VAR S AR AL T AR e PR AEAS
s RALF N F It RIIE T Sparse CCA o ik 6047 20k, Bl B ALGE 52 T TR th o B 4035 S o o7 ik 60 7T AT 1.
KRR B & A E SRS AR K A AL 3

HREE S ES: TP391 SCERARIRED: A

« AT EK [ RR 34 (90920303, 61070068); 1 e i 3 A BHIF Ak 45 3 4 191 %% 42 (K'Y ID09015)
W R N 1] 2010-10-11; 5 i [A): 2011-04-02
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%% (content-based image retrieval, fij #k CBIR) 2 - 31 5L B G AL 2R 1) — Bl = 9 J5 ¥, 31X — 7 I AR B IS AL i 4
AUE (Tt J 30 5 A 4 J 4 20E ) PR A AR ke Tk 0 B B R ) AR T P 2 O TR AR R T I S v K
A% T2 ) P {5 T J2 A i LA S e PR {5 T 2645 (o0t 5 TR S A T

T S CBIR X ANE A (0 1) B, B 08 42 HH T &% R SB35 A 2 3 % o R A
5 B0 Wang 45 42 bl B W0 13 2 3 7 vk 70 AR L i 4 1) e 2 ST HH — B 0, AT A A
sz e P45 1) 0y SCE 9T QBSE. iy vl ot AR P A4 I A AR 3 A G P R P45 D) T A 103 S
BEULPAMIR IR 5 Y11 25 4 Pk 2R ] 5 TSI 45 22 i £ 5% 17 56 2R 2 ST A3 31— AN HEF (rank) B RSB 1 B0 % 1) 5
PG 2 T 1A ¥ SCAHABLE ;M -OntoMat-Annotizer 4 F 15 S Web . AR 18 3 Ik ) 38 4 2 9 2 7 R S 2 FRiE 5
2 I T 5 [ L),

BE T SCIA GG 23 A mT DUSE i G b v ok SE B b T A 30 2 1 B UG BEAT - AR AN ISR 1, Rtk K
FRVIE 2 3 - T AT A FH ML % 2 30 1% 77 2ok S T BB T SCIA 2 B b i 5k A shbs i — b o7 2 s 5 18 X
S B B RR: l JBUE A A 43 28 ) B, TT LR AN 1 SR BN R % 1 0 25 s D0 s gk — A 2R 4 3K
P50 3o 7 N7 S ke P B 2 AT 5 SO 2 W) 6 FEC R AR R 8 410 AT LA AT PR A b v, Mo 45 A4 P 6 7
12 CMRM™® DCMRMIME5 54 5 it 2 > 15 1) P45 RIS R AL 15 8 S 22 TR0 AR 106 £ Mk 2 4 A1, ot B 7
A Y (bi-modal generative model); g 4] 8 F T~ SCAS 23 A 1 45 B 88 Uo7 J7 v 1 LDA 45 ik — 24
J T B SChRiE S Guillaumin 25 A 78RR B0 2% 3 RO SERE b T A e T A1 A 7R 15 B 1 b e,
Liu 2 A2 CML J i, AU B TR SO45 B HEAT B B0 B 2 51, 9646 4% 07 v B b M) 48 Web2.0
I AR, LI 9 1 EUOK 22 f Bl A SCAS B0k 25 (tag), a1 21 2010 48 7, Flickr 45 50 45K K5, hf % 46 ] 45 ik
AT BRiE A AR 28 1) 2% I AL 1ok 6 7 Pt . DR1 b, a4 0] D G o DA, PRI e i S A sl o e 8 v IO 6 A B o) oA
T B 120291 S Ay P Ak 2 A 1 — A 19 A ]

TV 2 A1 DG BRI 2 A R AR, E A SE AR b 28 T o 2 S 1) A A ok 3 9 TR I 1 SRR 1) 7 X
PR REIE A SURG BRI AR 5e 311, 20 T Hial 2 7R 1 5 2% (linguistic) EIMIR R A T 1R 4L B0 S8 #8115 SR
71~ fit 77, Rasiwasia 45 AR & M6 50 A 267 15 9T 2638 (1038 U Cheng 45 POV 76y s 1 26 7 B %35 L)
JE VR 4 K IS 2 R8T R 8] PR G AR 6 BRI B % R TR R B b T B A AR S 3 s TR BT 4 1R L
TiAh, H AT EHGE PR &5 AR BE AR I P g TS A ARE BRI R I s A 1 R B R
2 R G O 7 1 e B P AN — IR B R sl — 0 T, KRG R AR AR A T s iRix —
JABRIE,Zhu S AT H BRI R, BT AR R G AT U — B R R G R R R g iE e A
RV AL B ARSI PN PR R R PR SR T AR R A G I A AL 4 AT 2 R T, B R g S ey
3 AT DA T8 = 1 0 SOR A I T TR 2R 1 B (R T R g s A i R ) o R O B SR A R
UG, BT LA 1 SO 30, AR T30 2 AR T4 40 1) 5 T DG B 1] 1R A 2R B AT1 28 S8 B SOARTE A 2 T AR Vs T A
VRIS X B I — A B4, B 3Rk 3£ 5 18 U AR ), i SR BB L 6 A8 SUARE SU 0] 5 UG 00 SR JE AR 1iE 5
Vi) 2 ) 3 ST A7 0D WSS O 3R S ANAS AT LA B 7 b 3 A PG BT 28 5 BV S, LT AR 1 4R Ml s 7 DL SCARE )
BT AT GRS R X % — A AF D07 L W 5T ) L.

A SCAE Bk R 5] (latent semantic indexing, fajFx LS AL HE # i (visual word) [ 3ERE_E R H T 4238 3
AT U ) 55 G R AIE 73 )3 Y A A 225 T) A5 8 DG I8, DT 40 32t 1 S5 W0 ¥ 3] ] Bl S 1) JEL .l T A LA
PRI IE A 2 4 EUR i, 100 T4 o IR, L2825 1A 38 S — e ] LU I 7 FR A0 e A1E SR 32 38, BR Ibe A S0 %
TF T — R0 AR g 7R 1k 5 529 (sparse canonical correlation analysis, i i sparse CCA), 51 A i 235 WL ik 2% )
P REAE AN TE 7 ) 2 (8] 1R DR IBCE L R Al b, AR 2 T SO E A I B Ry B P UL AR E S R B
G 2R P (B A ST AR ) J3IT 3R 0K (R R 7 SR )18 52 30 SC 2% 0] o Sl ik S AR T SO BEIAGURE AIE 2 1) (7 ) 2% R
HEAT EHEAS R X S Br _FJR s P RAAOR X CORTE 1)) R R (W15 SCRE e s H 5] — P 2ok B8 (B 18),
DA 5T b 58, 2 — T A (1 22 U =K
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1 ETMEEFHRRMAXESHAEZE

1.1 BBEXEDH

$UTFH 543 #7 (canonical correlation analysis, i #k CCA) &L 4ERE 25120 n 1 m (KB BEHL I & x=(xq,
XayeooXn) ' 5 Y=(Y1,Y2 e Ym) T Z ARG BRI — R GE vt o0 A7 7 vk e i B 3k — X i B b, £ 45y sy f) 2
Y45 a™x,bTy [RH] 5 R BOE B I A AT LU R T B0 R ™ i b s e

c, C a'C,b
BEBEAIL I 3 (X, X Y- mTﬂ@’rJJ\ﬁ%IKH\ch( “ xyj,mUcorr a'x,b'y)=——"— AL
LR 2 o) e A N A oy
3Tk 2 S A AR AR A T
max a'C.b,st.a’C,a=1b'C b=1 )

SRS BE L ) B Xy T T AR R B 2 A 17— 5 2 0 AL, TS A S 50T 2 3
TSR Tk AL G ) 4 P /1B 2R DR, T B CCA 23 IR S PRI R [R5 0
SR 2 937485 7 V8 S I, T LA A 4 2 ) S 0 B 6 S ) o, 9 T A1 %
E 2 ) o R A 5 O 1) B 5. SR [28] ) GCA 7 7 S R ) Y 3 i R 40 1) B S AT 7 1
{8 1 E b SCIR 29100 AT CCA e 57 T SR S5 356 13 A 7152 2 S0 0 A X
12 HEE PR A

HARCCAFA) 2 N AR A At i — B8 28 v 23 A7 55008 (0 3 183 23 17, B PCA)—Ff, CCA L1 EI
AH G R T 2 T A R AIE (8 5 ) PR 8 1 5 A 1D 4 SR ) o e 2 2 AR S A B L I P N R B TEAT 2 o D DR 0 v 4
TR AE S A v 398 JORT 3 I AH DGk d5 A T SURR A 41 4 B33 O Re AiE (19 28 M 4 &, AT TG 8 B A WK AR Gk 1
T B 3 108 X AN AT DAASE &85 S EL AT R AR M, m L S ok gt 7 A A R DG P 4 AT o ) R T, e A R 1 R E
A 35097 1 H i FOL A (B 2 3T IR A5

h T R R I — ) AN [FIRE T NS 1 A BB T #5F Sparse CCA 5k Lk in, SCHR[30,31] H#:/F CCA
1) BR B0 S0 T F 0 T8 R T R R AR AU AR 1) R ) SR A 2 TSRk g Sparse CCA Il 7E & AR v TR ik (1)
B S Y )R AT DRI, AT i 0 HE e A 3 (94 20> 2 F9 1) Y6 5 SR EAT A i AR LV o LA FE & B — A
AELEHEAT FRAE LB, AN BE 2390 A W0 AL AE 8 57 4% 1 B B 3R 0K . SCR[32] 2 1+ CCA IR ZR MR e i — A vk ]
H Bl B B AR B 1) 4 B AR H AR % 7 VR AN [R] % STV AN 6 I B SR AR S M fe A T SRR AL, LY R A1 0 o
B B2 2 8] )5, 38 BEAEAR 4 2% 8] v 2% YA A 55 2 45 SCIR[33] 4 % — 2R I s -6 B 0l il /L 45t T Sparse
CCA B35 BVEAT HH DG 43 A Ik, — D7 R 5 >k 18 DR e N 25 ), o — g A2 AR 46 B4 7 m) o 1R B0 % s AR
T B iR R T L-YE R T IR RN T BRI 2

5 ik Sparse CCA YA [R], 24 T SIS AR T S5 A0 S 3w -2 () P9 B SF, A S A P Ji s S A 18 SCAE R i
R0 D YT 6 Sl S AL PR AT AR SR 1D A DG 3 A A Y AR Y AR SCHE SCRR[33] AR HA 1K) Sparse
CCA BLEEHE S L7 E 51 AN ABVT S T (proximity operator), %5 H T —Fh 5 {73 . 56 5 T S2 HLIY Sparse CCA 40V,

BEX,Y 23 Tl A BEATL I B X,y (R AR RE R 3L b iR 4 — A7 2 — SR AONUINE, B % T 03— 4k A B, T AT DL
A T 7 0 AR BEAL 1) 2 1R S A P 2 B SRAS AR G BRI 7 I B, A A ) (L) ] 3 46

max a"X'Yb, st. a™X"Xa=1b"Y"Yb=1 )
3138 1. W a,b 2 OUAL IR EE(2) AR, 2 ELAX A AR AE & 645 Ca, o S D0 AL TR R (3) FO A
min || Xa—Yb IP, s.t. ||Yb|=1 (3)

SCHR[33]45 1% 5 | 21 K™ A% UE W 1% 5 | 21 U WA Ak ) 8 (2) L il AL (3) 2 S5 1.
AT e H B AT fE D (KR AL 7 4R (MR SR AL 148, B e 1) 1) PR e MR A 5 AT AT RE K R A Ak, T
ANFE R i 58 4% (over-complete) 5 AL BEAT 4145, Wl LAAE DI Ak i) () 1) 1 A o 30 % AR V2 (1 k373 0T, g A 278 (1) it
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RO % ) 25 X Sparse CCA 1), V3L s 81 6004 ol K HEAT AR e 22 30
min || Xa=Yb | +44 [[all, +4 b, st | Yb|E=1 (4)

Hor g, 00 A T HFIR R GFEE S HL A BER A LS L1-78 200 N4k (BT least absolution
shrinkage and selection operator, & #% Lasso) &L, (E 2 T 3X 5L a,b [7) I #6852 DL AL 28 8 il LLE 20 i (1) 113)
F1 Lasso gl A7 A5t E 1 X i), Tm] Hef 1 75 28 W oA I 1 S92 00 SR A ) 725 (4) 1) i
1.2.1  ABEHVE

AL AR 57 (proximal algorithm)fi# Sparse CCA [l . AR T 52 T FH F-A# & i 24 3K (5) 1) — 2 AR 4k 1] L.

main fi(a) + f,(a) (5)

W] B0 (147 SR A B A0 30T 5 AR AT 57 F i Moreau(1965) 51 AB4 Combettes %5 A AT 51 F1 AR I 5L 31T T
TEAN (53 M1 B AR T ST A AR 5 1, 30 38 SR A Bl 5 1) 1 1 28 3K (5) AR WL % 2 T vl f) — 2 ) J T LA D 4%
T s 3 (B) I A ) R A% 50 S A, Kowvallski 25 A st 530 v T 22 A% 2 > i) ft 6],

EX LEBIEEF). WoR" DR Z— MM T FEL R L, 5 g ABL 5L proxzR">R" & A

prox, (u) = arg min1 lu=el} +é(a).

aeR"

2 Ak il BB () R fy T R 2 34 8 R K, TR VI 96 2 B-Lipschitz 2640, I A0 A% 1n) 5 mT T i e 4
R Bl Ao

Bk 1 ATk

initialize: ¥ & R y<2/p, 7k AR ) & IR U6 o ©

repeat

at = prox, (a(s) -V, fz(a(s)))

until convergence
1.2.2 FTART 5 711 Sparse CCA [a] #K it

Xt T Sparse CCA, A ST LT A AR S35 R SR AR AR 12 50V 2 T SR A 0 4 28 X (B) IX B B T L R AR AL il
FBU), A SC Y Sparse CCA il {5 (4) /2 5 20 A A PE I || Yo [3=1 , R, 14 2 B8 0 Ji ) AU 47— 6 00 B ) AR e, A
348 1% IE H T Sparse CCA Il i 1) K A T 45 ) R 11 249 SR 4% 14 50 A || |oo=1, 336 5o 1) 850 P At 18 A 3% Ml 1), ERL
U ZE —A RAL

WHo|.,=1, 84 i & b (5 B b —AN N 1Al N T T 1

AL 52 D=1, T HEA 1<k<<m, A b® = (b, b _1,Bren D) Y ) = (Ve Vet Yiersoons Vo) EISIBS
A b [R5 K AN R AT RE Y (55 Kk B X%, 46 FH SCRR[33] 90 (K BLVAHE AL, AT LUFH T 1) S92k SR A% Sparse
CCA n) 8l

3% 2. Sparse CCA SEiEHES.

Repeat k=1,...,m

min || Xa=Y0® —y |+ [|all +2, 6% [, st [[b® |, <1 (6)

End

FEIX m AN A 1) R g D vh e e I Dt B 2R SR s il 85 (4) 1) S A .

T 1) 5 (6) H 1) b R AT TR

5132 2. ¥ u,aeR"U,beR™u=(u,uy)" € R™™ JUL salally+ sl blly X NI4T 575 LA

1 1
PrOX, e o (1) = ArGMIN =[]y — 2 I +5 11U, =b [FRIA NI

A RASRAT A AN S &, = sign(uy, ) [ Uy, | =24 |+!6k = sign(uy, ) | Uy, [ =24, 1, -
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T HFRER BRI 1551 Xa-Y©B® —y, |, 4 H® = (X,-Y®),
” Xa _Y'(k)B(K) _ yk ”2: (aT ,B(k)T)H (k)T H (k)(aT ,B(k)T)T _ Z(aT ,B(k)T)H K)T yk + ykT yk.
K, || Xa =Y ©B® —y, 12 w74, HAT LU SRR R
VI Xa-Y®p® —y, |P=2HOTH® @™ b®T)" —2H®Ty, (7
A = 2| HOTH | 2 sk i S A O AL ) L (6) ) S T
Bk 3. il AR SVL KA ) L (6).
AL HO, A0, B8 p<21 A9 AR ) BRI a),b5)
Repeat
~ T ~ T ~ T
(a(1+1)Tvb((Jk+)1)T) = PrOX,, a4 o, ((a(i)Tvb((Jk))T) -2y H(k)TH(k)(a(i)Tvb((Jk))T) -2y H(k)Tyk)
if b0, >1,set b =1,
else if b} <-1,set b}, =-1 Vil<i<m,i=k
Until convergence
M I 0 S A A AR B XY BEAT 45 I (deflation) 9 /7 325, 7T LA il Sparse CCA il 22 41445 i 337 Wiy v] LL 2% 3]
13—~ 22 Y B AR 9 2 ) E A4 b T4 R 73 ) 0y J 8 X B — B4 5E B Xiay R 10 A8 b2 8] 43 21038 )
A5 I I IR AR B B
Xi+1:Xi(|_aipiT) (8)
;
af)i(f)i(a; Y3 BSAT R 490 B 2 40 I, T3 L0 Sparse CCA SLIERT Xiu,Yieg 5 31 H
B AR A R B @ig,bisr.
T A FUR A AL 5 SCAS TR 23 0] 2 18] R 7 AF 6, AR SCR A T Sparse CCA 2 (4) HEAT 1 SUHH S
G, X SRR SUAR I SCASTE: SUARE, Y 28 PG AL B B 1) R R, D Jir 2 e 4 R HE 4 5 v s BOKT R A G 1 foe A
ORI 748,15 21 HLAT W OTE SO DG (0 #3508, B B 46 2 2 1 R e A A48,

2 ETXAXREAHEGER

;/H\;EP’ pi =

21 RBMHIEXERSI

Btk v 2R (LS5 SCAHEAT 1 SUAM BT (0 — ol 45 o D7 ¥ 0 R Sl 7 SO 0 ) 2R s A R X — A
IR SCARSE A (BB R ) AT 56 2 e W 3t — AN SO TR) B e 7 — N SORYSE AT d AN SO BA & t AN P
BT 2R 5130 (AT LA — AN 1A 3k — AN 8. B A RE D oA txd FEBE, 28 t SRS IR d AN SCRE 2 1196 &, 3L
[ — MU R R ZAT FHAR R A 2R 5 AL 1% 51 Jr AR IR AN SCRS H H B I $ (document frequency). i ¥ D
TR o B3] - SCRYS (term-document) i [ LS 7 ik 37 8 X L] - SRS A B R AT A AR 0 A 1 S it -

D=UAV=Y Auy/,

o, UV 2 AN IE RSB U, vi 43 A2 ULV I ER 85 A% th D (¥ 77 53 (5 R4 B IR 5 i o G v 1) 3 S A 4% B HE
LBV U BIRE k51 1 R BB R (AT AV BIRT k AT IOARE, T2 i>k I, Ai<<A, U] D=
(UD(AVT) A D 1 — AR IR, B (U)K ASF TR 1 — A k425 18], BT 8 SCA8 TR, (AVT) &2 D
LEIXAS k4723 8] p i 858 P 1 — B 3R s — i SCRS AR IXANE S5 8] v R85 , mT I SRAE by a3k 5 SRS T e ik
B SCAE T SC2 ) FR B 1) R 2R BT LA LS 52 e L 2 S 3 2 i) - ST RS B Y A A R E T — AN TR,
ot T FAAT AT SCARY, FRATT AT LLKE SCRY 1 f 58 211 7 A5 ) B T IXAS T AR T I 4 8 K St /N T SR A5 MOk
SCRY [ A BT X R) b R T SRR S SR AT T4 2
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22 BEgemgRT

B % ) 9L it 1745 (bag of visual words, fii Fk BoOW) & s e 142 7 Sivic® Li 25 APy S b 42 A F i),
HETOZ /A Web EIGIER. BUGE CEEBIEESURI F307 52— B A 48 R 7R & g v fE — M A
(codebook)H:fiili - [y, 6 YN ZR AR v 43 AN BAG b 1) B A5 R IE 5 4 B AR AR AIE ) S EAT SR 8 I AN SR e X
FSe— /NP R3] JIT A R B BRI R T — R AR X S b B ) A LT A AR AT e IS B R B B b B
BT BHR R SRR IR TE IR W 2l 208 S G I 1] 48 58 75 1 SCAR (19 1) A AT SR AL, T2 AR B AR
BETT OB SCAR I 2328 BRil o W S R H T G AR 3 b R I 0 3 1] 488 3 o T A A R MG A AR 48— 11
K IXRE, SCA 5 AH 5K AR 22 1] (16 N OGRS SRR T 22 1 5 SUA 1] 1) o SO IE 36 T 1 hfr 2% g, A Stk [
T Sl N PG R A B B T R SCAS T SR R R AR 06 R R B SOA 5 R T 1R P 7R DR AT Ak 1) 3 ek S A R
KK E .

23 EFTXAREBANBEGQERAE
FIH P42 ) Sparse CCA Sk A SCHR Y — B T SUARTE A i B Bk R O vk 6 T4 58 I — BRSO
T, T AR 3 B S AR P v SO TG Th Rt 5 2 AR DG B UG A 3o 7R el I R R 2R AN I R A s I 25 5
PR AR (UG, SCAR)IXFE ) — e A B A, I ZRad B2 R A Sparse CCA SVE AR IE YN 2R 4R b S0 A5 48 ) 1) %
BV 2RFR, A ) A TR SCAH DG 23 ], DA R S AR T S T) 0 5 J2 AR A 2 T 3800 98 SO 2 72 ) P A 4 A R B B mf
DL 265 78 B R SCA B 52 BIE XOM DG 283 ) Hh AR 5 70 18 SRR G 2% () v 348 5 4 R SUAR AR T (1) A, 1% 28 p 3t 2 7E
T S 5K BR SCAH O 1 UG A T SOAH 6 2 ) L= (4 5. 1 1 B Ao A
I Zrid 42
(1) K UNZRAE h B SCAR AT BB SR 5| K3t H SO AR TE R 1 ST 2 1R [R]85 I 0 4 v SeAR 1) 3
A TE SCHLRE X,

(2) XIS i G HEAT R 2 G RRAE $E I, I T8 1 G B0 A0 D S0 1] RTRE A R 4 0 A AT DL 43 211 2k
A PR B A B 05 v, 0F B R B R BE A BE Y=(Y, o i Ye) -

(3)  MTEEAFEFE X 5 Y i A Sparse CCA, 5t 37 SUANTE S5 B GURRAIE 0] (v 7EAH DG k. il T SCR D a8 B2 3
— MG YE T S ) o DATE EAT V8 SR 56 2 18] 27 ) I R AT T R f5 EAT S A% i, RIFE. Sparse CCA
i) F51(4) B 1y =0, H L TH 45 8 Loy, 0 FRAT T T LU {ay, b3, K SCARI AR [ B et 1) 1) — A 1
Y AH oG A [l .

Q) AR Y, K B b B AR BB | Y (T8 SR %2 18] v A 51 % A B il 2% 243 1) o ) —
AT BB s RS {p ).

(2) X R A SCARTE ) TR IA F RS R R R S LS A E g ) R R B0E T A ) AR B AN
REE S 1) B RS 0T o by P L WS B3 SOR 9 25 i) vh i — A 4 dl.

(3) TEB AR E{p Y PAKE d B AR H j A 5K N B G ER A .

3 KRR

AT BAEASCHE H 1) Sparse CCA 032 (194 R & T A0 5G4 19 STAS 1) BB AR R 7 v (I AT AT 1 AT
£ Window XP T} matlab SZHL T — AN J5U 2 45 J5U R 28 45 10 V11 0 S50 A0 0% B ok 11 IAPR TC-12 #4100,
TRBE A B 5 RN I 45 20 000 42 M, A5 M B A5 40 T D SCRNEE ST 25 77 00 T HOE O 5 1) — B iR (SE 56
S T H AP 9e e e A A SN R R T R 1 IR i, i, mERNZE )4 15 5 EME R ik
P T DESCHEIA LA A 1 R L 1100 5RA G 2B 53 Ah, XX 15 RGPk I T 700 TR AE AR AR,

FEMIE LSI #A 38 SCAS TR S5 ) R U S A S ST 36 B 1) SCAS T SO (8] (1) 4 5 A A9 IX AN A5 (8] 22 /D e
Rk 75% LA b I AE SO A A I AR DR 1R 8 SC, MO TR TR 2 SO e 4R BE K IO O L, Ay 2 32 B HE 2 17
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] -SRI 0 7 )

M~
o~

>

mkin k, st ZL—>75% 9)

o

X T BB A A b 42 R SCHR[39] M 1 U7 2 2B Je AR B B3] R AR A SO B A T SIFT RFAEAE Ny MG &)
PSR A SIFT AL S92 11 Lowe 2R I 52 38 (). 8 2 — P 3R I PR 15 =) 35 0 0 45095 59025 & S E DoG R
2% 1] (difference-of-Gaussian scale space) A& Il Ja 358 B A r AF g BEAG BIRRAE 55, R 5 v BEAERRAE A JR 3 A ek Py 1)
PR EEJ7 1) L7 BT A m 4E IR AE ) AR A RR 1l T SIFT SRIEXTHess . RIS 72 R RREAS R I,
SALF AL DGR e, MRS AT — e R I AR v, DR bz N T A G i A Ak
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