ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software, Vol.19, No.9, September 2008, pp.2449-2460 http://www.jos.org.cn
DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.02449 Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563
© 2008 by Journal of Software. All rights reserved.

EF REMBSHANEGEADTENE

Ik AWK, REE 4R EGA

(HERE NS REARR, EiE 200433)

Image Auto-Annotation via an Extended Generative Language Model

WANG Mei, ZHOU Xiang-Dong*, ZHANG Jun-Qi, XU Hong-Tao, SHI Bai-Le

(Department of Computing and Information Technology, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

+ Corresponding author: E-mail: xdzhou@fudan.edu.cn

Wang M, Zhou XD, Zhang JQ, Xu HT, Shi BL. Image auto-annotation via an extended generative language
model. Journal of Software, 2008,19(9):2449-2460. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/19/2449.htm

Abstract: In this paper, based on the statistical smoothing strategy, a image region feature generative probability
estimation method is proposed by exploiting maximum weight matching algorithm. By further analyzing and
measuring the semantic correlations between words based on the training set, a novel image annotation algorithm
for adopting the generative model is presented. The first annotation keyword is obtained by using the proposed
image region feature generative probability estimation algorithm. Then, a heuristic iterate function is proposed to
exploit the keyword semantic correlation. Finally, the semantic correlation between the annotation and the image
can be improved by our annotation algorithm. The proposed annotation approach is tested on a real-world image
database, and promising results are achieved.
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semantic correlation

OB R RKAER R A% PR 3h B R R R A R AE 11 5 ik it — T 5T 0l 4 & F A7
7293 Z_ 7] 4935 SUAR 55 M (correlation) #EAT 54 5 B 40 th — AP AL T A RARA 64 B AR Bk Bk AR R ATAR s e
F B KA NE B 64 PSR R AE T 77 A3 B B e AL 44 & dE ikt B & RS £x118) 55 18] 64 48 Kb An A F) A
TRAFR G727 5 B AR A5 AR K R I 52 R B R I 09 SR Bh 45 RIGIE T TR thATIE 77 3 40 4 2Lk,
KR BRATIE A ARAR AL S AR AR T IR R AR I BB AR KM

REESES: TP311 ERARIRED: A

PR SLIK A 2l hn it A S B R o SCREZR 1 OB v At 2 A0 P o SOOC R 7 A 25 R s — I I 4 (1 7
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RE IR HE 1.

A GE Tt 27 > BEAT PR K G B2 MR b P BIRLE 1k 55 i TR R O 2R — A LK AR A2,
IFi] — S () WS R AE B — B0k, 2 e S R SOAE A SR AE L R RE— B RE G T LA 2 B —
S AT — A TSP S R 3 X 480 (R ) Normalized cut R 43 1B AR D), BRARNE B 1, R 43 1 A X 4800
9 /> BT £ T SCORE B DR o 0 o DX AL £ 12 BT DT LB S A DX O ) 1 7 SRR ALY A It A
B LT B O AERRY, 1 Duygulu 25 A (2002 454 H AR PSR T ek g S I P DX AR AE A T RS
R AL A S IR B D% B R 3 TR AR I A v T BT U A A PR AR R B % B B SOOCBRE RE R
FitJeon 25 AR HEFHISCHIE CMRMPN(2003 45) 1 FI ML B G 7 15 ¥ SCORHRE 7 AT DG E (DK 5 W) AT A .
AR TR AL AR 2 R8T 50T G DX I T S S LI o A B A A ) 8 AL BT 9 2 B PR R A A
R T SRR A 5 — AN AL ) SR O b i 45 SR 52 8 B 0O 5 i e KB,

B LB A S A SRR CRMUETRT MBRMIN (2004 47) £ FH Al 25 H i 1A% R A TR A 2 F e 2 1 8 A T,
5B HUB R LG, bR M B A 2 3 4R R AR T, B3 D7 VS PG 35 A DX I A B 3 A1 v v BT RS A FH 1 52 e ik
% AN K PEAN VT T AR DX - B AR (R AR B 2 e 2, WU A b S v, DI B A PR AR AL S SO X3

XTI 5 IR TR 2K, 2 B O T AR AL TR SOV BLE B i SR . 5y s i A PR

SR G (1 DR 3388 5L A7 9558 v A0 AR A AL AR, 552 i AR A A SRR 2 (10 Al T P ff 1 A S i e — 1 e R DE i
SV AF B PG 2 T FEARLIX 5K (1) DG P05 K40, 6 12 45 A it & — B 1) PRl A5 AR A 2 MO 26 11 3 22 A 1 v, A
T B o T AR AR A N A% 1 P T 2k

TR A T AR IR, 2 R S e R A SO i R A A T A R, AT TR B R v IR T ] A i
2 1A) A 55 1 (correlation) BE % Bl gk Ax v 14 A, 11 “people,beach”, “people,garden” B 4 45 v 1 AH 26 1, )3 7 2 ]
IR A PG bRy IR MR 2R 258 o 1T ““grass, tiger” 4 75 3 g e — BRIG (A  SRR v TR Ak 56 16k 8% 5 T-“ocean, tiger” 76 A vE
FRA T A e PR B AR M TAE S CLM 110 (2004). TMHD J53:1(2005) L &% AGANnI(2006) /7
5. CLM A8 ] EM S92 86 5 2% 18 4] L5 3 (10 A1 DG TMHD 5 ¥ 5 48 B 41 8 205 95 WordNet, ) Il 48 FR 45
(45 R 7820 I F AGANRN X 1438 1 K] (adaptive  graph)bs i 28 5 5 3] 55 37 R AH SE 2 A SOl FH 28 AL Se A 17
SR Z2 b F B A 3D R 4 BT )77 (automatic local analysis) Vet o) 445 b v 6144 15 16 v 06 48 Jo) 35 1) 4 4 6 AT 43
B KA 1] 5 18] 22 A0 DG P 1R 508 563 20, A by Jod R v 2 % 2 56 e L

AL FOBT 0 5E 2 s AL (R R B B bRy S0k i SRR g R s AR R AT B RS SRR A
TEACIL i rp Uy b v P VR A A 1 5 50 T T A G Ay T Ay T ) v A R 5 PR GRS ARE 28 A 1 Y ME A
JE 5 S A G AR SC A H (R 35 1 5 L UE 117 P A5 A i A M 56 T VR4 i T AR AE A A 3R A - 1 M A 1, AT A
DO PR A R I (R A S R At T AR S I ] ] A DG A R B VR R AR A A DG
SURH SR I — AR 4 0 S0 45 O B AR 2 A IR V5 10T N 25, AR S B e 44 oy T b v P e A R MR S 4R
ECCV2002 % A L4 B bRvE STV EAT RO 50, S5 2 T B2 B MBRM J7 VA EAT LU A SCTT VA recall Al
precision Y45 B E LS, 205 i 16.1%F1 19.0%45 5 2 19.5%71 21.1%.

ASCES LTI BRI DG AR S 2 A QAR OO B EAT bRl B B A HEZL 28 3 I A A T R L
VG C PR B0 I 3 S A o 3 4 W A SRR (3 SO JE 28 5 W A B SCBe B R oL BEH T aw i
ML 2R 6 IR LI A R 7 R DL RE.

1 AxXIE

TR, FMR B bR SUECE F I B AR AL 2 21 J7 . Sevk B2, e v H 25 P AN [m] 14 27 ST B T
B L A FE R PR LSAKPLSA BRI HISCRIRIRA 7y S AIIOMIE Jy1 3% 1 e A A A P 45 b
TERERL A AR 8 O B 7 21 SCAR S B 7 22 T 0 30 2 o e 3 e 3 bR v ] A PR AR A 2 T) ) 5% 200 A b v PRI R
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A FOR TR KRS HE 6 B ) AR 2451

HEAT BT LSALTRT PLSALTSLIR 51 A I 3 25 0 P 1905 6 0 ) 2 1) 8 S 6 38, DA T 54795 4 36l b B 5
K. Monay % NP T — 15 SGIBERY PLSA BUE X1 SC A (I T T 58 7 6 T 4 A 5 B 1 6 A
e A O 0P 1905 S B, P {90 4001 SO 43 2R Srikanth %5 A UM WordNet 37 i
FJ2 4 0P 52 A 547 VAT B 97 (BRI P50 Jain 265 A A2t A 1 2 40 e
T 5 A 0 50 ) 43 0 0 BB BT et T (54 R 0 8 3 8
A U525 L 1 Wangl2 8 S5 — 7 AR PR {90 R A6 ALIPR Ft R4

R RS0 o, 05 AF L 7 KT B0 600 25 06 T B2 I 1 9 e 1 L B g
WK GE L5 CMRMI, P S S B 3% 6 4, SR P PS50 43 0 AR 2 O 90 0 1401 B, 8 1 X S
A 26 K VA 40 W SUAS R BURE S 7 7 1 WU 5B 7 58 XL 7 2 O 6 38,00 8 A 0
e AL S E P B L B T R M S AR CRME AT MBRM 1 35 T 0 {F S
7 VAR T VR 1 SR 0 B4 VLS 0 1 S 1901 P S 0 (/X B4 2
S 1o TR 1 1052 A R A2 K 1 (0T 15 3 £ 1 26 19K %2 (CBIR) 1 2 e 5t
B4 A7 2 R R T I BIC L 55 R B L 0K 2 R 092 Wang 4 A€ SIMPLIcity™ e iz X
TR0 B S AR 0L 2 R0 1 P 49060 AR L SR 0L 0 X A7 S8 7 UG 4R 2% B Zhang 1
FUZZY CLUBIP et i1 bl 2 SC— 1 5010 5 73— D490 B 5 0 225 R0 57— P 1920 7
A X e BT/ 0, 0N (2 X 0 10 S5 AL 5 77 20 1, 1 0 A L
JE e 7 92200 02 0 X SC A AT IA 35 e 904 1L 352 ) D 3 2 975 018 SUAF
05, 7 R R ISR A5 b3 90 2 P B I 5 2 750 T S0 B0  £ AH 605 -FO E

WA 5 BRI 1, 2 T 3 05 0 3 U 5 A/ 40 9 e MBRMITef 5 3 5k
AN LB 5 5 0 0 B AT L, 5 0 0 L 7, T 1 2 R 0K 5 0 1 00 149
00 T AL T P60 00 0 LU 7 R0 X R ) e 2 R - X 3k 42 0
40K 229 MR SR e T T PR R A 0 B A

ST Tk, 0 240 o T 0 X 58 8 e RS 0 5 0 P 0 9 45 0T A BT

FAMAGTE P(O)——18 S AL 6, A G | IR R ] R R, K 28 25 1 7 ) R 3] PO AR DG P 5516 Y 4 3 e R
WordNet!® OV 4] 5 i M1 56 P AN [7], 3% J7 i3 b ik st st oo 00 D DN B o ) R0 4 B S R AT b O LS/ — 5
FREE b O 1 RS Pk BR AR IZ SO IR AR 45 HH R 6 A T 1 1 ] PO AR LU 1 A5 288 ¥k ) el Sk ] P <20 i 6 R 28 2 1
B SCRHALE T AR 25 18, H it T ] EM S0 brid 8 1.

FE| Py AR S P 9T T AR AL i 25 AU 4 P BE ML AT UGBV 10 24 3 2% 3T, AR o 1 BhbsiE h 4
B A /D 1) ) . Wang %5 PR T Web A 2% RIS 12 40 H A BT R AR TE R 48 AnnoSearch 7 1% R 45 H, B 2%
R Web 62 45 2118 SCRULSE AR LUK — 41 UG, FEA T 42 77 30 A PG SR 10 SCAS i 38 v 45 210 & AT b v
Hua %5 \TEE T Web G AREE R 40, AT Web BSR4 _F R SCAE I E B 3K BUH SC (15 S B Liu 25 AT 3
T AT HEF (manifold ranking)? > F MG b vE J7 95, A2 1277 3, Bt NSC AR A 1 38 R AR LA 11, O 3 i 3]
(0T SRR DA ST 13 . P e 1 5 SR AT B R RO AS A DG 1] £ 2o 9

2 FRIERIERIEZS

LT G VT A A% 2 [ A DA TR A5t 15 G b v M B A TR B8 w8, T AN ST H 0 v T V25 0 AR DGRBS Y 1y ity
AT T EE By BRI, R R SE R R A S AR A SR AT A 4
2.1 fEER

AH SRR BR T (1 26 A AR il TR P(wl)——% 2 G | B, 50 w VR AR Rl 3 5t P(wl)
S5 vk ey I a |

B WG T AW RNC T AN ZREE b A0 AR S J; Al Al 1B A% X 4 R0 bR v 1] SR o, 2
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Ji={fi 1 fi2e e FimiWi 1, Wi, Wi 3 m B 023 1) 2R 7R A5 DR 85 1 /S ORI 1R S AN B R S m AN B0 — 8
AHAE 0 & AR 1) 2 KR AE, 4E 40 Dywgj 2 — A o, KR 5 | NS IR SR (iR b .45 e — IR
FEARE G 1={fy, o, F 3 TRAT T SEAG T HE SR P(w1), BIES & % 1IN w1 ok JEARTE (A R

P(w[1)oc Pw,1)=>" P(w,1]3,)P(3,) (1)
il

Tl

P(w| 1) P(w,1) =2 P(W[J)P(I3)P(J;) @)

&

Tl

P1)ecPw, 1) =" "TT . P(f,13)PW|I)P().
WA SR B SR AR B by
w =argmax,,P(w|l) €)
ke PR A 5320, 35 B Ak THAlebm v A5 | IR R DX 3 £ I B TP IEAE 0 AR I 22 P (D)
BRI 2341 Je w b 3 AR 2 P(w|I) AR I 23 A1
2.2 FEEHHEE BRI
{EE SRR CRM AT MBRM Hh St DX IBURFAE 2E BONE 2 P (F[9) MR A 1D 5 A7 A7 FH 1 5 300 1 =l 2 B i o453 21
1 S exp{f(gi B fj)Tzil(gi B fj)}
PB(fj‘J)iEk:lZg;eJ \/ZDED\Z| (4)
oo gy RN ER 3OS § A KBIAEAE,m R 3 v X 0/ 5 220 4 0 03— DR T 1 2 B 6 A T
DU AERFAEARACL R 52 S ok 400, U] Qs DAl R PS80 0 (R AR ABL IR &5 T £ BT 0 R B A DRl AT AR 5 4R i B
R NAEE L ALV EHE a HRbR TR K I G a2 R S TR S G ar T se X (U tree T sky)
HEATARALYE 2 AR T, 70 AH DG AT, t TS R 22 2248 SIMPLIcity™® 2 FUZZY CLUBR it — AN Kt A JH AR 1 X 35k
N 50) 5 B G R A AR B2 5 e T 5 5 TR A5 ool e DX 3l 0 AL A, 45 BB b 1 S5 O RN DR IR RE 1)
a7 AU A A AR AT ) 160 G20 0 5 L 45 5 0 AR R DX A A1 7 g — i I 5 R G v SRR Y
FEAS DX IR, 4 2 (4) T B H R DX 33 SRR 238 01 B AR ey sk ] L, 7 2% B8 23 S 7 o SRR P I, 28 (4) 8 I
5 3 WA M T S 8 AN T BEAGOE ORI B e i B A% Pk AE SIMPLIcity w8 SCT AL X AR ALE 2
RSk 0 P W EHE AR B T FUZZY CLUB S JLAE HE— 30 Bieidk, i SCIX I G AR A 12 X S R0 ) —
P 4810 T A7 DR 358 mb AR e R PR BT T A P IR R

(a) Image a (b) Image a’ (c) Image a (d) Image aa
(a) Ky a (b) Kt a (c) Kltg a (d) K4 aa

Fig.1 The examples of images with high generating probability
1 BA A s g 21
2.3 ET R AR FEE R E 1T

SR 4 3 JE T X A TR A5 AH AL R A AR T T B AR AR TP O R S T B 2R A AR A
FUZZYCLUB KB AR, FeAT Al 52 A0 R 2 T 5 RATBU 358 F 5 A0 AR et 28 A o1
Ps(f;lJ)ocmaxexp(—(fi-g) " = (fi-g))) (5)
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A FORTH R KRS HE 6 B AR 2493

SE X i1 3 AR B kT oy 1 0 rR BT AT DS B R A /N () DI A PR A BT EE g R i
i A ARHABLER) — A DX, U032 24 Fbbt 4 b A v LIS 1T T A PR 20 S R B 72— 283 SUA B AN W Al AR AT
T S /N 3, T 28 X3 22 2 T SORE G R LB . H T ATTERD 58 o SRR BLR AN SR O AL R AL, 1 45
EATTSE A 5 0 53 AR B I 2 A DX I AT B e A B ARABLAE AR B 3X(5), 32X £ 8 DI A7 65 i 1) 2 BB 2, AT 0 1
B E AR 2 e AT BB a v 585 1 SO (bR PRI 3R) 7 2 AR @ mb s DR X3 2 458 v PR AL i A+ AU
P, T 7 AR A e 1 A JRE o, L AR I a B PR & AL s B IR ASAR AL i L AR G T B4R a MBS aa 2
3L A % “building” 4% 2 (5) VF 5 Hi 1 2R BB A ELEAIR.

N T B ARS8 T SO SRR DI PR A RSO A o o 40 P BT DX SRR AL O 28 1A T 45 #ay 4 A T 9K
AU IG5 0925 e A3 s P 15 e A AR AL £ DX U I ) A 0 5 K0, D A0 02 405 R T Al i e — 0 16 DI A
JEME R LA T 5.

3 DAY XEEHMEE BEERME T SR AE

MR A R A0 B R B AR L 55— PRI 5 3 A R R R 3 | R e A DX R A JE 5 s 4 b 2
A X350 PR A M R K i Al D31 i R, AT 52 W R P 5 2 RSt 36 £ i o PR R A 1 DXL, D T )
55 V5 SCX I 0, [ I O B A D30T B4R 28 O 2R 1R Dk, 7 7% 18 G 9 A 2 5 DI g P AT BL A7) e X
S5 AR B AR o (10 B DI DG PR R 5 TR I, A DX 18 e I DT P 1 SRS T 2t 3 5% 40 JEL Al X3 ) DX Il AL
R ERHEAT G, S AR VR D DX UG I 5 K, A6 95 12 5 R0 3 A2 G 249 SR 5 KA 9 T 5 £ A A A DL
6 T A% G AL) T R T 0 PR A e RS DG E S SR TR 2 254 B TR 1 (e ) AN TR (A ) 28 IR A5
i (1 DX 3k 70 G A e 73 Bl PR 79 2L 4 e, TSl mROIREL PR 32 D 2 — 23 B 1) e B IE I, e R AL IG PR L AR (1
D3O B A fee VT T, 2 P o XSRS (g, by ). Bk 25 3 7P DB T 1 KIS A 00, | A R A XA REAE I P oA
SEIR] (1 B U UL L.

Fig.2 Maximum weight matching, the thick edges denote the optimal matching, the weight associated with the
edge denotes the similarity between the region in image | and image J
2 AR ARG, Bl rh AR re) 3 R 20 1) S AR TSI, 2l B BB 7R | b Rk J A2 e g %
B EG 1,3 2k BB E G T ) D0y 2 by, .. oo bR 0], ... b S P R N={Ny,... Ny} Al
N’ = {N/,..., N LS5 523 06 2 | AT D DI, 7 = 73 e G={NUN',E},E=NxN".1 (N;, N') 27 1] e ) DX Bk L
PR3 E B R NG S R by AN O 82 DI ) 2B R R AR 25 A B 45 12 ARt mT LR Dy DX G FE T 1
AHAAFR S

_ exp{{_(gi B fj)Tzil(gi - fj)}}

i ZW

Horbr,gif 23 50X R by, b 1) D AEREBERFAE, Z,, 2 V1 — 6 7

(6)
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TERIE G A AL 5 A 0y G 42 T R HZ o R VTS 5 85 OB R 7 8 S0 — A58 4 4y B UL fic
M 248 E — T8 & FEPERFRUA S AL 45 5582 =55 B S5 A TG RS 2 — AN TL S, 7] s A2 an R
PSS N 5 R34 B 7R DU IC v 5 32 DG T 0, 55 7R 220 A ) e K, B
max[ > Wiyn(i)] )
N, eN
1 b5 X KRBT L AE 5 k4R N ORI NP 19 45 B0 E A RIS e ar AEE G A e b, UG o0 1) 1R X 33
MEA—E ML, U E G T IR IA BT I 0, BEZE SR e BT BC AT B A LA A dL 45 i SR N
rh 2l R L A DU RS BT 1 DG A G I K 4 A48 A AR TIE N Hh 4 S 7E N L s g /b A LR AR UG
5 465w FRY () B g DR BT A ASARL D AR Skt BN, s RS T T A7 s DA 1 1 ] 5 A AR 1) T B T k2 DX 30t 4 4
AL B4 DT R O B8, B e bl 2 T FRATT ) 2.
SR AR 3 o AT AL, i) FBE 16 5 9252 ) 2 ) A9 1240 0t g o R0 0005 T AR 390 0 Hp (X sl 0 v 1) B AR DG
JC, 1A, DX by H S 3 AR R e S by AT 3 b ) g G TG P AR o 1 A, BT
Popt(bild)=wi k= 7(i) (8)
H - 35 20 (0 M98 258 AP 2 ST 5 D0 UC A DX ol 47 A% 230 i o 10 8 SR o 1 00 o B AR A b (I 7 — A
FEA, B AR UL AL X ), PR b £ B BUR A 22« iy 2, AT i 2 e K280 o, 3T T4 T Jelinek-Mercer P35 5
1 POV AT T L A K R PR 0 T A DX A T S A R A b A T A 10 R 2 MO R A
Pa(bilJ), fie 2 nf L7531
P(bil3)=AP op(bil3)+(1-2)Ps(bilJ) 9)
Forp A T DR e U0 P BRI A TP 8 AR SCHE SRS T s Ok 0.7 3k XS T T, 76 6 1] 1 v S a HEAT AR
I 3/ T 59 TR SCIR AO0T A4 SRR 26 11 D gk, AT Ay R v T A 1R 5 SO 48 “building”.

4 REEXEXEEES

SCAKYZR P, [ B R A BT EOR) ] 5 ) 8 A I5 (query term)AH DG FE Bk i 1K) SR 3 SO RS A 4 vh 4] 5 ] 1 LR
(co-occurrence) AH JC 1 56 2 AT A ) e A8 B G bm v K U R4 b g BEUGE BREL B b i 1] 1 SCRY, AR SR
FH A7 305 Al S R o v PRI 1 T I A e 3 I 2 AT SCRH DG P B2 2, T K = A DG 1 1) I A R o 4 &
bR Bk R

T2 52 A b BV AR A S AR A T B T K AN AT S5 KA A FleE 28 1 U1 25 P 45 2 i )= 3 40
B 08 3ok 5 20 35K g R 1) PR FE R i 1) B e L AR M=Kx| T My 7R 58 T ANl 75 AR SR | e B %
r N Y bR VE G R AL S 5 A B (V={steet,bridge,bus,train, people}, BRI ZES T HE 4 I®
BT={31,32,33,da3 biiE SR BRI 0GR th B 3 A SR PR R R

Ji Jo Js Ja | Wy Wy W3 Wy Ws

w; (street) 1 1 18 0 Wy 3 0 2 0 2
w, (bridge) 0 0 0 1 = Wa 0 1 0 1 1
ws (bus) il 1 0 0 Co-occurrence W3 2 0 2 0 2
wy (train) 0 0 0 1 correlation Wy 0 1 0 1 1
ws (people) 1 1 0 1 Ws 2 1 2 1 3

Fig.3 The example of word correlation analysis
K3 ] i SCR SR PE 2 A 25451

B FEBEI R — AT B AE— AW W3 A7 35 1] w7 I 2R 1t A R R 1R 58 2 o R 3y (bR i,
A wy g BB 35 ORRVE, U My A 1,75 00 A O IR 3] wy 5wy ) SE AR G T b AR AT 1) 8 ) P AR W - W R

i B g 7 sUnT 5 2 A7 4B, RS LLE Y “street,bus”, “street,people” # 3¢ 11 42 w1, B “street,bus”, “street,
people™ 5 %3 [ HH I, ) AT ARV FEHG HEAT b I 3T ) HE B0 O A 3 8 v

ST MR AR A, A T AR R IV S B2 0 BN B0, FRATT T SR A SRR I R 2 T SR,
Xt M 4 1T Jelinek-Mercer J7 i3: POV HE AT 1 35 132 ok 38 3o ) 7 J=) 8 U1 5 6 P (0 R IR Sk A7 V8 SRR 6 kB ik
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A FORTH R KRS HE 6 B AR 2495

wy 15wy BUSEEUAOGE RT3 T 202 3

Cwu,wv = ZMuj X IVlvj (10)
JjeT
%t ¢, AT LALTE:
Co,
PR a
o Cwu,w“ +va,wv _Cwu,wv

WEBTAT wy BOAEDCE R AL i 50, B S0, = (S, 1S ooeenSup o) - FOREHE S T AT wy (KOAH DGR (H AL A it 5,
B 54, = (S, 1Sy, 2008, ) XL 5, A 5, (KIAARAT S i wy AT iy ()BT SCICELRBESA:
sim(w,,w,) = _SwSw (12)
|5, %[5y, |
Fowy Fowy B AR A8 JE T B E AT H B bR ST AT AL, ) R STm(wy, ) 18 R T 45 R A
“bridge” Fl“train”, B 2R SLHLUAT A AR B AT AT AHAL IV 408 i O 28, MUK 199 /4 i A1 L A7 68 0t 1) T SCAH DG B &)
Sim(wy, wy) KR T wy, B wy, R T SO G

5 ANERERZE

72 e, AR ST T IR PG DX SR A A R 2 Al T D7 vk O AT 1) 5 R R DGV IR A AR B AT R AR SO
TEFR A S50, [ I R Y3 5 T PR R S By RO A T W R0 (R A R0 S S 2 4 e S ] e T AH OGS
B J& g ATl SR AR BE T B vt i3 e IR AR ZORE 5 BR R AT SR AR A T e AORA R BT I R X I
JSHE Al T 2 i DA AR AR P AN L (RS A, 8 17 98] 5 A SC M TR IR S AR R S R A R B R bR S
R AIE IR T8 SR G
5.1 ¥Rk BReR#

FE TRl AR A IR (1) AH DA Al A8 1] 5 1R ST B R R AR S B — AN O 1R AT A R A H
T bR BN 2 (3) T 78 AR SRR SR FL e g PR SR AT AR B S bR AR VAN RNl K T,
W45 5 i B S 1, Sy e Hebm v I R 4

P I < P61
P(Sk’ I) = P(Wkﬂsk—l’ I ) = P(Wk | I’Sk—l)P(Sk—l’ I)
o Siciow =Sy k1, AR SR (1 B AR TE b
S, =argmax, P(S,,1) (14)

AR W A 32 I AN i — 7 B 1) 2 M R K) T JE, DT AP A 4 380 20 B e T 8 9T HL, 24 |V 5 DRI 55 28

RN INVELE U EIFA AT AL S0 5045 BN R S A il b =X P R Bk 44045 3
logP(Sk,1)=logP(S¢_1,1)+logP (wy|l,Sk_1) (15)

BEIR 2 £(Si)=1ogP(Si, 1), B T3 450 R E 1) PR 1 3 20 (13) (R SKARZEAN T35 £(Si) 1 SR LIS, 1] 5 X85

PP e AN W/ TR

(13)

f(SK)=F(Sk-1) +1ogP (will,Sy-1) (16)
W) S R D ER  whi R R
w =argmax,, f(S,)- f(S,.,)
=argmax,, logP(w|I,S, ;) 17)
=argmax, P(w|I,S,_,)
P8 |5 Sy MRS A P 1S, ) = ﬁp(m YPWIS,) B POW)IRMIISI 54 U 47
w, P (w) 355 AH 7], e I A7
w =argmaxP (w|1)P(w|S,_,)=argmaxP(w, 1)P(w,S_1) (18)
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#{J|w,S, , €J}
#H{J S, €3}
Si1 I BB EL 0 TA7 BRICTUIZRER, (S| K, i% w A Sy IE IR HBL A AR 3 20, PR i 5ok AR 204 0
(101 5L SR, 78 24 H RSS2 v 2 B PR 13 L AN AR 3R LS AN 25 HA B0, TR e 2000 JC 0 AT 47 R0 3 45 B A &R b F
AR — AR SRS AT Z R EGESE 26 5, MM 75 5B b ok 305 5023 BiE— 4~/
FH AR 22, VR R 224 7 A A B AR A 0 1L oo 20 A T A B — AN S K 4 U 2 B4 4 o LA AR T A B
Zipf 0, S AT AR 22 3 78 45 Hh H R KA 20 BB 33 S AR B 01 30 160 28 1) R B0 v T 0 DR e, e
FHEE R s B AR TEV M v b A i 1] R0 Oy b, FRAT ) SOt T 79 A AR R ABL SR AN T Pra(wSica) HH R4 0 1

T4y T VR A, DAIE B0 10 E .
SE X relation(w,Sy_y), B i i) w 514 Sy HIAH M
relation(w) =1, |S|=1
{relation(w,skl)z > sim(w,w), [S[>1 (19)

w'eS,

Forp X P(WISCq) IR K ALR A v By (WS, ) = AW, Sy € PR TR N ZR AR AR R I B w,

o, Sim(w,w) 2 7E S 4 ST w R w T SCHBUE, A fRAIE relation(w,Sy 1) 76 [0, 112 ) FLi AL M= 1 5k,
BE ) relation(w,S, ) =1 % HHEAT I — 4.2 V1 —4L IS 1 relation(w, Sy o) 1 kX 2% P(WISi) i1 . Bl

P(W[Sk-1)=(1-7)Pm(W|Sk-1)+yrelation(w, Sy 1) (20
oo, 28 T A7, S| 3 K I relation (w, Sy o) B0 28 % P(w|Sy 1) #e i 1 FH IR IR g3+ 1.
Xt p(w, 1) B TSR 2R ABL T MBRMEI b (7, i T4 A 15 46— R PR A bRie b BUE B 1 ¢, DRI o 6 4 £
S A A I o A 2 AR R
T T| m
p(w, 1) = ZP(WJ [J)p(d;) = ZHFl p(fi13)pwlID[ .., @ P(W|J) (21)
X (w3 P A8 3505 43 A ) 35 4 A ——Beta SE 5L
5.2 triEidiE
AR SCHE I bR LR R
&% 1. Anno_Ext.
iy N AR AR | AR R 2R DG A A DG P A Sim, [ b i K K

ERTSUNCH
o WAtk So=0
e Fori=1,2,..., IT|
- A CO) TS AR A A P(115)
e EndFor
o JEFERT K AN HAT I P ) I B 2R s S 000 o 28 4k, 10 AT DG B 1] 1 SR DG4 43 A
e Fori=1,2,....k
- 3 wi=argmaxf(Si_yow)—f(Si_y)
- A SESuw
e EndFor

iy bR S.
LR FRATET LA M SO SRR B R B W
w =argmaxf(Si_;uw)—f(Si_1)=argmaxp(w, 1) p(w,Si_1) (22)
WBINF, Sioy 7 ORI 1A v LA AR SO AR I vE HAT LA N A
o T P(W|Si_1)%Z relation(w,S;_y) = 3, D5 b, AR SR i B9 B 8% A Ak bk i v 24 AR 3645 1 LA B3] (1 AH O
P JE B 5 B A0 — S LA SO AR v 5
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A FORTHRA RIS A GBI ) AR 2451

o RSCIRARARTEFVESS 1A IR B T w AR AR VR G 1 AR REAE M IS E 2 p(w, 1), A1 Ui,

o (ER PR R SRR b AN SO L I 1K) 1 SOAR SC A2 AU R P 2 8 S BRI B 0 T SR G, A
1138 3k S B ] 0 385 SCRH DA i 2> DR A HE A PO AR5 G Ay 15 S PR B R bR

6 L 4
6.1 SEIGERT

FRA AL S P A% IR Corel $0ii 42 HL ) ECCV 2002 JE v #4512 Kot 24045 5 000 i B4, & 1 50 4>
Corel Stock Photo CDs. 54~ CD H 3% N [A— F /1 100 i R AR E G 15 1~5 AN bnid i GG L 374 A
Tl B TR B 2 0 4 3 40 I 254 4 000 1, B E 4R 500 W8, 3% 55 500 1 B 4%, Kb g6 S T AR H R I
10 R B8, 3 T2 R s A S 40 B0 8 I S0k £ R B8 T B 2R 8 v OB i 2R 4R BT I 2R
AT T VE— R TR E AR R AT ) A A Al R Fo SR IS B AR (1 1 RE LF IR 45 78 A1) w, 45 A7 7
WA P F LARES RS w BB BN Wl A B 3l bR a8 R 8 b 25 SR b5 1240 1 B B0k
[Wial, 3L o W AN A2 TE A 1, J0)

RecaII:M ,Precision= W | VR = 2x Recall x Pre_ci-sion .
Wy | (W, | Recall + Precision

Recall S8 ft HHOGE SR i) 2 if) 1) 56 2 1 Precision JI ik 258 10 [RORS 2, 217 387 110 7 v 20 A1 4 36 ) s e e B 2 AR 1)
PERE.

i T SEAH DAY MBRM AR T H AT I AR AT, S0 b FoA T A SCAR i 5 5 MBRM BRiE A2
AT T o2, o T AR SCWF 9 A S 7 A UG o0 B0 00 S b 50 T (1 52 36 BU 3 45 R K 75 W, 00 MBRM T
B3 51, HE 2 50 % A VT S5 00 438 o 300 A FRATIATE FH A (7] 1) I 2R R 03X e 7R AT I 5, JF A0 AH 5] 1 U 4
HEAT WAL 8] 72 bR 33 K8 k 1524 5. Recall 1 Precision 1) 75 34N 4R H LI 263 N B vH 843 3 JLrh A
S PR AH DG A T R B A A B K k%4 25.

6.2 MHES
6.2.1  ASChRVE AR PERE B i

1A ChRTESR VLS MBRM FARTE 45 A A UL Anno_MSR 27 71 48 SCH H IR R S ARR I AE
By A P 5 ORI 33 ) AR A0 2 S MR 28 Ay o 45 53 5 3 AH DG 1 ; Anno_MWRM - £ 7 48 FH 22 T 5 KA TG A 1) e
HE A B R A T 25 4 1) S 4 A S PE T LA 21, 5 MBRM M B, A SO HBRvE U vk 48 Recall F1 Precision _E3445
AR 16, SR R TR 3 90 2091 1196, A4 P S5 AP DA SR 1K i 7 o MOE 6 48 145 4 171 55 17 46 9%k Recall
Precision 435l t1 16.1%1 19.0%%4¢ = 21| 17.8% 71 21.6%. ifif 15 FH 45 KA VG e (¥ 235 BE A5 145 A 3 5 17 A < 1 Recall
H Precision 73l 2 i 1] 19.5% A1 21.1%. (1 F- A ST H H SR04 P 07 1 SRt — e EE SRR AE AN T D7 VR A ket
T X T PR AH DA b AL P 85 0 Dol A £ T T PR AT R, 20 BT I TR S AR M e TR A T

Table 1 The annotation performance comparison between our algorithm and MBRM
F 1 AXhREHZES MBRM (1 H 4L

Ave.Recall (%) Ave.Precision (%)
MBRM 16.1 19.0
Anno_MSR 17.8 21.6
Anno_ MWRM 19.5 21.1

6.2.2 T I KBCVLC (17 S5 LAl VT A APk

R 2 U VR AL AR O A VT VA K S 56 8 IR VA TR ST R DL R AN SR T KA G I R
FEAS T 775 (MWRM) 23 50 55 B HURFAE A TH(CMRMY) 22 34E 24l 1 7 1R (MBRM) - 5 T 5 KOARBA DX 3 13
HAFAEALTE 5 IR (MSR)HEAT LU L MSR 38 SR AL Al v 5 A A8 I X (B) kvt 45, OF A8 T 2K (9) AT~ WK 4
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G AE T SR AE AN U ARV 1 BB I i T R AR AR A, T R A ) MSR, RS SR IS KT MBRMLIZ 2
FH T B HORF E AR AR o 22 M ADORSE T 2R L 5 1 108 %, 2 S AR MEE N5 a0 P 2 2RORE 82 T A T~ MISR 1) AR i
ity TE 73 TEVE R 59 T SO AT AT 25 Ak 3 A S H 18 e T B R AU ITG T 1) AR AUE A ol 3 A4t 3 i A R AR G i
S HE) A AAR L BRAER T 10 DG DX SR/ A AL JSE 5 e i PO A0 T, BT S 242 Jse R 5 Al o SE o MG, A 45 PR 5 b v 1
PEREA P, 3 Recall #1 Precision 7353 1 16.1%/11 19.00%3/ = 51] 18.3%#1 19.8%.
Table 2 The effectiveness of maximum weight matching based probability estimation
F 2 R KA VT TE ¥ 3% SR 1 25 Al v A R 58

Ave.Recal 1(%) Ave.Precision (%)
CMRM 10.7 8i/
MBRM 16.1 19.0
MSR 15.8 18.1
MWRM 18.3 19.8

6.2.3 il Ly i A S PE L A R A
PEA LR T2 56 v, FRATT S DX IR AIE 1 A4 1l R 2307 P SRABLAH DA R F A8 LA T R i [ A4 Oy RE AR AR 1 2
oAb vk 20 Al v b AR AR R A AN [R] K 1 R TR SR OGP R R Y B AR SC ) B0 ik A A b
AR PERE WK 3.8 WCor s A7 %, 7] LU $1],Recall 1 Precision 435l 1 16.1%F1 19.0% FJ+3 1
18.6%#l1 19.8%.
Table 3 The effectiveness of words correlation measure
Fe 3 A R AR OREAT AR A I

Ave.Recall (%) Ave.Precision (%)
MBRM 16.1 19.0
WCor 18.6 19.8

6.2.4  JLT S KA C R RF Ak A b 22 it v by s ARSTE S B AL A kA R e

FEE 5.2 15 Th AT T 135 1T OGBS B0 45 AR A B A T 5588 RO T S0 ik ek ) AR A A 1k
WAL 7T BE N A AT R R SR A SR SR S B A0S R ) 1) R S A R 20 31 I T 1 DA S R Ak A o U V%
(MBRM+Cor), % T~ fz AR DX 35 11 e ik 2E B %6 A 71 (MSR+Cor) BL R 36 1 B RIS T R 4Rr iE A= e B %6 A 11
(MWRM+Cor)H', 3 4 25t} T SEGR 5 2R 455 3 2 T LA L, S Al 4 10 R T g RORH A DX d8 8 B Al o D77 v i o DX 3
REAE A S 2, HObR v P e g K T MBRM{H 3 4 & 3, 254 3] 5 1 AH DG 1 )5 Precision 7 T £ . T B 2l 44
BET B KBIG IBC R 38 SR AR5 AE A 8 D7 VA AR VE Pk REAT i 4 v, ol LA U ) 5 9] F) A OGP T2 i 5 6 T B KA L A
LA VR ARV AR BB AR T i3 4 28 3 47 B AT 3 T de RABL UG I 05 A8 A2 BR324l v 3m] A A1 5%
PE7 #T, B A4 1) Recall A1 Precision 2447 % 25 4 iy, e W12k T~ e KA UL IC e AIE il v 75 W Be 6 h A SOR e Al
SEAR B (1 5 AL A3 R AR DGR AT B0 FH AR Oy A 1) Bl 38 17 P 5 A L 485 5 L [R) 4t v 4 A b v 7k .

Table 4 The effectiveness of the start point provided by MWRM-based probability estimation
FA4 FETEOBVLIC SR AL M Z At T A 35 AR S0 S A I e s A AN B

Ave.Recall (%) Ave.Precision (%) F
MBRM + Cor 18.6 19.8 0.192
MSR + Cor 17.8 21.6 0.195
MWRM + Cor 19.5 21.1 0.203

6.2.5 SIER A AR A

S0 1 AR ) A 2 T R ke TR AR R P w R T AR T WO S AT 43 TR 3 A i ) A AR
0 P AR A A R A T (p(119)) ] AR 2 FSORE 2 A o (p (Wi 9)) LA B 3] AR DG A JBE 8y 1 PR A B 4 55 1 X
32 SRR R ) SR A T g i P A 5 1 DX A 5 ] 5, R, B8 1 308 0 ) A 2 5 2 B R e T IR SRR AE A A
v N ZRFE BN 0, AR SCTE AR FSE 28 1 A3 I A58 FH 4 5 ) 500 15 381 DX 3t AL DE T BRI 0 B 1 300 5 ) )
A FE S O(n)xO(Hun), H: 5, O(Hun) & 7 56 5 FI 515 1) I 1) 52 4% BE AT O(Hun)=O(|V|(|E|+|V|log|V])).|V| & 45 i %k,
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A FORTHRA RIS A GBI ) AR 2459

|E|2 . — et ol T AR IX I 2 1 1 55 O AR AT B A, G AR S s 56w PR o0 S DX A e K 10, B 46 A 8k
AR 20,328 378 /N T DRk, AE RSONE 23 ik T 10 BRF ) 52 2% J8E oAy O (). 15 vk i P 2 v 3l P AN 50 m, DU £ 2 R 2
A B ) 52 2% B Sk O(min), 3] (AR 5 P J3E B ) W) 42 2% B D4 O(m?). 4381 3 83 i 1) 52 2% & F AT Ky
O(n)+0(mn)+0O(m?)).
TH RO ] 2 v 1 A A S Sz N T U A DR N ) S A R O(n) S Y [ bR K
kI LR R A kO(n)=0(n).

7 RETRE

FH ORAB R A PR R v AU 2 7 17 R PR P 1 I8 10 Sl Pl 4 1) AL DA DX P v B
A7 DX~ AR AL, 2 17 50 5 B D3 ) o SCIRF A AR SO I = 7 ] e UL P 53 75 1) g P 2 1< 4 UL
(K % 00 5 K A I RE B, 505 B0 U1 3 R B 3 T e A G 11 DX P M At T ik, 55— 7 1l A A
TR e (BB L5 ) A L ST (H S B 3R W 9] 5 ] AR A Sk BE A SO B R BE S SR I 2R AR 0l ] L ] 1 SCAH
RMEBEATAT R BE B F Bt 8 R s ST 0 200 1) 5 P (B ik (R 1B 75 2R LU AR 55 3] I G R R 5 08 S T ik
AT BE 5~ B R B30 BEAE A A v 7R 0 i e s S SR 4R B 17 e 0582 4 o, 1) 5 30 A G PR A 45 I S A
VR SO A R SE R R WY AR ST R T VA AR A R BE A S B A T R ] 14 5% AR AE AR v A P T RS
(¥ 2 A 0 A SCAUR I ZREBEIEAT 23 BT, I R b A0 35 1D TR 4502 A0 B, B bt 2% B0 1) R PO AT BRI AR — 25
(A BATT 5 18 45 A A B S U, i WordNet, 27 >J 21 5 22 ¢ T3 A A1 SR (0 J1 1L 53 4630 2% e B AT T
P9 i BB X 3O ) I B R iE AR R
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