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Abstract: Many machine learning methods such as generative model and discriminative model have been applied
to image semantic automatic image annotation. However, due to the “semantic gap”, the imbalanced training data,
and the multi-label characteristic of image annotation, the annotation performance still calls for improvement. In
this paper, an image annotation method is proposed which augments the classical generative model with the
proposed discriminative hyperplane tree. Based on the high visual generative probability training images
(neighborhood) of the unlabeled image, the local hyperplane classification tree is adaptively established. The
semantic relevant training image set is obtained through top-down hierarchical classification procedure by
exploiting the discriminative information at each level. The joint probability between the unlabeled image and the
semantic words is estimated based on the obtained semantic relevant local training set under the proposed
framework. This method combines the advantages of both generative model and the discriminative models. From
the aspect of generative model: by exploiting the discriminative information of the semantic cluster in the
discriminative hyperplane tree, a local generative set is progressively refined, and therefore, improves accuracy.
From the aspect of discriminative model: the multiple label assignment can be naturally implement by estimating
the joint probability, which reduces the limitation of discriminative model induced by the imbalanced and
overlapping training set. The experiments on the ECCV2002 benchmark show that the method outperforms
state-of-the-art generative model-based annotation method MBRM and discriminative model based ASVM-MIL
with F1 measure improving by 14% and 13% respectively.

Key words: automatic image annotation; generative model; discriminant classification; discriminative hyperplane

tree; hierarchical classification
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IM F AT THR R @A A RAER BEAREF % 2451

F A5 0 T A B B AFATIE G % AFA S I ARAF B iR e AR AR — R R — A AT T AR
P E AR A RARR BARARIE 7 k3% F R ARIE A AT B AR B & A AR AR IR I 3 B 3 T & o A i )
J BB K1) T P 5145 8 3 TR 6 T 49 B R 5 R IF 2 FAFE B 603E XA A B A g2 era A X2 8. 537
9 & AL AR 2R AR 45 3T AF AT 2 BAR 5 35 UK A3 0 BR A R AT A6 31, I B AR AR 69 AT 02 e B T A AR
AR 5 P HIAEAL 7 sk AF 3] T A AT P 5 A @ Ao 188035 SUIR 2K 69 PR AT Rat A AR i B 1549 A AR AR SR
8932 KA EAR A ZOLAR 3 T A RBERAF R EAE, st T RIRI ARG R S AR50 £ INASIERTESF
o)A, b 7y i i A R AE T ) R K I B ATER ) S AFE S B A F 69 8.8 5 000 & B 4§49 ECCV2002 4445
EHATT £ R R, B A Can b LA BUFARE R 69 A T A AR 49 MBRM B! R R B3 75 k) A &
T 95 A749 ASVM-MIL #8350, 375 sk 09 F1 B F 531485 T 14%F= 13%.

KR A D EBATE R RARRL R A AR ST HI R AR @A Rk K

hEES S TP311 SCHRFRIZAD: A

BB SCI A bR 2 SEIL MG S SURE 2R (1 G B A v 3t e 456 1 SO B 7 Bl A 25 0k 38 7 — 1R B (1) 7
SCIA T A RS B A R SO R T AR T B N OGRS, B HL AT B
P 45 2 8 2 A AT TR 25 R L 2 ST B R it 22 B B 8 19 sl by A AR kg ey - A7 A
T Ui i) (semantic gap), 1 2 3R B (¥ 18 SIS BT8R 5 TR e, B E SCI A B ks i vk e T i A5 £ .

HE T G vk 2L R Y (generative model )t OVt [ 45 bk v 5 ik, T A SR BRI A48 2 T Gk 1 IO ST BE
A A R 7 v U B 46w il U A A v G 5 T8 SO 1] 119 B M 2R 3R AT b v . I 28 T 2 0 50 i KA
TE S 1] A (0 I R, LA TR R 1y 2O b 45 SR A BRI T AR AR VR AR T, TR i
(A7 AR, SEhR v 3oL A 2% ) B2 B LA 1 WL AR DL 110 T8 SCAS [ 6 PR A 1) 5 i U7 st 8030 10 7R P 28 o3 Al o R 4 i o
FEATE R T A 2BAR 2, B R 7 ) 50t AT A A 4 5 20 2825 S0 (0 7 325 A e U200 3 v 3 ) s
(discriminative model) J5 2432 FH 8 v Pl 4% A i il FEET 81340 530 3 2 0 12 (i SVML S8 0 40 52 1R I K AR 48
FREEA LN IS, 2 3] T AR w0 5 SO 2 AT 55, DR 3 2 A 20 15 ) i A 200 LA — 5 1) M A
AT A B 5328 710 1) 52 20k A A B 5 B5CH M RN ¥ SO Bk i) () B8 e T s AR A R I 2046 LA T SVM 43 2528 1) (1]
A % 13 e 25 5 52 B E A 01 AN P-4 1R S5 i RO A P S22 Yk 65 0 10 2 33 0 A BB L B v % 5 U ) A5 4
HA5 7 0 e SR 14 41 Srikanth 26 AR B (506RE f A WordNet # 57 SCAS J2 Uk 45 K, O F 78 1% 45k T A8
TR HIBUFN Shinkage 5 3T F713:. Marszalek F1 Schmid ™ S12e 3058 % % 4> 2841 % b 45 ) T~ WordNet gt 3718 X
JE R G AR LS5 R FREAT 00 SVM 43 88 I, 7 I 2R 47 1A J2 0K S b vh EAT IR B 52 00 A4k 4
A ORI T S ) 40 2 AT G A IR R 2 S U iR AR B T eS8 A Lasserre 45 N Jh A R TR A0 ) S A
T RIR SR AL P08 _E ik 42 Ll 2 Grabner 28 AJ2 i) enginboosting J5 1: %5 4R 1M 1 1 B 38 X £E B 244k,
BB bR i 1) 22 A 2 2 30 R 2k, BT i P 452 T el 0, 2 22 AN 08 SCAT SR 1) b 28 X & 7= AR N )i SR 2 IR T
RN 23 ST 240 500 6 0. H BT STl A 80 ) o3 7 5 AR AR AR 45 A I BHG AR T VR A 2 .

AR SCHE P I 1 A A Y T AR 10 2 B R P bR 7 v 5 2 Wi VA WordNet R SUZ IR 4SE
FA AN [i) AR SCFR 248 J2 VR 4 0 B 3o A 5 o AR D et RO 2 M 2R <A 35k 11 20 8 57, 90— 20 g gt T ) ol B 1
THT 40 B AR A ARy BGRB8 358 P AN AH S PR A% 80 47 3 98, 7 e 3 Atk |
TSR IRAT H b MR 0 T AR

H T RANAS JR A 5 43 S AN A SCAE AR AR TR (0 S ity B T4 5 T AR A B SRR A v A5 1 e A
B BN R A0 3587, M T A3 AR S 1 3 31 43 2R — A /N ) Sy 8 U R B R AT 3 3 0 A 32 408 4k v D & A2 1 3 SUAH
KNE, B B S TE SO R IR 50, R TE [R] 2 A AT AT ) ST T 2 3T, £ B AT ) SRR T T AR 6 A b B AR AT
H R 53 28,38 2 1 FH R S8 R 80 Sl 45 8, 92> 2038 b 5 R s BRGSO AR G I 811 5% T, 75 21
VB SUMH 6 G 2 o 28 0 AH D P A T A5 e PR R S e 1] (1 BB 2 M R 753 38 A8 A PR A M 1 b i 114
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H R

AR TAE EZTTEk I N

1) 2 R JE T AP S0 T THUARE ) A B A 28 PG g v AR AR SCRR A HE R A5 P il ) 5 e~ TR B T A5 e i
PG A AR 32 2 R 2y 43 30 008 SUAH G MG B & FE iz e & Bl B A M2 A v B 2R S 3 H AR R 1 22
PR 43 I, 1 A AR 28 B ) S B VE A

2) ASCAE R b i UG I v A RO 2 AR 30 b ) 3 SR S 28 2 TR B A I B SR U e AR S i T 4 SR 43 28
TS 2 AE AR 53 2 05 e % A7 B0 B F T35 T A BB (R b v b ek B BTN JE IR AR 2R U5V X b
T BB AR AR 308 A SRS B8 i 22 T 2B s 2 ) P A5 bk e g

3) i FH R ME £ PR 42 ECCV2002 X A SCHE H M Ar i Sk AT A 56, 55 P Al 2 1A sOBE 21 1) MBRM 7755 B J
BAAlFE TR I ASVM-MIL J7 v AT L, AR SO 10 FL IR F43 J03R #r 14% 11 13%.

ARICH LR BUGbRE A DG TAE 28 2 WA ARSI bR 7R S 3 T RA ORI LB A 4 Y
WIS 5 R M RE .

1 ERERRERE

YA A FRUE R A B R bR B P B IS LRSI NS L) I 4 vh A S © bR

O P 3, T P B SRR K 0%, 1 3, = L oo Ty 5 We W We 1M I 1 233 265 PRI B0

HECRHR] [ BN H 2 DO, 4E 5N Dywyj 2 — A oA &, Ron 8 j MR T TR SR i iR I Boh A E e
Rebrid: MG 1 = {1, f,,.., £ 3, OB w1y HoArid: i B0 HE 1 pR B0

P(w[1) o P(w,1)=3"" P(w,1]J,)P(J))

1L 1)
= PW[J)P(13)P(;)
R R B bR w*hy
w* =arg max,, P(w, 1) 2)
FEAE Q) BB PRI 5 73047, P(I1I) R A bR R | 2RI 3 2 e 4 0 1 P(WID), BefimT
WA wAE DA R B TR I R R ey, B 2 AR AN (L) T DA, B oA 8 2R B PID) RN I 5 3
A0, 110 T SCOCBRE TR RS BR v R 28 ) 77 A i [ R R 23 AR 7 S o v, ol 11 SO0 I A2 A, Bk R 3 i
X5 AR ReHAAE [ MR (03 SOOCBR TR A E D HI E | T 5 B0 1R AR T
W 125 AN R AR RS BT IR 01 7, B b R R R b A R G HR S A2 MR ) LA B TR 9 /N
7 MR 2R 25 PR 15 41 3k 1R 4 3, i 4 9-HGPN (highest generative probability neighborhood). 44N Il 4 5 115 X
P 85 Yl 7S AR 2 RGBT SC A ) @, 73X ) 7 HGPN AR R — 40 IR S R i G T A
FHIE AR AR 2 (L), 33508 23 AN AH AR 28 AR 25 5 Wl A 36 45 e b v R MG 15 A8 XRR 280  — 28 R 28 524

AN SCHIR I ARZE AE HGPN  H B I T b3 73 8 KU AR, SR O 85 22, 1 A K00 12 FA 1 2 B 4 BOK >
(v ISF AR 7 £ 288 VI R0 2 I 7 8, UM 5 3 S A T R — A e TR 1 ) . 00 £, 5 94 P 5 1 1 S
SRR ARHABL, JU) & AT (1 8 SCAH S A DR BAT T P A PR o SCAH SRR K K-HGPN (g I 5 P 45l 70 g AN TR ) 24
(). i) A 2 A 5 T SCAIOR I P B SR, 5 e i PR A S O 11 T 45 R AN A 5 P 45K A 20 B B0 AN ]
1 b L R X R T A R R A R RS T 1 S AR SR SO AR X R R TR
ANBOR b [5] BB 2 A 5 B 1 50 R 22 I 2 SR8 R0 49 31 S 4 1 23 S R0CR LI ) Y 3 2R 2 1) £
AP R BT 20 8 A G T2 RS AR [0 J 0 R A b PRl A AN O i v 2 e, 159 B AR B S I #E T
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bengal, cat, city, mountain, boats, cat bengal, cat bridge, car bengal, cat

farest, tiger temple, tree face, :;m- house, water forest, tiger tree, water bengal, cat forest, tiger | reflect = forest, tiger
| wa I 4 I ¥ -

forest liger flower, water

h 4

—

e annotation generated
m the relevant topic is
re accurate

Relevant topic

Fig.1 An annotation example by using MBRM
Bl 1 BT AR R R by i i 1

2 ETAHRBFEMEERIREEGIRERE

2.1 EKIER
DR T I A B 5 1 e A M 2R AT SRt LRy wr LA A A i, DR ot 3 () R I A E R P, w) T T
ﬁ(l,w):ZJEHGPN(I)P(I,MJ)P(J) (3)
PG e S A 3 PG S AR BB A i, FR AR K-HGPIN(I) 8 SCAHABL I B 45 A 2 i )O3R 2
(semantic cluster), AN A (75 SCER 2 2 )38 SO ZE 3 R B 1 B9 AR % S 0RT AN A 5% 2 RBURE) B A1 SUER 2K,
BBt HGPN(I)H 3 2 (175 SUCRRE SN T, T, T3 TR s | MESCRE, T nT, =3 v 2l ORI 4
MR POT) AR R A bR VE BEHE 1N Ty s AL sl R0 by T3 38 SCRH SS M v, U 1 ol T 2 B ) mT e DR X I F) P(ITS)
e & (3) AT #E 4k
P(Lw) =Y B (1L, W)P(I|T)

(4)
=3 (X, POWIDP@)PO T
iR ST e <k R WO F e )
w* = argmax,, P(w, 1) ®)
AR DSk £
P(1T) :w (6)

P(™)

BBE PO P(T)AF A 4453 23 A1, WA VT BEA POIT) AR e A6 D Al v A PTN), B 45 52 135 b v IS 1, SO
JET B0 i 06 A AR Sk, 3 P (T PR T AT I ) 73 B AR FRAT . DR, 28 2K (4) 4 A SO/ e i 7 5 ]
N 73 B G A B AR T 51N PT) I 7 40 501 7 S5 A SR g FCAEL, 8 A= FAE 7R e 388 o ] 1) 531
AE ). 12 sCE) AT, A An i BB T HGPN 7 A g SCHITR — 418 oK 23 244 HGPN 41 () 22 1)

{x| f,(x) =w."x+b, =0} (7
Horr =1, v x RIS 4T VI i B GO0 IR AREALE 2 [ (1 ) S, F(x) Ay 2 1k 1 552 R B0 P (T 1) TR 7s hy e S AR 1 6 K
P(T 1) =9(f(x,)) 8
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B2 45 H 4R () ot HGPIN(I) T SCZR 2K 1) s 2 2 43 T )7 491 S o b, Rl 53 2y 2K 1 B AT 2 Rl X
Lg% logistic 43-251i, One-against-all £3& SVM 432810, B2 A6 23 FE 1055 AEAS R I 00 R, 2R 4 g & AN AH
7], e £k M logistic M4y 2 rp:

exp(f;(x,))

P(T [1)=—— P gy
1+ exp(fi(x)) ©)
P(T, 1) = —
1+ z,zleXp( fi(x)))
M 7E One-against-all 2% SVM 4321+
{P(I’i D=1 if f(x)>0 10)
P(T,|1)=0, otherwise

7 UG ARVE S B B I8 B A & 2 A4S S8 3R] HGPIN  Fh B R SCER 2R R TT g b B 2% 8 UK
A0 55 1R T8 SORE S I AN i 52 2% 1A V8 SCIR 218 25 118 SO 35 TIOR3 26 28 2 [ 1) AT 43 1 3 (strong - separation), 7F
Gy BT N B e B ATTHEAT X 43 52 2R 0 SCER S P T LAREAT BE 40 3009 432 (weak  separation). 5 — UK (19 432K
T K1) 23 S AR A B a6 A T S AR T SCBR 0 5 1A SR 8 R/ DA R HE S, SRATTAR [ SR s L 20 430 2 kA
G5 K 0 Rl T R 3 AH S 10 T )l T TR SR AR PT) IN A3 32828 SKORS B0 J2 A 23 2807 ¥k 38 R A A A
FEAL 5] ] G

Bl 3 45 AR SO O 1R A 5 3 o T 2 T A A8 AR — AN Basl 1 SO 745 5508 HGPN( H i)
A G AR 5558 XA HGPN(I). [R5 iR 19 2 SCHIA 178 SUR B H A SR B R R — B0
TG A P B ) 50 43 28 T (w, o, 43 288 S THT PR L A T 3 AT HR A S B T B B, IR 54 B A SR RIS
S TAR . TE VSRR 26 PCT (1) A8 B T 1) T 140 20 208 SRS i J2 1R SO A 25 S0 REL (R0 SR 88, T P i, 1 56 38047
A3 R0 S B MEER 55 AT SRR ZR A D¢ AT R A B AR A O 2 T R SR B0 e 3 R vk e R
J B M 2 K 2 S el A S (8) AR I R B B A AL Py (TlN), T 55 24 1) J5 30 BE % P(Ti|1)=P(Parent(T;)|1)x
Peur(Till). MAR Y £ R 2 17 R, B 20 28 10 T 81 2008 SUE 21— 30, 70 8 R 45 10 8 S — 3%, e vk gk 4
PRI SUR BB ME AT, T2 T TR AE— )220 2588~ 1w, by A8 75 1 A5 B, 5 b R R X
R IR SRS T B ARAH BRI RE A P(Ti), AT PQIT;) BRI AR s 22 X (4) 13 21 0 B B An iR G T 5
Ty i BEG E SORE G 1R 5R 28 v 1) TR 440, B0 3 15 380 PR e, B A .

P(T4|l)=P(Parent(T4)|1) Peu(T4ll)

Fig.2 Decision boundaries in two-dimensional subspace of HGPN Fig.3 Semantic cluster hierarchy
2 4EAS )R HGPN 2k vk 530 Kl 3 B SUREE M

2.2 AR BT E A

2.2.1  nLAIGE T KSR R S5
AR SRR RT3 TP A A 2 R 2R 2 TR G R B B 3 R, O R A R E R R A HGPN( R
W8 28 J2 IR G54 T S 40 iR (SVD) s mxn FEBE A 73 fif 24 R 51 3 AN B ) e A
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A=UzVT (11)

o X B S =diag{o,,0,..,0,} ,p=min{m,n}, 0,>0,>..20,20 KA LR o MAFHEE A & 7T
H.U e R™P.V e R™P Sy AH IV (¥ 47 S 1) A4 UK AR B AT UUT =W T = 1 e |2 By

£ B HT D(D<p) ™5 K 1 A7 578 1 38 4R (0,1 LA SEIILAL T~ SVD 1) 4 B v el et 23X mT 4 M A — B 2 i
SO HE RN K SVD R 2 P I R R P T AN S AR AR B A G S RN P AR SIS R R A BEAT AR
HER) SVD,2r S R4 FE U, ZF VARBET D ANsm K07 58, I B0Z A7 S B0 N 0 26 45 37 S il i, 9 3l 45 2]
Up,Zp F Vp. 2 :Ar=UpSp. Ac 35 T AT IR A 585 1 PSIAGUTE ik 24 ) 9 2 1) 1A AR

H HIAE HGPN(I) b G S LT SORBE R A R I SLIRAR FE AT ] SVD AT e 4t Ja A 3Gl J2= IR 2645 3
KJZ U W] 4 BT 7R HGPN(I) A I R AT AS 3y ok i 715 i X LB 5 M A I SR 28 55 A T b,
P LA B/ IR B PR AS SR ISHEAT G I TV J00T 0 2R 83X L83 1) SR 2R AT 1 T AR SC IR Bk v 2K 3K 20 BRA e
AT, B N R SRR — AR K TR R R R E T A RBZ MR E A 3 MoE X5k, 40 il
single,complete Fil average J7 11 A SCR 45 1 R XUy ik, B single 7 .38 59 J2 VR 25, B4 0 SAR SR &A1
TR SO S P A T 380 A [ PR B R 2R S v G 5R SIS P 0 R A R R D SO DG T T A R BEER 8 2 R R X
NP
2.2.2 A]AEE P OR A B

FH T A SCA 2 O SR 2R T R AR O T2 W I A v D) m AN B 2 A PR 20 S KT, 7 A 5 4 1 o )
R EAT B K U SR Y T 1R A 245 30 R 0 S [, W] 5 s AT SVM R Iz A RE ) AR SCAEH =0T
SVM TE6F— JZ AT i KI5 JSE P 1 i 2% 2]

O Semantic cluster
|:| Leaf nodes a

Wy x+b,=0

P(T4|1)=0

Fig.4 Semantic cluster hierarchy Fig.5 Discriminative hyperplane tree
Kl 4 15 URRZREH KI5y AR 1 A

FE LR AE S T ROR 2 M 2 T AR T A Ty SRR A FE AN ARG heT M H
1024 I BT T HA JeeTio Bk JeeTin, 1l JeeTid Supp(Ti)={IddceTi}.
B Ty O T )5 AT A B T T BB HAAE R JE R S 0T X =0, X, X} AH Y
Hh 25 AR AR B IARZEY =LY, Voo Vi3 A Je€ Tio, U Y=L, 15 Wy =— 1457 27 2] 1) S T
{x: f(x)=w'd(x)+b=0} (12)
X B I 55 bR B D, BB AR 55 B v 4 2 ) 0 Ze AN W] O3 0 B EAT b R P Tl w R b AT
SVM fift gt = P9 28 43 28 Il IR A3
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meln %WTW-FC(tht)
subjectto: w'g(x)+b<1-&, if x €T, (13)
wg(x)+b=1-¢, if x eTy,
£>0
X TR AR R 1R R AR x,, iR 2 2 (10),45:
{P(Tm“):l, if Wh(x,)+b>0 @)
P(T,[1)=0, otherwise

WA 23 (6), TR 2] P(1|T), j 0.5 .47 P(T, [1) =10 P(1|T;) >0, 75 )0 P(1|T;) =0.

BEHLRAFE DR R O S P4, b T MG ARV (19 2 A 284 A HGPN o iSOG 3R 2 2% AR A (O E 2B Bl 11 B3 i
SR o 22 53 356 A 1A v SCERL— A ST m0h A5 1 VBN B A D eI 1] J2 b o — 1 R i B B
ANBOZ R TAZ K ALK TG LN, SVM 27 3345 B 1K) 43 S8 P 11 2% 10 L 55 BRI 2 (K28 A m %, A AE o
TR BRAT R A 4 SR L AR T, S A 00 7 20 SIS 1 R A SR B0 4 2 N ) i v e O IR 0 A R AT
ST A ST IR R A S A AT RN B G 2L A A SR IR A 4525 S0 088 1 T R e A 23 SRR I T
FERT B K273 SIS A5 HH AR A AN Y47 1 0 K5 0 3% RN B0 2 IR0 0 T WAL 0 55— 200 Tqony, AR SCR
PR T BEAURAE AR DA A AP 2 1) R Ty B 25 BORE A BE 2 SUPP (Tl A Ty 7 BE LI H Supp(Tia-wy)l
AMFEAAE R BT Tig TN ZRAE G X FEREOREF T Ty B ISR 23 A1, Sl Ty mh 6055 10 B B0, 3 4 =) B )1 5
Bl AR A 0 H .

TitsE A% A3 E Y, g B R S0 3 bk 50 R R A BB B A m] 2% (0], BEAT 2R 2 SRR Pl 2 o
KOG, X;) = 9(x) - g(x;) L KRR T 52 R R 30 5 PR O R . 24 P B g 2 51 O DX sl W P £ oy DX Bk
F K 1 2 28 53 SRR AR I A0 35 45 5 S IR MR 1K) T AT DS A8 A DAy 104810 AR ey 3 PR 53 B PR SRR 1, B4 X3
L5 R SCRH SR P AN (7], e IR 4 21 9 1 451 v A3 A3 0 35 AR 22 A AR SR AR 481 (DX 35), 52 ey 3 R 280 IR e, AR SCHs s )
AR — A TEAG) A 25 SO 2 6 — 8 BE 20 58 A P 9000 SR R B L AR B R o B0 45 5 J) s I 2 4 v IR 1
FRKE 2B AR SR A3 B KSR B K AT A 2R, A T A A R A 11 4% £ BT R 1 1T R

XERRAE. T B A B AT A R, R A K = (K + KT) /2 Al e X B

FAEEA. T A O A b = AN A A AN B ORUE BT, IR TG ORAIE. K RELRE 2 1E e AFE 2
Tolt 7S 2 000 R AT PR ke, A A SCHR (A9 PR AV o 550 KRR 1A AR, A e /NS E AL 47, J0) K R0 5 2 7
BN AR AE AL 1 26000 (L 0P BN Sy ) A 22 T8 3N b AN T A 2 TN T AR DG, I AN S AN [ R A ) £
FRALHE.

2.2.3 LTl T TR R 2 2K

H1 23 2 (B) T 21, A SCAR BEARG b v PG 1 b HG sy 2B A8 HGPN(1) 2 ke, I L 1R 282 DR £ 5 SR AR s i
J& T HGPN() i BT A & ALk, R A P(Tol 1)=1.3% T K, M )2 T 4R, HA 53 b5 25 G (x) I 15 b v P 5 1 ) T
To (175 8047 43 3,43 51 P(To| ) IAELj € €0, 13 45 P(TIN)=1 15 5 T 4035 1R 74 4k 4253 28,1 P(TI1)=0 18 43 SEARE %
JE R TR ) — 2 o AR AR AU E— AN BasE T8 P(TIN=1. Lk 2K A b B2 HAr R & —2
W o R R 1k W B 5 e BB 3 A Sk B A 1k A5 B OCTE SUR K To A1 P(To|l)=1 H. Ts th B35
SO — S0 A SCASE 265 0 W AR S A0 2 B 98 SO A5 — 008/, B ) H bR 2800 5 (1 S 2l 75, Hh 3L
FEZR P B 1] 0 T SCAH OGPl v & 1 F AR RO T3, B P(Tyl) =18 T Y BLAE 3, Je Tyt 1R SCOCHE ]
00w, W, . Wb, T ) H AT A {01, G, - Ol JULEE 1 S AR A X1 34

E(T,) = aloga(i) (15)

A E(Ty) /T 455 B e, Ui WK N BER A0 35 i SO 5 — o AUEAT T — 20 (K70 2R L N A3 21 1) Bk
A BRTE R  H AR A HAC A T A bn v R B bR R AL HARASR SR 3 20 e T T, b R G 5 11
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SCHASE B A5 Ry b B AR SOROG, R R T A B P e B8 0 o4 .
SR LR A SR S S Y TR A B 770 AR e v S S S T AR 1) 3 A ek R AT T
Bk Lm0 TR AR R A
WA AR B 1K K-HGPN;
o AR TR To, | A SR MRS S T

CRFSUNES
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14%. X, HH T MBRM [ JGHE S AR TR I P2 J0 1A IX 44 08 A5 (R 80 i A B 2R A0 5 R b v RGBS A G 11
B5) 5 0 DG B 5 25 By 52 5 1 TR0 T AN T 2 B0 Wb d2 . 710 AR SCARE F 23 288 D 50 66 T 2 s B by Jy VR R AT
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45.5%/1 39.4%.

Table 1  Annotation performance comparison between our method (DHTG) and MBRM
% 1 AXJT%(DHTG)Y MBRM it AELLE

Results on all 263 keywords Results on 49 mostly used keywords
Avg.Recall (%) Avg.Precision (%) F1 Avg.Recall (%) Avg.Precision (%) F1
MBRM 16.1 19.0 0.174 42.2 371 0.395
DHTG 18.5 21.2 0.198 45.5 39.4 0.422

432 ST RIbRT ke LR

N T 30 B NE AR SCRRVE J5VE I A RO K AR SC TR U5 vE S R T oy AR T VEREAT L. H BT TE
T2 AR 5 2588 5 SYMUAR T AR SCHR[715T 3R K G 4 105 X I fE B #208 FH SVM AR PE e A AR AR
FHET 2 S22 STRREE P g ASVM-MILUY bRy ) 044y 22 S92 51 1 31, 9542 4RSS FR SVM X L AT b 28,
AT T BUF AR SR A ST 5 ASVM-MIL FHEGER, 36 2 41 H SEge 45 . 1 T ASVM-MIL SE5 4 I 1)
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Bl A 5 A SO ), R 50 T ASVM-MIL (RS89 45 R ELFRICA SCRR[7]. RN 8 7 B ol Lk, A gt 1726 T
I E B 70 AN (P By PR e, IR 4.8 50 & Y A SR U VA IR E R BEIZ IZ = T ASVM-MIL,Recall
FI Precision 4351l tH 39.7%F1 31.2%3%¢ = £ 40.9%7F1 38.2%,F1 # 15 T 13%.
Table 2 Annotation performance comparison between our method and ASVM-MIL
£ 2 ALY ASVM-MIL briE vk fE L
Results on 70 mostly used keywords

Avg.Recall (%) Avg.Precision (%) F1
ASVM-MIL 39.7 31.2 0.349
DHTG 40.9 38.2 0.395

5 BEFRE

PE AR IR 5 0 3 W T A AT MR R, DA TR P (R A AT 5 A SCHR Y O ) B bR T VR T
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LR 2 BN AT A S U A v P B SCANAR G PR BT S, AR SC 4R 75 AT b S ik T P4 (Y
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PEREAT 23 3 0 2 TAEA S TAR A7 AE 2 A SR U R I A R SR ¥ € A2 T — 22 (10 T AR b s 25 8 &
B AT A S AL T35 55 40 Bk BB AR 8 2 0 26 20 2R i)l 38 A LAt 2 R 28 20 R ), R — 20 AR R A A
SCRFFURCR I T HoAt 22 b 2 20 SR ) L 2% SR
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