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Short term: 0.950

Couple relaxing on pienic erane shot Long term: 0.900

Short term: 0.814

Business report at the meeting Lone term: 0.909

Young woman lying in bed hugging teddy Short term: 0.772
bear looking at camera and smiling Long term: 0.818

Short term: 0.864

Concert with people dancing Long term: 0.833

Short term: 0.692

Desert landscape to tree dolly Long term: 0.231

Fig.2 Some samples which include a frame extracted from video, spatial layout, corresponding caption and

long-term and short-term memorability ground-truth
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Algorithm 1. %3 [H] 5 sy FEHL
Input: XCHLA {535 505 ), O 6 RE),
C(HL AT A 1TE)
Qutput: M(HEFLHEF)
1 Ji 47 P ki HE bboxes=0ObjectDetection( X)

2 fori from 1 10 H do
3 for j from 1 to W do

4 M0
5 for bbox in bboxes do
6 ifATAL] in bboxes do
7 Mi[i1=1s
8 break;
9 end
10 end
11 end
12 end

Fig.3 Spatial layout mask algorithm
B3 Il e A S



1974 Journal of Software kfF34% Vol.31, No.7, July 2020

5, AR B B A BTG TR HEAT T 35, I N B — A B CNN L B 2541 9 B 12 Convl A5
30 4N 5x5 BRI, 26 K N 1;Maxpooling JZ maxpool 1,pool size N 2x2, 5K KN 2B E Conv2 B 15 4> 3x3
HIE %, 26 KN 1;Maxpooling JZ maxpool 2,pool size A 2x2 5K N 2;4 % )Z hidden layer 1 4EE°H 512;
dropout JZ,dropout rate 4 0.5; 4 3% £z /2 iy H 48 FE N 1, KR I 20 12 S .
2.3 FEIPMAEENER

TEMLE — B AT, A AT 3 0 TR AN W7 48 1), B VP SR ATTAE G — BLBUE 7R 3 M1k L LR TEAR
B4 4 1 SR [0 9] e AR 22 15 300, FRATT 8 — AR 2 7 B e R I W4, B DL — ol 17 2 1) 5 25 R A FH o K0 R R
ot AR, B k2 SR B FE AR SR B0 b TR AS S A0 G 7 T T A 0 3 P e R X G R N, — i T e R L
B3, 53— WU A T 70 o3 25, J8 B2 5 AT BOL PRS0 ) Bl A A i v SO AR K B

Soft Attention L & 5 FH T HLES &I % .Soft Attention AEAN 7T 5 AL FME B, AT LLFI & AL
AR A A R T A B B VEE I AUE N T R R R AR T A N R RS R RATIR H R A Soft
Attention FFHE S (1] BT A 0 GUR N B ERAS RN 28 2.1 5 SR B bR IR N REAEAE N — A query, H 15 255
AN d R T X B D RS B IR A S R 3 )2 GRU W48 5 i 8] 45 B B AT 4 38,18 2 — MEIZ 215 47

T RAR R R n A B3] 2E s, AR AR R R B T AN B 8 SO W T fe(X) 2R 78 B 1] x R T RN 7R, 0 4 ) |
TXRARWT:

%ifwe(wi )
Oy RNTE R I o DLAE S t WU BT A 0 A R AE 1) I AL

M
9, =Y axaeR"x eRP.

R AT HU) (0BT A 1904 1 G5 i B33 softmax BTy — AL ) i
__ o)
) zltﬂzlexp(et,k).
AR Z03 softmax i 7 2 /35 HE A Ei 0 PR AOE 67 R A ST L7 49K 10
€= fscore X,0)*
fmmmﬁﬁ%%~4%wm@%ﬁ%ﬁméﬁ@%;)
focorecs o) = V' tanh(We +UX; +b),

Hrr,ve RPW e R”C,U e R”® b e R® 43 7l 9 190 £ 1A 5L T Al s B

X AN 5, FATT S e AR AR, P Faster-RCNN G I il w1 Fr) 5k G 5 453 00T 17 (14 AR5 A 112 A,
4 BT A e K B NHES B 5 FRATTEE L T — A 3 )2 GRU W 458 SR 47l kB A WL AT B 455 2. AT HE — AN 12
&3 fH.

3 KBE5H

31 HiES5EFH#E

4 4t 8 000 A5 11 0 75 W AT ZH 5, A AT 458 17 P IIE 44 52, V7 W] IE 52 V7 7E MediaEval 2018 R34 F 1 &
BT AT AR A 1C A2 BE AR o AT HE 4G T R B B R (PRAE IS A2 BEAEL 0 40 A7), I DA 8 AP 4 %
WUSRRE AR AT R RE & 5 AMAIIRAE 1 — A AE IR B 5 5 4 T R B 5 RS 43,43 Sl 2 Il 2R 4k 6 000 41
ARATREE 2 000 AN FAT.

XA AT M b N L 7E SRR AWUAT T A5 P 6 R 4 A0 A0 R R R SR (0 B AN 3 R RR SRR R 7s, AR EE,
0,8 AR A 3% 528 20 A5 A AT PR HG B U e 70 3K S R0 5 0 AL A SC AR G 5, RT g A B T AR e
1.

ti

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



)P F T oA FEIE ARSI TR 1975

HP 45 A0 P RRR S, R K A EAZ AR 28 R A B R AZ AR S, 4 Sk T A AT

o RICAZ BE T 55 A% AT 55 0458 TOUI 45 5 AL A0 B 8 1) << T 010 A2 FE AR 433X IR T I BRI L 43 i S e
B AT Re s

o KL FE FAT 55 X T 55 BL4E TR 45 2 A BT 48 (K < KA A2 E R Ar X RV T A JR 1~3 RidfE
AT g .

X TR WA TAE S, B 7 I UF A5 8 A5 =2 BT A A 40 1Y 20 S0 12 FE AN SN0 12 2 18] Y] Spearman’s rank
correlation.

32 BEE&R4G

— FRR U, FRATIASE FH TRl YA 753k SR U B AN AR AL B 23 3, 9 5 R AR SR 45 S AN R RHE. R A T
Pk SR, B 23 2P 3 F0 R R,

T 2, FATTAE A [ g B — R R AT [ V3, 45 BRI 142 B2 2 BN T Rk G 22 N RRAIE, 25 18 T PR SRS 3R 1
T o 7] — ARSI A [F) SR B AR AIE 1) 73 kAT P 39,45 B 0 ORI I 0 I B p L5 2 TR T-38 2
JZ 1A, AT R B[R] — R AN (5 R ALE 4 73 BV 9 R AR 2 ke, IR S N B8 2 = [ DS 28 BTG 000 A 25 10
Ak 8

BRI 9 WA TE 75 1), BRI JRATTAR R T AR S AR (1 A5 0 AR 01— 6 i N1 SR 258 AL 1) b AR
R T AT AT G 23 % - 2885 58 () R BUE AT 1 2045 B0 R IR Z). A8 1 38 S ROIZ i N A1) T 19
Fon h, LLE T-ie A2 .

TN GRi N AL KBS S B, BT X6 F 1018 SGHAT RIS AT H GloVel i ) B AF Jy SCARFE.
GG A B RN, AN T 19 7 AR B A) T I 28 7 18 0, 16T B AT e AT ke > Ui /S 48 B2 (P 30 2 5 0%
P IDF(inverse document frequency, ¥ 3¢ A4 % 46 B0 M AR 8 47 (AL P2 AR 5 SR FiSE U 2R 1Y skip-
thought™ Wi & J5 AT 13E 2448 ConceptNet! " i i3 3% 4 #7935, 7T LLIR1E A [ 5B (AR K=

S WL AR AIE, FRATT 5 B8 — A 5 IO 45 2 [ REAIE R 56 2R AE 0 % €3DPY. HMPPIEL 4R, 13DPPY, £ 2070
FEILZ A G0, K] C3D. HMP HMISEAARAE. ML AR, A TR SR EL T 13D ' RGB 73 SCRIH0ER 2 2 HIHRHIE.

FRAVTFH 3 o0 ] U1 88 A g 356 2 AR B S o 1 B [ U1 (S VR) A B AL AR AR [5] U (RFR). 2 5 H W s 18 R 2 .SVR
TS C A 0.125~32. 1A FI A 2 U 4% R Y5 FEHZ [100,1000], 28 K0 100555 KR FE 15 2 [2,10], 3L
KA 213D HEALE ImageNet F1 Kinetics #E4T T Fiill k.

3.3 BAERY

I AL I A2 BE TR (8 AN R RFAE 45 R 40 Sl n 1] 4 AR 5 s ANIE] 4 185wl i, SCAR RPAIE 5 3 EG A0 3
RRRIG B AT A B8 7 2% TR0 3R 10 53 I B 40 388 . 40 R — N 2 0 B0 F — AN dm okt
TR R A 4 B N T A AT A 3 A 0 G AN BE AN PR A B 9% R AR AL P RE AL S X A T
(EAN R UL, ¥ 1 A A 92 8 5 A2 B AR R ) 8 2

Xf T (A7 Ry, AT HE RS 3 FiAS [R] A B0 R ] B B L S A5 30 RN TR AR K /DN G B T P2 =R B O FRATT A
1 EFEN SR E AR R AIME 0 SR7e. i B B 1) 308 AR R0 T 5 DX ol 6 5 s I3 ) 0 R AR 78 i AR K
I P XSO AN A 1 TSR R O T i L, A3 25 R8I I [ 4 2 it 55 9 A T S 74 7 SR G -1 25 A
LSTM.Z& 1 A& 2 45 H AN [R) 2 [ A7 Jay SR ) 45 SR AT LU 21, 3 8 £ 2 1) A7 Jaj o g A 222 g o 20 = gl vl DAAR B
b 27 2 (A AT SRy e A I PP A5 JE 0 P RE IS Bl BRATTOA A e, K 2 SOOI 1A 30 S5 B TR 2 9 A2 A 4 412 21 )
I A S A BE AR e 1y 1T~ 25 W& A T X 43 H 5 T 37 st A A AN R ORI KE 3, AT AT i B G T R 330 ) 8 A
225 1) A J, T AN 2 o 15 2P0 PR 2. 2 SR AT DA S 56 i 4 FRLRE T o S L, B VR S A 3 T PR ik 37 5 10
AR %) RE IR N AR ER.

R 3 ONBATPTHRTTIE AN R SRS ) 45 SR AT LU I K I A WU R A ST 249 45 SR B AT B 2 2R v B e £
LRI E I GRU HEAT I 745 S 0 52, AT CLIE — 2D 3 e ROR AR LEERE b, 3RATTSOIMA T A =

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



1976

Journal of Software #k4+%73R Vol.31, No.7, July 2020

LA, 47 41 420 e 2 ) B AR L 7 P B, AT a2 — 205 388 i A R B A (1) 3R B by IR T 980, A0 A2 B 0 T A 4 e i XL
FE. A B FE R RGBT et

Long term memorability

0.2501 HC3D mHMP  waesthetic 13D _RGB ® GloVe ®SIF ® skip-thoughts  ® ConeeptNet

Spearman’s rank correlation

0.000

0.500F

0.450
0.400
0.350
0.300
0.250
0.200
£ 0150

@ 0.100

riman’s rank correlation

Pe

0.050
0.000

0.150F

0,100

=
(=1
h
=
bt

0214 0.216 0.211

0.168 0.168 0:174

SVR RFR

Fig.4 Results of different features for long-term memorability on the local test set
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Fig.5 Results of different features for short-term memorability on the local test set
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Table 1 Results of spatial layout for long-term memorability

=1 A RBRE R IEIZ E 45 R

HWE [ES e ESES [Ny
ABRM T3 0.144 0 0.1290 0.141 1
LSTM 0.138 8 0.1215 0.138 4

Table 2 Results of spatial layout for short-term memorability
™2 (A R R R I A2 B 4

el ] P B o AR K /N i B
AL AT T 1) 0.280 3 0.270 5 0.2773
LSTM 0.265 4 0.262 3 0.260 5
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Table 3 Results of two strategies in object branch on the test set
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Short-term(JE 2% [f] A7 7 # £t 0.447 1 0.458 0 0.465 2
Short-term( %% [ 1 J&)) 0.469 5 0.470 2 0.471 1

M 1 AN 2 ST AR 3 1R LSRG I T2 B B IRHEAZ B ] o300 1 2 v AR 22 TR R T4
I EAZ, FE BT 237 0 M 7 L 23k A RT3 12 AT 00 R B 1T A B e A2 BE R IR B )2 1~3 KR R hiX 4
RPN ISR, — R B (bR v SR R I e 1 8 2 v A T B TR Sy N P % B v B e i )L A
BT TR BORAT; R M S5 4 TR S 7 B S T A 4 R S SRR A7 B K B S AN R R AE
A7 TR 68 77 52 M AN O, gl 2 00, 7 I T 52 2 (1 SRR 7 ke A R I O AZ R B R R I SR — e
A, 301 C3D A AE J5 B AZ B b (R 6 TR i 0 B v T A R EAZ B FRATT A SR T A oAl 23 4 W I S R R, L
752 AR b (45 55 A B i A0 6 300 A2 7 K Y10 12 B 52 4 ) O IR A2 i 52 i

FAVBRIE T — LA ATRE B AT 70 BT, L v — e AT 22 1 00 A 1 L Ak 3 7 i A 5 4 S T L v — 2
WA 7R T AR 3 55 i F AR L — 28 AN (i s

Bl 6 R T — S 3E A B 6(a) A B 6(b) AT+ 40 I 0 12 B A AR s B 6(c) A 6(d) T K i e AZ FE AR &
1 95 B A2 B ARG ] 6(e)~ &1 6(h) it 7~ #8445 B0 AT 11 A B 12 5 RN 658 v FA) 0 T 2

I W SR AR 2 AATRE ] B bR 28 5 AR R — e A

o i AR HAR PO AATE H B A K AR SRR I R

o LA AR 5 R AT A IR A 1 W ATUIER i — R 5 B Sk Bl — S R S I R L R85

o A3/ B BRI A AR B b A AR e K AR 5 X S R A ORI T R (¥ 37

o — A ) A m 3 T LA K A N R A7 B A5 A R L B 0 — AN IRTE KB 1K 55N AL I 1

SO A B TAE BRI B 6(a) I BB AL M S AR ) A R S I IE LB B — MESFE M I EE
i1

I B4 W] DU G SR — AN AT K A P (AR 20 I, B0 4 1R S B R B R A & A R, R
B e B R B AATG 1 K A7, B BT L, T DK S I R AR 1) 0 AT 45 T A S — AN AR 3 3 T Y
FFEAN 43T

Fig.6 Some samples of the dataset
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