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Image Segmentation Based on Higher-order MRF Model With

Multi-node Topological Overlap Measure

XU Sheng-Jun' ZHOU Ying-Xi* MENG Yue-Bo' LIU Guang-Hui' SHI Ya'

Abstract Aim at the problem that lower-order Markov random field (MRF) model is inefficient to capture the rich
prior knowledge of nature images which may bring out error image segmentation results, a new image segmentation
method is proposed based on higher-order MRF model with multi-node topological overlap measure (MTOM-HM-
RF). Firstly, to capture complex spatial topological structure information embedded in the local region of images,
the proposed method utilizes the topological overlap measure among multi-image-pixels to build higher-order prior
model for the local region of images. Secondly, according that larger local region contains more information in label
nodes, a partial 2-order Potts model is built based on pairwise MRF model, which increases the anti-noise capabil-
ity of the proposed model. Thirdly, to efficiently describe the likelihood distribution between observed image field
and its label field, a local spatial consistency constraints Gaussian mixture distribution is constructed based on the
Hamming distribution between neighbor pixels which incorporated image local spatial correlation. Finally, a topolo-
gical overlap measure higher-order MRF model is proposed for image segmentation based on the MRF framework,
and Gibbs sampling algorithm is used to optimize the proposed model. Experimental results on artificial synthesis
images and nature images show that the proposed model is not only efficient to overcome the impact of strong noise
and complex texture abrupt on image segmentation results, thus possesses more robustness, but also can provide
more accurate edge segmentation results.

Key words Image segmentation, higher-order Markov random field (HMRF), topological overlap measure, Gaussi-
an mixture model, Gibbs sampling algorithm
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R ER IR R R AR B R, MR OBRER
v, GHANBE R 2, MWIEBEERIPOBERSHM

A H AR B B, R R E S 2] GMM
A3 20 R R X A — B WGMM VAR Ry
w(yr)

0) H P(x.|y,, 0) v

N
s=1 reN,
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AR ZR ) () ph B R AR 3R 2 (B DG R, dl I AL 2R
LRI AR R RS — i, HARHEE 3 Hamming JR
BN, AU w(y,) Bk, PR AT DU (R3S X 38 ) AH
ARAG A R T R [F) AR AR, T AR [ 2 DX 38 1) 208
B RBURFI PR 2. I, WGMM 7R 35 4
TR RIS DX ) Q85 2= R SRR )~

HETXIEAIER 5 M Potts FciG1EHRY

HRL Pairwise MRF 52 1 fia] 81 g 0 4544 K0K
BRI T MRF Seiati M RiA g ), (- kR IE
DX 38R 4 Ry S B AR BRI B — b 3 T X3 A 3
43 Z By MRF B2, LR 5E K o 3 DX 75 o
Z W RS HR I RE ), RIS AN 2 5 2 g A Y
TR IR L. AR X I8 ws N, BUE R DX 48w,
AR 25 Y, /& —A> MRF, XA bR %53 1) S 56 A
H Potts AR, #¥E Harmmersley-Clifford &
PR, E LT XS T Potts Jain
R IR Ay

(14)

2.3

exp{—ﬂ EG:N [1—5(ys,yr)]}
P (sl ) = G
(15)

X, Z(B) &—NH—HE; BN Potts B 5
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WS H, PR KA B S R T o(ys, or)
N delta FREL:
50 yr):{ 1, ys#yr 16)
0, ys=uyr

TE R B I 358w, 79, T ARt RS TR oh R bR 2
S HADEARS g, ISR, AR —BUE T8 N
B on Lm0 yes w0l DU OBRE y, 54D
PR v, A EHR I, ESTE Y 0.

PR, 35 X403 4> B Potts 5656 s & A
st (17) w X

Es (Ys, Yuw,) =12P Ys|Yu,) =
{ ﬂ Z [1*5(315, yr)]a ys7éyr

s, 7EN;
0, Ys = Yr
(17)
B AT EN, R R X w, N, BN
B R SRR T — 8, HAETE/T o; 0T
FA AR IR0 R X IR, HA— BB E
P 25 B AN — SRS B0 K e 1 L X A X ek
o) — B LR ANEE G 1R BB XA 7 AR 2R Y
G —IETHE R R BLR, AR T EB
BN RS ACR, T H X EG S SORE S
T A S

3 ETEDRAINEZBMNESH MRF
REWEGR 2B

FT MRF HEZE, @& 2T MTOM W&kt
B HRIR SRR X 48— B WGMM BSR4 AE A5
43— Potts iR AR, #57 MTOM-HMRF K%
4y B REE A a1 R R
E, (Y|X, ©) = Eq (XY, 0) + Es (Y|B) + En (X I(llfg)
X, ©=0, 8, T). E4(X|Y, 0) £RREIX I —
;M WGMM AR BEE, 0 NIRBEER T S 4L
URBE TN By (XY, 0) FIH WGMM URRFIE 4
i, A RRFE T R X 15 26 5 HoAR 2 1 X A
R—EUE. B, (Y|B8) RRERor —BY Potts Jei b &,
B A Potts KRB IG e B S 4. ST E, (Y|B)
R o3 350 1X 38 P 0 AR o b A AN — BB B E HL
2 P A T T R X B ) — B I LR, 3
T34 B Potts SRS N T 2 1565 = [ £
W, & T RIS ERIE. By (X|Y) BT
MTOM (WM shhahte i me &, v vEbhinh

SRR ERUSHES. AR E, (X |T)
FIHAT G R T L= 24 % 2 MTOM, 5l
N T UG R 8 X 38 50 0 45 A A AU RS A, i #3452 20
et AR B =N =G R, dE— it s
e S A R, 38 m B o IR0

4 MAP #E, 2 H MTOM-HMRF #5784 £
PAG AR5 Y+ A

Y* = argr%/inEg Y|X, 9) =
argmin (£ (X|Y. 0) + B, (Y18) + By (X |7)]
(19)

FURAR RS TR ZSE Y™, B BT
BRI 240, Potts fRAL 600 S 4 g A B JeB6 5
BT = {p, v} mulidt N TikEEA T WG-
MM AR 28 {, oF } I8 IR B KA Bk
(Expectation-maximization algorithm, EM) Rf#,
BRI FES WCHR [26]. $#2HH MRF GERHIALR
H Gibbs SRFEFEHATIEARMAL, R &ARME Y.

&% 2. £F MTOM-HMRF E&HEE %

BN BB X = {zs|lzs € 2, s€ S}

. A% Y™ = {yslys € A, s € S}

1) ZEWME: 45 % 524 L; WGMM 1358 Al
7% {,ul, a?}le/1 BENLWIGE1L; RIS 40 M SLIR g
p =0.2;y = 4; Gibbs SERESEWILEEE T©) = 4.0;

2) FIHEE LiTEER X M MTOM Jai;

3) 1 EM A WOMM WA {ju, of b, i

4) #4E30 (15) @7 MTOM-HMRF 1§/ ERR 4508
MAP #EM A #EIEBZ Y = argmax P(Y|X, w, of);

5) For s =1to S, W T8 —MEE x,, RIFEX (15) it
FHERIK IR w, ATERRENIRER By, (ys|2w,, 1, 02,
ps By )

6) Gibbs KAf: 7E/&HBX I w, H, HOEFE ys ARIELL
TRERBZ — AN EbR S A1ES g

)7 GXp{waS (ys — n‘sta M, 0[27 P, ﬂ, ’Y)}

Y exp{—Fu, (ys=C|zw,, m, o2, p, B, )}
cew,

P(ys:

7 it aRERE BV YY) =, B (y,),
IESY (V)= ESTV(Y)| < e(e AV R), I Y =
Y (") gk 75 /NEE T = 0.957() | iR o] 5 3% 5)
PEAR.

4 SKWEERRSH

SIS REF 50 Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-8700
CPU @3.20 GHz 4 ¥1%%, 16 GB RAM, NVIDIA
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GeForce GTX 1060 6 GB . SERJFRIAEA Visual — VEHIGHIRE T© B8 N 4.0, IBKEFEH 0.95.

i 1 41 fL 5 T 5 % .
Studio 2015 F1 OpenCV3.4 THH ML v IR, 11 ATARE®RSEISR

fE#R SN Windows10. 73 51%F N TN 7 E R A1 5
SRIEMBR AT 70 FISE 5, @ 52 T X Pairwise
MRF 4 EH A0 FF Robust P iy B 47 F 455 411
(1 3 FBCR AT R LG, B0 UE B H A (A R

X N LA BEHR 2 B 45 SRR IR 7 2K
#. (Correct classification ratio, CCR) ZH{ENE
PPl AR, CCR JE XLINF:

L
Set, N Sse
CCR(Syi, Sseg) = Z W
g

=1

(20)

1, S TR EIESN BB, Sy FTATE S B 25
P S TR IRFENFILER, S, Toms 1K
BEARHE T B R, |Su| = UL, S, NEAR TR HL.
CCR € [0, 1], CCR {HB K, L W4 HI45 R i&in T
Ak

X T B ARG 7 B 45 5L R BEHLR 5] (Pr-
obabilistic rand index, PRI) $& A5l IE#f 73 5%
(CCR) fabpfiTe. PRI & 40 F:

PRI (Sieg, Set) = N(N#_l) > leapert
s, T

s<r

(1 —csr) (1= psr)]

K, co =1 RRBERs FMlr ETH—F, ¢, =0
FoBER s Mr BT AR5, PRI€ [0, 1], PRIMA
FRK, Seq 1 Soe K A5 SR — SRR AT, R4 125
Ut

RHBERPE—WRESH p <02 & T4
[F) RBE T AR AR R AR LS, LA B /)S ) A [R] 41 42
BEABUE AN, 2B H 4 p=02. BAAESH
v > 1, HAEF 2SR aEAE AR B G Rk, )
HIGSHH S AT 5 R Ie e ok B, BBk OK, X AR
. (HR KI5 2 S B EG R R RE
RIEK, L RE v = 4; A E O KN E AN
3 x 3BEY AKX AR GMM 23t EM
SR ANEEBEE Potts Je36 S8 8 i K ESL
36N Tk BE0 N4 B 45 R IF I S 5UE. S5 8 8
K, T T P8 ) 8 IX 45 43 ) 445 SR 1 T i 1 ik
5, R HRES. RIS H B IR E N — o T
16 Nk 75 450 59 B PR MG S B R B S, B B /INEL,
R BB R, S5 B R0 H LR B A
THEE. N T EEEX L B A 2, e
PR AL S K ] Gibbs SKEESLIE, Gibbs RFEH

(21)

ANLEBREE T image W 3 Fin, KK
300 x 300 18 %, KEL R 256, 73 HRECN 4, HER
PB4 04 854 1704 255. A I I $7 Hi AL 7Y S g
ATFHRMEEE, 23N TEREE T im-
age NN/ 7] 5 B 11T ey 39T 11 e 7 R ER g 75 iR 47 0 1)
S, SEEGEE BT EL AN 4 B, SEE6 N5 2 300
900 17 1 1 e 75 & Rk 4%, in 0.024 0.05. 0.10 [
MR e 7 A RS I Potts BEEY . 253628 8 43
WEN 2.14 10.04 4.6+ 4.9, 5.1, Robust P" =[5>
A EWT S Q FE T B H Y T HIEE N 3
2.5, EHBRH— W REESE p FIRL IS E
3B E N 0.2 T 4, AFE N EE GMM 2% H
EM SHiEAhtt.

K3 T image JRE

Fig.3 T image original image

USAERE H 7 VR A RO, A e N A R
14 5y 25 FLEAT 2 RN SE A AT

1) Wi, BB 4 B A [E] s T g A Rl
PG 0 43 B s RN R R4l , AT DA H ) LR A A vp
T XA Pairwise MRF #58I%) 45 B 7=, =
LR R T X PRS2 1) 7 B SO0 &5 M LA IR 5 2R 1)
PG 2 TR AH MR AAE R T 0 1) 5 S 527 ey 0 g s 1
PUBER, W59 2 1E B I 245 BH S5 1 B 3 R 40
B, %0 E45 B %, T Robust P* MRF
RGN T EUE R X R A — B, 3| T
oy EghE Rt e I e, W 4 T aEgh R
B, 75 BUESFHE X 3OR RK8 > 1 T 5 4l
R BT AR EL (ERXTT T 228 900 K
0 s N T A B B IR o B AR A I “BE A iR
oy, FERRTE A BIG R AR BRI, 1)
FAEH B RR 4], 1X /& T Robust P* MRF ##
R e R B X 3 rh BT A 6 B 1 S 6 R A
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7522 300 69w 8 1M A SRR 2> B 45 T H

le

Comparison of segmentation results of synthetic image with white Gaussian noise of 300 variance

7522 300 (K e 5 R BB 145 3R B TBOR

A partially enlarged view of segmentation results of synthetic image with white Gaussian noise of 300 variance

TIN5 22 900 7w 3 e A5 & R R 2 1

EEX

Comparison of segmentation results of synthetic image with white Gaussian noise of 900 variance

7522 900 fIiw:H EF e A G R R 145 3R ER ORI

A partially enlarged view of segmentation results of synthetic image with white Gaussian noise of 900 variance

(a) Jnnge A (b) Pariwise MRF 157} (c) Robust (d) iy MTOM I () FRHIBITY
(a) Noise image (b) Pariwise MRF model w MRF 155! fraey s il (e) The proposed model
(c) Robust (d) The proposed model
2 MRF model without MTOM term

B4 A BN i G 7 S 45 SRox L

Fig.4

L R 2 i e 7 T I I 3 % 43 1) 6t SR AR A AN R
. AN MTOM T ) #2 tH BEAUNA T B8 T R IX
AR 2 [ S 0045 B, AN REA A H] 58 0 75 15
B, T MTOM-HMRF #5123 5 18]
FEMT AN SR BN T B T B EUE A ) A DG
R, IR0 40 41 45 K R FH A0S 2 I A AU 4
7RIS XA 1 25 R E R AN SRR, AL
BAR T PG B 7 (1) T, X7 228 900 s i
I N LA R E AR TR RIS R,
ALRTE IR MG S E R T Bk

H ] 5 B AS [RIAR SR e 7 B R AR 23 1 45 R 4
Mridk— D UE B 7 2 B R A e ) LR TR AR

Comparison of segmentation results of synthetic image with white Gaussian noise

Eh IR P LSRR, JU HL 2 BB B BER R S TR I 5, )
LU ASE 7 0of i 7 SR 7= A T R B . B AT
THO5REE 0.024 0.05 FIMERM: A N T4 & 15
FBR U8 ARt th 25 BRABGR M 75 T, 15 BB EAR 1)
S EIGER. XTSRS 0.10 FIAREEM: S N T4 pl
B, FEEMDE B R H, B BRI
P T %) LA .

LA B BN IS [R) 2R B 75 g N T A i 5 o
FSzIGR I, 5RT XA Pairwise MRF #5751
43 EN T FT Robust P MRF #5284 )43 J5 1%
AHEE, $ A BE % il ik T e R B 2R R A 45 1
FHIE, BT INE 2R B S B a0 iR R g E
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Jm0.02 R A5 1B 23 I 45 R xd B

Comparison of segmentation results of synthetic image with salt and pepper noise of 0.02

10,05 HEUR 7t 45 PR 0 3 20 R L.

Comparison of segmentation results of synthetic image with salt and pepper noise of 0.05

M 0.10 ARERR S i 1 3 45 R xT B

Comparison of segmentation results of synthetic image with salt and pepper noise of 0.10

(a) fnng: ] (b) Pariwise MRF % (c) Robust (d) R MTOM I () feHARAY
(a) Noise image  (b) Pariwise MRF model »MRF 52 o 7ete ey xit] (e) The proposed model
(c) Robust (d) The proposed model
»*MRF model  without MTOM term

Kl 5
Fig.5

B RPN [E R B B R E R T A, AR BB T
XSRS 1B IE B R, R AE B 7 #
%% X IAF 2 1 58 I RACR.

2) ERMN. R 1 RET BB 4 DB
T _image N T & BEMGINANF A AN [a] i B2 M
(N T B EUR 5 B 45 R 1) A Hr it b, Rk
F 50 k53 #1525 134 CCR. FE#5.

H 1 Al 5, B X301 Pairwise MRF A5 4420
(1) CCR #BAr f Ik, EARX P RERI R 3 X 3
BRI SN HGIN T EUE R 8 X SRR E, 327 7
BIE 73 B RR, (2 a3 X R s I 51 A3 1
2 JR AR AT R AR (8], PR AR X6 b B v AR
AR ELD | AR H B A X K. 25T Ro-
bust P" MRF #BAERF X Pairwise MRF
BRI CO) LA b, ) N — P T R 5 X 4 ) — Ek
Robust P I, H2$eFH 1 CCR #hx, (H2& =i
S ANIG I T B EAREANR AL I TR]. MTOM-
HMRF FAYER X X 3 Pairwise MRE #8420 5] N
MTOM, #&F+ 7 EGEH iRk ae ), Bt

R PG R e 75 7 145 SRoxt L

Comparison of segmentation results of synthetic image with salt and pepper noise

CCR fabr s, [F) B EF X Ja 38 X 38 B 2 T 5]
Gy A G IR, F TR X R B LR,
PRI L IR AR R B AR R R m, {E AR A (8] 9 %
T IEIN. TR0 T RS I Ay B g R DA
SRJE 900 M, 7EMIN Robust P™ kI, #EH
IERIRBUSAE RN, IEARRT ] A, IEff9>25% CCR
5T 4.43%. MTOM-HMRF #E R4 i 0r
Robust P* MRF B8 0 2538 i, (H 3 A2 %k
RIS T BE /D IERf 4243 CCR 7E Robust P™ 574!
3L nl B33 S T 6.45%. [RIRE, 78 IOHLER e 75 11
oy G G A e R R R OK 6 B AR Y T A 43
K% CCR WEML, M MTOM-HMRF #i% &1
Fafit, iR ARET (A1 RS AT 3 K. R bR HH A R o e s
BIFPITHRE T, X2 KN MTOM-HMRF ## 7%
HRAER T BB EmM b= mE R, FmEE T
C/Sipa e IEE )

i LR, FEANFIZRAL, R[A S N LA
J B o 1 S8 v 3 A RS 2R S 56 4 SR ) s
I BT AN E B it LR B 8 H AR TR AN SO0 P £ e
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Table 1  Synthetic image segmentation results of different models
Image Model Number of iterations Running time (s) CCR ($fH + brHER)

Pairwise MRF 46 12.496 0.9119 + 0.0020

N o Robust P™ MRF 94 13.014 0.9483 + 0.0019
R T 2 300 " i N

A MTOM T3 Hi A R 162 17.374 0.9793 + 0.0012

$e B 133 10.486 0.9977 + 0.0002

Pairwise MRF 45 12.315 0.8854 -+ 0.0039

e Robust P* MRF 83 11.588 0.9297 + 0.0034
=T B 5 2 900 " N

ANty MTOM T )4 Hi i 7Y 149 11.853 0.9902 + 0.0005

$E AR 120 9.521 0.9942 + 0.0006

Pairwise MRF 44 11.917 0.8859 + 0.0034

) Robust P" MRF 80 11.873 0.9386 -+ 0.0019

PEREFE 0.02

A MTOM J5 fr 42 H AR R 144 10.017 0.9883 + 0.0004

PR R 163 12.947 0.9978 + 0.0001

Pairwise MRF 43 11.523 0.7463 + 0.0025

Robust P™ MRF 77 11.955 0.9017 + 0.0036
HERME A 0.05 B "

ANl MTOM IR 4 H R 7Y 94 8.925 0.9784 + 0.0008

e B 160 12.605 0.9976 + 0.0001

Pairwise MRF 41 10.997 0.5465 + 0.0027

; Robust P™ MRF 78 11.290 0.7915 + 0.0047
IR 0.10 "

ANty MTOM T )4 H i 7Y 76 7.556 0.9440 + 0.0012

PR R 155 12.248 0.9962 + 0.0003

P RR A e, T ELAE BRI 2 X RS
T IR RS L, DAL T4 H R R BLAT B e R AL
PEAIE HE .

4.2 BAREGS I

it — D ISR R AR B R A S R, X
H AR G AT 2 BT b SEEG . sae A AR EMR L H
Berkley ##5 BSDS50012, #5348 M 1 5256 1K
% ID 7 3B 6 fras. Rr o EEE /NN 481 x
321 B &R 321 x 481 18 &, KIZ(E N 256. 7|2k
MANTE: 3096 135 069, 196 073, 8 068, 189
080+ 198 087+ 15 088 77 KH N 2, 62 096+ 167 062-
238 011+ 253 036+ 24 063. 311 068 732K% N 3, 241
004. 55 067 7> K# AN 4. 6 PN LEETFTAHE
MRF BRI S 56 V-1 240 8 43 R N Tl ik
EFERAUE AN 154 1.51 3.2, 15.1, 4.8, 1.2, 2.5, 2.1,
7.5+ 2. 9. 5. 4.5, 10. 14. Robust P* MRF 5
HRIXIHBE N 3 x 3R, i Q LT3
Ymax ZF B E N 3 F 2.5, FE AR Y JR R X 4 K
A3 x MEEE, B RESEH p MIRL S
SAIBEE N 0.2 il 4. GMM 2% EM 8348t

&Stk Rl 6 fras, K6 (b) FiN
BT XK Pairwise MRF #5406 438 535 () 43 ]

i K 6 (c) FI 3T Robust P MRF £ 4y
BT BISER E 6 (d) 5T A S
TR B S5 F B 6 (e) 514 Ground Truth &,

Tk E ARG o B 2 FEAT e BT A
FGE LT E T DUR B, B X3 Pairwise
MRF HE1 oy #) 2k A 22 | 1X & T Pairwise MRF
AT P 7 B w0 5 W) e DA s B2 4 1 PR M5 2 ) A O
PERFAE, DRtk P45 e 7 RN S0 FR AR AIE TP S e v A
59, W “196 0737 R FEFE R “UPRRHE, B “167
0627, “238 0117 H1 “BitFl B il ” QU RFAE S5 0T
Iy RIS BT, BB L B iR E X
. 5 Pairwise MRF B/ AL, 3£F Robust P»
MRF B 1 4 ) 45 A5 2 — 2 18 A, Wkl “196
0737 ()4 E 4 Bep | «ybdar QUL TR BT i B <3
RUR AN E X AR B — e . 22 H T Robust
P MRF A& 84 2 Jm 38 X 3k b BT A A 8 E (9 26 50
BOE AR R, DRI 3 i A5 %« 411 45 14 50 20 1 4
B4 BRGERETR, & “62 0967 “ XU () “RE
TR A 15 BB 52 EG B “167 0627 H “ff
W5 < 2 R R R T A% MBI
A PR B AR B A g R 5N
FE MmN A A MR, X G . diy
FRIE R A B EI SR, W “167 0627 H “R
W5 < 2 [AA R4, B <62 0967 1«
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LR TR EAREE M, WE “196 0737 H (P orE s . DRk, $2 B B2 4% AR BB 1 i
) “ybRi”, B “62 096”7, “ 8 0687 “15 088” H1fH) WP SO R T A ARG, BERE T
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15 088
(a) FE (b) 52X MRF #8 (c) & p*MRF B (d) 27 dhdhES

(a) Input image (b) Pairwise MRF model

(c) Robust f»
MRF model

O
(e) Ground truth

Wl HMRF
(d) MTOM-HMRF

K6 BAREGDEILER

Fig.6  Comparison of segmentation results of natural images

KIE - ERE FE R e 78 g o Bl 4 b B A T e
(1) 73 FAG B

SRIGHEAT B B HT, ST B AR EUE 7 31 25 AT
e R MR BENLZ 5] PRI FIEHE 2 28% CCR,
PRI F1 CCR fHlk K, 7 #IFEME M. R 240 T
X L A AE AN [ 4 B RE B R BT 43 31 2 B 45 R
PRI Al CCR 8. M3 2 w40, 5 XF bt 4 E R A A0

b, 32 AU PRI A CCR A ey, BI$E S AR
(o ERE LT BT o UL, 26 2 eh i 7 =Hb
R AE BSDS500 $ds 10 7 #1145 RyF i, 5T
X ¥ Pairwise MRF %), Robust P* MRF 43
EFEA A LL, B AR 2> )45 RSP PRI Fa b
SR T 9.30%- 8.32%, V¥ CCR Fakrsy B4k
T 9.74%. 8.68%. B 7. B 8 4 T =R B R AE



1366 H | (4 ¥ i 48 &
® 2 HARBBIEAFRTNETHIVEEER L
Table 2 Comparison of evaluation indexes of natural image on different models
Image Evaluation index Pairwise MRF (#{f & #x#i%) Robust P™ MRF (¥H + trdEZ) MTOM-HMRF (B8 + frifEZ)
PRI 0.9159 + 0.0008 0.9398 + 0.0024 0.9456 4 0.0004
309 CCR 0.9283 + 0.0005 0.9431 £ 0.0003 0.9820 4- 0.0007
) PRI 0.9635 + 0.0003 0.9640 + 0.0002 0.9652 4 0.0004
135069 CCR 0.9646 + 0.0002 0.9649 + 0.0001 0.9943 + 0.0000
PRI 0.8598 + 0.0019 0.8818 + 0.0026 0.9522 4 0.0005
196,073 CCR 0.9064 + 0.0014 0.9186 + 0.0016 0.9905 4 0.0005
PRI 0.9331 £ 0.0006 0.9333 £ 0.0004 0.9451 4 0.0006
02 0% CCR 0.8970 + 0.0006 0.8978 + 0.0006 0.9611 4 0.0003
) PRI 0.9529 + 0.0009 0.9542 + 0.0007 0.9705 4 0.0001
107062 CCR 0.9448 + 0.0009 0.9464 + 0.0007 0.9938 + 0.0005
PRI 0.8631 + 0.0001 0.8709 + 0.0000 0.8711 4 0.0001
s on CCR 0.8428 + 0.0042 0.8429 + 0.0000 0.9697 4 0.0000
, PRI 0.9571 + 0.0004 0.9574 + 0.0002 0.9600 4 0.0005
293036 CCR 0.9257 + 0.0004 0.9286 + 0.0008 0.9703 4 0.0002
PRI 0.8758 + 0.0002 0.8767 + 0.0001 0.8801 4 0.0005
241004 CCR 0.8182 £ 0.0003 0.8212 £ 0.0003 0.9236 + 0.0002
PRI 0.9093 + 0.0006 0.9100 + 0.0004 0.9182 4 0.0007
s 008 CCR 0.9153 £ 0.0006 0.9154 £ 0.0005 0.9790 4 0.0002
PRI 0.9043 + 0.0003 0.9040 + 0.0002 0.9076 4 0.0035
24063 CCR 0.8910 + 0.0039 0.8906 + 0.0003 0.9572 4 0.0003
i PRI 0.9205 + 0.0002 0.9545 + 0.0001 0.9552 4 0.0002
55 007 CCR 0.8657 + 0.0004 0.9072 £ 0.0002 0.9748 4 0.0001
PRI 0.9009 + 0.0002 0.9003 £ 0.0003 0.9066 4 0.0014
159,050 CCR 0.9181 + 0.0003 0.9174 + 0.0002 0.9727 4 0.0003
PRI 0.8200 + 0.0004 0.8188 £ 0.0005 0.8249 4+ 0.0009
198 087 CCR 0.8515 + 0.0004 0.8493 £ 0.0003 0.9280 4- 0.0004
. ) PRI 0.8688 + 0.0017 0.6542 + 0.0014 0.9265 4 0.0016
SHLoes CCR 0.8819 £ 0.0012 0.7264 + 0.0013 0.9743 4 0.0004
15 088 PRI 0.8944 + 0.0007 0.8948 + 0.0007 0.9170 4- 0.0015
CCR 0.9095 + 0.0006 0.9096 £ 0.0006 0.9676 4 0.0005
BSDSH00 %R 4 PRI 0.6864 0.6962 0.7794
CCR 0.6478 0.6584 0.7452
120 ¢ 120
B Pairwise MRF B Robust 7" MRF B Pairwise MRF B Robust f MRF
122 _IMTOM-HMRF 0a IZZ EMTOM-HMRF
& ] o)
60 : % 60
40 F | I 40 F
i ||| 11
LT Ll LT
QQﬁOQ‘bQQ%bQ QQ b3 %Q e} %QQ@Q«QQ«%Q % gga Q> Qn’Q Qb’ N be Q’Q OF (\QQ Q%QQ%?Q(}QQS&O
PRI CCR
Kl 7 BSDS500 ¥i#a 4k PRI 73 Ak Lt K8 BSDS500 #iffi%k CCR /) Aiixf bt
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Table 3  Comparison of the efficiency of natural image on different models
Pairwise MRF Robust P™ MRF MTOM-HMRF

fmage Number of iterations ~ Running time (s) Number of iterations ~ Running time (s) Number of iterations  Running time (s)
3 096 44 13.356 84 26.084 112 9.578
135 069 33 10.192 60 18.440 140 12.045
196 073 47 14.184 87 26.472 134 11.559
62 096 44 17.130 83 33.516 139 15.443
167 062 40 15.558 88 33.239 109 12.082
238 011 9 3.466 74 22.964 101 11.919
253 036 42 16.144 74 29.421 171 19.248
241 004 46 21.275 80 32.993 197 25.981
8 068 43 13.405 89 27.509 154 19.192
24 063 73 29.401 74 29.421 197 32.271
55 067 38 19.117 34 17.517 146 31.874
189 080 38 12.476 72 22.266 189 23.924
198 087 41 12.927 79 25.239 177 23.081
311 068 44 18.138 88 36.111 153 26.101
15 088 42 12.881 87 27.319 116 15.346

BSDS500 ##i 4 4r #lH6 45 PRI CCR KA 1% I,
M FRT LA H B AR B A B I %o AR,

HE— 25 0 3 R R R ) 2 B R AT S T
% 3 v LA, 53T XK Pairwise MRF i
R Robust P* MRF 43 EIBR W AT LG Sy G 45
K 53 3 IX I R e /M 3 T 43 1 5t I 5
WA, PR MRSRRERITUR A T 8N 4 4038
ghH, DRI DR 3R R A B AR B e ik AR sk, (H 2
AT A RN B AR R A b RV B RN, 48 AT
w, B R R EGATIEE, HEAE
I ERE B R A AR PRAG oim e 7 N S0 AR
TH A RS

5  £5ip

AR SCHRE Y — A3 T 2 A A B I R Y
MRF HE8 i) IR 53 #1077 1. 32 AR ) 22795
AN E BN L T BRI =P MRF Je iRy,
A XA T EG R X3 A 2275 8] A 30 4 25 R 15
B, 2 T MRF Seia iRt 2 7% B R K& 1k i
FIARERIKRE ). RIS, AL T —Fh L T J5) 8 X1
3 —Fr Potts SEIGAE AL, R ALK = & X 4k 51
AN ZRZE T RE S, AL T 3T R Et XA —
BUMEAG ST 0 )R B bR 28— BUME 200K, SR 5, AT 4R %
B &R H) Hamming P& 51\ BG R #0218 A1 54k
St BA R X — Bk 1 WGMM, A &g 1
W2 BB 37 5 hn 253 2 [ B AR R AL o0 A
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