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Research and Perspective on Shape Matching

ZHOU Yu! LIU Jun-Tao':? BAI Xiang'

Abstract Shape matching and classification are important issues in computer vision. In recent years, contour-based
shape matching approaches (e.g., shape context) and skeleton-based shape matching methods (e.g., shock graph) both
have a lot of developments. In this paper, we introduce the basic concept of shape matching, give the difficulties of
this topic, and provide a detailed review on the most recent approaches about shape representation and matching for
both contour-based and skeleton-based methods. We also give a brief introduction about metric learning based shape
retrieval. Moreover, we introduce some widely used benchmarks for shape matching in details, along with some hot topics
including partial shape matching, shape classification, etc. Finally, this paper concludes with the whole framework of

shape matching and the application perspective of this topic.
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Fig.1 Object shapes represented by binary images
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AR TE) I ARALRR 2. PN TR T F) DG E 45 2R — BT —
MBS R, FRATEARALE (Shape similarity).
TR AR ALY BE (BB OK, 2 om PYASTE WOBAR AL A7
ﬁb%«lﬁ@@ﬂﬁ?ﬁx&j‘?mﬁ/ﬁ(fﬂE’HF?{‘HUV (Shape
dissimilarity), 18 & #FR R TEAR E P EE ES (Shape
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ATERRBEAAHALL. TGI8 & v ST ARAH AL B 3 22 TR
PRBS, i B AR DU IC J7 V25 P e 1) e o B (R R bR e T
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Fig.2 Flow chart of shape matching

XFF AN TAHTRIR, S A TR R AE 4 I8
T IR T TR X 43 BE 1 1 9 55 K B T
RV () 28 5L PRt K 22 S0 R DC IE 1) T A A4
LETEMRAFAE L 5 . DEHC I R 2 R 3 — X AN [\ JE
R 22 TR) (R HEAA R ey 8 RO E Y O 2R, 6 I 9K 2R 1A T A
PEARE 206 2 J5 75 20 I AEARALLEE 1R X 43 e P2 AR
R, lﬁtiﬁﬁﬁ&If’EE@?ﬁﬂﬁ/ﬁﬁﬁ}%’ﬁT
RN, B B2 2] J7 v 2 1l 8 %m0 J4E T
RIS (Contextual) 175 5k et A7 FH 2 R &
(W7, X — /g%ﬁéhrﬁﬂﬁﬁaﬁliﬁ% R K i
#TE.
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XF—NBIRES S, HEFZ R d: S xS —
R. ¥ A, B 1 C & S HIKIEIR, ©ATH 3 2
RENE

1) d(A,B) >0 (IEfrE).

2) ( A) =0 (F#EM).

3) ( B)=0, %W A=B (Mf—1E).

4) d(A4, ) d(B7C) > d(A,C) (=A%
).

5 I I 2 18D 14 485 0 AR T, AR 25 T o = £

AN TFAE — B @M. ) #AH B, (Partial
similarity) BG40, 2 A B—&05 B B —#
o AL A%, d(A, B) FE & RN,
3 Y (horse). A (man) F A5 (centaur),
Jey 38 AH ALL P 3E B d(man, centaur) 1 d(centaur,
horse) HIE ELHR A, 0 AHE AL 58 4 A AR, it
i d(man, centaur) + d(centaur, horse) > d(man,
horse) ANFEMAL. UL TTZ0R 4) 205 i

5) e(d(A, B) + d(B,C)) > d(A,C), i ¢ K
KT 1 BHH (A = ASE).

4t

K3 R AH AN L = A AN B
Fig.3 A case that partial similarity dose not meet

triangle inequality
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g 7 R A3 R 5t T I R B o SRR I R A
PN R AR EIHRTE /R E LY USUEZ SEd Aii]

1.4 BREERAZEHSE

TEARVEBE A IR 2 AR 7228056, — ikt
BCEML R 77 ARG T AR 2 om 1 7 ARt AT 732K,
TEARIE 7 n] UL ri 4R (Point set), #5F (Contour)
I 4E (Skeleton) SEJRIRFEIRRF s, FHEG R4,
REZ TYERAF P RR, & MEEZER
BB ARFE 2 T7 20 M 28, SRRk 4 1) v Al
(Medial axis)®, AMHAE T YRR JLTHRALE,
11 HA 7R T WA 30 S Gk (DR A8 800 1R B %
KAR). BT A R AR G IE 7% B A AR R A
BT EATH AR LR T VA 2 A T ). A 15
TN BT 1A 41 25 AR VG BC 7921 sk, 3 L 42
2 i fE B AR TBARER R . R AR AU
FOBARPE A ST AR 8- Tk AT A3, IR
R Xy FE TR (G4 RN AR VL EE TV
IR T B BRI TR UL C 7 vk 34T HAR ) 4.
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REFIIES BT IE (RoR); 2) Xtk
NI RS F B HEAT UL, SRAG IR Z T (AR LU
PR (). N, FATE SR TR B A AR R
BATA A, ALG N EE TR BN IR R AR IRZ,
AR —— N, A EZRE T RDHHER—
B )2 R T TVE . BEAe. ik, A0 Ak
TR ERTARF AR 20 FRBEAT T H Bkl o, 1%
Iy N VURZRTT i, 73 il e T B o 23 TRV O AR
1535 22 RO 5% A Hedslk 5 32 A0 1 J G X 3k
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U R ROR . IR SETTIE BB e = A 1) fEA
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Fig.4 Classification of shape representation

based on contour

Belongie %55 4 H (AR L F 3¢ (Shape con-
text, SC) A T7 ik, XM IR T k4G B % 48 5y
HI BB FEAS RS2 B A A AT R ) ]
AR R, TR B R —A R, B —A
) ORI, XA R R TNE S HEENER, X
N E BN WA [ S22 A o 0
—N i py B AR B HEA S g, HCiy =
C(pi,q;) FARPA UL ECHAE, A TEAR B R S
5 B2 RGBT B3R, 5 s T A
IR 2 FEESRR:

K

B _ L [hak) = by (k)P
Ciy=C(pi,q) = 9 Z hi(k) + h;(k)

k=1

(1)

PR R SO 4 7 T ok e A TR AR,
TN B (I RE SO — AN G BT kR,
W 5 B, B 5 (a) Ll R SR 5 (b)
LS BRI A BT 5 (d) R 5 () i
Gt 17 B e kAT R, Fevt 77 PR R
KRR A 0, 2735 SO B0 S 2E A5 e 5 A A
S L. AER A log r, 3L ¢ FR KRG
0 S RS R R B 2 IR FC B . i 5



892 H | 1k

F {1

38 %

H UL Y AR A T AR H (10 K SORH TR 252 A P A
Rge vt BT BREARF ALY, 1 5 (a) = fE
R R g 5 (K5 (f) 5 ERIA S
AARH KX ).

(a) (b) (c)

Fl! H N

log »
log 7
]

log r

f # f
(d) (e) (f)

5 JBIRETF AT
Fig.5 Shape context descriptor

— P IR TR AR T3 VA A% 2 DL — AR
PE: 1) fE R (Scaling) 2 AR AP (Transla-
tion) W PRFFANAL; 2) AER AN LA (Geo-
metrical distortions), £77F 5 ¥ s (1 Ik B A B4
(W& w1 3) fE Kk AETER: (Rotation) 28 # i PR 5
A B 0134 A2 H (Affine transfor-
mations). JEAR b SCHEIXLET7 1 1) 2 A0 R B 7
JT, T EEAT R B A 4.

PR TEAR ER SO E M, I
Tt 77 5 2 25 58 T AN TEAR b1 AR 25 ) AH R AL
BRR, PR A S AL TR 6 BB 116 725 [ AH R
PR R R AT 3R REEAZM:, &7 IR+
n? A RATERIEEE o 04k T DA A2 ) R 25
(Radial distance). JEIR LT 3CHA 58 4 g A
AR, X PR AE T SR 7 1 R A T AN
LR AR, TR AR AR AR, 1% 7 VA0 RS s (D) 1)
(Tangent vector) J5 [fEN o Bl IE s ), £EX Al
)7 F, S5 A bR R ANV FE R A R RE I e 31,
JITCAAG B 45 SR — A AT 5843 I e i AN A2 1 1) il
W X R T BAT e W R R, T, 4
BLPUNBIRT S 6 A9 B, g i AL PR 584
ATEEH. A —A R V2 A E LRI
P2k (Tangent). JEAR L 302 —PE 535 4
RITVE, R R R R U AN UK, SR (3] 8 S
AR T IR BN SCREIR TR N HE TR AR LA K
FEAE SR UG DORAT R IR B ek

Daliri 55U KR B SCHiR ik 555 sk
7~ (String of symbols) 54, $&m T IR UT AL AL
R, ZITEE TR B SRR TR R TEAR, A
BRI GEVE R 2P AS TR B 3 91 L s (R0

KZR, LA AR 2 B8 S50 P 91 v ) e, AR A
H Procrustes 73 #7 (1) 7735 KA HE P AN TEAR R0 B 5K
R, wJa AT s R R LR R, T 4R
JHE (Edit distance) tHEPIANEIRZ (A RIEE 25, &
AT TEAR Z ] (R IL T K 2R

Ling %05 ZEFRAR L F 30 4evh B 7 R R 1 5k
ASBARFE TR, FH%E R R TA) ) N BE B AR TR
TR SO A AT T R R R R R R PG R Y, AR
H T AEEETEIR R X (Inner-distance shape con-
text, IDSC) J5ik. WEREE SCNETEAR N R
AR R A L A RO B R AR I B, T R AE
X ARNIE D A4 ) 2 s EEUAS T8 R ZCR . Biswas
SR AE A BE B TR R SUE A TR IR 1, 45 S
H O R R RAESE, fETEARE R 7 AT T AN
IR

Grigorescu %58 [FIFEFIH 23 0] 4347 K & 45 215
B— AP a4 (Distance sets) ()R #HiIA 1,
EITEEREC B P90 EAE i p B30 MR
J3R 52 R (R BE S A 2k a2 p (R 7. Tu 20100
ST — A5 BFFE (Informative feature), iXFEE
N7 V2% EH JR) R AR A SRR AR Y R 3 A A, S R
FEAE — >IN Jry Y T PN 2% 458 1 s e s e S L Jmy 8
A0 J B J30 S TR R A B GE vt R R, A R R AIE A B
ANTEAREE B b2 58 H b J30 A S H 4 Jay &0 i 0 5 A
Z AR GE T R AR

Yang %1 5 T 9% 1R 3C#i A § (Chord
context), X T—NgERTRIR, 5% LR 3R T
AN TT 0] SR B3R 3 A, 2T AN T X
KA R B B A, AN T S A6 T R R 1
REM [R] I 3R A5 8 S35 NI 845 L.

BT o8 )AL E o A KB IR B SR U5 A
RAFVICRGE T ) Z 1R, s ANSR 2 31
fib ELAK R 24 Mori 25020 BEF AR B R X
A 7, gt TP A PR E A BT (Fast pruning) )
T — MR AR B SCAUER (Representative
shape contexts), X7V K v HAFR RIBAR 1) —
43 %6 By 51 R TR R STRFAE SR R BEAN B
AR, For R8I 51 R L PR 2 A AR 4R AT (Rejec-
tion sampling) 17792, 55 R PR IS BY S Y Al
Shapemes, IXFh 7k e X AR R SCREIR 717547 )
Al (Vector quantization). 3% PR R g 1% 85 57
VEREE AT R AR — AN K fige e 50 2 b R 3] — >/
it 1A, XHUR KSR m TR e B R R )
%%, Thayananthan 208 AR B R SCHR T 5
f#f VLA (Chamfer matching) 454, KX 4
SR ARIEATICHS. Zhang S04 i AR | R SC
PR E I3 T — A ey 268, TR AL
HBEAT AR
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212 EBETEZREBROMRRTAZE
BT 2 RS BRI AR 7R a2 A 1 L i) 7
W X RTTE A T b Ze g M R h 2k
(100 T T A P e N SRR i TR 1 R M. AR vk
A Adamek 2519 #2111 MCC #5341, Mokhtarian
A1 R CSS Hiid -, L% Alajlan 077180 4
HY TAR #7554, X5 e el 5 b
() L, SR LAAS[R] (R 538 T 72 R 3R A ith e 1 191 oy
P, SR T T T U T AR R S AR A ) 12
Mokhtarian 561 {ff ] iy 258 )8 2% 0] f) 434 75
ERAT A R IRIRE R, 1% ER TR I 2
B C(s) H—4dEmZ T GRS, 8w N
EEA o, BEA T H S8 RE o BGIN, TEARH By
ATV, R B # A XA (Zero-crossing)
(AR 2 AWTD, BRI TRARES 2 k). B
FE R o R, MR R XA AL B SR
JE EIELL IR B, RPN IX AL 2 AT XA
WIS . v SRR R R ) A R R ) 1] (CSS
image), SR J5 H BRI CSS 5854 A B TEAR IR 4
WA XFIRAR R IR T o0 1 Fg R R AR A
HUE A A HAT IR I ) B i 1, CSS TEAR$IA T2
ISO/IEC MPEG-7 (AN AR A 12—
SCHR [19] 5T 1 AAH W 7 VERH T T R4,
Latecki 5520 fif FIL 3 %54 (Visual part) %t
TEARBEAT AR, 5 CSS AN Z A AR TiZ 7 R T EY
S 2 35 A 1) D7 VR TR AR EAT MR Ak, 17—
S HGAVE A U IR RS 4 B, AR TR AR 1
AT fil, VAR B TS EIRAE HIFE, %77
VRE SCT — AN R B B R R B, % R
BN %0 0 B IR B BEAT VRN, SRS A N B 0
ANTEARTTHR /N 55, TN BEAS TR EAT T 4K
Adamek 1 $EH T 2 UEMY R R (MCC)
(R ITVEARR TEARBEAT A, 530k [16] 28181, %771k
FFEAT K S5 C(s) 5—4im iz T &Mz
S TTIER AR B R AT T4, AN Z AL AR T TE
PRI RV ) e X E, 2B B A R
TEPIAFHAB ROBE EIIBR ICHE & d(u, o) SR BE R TEIR
(T R, TR T R B0 ™ BBk K, d(u, o) {E 5t
R, L6 1R PG R BT A S A +1 (AR
JEAR) B —1 (RERMITBAR) KX 43 TRAR 2 ™ 13k
M), M p(u, o — 1) /23 E— DM RIEREE C
Ry AN, it e g, A D et . S
R TR IR T R A B, 3K i 38 7 2% R A% AT AL
AT R HB R RS (R RE . AR Ead e SO RN,
FE, 5 RN E MR EAR, 193] T =4k MCC
TERAIR T, 35— R IR BRI 51 LT S, 2R
YRR AR, 56 e R TR I ™ T . XA
TEARFEIR TT N7 o ekl « AR LA AR )

JUEAR BA AN RS, 1207 kM SRR R
B, o O(KN?), b K s ik £ 0 RUE 24,
N 7R Be 5 RN 4L

Alajlan Z517=18) ffi J] = f1 B X 8% R (TAR)
HITT RO TR IEAT iR, 55 CSS KoL, XA
TR T35 € TR R AR Y R ) T ik, T
I AN 1 G0 30 A R R AT B A oK SR A 2 ROBEE o
PZITVEAT L B B e 41 b ) R ) = 0 T R A ik
TR, I I 58 1 = A T B IL KR 3R AT 22 OB i,
WAL U — A ) AR TG ) = A T AE R TR AR iR
R, TR T TR O I e BT 3, 1207 VA
M= MBI TAR(n, ts) KRAE.  $ 50 5 1
WHEF 7K, M TAR(n, ts) JIEAE R RN Bl &
P, 2 TAR(n, ts) N BN R B BRE MY, 24
TAR(n,ts) [N ENRRE —FHLE. 1ZIIERE
FAREE B3 TAR ik 1474 — 4k, RH]
R A — A J7VE B 1 B 4T FA PR 7 A ) 3
BT RHAT AR T, ZIT IR A U SRk A B
AR A4 Jr (A5 B, R TP 8% L e A R
TP, A T TR R Y O(N?),
N FRoREER AN S SR (18] ARt b A
FHihZR (Curvature trees) KER— A2 X%R A
Kl 4kt RIS AR AL 5 50 &R, AR A 5
FRAME—H— MR R, RoRE R, B 2R
RTINS, 725 — RZAFAETAR A, 4545, 2
LA R R ORI TAR $iik 1. iR
WHEIREN O(nN?), Horf n ZoxW R4, N
PR AL

Attalla 52U A H] 2 43 P % £ 10 % (Multi-
resolution polygonal) KX} JER BEAT ik, X AP
VR SR IR B AT A5 o, Tl 4 S /A
Heon KRG 2 LRI, AR5 02500 o I BEA B R
BOR I — A = o 4R 1 0 K 5% AT
BIRAE a, ¥ ERBOR LA R E ORI E lw, 52K
KA m, Hrh S8 m H5 T IRRE T 1%
. ZIuiR T (a, lw,m) #H & B BB E R
ATIH— Ak, A4 =R X TEAR 2 os BAT AH R )
DR, X R OB T RS A AN AR
ZITEWITH R RS O(N), Hrp N o383 A
A%

Felzenszwalb %:122) ffi ] JEAR# (Shape tree)
VE QT ARS IR (73, I iR Y 2 IR B 2R 7Rk
FonTT M2, XA R A & 7R BE 71 A 7] 11 70
FERGIBRAE B, Prbazirik i —f 2 REW
TERFRTT . X T kg IFih e, H— &1
2 L BN RO Z N, AR5 R B X S B R
st HI RO TR ZE AT — 08, 13 2PN T
THhe, FHIRMR I VEREATRI 53, AREAT IZ R 1)
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XI55, R AR K 73 15 2 BT 2 BOSE B IkEI 7> R
— AR, TR — AN TS 2 BUH AL — N &
HUIPARGE M, AU TR, 01 P & 2, TE &
TEARBM 1) 7792 55 TF i S AR [, o T it 28 1 — ks ok
0L, B R 4 T I 2 ) 26 R TR ik 7
NS e L R AT B R A, AN BE % 50 42 Hu Al
RIGIRE) LB L.
213 HETFREBXREMMKERAE

BET R0 R DR ) TV IR R I — R 2Ty
%, AR SOR R T — S8 AT IR R T 58 R X A )
Jiik, WA T AR IR, Gorelick %523 J@ i fift i
FAT7 BN TEARBEAT s, b3 T X 7 7.
GITER TR B B 20 8 — M, XME
oA HIBEBLAT L 1 7 VE N Z R R BT 5 i
it (RO TR], o] DUJE b SR A Aa iy A9 248, HI4e
JERAE Ry T SRR AT . % TTVE REW A RS AN A
TEARME TR, BLFE R 45 1) (Part structure), FHKE 1)
‘B (Rough skeleton), Jmi#f 7717 (Local orienta-
tion), ARSI LE (Aspect radio of different
parts), 73 H R B AR 1 R S 20 AN U A P 5
2.1.4 ETFTTHRE A AR

NPT AR HL I AR 45 S5 AR G R AR At T VR A
AR RABEAS T B R . Peter 524251 ffi g K
BUSR /N % %5 B Al 1 (Maximum likelihood wavelet
density estimation) K47 EIEFTEAR I ULEL. 1%
Ji RS RS W A T — AN HE U B, AT AR R
WA GAE R KE AR 2N, Re A B H] T K%
P AT EEITHL. Bartolini 25261 $2H T —Fh3L T
A AR (R WARP, ik 7 F 2R T
i o R A AH AL (Phase) 1R 4 TEAR ()43 (5 B,
FH BT S A YA L R B Ak (Amplitude) 15
KL, AALAE B T 0 WAL S i) SE DR ff (1
VTS T B AR 0 () 5V TP LU R U 1) 5 .
2.1.5 HfbAZE

Rodrigues %5127 ffi Ffif 7 % 4 (Analytic sig-
nature) 72K ERIIR, RS — M EEA
A% (Permutation-invariant) KR 715, FifIRIE
RIS B — A AT B8 5, 3K P ATT R B A2 A A
B, R TRARA R L R T EHES (Re-
ordering) I, JEARIMEMTE 4 RN IRFFAZL, il HT
B W TTE R RO ISTEAR, X #8 L ek . R
JEE B HAT ARG RS M L

Veltkamp %5281 6 2 JEAR H A 7572 1 P R ok
1T T TR EE AL
2.1.6 ETREBERERRIAEEGITR

AATE ORI TR TR E IR E R TTE, X

KR GG T K SRR R T 52 A
SebE. B HE T IR TR L 43
TR MR IE, SRR AR T N
T AR TEAE AR TR SR AR I T A
ML S T K SR 75 T 2 TR I R
FRZ I, FFLL— KA TE 1 AL B 5 2
TEAR, BIRIRTRR « BT, R R EE = B b
FEAMULE S TR R, AT FELE
S TARAN . T AR AN X AR AR 2 %8 S
TR, B, K VAR e e (R
P I KA ) L A4 R

BIIR b F S kAR 2 i -5 ) o 5 R A T
IRFR IR AR S, R T kR
SR T LU b S TR T TSR A
R, IR K B, KB HOT
TS AR L F SRR . Sk
GiTENILE, S H R I e T U T
IR T 5, TETE R WA B TR P 2 )
i 3y v AR R A B A B 5 4% 0
S0 B AR, KT VR IR AAE T A TR
R 8 435 5 R L L & 7E ke,
JARTRS 5 MRS, 5 SUURL ST P A4S 2, A 3Ere
L e A9 O AR e B0 U560 T 6 8, T 3645 5
2B PR UYL R B, KRR T R S 5 R
FOTERE. NI ORI T R 2,
R ST A, JERE [ 48 M0 5 LA AR £ 7 i
B RIRTHR IR R . IR R
Hi R FH T (9 4 PR (o A R R A A ), L B
UFSIE. BRI TR A T HEA b A A
BFLAT 67 26 P 2 B R AR, EL R S LR f1 K
Ve, 74 I TEARZE RIFSCH R, %20 R AR S5t
FLIBFCT 5, A AERFFATR T & 4 3 5 .

KA A AL S R, XK
SEIATE T E R M T IIRTE 2 AR L0
BV, 8 3R IR R AN B4R R L
B IITE R T Bk, 2 R TR
SRR R S, 162 ANRE E T TAE, Kk
T ACEL TR S 3L, % R AR L S
i ST 5 T 07k (CSS, MOC %),
L T BEALIG 77 (DOE 25), #4080 %
AN BHORF R R S 3R, T2 % A R
sg G RS T X, MR IR T .

B _E SRR, 4 TR 1 3 A 5 R S
SO AR HAT TR i Rk e T4 B 0 TR 2
TR LU, WA R 3 5 A R 1 LT 5 4
ATV 2 7E — R R 7 e (o E R e
TR A A R T OB AE A R 2
N BT 1 T
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22 ETBREMKRERTAE

1) H W7

BT E B TR R UL I 5 vk e o O S A
VT PC T2 AR B 28, 9 b2k B ARG (Attributed-
relation graphs). #LA¥) ARG £ % i & (Shock
graph)®=31, Bone graphl?. 2L # (Skeleton
tree) 3337 45 ARG HAA K 4k, @ K LA
(0 5 R SR AR B AR ALURR 2. i 11 D e — A
NPC Ji 8, Mk, RAULE ARG #9757 7ADL RS 28
AL R B B, T m LR A AR IER R T
BRI AR UL RS 7 3T 4.

75 1 (Shock graph) H##7 s (Shock point)
T2 i HUGR BRSO S0) B RUIK R, AR R o
AR I R B0 7m0 (48R, Siddiqi ZBY
DY &R Aot INT RS GE I A kR (o sviy
4K, W 6 s, B 1 2EAr b s K B AR
AR 55 2 Ay RiAb oK AR 0 JA) A /M
ERIESaPsY s =N IR S GV N A R e S a g
BRI AR Ry i AR, AT RO B 1 2% 3
KA HAS I, S 1 28R 285 R 46
25 2 MG 4 Ko7 A2 AL R

B = @

K6 wmmassk
Fig.6 Classification of shock points

WA B 5432, Siddiqi 2B b g X T A A
W% (Shock grammar). R4 77 fiEE AT LB T
77 RIS 277 £UE] (Shock graph) #1. anf& 7 i
7, BT (a) WA ET R, BT (b) Rt
A R SN AT S B RT DUR IR, [FISEAH D
FR) 7 R T s P b g — AN A, o DG T A AR
e 7 P R ORI G R

EPIANF UG ) Shock graph H1, AN[A] ST A4
[ PR EE B R TG 55 K, R TP A [R) 295 s 0 e A AL
SRR R R 22 S B Sz AR R BR B
Zegt, LAAE R PIAN Y R A R R 2.

VCHEC 5> Shock graph Gy, Gy I, JofE—i
IR Hh R 3 0 25 a5 I AN S R Py, Py, JESZIL
BCR R, ¥ Gy o FIN L Py AT S 7B g, A

"B W by AR Go 73 AT go,
hoy MPEASTHEXS (91, 92), (hashe ) HIFERERI TS %
VLR, B3P SR B TR GOk k. e i
Shock graph F¥IFF & (EPEAHBLEE) A F A7 DL C i) 15
RO R 2 2 L

Sebastian 2291 S F T g iR 25 10 7 1ok B

S T R AN AR B2 e ST dE T A
Mg EEAE (Edit operation) LA BN
X e g A A R I 45 (Contract) #4 (Splice)
MG (Merge). 4l 2 B — A7 s 8 220k G
BHRAEAR W) — AT R B R MR R 28R, R
AT IR 7 PR B v R ARBLRE . R A B A R
(77 12:45 2 B A B MU R g AR 17 51

(a) PRI £L
(a) Shock points of an object

(b) #F il
(b) Shock Graph

K7 DA a7 s Sy
Fig.7 Shock points of an object and its shock graph

Shokoufandeh %% | TSV (Topological sig-
nature vector) %7~ Shock graph [f#h#h45#. TSV
e A, R A AT R AR AU T AR
PR R R A 2P0 S A 3 s J7 VA RE 8 Ak B4 b &5
RN A

7t Shock graph HEZEF, Torsello %5381 Fj -1 44
LA A A 55 00 W8 F A BE AR AR R 7 AR
RHE, XA R TR TR 73 25 il 7 AT

Bone graph®? J& Shock graph®t J5 ik it
Macrini 56532 05 45 305 W HEH B (Lig-
ature) FIAEZERB. Horh, MR 0 A B
(Full-ligature) F1f-3%#: Bt (Semi-ligature). &4



896 H | 1k

F {1

38 %

BB UL, B RN DI S A (BRIANELE) 34
ST AR T2 R AR AL R B K DDA
— AL AR R BON AR R B i v L
2% (Boundary-to-axis ratio) FWr. HIHEFR M
Je 5 H0F SRR IL AL 5% J 00 3K
LR, B BB 00 SCH) LB A — A
T 10 R TR BRI A, 1% TR g3 O i B 1
# (End-to-side, ES) Flu 213 [111% 2 (End-to-end,
EE). S 33 R AT 2 ~ 3 ANE B 03 S8 AT
L, FAR AN 7 SRR T A [ — gy, XA
ANEF S5 SRR R Broken, 1M o — AN IERZ )1 245
SCHERR A Attached. i 21 1 IEBAT P A BRIV
RITRT B AT PR ) i B PR I AT — AN BURE
AN PRSI M AT BN, 5 2 ) S 3822 1
FEBCH A B A LA BRI SN ST . R —
MER R JE EE 852 ES 777528 HBGE R U Ab i
K] i 1) F i 2 0 g KL ) 2 A2, /N T2 ES,
THE EE. X T 2 AN SR BOE L 2 [ — &R A
0L, HCRREANERBUY N VIR 42, 88K —X)
Fric A Broken. %7754 B0 n] F LAt T7 Vb5 €
Broken, {H& A it W HARK) T4

X T HERAE B A IER B, WiITHRIC A Broken
MIER B, IXFEA 2 TR TR — 808, Rk
(R34 5T 1 i e h . B AR AR 34, AL S
SR U ] B R AR

#Ji& Bone graph 51254, B — BRI N 184
533 #RJE Bone graph [1—/N AL, WA B 40
L —ANER SUHERE, AR X AN R — M
MRS Ui S St FN IR S PN
AN E . ARV L2 T Y. Bone graph /U
B (1) )55 5 VE AL Shock graphY [ 77 V24 ).

Rubertol® #7775 f 1] T ASG (Attributed
skeletal graphs) K& R=YIA, ASG HI A 28 AL
MK, &—N=J04l G(V,E,R), V J& i /30
Hisig RIS, B 2 E 50 XMES, R &R
AR, MA, E PRSI e; HIRE (my, 0;, N,
Siy 05, pi) IR, X0 H KRR T B 25 ST AR
MR IE— B BOAFAE, e, e; ARGRAIR 1 2490 3¢
RITEAR e 1 (RAR IR o 50792 I SCHR [39]); my
RN R S AR AL 0; Ry 2893 SO IR R
FIPIAARSAG RO EE RS, N, B 5 ST o A IR DX
AR SRR LA, s; BB scthdK s
g TSR 0 = (2 RPN = € Xl S S T
HIARAL; p; 4 73 SCPTAE DI AR 0 44 T AR
FEAE. SRR, BIANAIE ASG A 45 1 1 i 2t 2 I
TR 55 22 0S R T ) 7 S

ASG I ULHC In) BATY SR AL Sy — A e /N VEIE i) i
Rubertol®®! fiff FI#iz /i (Graduated assigned) £

JIEM e IS ASG 2 W I IR RO, i, JURECAR
B Mo 72— 0-1 FEFE, m; ; = 1 Ron— ASG
R G SRIARN Y — A ASG TR § 4L 2 TR T
TULECOC R, Wi o B4 VC B e B b i o = ok i
sRpAs i, LGB ik ) @ R . 20 2
A VT JC R 2R PR A8 ) 80 A )95 R ) 5 SR, B S L IC
R BRI T8 S50 0-1 R, il 43 Fe 5032 58 s 13
FEAREAF 2 — 0-1 40 FE, F52H B kA1 77545
Bl fe 2 VL EC AR B, 20733 3R FE T 1 Ko &,
FiZIeRE 1, [T, IR HAR TR E 0; EEIX
AN FREFIFTA L EA N 0 3¢ 1. Rubertol®
T3k FE R S 0 BT T AR B MR
[PIANER 23 3, A R R P 40 32

Skeletal context! 1 J7 ik 1 56 4 B 40t 4 5
HEAT KA, 0 3R 00 N B 4 R R B B SR A 1) %
FE /)N, R BB 1R 2 R OR. B, R B 48
(1) i 0T P AR TR 8 R AT O3 ik, SCHR [40] Ak B 38
(1) 3 pi R AR AL TP AR (R 50 36 b, I LA A %6 36 40 fi
(. s b, FEA RT3 s AR S VR AR AR 1)
¥R L. i/ Shape context & X T Skeletal con-
text, BIAEXTEON AL bR R b, TF 5 o a3 B T
ERCRAE S AR bR 2 2 EH T FEFRIH Y Shape
context — A7V TH 5 AN B B s 2 TR PR 2
[FFE, A H Hungarian 573570 W 21 48 f5 2 ]
SEVCEL IR ZR. — N8 B ] LU AR AR ) — B
B JEE, DRl H ) i 28 iy pe 1 DE TC S B A5 21 T AN [R) %6 5
BERIRT G 2. B2 Nk, N VU 58 B B N 46 56 o
Z AV BIRT YOG B AN G B 5 2 TR B BRSO VR
55PN B i 2 )R 5 1R AR

E AR (Path similarity) J7 &R —42 ff ]
BB 5 A1 22 1481 BRATUCHE, 5B i 102 22 11wty st 45
AR R/ R NP S SN B 5 i DU B S E R <BTp
(i) 5 R 1% 445 2 ) (1) JLART AFARLPE SR DT B B 1 3 T
FEAR U], Path similarity J7 57 PN SE 1)
Uiy i B) 8 SF 6 N OR R, WA 2 1) AN AHACLRE B 2 i
0] IS 1R 48 v o D) PR R TE A A A
PH B T BT AT N g A B R A B B, DA
PR R R, A OSB Bk T H 2 A 2 1]
(PIRE B, HEATH But m VC B, PHE AN 3P T
PR A s 2 1) PR 2, R R B, A Hungarian
SRR UUHC. 55 4% G 2 T R B g DL 7 VEAS
/), 3X BN S 0 P (R S ), TR BT A i 2R A%
A RRRAE 1) B R A BT, AT s iR T i 2R 5 X
RUANERE 1 I L.

BT B LB B A I R 2R B, — S0k 4
BRI B IEN ARG SRIEAT LU S5 TR, X AP
WIE ARG FROAF 40, 7E8r 3 b, i S04
FE RS TR o0 1) 28 8 B A s KA DA



6 3] JEwAE: TEARICECTTVEDT S i 2 897

T H SR F T 5 s D o FE S TP
S 5 I AT
F1B5=3T 4 A DL E AN S 1 SR A 31183341,

Liu 25367370 A% 28 (1) 2 710 1 B4 30 1 i,
BB R At HAT S K DIIR A2 B AR IR
L AR B SR, B SRR RN i R R R R AR
R BSC R 2B TP B T L FE DL B ZE I, SCER [37]
PP 8 TR AR5 A s B R 1) 90 40 &5 A0, M) P A B
TR AR R i KA [R5 5 PR 5 A R 1 B R
IR FIR A% S A RIS R R VL BE R AR, A8
P (AR VG B 01 B mh b 47 R R (R 384, B2 P
A R AR S T ULHE G R, P W 22 )
PRSP 2 2 VG A ) R 1 2 ) B S PR A

Chen Z5B51 FIR 45 W) 2R B 4, B AR Y 2
N R R TS, B AR A DL A 4 O R
KTl 7~ VR B I e, 2 77 92 R R R R 1) 077 vk
FEE A

BB R VL ANESL AL, B, TR
IEL SR, IER R B T YA 5 &6 2), 16
[ Al 26 1 E T AT T R 43 33734 ekl )
AArFC R 1 Dy AR, NI ARRR AR LA
B B 26 B s AR AR R T i Boh B L A
ol B O S REAT UL AC, DG C AR I ik B =% 8 A B
HIRARFRALE, H— A A, 36 25 e R Rl B i 26
B (IEAL), ANFESEBL A B o 0. AN E
PRAPAHABLRE A2 AT TUC I PR 2l B AR ARALLEE F87 IS A
FESCEERL b, SCHR [44] H83CHR [33—34] HERIJBIREE
INEAE R NIRRT I Sk, SR T ] g4 ER
B ULRC AR 75 7.

Goh Z5US1 T Y 22 43 % (¥ 66 12 1) Fe AR A5 28,
IR ESER B i IR AL B AN 73 R R
KGR, P EIa 5, SRAFAS 00 % H 1B )
e, BEAT DS S 1 B R R O R A A
SNSRI " ON SR NN - € SIS A W = € S8
SR BN SUPE B, S R B SR TN AR ) R
M, SOE K Z fil it ERshiE e, JF B 5 45
P B SR AR AN ). %51 R ARUEIX Rl AN i
TVEEA D, R R T RIEA AL, %05
R SCAE AR RO — W/ ol 0 o T B e K
3V T VRE DS 1 R0 i R A B S AR, MR A
T3 1 S LNy B E B AL A A T B IF
J5 BB BB AT R B SR 3, FRON —IRCE R
(Second skeleton). LTy 0] H 7B 25, i 2% 5
AR R A 22 S R s AN B A R . ki, JE
Tk T S ) PR R A R B A B P O BT
(R4 JRIEE . AEUCRC PSR B 28I, v eA 1T
A ATREI —CE 2R ) R BE S, T BCRE B R R, 46
B — /MR R UL RO R

HAIEH T 3D BRI, Cornea 45161 F
HI 3D JEAR AL 7 B REAT VLS. %775 M EMD
(Earth mover’s distance) 7~ P38 3488 73 1) #E
B, AL T2 VS EC.  Sundar Z5M7 # Shock
Graph VEECEY 7R N T 3D JEARZe 84 7 4L 1)
VEAC.

2) KT H R IRE R TE SR G E

AR AR — P faf it ez, AT AR AR
RoRIIik, BT HARARE TR TR AMEREAR I
PO TAR LT, 3 RELR A TRAR I3 $h 454, H)
TEARBAHR 7> Z A RERL G R, A T 7870 I AR
HOEZEEIE Y SR RS WE S e S AR F S L N
O WSy — R S5 . T T SRR R
D7 A ) U B R UL R 1) e B DL
] R SR, T SR TR AR R 7R T AR A R
2R R S A BOR I SVE AT IR UL S, AR
HE AT LR R 20 1 S5 A0 1R S ik S LD
Jrik. WITTE BARRESRAT B M VL BC R, HF]
I BAT B (v S R 2R R, D BRAT 1) v 7 A
PRUEVCACAERARE FE I AEA B3RS SRR, 534, A
FIH A TRARTEAT 2 RO 8, BEWAE AR 2 IR
EXPTBAREATULHS, A B T3 = AR VL RS P RE.

3 BREETZE

LT R BRI VS 5 v SR AR 30 b 3] — 41 55 1)
B AT YOG AR, 12 1) R B A ok de AR A 1) ok
AT R AR — A0 R B S — AU R AR A, LA
Je—AN H bR R, il 2 0] — e & K ki i, B
P bR B — B SR R 3 il SO () DA . 3 T A
AL ) B A A2 A RE R /MBS, H AR e
RN RE R H AR 2 (1 TR VT L 1 ) 85147
U 45 by e /M — > i 2 BRI 1) T PR ) e A
VEHC AT LB AF A& 7E — AN 25 o) o SR — A I L i
115 HE 5 R BUdpe /b, 35T 2R (0 VS e AT v AR A 2
B (3) VLR, 158 2.2 TegaRs T
U2, X AN, TR BRI AR UT IS 5 vk 1)
RIS, T N ATk — S8 WL R IR UG T
AT,

1) 5807 51y SR 5% 2 AN R AR IE L 5 7

Chui 28] $2H1 7 F] TPS-RPM )75 464 RN
PEAEATULHL. TPS Sk —Fidfa vk, mvle
F R P= A — AP () eR B g, e SR — N B
A I A 1S s N e i, 2SN
MR R BORIfE. TPS Hk S RIS P4 i 4E
Z IR AR AT OC R, AN R R AE TR
5 A2 PN R, XK MRE T TPS )%
HIUCEC RN . TPS-RPM #7 & T TPS, i ik
ARATAR B 7 305K g e pt B 06T I ) L. 453 2 o 5
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F {1

38 %

KN TEARTFN Y — AL A8 e R TR (1) A 2 TR 1)
K EG I 5 PRI R . 12 5 o0 6 8 i RN 40 A T AR 5
K2 T8, XV ¢ & [t F Softassign 52K ik
1775 18, YR IEAS ) @A H TPS Sk AT % 18,
AT HE PR DE L () 3850 2 A 1l R — A B M A4k 1) 8
% I 0 (1) i AR AR B A 2 10, — P R v 2
A FH A e PEARRLIR K VIR AT V5. E AR
AR FE T, 15T XN R, SRR R IR AR &
SR e AR e, SRAR ST N o8 &, DAL R HEREAT 1%
R, HRRE 4R TPS-RPM HykEIE T
R ARVCEE o2 —Fh R H EmE R 7k, R 2 I
by ) 7 V0 A B2 e IR R A 2.

T FARSEE

IVLAL AT
I
BT
Hir e el
\ J
fAk ik fiEst Iy hasHLl
A Y
TPS-RPM*I A M
Jra BT F s gl | .x_-_x},ﬂ:'
X UL AL o3
+TPSH =

8 FETHEERITARIL BE )y 12702
Fig.8 Classification of shape matching methods

based on contour

Zheng 51OV i F AL J5 1 A HR JR 3 OC & SRR
NI P R BEAT VS, 127 V0 A UG I il 8 2 204k
—AMRA ) R, A DG C R R P A i S S R A0 S .
2T AL B G R R SR A AR J R &R, BN
VG5 FRY s o0f B2 J P fy — AT, 2 SR P A Tt i %
Ja 0w, B AALEEATZ AT — 4532, WA B2 1R] 1) s
PLVC AL A2 dpe KA DL G R i 3. o 1 SR A5 5l
fift, %7 SEAT IR TR SCEE SR 4G 4 ¥ DT
fic, 2R A R bR ic (Relaxation labeling) 57k
KR4 SR B AR . A% IT VLR R SR R W ARE
e R0 Jr S Y FLAT AR B ) S R

Belongie %505 fEHEIR b N SCR IR (1 56l
Z b, WM T TPS XPRARSEATILES, A 1 3Rk 43 A
5 R RN RR B 6 2R, 17 AT XA LS (Bi-
partite graph matching) 75k FSEIEAR _ERAE 5T
[R50 WY 5% ZR . R[] ] DG JC 450925 i 0 A A0 4k 38 P A

RUER AL TR0 56 2R i VAR S5 /M TR B FE 1)
I AN 5 LA BN AT, AE3RA3 AN TEAR 2 18] 55
XN RFRZ T, AR TARZ TR0 WG &R, A TPS
FAEARTE AN TR AR I HE e M AR e (WAL IE, I B
ARZ TR RE S (ANAHACIE ) e A A48 3R 1) 0 8. 5% 2 LA
MCHETE AR 1) AL T B i R I Rl g . 7 ke Ay
R N T B AR B P R T IR DTG

Tu ZEO—100 i F M 1) 7 1ok AT AR IR DT,
IR F) TPS-RPM 51481 LK DDMCMC 1
LA K, B e A VE B AR IR 7 A B ALK TR
DG C F i) A2 3 Ak Dy Do S 4 38 P i e, AR )i 43t 1T
EM 59410 H HAE = (Free energy) HEHLKE =4z b
5 FSCAARE BRREL 10 s &) vt A
ASTEAR Z TR AR 2. A5 VR AE R LAk 2
SEA A ()P BL, 28T DDMCMC, 15 B ERY
A5 FH A — PP A IR 2 1 JEVAR.L AR A |, MceNeill
AEE 500 e TR 11 =5 308 60 0 Xt I ) 2 A g — A
P IR, DL RO A 3R 3T LS. 2 S Me-
Neill 25051 SOE#6H W (Soft correspondence) 5k
THERTEAZ ) Procrustes 7347 54— 2] EM &
VR IHESE 2 T AR S H AT A vk, T 58 O TE
AR UL,

2) B A AR 26 2 TN R TEAR VL HC 772

A K] (Dynamic programming) Hi% & i
TR IR DG P A5k mh bz B ) — A AR, T VA AR
JoT bR — s R A B O, B A T TR
HIUCHED. BhAMRIE LN EEA B —NMRE
AR o) A Ay — R A ) — S AL S 25 By SR A 1) 1
W), T RS T I AT e A SR AR, s 25
T AR & 77 %, R E R LI 2575 K
KIRID . BRI ) 53 A — MR HAE T A
- I SRR 2 IR A FH R SR g 8 T K 1 i)
A, IR AF AN AN ) AR, BEAT 08 S A oK
Ay e 0 I ) FE AL A XA e R AR TT
TUFRRRCR. AR SEE AT AR IT e 2R A
TR R, B A A N T SRR —
AT, B AR AR A R kA SRR
FEAG TP, AT RAR I T AT et A
B RASIE. H WL H Bh &S R FE X TR AT
DCRC IR 7 v R4 AN TR B IR kAR T R ok e
TR O AT B I RS BE T O R, W
9 g1, &1 LLE AR SRR MCC $
AT IR A, ] T Bhas R Ak i o Sk
T, P e i R 23 B A T SR A BR) PR A 58 30 1 471 1)
BARICHELZE . Felzenszealb %02 f g & #5012
TEVHEHAL D Y HBEAT T PR I 2RIR

HHrA I H TPS SEHEATILRCAH LL, shAM
B T R SRR R WP 56 B A Je e, 7R A



6 4 JEIHEE: ARG EC 7k ot i 899

JE SCEE R IR 4R ORI 2% 1k i, DAL EAE AR VB e F) it
FEH AT 5 2 (AT G B, XX R T VA B K
JEBE v TR 2K L T SR N 22— A s &M
R B LA T B35 SR A T AR DL IC T 75 ) Ak 22 SR PR AN
[l 2 b AT 58 SCIEARZ 1) (R B K 5 iR AN TR, AE S
HAR BB 158 2, R AT sh A IR Bk
AR LR, LU X IE T 3 AR SR AR
VERCREAT 4.

Contour length B
U,

B

L b - |_ g = = =i
Contour length 4

Scale levels

U

gl

Scale levels

9 AEHZNMRIEER MCC JBIRH & T
HEAT T ()7
Fig.9 Matching MCC by dynamic programming

Adamek 505) 5z SOP AN B A2 1) 16 B 28 Ok
XA M AEANFE RS E1H MCC #5811 P38 =,
FR XA 28 AT B AR S0 AN TE R
FPUCHE. Alajlan Z5070 (05 5 IR, s U4
JEER A T ) P 25 SR IX PR AN SR AN [l K 1R = A1 TR X
BB IR 1 B E 0P BE RS, SRS AL B A I )
AL (Dynamic time warping) XJ M2 b
(% 307 41 p AEEAT IS, Bartolini 251260 Jk 1
R IA -, A B 2 I TR) R0 SR TE AR
HATULAL. XREEM TR AR O(N?). Ala-
jlan ZE080 FL gl R RA L T AN UL AN B 25
R T7 8, &7 R B AR T AW 2 18] (1) T A ]
REFIULIC R &R, AR A 48— A AT S R AHABLRE 1 b
YRR B AL L5 3. T EERTE RN O(N).
Felzenszwalb %522 JEF TR 11 o, s CHIAS
TEAR 2Z 8] ) i 125 2 de /M2 v R 1 R P A 1
JEER B PRI AL JEE 22 R FH 2K 23 5 -4 8 B ) v
(VAR , % s IR AR ABL B IR 37 — AN R34 5 A
SR R JECH IR A ORI AE, DR Ak TR
00 R R R TR A0 YT, A2 R AN TEAR ) JLART 2
K. RS R IA W ) A R SRR K . R

ANEVERTHE R4 N O(nm?). Ling 2566-6 141
PR TR bR SCGEvE LT R A A O R AR A
FRABLRE BRI BR 4, AR5 A8 T 2 A R 1) B335 00 8 36w 1)
SEA P HIREATICIE. McNeill 250530 A )2 Ak 11
Procrustes 7387 77 15 KX IR BEAT UCIEE, H 2h &
RIS SR A B LA

Sebastian 254 i f] il 2k gm B i 5 (Curve edit
distance) >k UGS IT il 2 % 2 P & il 2, 9 4% i
2 LI R TR) R ORE B 5K 2R T EATT IR 48 1) A7 B R &R
(Spatial location) Al Ze K45l 4R )5 & L—/ ML
PC BRSO B /MR I DG R ARE, R T R B s R0
NERFR, &7 VLR RS IS AT 3 B, AR5 M
RIFDRAF AU, A2, 05 i it Ze B
FOVEREAT 5 I, IR DR, AR T3
HNR TEAR I AR T . A UL T — A P15 it e i) o
BRI N O(N?log N). Daliri 24 ¥t H#h 2
TR SEVERS TR R P 1 EAT UL IS, DA R M4 25
R A, ARG IE L Procrustes 43 M FIURF 5 £f R
XPTARBEAT — AR, 2 SO RF 5 o 2 [R) 1R R 25
BT TA) R 4 R R, SR TR A Bl A R 5
VESRAF A TR Z T MR AE DTG R, Attalla 5521
S SCPH AT 0 5 ) ) 8 8 DAy 3K A iR 22 4 L
R, B A e R B ) B L R AT T AR T 1)
VLHC.

Biswas 2507 45 7 —Fh a7 i i) PO B R4S
FITVE, EITAE S T FIERL (Bag-of-feature) ¥
R, RS TAR FRFAE ) 5 (P A SO B2 T4 B
HITER A T7 VRS 2]) Wb ) — sk s 7y 24 h, g
M R PR WA T REATRAR S, W 214 o
HIRFAIE ) B R g, KRR R IR — AR LB 2
T el (Sk, k), FEHEATIRARKE R IR, 7
SRR R AR BURFAE, AR5 K45 2 (0 4 1k ) =
() A Hl S 81 P 5 2 20 vy, T8 T B A R R TR
5 B8 PR o B IR 2 1) (R A 2 20 A, i) LAAS B4
K Z IR Hdi e b AR B A AR DL & (R ).
IR BB AR .

3) JEAR DL ML SE L35 PPk

8 3R AU B SR R0 TR G I 1 8 e AT A 1R
KIRSE I, 3R S T ARG AR VG FE A5 b Ay = B (1)
B, T 585 P A1) R AR U 9K 58 PR UG G 550905t e A
AR sk IR 7, LSRRI AR, HoAt 7
UNE St SR ST i - = [ o S|
(UL C SV AR G, X 2R TR T 68 30 s AR 1
B, P LART AR A S AR R TR R (R0 YOG R,
HE TSR AR AR ABLPE R A . T A TR
FBEIRIM 5G 28 23X AN T ik (R SR AT $ Al e, H
BNAS RN EEAA A 8 F T BRAE ) — A MBI TLAL,
0T SEAT A 1) R AR DL C AN [ AR BEHE R T AR DT
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Pic S5 4 [ 5% AR TOVAIRAS I 1) i, XS VE WIANAE H.
JIT LI DG e 53k FLAT AR 56 1 S PR A

FE R — B BURTEAR VL EWF 7T, G 72 56 38 5C
AARFNIINE DL T EETT ARV )V RERE 23 4R 2L 15

KA A BRI DL C 2 — MR 0 i
Ji T,

4 ETESFINMRERER

TR 2R — L LA K B 2 T IR DT T 1 = 22 Y
(i) Ff 9, 2 78T 0 AN () R AR ik 7 v G T 17 e ) o 22
FrifE. KZHOBARICE KB 8 A0 T 3 A A
MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 Part B DAz HoAth— L6 8 JE
IREARE ZE R ZRRGRE. Ak, Freid 7127 )
(BT AIRAT R J7 32, W5 3 3 e 9T 9 R BT R AH ABh 1
JEE BT PR TR R B 3 R P A A AN = A B AN
AP, X5 — e MR R 1, AT
AR R L. WP 10 FioR, £ 10 (a) W, 2530
(18 5 RT e TR ] (18 A PR AR 2 2 v T 5 A T 1 5 P AT A
B, A2 10 (b)), AR EAHAR B P IE 5 2 8] A AHALLEE
HRAR v, AH AL A f5 A 3 1 1 M1 A 7 d5 A 320 1) B () A
PAREARAR, A EATTZ A B AR AR K. B T2
TR ARES 2R 7 1A 03— o) i, 6 B — AN B AR B
P (1) Bk 1 PR 7 TR A ARL A2 B2 2 i) v R 31— 4% e
PR R A2, WKl 10 (b) A i A ) i — L 5 1y
A 36 I e 2320 () B 4 B e A7 U ) T8 — SR R B
. 1F 2008 4Ef ECCV I, Yang 25155-56] 3y
XA [, AR e B A ) R AR il B R R
(Label propagation) R Hufi#k 11X AN m) @, $2
T Kl 3 5% (Graph transduction), %7 154 AF
R TARAE Ry brac ds, ol 22 vh 1) T ARAE i Kb
R, A AR IC A 7R AR A R R R AR il
BN, AN Bk b 4 3 — S AL R A, IR BRAT R A A
R, B SRR MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1
Part B JERE S FE R R IEF RS =3 T 91 %, 1X
TEHI G T T2 I R0E, WIFh T E I T
A ITERE RIS,

Yang 257 i B JR 3 40 R AL 3k R (Locally
constrained diffusion process, LCDP) [f] 5 i%%: 3]
TEAR B A% #6 i A2, IFA A I — 284438 £3 (Ghost
point) [} 77 VEAEAF TR AR B2 5% [R) A %5 4K, A\
MARUF e & 7K R KS 2. #2458, Kontschieder
SEPSI SR T k- e 481 (Modied mutual k-
NN graph) J7%, %77 3R AL B2 & 2% 1) T (1) R
WS B ] ) A SRR — N TR, S PN TS )
FF— DT b AN A8 2 X 7 kAN S AR I,
AT i — 23, 15311 B2 — MR
Tk i, RN R IBIR, 72X B 05 K

A SR R R B AR ¥ Dijkstra SEHR SIS dmeth s
12, AR R R R AR, 55 S WA U AT
AR Sy 159600 e fgf Y PRk AR SEVE AR L, 2 SVE I
THERCRARE =, RERS LRI R R AR, K hs
FEARA B .

MK
(a)
W Py e WX
& 10 ﬁé#ﬁ*ﬁfﬁ/Vk§%$l‘ﬂ¢ﬁE$%E
=AAZELX R B

Fig. 10 An example that triangle inequality is violated in

shape similarity metric space

I, Bai S5O FE R Th MoK 2 B 2 3]
P A 2 2] (Co-training) J7ik5I N2 T IERE &R
ik, 5K R A SR T E T (Co-
transduction) [RI75¥%, %75 A48 F VS AN AHABLRE 56 B,
X BEANRE A 18 4 5 ROVE ARG I L i 12, &
R, B SR R TR oA I ) T AR AR
AR B A S — A B A e, DL, B
[ e SRR AT R R T A 2 0 R v 1 LA v
Him. w11 s, B 11 (a) BT e 2 it
B, fE AR A 5TEAR B 58 C 2\ SC
PRBSRER. AR, 7E 11 (b) , IDSC 743 7 H#AH
a5 3, K2k IDSC 75615 e A4k b SC B AR
. K11 (c) IR B Fil C 28 SC FE S5/,
A AT BRA M R LA, BiE C tk B ¥, SC
PRESATARAE EATZ 1A 3R 45 T 4F UL RS, 1B SC
M IDSC 2 BALH, VR4 5 5HEk 2% B Wy & 78 0y
ghailck, MRS ELF IR R4 R, BRI, 2k
I IDSC K% 2 B, R4 A M B JiAE it
[FAE R Chmid s (BwBIR). — MR A #1 B
IR, 5T SC BEE BF K ox C 4
m N, Y B R C 2 TH ) SCERESEL/N, &
11(d) Prow.

. ﬁ = T
S L

(a) (b)
sC sC
Query Query

EF—E Yx ¥

e
K11 iR 5%
Fig.11 Co-transduction algorithm
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%7 MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 Part B
(R R IER R = 2 T 97.72%, HAiiZ ket
MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 Part B $#i 7 FERK R b
J fe e IR 1

5 ERMEERITENAE

PEM IR DU I P e 1 B i SR AR 2, IR
FH O $E %5 E 840 4% MPEG-7, ETHS0, Kimia,
Rutgers Tools, Swedish Leaf, Tari #4i4E.

MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 ¥4 % i Latecki %62
KA. AREE PR T Ay, BB & CE-
Shape-1 Part A, =% F] R A7 5 #1051
JEEAZAL (Scaling) FljiE % 421k (Rotation) [1)4&#
P 55 34y /& CE-Shape-1 Part B, 7= % 1] Skl
LT AR ) 77 VA IR 2R T (Similarity-based
retrieval), X732 H Hi A & 2R R 1 1) H 2
ZXfebrZ —, #4r MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 Part B
B TR LK 12, fEx B F, WA TR
Rk T MR TR, B84 44T 1400 ANTEAR,
38 70 K, BRAE 20 NMEAR, AEHITR R,
ATEARHAE I AR R ICAR, SR G 1R 4 Hdis b 4k
B E AL 40 DNIEAR, W HXAS 40 NIRRT
TR R B R FE R A 20 DMIBIR, B4 %k
AL R IEfIZ N 100, SRR R TR 40 A
AR VCEC AR TP AR A K R TR A2 R 2R R TR 1 A
5, BBAEATEAR IEBANEA ISR 5 R LA 28 000 (1%
RN R R TCAIR B B [ AR Z A1 |
Bi), BRAS30 T TR 1 7 5 e B R RR .
X B TR A B ORG FE  J7 4E m Ai Bull-eye. 55—
4> & CE-shape-1 Part C, X545 3 % H kK
R T XHAT A (Motion) LA AENI 4 4E JE (Non-
rigid deformation) MIEHME. £ 1 45 T E 4
77134 MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 Part B %4z % 1¥)
R MG

vy & R R CE A BB N X B W
MY« w g XY-=-112%
XL 4 ENVET I AA~--
F1I N LI I Y L KK XX
*xBU A4+ + 3B % *FF
@8 Yo | | & ¢ L%
> (4 ANy —T K i<
CCo¥PT TV L/ &€ | |
¢t t@=rmrvéox NS ¢ L /!
Fro N K~ 8§ ¢ |

Kl 12 MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 Part B ##i i v )3 43 JEAR
Fig.12 Part of MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 Part B database

*£1 #4EILTTEELE MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 Part B
IR R

Some important methods’ precision on

MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 Part B

Table 1

Tk RRE (%)
Cssiel 75.44
Visual part[2°] 76.45
SC + TPSE 76.51
Curve edit distancel54] 78.16
Distance sets(®! 78.38
Prob.Approach!5°! 79.19
Chance probability functions!®] 79.36
Skeletal context!40] 79.9
Generative modell®] 80.03
Optimized CSS['9] 81.12
Contour segmentation (2] 84.33
Multiscale representation!(!?] 84.93
Shape L’Ane Rougel?®! 85.25
Fixed correspondencel64 85.40
IDSC + DP!! 85.40
Symbolic representation! 85.92
Hierarchical Procrustes!®?! 86.35
IDSC + EMD-L, (65] 86.56
Triangle areal'8] 87.23
Shape treel??! 87.70
Aspect shape context![66] 88.30
Layered graph!67] 88.75
Contour flexibility[6®! 89.31
IDSC + LPI5¢] 91.61
IDSC + LCDPP®7 92.36
IDSC + Modied mutual k-NN graph!58] 93.40
Aspect shape context + LP66] 95.96
SC + IDSC + Co-transduction/®] 97.72

Leibe 25091 454 7 ETH-80 ¥t )2, iX A $dhs
FERSA 8 2K, F8 10 MARIE 80 Mk, fE—
MNYIMEERA A1 ADSASIR) A R B AR, AN s
T 3280 sk v, FEHKFEGAFE )T Appear-
ance [1)J7 R HEE T 56 BR (0 J7 A AR 00
fie. VPN J7 124t Leave-one-object-out, % F-4f—4>
R A, O 2 rh () At 79 S AEAE A I
SR RN G5 o LA A MR R AT 40 28, 240K
PR B 1 LA R S AR I A A A U L A,
DLIERHE, MK W8, &3O b
DK B 1 IE A 26 1 3515 24 13 45 T
ETH-80 %4 v (A4, SR T — N
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Table 2 Some methods’ recognition rate on ETH-80

WARES P (%)
SC + DP[ 86.40
MDS + SC + DP® 86.80
IDSC + DPI® 88.11

;f—' -‘r: "_S H h’ 7}1 I--.-‘ .
*a—l ‘.:-(J ‘\I... r‘b.f:I o) ‘3'_‘ g h ~

'2”(;" - -;@-.ﬁ | e B e P S

Kl 13 ETH-80 i 6 3 Yik
Fig.13 Part of ETH-80 database

Sebastian 270 Z5 1 T Kimia i 4, %585
Pt = AN BAR A ,  )JE Kimia 25, Kimia 99,
Kimia216. Kimia25 #¥aEH 6 KRTEARGIRK, 77
5 KRR 4 MBI, 5 —2A 5 MBIR, 4L 25
ANTEAR. PR RS FE 10 5 v 2 B s 1 v BT 1)
TEARMK AT H R R G, TH 5 LA T AR 2 5 &R
TEAR IR EE B8, 0B 2 fe /ISR AR ARl 28— AR IR,
DL ZRHE, Sl T 5 ek & G R 2R 1 28— AH AL,
B ARURIEE AR TR B . B 14 R T
Kimia 25 His E IR, 38 3 4 T EE Ty
TEAEZEE E E IR 2R FE. Kimia 99 s A 9
FARL, FEA 11 DMK, 3L 99 MBI, PP R
K PR TR 7 325 2 e s P v P A IR T RAR IR A b s A
FEMG, tHE AR BN AR =R &, R
B/ N TEARAE M S — AR, DASRISHE, Seit
A5 R R R I 28 — AL R0 28 A B TR AR
BoE. B 15 4T Kimia99 3 Eh AR, £
4 S5 T ROy AR A L IR R R
Kimia 216 & H M MPEG-7 CE-Shape-1 Part B %{
I PE R 3 R A TEAR ALk, 35T 18 2Bk, B2
H 12 NIRIR. VRS 2R K FE 1 7 1 R B PR
P BITEARM RN R ki 2 R, T 5 LA TR 2]
FEfr R AR I FE 2, HEE 2 5N TR VR N 5 — 4
BUBAR, LA, ek I 5 R R BHR R 2K
FAHRRE A B R SR, B 16 AT

Kimia 216 #dfa 5 AR, 2 5 gl 787 B2
JHEAE IR P L IR R A L

Kl 14 Kimia25 e
Fig.14 Kimia 25 database

NN VN NN XN RN RN
chann)avaas
I 2 S O B g P
I BN EEREEREERERI]
bs md iy FEN § » %
2T ERRELDE 22 &
P RPEXEELERE KR

2R R R B R Y P s PN
X o X X o
K 15 Kimia 99 $4EE
Fig. 15 Kimia 99 database

L L b L ZELLLS
TITITTIT Y YT ITI LY
VovYwewvvwVeyyyy
EEEEXRTTRRY
el b dh bbby
L.k K _F _F _F F §F _F ¥ X _F
TaVmtnbbnaan
L. r r r K K X K F ¥ K ]
B RN R R RN
ﬂq‘ﬂﬂ-"ﬂ.‘ﬂ-ﬂﬂ
(  EXELISY EL Y Y
000000000009
5T T e e e
- 0 o 00— 0 = - 0 o
BEEPRSIUCISSY
\ YL 2Vl P Ry Y

16 Kimia 216 $f/%
Fig.16 Kimia 216 database
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Table 3 Results of some important methods on Kimia 25
Hik Top 1 Top 2 Top 3
Scel 25/25 24/25 22/25
MDS + SC + DPI® 23/25 20/25 19/25
IDSC + DP!! 25/25 24/25 25/25
Efficient indexing!” 25/25 25/25 23/25
Symbolic representation!”!] 25/25 25/25 25/25
R4 O EEITIEAE Kimia 99 5 F IR R4 R
Table 4 Results of some important methods on Kimia 99
5k 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Tth 8th 9th 10th
scwl 97 91 88 85 84 77 75 66 56 37
Shock edit[3t] 99 99 99 98 98 97 96 95 93 82
Generative modell®] 99 97 99 98 96 96 94 83 75 48
Efficient indexing!™ 99 97 98 96 97 97 96 91 83 75
Path similarity(*"] 99 99 99 99 96 97 95 93 89 73
MDS + SC + DPI® 99 98 98 98 97 99 97 96 97 85
IDSC + DPI® 99 99 99 98 98 97 97 98 94 79
Triangle areal'®! 99 99 99 98 98 97 98 95 93 80
Shape treel?2 99 99 99 99 99 99 99 97 93 86
Symbolic representation! 99 99 99 98 99 98 98 95 96 94
IDSC + graph transduction[9] 99 99 99 99 99 99 99 99 97 99
IDSC + modied mutual kNN graph!(®8] 99 99 99 99 99 99 99 99 99 99
£ 5 A Kimia 216 B R LK R %
Table 5 Results of some important methods on Kimia 216
RPN 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th 10th 11th
scel 214 209 205 197 191 178 161 144 131 101 78
Shock edit[3*] 216 216 216 215 210 210 207 204 200 187 163
Path similarity(*"] 216 216 215 216 213 210 210 207 205 191 177

Rutgers Tools 4 FEdtA 8 38 25 MR, Wi
17 s, HEVFA 73 5 VA Kimia S0 8 19 7

PHAIEL T AR R I VE 2 BRI AR (Artic-
ulation) ZEALECK, AL HH AR BOE A T PR 2

TH B AR UL TV I PERE.

Soéderkvist(™ #5H T Swedish Leaf ¥ )%, %
B e 3= 2 F R VAN S0 8 B 1R 4 /N AR Ak 1R
PE, B 18 45 T Swedish Leaf %4 7 (1135 2> W14
Baseski 2544 451 T Tari $0¥8)%, %5384 =
PALFE IS T80 25— HE 180 ANMBAR, S —
o AHE 1000 NTEAR, 2 E R e RIS %

AN enN&N
IO v O s . 7~
NINL T eNEY
AN S ¢

1222 X 3 Lk

K 17 Rutgers Tools ik FE

Fig. 17

Rutgers Tools database

TEARNIE D i B b Re, 5 P SR EEAT 0] 1 L1 UL T
AT INAA. B 19 45 T Taril80 ks /E, K 20
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Fig. 18 Objects from Swedish Leaf database
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Kl 19 Tari 180 %di %
Fig.19 Tari 180 database
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K20 Tari 1000 %cis )%
Fig.20 Tari 1000 database

Zth T Tari 1000 # . 8dh e _ERIPH B 4t
— bR, DURSRE A 8] (P-R) HIZPPO 4 1.

6 BERNBHARAE
R AR UG BE AR AR AT 5T A, Bk EAE (] ot )

RETPEANEA LA T T EAE R, E AR
TEARVEEE  FEAR 73S L RARBLE 2 TR A2 40, 3X

LeJr R HAT O YRR, BT AR
RYEMTE, (FAEIEARA R, EAVTS RN
IS, 1 R X Le w55 1) S A AR
JHEHAT .

6.1 RFAEBFARIED

54 JafE BARLL, JEARI RS (Part) 15 BAEA
HEL O ) ) U T AR AT o A Ay, B N
SR I3 A B e % 58 OG0 R A 3.
R, R BRI SR T 2 o0, & — A
BEBIFS T 1), Je 38 T IR VT B i) 388 AT LA Sk 45 58
—ANTFRCERBL, 76 H AR AR 4R 21 55 £ DT IE 1358 47
wiiE 21 Pror, B 21 (a) g TN ITRCEREE, K
21 (b) A HARIEAR, A AR — 40 A4 T &
21 (a) HHITFECEREL, B 21 (c) "4 T &at /s
TR VEC S04 20 H AR TR 40 TR, i A 1
— L R TR VCC 7 VEIEAT — /N SR A 4.
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K21 JRBTEARIL AT
Fig.21 Part matching

Latecki %™ X 5 A J& 36 AH L (Optimal
partial similarity) 47 7 & X, JFgth T &R
IR (15 055, Lakaemper %5741 {f
W2 77 V5 — WL DB U A SR SR AR TR AR R0 I 1) R, T
AR A TR UG IE 1 i R, 12 7 ¥ H = 38 1 T AR
FEAEFE IR 1R VTS0 R, R i T B N 29 ek o
AR R 2544, Chen 2509 {f FH 1y 17 — iR 4E
2575 (Smith-Waterman algorithm) SkRZEAT 2L
HuJR R EARUEIEE. Tanase 25720 ff FHAH 26 s B Ll
(Relevance feedback mechanism) FHEAT 5T 56
FTERAT R . T w8 T AR UL FE e ) AR Ui A 2 )
PRI S E B 77k, Saber SO0 A 7R
¢ (Sub-matrix) DGECH 72K AT P 44R 5, Bai
ST T A T BT B R DR R S
MR EC R (1 R 4.

JREB TR 2R 2 S AR L e i) F 2 N 22—,
mE 22 P, &€ — AN HERAR (1), i $H
By e B, HEAT IR UL, A 2R A e v i) ) 3

(c)
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Fig. 22 Part shape retrieval

T Jr) BT DR UG S 1R AR B B I 2
NI A R L WA e SCHI AR ) Sk 5y (Visual
part), W] R AN AR BP0 EE R,
] il 38 48 F A S T () ROBE AT B G R, IX LB K
SEAHAFAES 5 HIBT ST P 4R SR A BRI ) L HR
Wi E, W IXR R R WAk 5 AR
R AN P P A7 A (AR 22 ) 8L, HC R 5o A
J .

6.2 MARITZE

FEAR 23 S 2 TR 23 B Al — AN 2 1) ) 7L
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Fig.23 Shape classification framework

Sun 2578 A T A SRR AREAT 432K, %
JET e TR IR R IR e J3 Bt (Contour segments),
X LB R BORH B )2 VAT A& ), SRR A DL
I J47 A 2R A 3 288 P55 0 2 v 0 TR A B
Ui KA Jim 56 ME 2 4 s oA 46 L Ao Ao R B A5 de 7 )
B85, Bicego A5 f K& T /R BHRAE AL (Hid-
den Markov models) KX —4EJEARPEAT /02K, Bai
2137, 801 g 52 BB (Contour segments) Fl 22 4%
(Skeleton path) 4k A [a) BERFAE L, H & ik
AR A E N TEAR 26 5. Chen 45 B1 @ 1 2%
SPCARACL XS TEARZEAT 7328, X 55 Daliri 1 Torre
() 779100 82) ey T R o0 AARL, DX S0 E Tt AT
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S — AN, TEAR 23 28 il a7 40 A TR AR A 2
e J, T AETER A B (R N T o, TSP P AR 2 1) )
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