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EERAR, EEEAFOHEPFOZTEHITEHL, H
FHOARH B (REMEN) & EE OPIMEZEN O
HREERS) % iU TR 0EH 2 AT 5 FILT
HY, FHIBABEII N A A N 2 ZF0GE - JEIEH
BEHFLLISHENhTWS [1,2], BLBEEE, 7%
WS HEOBSD S, AV 1 VEBHBEL AT 4
VELREBIIOEI N, KR TIE, T0SbREN
BEHDOREDLZ VAT T4 VEXLBEE R LT 5.

INETOMFETIE, FHE2EREAVTRET SR
RFERFLNTH -7z, —F, Bk, ANHEORFERE
IZEH U7 ERE A OMEIZ BT, ARMIZEATHNZR
BAIZEDBEAZEZTVEZERRENTNS [3].
7, WAIZED CHIRE (Content-Based Image
Retrieval: CBIR), —M¥IIARGEREDOMAELE T, F
AR R %2 F W2 FEF R 2 H 1T TS [4].

Z ZTAMZE T, B OBEEEE D, S R E
ZHiH U, Bag-of-Visual Words (BoVW) E 7L [4]
ZHWT, % ZIZ visual word DEEEZEET 5 Z
&T, A7 T4 VEXHREOMRENGE 2 il ATz,
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0%, FETFT—XIZBoVW BTV EEM L, %EeS
EHEELTHS, TANT—X2RETS. TOHM
BRDOEBEVTHB.

2.2 Rt
2.2.1 Bag-of-Visual Words €5/l

BoVW E7)Vi%, HASFEANHSEFD bag-of-words
ETNVEIGHLAD DT, Wz XHE, BfH O
Fmx s Ak L, RRHBEO LA NS T L%
ZOHEBORHEL LTAhT I 28T 2FETH
5. KFETIE, ATOFIETITS.

1) FEAF#E Speeded-Up Robust Features (SURF)
[b] IZ& b, BAOBEBZHLEL? O F—H1 v MR
%, TNEN 64 IXTTRHEAR 2 bV TRLB.

2) ETREE % k-means TZ 7 AR Y V7, &t
vhuAa RTRZ bMVEFLERL, I—RTv 2
(visual word dictionary) % fERK.

3) FFREEDS I — R 7y 7D E D visual word (2
BT 50 %EHE, £FAD S visual word histogram
R

4) 14507z visual word histogram (25} U C weighting
schemes (2.2.2 THZM) %#H L 7z adjusted his-
togram % FH4 ORHEE & U THUS.

2.2.2 Weighting Schemes

AT, FEEIZT L, & visual word DEEE
ZEDIAL 70, ti-idf (term frequency-inverse docu-
ment frequency) (252 < SMART notation [4] %
W5 (R 1). Zhi, BRxpBEEsE (i), CEHE
(df) , normalization D% 1 XF%#EkEL 72 3 XFD
flAadbHE (“nne”, “ltn” ) THILTLIHDTH 5.

# 1: SMART Notation for Weighting Schemes

tf df Normalization
n(natural): tf: g n(no): 1 n(none):1
1(log): 1+ log(tfi.q) | t(idf): log % c(cos): —————
’ t ‘/w%+.4.+w?\4

ZIT, tfiqlEXEdITB 2 HEE L OB, df &
EEBN FICHEE t 2 AU CEBE, w 13XE D
YA AMDI—RTvIIZBIIEHE DEATHS.
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2.3 DREHER

BLRAGITEE - BEDO 2 7 I ANEMETHD, Z
Z Tl& Support Vector Machine (SVM) %\, D
71— 2 IVEIBIZIXEZ R E OB TR Hh s TW
% Radial Basis Function (RBF) Z#HL, /85 A —
227w R Y —F I K B mtfdz vz,

2.4 ¥

AT 5 SVM O ) (REBER D & DFREE) 73,
ULEWET M ER o B TR OMBEZL, LEW
8T %22t XH72A 5 False Acceptance Rate (FAR),
False Rejection Rate (FRR) 2514 L, (FAR+FRR)/2
T3 55 Half Total Error Rate (HTER) @ #/IM#
XD FHT 5.

3 =B
3.1 EREE

REFEETMET 5720, A 7714 VERBET—
BENZ IV SR T WS CEDAR F¥— &t v b [1] 258
9 %. CEDAR T—%& %t v M, 55 A0 DEL G
(300dpi DZ'L— A7 —)VHEi§) T, FEEITEE, 5
% (skilled forgeries) %% 24 &L, AWgETlL, %
HHICHE - BEINTNT VA LZ8EHTOD3 ey
Mz EIL, 3-fold cross validation (EZE - (AZEZh
FNFEHT—22LT2%Y b FTAMTF—RELT
1y ) OFHEMHEIC & 0P L 72

3.2 EERER

SMART notation ®£#flAGHE 8 filH% visual
word 8 H1 X (64, 128, 192, 256, 320, 384, 448,
512) (MM U7z RERERZ B 2 1I2RT. KRS,
(1) EAMIT D7 “nnn” & KL T visual word D&
WEEEZRT 5 L THELREST N, (2) visual word
DY A X3 192 AT HTER 23 2RIZ L 5E LIRS,
(3)tf £ LT “n” (natural) &b “1” (log) Z#H L7z
BE1Z HTER MEL 2 & 705 Z &b o7,

U72935TC, BoVW ETNMIZE B4 7 51 B/
& T, visual words IZ weighting schemes % i FH 3
52Xz, BMEMRLRET LI L 2R TE .

4 F&BH

AR TIE, A7 74 VBHREITEWT, AHOD
PR ZZ R L, B OBEHEE ORI EICE
HU72 BoVW ET V26T % & & £1Z, weighting
schemes Z#/H L, HEVEREOUE Z MR L 72,
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Notation

= T nnn

= = nnc

64 128 192 256 320 384 448 512
Size of visual word

2: RERFEFIRIT L 2 TR

L83, BHABEIIBWT, BARF—F1 Y MR
Hi%, RFTREE, weighting schemes DFlAEHEIZ
B MGtz S 51D, —OoMER B2 D 720,

T

BRI ZBE W WK ZEREZERE Y R 2
YAV ARTFHME—HIRIZO L 0 EH N FT.
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