AN
— i

Latent SVM 12 £ & NMELGHETE ORIFRAFEE D720 O 7 )V &R

AT SR

CREEE

Efficient Modeling by Selecting Samples for Human Pose Estimation by Latent

SVM

Yoichi MATSUYAMAT, Norimichi UKITAT?) | and Norihiro HAGITAT

HoEL FEFCTINVEBYIGERT LI LI, U ITVEOL L wEEFETH, KEYy 7Vics
AR L AR (BRARLEBOTETAHE, [FUTTFIVDRE OB EEEL58E) 2EETL L
FHWMET D, KL Tld, MEEBIEEZMEGRET 5, BEEL, “OoO0BREOHASDLENS LD,
=D s TAY ) Y I E B EINT, EENLER 2T A2-0ICRATA. 2028 v 73,
MELZD 720 DR OBEIICLIC L > TEAL S & 5. oD R 2 5 O L 28R T, KH%T
T OFEFIZFIH & NS Latent SVM OYEMEIZIE U723 BB R O =M 2 EHr 124 H L7z, Latent SVM 128
VI B BB LB EZRORFALD 7280, Wi O NRLBIERITBIT2EA 0 Nz 5. FEEROMER, |EFEICL
D, BEOEF VP TREDLEINEIEERL2ELETFNY, &Yy IVEHEREFER TR IR I L%

MERAL, 22, FEHEHRZ T9%HIKT S 7.

*—7— K FFEHL, FEY  TOVER, AMEREESE, Pictorial structure models, Latent SVM

1. £Z2» 2

BB L o TS 2 385 - 1B 2R m L
D—FE 2o Tn5b, —fRISHETINR /87 A =512
HEOLETFTIVEE TR, FEIT LTI DP%0IEEE
TNOWRENH ET 5. L LEFIIhPEETHEI A
ME, FET LT 2 TVEOEIMIL L TEMICK S
(o TLE . FIZIE, EEIZE > T A Wikof
Fi xR T A MEIZB VT, ImageNet [1] &9 120
FBOWEA 1000 O 7 T A5 PR TWDETF—%
Lty " HDH, ZOF—%ty FOEH 2L, Lkl
EL 250 Hb o CLE I [2]. ZOEERMMIZ—
FEOADFFTRVOTHNIE, BREFHEND
FREND. Lo LEBICIZ, F7IIV0FRRIC S0
RNT A=y gL, AERERYITV, 20
T4 = FNy TGN T A= L FRE
L, BEEBLZT). T0X ) MDY EBRE D K

T % BB HAN KRB R, BTl
Nara Institute of Science and Technology, Tkoma-shi, 630~
0192 Japan
a) E-mail: ukita@is.naist.jp
DOI:10.14923/transinfj.2014JDP7104

L, b ROVEREHELEMHER/ST A= 2 b DET
WEERT 200N THDL. LoT, BWREFEH
BRI B I c B W TR E RbEE L 2 5.

AHETIVOFEFIIBNT, FHERMEFEET NV
WWEBIEEREI ML — P 7OMRICH Y, WHON
TUANEETHL., BHET VP OREDET V%
FIRT B ERE T, RRRIEA R OMIT N 728 S X0 5
TV, ZOETIVERCTEELZ DL, BHHEETIVHT
DIEEFEREDOINTH B, $4bb, EEFREGDET
VS, A v TR &SR > TV R L
e olE, EIRY Y IV X BEEBIC, BEHHT— %
TIEARREDETNVE RS, FOTTNVELEY T
LVTHFESTLE LV, ok, EARRESDETIV
2 MFEHEINDLD, W 1IRT LI, SRy 7
WIS X DR ERRITE, 27 AT AETLN
Zniil, BITRICET 2RI EY v T VR
W& _TEL 2 5.

R L7z, EFIVERD S REETIVEHICEDAN
HE2ERT L0100, PEF T VorzsE L
L EThH, BV TN EFR LS LEFRLLETV
WEREIEEERLGILEN S L. ZOFETIVERE
FET A 7@, RESUTHITE S & 3 5 AMELSEE T

1098 EFEWMEEFRHNE D Vol J98-D No.7 pp.1098-1107 ©—MtHEAEFHEREEFS 2015



Fi ./ Latent SVM (2 & 2 NMELEHEE OR)FRNFE D720 D > 7V EIR

Red: Learning using all samples

Time Orange : Learning using selected samples (proposed) ~

Re-leammg with all samples

O “Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 ese Summation

1 REE L DFHEEMENR. REI Y > TV 2 s
BLTREDETIVEN LI, B, 2%
FZL DB > TNOBEFEH L TlEET V&
B, IKESET NV EET Y TV THE S LR,
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(i.e. learning all samples) and the proposed

method, respectively.
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Table 2

(Method 1) Pose estimation results using negative samples selected by

clustering. A value in parenthesis indicates the percentage of the cost

for learning all samples.

A
%

FRREM
B

TR | 7527 0 2 70 | i
i ® (22

N

62.71

5911

2362 - 8273

FAZAN N

55.32

714 (12)

1674 (71) - 2388 (29)

Fi1

57.76

653 (11)

1676 (71) 3791 6120 (74)

T 1 (FBIEATEES D)

57.43

649 (11)

1668 (71) 669 2086 (36)

6.3 ERE1: 77324 7ICL25&ER

B 5 IZRs E912, HREOAT T4 7TV %
ETEHLTY, MAISTICE 2 5 EHU L Tw
LEEZOLNDL, FIT, IROLH YT VETTAY
V7L, %7 IAYORELLDAT T4 TH T
NORTFEIRLFEET L, 7525 v 7§ b4#E
i, =y oz (HOG) ¥ e /X— v MBI
BRrERI /NI A= OFEIERT PV TH L. AN
FEET N T A LIF 4. D Stepl~6 LR L TH 595,
Step3 Tl¥, @B OKH=L 7 AT V7L
FORFEXRZ ML DOA%E Latent SVM THEET 5.
fRFF TV, 7T AL FLITI FEEAST VW
TNET DB, 7T ATEKIERK (2) TEFRENLY VT
VWV Nys CTHA. 77 A% 1) 7% K-means |2 &
UETR=N.

7RI Y TIHED L Y TIERIE, s
b Twa [21],[22]. 7 I A% ¥ 7 IZhh b
&, ¥ T VORTHEEBIMAET 5. RIEBRTH
W7z MREBUEE D [7) 12B W T, B o ke kkid
13489 RTETH L (73— V26, %/3—Y D HOG »°
512 K6, B S—2 L OMFMAIEEZ R T NNT A =%
4 RTC, FOMNA T A EDINT A =5 TT RIG .
(512 x 26) + (4 x (26 — 1)) + 77 = 13489). K 3 T
RL72E912, 29 A% v 73 piskt ofids
WICBWTEBTFTHE. 7 IAY) V7 EHVD
B, IS EFCHIRT 208 DD, 7T A
T BEANT 4 T T IV OEIRIE K DAL
HUZFED, KREITHE, BHEEoORTHEHEKIZL ) 7 7
A T OEELEERT 5.

BARMIZIE, HOG % KIRICfML LT 7 A4 Y
VI EREBALT A, N—=ATFET]) T, F5—Vik
AX4DENHPORR SN, HELVP32RKITCOTET
T AKMEY OO, IhE, BV aEEEILLT,
TET T v AR EE 16 RCITHOT I LICLD,

1102

§ False-positive
extraction

M5 7IA8) 0 FIZEBITTATH Y TIER, I
BZEM T 7 A HLITR IR T T4 7T
VAT Y T E LTRIRLFEET 2.
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Fig.6 Selecting negative samples that are far from a
decision boundary for efficient learning.
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Table 4 (Proposed method) Results of negative sample selection based on a dis-

tance from a decision boundary and sample clustering.
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Fig.7 Accuracy in different models (LSP+INRIA).
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