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Problem and Motiv ation

Our goal Isto read signsand text In arbitrary images .

Applications include:
ald to visually impair ed
autom atic translation
Image annotation

Many Fonts Few Character s
Signsexhibit a wide variety  With very few char acter s
of fonts, making compar ed to most
recognition more dif cult documents , signs make
for appear ance-based local ada ptation

models . challenging.

Previous Work: Clustering

Abstract from identi cation to matching:
Decide whether char acter sare the same.

o, Labeling Drawbac Ks:
Clustering Distinct stages
& Cryptanalysis Ilgnor es dissimilarity
Example

False matches
Missed matches
Language Information based

Appearance > Fleet on local context
Language > Fteat Similarity enforces global
Similarity > Fleet consistenc y

A discriminativ ely trained
undir ected graphical

model Isused for char acter
Information

Isdrawn from three sources.
p(y ] x)=zexpt Ua(y;x) Uc(y) Us(y;x)g

recognition.

m Appearance

Proba bilistic Model

Featur es
are the magnitudes of quadr atur e matched

nput Even Odd Magn.  Ga bor Iter responses: Ua (Vi: X)) = a (Vi) jXij.

Language

Bigram and letter case featur es: U, (Vi;Vi+1) = L (Vi;Vi+1) 1.

Similarity

—

iferent ; Similarity ismeasur ed by
| the vector angle
F betw een the lter
responses of two
char acter s:d=1 cos .

Basisfunctions with range 10
boundar ies as asymptotes
transform the distance.
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Instead of clustering, the similarity function
acts as a soft constraint in a unied model.
All information iIsweighed simultaneously ,
preventing unreco verable errors.

Training

Appearance: 62 char acter alpha bet In 200 fonts.
Language: 84 books from Project Gutenber g.

Similarity: Pairsof char acter swith small random
transformations and noise. Same:dif ferent ratio lear ned
from sample windo ws of text from our language cor pus.

Piece wise: Discriminant parameter s A, _,and s optimized
separ ately by MAP estimate.

Inference: Loopy BPwith maximum poster ior marginal
(MPM) prediction.

Results

Test Data: 95 sign images compr ising 1,209 char acter s.

: FNR: False neq ative
Information Accur acy FNR FPR HR  (same . character

diff t label te.
Appear ance = 84.04 11.42 0.51 91.07 diferent la eg)osf;;‘ivee

Language 91.65 6.85 0.66 98.68 (different char acter,
Similarity 03.22 5.45 0.14 99.26 same label) rate. HR:

Hit (same char acter,

Clustering 91.40 3.69 0.88 97.26 same label, correct

label) rate.

False positives
reduced by 79%

Eror reduced by 19%

Clustering causes
unreco verable errors

Conc lusions

Additional nformation
ISmost useful
INn a united frame work.

Abstraction with similarity
greatly aids a
weak appear ance model. Examples of signsread correctly .




