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Automatic image annotation method based on
multi-modal topic model

Tian Jing Guo Zhi Fu Kun
(Key Laboratory of Technology in Geo-spatial Information Processing and Application System, Institute of Electronics,

Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China)

Huang Yu Huang Tinglei

Abstract: Most of the traditional approaches for automatic image annotation generally demand on training data with exact
labels. However, this kind of data usually comes from human generated tags, which are too subjective and often difficult
to obtain. In this paper, we propose a novel image annotation model which can utilize the rich surrounding text of images
by integrating entity extraction technology of Natural LLanguage Processing. Then the image features, surrounding text
and extracted entity words which we assume that can more directly describe the salient objects in the corresponding ima-
ges are modeled in a uniform probabilistic topic model framework. The learned correlations among different data modali-
ties can be used in image annotation afterwards. Experimental results on UIUC Pascal Sentence dataset show that our
model outperforms the traditional topic model-based image annotation methods in both annotation and retrieval.

Keywords: image annotation; topic model; LDA; Gibbs sampling

LAFE N7 OGHRAS B Sl =050 53 26 O kol o A A I 4

1 5
AR5 B~ 2T TRTAR B DL 58 4R AiE -5 SCAS S ) 2 18] 9 Tk

il 1

AT AR B AT BT H AR B AR A R L L RO LA P
KA W BRI 1E FEAE B W T 5 SO B — R
LB RO 25 X A T R R LA PR HE AT A A
RO R TR B A shbe i r H 89 4 B R i
SO SR I SCAS il 3 - J8 T IR SCR R i R ] 22 3 (8]
R B S bRTE b fi A A 40 2 T R AR 2 R AE S
195 2 1 SO 18] A S I W S L S I 5G Al B 1 Bl b AR
A5 SCAR 1 3 T A Ry X P R P A Y R TR A SRR
KBRS B AR B ER . BUA 8RR A 35 ik

Y HHE:2014-12

SR M XD OCHR L T R AR v B . SCk 02 0% % BB
AR 55 8 T LA B T3 A £ B A LDA (latent
dirichlet allocation)™ f) 7% J 4 54, H: & C-LDA (Corre-
spondence LDA)E Sy H b PERES by 58 Hh i — AR, Bl
LDA #5 3; F F BGAR d 0 bR 35 M T AR i B R 45
6 — BRI AR TR R Z AR E— B I &R HAZ R & AT LA
2B G X 22 (8] A B DG B OG &R, C-LDA il 3 % ik
TG ZR HEAT AR, I A5 BN BE W] UAR G i 40045 2 i 2 AU 4
I Z [V 20 A, AT DL AR 22 8] A5 1 0 R AR B, 3

% AT H . FEK 863 3183 H (NO. 2014 AA7013033) %% B i 5t

— 22 — HEAMETIEEA

Hh [ Bk AZ 0 3



c015% 5 B
$£348 HF5H

fk[4]/2 C-LDA By — T8, i 55 A W8 0y 32 8 i
S-LDA(Supervised LDA)™! iy BLAR , |l — 4> sofltmax R
Bt S-LDA T 97 R, B % L2 1 B AR R AT e 55 21 25 5L
PG 2 51 L, o 455 70 ] LA ) B i 1l 1% o 2% 5 b
SCHRL6 AT H Y trmm-LDA (topic-regression multi-mo-
dal LDA) & C-LDA ) 55 — 22 JE . il 2 75 B5 5 30 A 2
P Y 7= AR 2 R T BN — A2tk e 17 T D R e, o i
T C-LDA v 2 Fiigi Al 2 (8] ) 0GB J5 =, fiff 45 9 i 30405 A
A Z A B BT LAARHE B B 00 R I T T AR
B30 2 — A RIS, AR, R DL ST
TGS I Shy LAt A 5305 0 T B RG B A 3 1 U1 R B L T A S B
P ISCAE ) B R T AR L BT G kA e B B R
KR st e s i HL RS PR A R S R B30 1 2
MIE T 2 AL, M 4% R 2 I 58 SCAS A 5 FR
BHEME S CHIEE B U A AP EREZE R MEES
B AR o T2 T 1k v — e 2 S 3k A B A A8 AR X IR
2 EMRARE 38 B SCAE B RE SR 2R A .

ARSCHRE S T — A 0 B XA A RS SCAR R R B
BFREE TR . B A R S B 15 X 5 B SCAS AU Ak
AR B AR S H AR G P B B B AR “SEiRiE 7,
FLYR s it — 25 ) FE o i 194 3 RASE AU X6 4 L B SRR AE L S
TR B8 SCA v B AR ZE Y 3 A ) A 50T S
TR A, I HZERE W R LR, BE. T3
Y B DG G 22 AT LA e o) 7 R B 1 ) 2 A7 ) 52
WEMR R A SR .

2 ETSREXEEFERBNERIRE

AR SCEE ) 2 AR A T2 AR B 5 4% 58 5 O Tl 2 4k
TETIHRGESCART 4 AL FE, 38 5 45 & B SR 5 FR i 4000
) S A TR 53 Ok el AR B A ¢ S AR, LA BB A A 3R IR 4R
P S N A B RE AL 5 R B8 SO v i A 1R AE L TR A
WEE SR B RR T R AR DL R s A S A i B
M & A2 VR A R B AR, B AR 22 o SERE]”, 55 4
FI AR 5 B DR SR AT TR TR 3k B S A R £
RGAE ST 8 L By R IR L 1TSSk B T B
F——UW Twitter NLP™ /R SEREUM T2, 281
77 3R BT 3 A A AR, AR ) R B2 A 45 DR UR I 4R S
AR G ALBE R DL B A IS B i S A R] . 5 R B A R A%
(7] BF X SCAS | S AR PR IR A B, R AR 2 R 2 A5
A& = BT (multi-modal entity LDA) , ffif)k MME-LDA
2.1 ZSESHGEE

MME-LDA R R AR & 1 i, 5EG6
i) LDA A0 H BRI 3 209747 M 48 . M ZE FE A IR IR
RFJRIR A BESCAR IS B 1Y B S R da] 40 o 1)
3 B e A A AR B AT A A S T i i) e DL A 1)
M B8y (A 2L A — A~ J2 43 E ) A DA BT ) g X R A

[ Bk A% 0 38 )

B S5k
9
M ?

Kl 1 MME-LDA ff 5 [&] 5 7

&
=

o
OHO
=

OHE
One

TERERY e, A — A SCRY 0 Hh 3 b B A (B 5% A
SCRYAE TSR R S DS o b AT R SR
P4 M, A58 A QA SE A . N, A BLSE R 4L A - 3
R A B e BN B WL E RV EEGEER K .
FLAS g A% 38 SO A oy, » SR ey, B IR
04 A H A A BN

D fl A et B2 W% S A S o ~ Dir (B . g
W B ) R PR 2 R AR R L B R
Dirichlet 4875 (250, W4 ] #5528 5052 Pl i e X, ~
Dir (o) » Xu 2 E 4 180 i fik A% 3170 M o 59 45417 % 24 11
W% . p & Dirichlet 4 i (9280, E de i fiks A o3
i, ~ Dir(7) o g SV 4[5 ] L AR 247 e (g
AR % E 9 %, 7 & Dirichlet 487 (9 B850, V 4k
[ ik

2) VBB SCRY () A BB 6, ~ Dir(a) 6, /= K
Y 1 91 16 B AR (0245 A R A (MR L o J2 Dirichlet
SIS EC R K i

AW, X E—ANEARAH wa s iy s Van t

DK W e B % 03 45 A7 1k B8 — A £ L =, ~
Mult (0,) + 4, ~ Mult (0 » 2., ~ Mult (8, .

ORIBIEE T 20 » 20, » 200 ZME T B2 TR 401
HPE— A w0, ~ Mult(;;m) s eq.q ~ Mult (I;M) s Ugon ™~
Mult (g, ) .

2.2 HERME

TR S5 % . R R B0 T 3 2 L A P AR 4
FIEATRIGEA — B MR . I, A SR A Gibbs SR
REDT B 7 3 ok 92 B XA B 2 804 3. 78 MME-LDA
v R A 3 A A TR AR 75 Rk AT SR RE 43 5 BR 48 SO 3
Bz, SR R v, LA R 2, . BRSNS
AR E IR KT T8 R REICSUS T
— AR B Ge A 5 4% 2 B A s ) M s B A T
W B B L ) P 2545 30 () o B 5 0% S e 0 R 92
b 37 PR 0 ) T

EAMETMEEAR  — 23 —



g 3 B &

A A A
nif"”") +a .
D 40 > (e + )
S rest AR HEBR T 97 55 3R B 19 A0 2 A - A L KO
B 24 RIS OL = AR AT w0, 2SN AR I
FRATARIL , e M =, SRS SCR d 0 i)
BV, e AR o, 4HR4E 0 =, FOUCKL,
B, 4 A5 8 S D ) =, SR
W +a W +o

w4 g

Pz, | rest) = (D

p(za, ‘ rest) = — — (2
Z (ny + a) Z (niy) + p)
BE TR B R 2, MR,
(=z,,) (v,,)
Pz, | rest) = — ni +a . "1 an T
2 (nd(:“”) +a) 2 (7721") —+ )
(3

Gibbs R REWCHUR - B AR 550 5 SCA% oh B 4 3 19 &
43 AV 00 SR 3 P 5 80 o g st B SR o 1
W05 AL 0 R 3 AR 4 BB o L X S g . fERRITE

T T A B 0 £ A 3 ) M o L R S A ] i) i
X h S BAE K 5y A G — B @r A o

o0 4
Corain = Wniﬁ 4)
Dl )
w, =1
7’1("" » +
Aoy = e O (5)

2 (n“’ + p)
1 O 0 B 5 76 75 55 0 P 1 7 A9 1 5 A0 43 i

n - +0{

=%
DVt

S T 75 ) 00003 0 46 P p (oo | D Bt w0
W 4B ) i .

O 6)

@D = b e, — — T
2t

o R E

PIRCHEC

LB AR 5| D ST E 4

D

=

] &
N R -
ple ‘ D =0, * Apain = K”Jia .
E (ne + a)
n‘ 4+ p

B — €))
D' 40
5 ¥ A5 B 00 7] 2 BT A 2% MR R HE )Y, S

— 24 — HEAMETIESEA

20158 S B
$£348 B H

X R bR
3 X I

LK MME-LDA #8585 5%t by i 75 ) — 4> S0 48
AT N BE T AR SO R O iR A At . X L T v
45 C-LDA™ , Text-LDA, H, Text-LDA 24 R
1 S 6 350 A X O TR T TR RO T s TRV T
MM-LDAM fy #4585 28, % SCAR 5 &R 4 0 1A 7, HL
SCARFHRAANAE 43-17) L 2545 FH ) S S A b 3L
3.1 HIEERSHIEE

SRR 11 ]/ 9 UTUC Pascal Sentence % ## 45 3
TS5 IZ B I Pascal-VOC B4R 4 00— A>T 48 . )
TR EG ATk, Hadeg 1 000 @B, & iE
BG5S FHIL B A] T . Sy ORIE 52 3% 45 SR 19 % W
P SCR AT 5 P38 SUEHIE , B HL 3%k BB A 800 iR
BN ZR RAR A i 200 WRASCIER RS, L E A 5 W, IR

G AR i M e 38 A b B AR ) B B bR i 5 R ih
FRyEEAT PPN . SR A 55 SCTRC6 140 W) (9 7 ik o 76 TR VA B L 4
2 5 IE 8 255 LA =T 8 Ar L, 5% L % C-LDA
Fl Text-LDA 7 %It .
3.2 RiEEEM

SISV T AR [R] 32 R B R (8] E E 4E B Y i
R BRI pGo | D M pe| D RIREHE. ]
W RIS TR R W — RPN R AR R ERAE TS
RS VZ AL RE T 8 R TR VA B AR 4r . IRVBEEY
TR T - 1 e 5 0 AR ALK L AR S SR 4 ER AL AR 1
JURT - BE B Hoe Lan=(9) frs .

D w,

D3 D logpw]| D

2w,
K. D 2R B, W, AR d e Y
R,

B2 45 T 4 3B BB Y SE 56 &5 . Hoh, MME-
LDA B 00 25 5 A PR 43 < 35 38 18] 5 524436, 43 51 ok 1
i) MME-LDA-text 5 MME-LDA-entity, B %¢, 5 H
i 2 A4~ % be RS TR AH L, B E 32 A EE B AR . MME-
LDA By #0245 5 (235 MME-LDA-text 5 MME-LDA-
entity) /£ A& b B A AR MR WG & R M L 2 A X
LA TR A A TR A 098 3R] % E R L An &l 2 Ca) MME-LDA
LR TRV R I £ A X A T T 28 L T X bR R A TR IS
BE A B 0 @y Tk B, ik R W Bl E 32 R H /Y
o, X E B R AE AR S LA B I B S AR 2 (a) s
(b), (o) 3 AR W32 17 4 H 32 8 T /Y IR V8 B X L
i B0 58 18] 2 H ML 1 000 4K IR [ 2 600,200 [ 3 2
w4 R A (Y A T VR VA AR R R 3 T BRI
Hat #0065 B TR A 2 B = el

9

Perp = exp

Hh [ Bk AZ 0 3



c015% 5 B
$£348 HF5H

250f
200 /J
150F+

= oot

1

=+-C-LDA

50 | ===Text-LDA

== MME-LDA-text

-~ MME-LDA-entity

(=]

10 15 20 25 30
FEHEK
(@)
250 | ===C-LDA
-=-Text-LDA

==~ MME-LDA-text
200 -+~ MME-LDA-entity

R
s 2

\_
50+
oLy . . . .
10 15 20 25 30
FEHEK
®)
-+C-LDA
250 o Text-LDA

=~ MME-LDA-text
200 -+~ MME-LDA-entity

i 150
He
Juisd
100 o A;—'{—‘—‘
s
50 o= —=
070 15 20 25 30
FEHEK
©

2 £ 07 BT R LS8 I A HosoE T B9 TR G L4

3.3 EmERSZEXRITM

El1& B shis e EGER PR B 5, S — A&
FL e bR R UER R 5 B MR, 5 3CEk[ 6] — B, BUar 5
A5 58 M 238 i R I DG S R AR Ay 1 R PRTAG  b E 45 R O B
HLIEI 3 4~18] “bus”, “sitting”, “water” 2 i , ZE M X £ I
P Sy 96 S R R AT MG R IR R T 15 1 R 4
W IR E A pCw| D F ple| D AT HEF P4 E A
£ MME-LDA 5% LA R P i R 30, &l 3 s . AR
T BEH Y 3 A in] 34 B Sy 5 38 6] 3K SRR, T L MME-
LDA W -3 m R 2 2 &, 43 51148 38 3 3 45 1 3]
MME-LDA-text 5 SZ & #7 13 i) MME-LDA-entity, £ &
3(a).(b),(c)#r MME-LDA-entity fil MME-LDA-text [
HEFE-F IR EL S CLDA 5 Text-LDA # H. , 75 K
SAEBLT L 7E S 1] Z A [F] LA T A ME A R IR 3(a)
(b) 1, C-LDA 7E # 4k I It Text-LDA F BT 47, Ju H7E

[ Bk A% 0 38 )

Bip 9 D&

(a) H1 DL “ water” Ay 6 I B, o] O C-LDA A A 4 T &
R5 AR Z B ) I R A — & B L TR
T 4 T S 5 T E o) B HR L “bus”™ R K R Al i C-LDA &5
Text-LDA 251 T AT 9 PEE . H 2 Zlhi &L FES, AR
A E KT MME-LDA-entity #1 MME-LDA-text [ #i i
LW C-LDA (1 #3455 7kt B L SCA AR 245 S Tt 4t
B 77 205 MME-LDA # Lb o] g8 A8 R &, S8 g

AR 2%
1.0r
-+~ MME-LDA-text
-~ MME-LDA-entity
0.8 --C-LDA

Text-LDA

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

AlEE
(a)sitting
1.0
=+ MME-LDA-text
==~ MME-LDA-entity
0.81 --C-LDA
Text-LDA
0.6
iy
=
& 04r
0.21
0 A L L . )
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Al
(b)water
1.0
== MME-LDA-text
-#~MME-LDA -entity
0.8} -e-C-LDA

Text-LDA

o——
0 0.I2 0.I4 0.I6 0.|8 II.O
Bl
(c)bus
B3 4% 7 B AE A T iR) I A A
CREILE L

Ly b AT UL Xk 22525 A el I G2 o S A ) Y R g
AR JIT ¢ > B 14 B SR e & n] LU T i 0 A RE D . EL
B Ay A 1) 5 3 36 ] B T BE XA BT B T DT 3R ]
A8 Y e S ] 55 3 ) 22 ) A SR O 1) iR AT AR
fle A KA .

EAMETMEEAR  — 256 —



B9 B &
45

ARICWEFE T SCA 3 A il B S BRI A sl b i Y

R R, I 4 8 T — 2 1 2 RS R R R A il S
G ERE T I S A U B R A B SO AR | R
UL T N SCAS il BB 1 SEAR BEAT T 2 B RS @
SEMR TSR X 1 SCA B A BT R T AR L —
ol A 14 18 SR A B8, 41 45 % AR b ) 38 X 2 il A7
BN AT RE . AE UIUC Pascal Sentence 3 iE 4 [ ) 52 16
WUE T r e M AT AT S A . AR SCr R
MME-LDA Jr 52 %5 45 A1 BF 58 SCA 1Y AR B i — > 2%
M TAE B ARTR = PR ST 0 At 5 vk X TR SUAR T
IR E ZAENATF T #2024,

(1]

2]

(3]

(4]

2 £ x Wt

K, M =L TR SR R 2 R 2
MR X AR T LT ], 00 4 5 A% 2= . 2014,
28(8):909-914.

BLEI D M, JORDAN M 1. Modeling annotated data
[C]. Proceedings of the ACM Conference on Special
Interest Group on Information Retrieval, 2003
127-134.

BLEI DM, NG A'Y, JORDAN M 1. Latent Dirichlet
Allocation [ ] ].
search, 2003(3): 993-1022.

WANG C, BLEI D M, FEI-FEI L.. Simultaneous im-

age classification and annotation[ C]. Proceedings of

Journal of Machine Learning Re-

the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, 2009: 1903-1910.
BLEI D M, MCAULIFFE J D. Supervised topic mod-

els[J]. Advances in neural information processing

26 A H 0 i BER

(6]

[7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

20158 S B
$£348 B H

systems, 2007(7) . 121-128.
PUTTHIVIDHYA D, ATTIAS H T, NAGARA-
JAN S S. Topic

Dirichlet Allocation for image annotation[ C]. Pro-

regression multi-modal Latent

ceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition, 2010 3408-3415.

BLACK W J, RINALDI F, MOWATT D. FACILE:.
Description of the NE system used for MUC-7[ C].
Proceedings of the Seventh Message Understanding
Conference, 1998.

LEON DERCZYNSKI, ALAN RITTER, SAM CLARK.
Twitter part-of-speech tagging for all; overcoming sparse
and noisy data[ C]. Proceedings of Recent Advances in
Natural Language Processing, 2013: 198-206.

NEAL R. Markov chain sampling methods for Dirichlet
process mixture models[ ] ]. Journal of computational and
graphical statistics, 2000, 9(2); 249-265.

RAMAGE D, HEYMANN P, MANNING C D, et
al. Clustering the tagged web[ C]. Proceedings of the
ACM International Conference on Web Search and
Data Mining, 2009: 54-63.

FARHADI A, HEJRATI M, SADEGHI M A, et al.
Every picture tells a story: generating sentences from
images[ CJ. Proceedings of the European Conference

on Computer Vision, 2010: 15-29.

£ & ® 7t

HIE 1987 A AR I oF o e . B 1 b 3L
PHZ I R A ShbR i .
E-mail ; tianjing0303@163. com

Hh [ Bk AZ 0 3

|



