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CS-HOG: Color Similarity-Based HOG
Yuhi GOTO™® | Yuji YAMAUCHI'®), and Hironobu FUJIYOSHI®)
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D, MHPEREDSA LS A 2 EAME SN T WA, 2T, KR TIIEOF LIS CTHRTIRZ B+ 5
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i, CSS 4FfE & ik LT 22.5%, 27.2% akplkEEE A5 kL 72,

*—7— K Yk, B, HOG &, CSS =, Real AdaBoost
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&, MEORBEIRR 5 &) 2RI E 2 RET 5
CEVEETH L. MEOF R T 5 EPT
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tation Histograms (EOH) ¥ [9], Edgelet J##
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oW, NIBIFAKERLHBEIIBITILRT 1 —%
ER BT AR D0, WK ICER) &
HEEMBET 5 I EREEE ST, —F, Wik
JBER [11], [12] R APIERA [13], [14], W% [15], [16]
LU EWRGER (17), [18] & L 04T I BIEHE A
ROLERE LTEAHENTYWS. LaL, Yk
Mtz e AV 72 B aTiesieE & LT Color Self-
Similarity (CSS) f## [19] 2R SN, iFHRH Y
FHICEN TH S Z LRSI N TS, CSS 7
B2, “OORPIEBOBL A N 7T LAHh L EOHEM
Hriez, AW LSRR —WEs L2810
TLILT, WRERICERN Y EBET5. 2
DL, ERRELYERINEZERT 201213, B
EOFH 2 FNRAVC KT 2 B E ORI EE
LhEEL A,

Z T, AR TR SIRNICEKIT 2
A= & LT Color Similarity-based HOG (CS-
HOG) ¥ E %%+ 5. CS-HOG H#Eizh 7 —
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#i 3L/ CS-HOG [ BRI IS W 72 IR

Wi{gEFH L, BoBEUEIZES» TYHRIIRE 32
LR ETH 5. CS-HOG e, ol
HERHWZR WS L2 FHT A2 LT, Wik
IR A HEE L CORREZR RIS 2B TE 5.
INFCTOMEOHKBEEREFA L) RO%E,
MR Z LIk & B R OBEREERS S 5 5B
FNDDH L. Z0720, HOG Frlm I WRGRIC &
5 2RO R U EITo>Tnh, ZThUIxtL
T, CS-HOG K13 o DB ME %2 H T iR sr I
FHEETH LT, WREE L BREE,S 2 ) RE
PELTHRIRE KDDL ENTEL, F020, Bl
R~ L2 EERkDb I EE2AREICL,
HOG H#m & MR TR RN 2 HEEREY 75, £/,
CS-HOG $:#m 13 fo o UM & YRR o B fR 1
HHT DI LT, WRYEITUTBIRC X 280w %
PHITcEL., TDLXHIZ, CS-HOG HMEIcI vt
DEUPEICTED W THEIL IS AR A2 52 8 T
R R R & S BT B

K LOLDBEDOREIIRD L) IR ENE. 7,
2. IZBWTHERDFFTfF &R TH 5 HOG Fiffi= &
CSS HEMEO B FEIIOVTHE L, o0k e
DIFPEIZOWTHIT 2. 3.12TC, KRB TRET S
CS-HOG im0 &EH HEICOWTHEA L, HOG %
WL DEVIZOVWTHRET 2. 4.12T, CS-HOG
B OH N2 HERT 5 0 ER 2175 . Kk
25 ACTARIFRICOVWT T & 5.

2. WRE# BB

WA 2 EHT 5123, FHF > Turohmb L
R E E T L2z e AU S 5 I
IR TH 5. WEDOTRIRZIRZ 2 BpTk#E L L
T Dalal 57° HOG fiE 2 2 % L 72, fEROW itk
HFH, HOG FEIRESINL L) I/ L—A
= IVilifg S P EORIR e R 2 5 RFTEEE?S <
FHESNTVD, ZHISHLT, 77 —EGEOEEHR
ZFH L7 Rpies L LT, Walk 525 CSS =
RRZE L7z, CSS Hfmid, moBEPEICEE T2
& TORBIBICEN AT Z RIS 5. AET
&, RET S CS-HOG FfE & BE O %R R
w&e LT, IR TH 5 HOG Fefm &, ol
FBTH D CSS FHEIIOWV T~ S.

2.1 FHRE#:HOG FHE

Histograms of Oriented Gradients (HOG) $5#
W[ E 7L —AT— VD ANNHEEGE»PE, L EIT

ENDREEBR I LR L2 ) BAME R M7 T
LEfE LTS, 72, BHROLVTHIR NS T
Oy 7R L IR A BRI LT 2 2 LT, IBIIZE
(LR BMEINE DB Z T I W E L 42 5.
HHEFIEE, QULDICANERED S P LOTEERL
e A XIWCIEBULL, 57 LIVOMEEM Lz, y)
DIHFEEmm EZHWAMO £X (1)~3) L&
Hd 5.

m(z,y) = v/La(z,y)? + Ly(2,7)? (1)
a@yyzmw*§§233 (2)

®3)

{ Lo(z,y) = L(z + 1,y) — L(z — 1,9)
Ly(x7y) = L(il},y—‘r 1) - L(ZE,y - 1)

BH L7722 ) M 6 1% 0°~360° DETEE SN B
A5, 180° X K& < 7 %A 180° 51T 0°~180°
ET A, ZRICED, B S L BREROHE DY
BERARICAKAGE L 2 W OB A E/LE T ENTED.
Rz, B L2 EEEm & 2 HEHAm 0 & v,
XA LYV e (MxMEZEL) I2BFHZ)
AL 2 N7 T AVe={v.(1),0e(2), ..., v (N"9)}
BERT 5.

M M

ve(n) =% mlw,y)d[f(0(x,y)),n] (4)

ZZT, n={1,2,., N JexAbr500E >
DFS, fO)IFZHEHIM O & N9 JHIZEFL
L7efl, §[|id7uty h—0F NV EEEER LTS

D, ZOOEENELVEEGIEL, £RSHI0 2
N BEBTHD., ZDEHIZ, el EIZE A b
77T B LICE D, BTN O % A
RIZEALICH L T2 IR & 2 5. &I, X (5)
ERHVTEEL c TIER L2 HORAIE A N7 T4
Ve, o VTR SNE Ty 7 (K x K &
V) T L CIERALT 5.

ZZT, el dHEFT0IChLILEENCIODDE
B(e=1)Thas. 7uy s L, 1LV E
W VHEHBAELR L X ICBE L A5 EHL
T4, EHILBEOZHIE ML A NI LHA,
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He={hc(1),he(2),...., he (K x K x N9} &% 2%
64 x 128 €7 VD ANJERIIH LT, 70y 758
1 {(64/M)— (K -1} x{(128/M)— (K -1} & %
5. 2O, HOG Fifiim O~ 7 bvid, M =8,
K=2 NW9=9nkx105@D 70y 7585 &

D IEHALIEE DS THhN D 728, 2x2%x9x 105 = 3,780
RuEhb.,

2.2 BORELUEH  CSS HHEE

Color Self-Similarity (CSS) f#fi [19] (X, 2D
LIVEBICBWTER L72tae X b7 T 2 08EUE %
FHmEE LT3, ZOoDRIEEICBIT 5 o E
AT 52 LT, MEFROR—WEKS L S IE
F—Phs LS 2|2 LEMETH L. T2, WO
PEAEEEL T2 LT, RETROBIEELIC
CWEWVIHIFIEDD 5.

B TFIEL, ATTHELH o0 LoOERE LA X
IEHALL, B8l e (MxMEZ+EL) Ok 2
L 27T Ape={pc(H,1),pc(H,2), ..., pc(H, N, ...,
pe(V, N} 5. X (6) ICRT L) Icfar
A NTT hpld, LIV T EICHSV £8R {H,S,V}
TRENBHEZ L VOm I(x,y, H), I(z,y,S),
I(z,y, V) BT 5 L TIERT 5.

M M
=> " SlfUe(z,y,7m)), 7] (6)

z=1y=1
ZZT, r i HSV R R D = {H,S,V} DFEH,
na %q@m&ﬁ (n=1,2,...,N°), f(I(z,y,7)) 1
cuw,)%g%ﬂbtﬁ%ﬁtfwé “ont
WVoci, ¢ POMERL7ZBE X N7 T Lpe,, pe; ®
T, LVHOBOFEYEE s(ci,c;) 23X (7) ISR TL—

70y FiEMEZFIH L COoBUELHHT 5.

Noss
s(ci, ¢5) \J Z Z (Pe; (r,n) = pe; (1,m))? (7)
reD n=1

v 277 AHMOBERORELIE, —HWICeA ST
LA v %42 v a R Bhattacharyya 2 2SH W 5
ND. AWFFECTIEICH[19] & RS, FHFEBROME,
=2y FHEEESR O AMICE 72720, FHEED
BHEE LTERAT S, 64 x 128 ¥ 27 2L A I
WXL T, I cld (64/M) x (128/M) BERD. 2
D¥E, CSS HEEDRHNY PV, M=80¢
E128MHOEL DL ETOMETIIOVWTEHT 27
¥, 128C2 = 8,128 RTLE % B
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Fig.1 Comparison of HOG feature and CSS feature.

Color image

2.3 HOG ##&E & CSS #F#HE Dt

HOG i & CSS fm O FF R O Iz o v
THET 5. HOG = & CSS Hefm % Wb L T
R L7205 1 1R Y. HOG §:imiE, RFTE
WHNOKE» 5B 5N Z ) BEFIH L THEOIIR
FRETL. L2L, M1 OBmEFRIIRT L)
WD 7L — 27— )Vli{gid s o — W%&kl:ﬁ*l,f,
Wk E B ROMESEMULTCLE I SHEIHL. 20
9 % M{%EA 5 HOG a3 2 &, Mg
DIIRE R A B 2 e TE RV, —J, JHiTHE
WHOGOFELMEE RIS 5 CSS fF#=d, 7L —
A — VG L D IBEHEDS N T —EEENET 5
ZET, MRLEEREODENERZ LI ENTET
W5, 20 X912, HOG Ffm 3 Wk Ik % JFEm
IZIZ B ENTE DN, WEOBRIKFL T
9LV RMENH L. M 1 OIEFHAFROFN, W
BRI R TR VIEPEINDEHEGERLT
Wh, ZoLE, CSSFw I IMEoORMAIBKE &R
Bcanwicd, M RICUESZIRATLEY
B E R BBENDDH L. TD LI, CSS HigE
T —WRIC L A EREFA T2 28T, Wik
WEOEREIRZ S 2 LD TE LM, FlEWED
e Rk TE v ) MEPH L. £2T, Kif
FETIE T D &9 % HOG Hefii & CSS Rt DRk
RENL, MEOENTIZ 5 I LW TE 2 FHHFH
mAERET A, RELY, R TEET S CS-HOG
B IcOWTHHT 5.
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Input image Calculation of color similarity  Calculation of shape feature

between cell and pixels based on color similarity

M 2 CS-HOG ffiim D5 TR
Fig.2 Calculation of CS-HOG feature.

255 255
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] 255 - 255
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255 Average
R -;*rl‘."f 5
° ° 2
Input image 255 Color similarity
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B distance
Cell 255
Color distribution Similarity

3 JRETHEEE ¥ 7 VB OB OB OF I
Fig.3 Calculation of color similarity between cell
and pixels.

3. BOREMLMEICE DV RREFE
CS-HOG #H# 2

AWFFE T, BOBEPHEICEITEKRERZ S
Color Similarity-based HOG (CS-HOG) = % 3%
A9 4. CS-HOG ¥#=iL, oBEPEEZFIH L
FA—WES LE2HVLIEICLD, kLS
R A RS IIRE AR ICRBT 5 Z LA RETH 5.
HOG i & B U TR DR & R R I3 T
LI ENTEDLID, ERERYABILIIIFTE 2.
CS-HOG ffgmoBEH oL, K2 IRT X912
ATTEAG 2 & FATEE & ¥ 7 2V O OFEME % 5
L, oFUELZHWORREgEZ&ERT 5. DT
LY, CS-HOG BB HEIcOWTEL L3
¥ 5.

3.1 BEEEE Y7 EIBOEOENENEH

CS-HOG H#E 0TI, £, ANEEY D
L LOER L7 A XICIERIL L, BrEE (L)
LEE T VOEOBEUE AR A, M3 IRT &
I, EHENVE (Mx M EZ%)V) 205 RGB %4
% {R,G,B} TRENLK L7 LLOH [ (x,y, R),
I (z,y,Q), Tu(z,y,B)I2&D, EHENV AN

Cell of interest

ybiH
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Aepung

Input image

Mo
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(a) Color similarity image

ubIH
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{b) Average of color similarity image
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Fig.4 Visualization of color similarity images.

ORFE I'(d,r) 25X (8) T HVTHMT 5.

MxMZZ @y, (8)

ZZT, riERGB&RMWLA D ={R,G, B} D&{EEFR*%
FLTWD., FHENV ORFBEI(,r) LY
VDM I(x,y,r) VT, CSS s & Ak
(9) =71 v FHE#HEZ Vv TEUE s'(z,y,c) &
BHlid4 5.

I'd,r) =

(z,y,¢ S, r) = I(zy,m)*  (9)
reD
FUE ' (z,y,c) FEHELV S TLITKRKDOEN S,
64 x 128 ¥ 7 VO ANERICKH LT, FEHEV

13 (64/M) x (128/M) & 7B, ZD72H, M =8
DEEIZEE 7 BIVITH LT 128 /3% — ¥ OFMLEE DS
kowond (REFZECIEER LN 3T 2 HLE
W% EIESR). X 4(a) 12, 1 &Mﬁ&ﬂ%#%mﬁ L
FHEMEREOBERT. M 4(a) B55050 L9

CSS Frithi & [AARIC &Ekwc#%%ﬁﬁ”“ﬁé
NTVLE (B 45), BOFEUEZFH L TH-—
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IS LS RHTETWS, T2, HEHEL A
FEIBIGEIRE N TV R 548 ()L 89), WikaHisid
HOEDMEL 2B 2 EDHRTE S, [ 4(b) 1F, #
B E% 2,416 OB G H S Ve L 72 5L EE
WgEEELTWD, [M4(0b) 25005 L)1, KRl
st G A O [F — W ARSI 255 <, FER— ik
PSP EE DMK BB SN A MHA2H 5. CS-HOG
R IE, S0 X9 SR L 22U I G O R A 31
ZCUHRIERERZ 5.

[HSV 2 0FI ]

SCHK [19] T, BoEPELSRN T ABICHHET 5
FoRE LT HSV RERDPR O AR < LML
Twb. CSS =L, #EHLEFLLTLA LS
F24b$ 5 2 L THSV ORI D HHEHEE1T-
Twa., L L, CS-HOG $:i &\ BT 5 J5HTfak
L7 VB OBOEMEOE I, AhEOKH T
FETIE HSV ROR2FIA L CTHBE L RD L 2 LS
T& 7%\, HSV #6213 H (M), S (BE), V
(BHE) THRENTEY, RGB £HRLILENEKE
FOBEPRLL. 200, HSV REROELEE
FRHLTLI—2Y v FIEMAZEHE T2 L TER
V. F T, ARFZETIE HSV E R E AN L CHEE
FHExATH 720, £%FE {H,S,V} 23X (10) 12X
JEAER {u,t, VY ICEBRT 5.

u=.S8xcosH
t=58 xsin H (10)
V=V

CHIZE D, RGB Ff R & AR IR M A — OB
BRELT, HSV £ R &2 EKHT 5 LA TE 5.
CS-HOG Hfiiid, 2o k92 HSV #3 % MR
{u, m, VY 2 LT b BEBERHE 2 4T W B OB %
kT 5.

3.2 BOEUEZRAVWAERRIEEOEH

CS-HOG #1135 (2R3 & 912, B s
Y7 L)V O OB & )RR L 738 i %
W2 BIH 3 2. JRIRGES0IE, EH eV
T AR S NISHEBLE i 2 R LT, HOG i¥#
ERBICEEZLVDIIEELNV c TEIZRLA NS
FALL-b DR EHEE T4, HETIHE, ELO
CEE YL ¢ LB L 2EE § (2, y, ) AR
LT, £EZ7 VDT HEMEm LI2HEGME %
X (1)~ (13) LV 5EHT 5.
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Gradient of similarity Histogram

Color similarity

Visualization image

5 CS-HOG f5ffa
Fig.5 Color Similarity-based HOG feature.

(2., € )=\ [sh (@, 9, )2 + sy (w,y,¢)2 (1)
—1 5;(337'!!, cl) (12)
sy(@,y,¢')
S/z(x7y7Cl):S/($+17y7c/)_sl(x_17y7cl) (13)
sy(@,y,c)=s'(z,y+1,c')=s'(z,y—1,c)

0'(z,y,c') = tan

HOG Fefiaid, MEMOHREERELMRIC L 2 29 A ¢
DOKERZE B 7280, 180° LW K& 25T HEITIN 0
% 180° HIW/o A TRO TV A, R/ET H CS-HOG
P, EHEL C EOR—WES LS EF R0
BEAFIALTRELTwL 720, 0°~360° &TO
COHBEHM O ERCTRHEEHAE T L TES.
RIZ, FEHEN S OFPEmG L) EH L2 ) B
Em/ L ZHOWAME FHVT, A4 I2Eh ke
(MxMEZEXN) IZBIFAZHEHML AT T L
V() ={vL(1,¢),vL(2,¢), ..., v (N9 )} AR
T5.

ol(ny ) =SS (., &3O (@5, ), ] (14)

22T, n={1,2,.., N9 Jv A N FLDE Y
DS, f(O) X HEIIN O & Neshos iz g+
fLL7E% £ L TWw5. CS-HOG BiETIE, 2O
JHEe A 7T AVI() &, EHEV ¢ TEIER
ENB. LoT, 64x128 ¥ 7 LD AHEEITH L
T M=8DHt, —2Dt)l LT 128 /5% —
YO IR A T T AV() BRSNS, B
%Iz, A (15) THVWTERENV ¢ ZEIZ, HOG ¥
HELEAKICLTIHRGIME X b7 T AV () %,
BHEOEVTHEREINL 7Oy 7 (K x K ®)V)
B L ICIERIET 5.

ve(n, ')

K x K Nschog
!
E E vi(n,c)? +e
i=1 n=1

he(n,c') =

(15)
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Fig.6 Comparison of HOG feature and CS-HOG fea-
ture.

ZZT, el dAHNR0IC LIl EHIZDDOE
(e=1)Thas. EFBEOZIIRAMELA T T
LHL() W, HLU)={h.(1,c),hL(2,¢), ..., ho(K x
K x N°ho9 ¢V} L7 %. CS-HOG ¥z, 2o
WEL (X (11)~(15)) W&, &ToEHEV d »
SUE L 23S W05 2 )BT A b7 T 4
VI() #BUEL, SEFILFGOMENHMEL 5.
CS-HOG =%, 64 x 128 ¥ 27 L)L AT EZIC
WLT, M=8, K=2, N®h9 =18nk &, 128
Ny = OEHEIV KO VER L EDEE % & 105
Ro 7y 7 #8IC & ) ERILLBED YT bR S, Z0
728, 128 x 2 x 2 x 18 x 105 = 967,680 KIC& 72 5.
3.3 HOG ##E& & CS-HOG HHEDtE
HOG #5#& & CS-HOG F#E oM IO M4
oW THEY 2. HOG Hfih & CS-HOG HFifi
FMHULL THEELZb 0% 6 1SRT. M6 O
DOMMKRED S 555 & 912, HOG FigE 3wk
IR & W R OMEE D BIREBIFRIC L B 2 ) BLo fuiin
2Rz, ZHEHIME 0°~180° ICHIE L TV 5.
COHOBAMEA N7 T L (RHDERXMTT L) 05
BMERTEL L), THRAMEHIPREELZ LT
MR TRe— L 72K E R 5 2 LA TE T
5. —7, CS-HOG H#=EdF—Wiks L 260
HOEZFH L TERLTWS 20, 29 Bzl
R BLEP R ETOIHIESNERHTES., Z

Positive samples Negative samples
INRIA Person Dataset

Positive samples
Automobile Dataset

7T =%+t bopl
Fig.7 Examples of datasets.

Negative samples

D7z®, HOG Fefm & iR L TIFBERBS S A% & 72
D, WIRIERERIRENICIRZ L2 ZENTEDLLEERD
o, M6 OIFEMmBITFIE, LRI L 72
K2 ANBHICERANNZZEEEZRL TV, O
&, HOG ¥ 3 RATHEIBRO IR D A % Bl $ 5 72
O, CANTTLDLH505E L), BTG EM
FIRERATLE) 2L THRRILE R 2 BENDD
5. LA»L, CS-HOG e 3VEH v & L TER
L7ZRrsEidzFE LC, F—9ks LS5k
WEHRZ5ZLT, TOL) REELIHTE L%
BhHhH., ZTOLHIZ, CS-HOG Frh 13t oLt
IZHEDO VTR 2 R0 B 2 8T, SRR EMFEE
% LTCRIRMICYHRIEIRERZ 2L TEL T LD
5, ERERYRRESHETE S,

4. FF i X &

CS-HOG 58 IC & 2 B o A 31 % #ERR
5 72O FHIERR 21T .

4.1 72ty b

FHMBEER I, 52 LOWRORHERAE T L7z
F=5ty bEHWDL, Tty M, AMRHEON
YFv =27t LTUAKHA &N TWw A INRIA Person
Dataset [8] L MO T — ¥ty bEHWA., K712
KT7T—8 1y FomER (K74 7% 7N), ¥
B G (A F 4 7> TV) oFl%RYT. INRIA
Person Dataset (X, #EY >~ T NVIIWERY 74 7T~
T 2,416 B, A AT 4 TH 7 13,161 K x HH
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L, i > 7V RV 74 7TV 1,126 B,
HT AT TN15282 MEMHT 5. £72, FEHYT
), BT TV 64 x 128 EZ VDK E &
WCIEHML L CEAT 5. o7 — %ty M, %8
YU TN RY T4 T2 T 2,466 1L, HAH T A4
T2 TV 5,035 M ERAH L, Bt TV RY
TA T TN 1,900 M, AT A TH TV 5153
MAEFRT L. T2, 28y YN, FtiY >~ it
80 x 64 ¥ 7 LIVDORKZSICEHILL THEHT 5.

4.2 EBRBE

CS-HOG B0 FRMEE R T 72012, UTFTORF
FrieBE = CRRBUREEE 2 S 5.

e HOG ###& (HOG)

o (SS it (CSS)

e CS-HOGH##i  RGB# % (CS-HOG :RGB)

o  CS-HOGH¥#= : HSVEMLF(CS-HOG : HSV)
CS-HOG ¥, o IC RGB #EREFH
L7zbo & HSV ZOREFALZZ O HWE. %
FEONSTA—F1E, B A X M=8Y 7,
7Oy rH A XK =2+, 2EKIE N =9,
Ness = 3, Neshos — 18 & | 72. CS-HOG I &
& FE1E AdaBoost [20] DLE TdH 5 Real Ad-
aBoost [21] ZFIH L TRldr 2 528 45, 72, Real
AdaBoost 12 & V) E 4 5 553k #%13 500 TRt — L
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