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Abstract

The semantic image segmentation task consists of classifying each pixel of an image into an in-
stance, where each instance corresponds to a class. This task is a part of the concept of scene un-
derstanding or better explaining the global context of an image. Image semantic segmentation is
more and more being of interest for computer vision and machine learning researchers. Many ap-
plications on the rise need accurate and efficient segmentation mechanisms: indoor navigation,
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autonomous driving, and even virtual or augmented reality systems to name a few. This paper
provides the concept of image semantic segmentation terms, and reviews traditional and existing
deep learning methods with emphasizing their contributions and significance in this field, as well
as the evaluation indicators of semantic segmentation algorithms and commonly used datasets. At
last, we discuss some problems in current semantic image segmentation tasks, and propose rele-
vant solutions and research prospects.
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EIGAE S B B T AR HAR AR R BB RN 2K, BB R (Pixel)$% B -G k18 & XA
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KA AUGEAR A TN S AU AT G 2 S [2] Rl @ r ek, TR 2 ) 0 8177
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DAIASWTA S Se b B AR T8 SO, T X @), TR, BEsE . SplaE, Miasa
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Figure 1. Semantic image segmentation
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FTE, MR BRI R, ORI R . LRI, MRER AW e . LAR
JE 27 ST BB o B TR0 R, K BRI SO EIR R SL0r 2 DM BL: ARG ERIE S FITER B
ANHE IR 22 31 BB AR X BT3B B

1) &5 7k AR Lo B3

SR TIN5 PR, BRI BIEORDCRENS K BT A B, )5 A I3 A e 2 7T LAkS
RGB EIRBEAT AL B AR Bro AEIX— I 5 B8 I R AR SR REAT 7031, R BOR A B 2 I Py
1 EMRIEIE B SEBLE SARERIBCR . T 5 2, X MR BB SIBOR RBEgR o BB 5, Teikik
FE SIS .

2) HeTIRIES: 3 5 M BRI S B 3

BBERRIL ML (CNN) [A1HBLUE, 2B NIIT A P A 22 X 28 A R I R A5 R KRR AL 70 SR 28 SE LTS (o)
F, ZMITIERZBEGE o ETTiEE 2 A S RS, #ERR R IE R, B Long [S1FF AR T 2B
MZMZE(FCN), ZHEIGRTE U EITESENR] T BB A W 45 I 0] S8 B 22 I 25 FE R BE 2 S h R
LR T ORI /g, THEEHUAE R i TR B 2 o) I 5 AT VR T 2 2] Ja RS T A8 A 9 B N B b i R
ARG S8 LB R )l IRIESA I THERON T BV Rkl Lo B R R 0. X AR STk, AT 4
AR 2R X 28 TR 5L 27 ST IR L0 IR BE G TR A5 B e ARG 5 DA SRS R SRR, DRI BRI — I U1 g X
DEIBAF LS, R,

3. FREHEIGEXDRIHZE

FE4 P UGS X RIBEEG T E I B HEAR, BT B T U AR 15 & 2 IR ], B 73 A R
MRAE MR B . USSR 2 [A) 25 1 SRR BB A B BN RN R Xk, [R) — X A — B0 SUE
B, AR EEEAR, LT T8 EE R B iadir %), R BT2 EMAFE I EH LE
BB X orE], MR BRE S E . KIBAEK, AZR il BRI #0052 BRI R4 &S -
1535 oy B 7, HorhdeE F Rt Normalized cut AT Grab cut 7732, N-cut A& —F 5 & 4 B 15 B 5 ik
HEATEE], HPASCE 2 B8 0 min-cut BVERRIE AL, BUHT fU7E TR S 70 B - 5 A T RO AL
HAE R EEZ T, REEG R GRS B BRERS R — = BRREE T X R 4 By 2 A R
Bz, HEERIHEBRNGRIToE, ST REYRN S RARE .. T SOk —6 e, Grab cut 1)
BUHAE T 1000 B o 75 AT 0 B AL B 30 73 HEAT N AR, FETHEALAR B 5t 75 22N Tk AT+
T, HEMERATARE, 4R SAEIE ENUET W E Sz, ARG RIS o BB TR BRI SR
B WWREREAE, ERFAERSEUES . RER MR T RG R JURES RIS FIEF
YRR R -

1) BT WA R EUG A RI7 i JREER T BN AR IR, J B SR RS BAE AT HUAL
PRI XF L 285 ok S8 R R o BN RN X 88, ML 2R 7y i ROk . O IR (. & B IR v . X207
IEAEWIH A B /N B 5 T SRS s 8D AE S AU AT T T 2 R, AR — & T B id i 1)
IKFEEGEWE, TEER GRS MR EE R AR, R~ HAAERBOR )RR,

2) TR AEG R E: R R T R a2 8ie, BRI T AT seed
(FhF r)briE, seed —Mehr T B BRI FAL, B SIEK LAAE N L A, T 5t B 28 10 0 1 45
Fo MRBRXEIETE T S A E LB S A E A5 PR, BRERRECRMA I ],

3) BT ILGATM B UG 7 R J7 ik WA B T MRS R] X S ()RR AIE 22 S PR ORI e A, IXF 22 S
PE B AR R I FEAR 2 AEAE AR 00 1) A B AR MR BRI O, DRk my AR P I — AR P % X el g s 57 M 5
PG H AR GRG0 B0 R S s b, MNZK 53— MRS B LR A g 5 5 . 48
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iSSP BARAGE AR A ESEE REMEE TR, 128772 DS B 25 2R

4) TR EBAI(PGM) Iy #171k:  BL PGM ENIEASHE R IAT 0 HK 08l PGM — M7 A ik
BRI RIARERL, A b B 5 B i E S MR B i 5 S B R U R ER N R, WITIEE] 7%
EG R H . 2anfE 1997 45, Friedman N 25 A [6]#¢ H Y Bayesian network (U139 2wt & 1) — A
H &R 4 5 ELERAE T8 1A 1 BRI, S AN 1) BB 2R Py 0 9 2 [ (1) S A AR 23R 40 A 15 DA
Heo SRT, B SG R S i B bR SGE UG BOREE, AR e AL, T I A 1 2 AR A %
AFEAT ST, R SN R LUR AR R T e R I BUCEA . A ORE, BT PGM
Sy EIEL L EGE T R — 35t G %

5) BT REMIEUG R iE: FIEHLAS S ) Uy b R p S8 A, ARSE BUE P R R MK EA L S
TG R ST, B EIGRI REANARIXEL, %075 R AT (5 B AATE
FHESREBUX —#/E, SRR ERUE SRR EPLAIA I i AL B . SAckdE, BT R BINEHNE
S — A AR

4. BT REFINERBXSEGZE
TSRS STV U BB R R T, AT R B A 47 4«
4.1. ZHFML(FCN)

Long && N[S]#th 155 —HEH Tl LG SR 2Tk —, ) T 2B RIME (FCN). —4
FCN (& )X BB EIR, XA BRI B /N MG F P AEAR R RN 73 E1 o i 2 AN T3
A CNN 2284, 41 VGG16 f1 GoogLeNet, FHax AR B iy i 12 2 R A8 AR [ 5 KN B g A\ AT
Ho PRk, RS AG H AR  E N AN 7 2R K
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Figure 2. The FCN for making pixel-accurate predictions [5]
E 2. AT EREFHTNEY FCN RLE([5]

T B e, AR 2 AR B R FE R SRR R RHIE EIR G, 2 G TG X
5 (R HLRE (1) =) A SRS BRI RS 4RIV ), DAE = A RS B A TR 1K) 40 31 12 B8 #E PASCAL VOC.
NYUDv2 Al SIFT Flow b7 Tk, B 7 St o sl ae .

XTI TAERN 2 AR A B ) BAR AR, U B 7 IR B2 I 2% ] DLAE 7] A8 K /N BB L DA 21 1) 77 =k
T8 SR, LS FCN BLRLRAT BA AL, (R et — 2R R —— e T Se R R A
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gk, WAHUABM T XHEEER ETXELR, JFHEAR LM 3D BR. —®2F Kk FCN
(RS PR L. B, Liu 28 A [7132H T — 40 ParseNet FREAY, SEfF R FCN [f)— ™ il fl—— 205 T
rJa) B ICAE R . ParseNet Sl I A &R 10V EEORY M E M ER, AR 45 1R SCan 2
FCN . ERMERIBER S IF, BG4 A E TR E. &% 2 aEa— &b, Bl
P2 A S AR RHE BEAR R RN T RFAE P o SR 5 4 T e 3 3 3l [ e e sk R« 7 7 5 2, ParseNet 52—/ FCN,
it F R T B RUZ (14 3).
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Figure 3. ParseNet produces a segmentation [7]

3. ParseNet & 53 E[7]

4.2. HRERKRENERER

UNETRrIR, FCN 2 1A 508 L ER30 N THRRES ETR3 —S0 doi #R & Y
R, G2 PFRERLIZ (CRF) AT S /R AT RBERLI(MRF) 45 £ 51 DL 28 . Chen S5[8]42H 1 —Fhk T4
PPLE 2% R E SR AR AT REN LI AR 25 & 1015 X BIHRE(K 4). RIE CNN IR — 2 IR MEXT e A (X
Ry FIRUANE 5 HAL (T CNN S T8 W R R AT 55 IAAEE) . 8 T S IRIRJZE CNN 42
ZR B, AR R ZE CNN JZ RN 5 58 8 RE ) CRF M4 & . 5 ARTAYIEAEL, AT
RE % LS e A VB 8 A R Bl Y

AL

LI [
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Figure 4. CNN + CRF model [8]
[ 4. CNN + CRF #&&I[8]

Schwing A1 Urtasun [9]3&H T F TG 7 BRI A1 @ IR FE AL N 4, 12852 — A Il 25k CNIN Al
AR CRE BTG X EER FINIT%, FHAERA PR PASCAL VOC 2012 #iflidE FHAS | NSBRI
55, Lin S A[10[#&H T —Fpd& T bR SORBEFABENIA M S RGE LY Bk TR E T “4bT - %b
T7 ERSC(EBIX S A AT - R B BOE R BSOS EoREOEE oy
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4.3. BT YntEe5-RinasaiEay

TN T BB SO BB IR 2 2 5 T B ARG a4 - MRS S8M R, b R 24Ok TR 2
(15 B TARAE g &% - MRS AR . KX e TR NS, M+ — B EG BIgn i as - L as i Al
AT B BRI g e - RiLast .

431 BT—REGS RIS - ROREE

Noh S8 N[11J#8 i T — ik T RGO ¥ EER)IE LRI 5%, ATRERL (1A 5) i
AR, — IS VGG 16 EMAERIEMZ, — DR EHINECR AL A A AT RZ B R
FHM R . ZERMEHEEREEMEGREZ 48, T RBZ AR R 2 RO FRE I N 5 F 1

%#*R m % 224x224

112x11

56x56
28x28

Figure 5. Deconvolutional semantic segmentation [11]
5. REFEN7EI[11]

Badrinarayanan %8 A\ [12]#2H T —FH T BG 0 EI SR dm i a5 2880, BT B4, SegNet
(PIAZ O T 2553 B 5 B A0 R Gm At 5 9 488 FIAH B (1) SRR 28 X 4%, dmfidas IS TEH4h -5 VGG16 4% (1)
LB3ANGHEME, LSRN EREERSEZE . SHAMGML, SegNet FIrT Il 2 H &= b/ b 15
%, [FIAEZIEHEH T SegNet 1) DIk A, DA T35 5 70 B A5 ARt 8 - MR8 I 26 [ A7 (1 A
SE PEHEAT @A [12].

FAbH 5y 07 R e B GRS 35 - MRS 25T BURE X or#), Fu S5 N[13]32H 1 st W 2% 1)
5 AR FEAL R I R X A RHE R R, BT W8 A 1M B RS A X 26 (SDN),  FAth vy 43 1 32 M 4%
(HRNet), Linknet, W-Net, LT RGB-D 4 & {7 B HBUR LGN .

43.2. RTEZFMEYEZEGRIEINRIDER - BDRIER

%% FCNs Flémhi a4t - fARG A BRY (1 5 K S ] FH T B2 22 AR e 2 UG SCor BB RS AU 65 U-Net [14]
1 V-Net [15], BUFEHH TERI7 882 4b.

Ronneberger 55 A\ [14]42H T T2 HIAE P B BRI U-Neto  ARATTH I 28 01911 25 S8 I A0S 117 FH 4
0 8 R SR AT Rk AR /D B R R UG P24 5] . U-Net 28K, B3EPANERSY, 3k BT SCrylkcds g2
SEPURE 8 A7 ORISR BE AT . R RFFBUS A0 A — AN RN FCN 1454, H 3 x 3 BRI iE. |
KEEEA e A EEFREEBR), b TG IIREE B AR, RIS e AT R 48 1R SReA
H53 ARAAE B B 0 B SRR Sy, DLl B RS B BE, 1 x 1 B FRRHIE I DA lont B4
FRE BIEAT 20 K10 B, AN BRI & .

B Milletari 55 A2 H[15]/) V-Net 52 75— ME LT FCN BB, HT =45 B »#. X1
BRI SR, ABATTSIN T —FhEE T Dice REUMIIH Hbre %, B AR0E AL B AT 51 5 b A R & [l 47
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TERFIAPAT TGO . 99T B 24 UG 4 31 ) — S HoAth AH O AR 48 F T M CT BMG R psFn B 30 %
I R 2k % 4 V-net (PDV-Net)%%, DL 9548 5r 011 3D-CNN Zwfid s .

4.4. BETZREMEFEMZRE

2 R b & BUG AR R i — AN A 2 RS, OB B RSP 2 24 480 . Lin 28 A3 H
FAREAE 4 7 BE ) 45 (FPN) i 2 1X 8B e 8 L — /N[16], B R B2 ol R i A 1), AE 5 SRt L
T RES%]. Zhao Z5[171RH T &7 BN (PSPN), Xi&— N2 REMLY%, M1 Eirihs
WA m BN SRR . B 4% (ResNet) MV RFIESR BUE: , IS TS, A EHR th R BCANR]
AR . I S RRAIE Hh I 5 B N & BV A, DA A RROBE Ao B0 ATT DA DO oA [R] F AR
BAE—E, B—F N T SF B EGIERIR e Sl 1S I S R ERAE I S WG B %
B, USiRFRHRMAeR LT XERE. &E, SREHTERZGET.

A HAlAE ] 22 RO 3 M EAT 70 B HOAE AL, G DM-Net (307452 REEISIERIZ%), 15 500 Hb ka2 R 4%
% R JZI4E(CCN), HIEN G 7 E T XM%(APC-Net), £ RJZ T XRH(MSCI), PLA G E X550,

45. E£F R-CNN #yt&ER!

X 354 AR 2% (R-CNIN) Je 4™ Ji2 (Fast R-CNN., Faster R-CNN. Mask-RCNN) 2.4 i Zhiz F T H #As: il
REFI R, b, Faster R-CNN [18]122 4 (1] 6) 1 H X 388 1500 2% (RPN) R BB FHHENR 14 . RPN SHUZM
A XI5 (Rol), Rol pool J2 MIXEE I i v+ SAFAE,  LAEHERTH SR AR AT G200 R-CNN ) — L84
J LA R B TR ez i 23 0 (a0 R, B[R B AT 6 AR Lo AT 55

ES T

il

BRAT

) V 4

e - 77
— _Hi 4

[ —

Figure 6. Faster R-CNN architecture [18]
[ 6. Faster R-CNN Z244[18]

FEXABARL ) — N e, He 5 A[19]52H 1 —/NH T X G sl 73 HIFHERL R-CNN, 1% R-CNN £
VY12 COCO #hik il 1 B DA IR o 2B A A PG A R 5, TR DR B A S48 A ol v i
B> B R . Mask R-CNN A 2 —ANEH R-CNN, £ 3 Mo (8 7), 5 ANH5 0 FAHEAR
Bro B8 ANTHEORERINZE, 88 = ANTHE I8 B2 DL A» 3050 5 o FERE R-CNIN $51K BR AU A T 1 FEHE AL b
TRIZEAN 7 BRI R BS%, FHEREIIZREAT.

DOI: 10.12677/jisp.2023.121007 67 & 555 Ak #


https://doi.org/10.12677/jisp.2023.121007

L

farey
=¥

LD fa

Figure 7. Mask R-CNN architecture [19]
7. Mask R-CNN Z245[19]

Liu 542 H 42 R A % [20] 2 35 T HE A R-CNIN AT FPN RS . R0 2% (1R R4 12 B 2 1 FH B A 3 1) 14
SR E R A ERRAR ) FPN 284, 50dF TARJERHERIAERE o 58 =200 R — B Bl UK 52 )2 (R R AE
BIFE N, FEHH 3 x 3 BRUZACEREAT. i H w2048 [ i B PRV ARAAE P 9 LIk SRR AT Bl ik o
—Wr B, WIFFEHERL R-CNN s —FF, HI&E MARFEIJZ Rt 2h = AN 3. AT/ S8 A 42 10 2k A
2 FREAL AR FIAE 0 SR TI, 25 =N FCN ALEE Rol AT % Sl =5

Chen ZF[21]42 H T —/ S 4H 70 B84 MaskLab, i@ ik 5 T~ B ARy R-CNIN 8 FH 15 SCRTT [m RRAE R 20 4L,
XFGATI e AR A =AM, SR TE SR EIAN TS I B . R TS RCNIN X A2, il
DAESRAENT G RS i e AL TERR AN BRI X 3k, MaskLab Jli &5 418 SCFI 7 [ TSR AT 7T 35
GEivs B

e E R T R-CNN IR H T2 HAWEAY, Lee A1 Park [22]42H T ¥4k & /1515 Mask
(SAG-Mask) 7332, 1E Mask R-CNN H 8 il 21 TG i s L0 G 2% (FCOS) H AT 3345 B 3R R4 nge
A ) CenterMask, i£45 TensorMask, R-FCN, DeepMask, PolarMask 2.

4.6. DeepLab &%

Chen % AJF & 1] DeepLabvl [8]F1 DeepLabv2 [23]:& B i feiiifT B EMEIE X #Iii e —, F&EAH =4
EERFAE, T e Y TR AR YL 25 v 23 3 22 T BRI 1) i (PR e VSR RIS S ) o 28 AN 2 Py
3 B 4 FHS(ASPP), B LAZ FICRAE AL L JE AR NG R I E,  AIITE 2 R0 RS et
FAEG LR, DIELRR B Mgt B % . 58 = @i iR 2 ) ok ot Saa S e i,
11 VGG-16 5 ResNet-101 2 2 (1) CNN A DL B 07 s A, (T B, XM {E M BORRHE R
R BIE A UG R . B, SEEEN) CRFE ik /%45 J DU ap it i 23], K 4 BoR T
DeepLab e, FEXARMH 1 5KkE&EF ASPP.

b5, Chen %5 A[24]#&H T DeepLabv3, ‘BI45i& T H iKERMIHBEAIATEL . HAT BRI 7
YHTE ASPP.7E ASPP H13f /N T 1 x 1 B RURIHL R T — 4. BT 4 g B it 55— A 1 x 1 B,
PLEN MG I EA logits (&5t . #E—#5 Chen 2 N[25]32HH T Deeplabv3+, ‘&% 7 —Fhdwfii
T BER ALK E R E 7 1) A5 RR (N (0 R/ B T 2 () 45 ) RO s S AR (DAIR FE 7 T G ARVE NI 1 x 1
L) A1 T DeepLabv3 HEZEAE A dmid s . SAH R BGESMBIIET, BAHEZZE. ¥
MR EE T A AT 2 B AR, T AS 2 s KT R A A AL
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4.7. BETFIRVAHEZMERIESR

BAR CNN 2T E NG 8RR T, AREAIHFAEME—ATBEME, RNN 7EXHME R Z A1)
TS AR R AT ASE LA (5 1 ) e 23 0 PR R A o D7 T2 A FH IR 8 RNINS, A DORHE SR B3 7E —
EEFEMF AL HE,  DARRAEL 4 5 b R SO BodhE oy #l. SR, — Mk S E 4R 2D 4544

Visin 25 A [26]32 H 7 — 2T RNN 1915 U BIBRY, FR4 ReSeg. 1X s 32 B2 MR4E ReNet, &
Je NEUG S KM K. 454 ReNet 2 HIPUAS RNN ZLR%, SATEFAN T 18 EoK-FFI 5 B B, wEh
TEE AT RS, JEREEH R4 RSB . 1# ] ReSeg MR HAT G />, ReNet 2 4B /LR BUE 5
HARHERI TSR VGG-16 BRUZZ [ ReNet E2 52 FRAEE, DATE AT Ak &2 5 06 UG 7 2
A8 F 1408 .0 (gru) =& B BATIAE A AR VT B RE 0 2 A1t 1 R4 1) P4l

ER—OULAEF, Byeon %5 N[271F K T8 K - EBEAZ(LSTM) M 45 (137 5 S I8 3R 90 53 I F0
3. MATIER T H R SR —4E(2D) LSTM %%, %18 T hRZ i 8 2 A5 A . 723X 00 T4,
338, AEIF BTN SCEE RS & B 2D LSTM WZEHEAT IV,  FuvRfE MR rp 22 S S BRI 2[RI B R 24

Xiang 5 Fox [28]42H T Hud K Beis T4 M 45 (DA-RNNs), T S 3D 375t AliE SChRid .
DA-RNNSs 18 F — 37 1 386 946 22 ]9 2% 2k % RGB-D MLSHEAT I8 UARIC . M4 % 5 Kinect-Fusion 25
WU TR RS &, DMERE UE BRI E K 3D .

4.8. EFIEEHHER

AR, TR IIHUEEAE N T EIGE L] Chen S5[29]48 Hh T —FEENIH], = IEFMEE
fir B 2 RBERFE BEAT RN ABATTSR A T 5B AOIE Lo SRR, I 22 R BUGR I i SR A ot et
ITEREINZR(E 8)o Horh, TER B E SIS ANF R R 7 BEA R RORCER,  lan, 2 A0 A (5%
R 2R ) B B R IBCE B0y 1.0, TR K £ O (R 2R o) _E ) FE A L 0.5 SR ML 11
SN i, AR R B VYAt A [R5 BN R R F) B A

Figure 8. Attention-based semantic segmentation model [29]

E 8. ETEENHIEX S EIRE[29]

Fu 8 N[04 H T —F A T st BIRE B4, 2R T B RIEEIHRREER LT
SCARAS. BRI, MhATTEEY R FCN fO5ERE BN 1 Ak SRR M9 JAs e, X AR e 7) Gyl 46 22 6] A
M TEAEFE bR SOM ELARB AT i o B R R BT A oz B (AR AL R AR SR e 356 1t R R A4
i B AR -
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FH 2 B SIS T35 XA BB 5T, Choi 2 A[31]32 Y T AR YR 15 25 1 26 B AL B v £ 4
SRS S PERFE S, R 8 R AT RCAh BRI 11 3% 5 B 4 AR 3 o0 AT S [ (¥ ot 3 o 3 5 G
T S8 B IR B 2 /145 (HANet) . Zhang 25 A [32]#2 H1 T LA split-attention blocks #4if: ) ResNeSt, #]
DAE AL EAT S5 BB 2R B e HE P Rl o Lt sl s Sl 4010, SR T 32 | Bk =& WL & it
% ERSCHY OCNet, FH T3 5¢AR-AT I PSANet A 115 U R HIRIRFE N 4%, CCNet, JHEE & RILIE
= J1(EMANet) %%,

4.9. £ BEE S

GANs T 2 B H T IHENASE 4RSS, IF B C&p A TEEIE U #]. Luc 5 A[33]5¢H T
— M TE S RIS B ZR T2 MATINZR T — AN ERNE S RIM e, DLRCK T il 43 %1 &1 5
G0 0 £ A2 1 1 53 PR DX 23 RO e 2, 12752 oK 3 I e £ FH RO 7R &2 2 1, 4 1 #E Stanford
Background 1 PASCAL VOC 2012 ¥4 4E I IFRiCHs .

Hung 25 A\ [34152H T — AN XIS (12 W BAE SN EIRESE . B RE RS R 8 R, AbA18et T —
I FCN 5 591 45 5K X 73 FAUU (0 R 25 PR i T B 52 23140 A o A A 5 IR 40 R I BB 2 =30 T R
SRS XM S 2 2 RO B PR R R T A B P M B ks S ER IHT H . Xue SF[35]42
T M TESEG S EINRE Z R LL BRI E, 6 FCN 1ER 7 313K i b 2 K,
HARH T —FoB i B 2 JUE L1 30K R U LR S 4, DB AV SR 4381 88 5 2 42 5 Fl =) e
E, X ECRPAESE BRI KRR R R R 25 (B OE &R

AT HAEEF X BN LR 7 B R, B Xu 25 A [36]#&H T R ek n] 7 Btk AT R3S GAN sl
TeMEBAE o], 8 A GANS 4 i B15 4 E14%

5. IBX S BIEER MBS HIRE
5.1. B&EFEXSEFiERR

BBIE X BIRR G L HE R AR, 1B 1000 2R SE . MR A5 AR, A8 5% B s
FAEAWIRIL . X2 HIFIRT e —#, #x0 SIEARVERE PO th— BB I, i,
Garcia-Garcia [37]5 A fE 2017 5 (1) CVPR il L, LITRR T RXT#E 2 MR R 2E AT PP
THEERE, FEW TR ONRBES — AERT 2 N SRR bR . o8 T IRESRVH I O 2~ 1IEVE, &
BB RS, FEAEALE B PFIER. F AT, BATHE . BAE S I AER R 3 M
PR PFINFR bR . AT — L AT S RIPEN HR R

1) IBATISIA] . AR 2% TS AT FA IR 5] 60 355 Do 28 A5 20 P I et TR MK A ] o K 25 B2 7 28 S Tt
DENGER . AEFLAFLT, ROCEIET RIS AT [ RE LU N XE, PR D9z A7 I 18] AR 15 25 %
FEEI. R, RAEEISATREIERIE B SIS AT I A A T PG 5 00 Rk, PR SRAEAR R PR 5%
AN MR AT 7 i

2) BAF M. Bl RO A 2 AR ) R 2 S B, R I R 2 0 4 A 2R 2 v M RE O At
PRI AESC L BT AL EE 0 (GPU) AT vy BE AT RSP LA S imy A7 5, (R AR EE T A% GE i s b 2
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IBATIF A R B REOL R, IEREIRISATIRA T BA7 5 AR E AT E ARG =

3) HERIH . BER MR (pixel accuracy, PA)Z TR 73 R IERIMIER R RG], SO AR(Q):
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_ TP+TN
~ TP+TN+FP+FN

M, TP (True Positive): EIEBY, FMAIER], sLFr&iER]; FP (False Positive): fEIE®], FAIER],
SEhrsE e fil; FN (False Negative): BB, TN, S2brdiER]; TN (True Negative): FfBl, i
WA, SEbroE A

4) AL (intersection over union, loU) &% 2 I 3L SEAE -5 FROIIE 1) A2 B ik DAG 2R 1 30 S A0 Pt
RIFEE, & XA(2):

M

loU=J(AB)=

@

Hp, A BRIWESME, B: BEMFNE.

T 2400 R IS AN B (A RIS FEAREE ZE R R) G OLIN, 153 HE 22 T AN g 2 00 S A2 7Y
PERE . BRI 58 S48 & HE R 2 (mean pixel accuracy, MPA) (A3 3) A7 1452 3 kb (mean intersec-
tion-over-union, MloU) (A3 4) PR PFITE bR, HA-FIA0 I b2 B B R RE PRI R A%, B BB i ASE 2

HITHERFESE o
1 K P;
=D ?)
k+l Zj:o ij
1 k P
MloU = Zi: k Jk (@)
k+1 OZ]:Opij+Zj:0 Pji — Pi

Forh, R K+ IARCER A A SR R), p, HRBUN SR RE, p, R9bE T
KUAMEFIAK | IR, p, TR TR | RN | 1RE, | TR, | Fonplt,
p, T | B j 1012 4K

5.2. BBIBEX S EIHIESE

PR o B 2 MR B AR SR U S 28 R A A BRI SE DT A BB 57 5 By ik ) 3 4K
BIAET . G R/ T & i BARI B AR PFOLIE, B8, 238, R, BARtrERHIH
45 2R (Ground-truth) 55 #5731 S50 & 1 DUR S0P I ) & B 5 T B VA B RO, 2P
Tt AN [ PR I 2 08 A B MY PO I 0 5 EEAPAE S — N — O, [FIRERFERI At T R TR P 22 ST R
VB SO B W 2 A5 R I 0 75 22 DL — N IR [R RO SRR AT T, — S8 5R0E T DAAE 45 Y ARy S Hdl 4k
EPAT: e SRR EAR O R SR [38] [39]. AT AR, Wk L.

Table 1. Common datasets for semantic image segmentation

= 1 EBRENTEERBES

EAR Bn A R EAL R 3 FH 35
45T 146,617 D 4EZ A 58,657 B A KEHINT %77 H Y 3D
2009 CamVid HAKE, HUREET AL T NYU Depth V2. Berkeley B3DO, &4 T ER ST
Y R RAT 5%
A8 725 3K, 4TI LabelMe. PASCAL VOC 25 %4 4= vh il
2009 SBD k. B K2 RPN RIER, KANBORIRE, 5k H 2D EHNT
A 1RSSR
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) W T 731 MG 102,206 i fRARSE A S2B6EE 2 LabelMe
' SR
2011 SiftFlow HPSCRAE T4, R LB 2 8 FORF P Sh s RARR
2012 PASCAL VOC EAT 20 I ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁg 11,520 5kt B A 27,450 BT NG5
MEBXTF
TP T 1449 /> RGBD BGHIH B4, HPHiik T 464 N
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15 389 W 574 G R 67 B L 39.2 km A I B 41 AR 200,000
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EEA B R B SRS S, SEEG T REZA 15 W4 30 3D
PN &S piee]
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GLf], BEEP EEARE T SN EINg 5 Y5
WTIE M S BEEE, SkE 50 NI A3 AT Rl S F AR A B AT
2015 Cityscape FE31, A4 20,000 5K 5595 I H AT 5000 3K ) i R R SR R 1) 1 I\ ﬁ‘ﬂ
Fro R T SR A R AR R T S A ik Mateh
H 4 4~ RGB-D f£gas R mif8, HAf %7 10,000 4 RGB-D K
2015 SUN-RGBD % HLBISALLT PASCAL VOC, BNl fEtuffi 1 146,617 4 EAYIE
#EZ 1N FE N 58,657 B AKX G 7 M) 3D L FHHE, HIEE 3D R
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1400 Z AEE T, Wi 2 2 A, o, B EANERE L e
2015 ILSVRC Y 25 B RV O A ENESEN
L7 SUN I Places ¥ 4RO GRS, TTRULHR, Hifoa®E o o o
2008 ADE20K oo AR B bR, DLAATRGE 10 MR e e
2019 CityFlow M 10 B R E A 40 NG LA B, 2 B AT #8 T R 55 e 5

B Ea g, B 20 754> HARHE

6. BGEN S EMRPEENEE R R BRT %
6.1. FEMNEEEE

1) WA EBIE L BIFIEHR T 22 CNN VEDD iR it HESE,  fEREATIE &I, B 115 UE
BIREFEMAEEL . LFUER, TR N0 SRR A EREYIGEE B AR 42
I, BT CNN BERIZA AR, B RERIHTR S B AR R R, 20 g i 25 B Jm SR B RFAIE A9

A Xk

2) HAREAVEREAR, —BERT DIER e B &R L3AT: EAA SRS LRI R4 R
[3813 A2 PR AN [R] (14 Kl £ £ 30 N IR BRI B2 A AT AT M RT3 4 s FLUGRAEN LA 7 2T i A2
L W BN B SR BT AT, IR A 1 AT RO HER (1 i £ 45 R [40]; A7 I A SR AR AR D B
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TR, £ U BERLA R A AN 2 (0 W B [41] o SR AMIEAE U EME S EAEAER A, WL TR
JE 25 31 (AT 45 ) 6 2 T f 179 X AL

3) AT WAFI .

4) PGB RS X SR S48 1)

6.2. FERTTE

Xof R P 2 2D IR G A3 E SRR S0 A A AE T 32 2 1), F T N 0 — BRI &% A ST A B
R AR AR LR T, A7 B TR B — D i A e . BRI AR R T R

1) 1B S BRI G 43 B RN BEAR (30 ke L, R SRERORT W £ A H 1 43 B f a0 SR A A
(A« Lk D9 % XoF a0 S (R AR X3 A 0 PR RFAE 23 TR S 2 3] L T B A 28 7 V2 18 i N R R N
Sy AN R R R ARAE B B 5 . BIH BTNIE, B8 BARIE LG IR FIPE N 8 hs, R BESE H
K, HrEERNTIR, WATEA EHERE—DET.
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B TR FANHEER, 20y SO SE) ST T HEAT OO, TE IR 2 A R AN () U TR R B R AE A
HARHR[42].
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7. BESERE

BUGAE S BTN AU B AT 2 —, IR I B BT 718 U EIHAR K
JENLIE . ARSCAA T BRGSO B TR B TIRE, UL EARSE -5 IR FE 2 21 1 BAE SUr 5105 V-
Febr. B RBEE, B H TR 25 ST BURAE Ay BT SU R AFAE I o 1) B i vk, AE BB IE o
EIF R VIRAAEERZHIRIMAE, FESIGIRNRIT . FHRGIE L EIEARKARE R E, 5
SR SYERERAEE U E] SR U B SRR AR A T A, PR ERE R, AU R .
EEWH

A 3IE ZK H AR FFE3E 4 (No. 51979085) 5 B
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