FA2 % H M o od UL K F R (BARFR 2017 % 9 A
Vol. 42 No. 9 Journal of Southwest China Normal University (Natural Science Edition) Sep. 2017

DOI:10. 13718/j. cnki. xsxb. 2017. 09. 009

—# GrabCut 9 2 A S HL FiE

KAE, @axXw, X #., ® &
PR B WA R M 510990

FEE . £ 3 GrabCut 43 HOR BN GE DL RGN0 (AL, 20 — A BAR A &AL 77 k. B %8 GrabCut Bk
B o MG, SRTE X o HEAREATIE A5 25 40 T 38 0 H AR 0 2 DCHR, #E H AR XA IR 3R 5 2 A4 4)
BWRMEX R GERTEOEBLE, RIBILERSGEEFSEHDEXBGE. &aEH>H M0 E R
GRAEAT U A, ST A AR AR U O X i % 43 B RS HE M RS BE AR T GrabCut Bk

x 8 W ’BSE; GrabCut Bk KK

FESZ%ES: TP391 XEARERD: A XEHS: 1000 -5471(2017)09 — 0047 - 06

GrabCut 5k & —Ff i 24009 G 4> B35, Boykov 55 F 2001 4R44 Graph Cuts FEI8 51 7 EI5 43 H .
Rother 2 #2 i ) GrabCut 2 X} Graph Cuts Fk ek, #F— B BK TH P s L. HPfeE — Nl E
FREFEIEAE , 3 3 k0 Graph Cuts J5 i BB R ARSUA . EA5 5] B AR AT 50508, %k R 2
JE Y4 L H AR AT AE TR A 1 SR RE FE > R 1T S KB . 2 BIBOR R 25, ZE . IR Z e e LR
1T RFgED .

ARSI GrabCut H w23 810 H T4 B 556 4 0 H B9 B2 5% GrabCut 43 F08G B8 DL R il A8 F-
(o I 0, 4 1 —Fh B bR G Ak vk, %07 IR E e i B AR Y o 4R (alpha matte) . il 3 BUETE 24 TE o M8
18 1 1B 5 3 G DX I SR G DX, R T R oA G DX A% 3R R AT SR ORI S 0 J R ) IR e R i Gtk AT T
Ab BRSO 4 SRR Iy i AT BT T R

1 GrabCut &%

GrabCut 89157 J&— b 22 i 1) B 22 1ol vl 3R A5 % b R %R H A 1 R 20 #1582 LA SR v] KB
ML LA R s iR A B A R B Al XM AR x = (200 22y sz, s seany) MENMEESAT—1 o H,
a €{0, 1), 0 BRI 5. 1 BaRLXTAT R, R)G . KEE o FEAGR MR S 5 0] 5.

a = arg minE (a, k., 0, x) (D
Hrp GrabCut REH R E(as ks 0, ) M SR AT KBEPLY . 7T LLE SO
E(a, ks 69 I):U(a, ks 69 I)+V(Q’ ~T):2,,D((1“9 k”’ (97 I,,)—FV(a, -T) (2)

it':fj UCas ks 0, ) jjﬁﬂ%@jv %%%Eﬂ{%% x ?Uﬁﬁ%@i%‘%ﬁ"ﬂ%%v 0= {ms i o St ﬂ‘j*ﬁﬂ%ﬁv Via,
) AR I, R ARAR R R Z 1] B A LA SR A R SO BORLAR Al TR SR B (3) 9 S 8. I i i 45 3
A (D).

@ UeFiHB: 2016 -09-23
HEWH . JTRERMETE T ECH AA TR E (2013LYM_0114) 5 7&K &K E RBHFH H (2015KQNCX202) 5 [~ 4 K2 45 BH% 41
BEE LUK A H (pdjh2016b0996) 5 ] K AE AL B2 g T R BHIF RS & 500 H ()7 KA (2014)35 55 T R 2FH AR K
2 B e 2L 10 1 (DJSZ2016037).
EFEIA . SKIZEA980 -, B, WM R A, PN, 2R B H1 5 A P T



48 79 i T e K F F IR RFAF R http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn %42 K

exp|— 5 Cr = ) 5 (o — )

pelxis 0) = (3)

Qo |57

D(a,s ks 0y x,) =— loglmp(x,s O] =—log 7, — log pi(x,s ) =— log m, + %log det SCa, s k,) +

é%[x”——#<a”,k”>]Tz<a”,k”y*[x”——#<a”,k”>] 4)
Forb pu Co) g i BEA a0 A . 6k T F 3 0000 2R F RGB 23 8] f4 BROL 5L A B 2R i«
V(a’ I) - ’yZ{m' 11)6(‘[(1/»1 i au:lexp(iﬁ H Ty — Ty H 2) (5)

Hr: y =150, C HAHSMIEE SR ES: [« ] WEEH 05k 1 i RE, Y a, = o, B e, #a, ] =0, 4
an 7 an B la, #Fa, ] =1 f= Q| x, —x, [P, (o) RIRFEARMECEHIA.
e s M SR U B /N B A HR H RE i e B B/ ME . RS RIS 15 0k o E .

2 Bwmagmibrii
2.1 fRiLBE

A5 LR LS00 40 0016 2 40 800 75 AT B AT IR 1900 0 0 S IR L R R R T 0 2 G
55 I A R B 9 R . AR S0 4 P B GrabCut S0 % H AR 7 440 81 AU
R4 B30 20 A A58 B I AR T LA

1) B GrabCut B35 4EH FRRAOHEIR . 1% 6 12040 31 25

2 % 443 ) L AT o L K 0 25 2 b 3 s
9 5 ORI I 25 2 b T4 306 7 5 4 1 2K B 310

I B 6 1 1 25 K 2 g o 6 X Joaspam
30 40 I B 1 2 17 A4, B B ERRIR

B 15 3 T 00 45 15 S ST B 0 4y i o 2 %

15 5 CHA T 50 R BT 50T 4 UL 2 20 £ L g

SRR 2 16 1 H W B g O R T 7 5 G CEZED)

B BT AP AR T 4 P T . DETRLE
1) KFHZT AR, Jik A A R B @g%@@

(AL 10 H 7.
Pk B 1 s, B/ 1 GrabCut 2 %] B #72 &AL &%

2.2 g
IDNI = B
B I HIB 2R Z &S b I AEMS . BREHTER, K BXFT 1S MR /E™S 2 Xoh 1B,
A -
1B = {Z | (B); = I} (6)
¥ 18 B IEAKERIES = Xk IOB, WA .

0B = (Z | (B), N I+ 0) %8

WA IR ARG, AR, B ERAS T # e AT 5 B bR Xk, S5 AKERESS R 2208, WASR T A
2 X B o K

2) 0 X A5 2R R4

HEIREAEY B— MM F KRR, W HARHZERER S BB R . (HiZA R 5%
RO AR, HiZmE s a2 2y, 18w KW H 2 fEn . RSOz Bk A T T et £ f .0, B—
P HT 5 A S REAS T, HE @0 F'LB . XPRAMGE N p. RGBT M, % 58505022 5/
() 3 XFFEAR AT



% 9 KAAE, F. —H& GrabCut 422 % ey AL 7 % 49

N A
M,(F', B) = | I,— (a,F'+ (1 —a,)B) | (8)

Hop, I, R ARE p WA o, BIRE p H9FIHE
r (I, —B)(F —B)

“TTFE - )
B XA N Cf o b,) 0 S HBIBIRE,. B, TREL o) Kol b

o = +Zgea | L,—F, |I* o

o = Zuen, | L,—B, |I*

Hh 0, B, BULCL, . b)) LG5 X 5 AR, N = 25, [ AT, of B ol FR T R BA% 22 0 i
ARAEAE B KR 3 M BEAR I (F, . B, . (6% of) BISESMEIC I (F, . B,) . (55, 50). (5%, 50) UG E N
PSS, B |1, —F, |2 <a%. W p s FaMim. & |1, —B, | > <s. W p s TAxiy
St TSR P R U G AT A B L PR R A R L WA R AT p R4 R

3) i b H

PG e (949 22 4515 T B 48 AR 7E — 7 PR DG S92 SR e AR D6 M RS . R 22 TR . % 3 b A 6
PEBORUAA . 16 25 43 A WL — R oA S8R A0 B AN, SLMRZE A p b DR v, g E g € W, 1
R R -

W.(p, p =G (1D
é;ﬁm{<§;y”%xwﬁqEW¢WM%ﬁ.QWHWH
n AMRZE, THEMBERE AR, W n= o, r N, 18 p Sm iR Z IR, Hi%Rim g 2 ik
TRA O, WUALS #4049 30 AT AL r = 30, WAT o = 3. % n Bk 100 K985 f.

MR = AR S B SR T R TR B BIR
e, (W.(p, Qa,F,]

e, (W.(p, @]
Ez/ellf/) (W.(p, (1 —qa,)B,]

ququ (W.(p, ¢ ]

Hr o HANBREETHRER BRI, « € {0, 1), BRIFTSCE . T R H AR gt 177 ib
LR TR (12) A3 PEATERIE. T v, WA g BAETESE i g B e, # o) W @,
WFRGXIR . la, # ) = 1. BUEE p g FAEREATS . WATHETFHLI. 4o, #a,] =
0, MO A

/H\:'T': (Iﬁﬂ:gﬁmﬁﬁj\%ﬁl%l?&a G(x, y) =

Bp - (13)

G- .
W.(p. ) = Ly 7 ] Hp (14
G, if p#£gq

3 KBHEREHSMH

TR HARh G 0 A ok, A~ MSRC 3B ik BT 4 8% @ BRI 75305, S5
% H Windows XP £4t, Visual Studio 2010, OpenCV2. 4.9, CPU 2} Intel i5 -2470, RAM }y 4 GB. &
SCBE X 4R R B AR L Z A 755 GrabCut B3k 40 51 45 Bk 17 50 BT L.

Kl 2 kA7 S i s R . B 2 () 15 SO A% (HET SR 536 X o Lh AR s [ 2(b) i S i, B
RS B E X /0 B 2(oBF R85, AR SERNBENX /N K 2(DFREHR. BHHBWH
G 52 A CRESIE B MRk &R 43>, XKL 2 iy HARSEAT 70 BI85, Sexd B v B pw i 47 1 18 I 80
P B ARE.



50 79 i T e K F F IR RFAF R http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn %42 K

(a) flower (b) banana (c) llama (d) person

B2 REML
SrEBCR A 3—6 FroR . Hofr, GrabCut 535 20 B8R 2 0 2 WM P 22 B R (2~ 5 %O 19 70 %1

(a) GrabCut > EI3R (b) AT EMR
A 3 flower B 1% 89 5 Fk 5 %) 2 Rk 4

(a) GrabCut4> 2|35 R (b) AT ERIRFR

B 4 banana B9 F AP 5 F 2 R LR

(a) GrabCut 73 B R (b) AXTTEMZR
B 5 llama B 1% 84 % AF 58 2R L £

(a) GrabCut£> B34 R (b) ALTTEMBR

B 6 person BE1& &) 5 A4 2 HOR AR
& 3(a), 4(a) AT, GrabCut 43#| 00 2w AR R, T4y A 415 HE 5Ca), 6 TH, B4l
1) GrabCut 4r BIRUR I A HAL, FA7E R #], HArHEIANSAE . msc s g Jnl ., A SOy vk 09 4 BIOKS BE
FPF- 3 B B AR F GrabCut 53k, W FAS SO X HAR A Sl AT 77 b 38, JEAS B i+ A SR 4331 H
P 28 380 8 4 S RUQU 88 i A SPGB A oK. T 7 Sk i T T I AR



%9 RIAE, F. —A GrabCut 4 8|2 G 6y 4L 7 % 51

(a) flower (b) banana (é) llama (d) person

B/7 2%FEGEBER
N T — PR AR SO W A R . 0 a3 R B R AT E B2 AT, 2R E A P (Precision) Fll AL 42 % R
(Recal DY AR IF PG bR . WFINSS R AN 1 Fron. Hoop, e v 38 3R Y i 43 B0 405 21 ob ol off 38 43 o 19 1L
11, 2 42 AR 2 23 F 45 2R b R 23 TE A 20 2 SR P T A L
R1 BE2EMBEELE

- GrabCut B AR
P R P R
flower 0. 997 0. 982 0.999 9 0.971
banana 0.910 0. 987 0.978 0.979
llama 0.736 0. 996 0. 948 0.974
person 0. 959 0. 994 0.992 0. 988
S 14 0.901 0. 989 0.979 0.978

M 1 al . RSO kAR R T GrabCut Bk, & &R KT GrabCut k. —J2 W Grab-
Cut BIE M FI G5 R A P S EARIC AR B B0 &R, AR SCLESE K I 2 I S B AR GrabCut 73 HI 4528 ,
R PR P9 GrabCut 23 FIVE LR K s —J2 I GrabCut HROK I 2R H18 A bR, RMI&E 17 A
G, MIASCTTE BRI FHB .

N T S B B TEAR SO A A . FER ] F-Measure 19 F1 SR AR HE4T HLAR . W3R 2 TR,

&2 FlLELE

F1{H
& 15 v ; ;
GrabCut &3 R TT B
flower 0.99 0.99
banana 0. 95 0.98
llama 0. 85 0.96
person 0.98 0.99
Ty 0. 94 0. 98

M2 2 AT, R SO AR S EORE HEYE 7 A T GrabCut 5236, b4h, i T A Sy B2 18 GrabCut 43 #l
Ja X AbR IS AL . 32 B LA RO AR . IR 20 [ GrabCut 589k 25

4 & i

GrabCut 73k BE I 2 M 75K i BBy 1. BoA AP RS AR AN 2ot AR SO GrabCut H AR 3 #1
IS FH 40K P S50 A0 S B #R > XS GrabCut 23 FI0RS BE AN LRGSO -1 B TR, $2  — i H AR 10 4 4
5. %05 IR TE GrabCut 73 HI MBS . R MCERE X5 F AR A9 32 G DR AR 3R 3547 58T 70 %1 F-F- 1 Ak
LN T AR BRI AR B AR SCHEESE TAH OGO BERL. SCER A5 IR R W, AR SCHY T 1 X 1 k03 H R R
WEPE AN 1 B AL T GrabCut S35, ASCHAT AL R F A J2 RE AL 115 23 %1 B T R BEIT . Hh 2ort 4R
W25 F GrabCut Hk . (HARXF T BB G F THAE I R A BRI

S E Ak
[1] BOYKOV Y Y, JOLLY M P. Interactive Graph Cuts for Optimal Boundary & Region Segmentation of Objects in N-D
Images [C]// Eighth IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision. New York: IEEE Computer Society Press,



52 79 i T e K F F IR RFAF R http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn %42 K

2001: 105—112.

[2] ROTHER C, KOLMOGOROV V, BLAKE A. “GrabCut”; Interactive Foreground Extraction Using Iterated Graph
Cuts [J]. ACM Transactions on Graphics, 2004, 23(3); 307 —312.

(3] X %, L, IMRIL, &5 RIS W3 5 B AR e B0k [0, S0 WL B it 5 BB 2 % 4. 2013,
25(3): 402—409.

(4] &S, 3 e 45T SLIC iyt GrabCut % @GR 43 %) [T, AN TR SN, 2016(2) . 186—190.

(5] BE #&, b, 22858, — A H A9 3T SLICO it i) GrabCut %t EIR 4 #1881k [J]. 8 ML FABF5E, 2015,
32(10): 3191—3195.

(6] E . W4, IR SadEREEE S EEER SR8k (1] tH5E P Bk it 5 BB % 24 . 2015, 27(5) .
783—791.

(7] b & ETEH L EXEGS TR [D]. 4% BRIGITE K%, 2015.

(8] sk#axe, XtklE, & K, % B EFWEARTELERGHAI SN [T] B2 S TR, 2007, 7(3):
356—359.

[9] GASTAL E S L, OLIVEIRA M M. Shared Sampling for Real — Time Alpha Matting [J]. Computer Graphics Forum,
2010, 29(2) . 575—584.

[10] LOPEZ-MOLINA C, BAETS B D, BUSTINCE H, et al. Multiscale Edge Detection Based on Gaussian Smoothing and
Edge Tracking [J]. Knowledge-Based Systems, 2013, 44(1); 101—111.

[11] PILLAI I, FUMERA G, ROLI F. F-measure Optimisation in Multi-label Classifiers [C]// 21st International Conference
onPattern Recognition. New York: IEEE Computer Society Press, 2012. 2424 —2427.

An Optimization Method for Edge of GrabCut Segmentation

ZHANG Ming-jun, YU Wen-jing, WU Jie, YUAN Zhi

Department of Network Technique , South China Institute of Software Engineering . Guangzhou University , Guangzhou 510990 , China ;

Abstract: To overcome the disadvantages of the segmentation accuracy and edge smoothness that those
were not good enough, an optimization method of target edge has been presented in this paper. Firstly, the
GrabCut algorithm was used to obtain the target’s alpha matte, then the morphological processing of the
corrosion and expansion on the alpha matte that it's used to obtain the edge region of the target. Secondly,
the pixels of the target edge region compared with the average color information of the pixels in the local
area of the absolute background and foreground, and according to the comparison results re segmented
edge region pixels. And, finally, the edge of the target was smoothed. The experimental results show that
the presented method was superior to the GrabCut algorithm for the segmentation precision and edge
smoothness.

Key words: image segmentation; GrabCut algorithm; matting
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