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Abstract

The standard definition of computational vision is a set of inverse problems of recovering surfaces
from images. Thus the common characteristics of the most early vision problems are ill-posed. The
main idea for solving ill-posed problems is to restrict the class of admissible solutions by introducing
suitable a priori knowledge. Standard regurarization methods lead to satisfactory solutions of early
vision problems but cannot deal effectively and directly with a few general problems, such as dis-
continuity and fusion of information from multiple modules. In this paper, we discuss limitations of
standard regularization theory and present new stochastic methods. We will outline a rigorous ap-
proach to overcome part of ill-posedness of image restoration, edge detection, and stereo vision
problems, based on Bayes estimation and MRF(Markov random field) model, that effectively deals
with the problems. This result makes one hope that this framework could be useful in the solution
of other vision problems.

37

G R, = BiES ks

(Samsung Advanced Institute of Technology)
TIEEH, BIELMASE ETER 48

(Dept. of Elec. Eng., Pohang Inst. of Science &

Technology)

HEZHSF : 19914 38 5H
(%°]ldT+ '90~911 5 Z&Fo) Al 7 91
Qs A #er)gd 74 Mdatal o Fu) 2Yol 2
g AAY)

(684)

L
ol
[0
i)
K

119

o
2
i
cI

N_S_
>
>
3
o



%8 cdldle vd Y 42 Ao 5L AP 85 =Y T 5%
Halol zZedg £33l 2 st o] A FA 54 F qrgteh 12l o2 27| Az 2EF ohE 2o
yobz A= o] sick 53, A zH(vision) 7] o] 9 s g8 Aol Aeke] Ax wlaA 4A AA &
BAAere Hed HJue 44EESE &5 o So] AeY 2 Q= Aol = ~u| a2 (stereo)
d& Fog AFHF ol &sle] A DA 2R THE ZAZ Faoz o]% alAdsy] g HERY
nxeste ATt AFAdez Adsin et ol {Stochastic model) & ghet. 1% 21 MRF (Markov
ZAFE Aol By dFE FAA, FEE 5, A random field) 2} GRF( bebs random field} 9 €7}
A 7z, £l A%z 2HEls 7 TAAREE S0 A3k Bayes Aelol] 71:2% % o]Z(probabilistic
Bolol] 328 4 9lch theory)!¥11712- o 41 2 2] (image restoration), & =4
apebd, gt AR Azt AT FeEIE A 7 % (edge detection), 2]l5 ~w#lal 2 A (stereo
et A A7 5¢ A o|afFtaL o] & vl correspondence) 59 7417 FAHE AAAD F

714 A Al zslo] A7 eE FAT &+ Ae AFGA gHeoz AL 4 Atk
o] 3l A ~el & 7ﬂ whabis Aoz Aolg 4 ikl o] walol]e}, SEl” &2 $(optical flow), &A=
F delde A dgdn ez ARs e T2 (texture), 41| (shading) 59 c+& 271417 A
% s} ofof & ml. FatHog o #AHL FHAHIL Al Ax fASH AL 4 USs Aoz g
ARe s Aud & glE ol &) A= ook 3}e], & w1307 80 i stg e el FF E4ol o3 A7 3
BHo g o] HAL EgHoln AR AT 4 21} o9} 44131 ohrvl 2 1(analog) 3]l & Soll o3 9
2 s|ojof dheh, #ul ofv]el, o F A4 B )7} 7h5stnz stedo] FHA A7 A2}

7ol Ael& 4 A& slegof (hardware)el 3 A 7l el Zlolch no 52 MM B xBol g oo
FE FAlel A slojof et L 27|47 AAH L EFHQ AL 42
g, Az S A AHoz Aysie sk Qich.
Marr!le} Al sbo] Zoll w2 A 74| 282 of2{7 2] 2 xRo AL chon 2ok A thealeA s
e FFE(level) o2 oldislojob dhel, ANARL 25042 e P2t AAHL B2Y regu
ol2] ciAl(stage) s AH ol FoialAl et olul, A ralization o] 2¢] &AL Auwgich A 3aolH L 7]
Azt e s dAlsh FaA A 23 A4 2o g2 whgEol A AAE T3] A% Py
oz g4 49 338 3dAR F, AL (dis- o 55 50|22 Augich A 4BolA = BE
tance), = 3k(orientation), & 7H(texture), 4tAH(re- o] 2L 27| AZo] ALt oz AAE Auld o
flectance) §& 3ol ZA#el 25(module) 2% xzhg Hejgeh Al 5Reld: G484, #3444
B 2203l FAo|ch, o] & PHlHo 2 2-1 /244 & %9 ~ale AZEAS AAHe A7 97
A % (sketch), =& 274z early vision)olzt 3 A2pde 2331 A g4E il A 6%
= dHE Bgndozre 8 ouiAgss A
oleld &7147 Al A 234 Gz shals wwl S Mulsln, ol 2E Qoldl AT A
2 334 ARG BAldte TREETA T Algteh, 2elz, up|ete g A 7R E A2z} o
6] 2 3xp<de] EAl7h 220419 o Atell Foisle G4 F 3ol a4 o Fahch,
85 FAAold Be ARE g Foel voleA 2

u

t}. ol 28 TR E &A= poggiol® 19 21%.o] At ) .
3 FEHE ol 2 Agsted slA® 4 ook e 0. Z7IAjzte A7 EE

-
ERIfE 0|22 27148 ZAA Atldez Fa

3% 2YHT Yt FASYE BEHoR A3 L 712l HEAR 47

7 olgeh =, 271407 7 25 A dYHen D, Marr!"®\7} A e el 2his 8ol 22 Al dshe]
ol Adsjolxne oAE 33U FHABE Q7] 9 ARz FAS AAFDe s Ao 1980 ol F, =
o7 25 AnE AAdes Suss 9 ga P EATAARe2 dRdE FAH Sad
7F ol et #3tA 7ol SaslArt. &, Poggios2 ERIL o

ag | B clEsel 2747 BAE AAs sz

wtaha], B ol HEA L Aol B EE
9 Geman 52 Adidez stasd Aydql SEolES

GBS PAE AT, olF os o 5
2 A7 BAE AT 4 YE BEoled zye A AR
Poggios& ERIfL ol & o &3hed 7H9-4lak Al

Ll

(685)



19924 9A BTLBEHE

(Gaussian filter) 7}
3 2o A
E'] -r'xﬂ

ZZ (edge detection)&
oﬁ‘%i",“" 27] Al Z+e] o
b olgez AT 4 9l
Terzopoulosm] 9 A
*é(surface reconstructxon) Aol IERL 0] &S R
23z, Zhou 58 xela| 9 B 2 4. ~p)a) o8l
ag]a 2 A 2o ofiix] g4 §xo o] Lslyl

o] Wil 71Z9] o AW} sl v} 7'-746}-1—
H A A Q) o 2, Ed548 Jelye
A9 FARAN HHZ HE T 4 Qo o 4
A REEzRe Ads] HRE g8-doz

ojF ke A & 7Hl‘=}

Q

ol

2L

=S ]

o]

ey

o}

Aol 2

%)
Eo2
=

g7l

estimation o|Z# glql = g4l
% &3lo] &0l o] 7
=3 13‘—%‘ 4 Q& meh
oh gk,

terior) 2%

rhy
leo

Marroquin!!?) A% (a pos-

of ohal =2 3. 94 expected 7A
5 2438 314+ MPM{(marginal posterior modes)
estimationg Alg&lod 81§ o2 S BAHo g 7
Azt Aol £33k E, Wonl2g of b2z} wla
(parameter) ¢} 34 -& %*l of *l stelct, Jain®
712] (range) o A+

gk, Jeong“”~ ll]__‘_,

]

E
_'.r

o

L.

X o

Lo

a mo

>

B3

ofo

£ 32 4o o ob

Ho o fo Jo do sy 32 o

o rx
2

ol

e B

o ofn

e How > flo
[ oo o2
LIS

z

o

oY

Yy
wk oy,
ol

oot
=

= oA 32

N
>
de ¥ dn

2
i
ol
o
N
an)
2

"
oft
x

x

e

= e
Ha o2 mu Y &

Ja

B
A
M

'

X
. Lo

I
kD
*

O

B
it
rlo
of

fo a2

&S
b
L ¢

A o] o}, _,-11]4 &7} ohgol =
well-posede} 3}tz dvtelx =
el o}, Well-posedat F4lle
2) 43t 3) 2=7) dlelele] ¢

2

(686)

$29% B#HE % 9 % 39
= 7SE 2ad 39, FAsE A5 A4 1
AL AHEsle] it o] 2L Alddle
reguralization o] 20 2 s & 4 9l

EHL o] &0 71 E Y& FREE 24 & s 45

N

1 18l AA"3 Ak = Al (a priori knowledge )& o}
£-3}od cost functional i, o|u]#] @i #4383
A

=

3].] = —5]..‘_—. 74 o]r,}. 18] Z, olu],zi o g :LL:‘:_Q_ v,
¢ 0, FeuAdE FE xob Gul, Aztn—y
1

=
A Fojzl B2k G vlolel y2 e ok o] 44

tlolel x5 27] i) ofefol Al

3
=1

2

{3

1l

X=argmin, ||Ax—y||2+1]|Bx| |2

X
w
3
o
S
ot
=
5
B

(surface reconstruc-
JAL D g ) oY =9
(D)3 418 Henel ol

, IERIE o] &2 7] &
T # ]—“—‘ Xﬂ74|zl o8

24

ru o

£
oL
L

ol
ol
o
rir

in

2
8
=
3
~ O
2

os]
i

2

i)

i
o

7-!0]!:}

=
2o

rlo

[+
=

e
2
o

dlo
nlo

.—lﬂiiﬁiéioﬁ‘im}.l‘li

- L i
L3

e

2EE2LE HuE
Al ERIL o] FollME
quadratic norm-& AF&3t= 2 Eular-Lagrange®}#
Alo g vellolzlm, o] 7 _‘?-%4 7*47} Ay
o 2uk Adrsio g 2on) 57| o
AEH oz, EAlfLo] &L ofz] 7 *]7‘
£ 737l 7‘1“} A45448 v}
TAH S} e = HEjo] FE AR
AgaA 6H7é6P7l7P olgich whebA,
2ot ol#i3ly] dx AR UA AH AL A
Y ZAE AN g A7 o] APz glon
2 HEHY A7 b ol Ao 22l
=4loltf,

2
=N

O}

o
T°

2

Il

ol

=2

rulo

_I
©:

ol

g 3§

g 2gol



40 2@ vAH o JAEd Ao FHE A% &E Y T L%
1. & 23 6
5 4 3 4 s
1. MRF /GRF 9] £7}4
of Mz TP AT opt e 2AES RS RNENE
abEshe 88 25 ofgAl kol FE{ ek 6|3 (1 |G| 1]3]es
U mA A (field) 2] 2t g4 Abolel gl o &
ol FAH(local)olofof Gt o] ZAL dmelZ I N T
ol W& sledlolz F3E 4 A ek A, H4 S| 43| 4a]s
Aoz r}okdl g E(behaviors)e] 283l & 4 Y= 6
E 2 ZF7 F48oF dob 4R, 23] W4 (par-
ameter) &} &3 TEI 9 EA4 Ale]o A7} 8! 1. o] Al 2H
A" oz  osHtransparent)ste] =HL FA Fig. 1. Neighborthood system,
(specify)sl7] 4 $lo} gch wpalzto g Ald3E 2 ] M
Z P& HaaA 3dF 4 dojob &k ol [ ] O 11O
Bayes o] &% &% 4 A s ot L
g 8F 2AE UFHE AW Vst KUY ! neighborhood Clguetypesin !
Aztstole] MRFelch mA X& f&sta o4 sysiem
(discret) & #& A =H(lattice) Aol Aol =& A

o Dot gta, LE X9 domaingl A=}, n; & site(,
j)oll 43 o] o] (neighborhood) ¢} g} 3}, MRF =

P(X!-,~=xi,-[Xk,=xu, (k, 1)e L, (k, 1)#(!,]))

=P(X.;,-=x.;,-|Xu=xu, (k: 1)6’1!'7' (2)

| Feojgichll 28] 12 . dutd oz 2444
o4l Heolsl= MRFEH 9 o|$2 Jehfy, 2
= ololl wta} Heojgl 1k} 23k clique s 77t

i e |

zto

E 4

i)
B

o
s
El

1=

1}e

,_
EINN

L

g3, Hammesley-Clliford Azi[1]el wtzt X7}
MRFeolel X9 pmf(probability mass function) 7}
GD(Gaussian distribution)e|c}, wets] &E83 P

(x)+=

P(X=x)=% exp { -ﬁU(x)} (3)

o] Heh 4714 kTE Aol U v 4
2} a}of

Ulx)=Y Vilx) (4)

cEC

2 Aosn e Ao clique, Vo(x)E clique c7}
7+= Zul 4 (potential) o] tt. Z+ normalization AM4~
2 A partition g+4-2} 3wl

Z= Z expl —U(x)/kT} ()

(687)

0 L]

—

3 [::] DE]
1L

L

Qlique types in M 2

4

n z neighborhood
system

2l 2. Neighborhood 4] ~# 3} clique
Fig. 2. Neighborthood system and clique.

2. &% %3 7} Bayes Estimation

AdaxelE A BgE 2y E Ho3lr] 98 HAa
priori Z2Z A A% Xe} 3lxn, B2 JaAe Y} sl
w, Xeol AlA gk (realization) -2 xet 32}, duldo g

P(x)et P(ylx)9 sielel®] 6x, Oye ol =de a
priori A A& Z3sls Ayl wch 28 32 o] A}
olel A5 UAE vhebfn),

28 304 343 = conditional pmfel] o] ol &
BAE el of7]4 g X2 23 glelo|gelx
0,5 Y7l 345l & AAolA AUH Aol o she
ulelolct, zaiy, FallE y2 X xo Bayes esti-
mate x*& Tste o] Hr} o] &F L X P2
€ yol 23 729 2§29} 37 Bayes H2l &
AH&3ted a AFFEZP(xly) 5 A4tstedl AHEE o



19924¢ 9 ®wFIBe%H

noise &

degradation

pric prob. ptxy )andmaulpnhp(yk) (

3D scene
-
<

age formation

posteriori’ prob. p (xly)

O3 #5345 =34
Fig. 3. Dependancy of stochastic process.

ol wi P(xly)& #&=+ yo alal xo] Zu(likeli-
hood) & veldich o] 24 stE & x& AlS 252
ZE A 23 HMAP) AA38 9 25+49] 7)g %)
(expectation value) & 2] 4 23} estimate x* #)|
Ab3to 2 4 F& £ Qo)

C(f, £(y)) & x2} 2.9 estimate?) x* A}o] 2] 7 ]
=5 vetlle ei 48 stz E(-)F P(x, y)ol
% ensemble #Folztxz s}w, A Bayes esti-
mate x*<

x*=argmin, E[C(x, x*(y))] (6)

‘ ]
OE H\_

7} =} Ao F cost %"fr C(-)ek A}
Fuy P(X|Y)TE_‘ dolof dli=d ALE

Aol o sl

of %

£-& Bayes

_QL&LS’LL (7

P(xly) = (

2 FojAlch o714 ¥2k8 5 P(x)¢} Pylx)=

olz] &§ 2802 Folxm, P(y)s duldez x
of sl Aol
oAzl A, Pylx)&2 #A-L4d7Hnoise degra-

dation) & oj=|dlm e B E 7}91)ek(Gaussian) pmf
7t ®Hoh weld Py Pylx)E A% =44
(exponential distribution) &) pmfolm & o] 5 ¢

A Pxly) = #

A F)L 2
TK\:}T

Plxly)= % exp {—U(x|y)} (8)

P2 Hoh 2e]m oA =
Ulxly)=U(yl|x)+U(x) (9)

o]»] Ulx]y)+ Gaussian pmfe] powerz} S}, =4

Er <t
e

(688)

#£29% BH £ 9 5 41
g4 gelo] pmfel 242 MAPol| 4o} o] 4 =
= A AL 7571 a4 powerdt Ulx|y)ah A
ZHehd "ok Holch

MAP estlmate% T AL o 2as)
nonconvex ¥5 AHoldsl= AL ou)gich o,
global MAP estimatet 315 2<q] o|2(stochastic

relaxation) W & A&-3to] 7 4 g} Lol

g, EHL 25 23 7kel BAE ket o)
’éﬂf‘% -’F— s S B T s PR IEE'J1t°*W 3 F 2k
Aoz s e utd) 8E md =
2232 34528, standard FEB{ER} 3
%% AL HAs A oy
ojul zA o] _,__,,], 5o olul

2

V. 2Ha2 AfZt

3
O
<

—v—‘

cclusion % Epipolar Plane$] # 2]
dol 2k 5 g of Aboll elal o2 9] % of
“+. %, 32k 57149
7+ Fodsla, ool uwa}
—919} A Sl oal A
@ Aol viebutet, ol u)
ok=xH(disparity) 2+ &k
Yeb s 2o
b A7A 5=

g

fo %
n
-lﬂ'{ O.u.O

ajn
2o o

=

i=)
i

2. 232 A 2Le] FA)

22 A7k Qlhe] Azt Al 2ul 3} §abe} L ]
2 A L87 Aol #loko] AL Ao Ao 3z
PAE FEuon gol AgHI ok Yt o s
ZelEle A7 FAolA e g e Folm, A
< s 41717 8 g WHolx A A ed
ch 13l 23], 2} of Ake] epipolar 2lel & %
ZAgkel. A, occlussion S ) 9]
Aol d4zlql 34U A nE 7}
o, AL 93 E Zl(prlmltlve) =
oz 3lx, T 4ol EAolr} 3

7

=

o

N

o
L)
A
2

¥«
a

3|

-3
o2

¢

_H.
o
-
ol
o

A

ox
o =2

i *“
P o2
o



(10)

T 5.5

argminCld, d*(f)]

Given f=(f, f),
Such that d*

At

o

ZH#H 2 v

1 24
A7 sceneg] 334 A ARE Al

Ab%

o

7hg 2

A=
2

42
o)l &

5
7

3 e} w

]

=l

o
-

A 4214

2| calibration #+H oA 7helletel W

2Hadl e A7
LolzHH F

i

3
o

b Al

e
o

KO

o

)
ﬂo
¥

ofw
B
n

o

w®

)

P@,)

9!

O.L,GL) ¢——

PxB,) X

gl sl =4 fittingo] vt of #H(filtering) o 2ol 2

l

PykB,) Y =(F)

%0

«——— 0, PO,

32kl

-

—

A

3t

k<]
pa

=
T

3

o

24 A

=] A (correspon-

(11)

Ply)

P(ylg, B)P(d, I'lg, B)P(g, I¥)

Fig. 4. Probability space for computing disparity.
P(xly)

2 Aol viebd 4 gleh od7lellA A (11) & =AlE

|

[e]
o w-u-rsparse stog MWz o

3}

K}

= 7}
@dol 3l

=

g %

A
T

24

tA =

ol g Hrol i 3
[s)

=3

=
-

=

ol sleh. 2eiut,

ojitz] ¢rel
¥ 7H(interpolation) #}& o] L g

(intensity based) w4z 57 7|ul(feature based)
!
=4

dence) ¥®+= A 3H(matching) FAl2} §
ol

23, wolv FAsle 59

Bo

i

e

oy

(12)

s

x Pd, Vlg I¥)
QlZ 2 A

oA s}

Plylg, F)P(g|F)P(I¥)
P(y)

P(x|y)

3 o} A2 & Yok

V. 2Hi32 AlZh

1. 2= 2 A=z

<1

A g2z H

=y
.Ao
\m‘o

o
o

%

3
o
o

No !

o

2] 7}

1

N

A

o

289

(G, L), Y=(F)&

H4E X

(689)

AZHEA E chg st 7ol

Q
.

Ao g ~d=



19924 98 B|FIPEHE

GS} oA ghol= 2
E8 % P(g,llf)+ Baysian

P(flg)P(g|)P(1)

P0) (13)

Plg, lIf) =

o} oold] BE 2¥E A
P(gll) :LE].J_ E]-o‘l

=23 P(f

™y
e
=
2

L B
o]

—
—_

).
o2 =
e, oln

ofl

G

of

©

@uﬁm

r_'(l

£ 271 Az
].o]._‘:_ o:l/kl- gi

Y £ rlr

—{u:

lo,
b 2
r\r ot o2 X

m r-\o o i‘-,-z

= o 2

1
— expi—U(flg)}
¥q

(14)

5
7

2

Zon] o7 Z= A3 Ab4ol)
o] fo} g2l e xle FF oo FE
Z7}h et wheby ol =]

o

a
3]

rir _J,\L

ZL

Z o

)

Pt

Hasz

1
Ulflg) =2—2 b3 (ﬁi—gii)2 (15)
a i

2 o] Ao Hrf,

% & (smooth) 282 B stz 3= Y
9] 3-8 3} A (stochastic process)-& vrepdich,
£ MRFol=2 2 go] 2} staoll 4] yr|3kE9 o
ki 5}*%9] w13k stk 7ehAl oz
Yol Zhzbr} wistale HE-E A8l

B

TR
AL 7 Shael Wl ke 79 Sa

£

o
ox

51»1

r
o

Lrlo
2 L8 W on

P

z

2}

(smoothness constraint) =}

—
—
[e2]
~

1
Pgll*)= 7 exp{—U(g|I%)}

3} 7ol EHAL ofr
o 4] oA g4
o},

).

UlglF)=3_3" (1—1ly) (gy—gsm)* (17)

(690)'

#£29% B £ 9 % 43

il

of7]ell A 12 ellzz A~ ] o] 5]
+ vebir @ Ao °I7°:% vrebdi e,

ARz 249 datols B TAL R} Ex)o}o]

[
L

lque A] 2 El

rl

TAdEte ddez e ARE 23830k waby
o] #AdEAE veb L o] 27 E o] HE Ay n
£ Aakstr] el ddmgel elalzzsa Lg 29
shadet.

l,= [1,ifoN

0, o. w. (18)

ol eelz 2 Al Ax AHF}E F g4 Alelo] )3}
w1, 09 Aef & At F, grol A7 Wgsie &
A448 el B 2ol A= smoothness #] etz A

o] &2tslx] ¢fofof dlm 2 ONo| o] F 3t4 4fo]
o ZAAE BolFcol 28 4+ B o4 g9t gt
Ql I |F7} o] = Fod A =(dual lattice) & vheldl

[

o
2

N
fin

+

=

>
T

e

o 2
oo qu >

Lo
i)

s

1a+9] cliques% vebd o,
o) wl, 2}l T2 A~ IRe] B5

7ol

P() = Zi expl—U(F)} (19)
Gibbs S-Z 7} e}, of 7ol 4] Foll it o1l 2] a2
E ohA] Froll B @ ol 219} 1] digt o x| 2 el

% 4 ook &

U = ; (VA ) +VAE ) (20)
o) U(I®) =
Vol )=l Lectedivy +ed(1 =l —1; —1iy, )2
F = =l =Ly 2] (21)
24 Jepd £ 9z, UM) = 4 (21) 3 7ol el

4 gleh

A (2DONA co, G €1 S Ardoleh A e
ool Z2Alavt YHE AR E AL dech T



44 2ol vA 9 e B BRE A% 8F =Y T 35
& ehel Zaalast e A4S e AE A 299 A oA ShAZzAAzE et} oy
= AEE slo] A &L 2 ele] Z2AAL o < 737 a8 AgweE X=(D, L), Y=(G)= #
Aol BolA At matehe A ATk debd, ~sldle AT BAE A AL AER
whebA, o AHEelS g A oA = zE
Ulg. llg) = U(flg)+U(gl)FU(l) (22) ot s P g\ DPEIOPEIE)P)
P I'\g, g, ) = ——
Plg, g, 1)
3} 2}, & MAP estimationt o\ #] &4~ (24)
. 1
Ul Pif)= 55 3 (e 5 ek %, $UH G4t oA Az Az el
. okobat vl g oyl A AF AEFIE JAEA
TLL (e e —ger+L V1) 5’4‘%‘5"} FAA A28 P(g, g1d), 23t At =
i e i
(23) 3 P(d |1d) el glelzeAe 2y P(YF) 5o
5 HasdHE g HE A% Ao LA 5182 49 2] oclusion 4l
A HAT et AAsS ojelgd vd, BER
®&h ol 4 ol 2 Aol occlusion A5 2kl £ A
°© S 0 238 A7 4 Y7 Z occlusion FA| A
dai)= Lifx < xix —k k€ (0, m)
o o o 0, otherwise (25)
(a) 59 A=} 2 Aolgcl, o37]1A i+ epipolar W3] zFo|w 4
+ occulsion F.A4] 2}, d& %ketal, m-& A (window) 9
PR
27% 77 vehdch
| A, G'o] <katal Dell o8l G'= A= ek 3
I u, olol] w2 B EUE F45,
(b) +7uahel ol LA 28 (¢) ARG o] £A| 20 P, ¢ 1d) = % exp (—U(g, £d)} (26)
c—
=O= HE():’ ':O:H e (O 2 A=, ool }E A T4t
~@i) (g —g+a)? (27
= o] ek Aol g+ occlusiond el 4 o] ¢ A5 &

(d) 433 u9}lskoll i3} cliques
%5 B8l 44 got eiel A Br) ol R =
TR AR T2

5. Dual lattice structure of reconstructed
image and line field.

Fig.

3. zdldle FYTA Hgey

o] AolAlt 22W G435} ol selzaArzy
o e okeba) We Fobe Hyel 348 ol of
ol A et

(691)

4 343k7] 9181 A7}k occlusion E4] Aol ek,
Uik 44 pebobieh, aniole Ao 2y %a
Holls Az g2 FAdLEr A &
Aodes Be Aug 2} weba °l
A48 etz ol R o] AHagt A=grE
h7) A8l 3ol kit shalz e L'g
. ¥l glolZz 2 Al Aax T8 591 o] ol A
st Abololl EA43}w 101} 02 A=} E 7R
el = HHollA & smoothness A
e 52312 golof 3=z ONo| o] 5 S

3

_\';‘L



1992 98 HEFILEHTE

=

(pixel)Abole] o & AL #olFch. olo] WE 245

TEE,

|l = Zi exp {—U(d|I)} (28)
2 AelFm, o] s
U(d“d)=Z(1—ldij) (di—dje)? (29)

ol glet, o 7)ol 4], okalal elel= 2 4] 49
oz gfolz M. LfE 2725

el = g Al ~ 9] clique potential

]

V.=ViD+V.() (30)
3} ol Belxe},

23 Goll 4 B2 FIAE elin, AnPe 2%
Apole) o2 BAE dEhA £ el z M sol e FE
A& obabat Abolel QA A E vEL, FbE AR
ehelz 2 a2 sbolel A7 el chebdch,
czvH FAR 54 vehy
% P45 YA elel Feteho 2, Hopfield =
olut fAb Hejel ohbz 528 o g3to] FHE
oleh,

23 62 $E53

&

A SIEE R PRCRE R P ey
Fig. 6. Structure of disparity map
with line process.

upetd], dALE-4] FA] ol 4] Tl A B9dod Ak} of %]
golzadaz v Avale AFL o3 A4 o

AE

]
il

(692)

$£29% BHE # 9 %

U, I'lg, g, B)=U(g, gld)+U(dII')+U ' |I)(31)

45

# Zo] = Hc}, & MAP estimation: A # o
A g4
e O 1 '3
Uld, l'l, g, I¥) = 957 ;(1 — g —g i+

i o« if

(32)

R Z7tA o} A= 2 =
o} A2 AREE dotorn, 4 Holi sEny
cabE oy o Fad FE25 ada o LA
gt ok 28 o] oA F4E FEsict ozt
A& ol = A& FRI{L A& convexr} oljmz

SA(simulated annealing) 53} 72 3t§=¢l o|sl
(relazation) Al & AL-&-8lo] & 43} 3lofo} g} 18]

. A9 ofebabs Fobe

ey =4
2

$ =
N
y

>

2

2o Xor 2

(s]
-

L
5

2
o L ju

N

Lo

A

N
—

2

o 2

rle

P
go |

e

ot oa

A A

e
o2
o
. o‘?‘

-
et
[e2

r_?_
ok
K wju

ol

o
N
R

oxl

L oox

2
e

2

>

2

oo M
o
&

o mn T

do o
>

fu o
2-—’

2
2
2

r&,
M
I
Lo
ox rlr

B o
e
K
* fu
nly

b o
o

4 424dol 483 SAS] FneEe o

=

dlo

3]



46 seEle vld g JAul A BYE A HE =Y T 8.5

1 2718 27 & X(0), 27 €= T(0), HZF & (c)E B4 A9 33k gz, (d+ £ AA
= T(), w534 i=0 ol 4 FaA ozl #elz 2 Al soleh AF ZH ol A
2 F2 X 04 3 ool8Tae dsd A=C(X)  nofAlE AMA §BA ol ehlzas ol ol
—C(R) A4k, whek Aol X% R o4 234 & Ty @n wEsE AL ¢4 ok
< 739% 35 expl—Alol o8 X& X2 oA el AEFAE A7 s epipolar,
3. &= A4, R34 i=i+], 2 TOKTE 7 photometric, 12| smoothness 59| 713 & A&
2 (2) wh8. stodch o] dmelEe FE&A4E H2E 7] S8
pseudo WM 345 ALEsled =wE random dot
o 7lofl i dubA oz A5 2E T(k)& stereogram®} A AF w7 o 23 AA J4E AL
st ot
T(k)=T(0)log(1+k), k=1, 2, 3-- (33) 28 8 22 AY =mokel 50% random dot
stereogramol]l thg 43 A stolo} (a)&} (b)= 2+ 3
oleh. ol dollx) A d SA dxel&e AAH 74 49 w713k 0o} 2558 s o, w732 okelAbs)

g 2
ol A& whE3sot 2eztsol Wi FAE 7ok 0, 7+ 22 okatais} 27k 2, 40]3, A 27| 128X
Al x
=

5 1
=, A AgRte s alo) AAE FAsllE 12841 jaolet. (c)& RDSQdo 2y el Fa b
Aggsbek, 2eiv, vl &34 wHlsk A

Auol S A4 4 donz Yudnels, =

£ AR 2ot Fhol Bk A7 Y g o)

(c) 3280 ofotat =f

(d) o= 2}l = 2 4 ~ (d) oFatzat elalz= 2 A~ (e) occlusion F A=}
32 7. g el ek 29 A J1218. RDS 4oz s 73 33 A
Fig. 7. Result of synthesized image. Fig. 8. Correspondance resul from RDS images.

(693)



19924 9 A

(c)(a)zx¥ 2%

(e) A5t
9. AA Aoz uE T AY A
Fig. 8. Correspondance resul from real images,

o

Aol 3xd gatelm, 28 (d)& ez z A xo)

t}. (&)= RDS<d Aol o &k occlusion % 4] =bo) e},
2 9= Adgdol e AY Axold (a)ek
(b)& FtA7} 03} 54b0] 9] ghe Zhe A QAL w7
223k 128x128 = 7|8l ApdedAleln) mal (c)=
(@) 248 B9 daolz, (d)& olw) FaA o=
ghlzzalsolet =, (e)& JAHRY Aol 4 73

A Q)T 2 AAE 2714 2 Agshel T3 oot o
UZ2 A 2% tebdeh AT el 4 Rt 2
HAAGS W A Syl e Grbgol A
284 gorz of

AT} A% 5 ofof &

qﬂﬂﬂhﬂ@ﬂﬂ%&%zi

!

°l

kﬂ#ﬁ°ifﬂﬂﬂﬂ4
48 225 3199 AYFuE AN

& L

TTFLEa%

Sk
L

(694)

$£29% B®R % 9%

{e]
o
e R

|

2
l"-?—:
.

£
2
ol

2 o
ol

ol :5‘

» 3R

v

N

-

@ o oo

o~

R

ol
2L
2
&
o

o
2
r_?_’
Qi r_?l‘,

P

32 SUN SPARC-1¢4] 4
ah BHER o] Fx]H 54
Zelo|vt AR &
o} &3} %Lfﬂ 73
et 7]el Eloh deba, o] A 447
AN st=glo] 78l 3k °L%L {‘
2717} NXNgl o Aol 4] DA <k
O(ND) =t¥lehe o H vyt sh=9) 1
74 3 2& gAY VLSI= %’-
5 Aol FaE]ojof & o)}

o
[t

o] 154 P&
e wadae]o =
defel ohrtz
Lol 7hgstel

2 &3t

3 fo
{ n
© o
J
I
(=]
ko]
=
o,
a

g%

A} &) 7
s

1A

ol .u

-
i

i
Ha

[

oL

h

>

o

. 2
o -

lo

e

ol
o
B
e
[
oo
2

ko]

L

o

N

2

2
bt

N -

)
L
2
ol
-
N
i

= N‘O
2 b

o]

o
-
2

o
N
N

o

32 Ao al
Kot oo

£ 2 b
e

o
ok
o
2
©
ol
L)
o
o
v

>

o L r‘r i
2
wx g
S
oo 2
ofo k3
2 o
==
N al
lo 30 ox
r
X E)
oy 4
[ T
x

=l
]

no30 L

!
)

fo
>
o

N A ]
S

Iz
u
I

e
w
jog
3
o
o
Q
]
)
N

i

> L

o oo

-1—14]7} 117*] A}, ol g A %5% of
A7 825 o] &35le B 4 it} upeta,
23 818 vy —}C$Jl°1(hardware)-4 :r’-

[T il

hﬂ - ofm

l

o]



2Hdl e

22|v}, paggio §ol EBIfL ol 2& o3l AAF
Az gtg vy o] &35to] 27|47 9] o8] REE
o g AuAl A5e fEdD A FuEe

E34seied ofa @L%z& WPk Y asheh o, AN
& sh=alolol el 17

o
=3

E3l
)

2 £ x M

[1] J. Besag,
tical analysis of lattice systems,”

“Spatial interaction and the stas-

J. Royal
Statis. Soc., Ser. B36, 1974, pp. 192-236

[2] M. Bertero, T. A. Poggio, and V. Torre,
“Ill-posed problems in early vision”, IEEE
Proc., vol. 76, no. 8, pp. 869-889, August 1988.

[3] C. Chang and S. Chatterjee,

stereo by simulated annealing,”

2, 1990, pp. 885-890

H. Derin and P. A, Kelly, “Discrete-index

markov-type random process,” Proc. of IEEE,

vol. 77, np. 10, Oct. 1989, pp. 1485-1510

S. Geman and D. Geman, '

“Multiresolution
IJCNN, vol.

(4]

[5] “Stochastic relax-
ation, gibbs distribution, and the bayesian
restoration of images,” IEEE Trans. on PAMI,
vol. 6, pp. 721-741, 1984.
[6] J. Hadamard, Lectures on the Cauchy Prob-
lem in Linear Partial Differential Equations,
New Haven, Yale University Press, 1923.
Hutchinson, ¢ Koch, J. Luo, and C. Mead,
“Computing motion using analog and binary
resistive networks,” IEEE Computer, vol. 21,
no. 3, pp. 52-64, March. 1988.
A. K. Jain and S. G. Nadabar, “MRF
model-based segmentation of range images,”
Proc. of ICCV90, pp. 667-671, 1990.
H. Jeong, J. H. Park, “A neural network for

stereo vision”, Proc. of the 2nd Workshop for

(7]

(8]

(9]

Image Processing and Image Understanding
(IPIU90), KIET, Taejon, Korea, feb. 1990.
24% z7] vlAE AT B3Pl 1990 =
A g = 42, 3 1oy A3 A
A3, pp. 1-30, 19900 d 11, (=A73d)
A%, A7 2E ol ga Jd4A", 1991 A7
slzwt ol &rle ask AorE, AT
a+3] A=A AL T3], pp. 138-182, 1992. 12.

[10]

Lru
L

o\r -l)l

[11]

0:

(695)

SEREPEREL PR LTS

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

=2y T &5

zlzpel  “slEg2 A

o] A" AAeE,
sk}, 1991.

A, S2d, 3F HBEA BU
o3 AL E 9] wl optical flowe] AlAL,
Z A gt 3 8, pp. 159-162, 1991. 4.

C. Koch, J. Marroquin, and A, L. Yuille,
“Angalog neuronal networks in early vision,”
Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. USA, vol. 83, pp. 4263-
4267, 1986.

o|FA, Z=AA, stdzE, “Addle AL A7
HA3} ol x| 849 AlAF 2} mala] ” o) d)

AA38sial, vol. 28B, no. 1, pp. 66-73,
1991.

D. Marr, “Vision,” Freeman, San Fracisco,
CA. 1982.

J. Marroquin, S. Mitter, and T. Poggio,
“Probabilistic solution of Ill-posed problems
in computer vision,” J. Am. Statistics Assoc.,
vol. 82, pp. 76-89, 1987.
T. Poggio and V. Torre, “Ill-posed problems
and regularization analysis in early vision”,
Al memo 773, Al Lab, MIT, April 1984.

T. Poggio, H, Voorhees and A. Yuille, “A
regularized solution to edge detection”, Al
memo 833, Al Lab, MIT, May 1985,
T. Poggio, V. Torre and C. Koch,
putational vistion and regularization theory”,

317, no. 6035, pp. 314-319, sep.

“Com-

Nature, vol.
1985.

T. Poggio, and F. Girosi, “Networks for ap-
Proc. of the IEEE,
vol. 78, no. 9, pp. 1481-1497, 1990. 7.

D. Terzopoulos,

. . m
proximation and learning,

“Multilevel computational
processes for visual surface reconstruction”,
Computer Vision, Graphics, and Image processing,
vol. 24, pp. 52-96, 1983.

A. N. tikhonov,
formulated problems and the regularization
method”, Soviet Marh. Dokl., 4, 1035-1038,
1963.

C. S. Won, Unsupervised Segmentation of Noisy
Textured Images Modelled with Gibbs Random
Fields, Ph. D. dissertation, Univ. of Massa-
chsetts, 1990.

“Solution of incorrectly



1992 "9 A EFIBERLE

(25] $&4, A%, “2dde WAL A &5 =
8,7 Az Az &% shedls] =54, pp. 3237,

19904 9.
(26] $-&=, 23,

(27]

[28]

 E

B B ZEe&R)

19674 18 108 %. 19894 28 7
o) AR (BN, 19914
8F Zazd e WAz
(FE4 2 19914 8A~&A 4
5 AEU1EY AT FRA R}

A7 sle, QGAAlEAz] o

i

AR A7 59,

e

#£204% B#m H 9 % 49

[29] A. L. Yuille,
vision and analog networks,” Biol. Cyb, vol.
61, pp. 115-123, 1989.

Y. T. Zhou and R. Chellappa,
matching using a neural network,” ICASSP,
pp. 940-943, 1938.

Y. T. Zhou and R. Chellappa, “Neural net-
work algorithms for motion stereo,” IJCNN,
vol. 2, pp. 251-298, 1989.

“Energy functions for early
“Stereo

[30]

(31]

(321 Y. T. Zhou and R. Chellappa, “A network for
motion perception,” [JCNN, vol. 2, pp.
875-884, 1990.

B
T SLIEE )

19534 54 168 4. 19774 2/ A
<ol A7 (FeAH). 1979
25 @ A 2 AxFdd
FH A AL, 19844 55 MIT Elec-
trical Engineering and Com-
puter Science(S. M.). 19864 5
B MIT Electrical Engineering and Computer Sci-
ence(E. E.). 19884 2H MIT Electrical Engineer-
ing and Computer Science(Ph. D.). 19794 2H ~
19824 78 732l A =} A 7hAL 19884 1H ~ |
23N AAAZNZ} 2ong. FPAFoks A7 =,

GAA T A, AFE A2 59,

-

o
<A

(696)



