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Sign and Text Detection Context
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Mixed Labels

Partially Labeled Data

ttSignSign, , ttBg Bg , , ttMixMixp p ((ttSignSign, , ttBg Bg , , ttMix Mix | | x ; x ; θθ))
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Detection Examples Detection Comparison
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Contributions

 Learned Layout Analysis
 Simultaneous Multi-Scale Detection
 Training with Partially Labeled Data
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Recognition Information

 Appearance
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Recognition Examples

Correct Hard

Recognition Results
Char. Error Rate
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Sparsity Impact

 Median number of characters: 4
 Median percent of words: 0.07%
 Median number of words 16

 (of 35,000)



Recognition Examples
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Recognition Results

Char. Error Rate Word Error Rate
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Contributions

 Unified model for recognition
 Learned similarity function for consistency
 Principled, fast lexicon integration
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Word Segmentation Character Segmentation

Interpretation Graph
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Contributions

 Unified word segmentation and recognition
 Hybrid open and closed vocabulary modes
 Recognition bias prevention
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Reading Problem

Detection Recognition

Which Features?

Model Options

Independent Flat Factored
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Recognition Comparison Contributions

 Better performance, less time
 Hierarchical training objective
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