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(a) Template image

Non-disturbed pixels Disturbed pixels
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(b) Partially occluded target object
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(b) Face dataset
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Methods P, [%] T [msec]
(1) ZNCC 735 5548
(2) SIFT 3] 55.1 274
(3) SURF [4] 50.2 151
(4) VBM[5] 50.9 4397
(5) ISC [6] 184 3278
(6) RTM 1] 424 21761
(7) SCC 2] 70.7 7038
(8) Proposed method 82.2 166

(Intel ®CORE ™i7 2.80GHz, System memory 8 GB)
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# 2 EMER R OMR
EmR O, | 20 | 30 | 40 | 50 | 60 | 70 | 80 | 90
GRS 84.6 | 87.5 953972932 [80.7 | 55.6 | 56.5
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# 3 REFEOENZYNNT 5 7*E
Target object Recognition rate P [%]
(1) O-shaped terminal 97.2
(2) Y-shaped terminal 99.8

(a) O-shaped terminal (b) Y-shaped terminal
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