Supplementary 3: Comparison Results

(Ligang Liu, Renjie Chen, Lior Wolf, Daniel Cohen-Or. Optimizing Photo Composition, Eurographics 2010)

Testl: General comparisons

We have compared our approach to existing recomposition m¢gwdd et al. 2003](fi A amatic
Thumbnai l Croppi ng) andh [Bantella et alE 20068 & a-Bases nndesastion for
SemiAut omat i ¢ P h)antthos teGtiThe plpotos ig column (a) are the original images. The
results generated by our approach are shown imuolb). The results ¢Bantella et al. 2006§nd [Suh et

al. 2003]are respectively shown in (c) and (d).

[ Suh et al . 2003] ma and amszt@ creat¢ thienbnaiinaggs dhat are adsily e n
recognizable.

[Santella et al. 2006]ises simfg composition rule such as rule of thirdsm@aximizes content area and
features

Our approach considers better composition rules and ussargetingoperator to optimize the relative
position among the objects in the image.

The results show that oapproach performs better than the other two approaches for most of the images
especially for those images with prominent visual lines.

Note instead of using the eye tracking data, we use the same salient® mmaphe algorithm of [Santella
et al. 2M6] as used in the othapproaches.
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