
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A Survey on Personal Image Retrieval Systems 

Amit K. Nath* 

PhD Candidate, Florida State University, nath@cs.fsu.edu 

Andy Wang 

Professor, Florida State University, awang@cs.fsu.edu 

The number of photographs taken worldwide is growing rapidly and steadily. While a small subset of these images is annotated 

and shared by users through social media platforms, due to the sheer number of images in personal photo repositories (shared or 

not shared), finding specific images remains challenging.  This survey explores existing image retrieval techniques as well as 

photo-organizer applications to highlight their relative strengths in addressing this challenge. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

Photographs are persistent representations of our memories. As a result, many people take photos frequently using 

various devices. With the rapid advancement of modern technologies in recent years, devices like smartphones, 

tablets, and digital cameras have enabled users to take many pictures without worrying about depleting film reels 

like they used to do in the days of analog cameras. With improvements in cloud and storage technologies, users do 

not need to worry much about storage capacities. Most smart devices can store many images and upload images to 

cloud storage and social-network-based sharing platforms as needed. According to [1], approximately 1.4 trillion 

photos were taken in 2020.  

Personal image collections are generally accessible only to the owner and stored in the owner's local storage 

media. However, social networking sites such as Facebook, Twitter, Snapchat, and Instagram are popular sharing 

platforms. As a result, people are used to sharing their images with friends and family through these platforms. The 

recent and rapid development of technologies has led to a significant rise in the number of photos taken by each 

person. Today, most people have smartphones equipped with high-resolution front and back cameras that enable 

users to capture top-quality images, and smartphones have become the most popular device for taking images. The 

ubiquitous access to smartphones has made taking photos a lot quicker and more convenient. 

According to studies [1], the total number of photos taken in 2018 and 2019 was 1.31 and 1.42 trillion, 

respectively. The projected numbers of photos taken for 2020, 2021, and 2022 are 1.43, 1.44 and 1.56 trillion, which 

indicate 0.8%, 0.2%, and 8.3% increases, respectively. As for the number of photos stored every year, the number 
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of photos stored in 2019 was 6.5 trillion, and the projected numbers for 2020, 2021, and 2022 are 7.4 trillion, 8.3 

trillion, and 9.3 trillion, indicating an increase of 14.2%, 12.5%, and 12%, respectively. Both the numbers of images 

taken, and images stored indicate a rising trend in the number of images taken and stored worldwide. 

 

 

 
Figure 1: Increasing trend of photos taken worldwide [1].  

(https://focus.mylio.com/tech-today/how-manyphotos-will-be-taken-in-2020) 

However, a problem arises when a user is trying to find a specific image or image group. The search can be 

easily performed if the user can recall some key identifying features that are present in the image. These identifying 

features can include the persons or objects present in the image, landscapes, date of capture, etc. However, it is not 

always possible for the user to recall these identifying features. As a result, personal image retrieval remains a 

challenging research problem. The major challenges can be listed as follows: 

Accessing and analyzing a large personal image collection: Due to several technological advancements, 

users can now store and share a huge number of images. With this trend, it is becoming very difficult to access and 

analyze all these images for retrieving a specific image or image group. Processing a user’s whole image collection 

is becoming more complex and time consuming due to the ever-increasing number and resolution of photos. 

Curse of dimensionality: A problem faced by most existing systems is the curse of dimensionality [84].  

Basically, the low-level image features (e.g., color, texture, shapes, spatial layout, etc.) and user conceptual notion 

of image content form a high-dimensional feature space.  The accuracy of categorizing images decreases as the 

number of dimensions increases.   

Semantic gap: In the late 2000s, researchers started showing active interest in semantic-based image retrieval 

for the first time [88]. To design an efficient application for image retrieval, understanding the difference between 

low-level image features (e.g., hair texture) and high-level concepts (e.g., a cat) is essential. This disparity leads to 
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the concept termed the “semantic gap” in the context of image retrieval [70]. The semantic term-based image 

description can be considered the highest visual information retrieval level. This task can be highly challenging [83]. 

Evaluating image retrieval systems and applications: Since the success of image retrieval systems also 

depends on the user's satisfaction, it can be highly subjective, and the variance of the results can be large. Hence 

evaluating such systems can be difficult and would require collecting user feedback and recording and analyzing 

their responses. As a result, human-computer interaction-based (HCI-based) evaluation is also an integral part of 

personal image retrieval research. 

An extensive amount of research has been conducted on developing efficient image retrieval techniques. Some 

of the most prominent techniques include content-based image retrieval, interactive image browsing, navigational 

approaches, relevance feedback, automatic image annotation, etc. Also, several software applications for image 

organizing and retrieval have been developed.  

In this survey, we initially discuss the existing research and development in the frontend (i.e., user interface) 

and the backend (i.e., image processing) of image retrieval systems in general, followed by a discussion on personal 

image retrieval systems and photo curation systems. We also analyze some popular photo organizing applications. 

2 IMAGE RETRIEVAL  

2.1 Basic Concepts of Image Retrieval 

2.1.1 Image Representation  

Digital images are generally represented as pixels or colored dots on a regular display grid. Images are commonly 

stored in compressed raster formats such as JPG and GIF. For image retrieval systems, understanding the 

representation of images is quite important. Image segmentation, image features, color histograms, texture, and 

shapes are some of the key concepts that need to be observed and analyzed. 

2.1.2 Image Features and Feature Extraction   

Image features are information about color, texture, or shape that are generally extracted from an image. Image 

features correspond to the overall description of the image contents. Images consist of low-level, local features (red, 

sandy) and/or high-level, global features or concepts (beaches, mountains, happy, serene).  When performing image 

segmentation, there are two possible considerations: whole image (global features) or parts of an image (local 

features). 

Global features are computationally simple and are generally averages across the whole image. However, they 

tend to lose distinction between the foreground and the background of the image and poorly reflect human 

understanding of images. CHROMA [47] is an example of a retrieval system that uses global image features. 

Local features segment images into parts. Two schemes for this approach are regioning and tiling. The tiling 

approach breaks down the image into simple geometric shapes. Tiling has similar problems to global features and 

will possibly break up significant objects. This scheme is computationally simple and sometimes works well in 

practice. However, regioning breaks down the image into visually coherent areas. This scheme can identify 

meaningful areas and objects from an image. The drawbacks of this scheme are that it is computationally intensive 

and unreliable. 
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Figure 2: Overview of visual information retrieval system [71]. 

2.1.3 Low-level Image Features  

• Color: A color signature for a region/whole image is produced using color correlograms or color 

histograms. There are also other color models like RGB (i.e., red, green, blue) and HSV (i.e., hue, saturation, 

value) used for color signatures. The problem with using this feature is that it is difficult to achieve 

something like human vision, since there are individual differences in human vision. 

• Texture: Texture produces a mathematical characterization of a repeating pattern in the image (e.g., 

smooth, sandy, grainy, stripy). It reduces an area/region to a set of numbers that can be used as a signature 

for the region. Although this has proven to work well in practice, it is difficult for people to understand. 

• Shape: Although shape belongs to the realm of object recognition, it is difficult and so less commonly used. 

All objects have closed boundaries and shape interacts strongly with segmentation. 

These low-level features (e.g., color, texture, and shape) can be used to describe image contents individually, but 

the description retrieved from them is insufficient. In this context, scale-invariant feature transform (SIFT), image 

histograms, and CNN convolutional neural network (CNN)-based computer vision techniques are more useful for 

extracting informative content. In addition, feature aggregation techniques, including vectors of locally aggregated 

descriptors, Fisher vectors, and bags of visual words provide fixed-length vectors, which can help in approximating 

the performance of similarity metrics [71]. 

2.1.4 Indexing Images 

Two key operations for image retrieval are image indexing and query processing. For image retrieval operations, 

the query speed needs to be very fast to be interactive. On the other hand, indexing or crawling speed can be 

comparatively slower, but indexing should still be completed as quickly as possible.  

An image index is a compact data structure that supports rapid application processing. For speeding up the 

retrieval process, the feature-based indexing technique has proven to be useful and necessary. General principal 
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requirements of information retrieval systems are the index size, parallelism, and the speed of index generation 

and search [77]. 

2.1.5 Query Processing 

For a query image, the image retrieval process begins with the feature extraction operation. The first task is to 

extract and match the query features with pre-computed image features, taking into consideration the scalability 

of descriptions of visual features and the user's intent for searching. The query processing task can vary based on 

the indexing type being used and the features that have been extracted.  

 

Figure 3: Illustration of different query schemes [48].  

2.1.6 Query Formation 

To define a user's subjective inquiry and requirements, query formation is a necessary endeavor. Capturing the 

human user’s perception and intention with a query is critical but quite difficult. Several query formation schemes 

exist including query by text, image example, sketch, color layout, and so on, as illustrated in Figure 3. 

2.1.7 Relevance Feedback 

Various user query intents might include image quality, clarity, and associated metadata. Query refinement and 

iterative feedback techniques using earlier user logs and semantic feedback are highly recommended for satisfying 

users. The final aim is to optimize the system-user interaction during sessions. Feedback methods can be short-

term techniques (modifies queries) and long-term techniques (uses query logs) [71]. 
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2.2 Image Retrieval Systems 

Due to the increasing number of digital images every year, image retrieval has emerged as a common operation for 

users, and it has thus emerged as a critical and important research area that lies at the intersection of computer 

vision, image processing, and human-computer interaction.   

 

 

Figure 4: A typical image database retrieval system [78]. 

 

Image retrieval systems are generally computer-or smart-device-based systems used to browse, search, and 

retrieve images. Several image retrieval systems have been developed and explored over many years. An efficient 

image retrieval system needs to have the ability to search and arrange images as well as maintain a visual semantic 

relationship with the query provided by the user. Traditional image retrieval methods generally add metadata or 

annotations by using captions, keywords, titles, or descriptions. The retrieval operations are performed over 

annotated words and tags. Banireddy Prasaad et al. [66] developed the first microcomputer-based image database 

retrieval system in the 1990s at MIT. However, due to several problems, such as time and labor constraints as well 

as high cost, manual image annotation was not an affordable solution. As a result, significant research has been 

performed on automatic image annotation (AIA). Web-based image annotation tools are also being developed due 

to the increase in web applications and social media platforms.  

Two key requirements for image retrieval systems used to explore digital image databases are ease of use and 

accuracy. As a result, image retrieval tools with advanced search capabilities have been identified as a necessity. In 

earlier times, most search engines used the text-based image retrieval technique. Most digital images to be mined 

were either unlabeled or inaccurately annotated. Therefore, it became necessary to perform manual annotation of 

the entire image collection.  Performing such a manual, labor-intensive task on today’s large image databases is 

cost-prohibitive.  
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Content-based image retrieval (CBIR) systems appeared as a working solution for addressing the limitations and 

challenges faced by text-based image retrieval systems. AIA, relevance feedback (RF), and some other techniques 

enhance CBIR systems. These techniques will be discussed in detail in upcoming sections.  

3 IMAGE RETRIEVAL: BACK-END RESEARCH  

A vast majority of the existing research conducted on image retrieval has focused on the back-end portion of the 

process. CBIR, RF, AIA, web image search and indexing are some of the key back-end retrieval techniques that have 

been explored at length [21]. Most of the above-mentioned back-end techniques will be discussed in this section. 

3.1 Content-based Image Retrieval 

CBIR systems emerged to overcome the limitations of the existing text-based image retrieval systems. Digital 

images that are mined using CBIR systems are most often represented by using a set of visual features. Figure 5 

shows that typical CBIR systems generally have two phases: the offline phase and the online phase. The offline phase 

extracts and stores visual feature vectors retrieved from the images in the database. The online phase enables users 

to initiate retrieval operations by collecting the query image from the user. In the final step, CBIR systems provide 

a set of images that are visually similar or relevant to the given query image. This approach has a major drawback 

due to the initial assumption that semantic resemblance is always represented by visual similarity. The semantic 

gap (i.e., the gap between higher-level contextual meaning and low-level image features) is the main reason for this 

problem. Although Yahoo and Google achieved promising results for large-scale applications, addressing and 

solving the semantic gap issue remains a crucial challenge for CBIR. The increasing popularity of smart devices and 

social media platforms has acted as an indicator of a required paradigm shift in CBIR research. Research works 

emphasizing the key components of CBIR systems have been carried out, focusing on image representation, feature 

extraction, and similarity computation [36].   

3.1.1 Low-level Feature-based CBIR 

Several low-level features have been explored for encoding image content for CBIR systems:  

• Color feature: For CBIR systems, color is the most popular and commonly used low-level descriptor. For 

color representation, various color spaces have been defined. The color spaces best perceived by humans 

are - RGB, LUV, HSV, YcrCb etc. For CBIR systems, multiple color descriptors and features have been 

explored, including color histogram, color coherence vector, color-covariance matrix, etc. Most color 

feature-based systems are unable to express high-level image semantics. Averaging the color of all pixels 

in a region as a color feature has been proposed as a solution to this problem; however, this creates 

another problem by affecting the image quality for subsequent processing [36].  

• Texture feature: Texture is one of the most crucial features of an image and is widely used in pattern 

recognition systems. Compared to color features, texture features can be more meaningful in semantic 

contexts because of their ability to represent a group of pixels. The difference in texture can be useful in 

denoting the differences between the areas of images with similar colors. Texture can be of different 

categorizations. Mainly, it is categorized into two types: statistical and structural. However, the shapes of 

objects that are present in the image determine the semantic representation of the texture features, and 

these features are sensitive to noise [48]. 
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Figure 5: A typical content-based image retrieval system [36]. 

• Shape feature: Binary images for image retrieval can be achieved through shape-based query image 

processing. The user provides the query as a shape image, and then features are extracted from the shape 

and compared with the database features for constructing a CBIR system. A method was proposed in [32] 

that depend on shape-based queries using contour-based edge points in a binary image environment, 

working with rotation-invariant features. Nafaa et al. [57] developed a mechanism for a shape based CBIR 

system. Li et al. [50] proposed a technique for a shape-based image retrieval system, which retrieves the 

shape images from an MPEG7 binary image database to complete the retrieval. Based on signature 

histograms that are constructed from the border of the objects, [28] also provides a shape based CBIR 

system.   

• Spatial location: Spatial location is an important feature for CBIR systems. Objects or regions that exhibit 

similar texture and color properties can be identified and represented using those features [55]. To 

represent spatial location, the minimum bounding box and the spatial centroid of regions were used in 

[51]. The problem with these approaches is that the semantic information is not represented effectively. 

The authors in [81] introduced an image retrieval system that placed emphasis on the spatial relationship 

between image contents. For image retrieval, modeling of the relationship between image objects is 

performed. In this approach, objects are initially detected and then the image labels are determined. After 

that, utilizing the binary patterns, the spatial relationships are coded. Based on the similarity between the 

binary patterns, a matching score is computed for performing image retrieval.     
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3.1.2 Addressing the Semantic Gap Problem 

Researchers have followed several approaches to develop high-level semantic-based CBIR. Two major groups 

for these endeavors are supervised and unsupervised learning-based techniques and fusion-based image retrieval 

techniques. Generally, a single similarity measure is not enough to achieve robust image ranking with significant 

perceptual meaning. To address this problem, learning-based solutions can be leveraged. To speed up the image 

retrieval operations, image classification can play a crucial role during the pre-processing phase [60, 79]. On the 

other hand, for speeding up the retrieval process and enhancing visualization performance for unlabeled images, 

unsupervised learning can be quite useful [5, 6]. 

• Supervised and unsupervised learning: Image clustering can be used first to handle unstructured image 

collections; the subsequent classification techniques along with the distance metrics form the image 

retrieval process. Previously, most CBIR research focused on similarity metrics and feature extraction 

techniques. To overcome the scalability problem faced by most CBIR systems while dealing with large 

digital image databases, clustering and fast classification components have been identified as practical 

solutions, partitioning [9, 11, 38] images into homogeneous categories unsupervised. Clustering can be 

categorized into two major types [93]- hard clustering (elements belong to specific groups) and fuzzy 

clustering (elements share memberships to multiple groups). Recent clustering approaches [90] allow 

data instances from different clusters to be issued from different density functions. These techniques can 

be categorized as statistical modeling, relational, and objective-function-based paradigms. Other 

clustering approaches, such as spectral clustering algorithms [17], have also been proposed for grouping 

similar images into homogeneous clusters and then using the achieved partition information to enhance 

the retrieval process. Objective function optimization techniques have also been explored with popular 

algorithms like the K-means algorithm [53]. According to various research works [26, 62], unsupervised 

learning, that is, clustering techniques becomes more useful when metadata is collected along with visual 

descriptors. For supervised learning, Bayesian classification has been explored in several research works. 

Some other researchers have utilized support vector machine (SVM)-based image classification 

techniques. Moreover, decision tree methods such as ID3, C4.5, and CART have also been explored to 

predict high-level categories and associate image color features with keywords [36]. 

• Multimodal fusion and retrieval: Various image retrieval techniques relying on image and text 

modalities have been proposed. Some fusion techniques that can be useful for image retrieval and image 

annotation have also been explored. The traditional fusion approach, which requires ground truth for 

validating the obtained rules, focuses on learning optimal rules for fusing multiple classifier outputs. 

Another fusion approach formulates multi-modal fusion as a two-fold problem, which proved to be more 

effective than the naïve approach. This approach first performs statistical modeling of the modalities and 

then uses unsupervised learning to optimize the solution. The offline-based approach makes the fusion 

learning approaches more practical. Context-dependent fusion (CDF) is another technique that has been 

explored [36]. In the CDF approach, initially the training samples are grouped into homogenous context 

clusters by a local fusion approach.  

• Image mining for CBIR: Image-mining-based CBIR systems execute image retrieval operations based on 

the similarity between images, which is defined in terms of extracted features. The optimum cluster-based 

image retrieval approach introduced in [41] leverages the similarity information and improves the 

interaction of the users with image retrieval systems. The description of images based on color 
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characteristics and compact feature vectors representing typical color distributions is used to create the 

image index. The system emphasizes reducing the search time and space and creating image clusters using 

RGB components of color images. 

3.2 Relevance Feedback 

Most CBIR systems are constrained by two important parameters—response time and accuracy. Issues with 

these parameters occur due to the semantic gap between the low-level image features and the high-level human-

defined concepts. The RF method can help in this regard. The RF technique is basically a supervised learning method 

that can improve the efficiency of information retrieval systems [59].  For RF-based systems, positive and negative 

feedback from the user serves as the key concept. Initially, the relevant images are retrieved and then the user is 

allowed to select positive or negative examples collected from the first level of the retrieved image results. Then the 

query list is updated, and images are retrieved from the new query [45]. 

The Bayesian framework feature subspace and progressive learning technique were used in [75] for RF-based 

image retrieval. In this case, Gaussian distribution was estimated using the positive examples, and the negative ones 

were used to change the ranking of retrieved images. In [22], using active learning and RF, remote sensing images 

(many single dates as well as time series of Earth observation scenes) are retrieved. With minimal RF rounds, this 

approach gets better precision criteria. 

In [76], for a very large image set, a new technique called iterative RF was proposed. In each step on this system, 

the users are given a set of images from which they must select an image matching their query. Then, a new image 

set is provided, and this process is repeated. Patil et al. [61] introduced image retrieval with RF utilizing Riemannian 

manifolds by using positive and negative user feedback on each iteration. An adjacency matrix and its 

corresponding Eigen vectors were used in this case. 

The proposed method from [34] used the idea of pushing the log of feedback data into traditional RF systems 

with the intention of combining low-level image features and high-level concepts, thus enhancing image retrieval 

performance. For similarity-based image retrieval, this system incorporated the concept of a soft-label SVM. Tao et 

al. [20] used a concept called asymmetric bagging and random subspace for RF-based image retrieval. In this case, 

three types of SVM techniques were used. [30] employed user feedback to reduce feature size and combined feature 

weight refinement with queries for attaining feature adoptive RF (FA-RF). FA-RF can map the feature space with 

the user selection log accordingly. An RF-based image retrieval system was used in [15] to improve accuracy and 

time by leveraging the dynamic hierarchical semantic network. This network was established by allowing dynamic 

iteration levels with an RF mechanism.   

However, due to the additional workload imposed upon the user, RF systems have limited commercial use 

despite providing effective results for image retrieval operations. 

3.3 Automatic Image Annotation 

Conventional image annotation systems generally follow a manual approach that is very time consuming and 

inefficient. Due to these limitations, several researchers have explored AIA techniques. One of the key motivating 

works for approaching the task of AIA using weak supervision or fully automatic methods is the word co-occurrence 

model [33]. AIA systems focus on minimizing the semantic gap between low-level image features and high-level 

semantic labels. Exploring various correlations between images and corresponding labels (e.g., label-label, image-

image, and image-label correlation), the AIA systems learn high-semantic labels from low-level visual features. 
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Figure 6: Structure of an image annotation system [36]. 

Figure 6 illustrates the architecture of a general image annotation system. A set of labeled images is used by the 

image annotation for training purposes. Initially, regions are created by segmenting an image. The extracted results 

from this process consist of local features that are useful for describing each region.  

There are various classification systems for AIA, such as probabilistic and non-probabilistic techniques, methods 

focused on learning and retrieval, and supervised, semi-supervised, and un-supervised techniques. Such 

approaches can be organized into five main categories [18] – 

• Generative model-based AIA: This method aims to maximize the generative likelihood (probability of 

an image label for an untagged image) of image features and image labels.  

• Nearest neighbor model-based AIA: In this method, images having similar features possess a higher 

probability of sharing similar labels.  

• Discriminative model-based AIA: In this method, the image annotation task is considered a multi-label 

classification problem.  

• Tag completion model-based AIA: This method not only predict labels by filling up missing labels 

automatically but can also correct noisy image tags.  

• Deep-learning-based AIA: For large-scale AIA, to derive robust visual features of exhaustive side 

information, deep-learning algorithms are used in this method.  

Based on their key concepts, each of these categories can be divided into several sub-categories, as illustrated in 

Figure 7. 

Researchers have been trying to develop highly accurate AIA systems. However, most of the proposed systems 

have significant limitations in labeling real-world images. One of the key challenges for AIA systems is efficiently 
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annotating a massive number of web images. Using a novel feature selection method, Ma et al. [52] proposed an 

annotation model. The canonical correlation analysis technique was used by Gong et al. [29] for mapping textual 

and visual features on the same latent space and incorporating the third view for capturing high-level image 

semantics.  

From the discussion, it is evident that a significant number of diverse learning techniques and methods have 

been explored for AIA, which indicates the complex and challenging nature of AIA. Overall, we can conclude that 

there has been extensive research work investigating the backend of image retrieval systems. However, there is still 

room for improvement, mostly in integrating the feedback from the user to make the systems more efficient. 

 

                              

 

Figure 7: Categories of automatic image annotation systems [18]. 

4 IMAGE RETRIEVAL: FRONT-END RESEARCH  

With the rapid growth of image databases, smart and efficient techniques to manage and query large image 

collections are currently very much in demand. In the previous section, we discussed techniques that mostly 

emphasize the back-end research of image retrieval. However, due to the emergence of touch-based smart devices, 
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such as smartphones, tablets, and touch screens, lately there have been some front-end research works on image 

retrieval. 

4.1 Similarity-based Visualization  

A visual overview of the entire image database is provided in most image browsing systems, which are coupled 

with the required operations for navigating the images of interest. Several research works have proposed image 

browsing techniques as an effective alternative to back-end based image retrieval systems such as CBIR. Generally, 

CBIR techniques are useful for users who have clear and specific goals regarding their search items, while similarity-

based image browsing is more useful for those focusing on surfing or browsing image collections. A major challenge 

in similarity-based image browsing is arranging the images based on their visual similarities [74].  

Researchers have proposed several approaches for browsing images. In [78], the authors used spiral-based and 

concentric-based representation techniques for displaying similar images, keeping images with more similarity 

closer to the center. Visualizing an image database by linking similar images using pathfinder networks was 

proposed in [16]. Based on the viewpoints used for capturing photos, community photos were arranged in [73]. In 

[74], the authors proposed a different kind of approach by using a dynamically generated photo collage to visualize 

an image collection. Following the user interactions, an automatic selection of images is performed for composing 

the photo collage. 

 

Figure 8: General requirements for visualizing image collections [58]. 

Some popularly used visualization schemes for large image collections are as follows [83] – 

• Relevance-ordered (Google Images) 

• Time-ordered (Timeline and Time Quilt)  

• Clustered (Gallery layout with multi-dimensional scaling) 

• Hierarchical (Google Image Swirl) 

• Composite (Mix of two or more of the above-mentioned ones) 

Three modes for visualization in terms of user presentation are –  

• Static (No motion involved)  

• Moving (Constant motion) 
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• Interactive (Motion triggered during user interaction) 

Considering recognition success and user preference, some researchers stated that static style visualization 

proves to be more suitable compared to moving presentation. 

4.1.1 Major Visualization Approaches 

Three major approaches for generating visualizations of image repositories are mapping-based, clustering-

based, and graph-based visualizations [64]. 

• Mapping-based visualization: In this approach, dimensionality reduction techniques, such as principal 

component analysis or multi-dimensional scaling, are used to preserve the relationship between images 

in the high-dimensional feature space in the reduced two dimensions of a computer screen.  

• Clustering-based visualization: This approach groups similar images together and thus reduces the 

number of images that need to be displayed simultaneously. In this approach, several techniques can be 

used to define similarity, such as content-based features and timestamp data. Clustering operations are 

generally done using hierarchical clustering algorithms. 

• Graph-based visualization: In this visualization technique, a graph structure is used to embed the image 

collection. In the graph structure, edges link related images, and nodes represent the images. Various 

means such as visual similarity between images and shared keyword annotations, can be used to define 

edges.  

4.2 Interactive Image Retrieval  

4.2.1 DynamicMaps 

In [44], the authors presented a novel method for browsing based on similarity across a very large collection of 

images. The images are positioned dynamically in a high-dimensional feature space next to their nearest neighbors 

on a 2D canvas. During user interaction, the layout and choice of images is created on-the-fly, representing the 

navigation tendencies and interests of the user.  A user performs imaging browsing by navigating through an infinite 

2D grid, where each image’s neighbors are ordered by similarity.  The image map assumes precomputed k-nearest 

neighbors and similarity scores and is generated dynamically using localized knowledge. Updates can be performed 

online. Thus, for large and dynamically changing datasets consisting of millions of images, the technique is a viable 

solution. 

Evaluation of this approach revealed that users viewed far more images per minute while using DynamicMaps 

compared with a traditional RF interface, indicating that it facilitates more fluid and natural interaction that allows 

for easier and quicker movement in the image space. DynamicMaps was favored by most users, suggesting that it is 

more exploratory, facilitates browsing better and is more pleasant to use. 

4.2.2 ImgSEE 

In [25], a prototype program called ImgSEE was developed by the authors to support interactive image retrieval 

for social media images. By using image processing and deep learning methods, they extracted new information 

from image, augmented the textual content of social media posts, and created a visual interface to enable interactive 

image retrieval. 
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4.2.3 Interactive Image Browsers 

Dataset visualization can be helpful to obtain an overview of an entire image collection. However, in order for 

users to explore the image database and eventually arrive at the desired image, user interaction with the image 

database is required [63]. To this end, a distinction can be made between horizontal browsing (navigation within a 

single plane of visualized images) and vertical browsing (allowing navigation from one level of a hierarchical 

browsing structure to another). 

In [69], the author developed the hue sphere image browser and the honeycomb image browser as efficient and 

effective methods for navigating image databases. For these methods, complex data processing algorithms are not 

needed, and the images are simply arranged based on their color, not considering color histograms or other complex 

color features. These browsers work based on the median color in HLS (hue, saturation, and luminance) color space 

in which the hue and lightness components are retained. 

• Hue sphere image browser: Each image is described by two color coordinates, which are then mapped 

to longitude and latitude values to yield a spherical visualization. This, combined with the grid layout and 

hierarchical organization employed in the multi-dimensional scaling grid, leads to an intuitive and 

efficient approach to visualize image databases. 

• Honeycomb image browser: Several features of the hue sphere browser are shared by the honeycomb 

image browser. Here also, the median image color is employed, and a regular lattice is used for placing the 

images. This lattice comprises space-filling hexagons for which each image corresponds to a cluster.

 

Figure 9: Honeycomb image browser and hue sphere image browser [69]. 

4.3 Applications  

There are several existing smart device-based applications that can help in curating, organizing, and retrieving 

images. These applications are developed for android and/or iPhones. Some of the popular applications will be 

discussed briefly in this section. 

4.3.1 Google Photos and Apple’s Photo App.  

The leading photo organizing applications for Android and iOS are Google photos and Apple’s photo app, 

respectively. Both apps share some similar features that are very helpful for organizing and retrieving images [2]. 
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Figure 10: Location based photo album organization in Google Photos (left) and Apple’s Photos app (right) [2]. 

• Location-based photo albums: If a user has the location service of the smart device activated while 

taking pictures, through the “geotagging” feature, the geographical location coordinates are embedded 

into the image file. This feature allows both Google photos and Apple’s photo app to organize the photos 

into location-based albums, which is quite helpful for the users for retrieving images. Also, if the GPS 

information is not available in the photo file, locations can be added manually. 

 

Figure 11: Grouping by automatic face scanning in Google Photos (left) and Apple’s Photos app (right), the user needs to add or confirm 

names [2]. 
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Figure 12: Search boxes can be used to find photos in both Google Photos (left) and Apple’s Photos app (right) [2]. 

 

• Person and people albums: Unless the feature is manually disabled, similar faces are automatically 

grouped together by Google photos using embedded facial recognition software. These groups are shown 

in the “People & Pets” tab of the albums. Similarly, in iOS devices, similar faces are gathered from the 

picture library and displayed in the “People” area of the albums. It provides users with an option to label 

these groups. 

• Keyword search for finding photos: Both programs have a search box where the user can search people, 

places, or things by typing keywords, or the user can also look up photos based on the timestamp (year, 

month, or date). If images are already tagged with the names of people and geotagged, then the search box 

can be used for rounding up results, like “John in Tampa in 2020.” Due to the basic object recognition 

features provided by both apps, users can also search for items (e.g., “wedding dress” or “concerts”) within 

images without even adding or confirming tags by themselves. Keywords such as “mountains” or “ocean” 

also correspond to outdoor shots.   

4.3.2 Other popular applications  

There are several other popular image organizing applications [4] available, such as Curator, Imaganize, A+ 

gallery, QuickPic, Piktures etc. Most of these applications have some common features like search by different 
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criteria (date, location, image color, etc.), tagging, editing etc.  Some applications have a few additional features (e.g., 

the Piktures app can perform optical character recognition to extract text from any photo by tapping on the option). 

Based on the important features, a tabular representation of these popular applications is as follows: 

Table 1: Smartphone-based Photo Organizing Applications  

Applications 
Keyword Search, Folder-based, 

Object Recognition 

GPS-

based 

Timestamp-

based 
Tagging 

Cloud-

support 

Google Photos, Apple’s Photos √ √ √ 
Semi-

automatic 
√ 

Curator, Imaganize √ ------- ------- Manual ------- 

A+ Gallery, QuickPic, Piktures, 3Q Album √ √ √ Manual √ 

 

Overall, the front-end of image retrieval is now receiving more attention now than it used to. Although there are 

several existing applications and systems, most of them still have some limitations in terms of making the systems 

more comfortable and efficient for the users. 

5 PERSONAL IMAGE RETRIEVAL AND PHOTO CURATION  

Most existing image retrieval systems emphasize retrieving images from the internet or a large image database 

based on user queries. However, with the ever-increasing storage capacity in personal devices (e.g., desktop, laptop, 

smartphones, tablets) as well as uploaded images on cloud storage and social media platforms, each user can now 

have a huge number of personal images. If we consider all these sources of personal images as a single image 

database, it is quite difficult for the user to retrieve a specific image or set of images from this huge collection. 

Consequently, this has spurred the development of efficient systems that can help users in this regard.  

5.1 Human Factors in Image Retrieval  

Since individuals generate, access, and use photographs, image retrieval can be termed a human-centered 

process. Therefore, it is crucial to consider the conditions that correspond to both the indexing and retrieval of 

image content when designing and developing image retrieval systems and algorithms or when evaluating their 

efficiency. This involves analyzing the various retrieval interpretation levels, potential search strategies, and uses 

of the image. In addition, various degrees of similarity and the role of human factors (e.g., culture, memory, and 

personal context) must be considered [37]. 

While most popular search engines provide image search options, these features are focused only on keyword 

searches, and indexing is achieved mostly by automatically analyzing the metadata of the images (file name, URL, 

and surrounding text). On the one hand, because most images on the web do not have formal metadata to define 

their content, the approach is unstructured; on the other hand, the textual information used to index the images is 

frequently incorrect and incomplete. Despite these problems, for some types of searches, image retrieval using 

keywords and automatically indexed metadata has proven successful, especially when the metadata used describes 

the content accurately at the desired level. Clearly, retrieval effectiveness depends not only on the definition of the 

metadata, but also on how the query is conducted by the user, his expectations, and other variables. 

The authors in [68] claim that the user's interaction with an image collection creates the meaning of an image 

for that user. The definition levels that are applicable to a specific scenario seem to depend on the collection itself, 

as well as on the specific query that the consumer is formulating at a given time. There are variations within search 
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behaviors and image usage for each user. It is uncommon to have annotated pictures in personal image collections, 

for example, and it is difficult to scan for content because people are often more interested in finding pictures of 

particular people or events (e.g., pictures of a friend at another friend's birthday party). This means that it can be 

more effective to use browsing techniques or structures that allow efficient use of landmarks (e.g., time structure).  

With the growth of personal image collection and shared images (images made public from private image 

collections), the scope for searching and viewing image content is also increasing. The ability to create comments, 

tag, and annotate images leaves the doors open for integrating visual elements, textual retrieval, and browsing for 

many indexing and search opportunities. Developing and evaluating adaptable systems for users could be quite 

challenging since the following need to be considered: human memory, context, and subjectivity. In order to develop 

excellent personal image retrieval systems, a holistic approach to designing and developing applications must be 

taken considering all the related variables concerning the final human users of these systems. 

5.2 Personalized Image Retrieval  

A big obstacle for conventional image recovery methods is enabling users to retrieve the images they need 

quickly and accurately. Thus, personalized image retrieval has emerged as a new trend in image retrieval that 

increases not only the accuracy of existing recovery systems, but also suits the needs of the users better. 

5.2.1 Personalized CBIR 

In [12], the authors developed a system to address the problem of subjectivity in CBIR systems by enabling the 

users to define an indexing vocabulary by themselves and making the system learn this user-defined vocabulary. 

On both local and global levels (object and image categories. respectively), these indexing techniques can be used. 

Local concepts and low-level features contribute to building global concepts making the concept learning process 

incremental and hierarchical. To emphasize relevant features for a specific concept, a similarity measure tuning 

system is used.  

5.2.2 Personalized Mulltimodal Image Retrieval  

Developed by the US Marine Corps, Quickset [19] is the first multimodal interaction-based approach for mobile 

systems. Combining user speech and drawing for multimodal command-based search queries, Speak4it [23] local 

search application is another such example. A client-server architecture was proposed in [86] for mobile devices to 

support multimodal search. A client-server based visual multi-modal system was also proposed in [46], while [8] 

proposed a system with multimodal and multi-touch functionalities with query and speech input. MAMI [7] was 

developed as a mobile phone prototype allowing users to annotate and search for digital photos on their phone 

using speech input. Not only is speech annotation at the time of image capture enabled, but the storage of additional 

metadata (location, time) is also available. 

Given its huge volume of data, diversity of content, heterogeneous patterns of individual use and resource 

constraints, the management of personal image data on mobile platforms is challenging. [90] introduced a user-

centric framework, iScope, to handle and share photos individually on mobile devices. Content and context 

information-based multi-modality clustering is used by iScope to provide efficient image management and search 

facilities. User-centric search algorithms, along with adaptive prediction designed for individual users, are also used 

in this system. Online learning techniques are used by iScope to predict images according to the users' interests. 
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Emphasizing energy efficiency as a primary design goal, the creaters of iScope were able to improve search time 

and search energy compared with browsing. 

 

Figure 13: System architecture of iScope [91]. 

 

 [87] introduced a concept termed visual-perception-based personalized image retrieval, focusing on reducing 

the semantic gap through direct perception of the visual information of the user. For segmenting image regions, a 

visual attention model is used, and record fixations are addressed using eye tracking techniques. By examining 

fixations in regions, visual perception is obtained to assess gaze interests. Regions of interest (ROIs) are detected 

through the integration of visual perception into the attention model. The features of the ROIs are extracted and 

analyzed and then feedback is provided as interest for constructing user profiles and optimizing results. 

Another approach to incorporating visual perception into personalized image retrieval is considering user 

perception across modalities. The gaze of the user (way of looking at an image) can affect the image captioning (way 

of describing the image). In [56], the authors proposed an approach for modeling cross modality personalized image 

retrieval. In this system, user personality is modeled along with gaze and captions. Combining the embeddings from 

content and style modeling, the proposed system provides a novel approach with better results.   

5.2.3 Personalized Image Retrieval and Recommendation (PIRR) 

Personalization techniques are applied to image recovery systems to solve the issue of image overloading and 

increase query performance. To improve the precision of the retrieval, user preferences and image processing 

technologies are combined. Personalized image retrieval gets pictures passively. An image search engine helps the 

user locate photos. Users’ inputs and personalized information drive the system to collect the target images. 

Relevant images are pushed to the user. As an emerging sub-field of image retrieval, PIRR is getting quite a lot of 

attention [27].  

PIRR can be broadly classified into the following categories [39]: 

• Content-based PIRR: The key ideas of this system are acquisition and representation of user interest and 

implementation of personalization. User-labeled image tags and the users' past behavior (browsing, 

clicking, saving, and querying) information are collected by the system. Feature extraction and semantic 

correlation help to deduce the users' preferences. Using this information, a user preference model is 

developed, which is then applied for personalized image retrieval to acquire customized results. 

Simultaneously, feedback from the user is collected to optimize the results. 

• Collaborative Filtering (CF)-based PIRR: Apart from sharing information, social networking platforms 

may also connect users. Users typically enter a certain group in a social network to create relationships 
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with other users who share their interests. Using the CF method, the images preferred by the user can be 

inferred through mining the relevance data between the users and images. User or image similarities are 

calculated using an image rating matrix. Heuristic methods or probability statistical methods are 

employed to obtain a customized search result to infer unknown ratings based on existing ratings. 

 

While CF-based PIRR solves some of the limitations of CBIR systems using the capability to adapt to any image type, 

it still has some problems because it is not able to discover how the user’s interest might change over time. 

Combining content-based systems and PIRR methods, some hybrid methods have been developed to address this 

problem. Efficiently embedding the content features of images into PIRR systems, protecting the privacy of the 

users, capturing the constant changes in user interest, etc. remain challenges for PIRR systems.  

5.2.4 User-interest-model-based Personalized Image Retrieval  

In [42], the authors introduced a new framework design called the personalized image retrieval system (PIRS), 

which emphasizes the preferences and interests of the user. Two major modules formed the core of the system: the 

user's preference module (UPM) and the retrieval module. A decision tree structure was used to implement the 

UPM module. The system allows the user to execute iterative retrieval activities, which enables the UPM to be 

repeatedly revised according to the preference of the user; thus, the PIRS can adapt to the preferences and interests 

of the user.  

 

                                                        

Figure 14: Structure of a user-interest-based model [40]. 

 

The user interest model plays a crucial role in reducing the semantic gap. In [40], a user-interest-model-based 

personalized image retrieval system is proposed. For this system, short-term and long-term interest-based user 

models are developed where the short-term ones are represented through a collection of visual and semantic 

features, and the long-term ones are inferred through inference engines from the previously gathered short-term 

interests.  
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5.2.5 Personalized Image Retrieval in Social Media  

With the immense popularity of social media platforms, image sharing has become one of the most common 

activities performed by users online. Users upload various types of images, including personal photos, family 

photos, photos of tours, pets, celebrities, memes, etc. Generally, these images have some texts associated with them 

as captions that are written and posted by the users themselves. For personalized image retrieval, these shared 

images are crucial and need to be considered important since they mark significant events in the lives of the users 

and can be a good source of information for retrieving relevant images quickly. 

Using a short query, people frequently try to locate an image, and images are usually indexed using short 

annotations. When little text is available, matching the query vocabulary with the indexing vocabulary is a difficult 

task. Content created by textual users on Web 2.0 platforms contains a wealth of data that can help solve this issue. 

In [65], the authors explained how to use content from Wikipedia and Flickr to make this match better. A generic 

social-media-driven query expansion model was introduced by the authors and tested on a large-scale, noisy image 

collection. In Flickr, the initial query was initiated, and a query model was generated based on the co-occurring 

terms. Using Wikipedia, the nearby definitions were also measured, and these were used to extend the query. The 

final results were obtained using the similarities between their annotation and the Flickr model by rating the 

outcomes for the extended question. The evaluation of this expansion and ranking method over the ImageCLEF 

2010 Wikipedia Set, which included 237,434 images and their textual annotations, showed that compared to 

existing methods, a consistent improvement was achieved. 

Social media platforms provide an opportunity to explore collective community behavior with analysis of the 

linked multi-modal data such as images and tags. Contextual information can be collected from the tags, and visual 

contents are represented by the images. By exploring latent feature space between visual features and context, 

another social image retrieval approach is proposed in [49], where context regularization terms are imposed for 

constraining visual features.  

 

Figure 15: CBIR approach for improving tag-based social image retrieval [31]. 

Social media image tags can be leveraged for keyword-based image retrieval through the construction of an 

index from user-assigned image tags. However, tag spamming and subjectivity create some drawbacks for such 

systems. In [31], a CBIR approach is proposed for social media image retrieval that can improve the search results 

provided by tag-based image retrieval systems. In this approach, using color and tone information from an image 

collection, an index is constructed. The newly constructed color and tone index is used to filter the results of the 

keyword-based query and rank the search results using the RF technique. 
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[3] has provided an RF algorithm that can adapt the response of a content-based image retrieval system to the 

information needs of a social media user. The algorithm estimates the significance of each content descriptor to the 

similarity measure of the system, which helps in maximizing the correlation between the query image and all 

images marked as relevant by the user. To handle multiple feedback iterations, a recursive algorithm is also 

provided.  

In [13], the authors utilized social annotations and considered user interest along with query relevance while 

proposing a three-step framework for personalized social image retrieval. According to user interest, the 

framework generates a return list from which the user-provided metadata is leveraged for personalizing the search 

results. The framework is illustrated in Figure 16. 

 

    

Figure 16: Proposed three-step personalized social image retrieval system [13]. 

 

Nowadays, web users create a huge amount of data and a massive quantity of associated metadata. These 

metadata include tags from images uploaded and shared through social media networks. This vast amount of image 

metadata can be utilized for personalized image retrieval from social networking sites. However, due to the volume 

of data, this can be a very difficult task. In [72], the authors proposed a framework that exploits the social activities 

of users for personalized image searches. Image annotations and interest-based group participation of users are 

included in these activities. To achieve the expected outcomes, a final rank list is generated by combining query 

relevance and user preferences.  

5.3 Personal Photo Curation  

With the rise of digital photography through smartphones and other mobile devices and the rapid growth in 

local and cloud storage capacity, users are now able to have huge personal image collections. This extended image 

collection has become quite difficult to manage and organize due to the sheer volume and density of the images. In 

this regard, photo curation has emerged as an important research and application topic. Digital photo curation has 

been defined as a summation of activities, including deciding which photos to keep, and determining the format, 

structure, and representation for preservation and display of photos [35]. 
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Photo curation applications can help users to organize their personal image collections and retrieve relevant 

images easily from these personal repositories. Several research works have explored different aspects of photo 

curation practices and challenges. Digital photography practices have changed significantly due to advancements 

in image capturing and media content sharing technologies [24, 43, 67, 80]. In [67], the authors developed a PC-

based software app called Shoebox for investigating the digital image collection organizing and browsing behavior 

of the users. Although this study reported that the browsing facility of digital files provides ease in organization, 

some other studies found that the huge amount of digital data also makes it very challenging for people to manage 

and retrieve photos [10, 43, 85]. In [24], the authors developed the PhotoWare system by identifying the 

requirements for tools to support digital photography. The activities performed by users before and after sharing 

images were analyzed using the PhotoWork model in [43], which could be used to provide a better analysis of the 

overflow for the designers. Based on the PhotoWork model, other researchers developed the PhotoUse model [14], 

which provides a more comprehensive perspective for designing solutions, including cumbersome image tasks such 

as curation activities. The PhotoUse model categorized photo curation activities into four types of tasks: 

• Organizing photos (tag, name, categorize, caption, archive, move, delete photos) 

• Triaging photos (evaluate and select photos to share, decorate, or present) 

• Managing photos (fill up, download, upload, backup) 

• Editing photos (crop, combine, correct, change, retouch photos) 

A comprehensive study on curation activities is provided in [92], which identifies design opportunities for 

future applications to help in managing and organizing photo collections of users. The study showed that, in most 

cases, an external trigger, such as a shortage of storage space on smartphones is needed to motivate users to 

perform such curation operations as deleting photos. In most cases, users prefer to use built-in camera rolls for 

curation activities. 

Curation activities can help in organizing, managing photos, and retrieving relevant photos for several tasks, 

including personal reminiscing, collaborative remembering, or presentation for oneself. In [91], a voting-based 

photo curation application called Dilemma was developed to coax users into organizing and curating their digital 

image collections on smartphones. Deleting photos is one of the most frequently performed curation operations, 

and this operation was addressed using a voting scheme in this work. In [54], a location-based proactive app called 

Reveal was developed to help users in reminiscing activities. The authors outlined the impact of such tools for 

reminiscing and emphasized how this type of application can help in supporting effective management and curation 

of personal photo collections. 
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Figure 17: The dilemma voting application with upvote (keep) and downvote (delete) options [92]. 

       

Figure 18: Different views of the Reveal app [54]. 

 

With the emergence of human-computer interaction (HCI)-based research, image retrieval research works 

have also been emphasizing personal image retrieval more and more. There are many unexplored avenues in this 

domain that need to be explored in the future. 

6 CONCLUSION 

Image retrieval is a challenging research topic with many diverse sub-domains. We have focused on a specific 

sub-domain of image retrieval called personal image retrieval. The key ideas of personal image retrieval have been 

explored in this report. Starting with the basics of image retrieval, back-end and front-end research in this domain 

have been explored. Personalized image retrieval and photo curation have also been analyzed. The overall analysis 

of all concepts and techniques related to personal image retrieval helps to get a clear picture of what has been done 

in this research domain and to understand future research directions.  
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Here we present summarized tabular presentations of all the major concepts discussed in the previous chapters: 

Table 2: Back-end Research in Image Retrieval. 

Concepts Key Ideas Strengths Limitations 

Content-based Image 

Retrieval (CBIR) 

Retrieves images based on the 

content present in the images 

Provides effective results in 

general 

Performance suffers due to 

semantic gap 

Relevance Feedback 

(RF) 

 

Utilizes user feedback to reduce 

the semantic gap and enhance 

retrieval performance 

Performs better than 

traditional CBIR systems 

 

Puts heavy workload on the user 

Automatic Image 

Annotation 

(AIA) 

Automates the image annotation 

process 

Makes image retrieval easier 

and reduces manual 

annotation time and cost 

Demands more computational 

resources 

Table 3: Front-end Research in Image Retrieval. 

Concepts Key Ideas Strengths Limitations 

Similarity-based 

Visualization 

Arranges images based on their 

visual similarities 

Provides effective methods for 

generating visualizations of large 

image repositories 

Sometimes the mapping 

generates representations that 

are too small or congested  

Interactive Image 

Retrieval 

Providing a scalable visual 

interface for the users 

Creates scopes for more interactive 

image browsing and navigation 

Users need to be initially trained 

to use the systems 

Smartphone 

Applications 

Smart device-oriented 

development and configuration 

Ease of use and access for general 

smart device users 

Some applications need to be 

purchased for use 

Table 4: Personal Image Retrieval and Photo Curation. 

Concepts Key Ideas Strengths Limitations 

Human Factors in 

Image Retrieval 

Explores the human factors that 

have crucial impacts on image 

retrieval performances 

Suggests crucial considerations 

for developing user-oriented 

image retrieval systems 

Several factors involved could make the 

design considerations complicated 

Personalized 

Image Retrieval 

Developing user-oriented image 

retrieval systems 

Provides for more efficient and 

personalized retrieval results 

User preferences can be very subjective 

thus making the system complex with too 

many considerations 

Personal Photo 

Curation 

Organizing and curating personal 

photo collections 

Organized collections help make 

retrieval easier 

Difficult to motivate users to perform 

photo curation operation 

 

Existing systems and applications for image retrieval have different kinds of limitations. Most of these 

applications do not take social media into account. A software/application is needed for retrieving images from the 

overall image database, which can include device storage, social media, etc. 

Also, the performance of an image retrieval system is very subjective as it would differ immensely based on the 

choice, preference, and selection of each individual. As a result, it is crucial to incorporate real-time human 

participation to evaluate such systems. 
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