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Abstract—Mutual information has many applications in image 

alignment and matching, mainly due to its ability to measure the 

statistical dependence between two images, even if the two images 

are from different modalities (e.g., CT and MRI). It considers not 

only the pixel intensities of the images but also the spatial 

relationships between the pixels. In this project, we apply the 

mutual information formula to image matching, where image A is 

the moving object and image B is the target object and calculate 

the mutual information between them to evaluate the similarity 

between the images. For comparison, we also used entropy and 

information-gain methods to test the dependency of the images. 

We also investigated the effect of different environments on the 

mutual information of the same image and used experiments and 

plots to demonstrate. 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 1 

utual information (MI) between two random variables is 

a measure of the mutual reliance between the two 

variables in information theory and probability theory. A Venn 

diagram illustrates the correlations, both additive and 

subtractive, between several information measures and the 

correlated variables 𝑋 and 𝑌. The joint entropy 𝐻 (𝑋, 𝑌) is the 

area that is enclosed by either circle. The conditional entropy H 

(𝑋|𝑌) is shown by the red circle on the left, while the individual 

entropy H(X) is represented by the violet circle. The blue circle 

on the right is 𝐻 (𝑌|𝑋), while the violet circle is 𝐻 (𝑋|𝑌). In 

terms of mutual information, the violet is 𝐼 (𝑋, 𝑌) . If the 

random variables 𝑋  and 𝑌  are independent, the mutual 

information is 0.  

 

 
. 

This concept, akin to entropy, can be applied in various fields, 

including image analysis. This report proposes an innovative 

application of mutual information to assess the similarity in 

appearance between different individuals. By capturing images 

of ten pairs of individuals using a cell phone camera, we 

compute the mutual information between these pairs. The aim 

is to determine the degree of resemblance between each pair 

based on the mutual information calculated. This approach 

offers a novel perspective on image comparison and opens new 

possibilities for its application in fields such as biometrics, 

social networking, and even entertainment. We also compare 

them with images that have used entropy and information-gain 

methods. The fact that different environmental variables have a 

large effect on mutual information is also explored in the 

follow-up. We visualize the results of our experiments in 

matrices, graphs, etc. The following sections will delve into the 

methodology, results, and implications of this intriguing study. 

 

 

II. FORMULA ANALYSIS 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 2 

In the formula, MI(A, B) is mutual information between 

image A and image B. (𝒊𝒂), (𝒋𝒃) represent intensity levels 

(pixel value) in images A and B. 𝒑𝑨𝑩(𝒊𝒂, 𝒋𝒃) indicates a joint 

probability mass function at where pixels are 𝑖𝑎 and 𝑗𝑏 in two 

images. This function gives the pixel intensity in image A as 

𝑖𝑎 and the pixel intensity in image B is 𝑗𝑏 The probability of 

simultaneous occurrence. 𝒑𝑨(𝒊𝒂),  𝒑𝑩(𝒋𝒃) mean marginal 

probabilistic mass functions of the intensities of the pixels in 

images A and B, respectively, 𝑖𝑎,𝑗𝑏.This function respectively 

gives the probability that the pixel intensity in image A is 𝑖𝑎 

and the pixel intensity in image B is 𝑗𝑏. 

The main function of this formula is to measure the similarity 

of two images by comparing their pixel intensity distributions. 
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If there is a high correlation between the pixel intensities of 

the two images, the greater the joint probability mass function 

𝑖𝑎, 𝑗𝑏, the smaller the product that 𝑝𝐴(𝑖𝑎) and 𝑝𝐵(𝑗𝑏), then 

their mutual information will be high. 

 

III. EXPERIMENT 

A. Image similarity calculation by mutual information 

Core step: 

1. Pre-processing: 

• Convert RGB images to grayscale. 

• Address any size discrepancies between the images. 

• Adjust the intensity settings of the images. 

2. PDF Calculation: 

• Calculate the probability density function (pdf) for 

the two images separately. 

• We are using a 2D histogram to calculate the joint 

pdf of 2 images. 

3. Mutual Information Calculation: 

• calculate MI according to the formula(figure 2) by 

using the pdf we calculated before. 

 

Here is the pseudo-code of our calculations: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

We then do the calculations based on the 5 pictures to form 

25 pairs of appearances:  

 

𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 3 

After doing the MI calculations, we get all the data, 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 4 

 Then we form it into a matrix, then we can get a regularity:  

 

𝐻𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑒𝑟 𝑀𝐼, ℎ𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑒𝑟 𝑠𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑙𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑡𝑦 

  MI matrix: 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 5 

We can see the regularity more clearly by drawing the 

following plot: 

X is the difference images, and y is the calculated MI; We 

can see that only the calculation between the images itself has 

a high MI. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Import necessary libraries: os, numpy, OpenCV, PIL Image, 

matplotlib.pyplot 

2. Define function compute_probability_distribution(image): 

    a. Flatten the image to a 1D array of intensity values. 

    b. Calculate the probability distribution (histogram) of these 

intensity values. 

    c. Return the histogram. 

3. Define function mutual_information(imageA, imageB): 

    a. Compute the probability distribution of each image using 

compute_probability_distribution. 

    b. Compute the joint probability distribution of both images. 

    c. Initialize mutual information (mi) to 0. 

    d. Iterate over all intensity levels: 

        i. If joint probability and individual probabilities are greater 

than 0, update mi. 

    e. Return the mutual information. 

4. Define a variable size with a value of (256, 256). 
5. Define function load_image_with_opencv(file_path, 
size=None): 
    a. Read the image file using OpenCV. 
    b. Convert the image from BGR to grayscale. 
    c. If a size is provided, resize the image. 
    d. Return the processed image. 
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𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 6 

  

 To verify whether it can judge the same appearances in 

different environments, we experiment with the 2 following 

images: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 7 

We can see that it doesn’t work well, because the information 

is lost during the computation, 

 

 
 

 

We also use the MI calculation method on 𝑠𝑘𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑛, to show 

that it also gets a similar result, to troubleshoot our algorithms 

and prove our above statement is true. 

 

Hence, using MI to compare the appearance of different people 

in different backgrounds directly is awkward. 

 

B. Image similarity calculation by Entropy and Information 

Gain 

In this section, we calculated the entropy and information 

gain of the image. Firstly, we calculated the entropy of the 

RGB image. We selected five images, calculated the entropy 

of each image, and then merged them with the other four 

images to calculate the entropy after merging. 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 8 

 

Then we calculated the information gain of RGB images to 

measure the contribution of a certain feature or attribute in the 

image to the overall information content. 

 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 9 

By calculating the entropy and information gain of the image, 

the effectiveness of image merging can be evaluated. The 

entropy value of the merged image has changed relative to the 

entropy value of the original image, which can be used to 

measure the degree of change in image information by the 

merging algorithm. By comparing the Information Gain before 

and after merging, we can understand which information has 

been enhanced or weakened during the merging process. 

 

IV. ALGORITHM EVALUATION 

 

Mutual information: 
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𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 10 

 

To reevaluate the two algorithms more precisely, we have 

opted for headshot photographs with consistent shooting range 

and facial expressions in the background. They represent our 

selected subjects for the photos. 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 11 

 

The first aspect involves the re-evaluation of mutual 

information. In this analysis, we observe similarities to the 

previous group, except for a relatively high self-evaluation, 

while the evaluations for others remain low. This suggests that 

overall similarity remains relatively modest. 

 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 12 

 

However, if we introduce a change by analyzing a headshot 

of the same individual against a backdrop with a different 

color, we anticipate that the similarity should become more 

approximate. 

 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 13 

 

Contrary to our expectations, the table data indicates that 

the similarity between the red background panel and the others 

is not high. This outcome challenges our initial assumption 

that all similarities would align, suggesting a deviation from 

our anticipated results. 

 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 14 

 

Hence, to delve deeper into the algorithm's proficiency in 

image recognition based on color intensity, we exclusively 

employ the background color for recognition in this round of 

testing. The obtained results validate our hypothesis, 

reinforcing the notion that the algorithm's performance is 

indeed contingent on color intensity. However, it's worth 

noting that the current formula exhibits a significant 

drawback, as it assesses different pixels in a suboptimal 

manner. 

 

Entropy and information Gain: 

The value of the entropy matrix reflects the similarity or 

difference between each pair of images. Images with lower 

values may be similar in some way, while higher values may 

indicate larger differences. 

The information gain matrix provides the overall 

uncertainty change after merging the images. Negative values 

indicate that the combined image becomes more regular or 

predictable overall. 

 

 

 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 15 

 

For entropy and information gain, we adopt a consistent 

analysis and comparison approach, following the same order 

as the previous four individuals' headshots. While the 

differences in results are not notably significant, some values 

have shifted into the negative range, indicating an elevated 

level of similarity. This shift may be attributed to variations in 

 



5 

 

the background, suggesting its potential influence on the 

outcomes. 

 

For Mug shot: 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 16 

 

For Pure background: 

 
𝑓𝑖𝑔𝑢𝑟𝑒 17 

 

By employing the same processing method as before, it is 

evident that the color remains red, mirroring the previous 

outcome. This indicates that the results from both algorithms 

are comparable, highlighting that neither of them excels in 

accurately recognizing similar images. 

 

V. CONCLUSION 

The study demonstrates the utility of mutual information (MI) 

in image matching, showcasing its effectiveness in assessing 

similarity based on pixel intensities and spatial relationships. 

However, the limitations of MI become apparent when 

comparing appearances in diverse environments, indicating 

potential information loss during computation. The 

introduction of entropy and information gain provides 

alternative methods for image merging analysis. The evaluation 

suggests that the algorithm's performance is influenced by color 

intensity, with MI showing comparable results to entropy and 

information gain in recognizing similar images. Further 

research is warranted to address the identified limitations and 

enhance the algorithm's robustness across varied scenarios. 
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