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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.

1. INTRODUCTION
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M 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.
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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.

Il. FORMULA ANALYSIS
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In the formula, MI(A, B) is mutual information between
image A and image B. (i,), (jp) represent intensity levels
(pixel value) in images A and B. p45(i,, jp) indicates a joint
probability mass function at where pixels are i, and jj, in two
images. This function gives the pixel intensity in image A as
i, and the pixel intensity in image B is j;, The probability of
simultaneous occurrence. p4(i,), pg(jp) mean marginal
probabilistic mass functions of the intensities of the pixels in
images A and B, respectively, i,,j,.This function respectively
gives the probability that the pixel intensity in image A is i,
and the pixel intensity in image B is jj,.

The main function of this formula is to measure the similarity
of two images by comparing their pixel intensity distributions.



If there is a high correlation between the pixel intensities of
the two images, the greater the joint probability mass function
iq, jp, the smaller the product that p, (i,) and pg (j,), then
their mutual information will be high.

I11. EXPERIMENT

A. Image similarity calculation by mutual information

Core step:
1. Pre-processing:
e Convert RGB images to grayscale.
e Address any size discrepancies between the images.
e  Adjust the intensity settings of the images.
2. PDF Calculation:
e Calculate the probability density function (pdf) for
the two images separately.
e We are using a 2D histogram to calculate the joint
pdf of 2 images.
3. Mutual Information Calculation:
o calculate Ml according to the formula(figure 2) by
using the pdf we calculated before.

Here is the pseudo-code of our calculations:

1. Import necessary libraries: 0s, 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.

¢. 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.

We then do the calculations based on the 5 pictures to form
25 pairs of appearances:

figureh 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:
Mutual Information Matrix:

[[7.35440683 1.14495649 1.53546849 1.17775627 1.34830641]
[1.14495649 7.5704584 1.32181176 1.34680079 1.10104789]
[1.53546849 1.32181176 7.4602514 .45695077 1.36388705]
[1.17775627 1.34680079 1.45695077 7.67221244 1.13070149]
[1.34830641 1.10104789 1.36388705 1.13070149 7.40112883]]

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 Ml.
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To verify whether it can judge the same appearances in %
different environments, we experiment with the 2 following £’
images: ,
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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.
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We can see that it doesn’t work well, because the information
is lost during the computation,
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The mutual information is: 0.5757517978089428 mase
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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.
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Hence, using M1 to compare the appearance of different people N
in different backgrounds directly is awkward. figure 9

By calculating the entropy and information gain of the image,
B. Image similarity calculation by Entropy and Information ~ the effectiveness of image merging can be evaluated. The
Gain entropy value of the merged image has changed relative to the
entropy value of the original image, which can be used to

gain of the image. Firstly, we calculated the entropy of the measure the degree of change in image information by the
RGB image. We selected five images, calculated the entropy merging algorithm. By comparing the Information Gain before
of each image, and then merged them with the other four and after merging, we can understand which information has
images to calculate the entropy after merging. been enhanced or weakened during the merging process.
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In this section, we calculated the entropy and information

IV. ALGORITHM EVALUATION

Mutual information:



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.
ual Information Matrix:

1.23264485 ©.85737603]
33536942 B.85543791]
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[@.85737683 @.85543791

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.

[[4.68581157 4.57561955 4.494957580 (2.48920648]
[4.57561955 4.70865881 4.51114144(2.41571857]
[4.49496789 4.51114144 4.623184 2.39824021]

| [2.48920648 2.41571857 2.39824821 5.5?8?3913]"
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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.

[[2.888290358e+00 1.79839134e-02 4.07123191e-04 4.07123191e-04]
[1.79839134e-02 2.28390910e+00 1.58496250e+00 1.58496250e+00]
[4.907123191e-04 1.58496250e+00 1.58496250e+00 1.58496250e+00]
[4.©7123191e-04 1.58496250c400 1.58496250e+00 1.58496250e+00]]
2.885903584644827
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The mutual information between '61.jpg' and '61.jpg" is:
The mutual information between °61.jpg’ and '62.jpg"
1 information between '61.jpg" and
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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.

Entropy Matrix:

[[5.41246128 6.62685156 5.59468174 6.47540643]
[6.62685156 6.6458416 6.23047161 6.22228718]
[5.594658174 6.23647161 5.93680611 6.24137306]
[6.47848643 6.22228718 6.24137386 6.32437301]]

Info_gain Matrix:

[[ e. -1.21439828 -9.18222046 -1.86594515]

[ @.0189%604 @, 8.41536999 @.42355442]
[-2.55787563 -1.1936655 a. -1.28456696]
[-9.15482842 0.1028%084 0.88388455 0. 11

[[7.25762224 7.17424107 7.33552122 7.28614998]
[7.17424187 7.33342123 7.48551615 7.31565285)
[7.33552122 7.48551615 7.52035522 7.36772823)

[7.28614998 7.31565285 7.36772823 7.44334126]]
Info_gain Matrix:

[[ @. B.85338118 -9©.07789898 -9.02852774]

[ ©.15918816 @. -8.872689492 ©.01776838]

[ ©.184834 @.114839958 . ®.15262699]

[ ®.15719128 @.12768841 ©.87561382 @a. 11
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



the background, suggesting its potential influence on the
outcomes.

For Mug shot:

Entropy Matrix:

[[3.656468587 3.71341252 3.71833897
[3.71341252 3.70648326 3.59334285
[3.71833897 3.69834205 3.701333@5
[5.85310059 5.40979684 5.43152893

Info_gain Matrix:

[[ e. -@.85694366 -0.0518781 -1.3%663172]
[-2.ea70e927 0. 0.8@756121 -1.7@338R78]
[-©.017@8502 ©.882401 a. -1.73849593]

5.8531885%9]
5 .489730084 ]
5.43182898]
5.4932723 ]

]

[ 9.44817172 ©.88348227 ©0.805144333 @, 11
figure 16
For Pure background:

Entropy Matrix:

[[ 2.893538 1.86685181 1.72632074 1.86588536]
[ 1.86685181 0.04541467 0.04541467 -0. ]
[ 1.72632074 ©0.84541467 -0. -a. 1
[ 1.86508536 -0. -a. -a. 11

Info_gain Matrix:

[[ e. 1.82668619 1.16721725 1.82845263]
[-1.82143712 @. a. 0.04541467 )
[-1.72632074 -0.84541457 0. a. ]
[-1.86508536 0. a. a. 11

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.

VI.
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