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Abstract. We address the problem of detecting and mapping all books
in a collection of images to entries in a given book catalogue. Instead
of performing independent retrieval for each book detected, we treat
the image-text mapping problem as a many-to-many matching process,
looking for the best overall match between the two sets. We combine a
state-of-the-art segmentation method (SAM) to detect book spines and
extract book information using a commercial OCR. We then propose a
two-stage approach for text-image matching, where CLIP embeddings
are used first for fast matching, followed by a second slower stage to
refine the matching, employing either the Hungarian Algorithm or a
BERT-based model trained to cope with noisy OCR input and partial
text matches. To evaluate our approach, we publish a new dataset of
annotated bookshelf images that covers the whole book collection of a
public library in Spain. In addition, we provide two target lists of book
metadata, a closed-set of 15k book titles that corresponds to the known
library inventory, and an open-set of 2.3M book titles to simulate an
open-world scenario. We report results on two settings, on one hand on
a matching-only task, where the book segments and OCR is given and
the objective is to perform many-to-many matching against the target
lists, and a combined detection and matching task, where books must be
first detected and recognised before they are matched to the target list
entries. We show that both the Hungarian Matching and the proposed
BERT-based model outperform a fuzzy string matching baseline, and we
highlight inherent limitations of the matching algorithms as the target
increases in size, and when either of the two sets (detected books or
target book list) is incomplete. The dataset and code are available at
https://github.com/llabres/library-dataset

Keywords: Retrieval · CLIP · BERT · Hungarian Matching · Book
Dataset

1 Introduction

There are 2.8M public libraries in the world. Only in 2023 they managed 8, 059M
book loans1. Tracking the assets of these book collections involves continuous

1 https://librarymap.ifla.org/map
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inventory taking. Most libraries make use of RFID tags to speed up the process,
however these systems tend to fail with high book density [18] and are thus
only used at check-out and return points. Knowing in real time the location of
each book in the library can enable new services, and better tracking of assets.
But creating a full inventory of the books on the shelves is still a tedious and
time-consuming manual task that takes place a few times per year.

On a separate take, understanding what books appear on someone’s personal
collection can tell us a lot about individuals. There has been a renewed interest in
understanding shelfies (photographs of one’s book shelf) during the pandemic
[2,1,5,7]. Contrary to the constrained inventory taking problem, this involves
matching all instances of books in an image collection to an “open” list of possible
titles.

In this work, we explore the automated inventory taking of books on shelves.

Fig. 1. The proposed task: books must be detected in a collection of images and sub-
sequently matched in a many-to-many fashion against a target list.

Existing approaches for bookshelf analysis employ basic edge detection and
Hough Transform operations [17,15,13] or image segmentation using deep learn-
ing [6,16] to detect the book spines in the image. Then the OCRed text is
typically used to retrieve the closest entry in a book dataset using some edit
distance operation.

Such approaches perform poorly in real-life scenarios, where the book text
is partially printed or the spine is partially visible due to occlusions. Although
the book matching problem is inherently a many-to-many one, most existing
approaches treat book matching as a retrieval problem, which is suboptimal.
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The many-to-many matching problem consists in finding the best overall
match between two sets. This is more complex than performing independent
retrieval for each object, and can become intractable when the collections grow
substantially in size. In our work, we treat inventory taking as a many-to-many
matching problem, where books appearing in multiple bookshelf images must be
detected and matched to a target list of book metadata. We combine state of
the art segmentation methods (SAM) and a commercial OCR system to detect
book spines and extract information from the images. Then, we explore different
approaches for this matching problem that are better suited for different scenar-
ios: a true many-to-many matching using Hungarian matching over CLIP scores,
and a BERT-based model finetuned to deal with noisy text inputs and partial
text matches.

To explore this problem, we curate a new dataset captured in a public library
in Barcelona, Spain, and define two scenarios: a closed-set and an open-set one.
The closed-set scenario reflects the real-life problem of inventory taking, where
the target list of book titles corresponds to the known library collection, and
all books that appear in the images are expected to match to an entry in this
target list. In the closed-set scenario, the library’s catalogue is the target col-
lection. The open-set scenario aims to map all books in a set of images to a
much large “open-set” list of books, that include 2.3M titles. This is a much
more demanding scenario, that would correspond to the analysis of shelfies in
uncontrolled settings.

Specifically, our contributions are the following:

– We provide a large, annotated dataset of images captured at a public library
in Barcelona, Spain that comprises titles in multiple languages. The dataset
comprises 7, 536 books on 285 bookshelf images. We also provide two book
catalogues for matching, the true library inventory of 15, 229 entries (closed-
set scenario) and a large-scale catalogue of 2.3M books (open-set scenario).

– We provide annotations of all titles visible in every image of the dataset, as
well as additional weak annotations in the form of manually filtered SAM-
produced segmentation maps and commercial OCR results for each image.

– We define two tasks: first, a “matching-only” task, where book segmentations
and noisy OCR information are provided, and the problem is to match the
detected and transcribed books to the target list. Second, a combined “detec-
tion and matching” task where books must first be detected and recognised
and subsequently matched to entries in the target list.

– We report results of book matching both in the closed-set and the open-set
scenario. We show that Hungarian Matching is best when lists are small but
does not scale up well. We highlight inherent limitations of the algorithm
when either of the two sets (detected books or target book list) is incomplete.

– We explore a BERT-based model trained to cope with noisy and incomplete
text matching, as an alternative matching method. Although this model
yields worse performance, it copes better with incomplete lists.
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2 Related Work

2.1 Text-Image Retrieval

The task of text-image retrieval consists of either finding the most similar text
caption for a given image or finding the most similar image given a caption.
In current methods, such as CLIP [14], this is achieved by creating a joint rep-
resentation of text and image embeddings where image-text similarity can be
easily computed. However, when working with two sets, these are not matched
as a many to many problem, where more than one object of the first set can
be matched to the same object on the second. This is why, in our approach, we
introduce second stage using the Hungarian Algorithm.

2.2 Automatic Book Inventory

The creation of an automatic book inventory requires the detection of book
spines in bookshelve images. In most existing approaches this is done using edge
detectors and Hough transforms to get the vertical lines that separate the books
[6,16]. If the images contain more than one shelf, first these are separated by
detecting horizontal lines [15]. Then the text on each book spine is read using
Optical Character Recognition (OCR).

Approaches like [16] create the book inventory by simply adding the text
read from each book spine to a database. However, this means that errors done
during reading will be in the inventory, hence why most approaches have a last
matching stage, where the text read from the book spines is matched to a list
of books.

In [13] only the tags used in libraries to organise books are read and used for
the matching. This results in a much simpler reading problem, as all tags have
the same font on a white background. Despite the books on our images having
this kind of tags, we do not use them, we do the matching between the full spine
text of the books and a list that contains the title and authors of books. This
way our approach is more general and will work with any book and in different
scenarios.

Matching the text in a book spine to an author and title is not as easy as
it may seem. Book spines are narrow and offer little space, and hence author
names are sometimes abbreviated, or if there are multiple authors, only one is
present in the spine, or if the book has a subtitle, only the title is present, or
if the book belongs to a series, the series title might be bigger than the book
title, and many other cases which will make the text on the book spine very
different from the text that could be on a book database used as target list.
This is further complicated by the fact that the OCR will not perfectly read the
text which not only tends to be on a small font on a very large image, but also
occlusions and reflections might render some parts illegible. Some examples can
be seen in Figure 2.

In [6] the matching is done using fuzzy string matching between the OCR
text and a target list of book titles. The matching is not done many to many,
and is not large-scale as only 50 bookshelve images are used.
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Fig. 2. Example book spines. 1.Weird font. 2. Small font. 3. Only author name present.
4. One book occluding the other. 5. Reflections making the text hard to read. 6. Series
name larger than book title.

Another approach that does not require an explicit OCR is to match the
image features extracted with a CNN to the image features on a database[19],
the problem of this approach is that it requires to setup a database of pictures of
the book spines beforehand, which is of course time-consuming. That is why we
think that the OCR methods that match the text of the book spine to an entry
on a target list of book author+title are better, as they are simpler to setup.

However, in all this cases, the matching is approached as a retrieval problem
of finding for each book the most similar target, instead of considering it as
a many to many matching task, where each matching is not independent, but
rather done simultaneously.

3 The Library Dataset

3.1 Dataset Description

The Library Dataset consists of 285 high resolution images of bookshelves, like
the ones in Fig. 3, taken at a public library. Each image contains either one or
two shelves, and in some cases the top or bottom of the books on the shelf above
or below are visible which, as we discuss in 5.2, will make the task more realistic,
but also harder.

There are in total 7536 books in the images. In the large majority of cases
only the book spine can be seen, with a few exceptions where the book cover
is visible. There is a high diversity in the type of books as the images are from
14 different sections of the library, as can be seen in Figure 4. Also the books
are in three main languages: Catalan, Spanish, and English, in that order, with
some other languages in much smaller proportions: French, German, Italian, and
Arabic.
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Fig. 3. left Example image with one shelf. right Example image with two shelves

Fig. 4. Pie Chart with the number of images per each section of the library.

In order to treat this as a many to many matching problem a target list is
needed. We provided two book lists with the author, title, and ISBN of each
book:

– Library List: which contains 15229 books. This list was provided by the
library and hence contains almost every book that can be seen in the images.

– Large list of Popular Books: which contains 2.3 million books from the web-
site GoodReads, including the ones from the library list. This list is used to
test the benchmarks at scale.

As mentioned the target lists contain almost every book that is in the library
images, but some books are missing. This will mean that some books in the
images will never be correctly matched with a book from the list. While this may
seem unfair to the baseline methods, this makes for a more realistic scenario. In
the annotations these books are set as ‘not in list’, and hence more advanced
methods should leave them unmatched.

Therefore, the dataset consists of a set of 285 images, two target lists, and
the ground truth annotations of which books appear in each image.
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3.2 Data Collection and Annotation

In order to annotate the dataset a manual inventory of the library would be
needed which would be very time-consuming. However, since the baselines de-
scribed in section 4 do not require supervised training, we can run them to
generate a first automatic annotation that can then be manually checked and
refined.

To generate the automatic annotation we first used Amazon’s Rekognition
OCR which gets us both the text that appears in the images and its location,
and second we used Segment Anything (SAM) [8] to automatically get masks
for every object in the images. After postprocessing, masks that contain text
detected by the OCR are considered useful and the rest are discarded.

As can be seen in Fig. 5 this process is not perfect, as some objects that have
text, like the section labels are segmented, or books that have two-coloured spines
are segmented into two, or multiple books are segmented as one, or partially
visible books from other shelves are also identified as a book.

Fig. 5. Example of SAM’s segmentation after postprocessing, and only keeping objects
that contain text. While mostly correct, there are errors with two-coloured book spines
segmented as two different objects, or two books that get merged together.

These potentially detected books are manually checked, and classified as
‘book’ if they are a correctly segmented full book, ‘not a book’ if they are not a
book or a partially segmented book, and ‘merged books’ if more than one book
is segmented together. The results of this manual classification can be seen in
Table 1.

Table 1. Number of segmented objects by SAM as ‘Total Objects’, number of seg-
mented objects that contain text as ‘Objects with text’, and the results of manually
classifying these objects as ‘book’, ‘not a book’, and ‘merged books’.

Total objects Objects with text Books Not books Merged books

9850 8435 6912 1267 256
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Using the segmented objects manually classified as books the CLIP + Hun-
garian approach explained at section 4 is used to match each book with a book
from the library list. Then these matches are manually checked and corrected if
necessary.

Finally to complete the annotations, the books that were not correctly seg-
mented of each image are manually annotated.

Therefore the dataset consists of 285 images of bookshelves containing a total
7536, with annotations of which books are in each image, plus two target lists of
15229 and 2.3 million books respectively. Also, despite not being perfect, both
the OCR and SAM’s segmentation are provided as part of the dataset.

4 Baselines and Methods

The baseline and methods proposed only tackle the matching problem, since they
work on top of the OCR + segmentation pipeline explained on the annotation
section 3.2.

4.1 Fuzzy String Matching Baseline

This is a simple baseline that uses approximate string matching or fuzzy string
matching [3], to compute the similarity between the text on the book spines read
by the OCR with the author + title that are on the target list.

The similarity is computed as follows:

similarity = 1− normalized distance = 1− distance

max

Where distance is the Levenshtein distance [10] between OCR text and target,
and max is the maximal possible Levenshtein distance given the lengths of the
two strings.

Therefore each book will be matched with the target book with the largest
similarity.

While being the most often used approach for book matching, it is not the
most convenient, since text in the spine is often quite different from the actual
author+title found in the target list. The other problem with this approach is
its speed, specially when working at large scale as the amount of comparisons
needed to compute all the similarities drastically increases.

4.2 A two stage approach for many to many matching

Following inspiration from [12], we propose a two stage method (see Figure 6),
that uses CLIP as a fast first stage to compute a similarity matrix between all
books and all targets, and then a second stage, which is slower, to refine the
matching. We propose two possible alternatives for the second stage, one using
the Hungarian Algorithm, and another one using BERT.
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Fig. 6. Two stage approach using CLIP as a first stage, and two possible second stages
Hungarian Algorithm, and BERT.

First Stage: CLIP Using CLIP’s [14] text encoder we embed the OCR text of
every book that has been segmented in the images, which gives us a matrix B
(B of books) with shape NB ×D, where NB is the total number of books and D
the embedding size. We also embed the author+title of every book in the target
list, which gives us a matrix T (T of targets) with shape NT ×D, where NT is
the total number of target books

By computing the matrix multiplication BTT we obtain a similarity matrix
S with shape NB × NT , with at each entry the cosine similarity between each
row of B, meaning each book, and each column of TT meaning each target.

Each book is matched with the target with highest similarity, this means:
that the i book will be matched with the j = argmax(Si) target, where Si is the
i-th row of the matrix S.

The main problem with this approach is that the matching is done indepen-
dently for each book, selecting only the target with highest similarity. At no
point collisions with other books are taken under consideration, meaning that
two books could end up matched to the same target. In Figure 7 we see an ex-
ample where three books that belong to the same series are incorrectly matched
to the same target. This happens because the series name is also the name of
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Fernández-Vidal, 

Sònia - La Porta 

dels tres panys

Fernández-Vidal, 

Sònia - La Senda 

de les quatre 

forces

Fernández-Vidal, 

Sònia - Els Cinc

regnes eterns

JN Fer FERNÁNDEZ-
VIDAL POR DELS 
TRE

0.84 0.80 0.81

RNANDEZ-VIDAL LA 
PORTA LA DELS us 
TRES JN Fer SENDA 
DE OF AIRE TORCES 
PANYS

0.80 0.75 0.68

JN Fer RNANDEZ-
VIDAL LA PORTA 
DELS TRES PANYS 
us UN REUNES 
ETERAS

0.81 0.72 0.73

Target

OCR

CLIP Similarity Matrix

"Porta dels Tres Panys" Series

Fig. 7. Example of matching failure, since the OCR of the three books contains the
author name, and the name of the series, which is also the name of the first book, the
highest similarity of all three books is with the target of the first book, instead of the
correct one for each.

the first book. If we only allowed one book to be matched with one target, then
these books would all be correctly matched, showing the need for a second stage
to refine the matching.

Second Stage: Hungarian Algorithm In order to refine CLIP’s matching
and solve the issue of two different books being matched to the same target
we propose to use the Hungarian Algorithm [9], which solves the assignment
problem over CLIP’s Similarity Matrix S, by finding the matching of one-to-one
pairs of books and targets that has overall the highest similarity.

While this approach refines the matching improving results it comes at the
cost of speed, making it non-viable for the largest 2.3 million book target list.

Second Stage: BERT One issue that neither CLIP nor the Hungarian Al-
gorithm is tackling is the possibility of books not appearing in the target list
or that the text-object that has been segmented is not a book, since they will
always match every object or book to a book on the target list.

To solve this issue we introduce a different option for a second stage based
on BERT [4]. The idea is to use CLIP’s similarity matrix between books and
targets as a filter to only keep the top K most promising matches for each book.
Then these top K predictions (where K is much smaller than the size of the
target list), can be processed by BERT as can be seen in Figure 8, embedding
each book together with its K possible targets. The CLS token in the output
is passed through a linear layer and a softmax layer to predict the index of the
best target match or an extra special index meaning that none of the targets are
a good match for this book.

Despite starting from BERT’s pretrained weights, for this approach to work,
some task-specific fine-tuning is required. To do so, we defined a specific fine-
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BERT

CLS OCR

CLS

OCR SEP 1 1 SEP··· ··· 2 2 SEP··· ··· SEP K K··· EOS

MLP

Classification {1 ··· K+1}

Fig. 8. After CLIP has selected the top K most similar matches, the tokens from the
OCR text (in orange), and the tokens for the 1 to K matches (in green) are embedded
by BERT. On the CLS (in grey) token classification is performed selecting the correct
target or the extra id if none of the K targets are a good match.

tuning task where the goal is to match corrupted versions of the books of the
list, to the pristine versions. For that, we created a synthetic dataset from the
book target list, where corruptions consist of deleting or replacing letters or even
deleting and replacing entire words. In this way we simulate the differences that
there are between the text on book spines and the text (title and author) found
on the target list, and also possible OCR reading errors.

The fine-tuning is done following an approach similar to [11]. We randomly
select a book from the target list and create a corrupted version which will
simulate the book-spine text read by the OCR. We use a frozen CLIP to find
the K most similar samples from the target list. 50% of the time we include
the correct book in the K samples, and 50% we do not. Then, we use BERT
to embed the corrupted book together with the K targets. If we have included
the correct target in the K samples, BERT should predict its index in the CLS
token. Otherwise, it should predict the extra index that means that the book is
not matched with any of the samples.

For fine-tuning and testing in the experiments below, K is set to 10.

5 Experiments

5.1 Matching Only task

On this simplified problem the inputs are only the spines of the books that were
correctly segmented instead of the full images, hence only the matching ability of
the methods is being evaluated. The task is further simplified by only including
books that appear on the target lists, meaning that every book spine will have
a correct match in the list.

In Table 2, the baseline and our methods are tested when matching the books
against three different lists: exact, library, and all.
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Exact is a list that contains exactly the same books that are in the images.
Therefore, there is a perfect one-to-one matching between the books in the im-
ages and the target list.

Library is the list that was provided by the library, which contains 15229
books. Therefore, there will be more target books than books in the images, we
call these extra books distractors.

All is the list that contains the most popular books, 2.3 million in total.
Therefore, the number of target books is overwhelmingly larger than the number
of books in the images, meaning that there will be many distractors that will
difficult the task of finding the correct matches.

The best performance, in the exact list is obtained by the two stage method
using CLIP and the Hungarian Algorithm. While on library, this method still
obtains the best accuracy, it is only 0.003 over the accuracy obtained by CLIP
on its own. This showcases the problem with the Hungarian Algorithm, its per-
formance suffers as the number of distractors (number of books that are in the
target list, but not in the images) increases. Another problem with the Hungar-
ian Algorithm is its time and memory requirements making it computationally
unfeasible for the largest target list.

Performance drastically drops when using the all list, showing that even in
this simplified problem there is still work to do to obtain fast many to many
matching methods with high accuracy.

Table 2. Accuracy using all books and target lists: exact, library, and all

methods exact library all

String matching 0.783 0.742 0.505
CLIP 0.939 0.915 0.449
CLIP + hungarian 0.984 0.918 -
CLIP + BERT 0.836 0.824 0.310

5.2 Detection and Matching Task

This task tackles the full problem of creating a book inventory. The input are the
285 bookshelves images, this means that unlike in the simplified task there can be
books that appear in the images, but not on the target list, and therefore should
be classified as ‘Not on the list’. Instead of only using the correctly segmented
books, the baseline and methods will have to deal with the real output of the
segmentation models, which contains errors like partially visible books from
other shelves, books merged together by the segmentation, or other objects with
text that are not books, like signs that indicate the library section.

The results of this experiment are on Table 3. There is a significant drop in
performance from the previous experiment, but the trend stays the same, CLIP
+ hungarian achieves the highest accuracy on the library target list.
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Table 3. Accuracy using all books and target lists: library, and all

methods library all

String Matching 0.573 0.389
CLIP 0.617 0.241
CLIP + hungarian 0.641 -
CLIP + BERT 0.622 0.240

6 Conclusions

In this work we have proposed a two-stage method based on CLIP, for the first
stage, and two variants, Hungarian Algorithm and BERT, for the second stage,
to tackle many to many matching between text-objects in multiple images and a
large offline text corpus. In particular we study the case of automatic inventory of
books, by introducing a new dataset of bookshelves images and two target lists.
We test our proposed method, which improves over the fuzzy string matching
baseline when using the small target list and with the larger target list we show
the need for further research in this area.
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