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Abstract. This paper introduces patch assignment flows for metric data
labeling on graphs. Labelings are determined by regularizing initial local
labelings through the dynamic interaction of both labels and label assign-
ments across the graph, entirely encoded by a dictionary of competing
labeled patches and mediated by patch assignment variables. Maximal
consistency of patch assignments is achieved by geometric numerical in-
tegration of a Riemannian ascent flow, as critical point of a Lagrangian
action functional. Experiments illustrate properties of the approach, in-
cluding uncertainty quantification of label assignments.

Keywords: assignment flows · Riemannian gradient flows · statistical
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1 Introduction

Assignment flows [3] denote a class of dynamical systems evolving on statis-
tical manifolds which serve as models for ‘neural ODEs’ on graphs obtained
by geometric flow integration. A basic instance [16] are systems of the form
Ẇ = RW [ΩW ] (see Eq. 12 for the general form) which are Riemannian gradient
flows with respect to a potential, parametrized by a spatial interaction matrix
Ω(t), comprising a non-local graph Laplacian and a term steering the flow to-
wards discrete decisions (label assignment). The time-variant parameters Ω(t)
can be learned from data.

By vectorization (see Section 3.1 for details), this basic flow equation takes
the form ẇ = Rv

w[(Ω⊗Ic)w] which suggests to generalize the parametrization to
ẇ = Rv

w[(Ω ⊗ Ωc)w], in order to take additionally into account the interaction
between [c] = {1, . . . , c} labels, to be jointly assigned to data observed on a graph
via the assignment flow w(t). In fact, this formulation is general enough to cover
a broad range of multi-population and multi-game dynamics [5].
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The purpose of this paper is to encode both the spatial and label inter-
action for regularized label assignment flows entirely in terms of a dictionary
of labeled template patches. To this end, we extend assignment flows to Rieman-
nian patch assignment flows using the very same mathematical framework, which
regularize a given initial data labeling by maximizing the consistency of labeled
patches over the graph. The final label assignment results from dynamically in-
teracting labeled patches with overlapping supports and from the underlying
information geometry which enforces assignments.

Related work. There is a vast literature on image denoising and restoration
using continuous patches, either in a classical way by enforcing structure sparsity
[9,13,19] or more recently by, e.g., Gaussian mixture priors [1,11]. By contrast,
our approach exploits labeled patches, where each label represents an equivalence
class of continuous signals, for the structured prediction of labelings of metric
data observed on a graph.

Basic Notation. We set 1n = (1, 1, . . . , 1)⊤ ∈ Rn for any n ∈ N. The
canonical inner product of vectors or matrices is denoted by ⟨·, ·⟩. For a scalar-
valued smooth objective function defined on a Euclidean space or a Riemannian
manifold, the Euclidean gradient is denoted by ∂J and the Riemannian gradient
by grad J , respectively. For matrices P ∈ Rn×k, the row vectors are denoted by
Pi, i ∈ [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n}. The set C = [c] indexed classes (categories).

Organization. Section 2 introduces notation and concepts required in the
rest of the paper. Section 3 introduces the patch assignment flow, whose prop-
erties are experimentally illustrated in Section 4. We conclude in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Graphs and Patch Dictionaries.

In this paper, the domain of observed data and variables are connected oriented
graphs GV = (V, EV), with vertices V = [n] and edge set EV ⊂ V×V. The relation
ij ∈ EV is also denoted as i → j. The adjacency matrix of GV is

AV;i,j =

{
1, if ij ∈ EV ,
0, otherwise.

(1)

Since GV is oriented, AV generally is asymmetric, i.e. ij ∈ EV does not generally
imply that ji ∈ EV . We say that GV is labeled if there is a mapping

ℓV : V → C (2)

that assigns to each vertex i ∈ V a class label ℓV(i) ∈ C. For grid graphs GV ,
the support of a patch centered at i ∈ V is denoted as [i]V ⊂ V, with patch size
|[i]V | =: p, ∀i ∈ V. If i ̸= j and patches supported on [i]V and [j]V have the same
size, then they can be mapped to each other by translation. Abstracting from
the center point yields a labeled patch template, denoted by d.
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A labeled patch dictionary D is a collection of labeled patch templates {d : d ∈
D}, all having the same size |d| = p ∈ N. Centering d at pixel i ∈ V is denoted
as d[i]5. Given a graph GV = (V, EV), each patch dictionary D induces a directed
patch dictionary graph

GD = (D, ED), (3)

with patch templates d, d′ ∈ D being adjacent if

dd′ ∈ ED ⇔ (ij ∈ EV) ∧ (ωd[i]d
′
[j]

> 0), (4)

where ω : D×D → R≥0 is a nonnegative similarity function. A basic example is
the normalized agreement of the patch templates d[i], d

′
[j] on the intersection of

the supports [i]V ∩ [j]V ,

ωd[i]d
′
[j]

=
1

p

∣∣{k ∈ [i]V ∩ [j]V : d[i](k) = d′[j](k)}
∣∣, p = |[i]V | = |[j]V |. (5)

Here, d[j](k) denotes the value at vertex k ∈ V of patch d, centered at j ∈ V. A
special case is the binary similarity function

ωd[i]d
′
[j]

=

{
1, if d|[i]V∩[j]V ≡ d′|[i]V∩[j]V ,

0, otherwise.
(6)

These similarity values only depend on the position of vertices i and j relative
to each other, but are translation invariant otherwise. As a consequence, for the
specific case of a two-dimensional grid graph GV with edge set

EV = Eh
V ∪̇Ev

V (7)

comprising horizontal and vertical edges, any similarity function ω defines cor-
responding asymmetric weighted patch template adjacency matrices

Ωh
D ∈ R|D|×|D|

≥0 , Ωh
D;d,d′ = ωd[i]d

′
[j]

for any ij ∈ Eh
V (8a)

Ωv
D ∈ R|D|×|D|

≥0 , Ωv
D;d,d′ = ωd[i]d

′
[j]

for any ij ∈ Ev
V (8b)

of the underlying patch dictionary graph GD. See Figure 1 for an illustration.

2.2 Assignment Manifold, Assignment Flows.

We introduce few definitions from information geometry required in connection
with assignment flows [2], [3], [4, Chapter 2]. Given a set C of category labels, we
denote by Sc = {w ∈ R>0 : ⟨1c, w⟩ = 1} the relative interior of the probability
simplex over c = |C| labels. This space forms a smooth manifold with trivial
5 The consistent notation would be d[i]V . Yet we avoid the double subscript to simplify

notation, and the context disambiguates the meaning [i]V ⊂ V of the subscript d[i],
rather than [i] = {1, . . . , i}.
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Fig. 1: (a) Directed grid graph GV with an arbitrary orientation. (b) Intersec-
tion supports [i]V and [j]V of patches centered at an horizontal edge. (c) A small
patch dictionary D with 16 binary labeled patch templates. (d) Few patch tem-
plate adjacency relations based on (6). The first two examples show horizontal
adjacency relations and the last two vertical ones. For example, regarding the
first graph, 7 → 10 means moving from patch template 7 one vertex to the right
(or equivalently, shifting patch template 7 one vertex to the left) may result in
patch template 10, whereas shifting patch template 10 to the left may result in
either patch template 1 or patch template 4. A loop at vertex d indicates that
patch template d is self-adjacent. (e) The entire resulting patch dictionary graph
GD (3) comprising both horizontal and vertical patch template adjacencies.

tangent bundle TSc = Sc × T0 and tangent space at any w ∈ Sc given by
T0 := TwSc = {v ∈ Rc : ⟨1c, v⟩ = 0}. (Sc, g

Sc) becomes a Riemannian manifold
when equipped with the Fisher-Rao metric

gSc
w (u, v) =

∑
ℓ∈[c]

uℓvℓ
wℓ

= ⟨u,Diag(w)−1v⟩, w ∈ Sc, u, v ∈ T0. (9)

The inverse metric tensor on Sc, expressed in ambient coordinates and referred
to as the replicator operator, is denoted as Rw and has the form

Rw : Rc → T0, x 7→ w ◦ x− ⟨x,w⟩w, (10)

where w ◦ x := Diag(w)x denotes the entrywise Hadamard (or Schur) product.
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Given a graph GV = (V, EV), with V = [n], the assignment manifold is the
product manifold

Sn
c := Sc × · · · × Sc (n = |V| factors), (11)

which becomes a Riemannian manifold when equipped with the natural exten-
sion of (9) to the Fisher-Rao product metric. Each point W = (W1, . . . ,Wn)

⊤

on this manifold represents discrete probability vectors Wi ∈ Sc, i ∈ V, called
assignment vectors, as variables to be determined for possible assignments of
labels C = [c] to vertex i.

Assignment flows [3] constitute an approach for determining a labeling func-
tion (2), based on the evolution of label assignment vectors as integral curves
of vector fields on the assignment manifold, governed by a coupled system of
replicator equations

Ẇ := (Ẇ1, . . . , Ẇn)
⊤ = (RW1

[F (W )1], . . . , RWn
[F (W )n])

⊤ (12a)
=: RW [F (W )]. (12b)

The function F : Sn
c → Rn×c parametrizing the flow is often referred to as

fitness (or payoff ) function in evolutionary game theory and population dynam-
ics, where analyses of individual (uncoupled) replicator equations have provided
foundational insights into evolutionary stability and strategic dynamical games
[10,14]. For a more detailed exposition of assignment flows, we refer to [17].

For a smooth objective function J : Sn
c → R, the Riemannian gradient flow

emanating from some initial point W0 ∈ Sn
c is given by

Ẇ = grad(J(W )) = RW [∂J(W )], W (0) = W0, (13)

which is a particular case of the general assignment flow equation (12).
Geometric integration of such flows can be performed numerically in a stable

way using any of the methods worked out by [21]. Under suitable conditions on
the fitness function [22], these schemes guarantee convergence limt→∞ Wi(t) =:
eℓV(i), i ∈ V to some labeling function (2), and they are amenable to learning
parameters of the affinity function F (W ) from data [12,20,6,8].

3 Patch Assignment Flows (P-AFs)

This section introduces patch assignment flows (short: P-AFs) (Section 3.1). We
verify that P-AFs do not depend on the orientation of the underlying graph
(Section 3.2) and show that any P-AF can be characterized as stationary point
of a specific action functional (Section 3.3).

3.1 Flow Definition

Consider the scenario described in Section 2 with an underlying graph GV =
(V, EV) and a labeled patch dictionary D with corresponding patch dictionary
graph GD = (D, ED).
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Similar to the definition of the assignment manifold in (11), we define the
patch assignment manifold as the product manifold

Sn
|D| := S|D| × · · · × S|D| (n = |V| factors), (14)

where S|D| := {p ∈ R|D|
>0 : ⟨1|D|, p⟩ = 1} denotes the relative interior of the prob-

ability simplex with discrete measures over |D| categories. The pair (Sn
|D|, g

Sn
|D|)

is a Riemannian manifold with Fisher-Rao product metric gS
n
|D| .

The objective is to define a Riemannian gradient flow equation in terms of
a patch assignment vector field P = (P1, . . . , Pn)

⊤ ∈ Sn
|D|, analogous to (13),

whose limit limt→∞ P (t) encodes a labeling function ℓV : V → C that assigns to
each vertex i ∈ V both

(i) a labeled patch template d[i] centered at vertex i ∈ V, determined as d =
argmaxd∈|D| Pid(∞) ∈ D from the dictionary D, and

(ii) a class label d[i](k) ∈ C corresponding to the center value at the position
k ∈ [i]V of the assigned patch template d[i].

Thus, the P-AF to be devised is supposed to determine a labeling of all vertices,
just as the basic assignment flow (13), yet with a novel way for regularizing
label assignments that is entirely induced by the interaction of labeled patch
templates with overlapping supports across the graph. As a consequence, regu-
larization is completely represented by the labeled patch dictionary D and the
patch dictionary graph GD (3).

Recall the definitions of the adjaceny matrices (1) and (8) corresponding to
GV and GD. We consider the optimization problem

sup
P∈Sn

|D|

J(P ), J(P ) :=
〈
P,Ah

VP (Ωh
D)

⊤ +Av
VP (Ωv

D)
⊤〉, (15)

where Ah
V +Av

V = AV , due to (1) and (7).

Lemma 1 (maximizing patch consistency). Solving (15) is equivalent to
maximizing

J(P ) =
∑

ij∈Eh
V

⟨Pi, Ω
h
DPj⟩+

∑
ij∈Ev

V

⟨Pi, Ω
v
DPj⟩. (16)

Proof. (16) results from (15) by taking into account the adjacency relation of
GV given by Ah

V +Av
V = AV , due to (1) and (7). The inner product with the first

term on the right hand side of (15) reads∑
ij∈Eh

V

⟨Pi, (P (Ωh
D)

⊤)⊤j ⟩ =
∑

ij∈Eh
V

⟨Pi, Ω
h
DPj⟩, (17)

and likewise for the second term. □
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Using the row-stacking vectorization map vecr(ABC) = (A⊗C⊤) vecr(B) [18],
we define the vectorized objective function

Jv(pv) := J(vecr(P )), pv := vecr(P ) = (P⊤
1 , . . . , P⊤

n )⊤ (18)

and obtain

∂Jv(pv) =
(
Ah

V ⊗Ωh
D + (Ah

V ⊗Ωh
D)

⊤ (19a)

+Av
V ⊗Ωv

D + (Av
V ⊗Ωv

D)
⊤)pv (19b)

⇔ ∂J(P ) = AΩ(P ) +A⊤
Ω(P ), (19c)

AΩ(P ) := Ah
VP (Ωh

D)
⊤ +Av

VP (Ωv
D)

⊤, (19d)

A⊤
Ω(P ) := (Ah

V)
⊤P (Ωh

D) + (Av
V)

⊤P (Ωv
D), (19e)

and analogous to (13) the patch assignment flow (P-AF) equation

Ṗ (t) = grad
(
J(P )

)
= RP (t)[∂J(P (t))] (20a)

= RP (t)[AΩ(P ) +A⊤
Ω(P )], P (0) =: P0 ∈ Sn

|D|, (20b)

where RP (t)[·] acts row-wise as in (12). A canonical choice of the initial point P0

is described in Section 4.1.

3.2 Independence of Graph Orientation

We show that the orientation of the graph GV (cf. Figure 1(a)) can be chosen
arbitrarily.

Proposition 1. The patch assignment flow solving (20) does not depend on the
orientation of the underlying graph GV .

Proof (sketch). Let G̃V = (V, ẼV) denote the transpose of GV , that is the graph
with the same vertex set V but with reversed edge orientations: ij ∈ EV ⇔ ji ∈
ẼV , for all i, j ∈ V. Since the orientation affects the patch template adjacency
matrix by (8), the resulting patch adjacency graph G̃D becomes transposed as
well. As a result, following Section 3.1, the corresponding objective then reads
J̃(P ) = ⟨P,A⊤

Ω(P )⟩ and one easily verifies grad J̃(P ) = gradJ(P ).
Due to the disjoint decomposition (7) and the corresponding decomposition

of the objective function (15), this equation also holds if either the horizontal or
the vertical edge orientations only are reversed. □

3.3 Action Functional

In [15] it has been shown that the assignment flow determined by (12) can be
characterized as stationary point of a Lagrangian action functional, provided the
affinity function F satisfies a corresponding assumption. It turns out that this
result applies to the patch assignment flow (20) which essentially has the same
mathematical structure.
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Fig. 2: (a) A small dictionary of 5 × 5 binary template patches, complemented
by the constant background patch, which slightly extends the scenario of Figure
1, yet still models a ‘small world of binary crossing structure’. (b), (c) Patch
template adjacency matrices (8) for horizontal and vertical edges, respectively.
(d) The resulting dictionary dictionary graph is highly symmetric. The 10 line
patches (two leftmost columns in (a)) and the constant patch (not shown in (a))
are self-adjacent and correspond to loops in (d).

Proposition 2 (P-AF: action functional, stationary point). The solution
P (t) of the patch assignment flow equation (20) is a critical point of the action
functional

L(P ) =
1

2

∫ t1

t0

(
∥Ṗ (t)∥2g +

∑
i∈V

varPi(t)

[(
AΩ(P ) +A⊤

Ω(P )
)
i

]
dt, (21)

where ∥ ·∥g denotes the Fisher-Rao product metric of the patch assignment man-
ifold Sn

|D|.

Proof. Inspecting [15, Theorem 3.3] shows that a sufficient condition is that the
differential dF (W ) of the affinity function of (12) is self-adjoint. In the present
case, the affinity function reads F (P ) = AΩ(P ) +A⊤

Ω(P ). The explicit form of
the right-hand side given by (19d) and (19e) shows that it is linear in P and
that the differential is a symmetric matrix. □

Critical points of an action functional satisfy the corresponding Euler-Lagrange
equation, which define the equations of motion for a particle in a classical system
described by the action. This gives an additional and insightful perspective on
the solutions of the P-AF (20).

4 Experiments and Discussion

This section provides experimental results in order to validate the novel patch
assignment flow (P-AF) approach.
(1) Section 4.1 specifies implementation details.
(2) Section 4.2 discusses a computer-generated experiment which highlights spe-

cific properties of the P-AF:
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Fig. 3: (a) Input data, to be regularized by the patch-AF using the dictionary
of Fig. 2. (b)-(d) Labelings returned by the patch-AF when background and
foreground labels of dictionary patches are equally important (ratio 1.0/1.0; (b))
or not (ratio 1.0/1.2 (c); ratio 1.0/1.5 (d)). (e)–(g) Uncertainty quantification
of the labelings above, due to the symmetry of the patch dictionary graph and
the corresponding multiplicity of locally consistent labelings (see text). The col-
ors ‘red’ and ‘blue’ signal unique fore- and background labelings, respectively,
whereas ‘white’ signals uncertainty and plausible alternative labelings. This re-
sult illustrates that patch assignment flows enable both labeling pattern sup-
pression and labeling pattern formation.

– Symmetry in the labeled patch dictionary D enables to quantify uncer-
tainty of patch assignments and to sample from multiple ‘best’ solutions.

– Patch-based regularization in connection with asymmetric patch simi-
larity functions may lead to labeling pattern completion.

(3) A real-world experiment in Section 4.3 exemplifies how the structure of the
labeled patch dictionary D may be adapted to prior knowledge about the
application.

4.1 Implementation Details

Patch assignment flow: initialization. Input data for the P-AF is an initial
labeling function ℓ0V : V → C obtained, e.g., by classifying data locally at each
vertex i ∈ V using any established method. Encoding these initial integral class
labels ℓ0V(i) → W 0

i , ∀i ∈ V by an assignment vector field W 0 ∈ Sn
c of unit

vectors, the initial point of the P-AF in (20) is defined as

P0;i,d :=
exp(⟨Wλ

[i], d[i]⟩)∑
d′∈D exp(⟨Wλ

[i], d
′
[i]⟩)

, i ∈ V, d ∈ D (22a)

Wλ
i := (1− λ)W 0

i + λ1Sc
, i ∈ V, λ ∈ [0, 1], (22b)

where Wλ
[i] denotes the patch of assignment vectors (22b) centered at i ∈ V

and 1Sc
= 1

c1c denotes the barycenter of Sc (uniform discrete distribution). The
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 4: (a) A light microscopy image of cross-sectional skeletal muscle structure
with immunohistochemical staining (see text). (b) Raw input data (section)
after histogram equalization (cf. also Figure 6(e)). (c) Few interrogation regions
with raw data from the foreground class 1 (left), class 2 and the background
class (top and right), used to train a SVM for local labeling W 0 of the entire
image, which defines the initial point of the patch assignment flow by (22).

parameter λ balances the influence of the initial labeling W 0 and the regularizing
effect of the dictionary D, respectively. It is the only user parameter of the patch
assignment flow.

Label assignment and uncertainty quantification. In all experiments,
the P-AF was integrated using the geometric Euler method with the very small
stepsize h = 0.02 in order to rule out any approximation errors caused by too
large stepsizes, and with a sufficiently large time interval [0, T ] leading always to
convergence of P (t). P (T ) then determines the regularized labeling function ℓV
as described in Section 3.1, item (ii). In addition, in order to quantify uncertainty
of patch assignments caused by multiple locally consistent templates from the
patch dictionary D, the mean patch assignment function for binary labeling
problems is defined as

ℓV : V → [0, 1], ℓV(i) =
1

|D|
∑

j∈[i]V

∑
d∈D

Pj,d(T )d[j](i). (23)

Informally, the convex combinations of all assigned dictionary patches (with
weights given by Pj(T )) are pasted onto the graph at each j ∈ V, and this
weighted superposition is evaluated at each vertex i ∈ V, to which all patches
assigned in a neighborhood of i contribute.

4.2 Symmetry, Uncertainty Quantification

Figure 2 shows a small dictionary of labeled binary template patches with lines
or crossing lines, together with visualizations of the adjacency structure based
on the patch similarity function (6). The patch dictionary graph reveals that
template patches are generally adjacent to multiple other template patches.

Figure 3(a) shows input data W 0 which initialize the P-AF by (22). The
labelings (b)-(d) determined by the P-AF, based on the dictionary graph of
Figure 2, differ by encoding no preference (default: (b)) or a slight preference
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(a) (b)

Fig. 5: (a) A dictionary of 5 × 5 labeled patches with foreground labels (black
and white) and background labels (gray), complemented by the three constant
patches (not shown). (b) The patch adjacency graph is structured so as to
favour transitions from each foreground class to itself or to the background,
respectively, rather than direct transitions between both foreground classes. The
three constant patches are represented by the center vertex (background label)
and the two extreme vertices (foreground labels), respectively. This structure of
the patch dictionary graph encodes the prior knowledge that spatially connected
components of both foreground regions should be separated by the background
region.

for foreground structure relative to the background ((c), (d); see the caption).
This encoding can be easily achieved by modifying the assignment vector field
d[i] in (22a) corresponding to the labeled template patches of the dictionary D,
accordingly. The P-AF returns the ‘energetically best’ labeling as measured by
the objective function (15).

Panels (e)–(g) display the corresponding mean patch assignment function
(23). Colors close to white indicate large uncertainty and plausible alternative
labelings, respectively, from which one could even sample using P (T ). This prop-
erty of the P-AF is a consequence of using labeled patch dictionaries and the
symmetry of patch dictionary graphs.

4.3 Real Data Example

Figure 4(a) shows a light microscopic image of anti-myosin immunostained cross-
sectional skeletal muscle, which was obtained in a larger study of fiber type
composition analysis in respiratory skeletal muscle of COVID-19 positive pa-
tients. A key preparatory step of the entire data analysis pipeline concerns the
segmentation of fibers in order to measure fiber size and further morphological
properties.

Figure 5 shows the chosen patch dictionary D and the corresponding dictio-
nary graph using the similarity function (5) (only edges with the three largest
weights are shown, for better visibility). As detailed in the caption, the structure
of D has been chosen so as to enforce the expected topological structure: prefer-
ence for spatial transitions between either foreground label and the background
label, rather than direct transitions between foreground labels.

Figure 6 shows that regularization via the interaction of labeled patch tem-
plates is effective, in particular regarding the suppression of nuisance background
structure, without any user parameter to be tuned.
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

(e) (f)

Fig. 6: (a) Initialization of the patch-AF, obtained by pixelwise classification of
the data depicted by Figure 4(b). (b)–(d) Results of the patch-AF with in-
creasing regularization, which enforces transitions to the background label, in
particular at locations with uncertain labeling decisions (compare (b) and (d)).
(e) Input data resulting from preprocessing (histogram equalization) of the raw
data depicted by Figure 4(a). (f) Labeling returned by the patch-AF. Regu-
larization is entirely and explicitly encoded by the dictionary patch adjacency
graph (Figure 5).

5 Conclusion

We extended the assignment flow approach towards regularized label assignments
which, besides spatial regularization, additionally takes into account label inter-
action. The interaction of labels is entirely encoded by a dictionary of labeled
patch templates and a corresponding patch dictionary graph, which quantifies
the local consistency of spatially adjacent patch template assignments. In this
way, local constraints effectively constrain global labelings of image feature data,
which result from geometric numerical integration of the Riemannian patch as-
signment gradient flow.

Our further work will study in this context the design and structure of la-
beled patch dictionaries, as generators of nonlocal data labelings on graphs. In
particular, discrete symmetries will be examined from the general viewpoint on
locally equivariant networks that are generated by geometric flows, as developed
by [7].
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