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Abstract
Detecting and reading text from natural images is a hard computer vision task that
is central to a variety of emerging applications. Related problems like document
character recognition have been widely studied by computer vision and machine
learning researchers and are virtually solved for practical applications like reading
handwritten digits. Reliably recognizing characters in more complex scenes like
photographs, however, is far more difficult: the best existing methods lag well
behind human performance on the same tasks. In this paper we attack the problem of recognizing digits in a real application using unsupervised feature learning
methods: reading house numbers from street level photos. To this end, we introduce a new benchmark dataset for research use containing over 600,000 labeled
digits cropped from Street View images. We then demonstrate the difficulty of
recognizing these digits when the problem is approached with hand-designed features. Finally, we employ variants of two recently proposed unsupervised feature
learning methods and find that they are convincingly superior on our benchmarks.
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Introduction

Reading text from photographs is a difficult unsolved computer vision problem that is important for
a range of real world applications. For instance, one application of interest is the problem of identifying house numbers posted on the fronts of buildings. With this information, more accurate maps
can be built and navigation services can be improved. Unfortunately, while highly restricted forms
of character recognition are essentially solved problems (e.g., OCR of printed documents, or recognition of hand-written digits), recognizing characters in natural scenes is more difficult: characters
and digits in photographs are corrupted by natural phenomena that are difficult to compensate for by
hand, like severe blur, distortion, and illumination effects on top of wide style and font variations.
As a result systems based on hand-engineered representations perform far worse on this task than a
typical human. In this work, we seek to solve this problem by employing recently proposed feature
learning algorithms to a new benchmark dataset captured from Google Street View images. Specifically, our dataset includes over 600,000 digit images and closely relates to the recognition task that
one must solve inside a deployed system. We then demonstrate the consistent superiority of learned
representations for this task and their effect on the performance of an end-to-end system. We expect
that improvements made by future researchers on this benchmark will directly transfer to improved
performance on the complete system.
The problem of recognizing characters in images has been extensively studied in the last few
decades, mostly in the context of scanned documents and books [1, 2]. Handwriting recognition
has also been widely addressed by both academia and industry [3]. As a result of focused research
over many years, automated systems can now perform many of these tasks with accuracy rivaling
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human beings. For instance, the MNIST digit dataset [4] has been thoroughly addressed, with essentially off-the-shelf algorithms approaching perfect performance [5]. With rapid advances in mobile
phone cameras and computation capabilities, however, the more difficult problem of recognizing
and understanding scene text is receiving increased attention. In these scenarios, it is clear that
specialized models might work better than generic object recognition systems, yet the application
is sufficiently new that far less effort has gone into developing successful solutions. Indeed, only
recently have end-to-end systems become a target of focused research [6, 7].
In this paper, we will focus on a restricted instance of the scene
text problem: reading digits from house-number signs in street
level images. As we will show later, traditional vision features
are ill-suited to this task. Such features attempt to encode prior
knowledge about image structure that tends to be rather brittle,
and is often specialized to a specific application, or even a specific
dataset. The development of such features is typically a very large
part of the expense and difficulty in building successful machine
learning systems. In the last few years, however, feature learning algorithms have enjoyed a string of successes in fields such as
visual recognition [8], audio recognition [9, 10] and video action
recognition [11]. For our application we will use two different feature learning schemes applied to a large corpus of digit data and
compare them to hand-crafted representations.
Figure 1: We consider the
In addition to our experimental results that will show the promise problem of reading digits from
of feature learning methods applied to these new types of vision house numbers found on street
problems, we will introduce a new benchmark dataset for use by level images.
researchers. As mentioned above, the venerable MNIST dataset
has been a valuable goal post for researchers seeking to build better learning systems whose benchmark performance could be expected to translate into improved performance on realistic applications. However, computers have now reached essentially human levels of performance on this
problem—a testament to progress in machine learning and computer vision. The Street View House
Numbers (SVHN) digit database that we provide can be seen as similar in flavor to MNIST (e.g., the
images are of small cropped characters), but the SVHN dataset incorporates an order of magnitude
more labeled data and comes from a significantly harder, unsolved, real world problem. Here the
gap between human performance and state of the art feature representations is significant. Going
forward, we expect that this dataset may fulfill a similar role for modern feature learning algorithms:
it provides a new and difficult benchmark where increased performance can be expected to translate
into tangible gains on a realistic application.
To begin, we will explain, at a high level, the goals of our system and introduce the SVHN dataset
in Section 2. We will then describe the models, both hand-designed and learning-based, that we
have used as first efforts on this dataset in Section 3, and compare their performance to human performance in our experiments in Section 4 and Section 5. Finally, we will conclude with a brief
description and experimental evaluation of a full end-to-end application that uses our models in Section 6. In total, we will show not only that learned representations are better benchmark performers
in our novel, hard benchmark, but also that these improvements translate to better end-to-end system
performance.
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The Street View House Numbers (SVHN) Dataset

Our main goal is to detect and read house-number signs in Street View images. The entire end-toend system (described later) includes two main stages: (i) a detection stage that locates individual
house numbers in a large image, and (ii) a recognition stage that performs a search over possible
character locations in the detected house number, classifying each candidate frame as one of ten
digits (0 through 9). The detection stage is similar to the one presented in [12]. Our recognition
stage, detailed in Section 6.2, uses a typical image recognition pipeline for each of the candidate
digit locations: given a single candidate frame from the detector, the recognition system extracts
a set of features and then applies a one-versus-all classifier to make a decision about the character
class.
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The performance of the recognition module is a major factor determining the overall system performance. Even with perfect character detection and segmentation, a success rate of 90% would
make it impossible to perform at better than 90% accuracy in the final system. Worse, most house
numbers are composed of multiple digits, and a single error results in a completely incorrect result:
for instance, identifying the house number 1600 as 1500. In order to help achieve the (necessarily
high) performance requirements for this module, we have collected a very large labeled training set
of cropped house-number signs taken from Street View images. Our Street View House Numbers
(SVHN) dataset can be downloaded freely from the web: http://ufldl.stanford.edu/housenumbers/
The SVHN dataset was obtained from a large number of Street View images using a combination
of automated algorithms and the Amazon Mechanical Turk (AMT) framework [13], which was
used to localize and transcribe the single digits. We downloaded a very large set of images from
urban areas in various countries. From these randomly selected images, the house-number patches
were extracted using a dedicated sliding window house-numbers detector [12] using a low threshold
on the detector’s confidence score in order to get a varied, unbiased dataset of house-number signs.
These low precision detections1 were screened and transcribed by AMT workers. In total, the dataset
comprises over 600,000 labeled characters, and has been made available in two formats:
• Full Numbers - the original, variable-resolution, color house-number images as they appeared in the image file. Each image includes a transcription of the detected digits as well
as character level bounding boxes. Figure 2 shows the large variation in character height
as measured by the height of the bounding box of the characters in the original Street View
images. Figure 3 shows a sample from the Full Numbers ground truth set.
• Cropped Digits - character level ground truth - in this MNIST-like format all digits have
been resized to a fixed resolution of 32-by-32 pixels. The original character bounding boxes
are extended in the appropriate dimension to become square windows, so that resizing them
to 32-by-32 pixels does not introduce aspect ratio distortions.
The dataset is divided into three subsets:
• SVHN train - 73,257 digits for training
• SVHN test - 26,032 digits for testing.
• SVHN extra (train) - 531,131 additional, somewhat less difficult samples, to use as extra
training data.
The first 2 subsets were obtained from a large amount of Street View images. The last subset SVHN extra - was obtained in a similar manner although in order to generate this large amount of
labeled data, we’ve increased the detection threshold considerably (increasing the precision fivefold but limiting recall to approximately half the recall of the original operating point). The SVHN
extra subset is thus somewhat biased toward less difficult detections, and is thus easier than SVHN
train/SVHN test.
The SVHN dataset, compared to many existing benchmarks, hits an interesting test point: since
most digits come from printed signs the digits are artificial and designed to be easily read, yet
they nevertheless show vast intra-class variations and include complex photometric distortions that
make the recognition problem challenging for many of the same reasons as general-purpose object
recognition or natural scene understanding. Nevertheless, it is obvious that digit recognition is
much simpler than fully general object classification. There are fewer classes and many forms of
exogenous knowledge that allow humans to perform well in other tasks (such as language models or
contextual cues) are useless when dealing with isolated digits—thus, such complications should not
be necessary in principle to achieve human-level performance.
Finally, we note that our dataset is composed of an extremely large number of small images. It
has been shown that humans are remarkably good at identifying whole objects in low-resolution
images [14], and thus the same is likely to be true for digits.
1
99% of the patches considered by the human labelers were false positives as we were interested in reducing
bias from the specific detector used.
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Figure 2: Histogram of SVHN characters height in the original image. Resolution variation is large. (Median: 28 pixels.
Max: 403 pixels. Min: 9 pixels.)
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Figure 3: Samples from SVHN dataset.
Notice the large variation in font, color,
light conditions etc. Blue bounding
boxes refer to AMT worker marked
bounding boxes of the different characters.

Models

We have evaluated various feature representations and classification models on the SVHN datasets.
A main thrust of our investigation has been to determine how features generated by feature learning
systems compare to hand-constructed feature representations that are commonly used in other computer vision systems. In this section we will briefly overview the models used for our experimental
comparisons though we often omit details and refer the reader to prior work.
Each of our models is applied in the same way. Given an input image (32-by-32 pixels, grayscale)
we extract features using one of the feature extractors described below to yield a fixed-length feature
vector. We then train a linear SVM classifier from the labeled training data using these features as
input, and test the classifier on the test set.
3.1
3.1.1

Feature Representations
Hand crafted features

We have tested several hand crafted feature representations on the SVHN dataset: two versions of the
widely-used Histograms-of-Oriented-Gradients (HOG) features [15], and an off-the-shelf cocktail
of binary image features based on [16].
These features have been popular in traditional OCR systems and thus are natural baseline candidates for our more challenging recognition task. In order to make use of them, we must binarize
the grayscale input images. For this purpose we have used the Sauvola binarization method [17]
although experiments with various other binarization algorithms (as well as combining multiple
binarization algorithms) resulted in similar accuracies.
3.1.2

Learned features

The hand-crafted features described above represent common choices that one might make when
attempting to solve the digit classification problem using standard machine learning procedures.
Unfortunately, these features both come from application domains with somewhat different desiderata, and thus we would like to find features that are more specialized to our application without
engineering them by hand. In this work, we explore the use of several existing unsupervised feature
learning algorithms that learn these features from the data itself. Each of these methods involves an
unsupervised training stage where the algorithm learns a parametrized feature representation from
the training data. The result of this training stage is a learned feature mapping that takes in an input image and outputs a fixed-length feature vector to be used for supervised training in the same
supervised training and testing pipeline as used for hand-crafted features.
We have experimented with two different feature learning algorithms that may be regarded as fairly
standard “off the shelf” tools: (i) stacked sparse auto-encoders and (ii) the K-means-based system
of [18].
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For the sparse auto-encoders, we have adopted the greedy layer-wise stacking approach of [19]. In
each layer of the stacked encoder, we train an auto-encoder with K hidden units using backpropagation to minimize squared reconstruction error with an additional penalty term that encourages
the hidden units to maintain a low average activation [20, 21]. After this learning procedure, the
decoding layer is discarded and the encoder is used as a nonlinear function that maps its inputs to
a K-dimensional feature vector. These features may optionally be used as input to another autoencoder that is trained in the same way. Once we have built up the feature representation, we add a
final softmax classification layer that is trained using maximum likelihood. The full stacked network
is finally fine-tuned using back-propagation.
A major drawback of many feature learning systems is their complexity. These algorithms usually
require a careful selection of multiple hyperparameters such as learning rates, momentum, sparsity
penalties, weight decay, and so on that must be chosen through cross-validation. For exploring
the large hyper parameter space of these learned features, we have adopted the high throughput
screening framework of [22]. Using a large number of randomly generated models, and using a fast
(computationally cheap) screening task on which each model was pre-evaluated, we were able to
evaluate thousands of candidate models using an affordable amount of computation.
We have also used the K-means-based feature learning system described by [18], which was recently
applied to character recognition in [23]. This system works by first extracting a set of 8-by-8-pixel
grayscale patches from training images and then applying a variant of K-means clustering to learn
a large bank of K linear filters, where K is the number of centroids produced by K-means. In our
experiments we used K = 500. The result is a dictionary D ∈ RK×64 of normalized filters that
are then convolved with the larger 32-by-32 pixel input image, then passed through the non-linear
activation function g(z) = max{0, |z| − α}. These features are followed by spatial average pooling
in a 5x5 grid to obtain the feature vectors. For classification, we used an L2-SVM2 as in prior work.
No fine-tuning was performed for the features learned by the K-Means clustering algorithm.
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Experimental Results

We now present our experimental results using the above models applied to the SVHN digit dataset.
We selected the best classifiers for each of the different models using cross-validation data taken out
from the SVHN-train and SVHN-extra datasets. These top performing models were evaluated on
the SVHN-test dataset. We report the final classification accuracies in Table 1.
As can be seen in Table 1, both feature learning methods outperform the hand crafted features by a
large margin.
Among the results, the K-means-based system appears to perform slightly better. This appears to
come from the spatial-pooling stage, which leads to increased robustness to translations and local distortions. Finally, we note that in prior work binarization has been an important component
in scene text applications, driven partly by efforts to re-use existing OCR machinery in new domains [24, 25]. Our results indicate, however, that this approach is unlikely to work well on applications like the one considered here: the binarization algorithm typically fails to separate the
characters from the surrounding backgrounds and yields very poor performance.
A LGORITHM
HOG
B INARY F EATURES (WDCH)
K-M EANS
S TACKED S PARSE AUTO - ENCODERS
H UMAN P ERFORMANCE

SVHN- TEST ( ACCURACY )
85.0%
63.3%
90.6%
89.7%
98.0%

Table 1: Accuracies on SVHN-test. See Section 5 for human performance evaluation details.
Figure 4 shows the importance of training on a large labeled training set for this task. With up to
100,000 training examples, performance increases rapidly for all of the methods considered. Though
it seems that the performance levels out when using all of our training data, it is clear that the very
2

The L2 SVM is a SVM trained using squared hinge loss max{0, 1 − θ> x}2 .
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Figure 4: Accuracies vs. number of training samples. Notice the log scale on the x-axis.
large training set is another key to achieving high performance in addition to the use of learned
feature representations.
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Evaluation of Human level performance

As opposed to the clean, isolated, quasi-binary MNIST characters, recognizing a single character of
the SVHN dataset is a non-trivial task, even for trained humans. To evaluate how well our models
perform in comparison to humans we have sampled images from the set of images that our best
model has misclassified. We then evaluated the estimated accuracy of a few of the authors on
the original resolution, cropped character, i.e., without the full house-number context. In Table 2,
we present our estimated human performance on the failures from the best model as a function
of the image resolution. The main causes for human mistakes made in this digit recognition task
Table 2: Human performance on failures of the best model from Section 4
H EIGHT IN PIXELS
H UMAN ACCURACY

1 − 25
82.0 ± 2.0%

26 − 50
90.0 ± 1.5%

51 − 75
96.0 ± 1.0%

76 − 100
100%

101 − 125
100%

were foreground/background confusion and wrong classifications due to very low resolution/blurred
images. We’ve also estimated the unconditioned probability of a human error on samples from
SVHN-test and estimate the accuracy of human performance on this dataset as 98.0%.
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Application: House Numbers Recognition in Street View
Improving Map Services

In addition to serving millions of users daily with panoramic imagery [26], Street View images
taken worldwide are used to improve the accuracy of maps and address geocoding. House numbers
detected in the Street View imagery contributes to that goal in various ways.
First, detected house numbers provide us with a view angle in addition to the geocode of the address.
This view angle is useful, for instance, when users search for an address in Street View, or when
displaying their final destination in driving directions. Without the house number-based view angle
the panorama presented will be a default one, which very likely does not point to the desired building.
Thus, the user will need to turn the camera by hand in order to achieve the desired view. With the
6

house number-based view angle, the user will be led to the desired address immediately, without any
further interaction needed.
Second, house number recognition helps improve address geocoding. In most countries, very few
addresses have associated geographic coordinates. The geocode of the majority of addresses is therefore usually computed by interpolating the geocodes of neighboring addresses. Such interpolation
introduces errors which may be significant, and may result in poor user experience. With the vehicle’s location, and the house number-based view angle, a better geocode of the building of interest
can be computed in a straightforward way.
6.2

Automatic detection and recognition of House Numbers in Street View images

Manually detecting and transcribing house numbers in billions of available images is a daunting
task. In order to automate this process, our digit recognition system has been deployed within the
Street View image processing pipeline. Our aim is to detect and transcribe building numbers in
Street View images automatically. Our solution combines three stages: detection, recognition and
verification.
First the Street View panos are scanned by a dedicated building number detector. We use a slidingwindow classifier based on a set of elementary features computed from image intensities and gradients (see [12] for details). The building number detections are then sent to the recognition module
which uses the character classification models described in section 3.1. See also Figure 5.
The building number recognition module is based on a
two-step character segmentation/classification approach commonly used for line recognition in Optical Character Recognition systems (see e.g. [27]). Input to the recognizer are the
house-number patches obtained by cropping detection boxes
from the full Street View images. The approach assumes that
digits in these patches are aligned horizontally, with no vertical overlap between them. Although this assumption does
not strictly hold for our data (see Figure 3), the approach is
quite robust to small deviations and so can handle the slight
in-plane rotations present in most house-number patches. To
handle larger rotations, affine/perspective distortions due to
non-frontal shots or slanted fonts, a preliminary rectification/deskewing processing step would be needed.
The recognition consists of two steps: character segmentation, where we find a set of candidate vertical boundaries
between characters (breakpoints), and character hypothesis
search, where we incrementally search left-to-right the breakpoints pairs, for each pair evaluating the character classifier
on the patch having the breakpoints as left and right boundaries, and for each evaluation keeping the top scoring character classes.

Figure 5: Best hypothesis is obtained via a search over the space of
possible segmentations.

In order to limit memory and computational requirements, recognition is performed with a Beam
Search approach [28], a modification to Breadth First search where at each step the number of open
paths is bounded to the top-N according to an heuristic score function. Devising a good score function is crucial for the success of the approach: In our case the path score is computed from a combination of character classifier scores and a geometry-model score based on deviation of character
bounding boxes sizes from a set of reference sizes obtained from typical fonts.
The top results from the recognition module, are sent to a final manual verification step to filter out
the false positives and to obtain very high precision at the output of the pipeline.
Figure 6 shows precision/recall curves of various algorithms for the task of house-number recognition. For this experiment, we’ve used the union of the character level ground truth of SVHN-test
as input patches of our OCR engine. As can be seen in Figure 6, the feature learning based system
achieves significantly better results than those achieved by the HOG features and both outperform
Tesseract, an open source OCR engine which uses an adaptive thresholding algorithm to binarize the
7

Figure 6: Precision recall curve of various OCR solutions on full house-number images.
input image, and is trained for a significantly different domain, i.e., books and scanned documents.
Nevertheless, performance is still far from reaching human level3 , even though the input patches for
the recognition are near optimal, as opposed to the loose detections obtained in practice from the
detection phase.
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Conclusion

In this paper we have applied unsupervised feature learning successfully to identify digits in natural
scenes for a deployable application. While we have shown the major advantages of learned representations over hand crafted ones, we have also found that there is much room for improvement:
computer performance lags well behind human performance on our newly introduced Street View
House Numbers dataset. Nevertheless, the increased performance obtained using UFL methods on
the SVHN dataset resulted in substantially higher accuracy in our final end-to-end application—a
significant success considering that both of the learning methods we applied are virtually ”off the
shelf”. We expect that more sophisticated methods developed for the SVHN benchmark may, as it
has for MNIST, lead to the human-level performance in the future.
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