Tilting at windmills: Data augmentation for deep pose estimation does not help with occlusion
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Influence of detector

Sensitivity to part occlusion
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Proposed occlusion augmentation Robustness to attacks

1. Head keypoints are most vulnerable for
N keypoint attacks.
| g — o sasine 2. Occlusion of parts with more keypoints
G — gl | produce higher loss.
g 3. Current and proposed methods do not bring
significant improvement.
4. Person detectors influence results of top
down approaches, varying boost by
augmentation.
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