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Abstract

In order to solve the problem that local binary pattern and local graph structure methods lack suf-
ficient feature expression ability because of the unbalanced extraction method, and the limitation
that only using local features can’t fully describe face information, this paper proposes a method
called Face recognition based on DOG multi-scale fusion of Balanced Local Pattern. Firstly, in view
of the shortcomings of LBP and LGS, on the basis of balanced optimization by using double-circle
cross-sampling, adaptive threshold based on local macro information, and a center-symmetric
sampling graph structure, this paper proposes Extended Cross Local Binary Pattern and Four-angle
star Local Graph Structure methods with variable parameters, which are collectively called Bal-
anced Local Pattern, which can enhance the extraction of key feature information. Then, the DOG
pyramid generated by the Gaussian kernel and image difference is fused with the balanced local
pattern method. The supplemented multi-scale feature map enriches the sample information
while achieving the fusion of large-scale global contours and small-scale local details, which can
further capture inter-class and intra-class difference characteristics. Finally, the comprehensive
and accurate feature vector is obtained by weighted cascading the sub-block histograms of all
feature map, and the nearest neighbor classifier is used to complete the recognition. The subjec-
tive and objective comparison of feature map and histogram theoretically verifies that the bal-
anced local pattern can obtain local features with richer information and stronger discrimination.
On the ORL, AR and LFW datasets, the proposed method is compared with the relevant typical
methods, and the results on the ORL, AR and LFW databases show that the recognition rate of Bal-
anced Local patterns is improved by up to 15.52% when the time consumption is the same as that
of typical methods; after further integration of DOG pyramid, the recognition rate is increased by
up to 9.24% again. The experimental results show that compared with the existing typical extrac-
tion methods, the balanced local pattern features have stronger representation ability and ro-
bustness, and the multi-scale information further enhances the feature performance, especially in
the small sample environment, when the sample information is limited, the advantage of the whole
algorithm is more obvious.
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U Liu [5]%5 A4 H 36 F40 38058 5 (1) LBP J57%:(Neighborhood Intensity based LBP, NI-LBP), FJ FH 451
(R BE BB B O R E, 9 T BIRMBT TR ). Yang [6]15F A\ H I R 1 J=) 38 =k i 452 20
(Adaptive Local Ternary Pattern, ALTP), #4511 & Hik #5453 2] 5 1& N A . BrLABIE NS H I LBP K77
BLASN, Abusham [7125 N2 ERJE &, $1H S 8 B 45 #49 (Local Graph Structure, LGS), JEidid3¢45 H B &
ZOSIAI LRI 2, 3R T A E ELVRAN 04 1845 B . Yunanto [8]45 A SRt XK (14 ) 5 151 45 #49 (Extended
Symmetric Local Graph Structure, ESLGS), i@id it I FEX ARG RAEIC S 1 B 58 127 (A 4544 . LBP
AN LGS 25 110 e KA iR AT 2R T IR FE A5 I8 v R SR A OB Fe S R A, (B R X i R SR SR s i 75
AR SR B Z 2% I RAE AR

teah, TESEbREH A, IGREARERE SR, B2 ERERNEAR, NIRRT & 22
B T AN A N RHAE o B TR R AR SR V2 — M A A B AR R RAE , SRAS I RS B LA A T
B o AR, JCH MR ER, XM AEWGSARITE MR BRRSREIESS, £
A RO 45 B SRR R A [F], 7R B — RBESRBURFE AR 2 40 R HoA REE A E B . i 2 5y
(Difference of Gaussian, DOG)4x 35 [ 9118 i X A~ 7] ey W% 1) RO G AE 22 40, b7 2 RO N AE[10]
ALV ek A, 7R3 5 NS BT DUSE v it Fk A B AR Ak o T8 1K R SR IE 5 DOG 4%
Bab A, XA B EE T LA SRR E A ARG R, MR R T . M R ERE A R L
TiCRE, EEGFIHKE . BE[LLEE 2 FEE B2 MRHE SR I Vo AR bR FE B3 2 Al A RFAE
MU AT I RE R A, W BB AR X S )y VRS gt — D R 2 OB RRAE, O I RE 3% LAk, HEDA
TR AR ART S PR ESR . IRALT LBP. LGS MIBEFI KBS S, thEMI L, nr DU SRR 0 )
JRIFIARFALE o PR LG AR S8 R AE ) FH K R A5 B DRI SR AT DG BEARAAE 1) 2R Atk |, 3l DOG 4 73 4h 78 2 RUEERHE,
DAAT RS- 1h7 B T 3 BRI R 2 TR R R R o

BT Bl dr, 1R T8 R U DOG 2 R & &85 AR 5%, DUA 50 st A
FHERIRI A . FIEE S5 X LBP. LGS AR, 15 R RS it AR ik, =B mMn 2%
F SO E R BTV ZE B A2 XA J= 3 — 48 45 2X(Extended Cross Local Binary Pattern, ECLBP) 1)U £ # 5
R 45 ¥4 (Four-angle star Local Graph Structure, FLGS), H1 T~ B i i 7 92 1 i 2 JELBR 5 2 SR B M J)
PP EUE B A B R s e RE, G A RO /i BARSkE, ECLBP FIH T 54 XU E =S
SCRAERI AR 0 W45 B NS 2% 1 I L A 3 5 R A5 B IR (R 1 5 1 2 A5 (0 - e 0 RS0 4
WAEET), FLGS J7ikiBid kg Okl A B i b o Frdm i g5 0, Sfd sk TR PSR E 2407
25 (M 2R ME R, BRI ERR I E T T I S8R LA A SAE B . 7R R 354 )= st
PRI RAF AT TSR AE R 71 1R SRR JS , i3k — 204 e i A BB 22 7 R i) DOG 7 5 34187 Jay 3
BT R E o GBI 2 RBERFE BIES 78 N AE A 7] I 4 O RUBE 42 SR AR B AN RO R Al R, o
FIFX o NI RN S, TER 2R NG UM IR B i — D e R e I 2 i, IR A B b .
JER S BRI, H B SRR BT P B 7 B SE IR ERL G, SR ES 2 07 THAS B A RFIE )
B, KHRITIE B SEBUARMER G, R BT AR R8T AR S, 58 i
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LBP J7 i3 T fa] F A B IAR 2R 5 Hh O AR 3K 0 ELBGL SR B AR AL SO, LGS T3 A T R AR =)
PSR 0 N FSIER 2R o PIART 592 8 A A [, (EL AT DRI P42 30 Jo BRI R SGB A5 2., A MR BT T B
il DOG &7 IEEY AN RN 4 78 2 REEAS R, oRAh 1 A4l R SR ECE R R A5 B 4 T i J5) PR
Peo BT PHREEALL LBP 25, LGS 37774 K DOG < - B R A R il SO SEIURFAE I 0, R AC T i —
DAR T EIMVEANIIN 0 AR B b, O e 8 0 S A PR A 2
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Figure 1. An example of the original LBP encoding
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M 1RFE, EOOEFERE E K 3 x 3 ARIVEH R AR EHG S0, XA HHUT b RiE e, Xk
FOTH S 7 9 BR A /NSRS A5 BT A2 ) LBP S AN 2 DASRAIE e 70 2 BB o = ' i B0
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Figure 2. Variant LBP
2. TR LBP
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TR, MBP Al NI-LBP J7i%70 Al 3% 1 4RI AR 3R s IR BE B M i A SRR 5 (K K FE EELAE 925 )
{8, XG55 35 0 RS AR e B AN I B PE PSRN, 2D R T AFAE IR -

61 | 36 | 47 61 | 36 | 47
IR

52 |. 5 | ———» 52 |. 55

451 60 | 65 45 | 60 | 65

IBPgwAG _—  LBP%fG
00111001 00000000

Figure 3. Noise interference causes changes in LBP

encoding
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Figure 4. An example of LGS encoding
[ 4. LGS 4w~ fl

v

ke 4 o, fEE BB R (EP OB ER, H981), LGS E5LKE HAMEER /o M AT 18 m 41
M5 RAREG AR R A — NIRRT T A0 — N, WS AEER BTG 2 BOL 4 1,
TN 00 47231 BRI QR TG I £ 4 58 B HL A 22 B AR R I, 2 A PR R4S LUK 7 AR 2
A P DX E AT U A 5 R PRI, AR SR 22— 2, R Bl 2 B AR R e ik il XA A A
Bk AR EAAME R E R, LGS W IS E|— M FPR) 8 AL — it gifid, HeHonHithpEE A AR R
IR PEAR G 8T LURIRIEIN LGS . 2™ HARE R (X, v, ) 10 LGS 4k, R T7 % .

LGS(XC,yC):Zi:sign(Id—II)XZq (3)
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b, 1 AL R PME R me — D s ST — D R K, q=7,6,-,0 FRINBUF 5170 BT -
sign(x) BT A2 3K (2) 2.

MIE 4 KRG, LGS AMUFIH] T HARME R sNARSE (A G &R, IEARE H AR R R A 10 B S5 i ik
TR EARAR SR R, XS LGS HdEid A = MK T RIS AN E BAH G IR TiXA 3 x 4
R IE . AT LBP X AERER A AR R — ME R ARG S, LGS FIHRE B s & &R A AR
T 10 73 A BB B2 R B RS TSR S RIS K, A RSO IR R ). SN, B R B
T, AT RESCR E M EA B R EIR R, AT BEF BT RAE R b RN A A e . XA &1
IS BT A8 15 LGS 7 it 2 4)sh © R & S5 i T fe

RE LGS A #EZ AL, EREMMIFERZERIG. 55—, LGS AL XA, HHAMERLT
i e, MR LR AMER, EUNAL T EIREREESEBH 2 B08 2 M3, A e BURFE R 5
P A DS S, XM 3R IOT AR T8 ARG B RAE. BT HESHBET S B ERK
AERRRIA 3 (& 4 Pt ), —HERGER(E 4 EER)ZBTI, A 4 LR (s 4 g
)R AT e 9 H AR R R Popt “ 1A% o, K PERIE R AR RS, P AERIRNE BRI,
B, LGS gL AITAR, tHHREIER, Bl T K 4 AARMEER Al 8D E/KF A KRR Rl
N AT), EATZ IR RS SRR R ), — s R LS EAN I Z B R R, X AE4S LGS Jmid B T
JUAR . EFXFIXLS [, ESLGS HFHi .

[ LGS 2L, ESLGS M HFRMEER (K] 5 W)k, Hoam AR 7 KEL, SR HRMER
JE PR B £ 2 07 BME R o Bk e A 1 RS B 24 fd, /n B BIEE] 5 o, 5 LGS MLt
ESLGS R T X #k 5 x 5 HISBIAIXS FRAT IS0, I SE 88787 Al 3k 1 S8 iz s (e g5y, Jfit—20
HER T ORI 2 HARMEER A& 5 B A)B iR, (N m BT E Y 18, 47 1 2 MERm(H 5 4
), A 2 A ZERS (] 5 AT TR R A B, 2B RS A LGS I—F. 54, BT
B HAARORDGE R, X5 HRIXIERS R4, 350 R 455 2R AE[10]. 2R, RFRE
P TR S5 4 RN AT S By ESLGS 3K45 1 B SR KIPTLT 0 BE JI AR R IL BE /0, IX0F 7] LA AR TH SR B R S
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Figure 5. ESLGS encoding diagram
[E 5. ESLGS miLR=E

2.3. BHESR (DOG)&FHRE

G, HAE-ERE, MR ERGEHA R WEkm . JFH, EARRET, MikE
DU RFAEBAN AR, A —fRUBE TR 3 DU B RRAE A oA RUBE R AT RE R AR A dl o A2 AR R, oK
FBEANAN RUBE B BB 53 0 B 1 S A8 B J=) B 200 1 AN B AR AIE - P SRAE B — RUBE R SR BURFAE 0 SR 2 458
RIARERER . Bk, BEEmAERR R AR, 3RS0 E REREmEEIUNLE,

Wk 6 P, BEBE TR M LN REREEAR, Bl — R80T RAEERAT R IRAE) AT g
Pl 2 RZEERIE RS, AT SAERBGR A BHR G 5855 2 M SN ULSE SUSUN ] . = 7 % 73 (DOG)
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Figure 6. Image pyramid
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Figure 7. The construction process of the Gaussian difference
pyramid
7. SEES S FIENMETRE

RS BT e T 2 B, R IR SET K, SR IRHEAT — 5 9 B A AL DA 3K 15 R I 2
L% R EIR[13]. EaE%ET4(Octave), BRI HERM, 12 20 TR B Z W
MR TR, LR R B 3, Rk . [ 8 R T — AN % R EIR R, B R
BOMIROI K, B A B R A . 0 PR AT 7 ST R A R A2 R 5 I A B DA
M, RN | (xy) . EETEEUR o(x y.0), IAHEHTRA:

F(xy.o)=1(xy)*g(xy.0) @)
1 X +¥2
g(x.y.0)= W 2 ®)
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Figure 8. Images with increased blurriness
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o MEIA: 0, Ko, kP00, Koon Kiay, +» HISIFTIKIEIR o A k 0092, STIDHT K B4 T DA RAAT A
IR R (% R R R e, R — 4185 — K BRI 7 h Octave 2 &% F I FIIR)
Mok b HE KB R i 2 (5, T bR RIR FRREE. 5 2 ARG o MEEELR:
26,2k, 2K2G0, 2K3 00, 2K -+ o HNREIRATH LR R MR, HAT SR AR T . 3 %A
SRR R — L B PR R ) S5O 2 R PR R T P 4

WA RS TR, W 7 FoR, KRR B AR FI 2 5 B (%, W1 DOG 4 7r i
L R R S SR S A R R . M T E L AR A R,
A B Fo(x, y,00) FTF, (% V.0, )+ TR 250 BRI T 07 R

DOG(x,y)=F,(x,Yy,0,)-F(xY,0;) (6)
F(xY,0,)=1(xYy)*g(xY,0,) @)
Fl(xlylo-l)zI(le)*g(xlylal) (8)

Hrf, DOG(x,y)2&mfliZE g, &R A R REER slion G E 2R 2], HAR T REE 9 R
o [FIREML, X &3S B A A AR 2 BUG AT R E G TR R 2 A0 W R T AT 2 % 2 40 B
%, 153 DOG & T4,

Figure 9. Example of Gaussian difference
image generation
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N7 EMKERZ DOG 7 AR KEBRIKIZES, K10 fon 1 DOG < I EAN R REAMAH 73 # 5
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NI AR 55 AU AR AL, 33X v 20 9 5 B AR 19 45 U2 R T T DA B 3RATT DX 20 /) — S AR R T  Ole
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DHRRMIEAC, FATRER BIRILOUE NGBS, ERM T IR A2 R R B . A RERATizE 2] —
AN NATEREFEA AR E,  TE R PR FRATT 0 S A A A 30 1) R 7 BT AT 8 8 e G 5y, AT
PREC AL FRATT AN SRTEA RN B ARG S 220, e T DA B JRA TBRHE (X 7 AN RN RN, T DA 4t 5K 8]
Z5te. 75b, mESEGEE TARRERZESRE, CRIMARRERARE SRR 2SR, Xk
ZS A BAE RS KR EARRNFEN, AR TARGE, MEEHRATR DA e R E 72 s A
BRFAE . £3 5K, DOG &y H AL aT LASEL R RUSE A 42 SR R A/ RUBE R AR A T R A £ AT BAFE AR A2
BE 25 5 R R I 35 B FRAT A SRS ) 22 S A S P 22 SR e, R T 48 e SRV ) B A P e

Figure 10. DOG pyramid
& 10. DOG £ F1&

3. ETHEEIER DOG Z RERARAKRIRAIE X
3.1. ¥EEBER
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FEFRLE, AR G A U R 8 A MRS S A B 00 G AR AE ) ) S e PRI R S, A AR A
LBP 7 BN 51 A1 [ 52 AT R BURFAE , LGS FIF XA B4 1 5 F i 17 T B BRSP4, B AT I b i 1)
PERISERCT SUAEAS S AT AP RR AN IR B R Z2 BUR KRR . AR SCX BT TR B, fEgmAgFIR
FEZ WD & T I 3 AP BN A5 S, T LRSS G SR Bt TP Re /1 AME BaRAERE ). SL 2 TiX—
o BANGRE A T RECRFEAR A g fE, SR STk BRI S, FRANE A I B AR AL S
SroEERT L) LBP 5 LGS J5ikAE 7 euidk, 2 ldg t ECLBP A1 FLGS. HH A8 LI JE K LB 2 )R AT g
I B A S B A B SR N B I B, (R ECLBP 5 FLGS &k N:  Hfi A ik,

3.11. ERIZXHEH_EEX(ECLBP)

R 2.1 5% LBP v S L s A A R B, DU BIME NS %, — BB S STL, LBP 4
AT BB AR, X T R BRFAE (AR e SR R MO AR . 534k, LBP FE[E & AR M A B - RAE L
A% LGS —FESRAF I K (A 5 M I R M5 B o EERIR S R PR, AR SN JR3 38 SR AR A0 2 80 4L 794 7 T [ B 50
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/.
) 61 a7
— EmmE L |1 -
wr ©=>517 10111001
® i onon g

v ; 45 65

Figure 11. Example of ECLBP encoding process
& 11. ECLBP 4wH5id 12/~

FE13 %] ECLBP A2 i, B e 25 B ENBIE. v 7 E5amis 2 7 PEse, ECLBP AR
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AR BB WS B AR B B SN RME

R,
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T

SEAESBI(E ¥ R B0 146 37 %’Tm%‘ﬁm,ﬁa@i@@o (ELFEL 4 B, ECLBP RURF A

[ KA 55 5 O SRR 5C R 0 BORCEE, |3 A T e o BRI, DRI N ] b RO R AR S N
PR, AR EAREDY 1. SEEEIMBUETRIG, MR SRR 2 G2 BE N R 2 )5
B R S KR S 0 b R ECLBP 4 :

ECLBP = sign (1,5 — 22)x 2" +5ign (15,6 — 22)x 2° + sign (15, = ) x 2° 4 5ign 15 — 1) x 2"

-i-sign(lRll—,u)xZ3 +Sign(|R22 —,u)><22 +sign(IR13 —y)><21+sign(|RZ4 —y)xZO (0
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Figure 12. Sampling examples of ECLBP and LBP
[& 12. ECLBP 5 LBP HIRH#E R

gh4 P 11, B 12, ECLBP DL RIS A d(an el 11 41 5, fEoh 52) A i, 'Eieim i s s A2
A 11 B R, SRS EI 3 Py B 3 R A, PR T RS YOl i R S AR BT SRR, 5 HE
7RI b A AR il — kS, R A3 10 B8 -H ik 515 £ ECLBP ZmigfE .

24 3, Hrul mR, LBP afid B HO s BRME AR AR, T LBP X LA RS B 5
%, EX OSSR, RS SRR gD . XTI, ASSCH ECLBP LASRR Y AT KA 55 11
UG B NS5 I FO A 1S 2 B M M BE SR I G S B, AR REE S R e, AN 2
RANEN, FHREE O fUBE, X MEZm 2. ECLBP 228 | 4P B AA(E 5, I BE A
SRR B ST R R AR KA, TR gm i E d fE b (3% 50 10), BT B u ASHE lgmiY,
BRI Y 0 AR AR SR SRR /INEE, FHEG LBP, L 4mfid(E BB i vl BePE AL 2 KK PG, XS e X+
P E kS .

L k[FES, BT LBP 1 ECLBP 7E BIEE R 1 X ), X W AH A5 & A 17E S i BUG SR A7 AERR ZE 00
N — R, B 13 R T A AR TN AN R SO gD 2 . 13 T, () ()RR TERTIAL
HUR AR R0 — KBS, X R EURIE S AR 28 5 XM, FIBIE BB A . mb). (d)uE
TRMSELKE BRI — R EUE, X REGIE T NGRS TR ZREEE, a5 KEZOHT.
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S () M (b) R AU 22 5 LK, LBP 7598 FIAH =) (2 A 85 0R (K A (R SCBR RIS 5, 00 RE 8295 o
Hi T LBP X5 18 HL 5 B FR B, AR CARAR RIS 0 A VBN S5, XA e g AN R S B R
I X PR 22, PIRR P RILAC o 1A SCHE H 19 ECLBP LASRIUT A KAt B A5 B NS %, HsE
PEBERAR(E B AR BIE M AR [14]. BAR, fEHDS A FE EIERR, ECLBP il X PRI it Wl LA A
(Al MR SO XA, XA A5 0 S iR A o 1 AN S0 4

LBP ECLBP
@ (b) © (CY

182
248

193

250

m B :62. 7 B 147. 4

11110011 11010011 10110010

Figure 13. Encoding differences of ECLBP and LBP under different textures
B 13. FELIERT LBP 5 ECLBP HIRIBER

FEh, WCRAE BoRE, RAEE 2 LBP AR R J7 32 0T LU ik % [ T2 AR I 45 BCR A B SR IR AN ]
REEFINIG MG, FEHET S, E— A BRI RIS Bl P BRI K FE 3 A1 2 RBRE DI, 050 KR o
ARUE BARD, 2R ER RGBSR 2UE B2 M KIEHETF[15]. 2T IX— 81, X
FeiE 11 518 2 BRI R, ATUAE S AFET LBP J7 AU H AN B SR REE B, AL ECLBP ¥
LBP (WAL AT T 2B, JRTEAREE 8 ANJ7 1as Bkl b R 4l 3k 1 WA B R SRAE A A5 B, JF EL
KA SAEAF [ ER AT 5128 i, L3RS £ 8 A SN RHE . BT ECLBP SR AL T R4 5
oA K H, i ECLBP iS5 LBP AH[RI(E A 8), REINFIH R AR, SE8l 1 ] A REERRAFE. £
5 TH] A SO 15 BT B2 (1) ECLBP J7 VATE AN IRFAE 4R ol N nl 39850 3t 8 & 10 R s 8., IR nd@d vf
AR SR ARALE Gt B 1) R 35

3.1.2. MEMNFHEMLEII(FLGS)

LGS J7 R HIA 1) B R AE MG 50 B 32 (25 (A1 450 96 2R, AEL 6 R 11 B 485 4 R TE 7K 7 7 T 3 U
B 07 AR F B YU TR AE S Mg HiR fe Ak — g m . @it k3L, ESLGS %%t LGS f)—
SeE s, W FR B RO RR . TR RIS B ESLGS S T 2 5 I RESR T, IX R
B BBt 0 T R I S S, SRTT, LGS A ESLGS kR g ) 8 B 77 [a145 B4R I,
Fhr E ARG R Z TR, X B0 S FEE S NRFIER E K. X P E T KPS B0 S R AT
REX BB BRI, 5% B OHFIEE L. hAh, Tl LGS if /& ESLGS Hi KA ¥ A
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ENLE, AT NERIER RIEH . I TXEHE, ARG LGS KTk sk skt FLGS, H
JH e AR 0 R 3 B DU g 2 R PR S5 B 3R AS 22 T VS L, TR AR N RFAE . BRI 7= il
K 14 Fios .

75 J—

[\ FLesEm

/
by 18 83+ 11011001

92

Figure 14. Example of FLGS encoding process
14. FLGS 4tid 127~ 1)

FLGS 4 HAn g (1 14 1 m) WA S 2, KHE 8 ANRAF SBT3k T /K BH 27 1%
[ ZEe), T A ) B A2 5 DU AR B AR O AREL,  BRAT TR 7 32 i 44 9 DY B2 2 Ry 0 I T 485 ) AT R i B
FRR S . BRAN RN T A# FLGS AT ARG g A R 2= 45k, &8 T ESE: WEPERE R, fIA A
R, » XIS B RE 5 AR 67 BT A e b R BRI AR, 14 14 JB7R T 4 R, =2, R, =3
FLGS BEARMRALE i fr B S i #E . MK 14 vLAEF]: FLGS LLERG R 14 B 58, B&1E 81) % I
FRAE 5 (P 14 4005, RGN 18) 2 A5, SR JE RS &1 DU 2 20 f) 1R T2 i 423 1 BT A SRR o, SR i
12 L ARAR RFE s BB B, et N H ESLGS —B(RE MR G — TS Sar— AN b, 55—
ANRBREERTA—NNEE 1, FNHE 0). IR AUE M e Ad % TR 2 A R S M fr a5 &=
M IAR Z, 3T 56 UG 13 BIA b h g ts, s o1kl F DARAE B AR R R IR B oC Bk b, DLER
NG RFAIE o

NTEREXTEE FLGS 5 ESLGS, & 15 7R 7 A AR FE X mll . MEUE SR FokE, MK 15 E
E 3, ESLGS I RFE X AT LLB AR & AKCF 5 [ 2 A = e T IR R G B4 (18] 15 AR AT T F5iE),
AE AR T REJTIAMEE . M FLGS 18 351 1 % 45 84 [F] i 2E 7K 7 07 1) 15 B B 7 Il R SO 401
HAEBEUEELRT A G RN FRMACE 7 A = A 7 B S B E 7 A = AT EINE BRE .
T FLGS [FI R4 14 H Fn g = BT 24N J7 R RRHIE F 3 08 B 7 &N J7 el i 2 [6)45 &L, #H EE ESLGS,
HARHC N ¥, SO FRIA TEAERA AT - 53 46, ANl 1 B A BT T HRe J1okE - A 2.2 5% ESLGS
AR, BV R SZRTH, RO E AR RS HARSE, A 2 frgmfdn] REscls. K
LIRS, AT LASS BT AS TR SR A R I 4 () e A8 5. A T B ESLGS 55 FLGS #HT AR HT T4k
3T, B 15 FRF A TS FEASREE ST, B AT 20 Ar it R AR 23 (FE 6] 15 Hh s Bt I A A7k
17 T hRiL), BIANTE ESLGS w1, H =S AR R M sHel, DRI 241 5052 BB = A7 i v]
A, PHIRE, ESLGS THITHKE N (3x2+2x5)/7, Bl 2.29. ifii FLGS #id 54k T HArg &
R REFR IR R B8 A2 38 S AE K 5 B B R R FE EAS R, A s AT R PR s AHAR, BRI AN T —
AR, #ACE AL ] Re R, T2 T E K AN 20 TR ST A
UEZERE, ATARTRD, TN SE KA T (IR A e « /N AE), WK A T I B 1t e 2
P, 2id Bk, FEMAE T FLGS B9 (40 B R A8 1 AT 3B
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Figure 15. Comprehensive comparison of FLGS and ESLGS
] 15. FLGS 5 ESLGS K=&ttt

Fiak, B 15 BIRHERE ERE, FLGS A4 IR a3 %), 1 ESLGS £ — LB N HE M X
BOEATHG H IL G AES I 0@, X2 i T HRFEE T 7] T-KF 77 1945 B2 801, #4080 Atk
M ER. GREKE, TWRGEHIR. Pt IE REEEIMRIM, FLGS #H 5 H 75 v ge,
AT WA T 205 ek (R8T B3 FLGS A T 9 R il B 1 A& we vk

3.2. ETHERBEEREN DOC &€ F S RERHEME

T AN FEAS AR 23 8] R N SRR AE DA A TR ARS8, A SCilE— 0 14 J5 3 305 DOG 4 3%
it B BT EIRHER R DA RS 2 REERFE . o B 72450 bin KRG HRRE KB A0V 5 2 /b
ANXE . BT KB ZAEAE[O, 255]IX [H] /34T, PRI bin = 256 B 48344 X [H] [0, 255]°F- 4~ 256 B,
F—BIX RS A 1. bin BUBUR G THERRG A, (H4ER 1N, & bin I NARYE BAAT Z6hE . 54t
ZEFEFEERA, EGME, SEIU E) SRR R 2 K3 . v T R AT R8P4l i i [ #E 2 5
RS, B YPEsER:, #o,=08, & DOG &FIEZHN 3, B 208 —ikEnEIE, AR
Bl 22 RS RFAIE BN 0/ B [T 9%

AR A b IR 1 16 B (16 ¥4 Rzt Ll FLGS fl):

% UL kAL £

mumum“m“._m

- - e / "“4.
— > = &2 =’§’ ‘/{7‘ A A
o, ‘{ = J’ i
e DOG4 =14 Z R EERHE B 2 RFEE 5 BRI

Figure 16. Comprehensive comparison of FLGS and ESLGS
[ 16. ZREYHERMATE
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(1) B S A IR 3 R A X (FLGS B ECLBP)BEATRFAEFRECGR AT SR K 1 S F e AE I, 43 Bk
it ARG THREJTE, bin #5004 256, B THE BRI G LGRS BAEE, DIIARYE & T HE
B S PR T 55 B A LU 7 B AL o IR A TR ELTT B, AR IR BT BRFAE

(2) Wi NGBR3 Emie T HEE, B = ZREERESHE2HONEER 1. 1/4
M8, H—ZEEEWIKARNENEG. RIEHIL LK, wFE 2k o 2 2. BAEmE, 5
—ZHIWTKEIR o oy M 20y, NIRIERFEZESNE, 28 RS kG h E— R a)s — ik g ER
73, HEZREHE-KEBRE L EREKEGK o M5, /I 20,, =R R, xR H
B— 2 HIPTKAH B R AE 2 73 J5 A4S 3 5K DOG &, 28 Ja I 35 i Ry s A s AG 2 A RUBE R RFAE I, 73k
giitlafe 22 REZETT BIRHE. R0 BRI, D RHEAEROFRAEEGER, B EERE& 5T AP
RO ENEE A5, B SRS BET RSN R 12, - RRHE =R
(¥ bin B B I RO 2 25 RE R

(3) )i UK L A BT BIRFE S A ] DOG & 7315 2 2 R BT IR AL 5 J08c, IR 72 %
(NSRS A )

ML I RERF S thT DOG &y Bl b = ) B AR ™ B HL 0 A 3G, i O B £ O 4 e e
RHIE, B AR R 2 R NG ORI 3 o T vt 2 9 3 R AT P B SR s N TR A 1 G 01 S0 35
RE T FE R RGN, AN R RX N RS AR . 383 40 78 1 8 7 BRI B R B K T REA
i, HWKEE THRIARGEE . AT R R ERRHER, ASCHZ%LENE DOG MG 3kE T2 RUE
AINRAE, SEHL T 4 RFC R 5 R AR A0 W RFAE R &, PT DASE I i 0 ARG AT 22 5 A 38

3.3. LEyr3

BEINICRHE G, B REBIR 7RSS 7850 2% FE B 7 BRI AR 22 5%, ] DU R e ak Ak, [RI AR
SCIERER T IR B R B R R A FARALEE, TR
L (v(i)-F()Y
RSN ) @
A, VAR AR R BN BRI ) S AR A B R — FEA I AR AE )i, EAT A AR RN N
r; (V, F; ) RRFTTREE, B SN B A NG AR B ik s
MR HE A (L) RN 5 I ZRRE AR B NI ABAL R 5, AR S 20 70 25 8%, W 5 IR A A A
AT R EE A AR IR LA TR A, B M RE A B NS B 03 5 522

3.4. BFIRBIRIE

BAKRE, ETHRHEN DOG £ RERE KRR EIE EZ 5 N L
DA WkEEANRE Ry, WHEAET =[T,,T,,-.T,] -
2) Xy KNGFEATE T 48— 5KAEART, , FIRIEH R K& DOG &7 5, RiEA 16 2 RUER&
MRS HRBENTNAHE & V AF, .
3) R VAT, . U AR 11 AEIBLREA I R SRR ORI 1 (V. F,)
4) i DA B S
label (y) =argminr, (V,F;) (12)

]

4. LB
FEBEH AR IO ST, 380 3o S SRl P 07 20, B iE BT 35 77 155 O S B B 0 AR T A £ (LRI REF,
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FRAEIE S BT B A5 B R AR b = B 45 SR RT U VR 7038 P05 3 R SR BOCR vl DL ARAT]
DHTRETER R IERE . Kb, AN TR T s B 5, M2 75 T R AP R IE T 5 7 1 8CR
5T, AL S BT R T A S R AT B AT E R 1, ML R ERR B R . 5 —
Jim, AE R ROTHESE - RV EAEEE, BATR DUE E TR 5¢ R I A5 A R Al R —
LR W TT A RE o

4.1. ¥EE. BERFEEMITEE 4T

EEXF RS N G, AR RFESR I, HARRE BSOS BT B A S AR . RRAE R
RIS MRS . FER SMESEOCHR AR B DS A W B AR, A OB PR AR R R 25 . T
MRFAE B SEE A e vt B 7 BN B s g DR AE eI i v 5% IR P R FE AR s ok e it L )
SRR A . MG e, XTHEZER, HEAEIEEEF A TR meEiE.
FEUF IS, BLO5 RBETE AT K E % LR AT RESF 850 A, KPEE AT N5 . fEA4RET, Bk
A LUE B e R M G R BAFAE R M RIS R FEAR S — R A 1) R E i 3 A B o e A A
b, I RHE S B R 2 SR T LS B R AT AL S b BT AR AN R 5 AR REAE R BRI 2 T
SN TITIER S -

T B RIS T T RRE I X A, AT NTEZ R N #E LFW (Labeled Faces in the Wild)H &£
THRELK « PR (Naomi Watts) 1) — skiEMTR (0 N I E MM N, KEEAL i85 LBP. NI-LBP. ECLBP.
DOG-ECLBP. LGS. SLGS. ESLGS. FLGS. DOG-FLGS 25— R4 5 ik HE4T T RHE G b A i 4k
Hr' DOG-ECLBP il DOG-FLGS 43 HIft# & DOG 471 ECLBP 1 FLGS 751, 4iit &k KK
FE AR E T B 17 VR R T AT AL B

M 17 dry FRATTARBL, O R IR EEAL, BT R T A, X U B B AR P RETE MBI TR,
FFAE oy DX It VR 1 i) 0, 3 LU A 22 . A %%, 225 LBP. LGS, FLGS %5 & SR E SR B 40 B
FHEC T AR AT AT AR B A A RE I, REAIE 0™ 2 7 HR S8 a0 G Bt PR I SO AR AIE, B B A3 Ai B R B8
W15, ROREGE T EGIK R ak oy fi . AR S B 7 B, X tmT DA BBk 70 38 B3 = SRR 2 HY
T5ERAE AT AAEAN AT AT AR TROAL B ()17 LT SRS A ARRAE, 4 mriR i PERE .

S AT T AT . ECLBP ANJFT LBP Al NI-LBP J5i%, ‘SR FIH T 24N _E A8 SUREE
MK JEAS S, X458 DU R () dm A B SR HH A S 5 R IA B 0 I N RRAE « %% 16] 17, ECLBP 1%
TEES B 7 EAEGE 71X — 5. HASMERE SN B TR . B, BEEAZO XIRM A RSIE, Bifa S
F= 5 I UG A0 AR A I B B A, A B IE SR WA 5 . LBP S0 2 i 14 5 B A B Uy
fiE, LGS. SLGS. ESLGS. FLGS % Jm i B 458 7 A A PR R TIX Fhskms, e A 1R A AR 2= A T B
GER A SR A S . {H/2 LGS, SLGS. ESLGS Jiik L= /K7 M s | B4k, XaS8HLE
RTBRZRETAEE. AR, BRE, &7, WEESRE FHAMMURAKETRNES, EE
By A ER, XSmRS R R e . WERERRE, XL TR RIE ] B R R
B 7 EARERED, (BRSO X I(BIANE S BE RO ER . S MRS FRl) B T S0 B SO R AN E S FIL G E
() 8. AL Z R, FLGS J5 k%R ik S0 g v 9 DU 2 AR 0 R (RIS 3R 17 /ST R B 1 119 2 ) &5 44
FORTIAL 5 SR B A BRI A WOy I 2R Hoe A e, IR, WEQEHA T EEE, HiESMh
WEH LM%, W5 EF, BUE)E M FLGS 1 ECLBP J5i it /2 Rk Bid /2 B 7 #0540 75 (1l 4
R G 17, #— PSR G E B 254 T 85 DOG-ECLBP Al DOG-FLGS J7i%, W LAEE,
EARNAR T 2 REZ 5 HRMANRRHE: @R EFEE T RS, Ml N RS RS PR
RRAE B — 2B b 78 T AR BRI 42 SR 15 B o A EE TR sk AR BE R AE (1 79, Rl & 38 (RARRAIE
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Figure 17. Visualization results of feature maps and histograms
17. HEESEFERMHER

4.2. BEMENEEHRITM

AL ik,

0
0 50 100 150 200 250 00 50 100 150 200 250 00 50 100 150 200 250(‘0 50 100 150 200 250

0
0 50 100 150 200 250 00 50 100 150 200 2500 50 100 150 200 25000 50 100 150 200 250

150 - * 30

100 20

=5

N T AR VA R T REAER,  BATARHESE I, $RAE0 8PN 77 1, 70wl 715 205, ROTERE R
PP IR RE AR RS AL SR IO T, (5 DR AL 1 BT R 1T M B, TR R A S AR B R R [16] -
FERIFRRFAEAR B, RPAE S SRR AR R SO R 2%, AR & . AUAE 20T LU By
i P AT B WL PP A R A SR AT R s T AEARFAIE 73 S5 1T, Rk P45 B P 77 P 0 F) R 7 R AR T oy
L P55 L B ARABLRE FE [ 17 ] o ABBR /N , ARAUUE R S v, 8- LT B G AR A8 L 73 S O 3 R A K
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PRI THSE T 1] 17 o 38 D7 i AR L PR 20 R ALE 1 45 AR 38 P 5 T TR ) D B B RV A 4% AN T i 1
TEEREOR, RITEREGEUN, POIVEREREF . BT DABATIRIE EATM SR Rt — DB AL 7 P AhbndE, 152
PG R B p, p ORI b, FRA KT

p= 0.5*£+0.5* 1
10 d/10000

(13)
A HHREAT 1 A AL, USRI BEAEAS P MR PR AE R — B 4, S0+ AP0 - h 9 (s B,

d ARTTEEE, p AIFA RE. HEAMSLIRE RAEL 1 R,

Table 1. Objective data evaluation
= 1. BENHBITME

TrENEAIR R 5 S (h) R R (d) ECES-(V)
LBP 6.1737 17276 0.598
NI-LBP 5.9052 16165 0.605
ECLBP 7.0570 10580 0.825
LGS 6.2071 11731 0.737
SLGS 6.8110 12472 0.741
ESLGS 6.7298 11767 0.761
FLGS 7.1943 7426 1.033

M 1 HSEER 25 FORE , LBP 77 IR ik HAG B AR FAR, VR R 8w, U SR T e = .
RRKRE, RS0 J5E R 2 AR A EAR IR 7 BE S AT KI5 B, IS A ERE M Re e . 3L
o, NI-LBP. LGS. SLGS. ESLGS HIfs B/ 7, KI7EESE KT 11700, MHRESETHE . 1 FLGS J7
FEERTTIEE AR LBP R7EEE — LM ER, R REK, PPl REoa & T HALT %, RIVHK
. ECLBP i T FLGS, (HRFEEEWIR/N, (EREMEE 7, FFEEEAHEIRANE. NER
EREAERKE, A I FLGS A ECLBP P Fh M/ i i X5 A e 3R BE LA 5 R % i B i v pe i
F, X5 b/ N RATE R S BT B BT B A R A

5. BIREMRESRE S
51. hAREMNSHZE

N T IR SHE TR b, 7 ORL. AR Al LFW A JFEUE E T 9208, XA TR EA S T
L TG R, R RS AR AT RRE R E. H, 7R AR E RIRE TH
ANSEG AT SE N E R b . S EA R K 50 LBP. NI-LBP. LGS. SLGS. ESLGS %, #47iH%)
PEBE N2 IS 1A]HE 2 % EE o S8 T P A 144 454 Intel 17-2600K, RAM A 16GB, 1/j EL¥# 1% A Matlab R2016a.

5.1.1. MEERBEXEXSHRE

T SEIG I A A SR A R, SR A A Bl % T ECLBP, ¥ E: R =1, R,=3J210,
ORL. AR. LFW %3 % T #58 REFAII A% X FLGS, € ORL JE F#%E R, =3V2, R, =6, £ AR
PESEIG— 4T, WER,=V2, R, =3, AR FEI KM, #ER =3J2, R, =6, LFW F#&HE
R,=3v2, R,=6f, FIEMRIAREST. WTULES], ERMMERT, MI8% FLGS HRFE &1
HoAisE vint, % ECLBP J7 A Hi45 RAFE st fE Aol s BT RS, 1] DA BT R O «
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51.2. BfgarsBinE

T ERRERR IO, AFEPA 8T RS SEORFRRRABER . N T kPR n b, 05 5 P
HIE— B YO BRI EAT 0T EE S8, DARR BN E0HE e de e (1 0 By X, dlid KEseie i3, 7€ ORL JE ik
Bordch 2 x 4, YRR ONE R R By AR AR FESEEG—h, 7R AR AT A AR S48
THETFPAEEN 12 x5, 78 AR LI T4 AR H M T4 T AR FESLIE —rp o Bl B o 12 x 11 |,
PRI AN B s 78 LFW PR, 88380 5x10, A B iR ml R .

5.2. ORL ¥IERFESLIELER K S #h

ORL ¥¥s EAEANF IR 4%, iR, £l BEEELL, ke alik 20 &, ANERSHHH
&% 10%H)240. BIEH 400 5k F, B8 40 NN, A 10 sk ANGFEAR, 8RN 112 x 92, 4G+
e oy P22 —40 3 96 x 96, I REAWIE 18 Fias:

Figure 18. Partial samples from ORL database
[ 18. ORL EEER/IHEAR

NPRUESESG ROHERPE,  S2B0 h BENLIEFEEE N NI K SR AR R AR ZR, FRIE A EI, IES
10 RSB BN AR, PRI SEIR S5 RAEL 2 PR

Table 2. ORL experimental results
7% 2. ORL SLIO4ER

NZRAIAA 1/9 2/8 317 4/6 5/5 6/4
LBP 77.00 89.69 95.11 97.04 98.10 99.00
NI-LBP 80.31 90.16 95.17 97.5 98.55 98.75
ECLBP 82.06 91.92 96.76 98.32 99.00 99.75
LGS 77.78 90.47 95.25 97.29 98.40 99.31
SLGS 79.50 91.06 95.96 98.13 98.60 99.44
ESLGS 80.52 91.98 96.32 98.43 98.95 99.46
FLGS 83.5 92.52 96.43 98.63 99.00 99.46
DOG-ECLBP 87.28 94.59 98.63 99.29 99.38 100
DOG-FLGS 89.17 95.12 98.75 99.58 99.75 100

S 2, MG REARE L, KE4I71EAE ORL FE N RIIAES, (BLENR/DEREAIIGN, KEp
TR R IEARTRAR A 1 IR YIRE AT, LBP J5VEHM LGS J5 ¥R M ZAE 77%H 77.78%, iR
BIREAK, ECLBP JiEFIHMAA XAG & misk 3 T E L2 EE, RAEME LBP il 5%. misHtk LGS
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J7i%, FLGS J7 I8 A0 X FR (10 DU A1 B2 AL 4 0 SR A PR 445 K DASE A G A [R] I 3R AT 17 7K1 0 88 7 [ ) 285
FEE, BOIEMLIL LGS Ml 5.5%. #t—DJilidmili 2 &g Suud mdkas e, FIH &7
ST 2 REZ PR R IRERL S, XA PR 2 R S & PR 0 )5 a5 Se it &, 3%
P N R SR AT S i () B R 77 o 25 2 PO SRBRE 11X — £, 1 5K FEAR IR, DOG-LBP Al DOG-FLGS
FELT LBP J5iA1 LGS ik st 10%, #RAFREME. JEH, ENSGAEAREAHMHF BT,
FIEr 4 2 1 24 1 SR B 3 VA R A A T R R R

Fah, IWFE 2 BE, BEE GRS, FOrkIRA R S . MRS &FENIE, W
DOG-FLGS 1 DOG-ECLBP, Ffi# I ZRFE A% E i, HR 2 E i m st . wlur iR AR
3K, DOG-FLGS #iC&iEH 1 98.75%MIRAI%, 1 FLGS 7712 O A S5 H0 Z2 75 2L 4 7kl 5 5kl
SRR, G 1T b, ME T DOG &8 )E, 15 L KFEARIEUIZNT, DOG-FLGS 77kt LA3kis 4
SRAFAERE, T FLGS 703K 1 5KEFIER . BT RlG &8 iET 2 7T IR, $haTEZ ARG
B, RICBEE ARG N, AR TS — R R A7 v, RS B K RS 2, il ediln]

PLSE HLIE B B AR 1 RE
5.3. AR #iBFESLIR A R R 4
AR B PEAL & 126 /N A1 4000 25k Fr, B R 20 #E% N 120 x 165, BN NFA 26 5k, fEAE

R R AL . BRI S T 13 5K, vk el SRETESA E aEs yA TR, iA &R
BT, E W2 B AT A I AR e 2 B R 2 — o BB FEAS B Al 19 B AV
HE 7 I 50 4 BVEA 50 A4 B Fr . IF B T LSRR ISR AR AN R DL T PR Sk 1A A

Figure 19. Partial samples from AR database

19. AR FERR I HEAR

KR N TRBINRAEEIR . R B8 B R SRR TN, B IEN bR . ik
R IR — SKOCIE A AR A ISR, HRE THRIMFEAS 5. & 3 R 7T % fh 42 5
PR S IER T B . 14 20 Bl 2k BN B A R 1 S A IR R I ZE 5

Table 3. AR single factor interference experimental results
F* 3 AR ER—ERFHERER

Sk ®fE P &3 M
LBP 96.33 92.33 91.67 85.67
NI-LBP 97.33 94.33 94.67 89.00
ECLBP 98.67 99 96.33 95.33
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gk
LGS 97.33 94.67 93.67 89.67
SLGS 98.00 95.33 94.67 90.33
ESLGS 98.67 96.33 95.33 91.67
FLGS 99.33 98.67 96.67 95.67
DOG-ECLBP 100 100 99.33 98.00
DOG-FLGS 100 100 99.67 99.00

AR H— T2

10L S

|

TRZE %

& JEHR £ M
F1 )t ARG P4 i Bl 1]

Figure 20. Experimental results of AR single interference

& 20. AR EEBR—T I HISEIEEE

FEF 3. 4 20 HATLAE R, fESREE . B FE T, K73l al%h B TR, X R R,
IR, SR, B SRS XHR B R ] . RS MRS TR TR, R K Tk
CEFRUFTERE, {H ECLBP. FLGS 5t — 7t 1 iRAI%: ECLBP. FLGS JiikfER I T A 1Rk
KA REF] 98.67%F1 99.33%, A T4 F, ECLBP MR H LBP6.67%, FLGS & LGS %) 4%, ix
BOAE 7 P ATV Ok S (A Rt FEAREE. B TR, TR R EOUREE . B A O R A
I ER, LBP. ESLGS &8Xf Lb iRl 2 i R, 1 ECLBP. FLGS B N FEIREZ /N T [F2K07%, I
H, fEEMF4T, ECLBP. FLGS J/iElil %A B BHEm: T LBP /7%, ECLBP. FLGS %
PEEE 9%. WA EAHE KRG , Toil 2R OGRS TP, 16 2 S5 B i ™ S A, ECLBP.
FLGS /iR Al 2 # B W IR 5 T LGS %5 [FI R RHIEFR I 738, X 3R HH T ¥ )= i B s B N AR A 30 A
5 P ) ) B RN R P R

FA, CHFREGYINE, il DOG &7 8% 5 ¥ = U A&, DOG-FLGS. DOG-ECLBP #£
T LR T IRZRIA ST 100%, EA T2 rE i 177 BEAE TP, fEE ™ HE T,
DOG-FLGS HiEHIRAFBIL TR 1%, XRET & 785 R O ik a S, Bk AH 5%
(1 RESR T H HXS & Fh 30 T 5 A B ik
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SR T A TR ORIIEEIR SO R B, FREZETIE, RINEREA M. Ak
BOMRAE AR FERIREARAYE, FEA X 7 FE AR (A 1% O T BENLIT SLAEARINUT 5, 184 26 TR E A T =
3. 6. 10. 135k 5%, FAEHK S 5NR. B 10 R FAMEE NG R, £ 4 & 21 it T
ANTR] Ee A5 T % 0732 1R il 45

Table 4. Experimental results of mixed multiple interference
T4 OREZETHHIRER

IR 3/23 6/20 10/16 13/13
LBP 50.43 70.11 82.44 90.18
NI-LBP 51.36 71.35 84.19 90.46
ECLBP 57.88 77.89 89.13 93.68
LGS 51.54 70.30 84.18 89.66
SLGS 52.69 71.12 85.95 90.13
ESLGS 54.67 75.55 87.81 92.11
FLGS 61.80 80.44 91.15 95.29
DOG-ECLBP 68.52 85.40 94.18 96.58
DOG-FLGS 71.04 87.50 95.20 97.82
100 ARFEIRAG T S 45

A%

3/23 6/20 10/16 13/13
ARJEAR[EREA LA

Figure 21. Experimental results of AR mixed multiple interference

El 21 AR EERAZETHMHSIHER

ghitrdk 4 A 21 RIL, DOG-FLGS kLT Rt Jri%, DOG-ECLBP f§iX, TEVIZRFEAS & bk
NI, TR DT R PE RESR T BN 3 o M ZRAEARECh 3 51 6 I, ECLBP AHLL LBP I Z 52 mil it 7%,
FLGS fHEL LGS #2752t 10%, XK T ¥4 s i U I RHE I A E R 2 ARG B, 7Emx
Z ETRHAE E Rz At , X 5IRATE Y5 B A B0 45 B2 — 8. flA DOG & 7%
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PREIRL 4%

REEZ PRI G, 1E 3 IKFEARIIZENS, DOG-FLGS MR HIZAH LT AR A58 2 REEHFIER FLGS 27+
ik 9.24%, £ 6 FKlZEEAR, DOG-ECLBP. DOG-FLGS J7i%C 4% F 85.4%AH1 87.5%HH 5%,
FHECT LBP A1 LGS W AIRIEFHEL 15%. JFH, BEENSGHAZEH MK, A&7 B0 IEGRA L
SR A B S RN . WTEEEIRORE, P Sk iR v R A W AR T, Bk 1A RAAE
Wyt R A R 7 VAR A bR e SR I 2 OB R AR A R R

5.4. LFW ¥IRPESCIGLE R K S #h

ORL Hl AR FEFEZIEHIIAEE NIRIUFEAS, A ReTE BRI SL I LA R 5t BRIl — P ik £ LFW &
FIGAEAE TC LI AR IR R 5 A %5 . LFW(Labeled Faces in the Wild) ¥ e K Y5 T 35 [ i 1+ S WL 3 52
e, It d 5749 N AR 13000 25k . HB A RZ kB BB, BE T4 L4 w5,
FAERGRIEZS . JCHR . RGP, SRR, JE%W B APRRIE18]. B 2 H i H T a0k
SUSRIREE T G VR A K B IGAIE R e o SR AT N AT T Y, S REA I 22 FoR . SE
R IRATE R T FEARGE I 20 sk NI R 2 5075, R EIIGFEAS S SRS LN 0.3,
0.5. 0.7 #EATXTEL, ¥R IH—14k 4 100 x 100, L4 L% 5 fFE 23,

Figure 22. Partial samples from LFW database
B 22. LFW EEERoy#EA

Table 5. LFW experimental results and analysis
5. LFW EERI LR

NERFEA (5 EE 0.3 0.5 0.7
LBP 51.70 59.42 62.88
NI-LBP 52.98 60.89 64.12
ECLBP 63.51 7154 74.92
LGS 52.70 60.08 64.23
SLGS 55.00 61.92 67.27
ESLGS 60.16 67.90 71.99
FLGS 66.67 7453 78.40
DOG-ECLBP 68.20 76.35 80.76
DOG-FLGS 71.07 79.40 82.45

M5 FIFE 23 H1 LFW ASE BRI 0905 B 45 Rk, AR r¥f ik =07 7% ECLBP. FLGS 7E%
ML R ACES T B B REERTE: AE 0.3 LU, ECLBP iRBIZFEH LBP £ 11%, FLGS #id LGS
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21 13%. {E 0.7 ELBI R, #HELT LBP, PhERESHUFHI FLGS ik iR AR A ik 15.52%. (EATA X ELHI
%4, DOG-FLGS iHAH M T HAbK %, DOG-ECLBP 14:AER 2 T DOG-FLGS, {HFfhE& & FEnJy
AR A O B v TR R A S B R AR SR T VR . TG 22 43 s ) e B AN [ RUBE () DB 1
BAEZ, NRRIOCHREROREE, T B AN 5] 40 3 KRR B RS BRIBG, 15 70 P I 4 755 SO 5404y
HER AR5 B B SC IR E R A, X LRGP X 3 28 A 22 S Rl 22 e, BRI e st — D4R .
F4h, 1 0.5 LuHilkf DOG-ECLBP. DOG-FLGS - Z it &8 1 0.7 Lufsl 7 () ECLBP. FLGS Jji%
PR, RV & TS B iRah 18— R AR R SR IO VE I ZRRE A AN 2 3 B Re R ST
. MRS TEER, ¥ 728 T2 RERAS, MKWFEE T ARFEESR, 15550 8RRt —
AT
S— LFW S804

L |?¢LGS
80 =-SLGS

LESLGS

TLGS
DOG-ECLBP|

75 DOG-FLGS

50| 1 ]

0.3 0.7

0.5
LFW AR FIFEAS B

Figure 23. LFW experimental results curve
[ 23. LFW EESLIG 45 R 2k [E

5.5. BEIERESHT

Zeid ok, FIEMPAER TR, AR /R B 0l I SIA R TR BRI N T
LR VAR RS [RVEAE RO ZE R, A1E ORL FEskls, WE#FCLREA AR 1RFEAIEINZR, R4 9 FKAEA
PRI, givt 7 ik R AR SR S A AR DL AR 45 R o I 10 RSB I B N AR S5 R, SKinfi K
HdE WA 6.

Table 6. Time consumption comparison of different methods

6. BENFERELHFEXTEL

1Al PERFAESEH G AL PERFAEVE AT FGRAE AL
SRS IR 5]/ B /s UC L [5]/s
LBP 3.70 0.009 0.21 0.0005
NI-LBP 3.79 0.010 0.21 0.0005
ECLBP 3.86 0.010 0.21 0.0005
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LGS 3.71 0.009 0.21 0.0005
SLGS 3.72 0.009 0.21 0.0005
ESLGS 3.74 0.009 0.21 0.0005
FLGS 3.76 0.009 0.21 0.0005
DOG-ECLBP 8.92 0.022 0.42 0.0011
DOG-FLGS 8.75 0.022 0.42 0.0011

G AN AT BN [R) R T 8% /N0 AR 250 e B A5 SRR, TER RS & FIEFFERT, 37 =0
B 77 ECLBP. FLGS, TEFRFFFEEUFIRFEILEL _F S AERIRT A [E] LBP Z8Xf b kAR —3k, FEH
IR ZERE, AR PR SO R R 2 B R T v HE R Rt TR . IX R T Gk U AL AN G N [A]
SARFEIHTIE T BB Y58 TRHMERIRIARE /), 0UE T SOk HEmS A R .

M 6 s R AT 41, DOG-ECLBP £/ K14 ECLBP HIpif. X EER BT &S THEE, T
X2 R 2 0 e 7243 BB I RFAE SR B, DR REIS A g n . (H e 3 Fsk e 4% |, DOG-ECLBP M4
HUR R A 0.022 s, AHEG TR RRAE S BT VE T & (9 ok F B BE SRR AR 1) J7925),  FEA HUAN [a) L s 1R
R, HOORFTE N R RS SLNPEEOR . SR8 KRG, Frit Sdomnd & 538 725 (8] i) R DA — 7€ (R I 1]
TFE, Hok 7 BRRIARE A B SR N RRHE, X2 58 4 n] DARZ Y .

6. &g

EFXE LBP. LGS ZEEE W P S VR (R A A AR RFAE F IR AN SR IR ) @, DA S PRl ff B = A XA A
RN AS 2 T 1 SR PR, b4t — i 2R T 2 R B U DOG 22 R il & & 85 NI iRl 503 A
T R4 LBP 5 LGS [k, FIEIAMRAL T R0 RAE IR i #2,  $8 v R 51045 B ECLBP
A FLGS 77, AR5 i ECLBP 51 NFIRUE 22 XORAE  H & M B AT FLGS 135 i B 4544
S EISE TN G ERHE R . N E R RS R, B PRE T DOG &2 NERR, Eid
AR RS R AT R E AL A, HE DR T RFIEERE . RRIE RN E T B TR T, DL R
. R IEE SRR AR I VRAL, SRAE T TR T VEE R SRR 3 5Pk R LIRS, EERFEITEE
FBEAB RN, SEERTE T AR WS, BE B AMME .
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