Journal of Information Hiding and Multimedia Signal Processing (©)2015 ISSN 2073-4212
Ubiquitous International Volume 6, Number 1, January 2015

Improving Face Recognition Performance Using
Similarity Feature-based Selection and Classification
Algorithm

Chi-Kien Tran', Tsair-Fwu Lee, Ph.Db~,

! Department of Electronics Engineering,
National Kaohsiung University of Applied Sciences,
Kaohsiung, Taiwan, ROC

Pei-Ju Chao, Ph.D%*

2 Department of Radiation Oncology,
Kaohsiung Chang Gung Memorial Hospital,
Kaohsiung, Taiwan, ROC
* Corresponding authors: tflee@Qkuas.edu.tw; pjchao99@Qgmail.com;

Received November, 2013; revised July, 2014

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we propose the effective similarity feature-based selection and
classification algorithm to select similarity features on the training images and to clas-
sify face images in face recognition system. The experiments were conducted on the ORL
Database of Faces, which consists of 400 images of 40 individuals, and the Yale Face
Database, which is made up of 11 images per 15 classes. Three face recognition systems,
one based on the histogram-based feature, the second based on the feature which is the
mean of pizel values in window with size of 4x4, and the last based on the local directional
pattern feature, were developed. Fuclidean distance, Manhattan distance and Chi-square
distance were taken as distance metrics for the classification method. The results indi-
cated that the proposed algorithms not only reduced the dimensions of feature space but
also achieved a mean recognition accuracy that was 1.55%+11.31% better compared to
conventional algorithms.

Keywords: Face recognition, similarity feature, histogram, pixel values, local directional
pattern.

1. Introduction. Face recognition has a wide variety of applications such as in identity
authentication, access control and surveillance [1]. Engineering started to show interest in
face recognition in the 1960s. One of the first researchers of this subject was Woodrow W.
Bledsoe [2]. Since Bledsoe, there has been a lot of research to deal with different aspects
of this field. Despite achievements, face recognition challenges remain in computer vision
research [1, 3, 4]. One of these is how to extract features from face images. These features
are important in the later step of identifying the subject with an acceptable error rate.
Feature extraction involves in several steps - dimensionality reduction, feature extraction
and feature selection. In these steps, the selection a subset of the extracted features is an
important step that can cause the smallest of classification errors.

Feature selection transforms or combines the data in order to select a proper subspace
in the original feature space. In other words, a feature selection algorithm selects the
best subset of the input feature set. Feature selection is an important stage of training
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and is one of two ways of avoiding the curse of dimensionality (the other is feature ex-
traction). There are two approaches in feature selection known as ”forward selection”
and ”"backward selection”. Forward selection will start with no features and add them
one by one, at each step adding the one that decreases the error most, until any further
addition does not significantly decrease the error. Backward selection will start with all
the features and remove them one by one, at each step removing the one that decreases
the error most (or increases it only slightly), until any further removal increases the er-
ror significantly. From the perspective of selection strategy, feature selection algorithms
broadly fall into three models: filter, wrapper or embedded [5]. The filter model evalu-
ates features without involving in any learning algorithm. The wrapper model requires
a learning algorithm and uses its performance to evaluate the goodness of features. The
embedded model incorporates feature selection as a part of the learning process, and use
the objective function of the learning model to guide searching for relevant features such
as decision trees or artificial neural networks.

In recent studies, many researchers have done much work on feature selection and have
presented multiple class separability criterion and algorithms which are essentially based
on the concept of 'Similarity Preserving Feature Selection’. These feature selection cri-
terion and algorithms include Relief [6, 7] and ReliefF [7], Laplacian Score [8], Fisher
Score [9], SPEC [10], HSIC [11] and Trace Ratio [12], in which, Fisher Score and ReliefF
were designed to select features that assign similar values to the samples from the same
class and different values to samples from different classes, Laplacian Score was designed
to retain sample locality, and HSIC was designed to maximize feature-class dependency.
However, these algorithms have the common drawback of being unable to handle feature
redundancy, therefore it wastes lots of time computing, the accuracy is not high in face
recognition applications [13].

Face images of the same person in a class have small changes in translation, rotation and
illumination. Based on these characteristics, our idea is to keep similarity features in the
set of training images of the same person, so we propose a feature selection algorithm to
select a subset of the extracted features that cause the smallest classification error. Three
face recognition systems were developed, the first based on the histogram-based feature,
the second based on the feature which is the mean of pixel values in window with size of
4 x4 (M4 x4), and the last based on the local directional pattern feature [14]. Euclidean
distance, Manhattan distance and Chi-square distance were taken as distance metrics for
the classification method [15, 16]. We also compared the proposed algorithms that used
the similarity features and the conventional algorithms that did not use the similarity
features. The proposed algorithms showed improvement on the recognition accuracy over
the conventional algorithms.

2. Materials and Methods.

2.1. Input data. The algorithms were implemented in Visual C# and then tested on
two face databases, the ORL Database of Faces [17] and the Yale Face Database (cropped
images of MIT Media Lab) which is publicly available for this research aims at the URL
http://vismod.media.mit.edu/vismod/classes/mas622-00/datasets/. The ORL Database
of Faces consists of 400 images of 40 individuals. The images contain a high degree of
variability in expression, pose, and facial details are stored as a 112 x 92 pixel array with
256 gray levels (see Figure 1). The Yale Face Database is made up of 11 images per 15
classes (165 total images). The images are gray scale and are cropped with a resolution
of 231 x 195 pixels (see Figure 2).
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2.2. Features used. There are many approaches to extract the facial feature for face
recognition, such as local binary patterns (LBP) [18], local Gabor binary pattern his-
togram sequence (LGBPHS) [19], local phase quantization (LPQ) [20], and local direc-
tional pattern (LDP) [14]. In this paper, we chose bin-based histogram feature,the mean
of pixel values in window with size of 4 x 4 feature, and LDP-based feature in order to
illustrate the potential of the proposed algorithms.

Ficure 1. Example images of the ORL Database of Faces.
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F1GURE 2. Example cropped images of the Yale Face Database.

2.2.1. Histogram. A histogram is a type of graph that has wide applications in statistics.
The horizontal axis depicts the range and scale of observations involved, and the vertical
axis shows the number of data points in various intervals i.e. the frequency of observations
in the intervals. The histogram allows visualizing numerical data by indicating the number
of data points that lie within a range of values, called a class or a bin. The frequency
of the data that falls in each class is depicted by the use of a bar. Histograms are
invariant to image manipulations such as rotations, translations but they also change
slightly with a change in scale, angle of view or with occlusion. Despite these advantages,
histograms perform poorly under different imaging or lighting conditions. They are also
ineffective in distinguishing different images that have similar color distributions and
suffer from inefficient computation due to their dimensionality. Some histogram-based
face recognition systems have been introduced in [21-25].
Given a 256 gray image and H is the histogram feature vector of it. H can be defined
by,
H[I(x,y) x Ny, div 256] = H [I(x,y) x Ny div 256] + 1, (1)

where I(z,y) is the value of pixel at coordinate x, y and Ny;, is the number of the bin.

2.2.2. The mean of pizel values in window with size of 4 x4 (M4 x4). In this paper, we
use a simple feature to test the proposed algorithms so-called the mean of pixel values
in window with size of 4 x 4. It is defined by dividing a face image into non-overlapping
windows (regions) with size of 4 x 4 and computing the mean value for these pixels.

_ Y the pizel values in window with size of 4 x4

G (2)
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2.2.3. Local directional pattern (LDP). LDP [14] is a gray-scale texture pattern which
characterizes the spatial structure of a local image texture. A LDP operator computes
the edge response values in all eight directions at each pixel position and generates a code
from the relative strength magnitude. Given a central pixel in the image, applying the
Kirsch compass edge detector, we obtain eight edge response values mg, my,,m7, each
representing the edge significance in its respective direction (see Figure 3). We find the
top k values | m; | and set them to 1. The remaining (8-k) bits of 8-bit LDP pattern are
set to 0. Finally the LDP code is derived which is calculated as follows.

7
LDP, =" s(m; —my)2", (3)
i=0
where my, is the k—th most significant directional response and the step function s(x) is
defined as Equation(4). Figure 4 shows an example of LDP code with £=3.

mg [ My [ My bsl__ _b_z__‘bz
I ]

mg, | X | mg ba: X |'by
H---F»

Mms | Mg | My bs | bs | by

FiGURE 3. Edge response and LDP binary bit positions.

Mask index | m; | mg | ms | mg | m3 | my [ my | mg
715 3 Maskvalue | 55| 9 |41 (65|33 | 9 | 39|63
6 1 | —) Rank 3(8|4|1|6|7]|5]|2
9|14| 2 Code bit 1|/0(0|1(0|0|O0f1
LDP code 145

FIGURE 4. Generating LDP code with k=3.

2.3. Conventional algorithms.

2.3.1. Algorithm 1. For training, training images are extracted features and stored in
vectors for further processing. After that, mean of features from the stored vectors is
calculated and stored in another vector for later use in phase classification. This mean
vector is used for calculating the absolute differences among the mean of trained images
and the test image.

Similarly, the first step of classification is the same as training. The second step, the
minimum distance between the feature vector of test image and the mean feature vectors
is calculated to find the matched class with test image.

Training algorithm Let the training set of face images be {I1,Is,...,I,} and f;
denote the jth feature of the ith image I;, i=1,..., m; j=1,... .n.

The mean of the jth feature is defined by,

W= %Z fij- ()
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Classification algorithm Let Y be a feature vector of a test image. Calculate the
distance between Y and the mean feature vectors of p classes {W!, W2 ... WP},

d; (V,Y)=L(¥,Y), (6)

where proposed L metrics are dissimilarity measures such as Manhattan distance, Eu-
clidean distance, Histogram intersection, Chi-square statistics and other distance mea-
sures.

Find the minimum distance between Y and {W! W2 ... ¥r}

s = argmin;(d;), (7)
and we say that the face with Y vector belongs to a class s.

2.3.2. Algorithm 2. Each image is divided into blocks and extracts the histogram from
each block. These histograms are concatenated to get a spatially combined histogram
which plays the role of a global face feature for the given face image. The recognition
is performed using a nearest neighbor classifier with Chi-square statistics as dissimilarity
measures. This algorithm is designed as described in detail in [14], but it does not use
weight for regions. Figure 5 describes block diagram of the recognition system based on
LDP descriptor.

Training Face . Encc-ad.ed injage is Histogram is LDP histograms
Images — representation | divided into »| calculated for »| are concatenated
using LDP blocks each block
A4
Racogniticn ¢ NN classifier
result
A
T Face Encoded image is Histogram is LDP histograms
est
) ——p| representation = dividedinto || calculatedfor | ol ¢ oncatenated
mages using LDP blocks each block

FI1GURE 5. Block diagram of the recognition system based on LDP descriptor.

2.4. Proposed similarity feature selection and classification algorithms. Face
images of the same person in a subject have small changes in translation, rotation and
illumination. From these characteristics, this paper proposes algorithm to retain sim-
ilarity features having discrimination power and stability which minimizes within-class
differences whilst maximizes between-class differences.

In phase training, firstly, the training images of the same person are extracted fea-
tures and stored in vectors for further processing. See Figure 6 for an illustration of
the histogram-based feature extraction. Secondly, the mean of features from the stored
vectors of previous step is calculated and is stored in a vector for later use in next step
(see Figure 7(a)). Thirdly, the variance of features is calculated and stored in a vector.
Fourthly, the mean vector and the variance vector are used to keep the features that
have a little variance (the so-called similarity features). It means that the features which
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tend to be very close to the mean feature are kept and stored in other vectors. Finally
(optional step) the mean of similarity features are calculated and stored in other vectors
for later use in phase classification. Three similarity feature vectors of three face images
are illustrated in Figure 7(b)-(d).

In phase classification, firstly, the test image is extracted features which are the same
as phase training. Secondly, the mean distance between the feature vector of a test
image and the similarity feature vectors (or mean similarity feature vectors) of classes
are calculated. The calculation is based on the distance of the feature pairs which have
the same coordinates and the value of similarity feature is greater than -1. Finally the
minimum distance found identifies the matched class with test image.

In fact, in phase training, we only retain the similarity features and the corresponding
coordinates of it so as to perform in next steps.

F1GURE 6. Three face images of third class and corresponding histograms
with bin size is 4.

2.4.1. Similarity feature selection algorithm. Let a face image I(z,y) be a two-dimensional
array Ny x No. An image may also be considered as a vector of dimension Ny x N, so that
a face image with size 112 x 92 becomes a vector of dimension 10,304, or equivalents to a
point in a 10,304-dimensional space.

Let the training set of face images be {I,I,..., I} and f;; denote the jth feature of

the ¢th image [;,i =1,...,m;7 =1,...,n. In which, m is the number of training images
and n is the number of the features. The mean of the jth feature is defined by,
1
U, = E; fij- (8)

Find the variance of the jth feature from the mean value of the jth feature ¥,

V= 3 (- W) (9
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FIGURE 7. The mean histogram of three images and three similarity feature
vectors. (a) Mean histogram, (b) similarity feature vector of first image, (c)
similarity feature vector of second image, and (d) similarity feature vector
of third image.
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Find the maximum variance value from corresponding variance vector
A =max{V;}. (10)

Keep the features of training images (the so-called similarity features) by using scalars
A then store into a set of vectors X;; which denote the features of the ith image. X;; is

defined by,
i Vi[A<e
X, = {_Jij i/ (11)

otherwise’

where € is the value of proposed threshold.

2.4.2. Mean feature vector construction algorithm based on similarity feature. Let Xy; be
mean similarity feature vector of kth corresponding class, ¢ = 1,...,m;j =1,...,n;k =

1,...,p.

X is defined by,

1
_ EZX’La Xi‘>_1
{ R (12)

X, =
kj —1, X@] = —1

where m is the number of training images of a class in phase training, n is the number of
the features and p is the number of classes.

2.4.3. Classification algorithm based on similarity feature. In phase classification, let Vi
be input similarity feature vector of kth object (image or class), j=1,...,n;k=1,...,p
and Y be a feature vector of a test image.

Calculate the distance between Y and Vi

1
di (Vij, Y) = ?L (Vig, Y), (13)
where ¢* is the number of similarity features of the kth object (the features have value

that is greater than -1) and proposed L metrics are dissimilarity measures such as Man-
hattan distance, Euclidean distance, Chi-square statistics. The calculation is based on the
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distance of the feature pairs which have the same coordinates and the value of similarity
feature is different from -1.
Find the minimum distance between Y and Vi;

s = argming(dy), (14)

and we say that the face with Y vector belongs to an object s.

3. Experimental results and discussion. In our experiments, we illustrated the po-
tential of proposed algorithms on the ORL Database of Faces and the Yale Face Database.
With first database, the training was performed by the number of combination of 10, taken
m poses from each subject, m = 2,...,9; the others were used for the performance test.
With second database, the data set was subdivided into a training set, made up of 5
images per class (75 images), and a test set, made up of 6 images per class (90 images).

3.1. Experimental Results on the ORL Database of Faces. Based on the ORL
Database of Faces, two face recognition systems were developed. The first system used
the histogram-based feature and the second one used M4x4 feature. In each system,
Euclidean distance and Manhattan distance were taken as distance metrics for the clas-
sification method. In phase training, features were extracted from the training images
then a similarity features subset of these ones was selected by the proposed algorithm.
Mean feature vectors were calculated for each similarity feature subset for later use in
phase classification. In phase classification, when a new image from the test set was con-
sidered for recognition, it was extracted the features and classified based on the proposed
algorithm. Figure 8 presents the general diagram of the proposed system.

Training Feature Similarity feature Mean feature vector
) > > . » .
images extraction selection construction
Test Feature ifi Recognition
) — ' > NN classifier N 8
images extraction result

Ficure 8. Block diagram of the proposed recognition system.

The results of experiments are summarized in Tables 1+8. In these tables, the first
row (text in bold) is result of conventional algorithms and the other rows are results of
proposed algorithms. The fitted threshold value € and the corresponding highest results
of the proposed algorithms are also shown at the second bold row in these tables.

Tables 1+3 list the results of the system using the histogram-based feature and the
Euclidean distance based classifier. The best mean accuracy of the proposed algorithms
achieved 88.74% (bin size = 1, ¢ = 0.09, Table 1), 88.51% (bin size = 2, ¢ = 0.1, Table
2) and 88.09% (bin size = 4, € = 0.1, Table 3) while the corresponding mean accuracy
of the conventional algorithm only achieved 77.43%, 77.30% and 77.06%, respectively.
We can see from these tables, the number of bins declined from 256 to 64, the mean
accuracy also dropped from 77.43% to 77.06% (conventional algorithm) and 88.74% to
88.09% (proposed algorithm). This means a face can be represented by a smaller vector
but it also loses much significant information.

Tables 4+6 show the results of the system using the histogram-based feature and the
Manhattan distance based classifier. The best mean accuracy of the proposed algorithms
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TABLE 1. Performance of the histogram-based system with bin size is 1

based on the Euclidean distance based classifier.

Threshold

CA

0.50
0.40
0.30
0.20
0.10
0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05

Training/Test images Mean
2/8(%) 3/7(%) 4/6(%) 5/5(%) 6/4(%) 7/3(%) 8/2(%) 9/1%) (%)
73.82 73.87 76.10 77.12 78.70 79.02 80.11 80.75 77.43
75.25 7818  80.89 8252 8420 85.13 8594 8725 8242
75.43 79.32 82.19 84.03 85.83 86.84 8783 89.25 83.84
75.62 80.51 83.70 85.79 87.65 88.73 90.05 92.00 85.51
7568 8198 8563 8794 8947 9041 9077 9125 86.64
75.72 83.43 87.44 89.73 91.48 92.56 93.30 94.00 88.46
75.72 83.50 87.59 89.89 91.58 92.89 93.75 95.00 88.74
75.59 83.50 87.74 89.97 91.72 92.87 93.94 94.50 88.73
7569 8361 8760 8994 9152 9263 9369 9350 8852
75.37 83.52 87.63 89.69 91.13 92.12 9261 93.50 88.20
75.24 83.36 87.33 89.08 89.98 90.40 90.33 89.75 86.93

m/n: means ‘Training/Test images’; the training is performed by m poses from each subject and the performance
testing is performed by n (n=10-m) poses of the same subjects.

Abbreviation- CA: Conventional Algorithm; the experimental results are performed based on conventional algorithm.

TABLE 2. Performance of the histogram-based system with bin size is 2

based on the Euclidean distance based classifier.

Threshold

CA

0.50
0.40
0.30
0.20
0.10
0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05

Training/Test images Mean
2/8(%) 3/7(%) 4/6(%) 5/5(%) 6/4(%) 7/3(%) 8/2(%) 9/1(%) (%)
73.74 73.74 75.99 76.97 78.51 78.83 79.86 80.75 77.30
7506 78.62 8148 8303 8472 8586 8752 8875 83.13
7517 7966 8279 8456 8631 8724 8844 90.00 84.27
7538 8082 8422 8626 8794 8884 89.77 90.00 8540
75.32 8228 8579 8803 8932 90.04 9375 9150 87.00
75.51 83.11 87.38 89.97 91.68 92.90 93.55 94.00 88.51
7538 8310 8743 9004 91.72 9304 9361 9375 8851
7533 8311 8737 89.82 9163 9265 93.69 93.75 8842
75.25 8314 8712 89.44 9110 92.00 9244 92,75 87.90
7485 8286 86.84 8891 90.14 9064 9041 90.50 86.89
7434 8240 86.38 88.02 8839 8863 8861 89.25 8575

Abbreviation- CA: Conventional Algorithm

TABLE 3. Performance of the histogram-based system with bin size is 4

based on the Euclidean distance based classifier.

Threshold

CA

0.50
0.40
0.30
0.20
0.10
0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05

Training/Test images Mean
2/8(%) 3/7(%) 4/6(%) 5/5(%) 6/4(%) 7/3(%) 8/2(%) 9/1%) (%)
73.65 7358 7580 76.76 7812 7856 79.52 80.50 77.06
7462 7868 81.07 8306 8430 8500 8591 8625 8236
7484 7959 8252 8444 8603 8688 8844 8925 84.00
7497 8097 8422 8616 8775 8847 89.05 89.25 8510
75.34 8206 8578 8805 8966 9053 90.61 89.75 86.47
74.81 8261 86.87 89.51 91.04 9215 93.25 9450 88.09
7463 8244 8670 8920 9077 9172 9294 9325 8771
7442 8239 8628 8858 89.87 9113 9158 9225 87.06
7419 8200 8590  87.85 89.11 89.81 9061 91.25 86.34
738 8164 8510 8674 8750 8782 8861 90.75 8525
7334 8095 8355 84.84 8539 8560 8563 8450 8298

Abbreviation- CA: Conventional Algorithm

107
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achieved 84.34% (bin size = 1, e = 0.2, Table 4), 83.65% (bin size = 2, ¢ = 0.2, Table
5) and 83.54% (bin size = 4, ¢ = 0.2, Table 6) while the corresponding mean accuracy of
the conventional algorithm achieved 78.94%, 78.77% and 78.13%, respectively. Similarly,
when the number of bins dropped from 256 to 64, the mean accuracy also dropped from
78.94% to 78.13% (conventional algorithm) and 84.34% to 83.54% (proposed algorithm).

TABLE 4. Performance of the histogram-based system with bin size is 1
based on the Manhattan distance based classifier.

Threshold Training/Test images Mean
2/8(%) 3/7(%) 4/6(%) 5/5(%) 6/4(%) 7/3(%) 8/2(%) 9/1(%) (%)
CA 74.90 75.70 77.59 79.30 79.93 80.83 81.25 82.00 78.94
0.50 7570 7852 80.76 8220 8338 8434 8477 8525 8186
0.40 75.91 79.31 8170 83.25 8458 8541 8550 86.00 8271
0.30 7579 80.22 8288 8425 8558 8622 8727 8750 83.71
0.20 75.72 80.84 83.84 8529 86.05 86.72 87.25 89.00 84.34
0.10 7525 8093 8338 84.38 8520 8590 87.00 8750 83.69
0.09 75.27 80.70 83.06 8384 8458 8522 86.00 87.00 8321
0.08 75.02 80.50 8239 83.11 8345 8376 8433 8550 8226
0.07 7493 8008 8168 8187 8180 8161 8152 8050 80.50
0.06 7475 7963 8050 80.04 7933 7815 7652 7375 77.83
0.05 7441 7875 7856  77.01 7510 7274 6991 67.50 74.25

Abbreviation- CA: Conventional Algorithm

TABLE 5. Performance of the histogram-based system with bin size is 2
based on the Manhattan distance based classifier.

Threshold Training/Test images Mean
2/8(%) 3/7(%) 4/6(%) 5/5(%) 6/4(%) 7/3(%) 8/2(%) 9/1(%) (%)
CA 74.68 75.53 77.39 79.28 79.73 80.40 81.16 82.00 78.77
0.50 7520 7849 8117 8244 8388 8465 8550 86.00 8217
0.40 75.41  79.17 8201 8340 8501 8555 8641 8550 82.81
0.30 7538 80.00 8298 8421 8526 8620 8652 86.25 83.35
0.20 75.49 80.40 83.54 8503 85.50 86.09 86.38 86.75 83.65
0.10 7463 8056 83.00 84.19 8493 8544 86.19 8550  83.05
0.09 7443 80.28 8250 8357 84.02 8434 8416 8550 8235
0.08 7427 7995 8188 8266 82.83 8279 8319 8350 81.38
0.07 7429 7943 8092 8132 8089 7998 7830 7650 7895
0.06 7386 7857 79.48 79.04 77.90 7582 7288 7050 76.00
0.05 7325 7743 7731 7551 7324 7033 6769 66.25 72.59

Abbreviation- CA: Conventional Algorithm

Tables 7+8 show the results of two systems using the M4x4 feature, one uses the Eu-
clidean distance-based classification method (see Table 7); the other uses the Manhattan
distance-based classification method (see Table 8). The highest mean accuracy of first
system reached 91.77% at € = 0.2 while this mean accuracy was only 90.22% in case of
the conventional algorithm (see Table 7). Similarly, the second system reached 94.36% at
¢ = 0.1 while the mean accuracy was 90.68% in case of the conventional algorithm (see
Table 8). The highest mean accuracy of the second system achieved 94.36% whereas the
first system gave 91.77%. This shows that the Manhattan distance-based classification
method is better than the Euclidean distance-based classification method in case of the
M4x4 feature.
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TABLE 6. Performance of the histogram-based system with bin size is 4
based on the Manhattan distance based classifier.

Threshold Training/Test images Mean
2/8(%) 3/7(%) 4/6(%) 5/5(%) 6/4(%) 7/3(%) 8/2(%) 9/1%) (%)
CA 74.22 75.05 76.83 78.64  79.09 79.86  80.11 81.25 78.13
0.50 74.80 78.13 80.58 82.12 8313 83.66 83.88 83.50 81.23
0.40 74.97 78.77 81.43 82.98 84.21 84.93 85.63 86.25 82.39
0.30 75.03 79.53 82.35 83.58 84.96 85.59 86.75 87.00 83.10
0.20 74.86 80.26 83.12 84.62 86.00 86.40 86.80 86.25 83.54
0.10 73.68 79.25 81.74 83.02 83.74 84.35 84.41 85.50 81.96
0.09 73.54 78.75 80.97 82.16 8297 83.38 83.80 83.50 81.13
0.08 73.20 78.21 79.77 80.82 81.30 80.95 80.33 79.75 79.29
0.07 72.56 77.33 78.57 79.03 79.17 78.67 77.69 77.50 77.56
0.06 72.37 76.22 76.64 76.39 75.86 75.26 74.41 74.00 75.14
0.05 71.61 74.81 73.86 73.40 72.89 72.21 71.41 68.75 72.37

Abbreviation- CA: Conventional Algorithm

TABLE 7. Performance of the mean pixel value in window of size 4x4 based
system based on the Euclidean distance based classifier.

Threshold Training/Test images Mean
2/8(%) 3/7(%) 4/6(%) 5/5(%) 6/4(%) 7/3(%) 8/2(%) 9/1(%) (%)
CA 82.06 86.63 88.93 90.66 9196 92.95 94.02 94,50 90.22
0.5 8247 87.48 8991 9186 93.25 9431 95.16 96.00 91.31
04 8259 87.80 90.36 92.16 93.62 9474 9555 9550 9154
0.3 82.70 88.18 90.87 92,59 93.90 94.76 9547 95.25 91.71
0.2 82.82 88.40 91.15 92.76 93.87 94.65 9525 95.25 9177
0.1 8250 87.92 90.67 9238 9338 9401 9444 9450 91.22
0.09 82.27 87.81 90.47 9220 93.20 93.78 9438 94.75 91.11
0.08 82.13 87.52 90.22 9190 9294 9356 94.11 95.00 90.92
0.07 8197 87.22 90.02 9160 92.69 9334 9411 9475 90.71
0.06 81.70 86.89 89.64 91.22 92.33 93.06 93.66 93.75 90.28
0.05 8131 8636 89.11 9079 9195 9280 93.66 94.75 90.09

Abbreviation- CA: Conventional Algorithm

Table 9 presents a comparison of the best mean recognition accuracies between two
recognition systems using the proposed algorithms, one based on the Euclidean distance-
based classification method and the other based on the Manhattan distance-based classifi-
cation method. As we can see from this table, the accuracy of system using the Euclidean
distance-based classification method was better than using the Manhattan distance-based
classification method in the same histogram-based feature; however, the result was oppo-
site to the M4x4 feature. The findings also showed that the M4x4 feature is superior to
the histogram-based feature.

3.2. Experimental Results on The Yale Face Database. In the experiments, each
image of Yale face database was divided into 19x19 blocks. The conventional algorithm 2
was used to compare to the proposed algorithm. Both of them used Chi-square distance
as dissimilarity measure. Figure 9 presents the general diagram of the proposed system.
Table 10 draws comparisons between two algorithms based on LDP feature with the Chi-
square distance is used for the classification method. The proposed algorithm obtained
better result than the conventional algorithm 1.9%. The suitable threshold value e could
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TABLE 8. Performance of the mean pixel value in window of size 4x4 based
system based on the Manhattan distance based classifier.

Threshold Training/Test images Mean
2/8(%) 3/7(%) 4/6(%) 5/5(%) 6/4(%) 7/3(%) 8/2(%) 9/1(%) (%)
CA 84.13 87.78 89.42 91.04 92.13 92.92 93.77 94.25 90.68
0.50 84.52 88.56  90.28 92.04 93.09 93.77 94.88  95.00 91.52
0.40 84.61 88.83  90.69 92.38 93.59 94.46 95.33  95.75 91.95
0.30 84.84 89.34 9149 93.06 94.35 95.14 95.72  96.00 92.49
0.20 85.09 90.11 92.69 94.28 95.56  96.37 97.02 97.25 93.55
0.10 85.50 90.96 93.78 9540 96.46 97.22 97.55 98.00 94.36
0.09 85.42 90.93 93.83 95.47 96.42 97.07 97.47  98.25 94.36
0.08 85.48 9096 9391 95.50 96.49  97.03 97.44  98.00 94.35
0.07 85.54 91.00 93.89 95.47 96.37  96.97 9730 97.25 94.22
0.06 85.63 91.01 9386 9534 96.25  96.80 97.13  97.50 94.19
0.05 85.56 90.89  93.72 95.15 96.06  96.75 97.00 97.50 94.08

Abbreviation- CA: Conventional Algorithm

TABLE 9. Performance of the mean pixel value in window of size 4x4 based
system based on the Manhattan distance based classifier.

Metric Bin{256) (%)  Bin{128)({%) Bin{64) (%) M(4x4) (%)
Euclidean Distance 88.74 88.51 88.09 91.77
Manhattan Distance 84.34 83.65 83.54 94.36
Training Face . Enc?d.ed in.'nage is Histogram is LDP histograms
images —] representation | divided into | calculatedfor | | . e concatenated
using LDP blocks each block
Y
Recognition NN classifier Similarity feature
result selection
X
|
Test Face Encoded image is Histogram is LDP histograms
) _»| representation | divided into || calculated for »| are concatenated
images )
using LDP blocks each block

FiGUuRE 9. Block diagram of the proposed recognition system based on
LDP descriptor.

get from 0.05 to 0.5 because the essential features (useful bins) which helped system to
improve recognition rate, had similar values whereas other features had high distribution.

The results also showed that if the threshold value € was too small, face image was
presented in a lower dimension but it also lost many useful features, so recognition accu-
racy was also decreased. On the other hand, if the threshold value € was high then the
dispersion of feature in a class increased and the discrimination among different classes
collapsed; therefore, the recognition accuracy was also decreased.

In this paper, we used three feature types and the classifier based on Euclidean dis-
tance, Manhattan distance and Chi-square distance. The results showed that the suitable
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TABLE 10. Performance of the LDP-based system with the Chi-square dis-
tance is used for the classification method.

. . Recognition rate (%)
Set Training set Testing set

CA £(0.05+0.5)
1 1,2,3,45 6,7,8,9,10,11 94.44 91.11
2 2,3,4,5,6 1,7,8,9,10,11 91.11 91.11
3 3,45,6,7 1,2,8,9,10,11 95.55 100.00
4 4,5,6,7,8 1,2,3,9,10,11 95.55 100.00
5 5,6,7,8,9 1,2,3,4,10,11 91.11 92.22
6 6,7,8,9,10 1,2,3,4,5,11 91.11 92.22
7 7,8,9,10,11 1,2,3,4,5,6 86.66 92.22
Average 92.22 94.12

threshold values for two face databases are € € [0.09, 0.5]. However, if other systems use
other features or classifiers then we have to find the suitable threshold value, because the
results depend on the four factors: feature type, the number of training images, threshold
value and distance measure.

Tables 1+10 showed that the results of the proposed algorithms were outstanding,
because these not only reduced the dimension of feature space, but also achieved a higher
mean recognition accuracy than conventional algorithms from 1.55% to 11.31%. The
proposed algorithms could perform better than the conventional ones because they kept
essential information from training images and so enhanced the power of discrimination
among different classes. Thanks to the advantages of the proposed algorithms, storage,
performance and communication of face recognition systems will be better.

4. Conclusion and future works. In this paper, we propose similarity feature-based
selection and classification algorithm. Three face recognition systems, the first system
based on the histogram-based feature, the second one based on the feature which is
the mean of value pixels in window with size of 4x4 (M4x4), and the third one based
on LDP feature, were developed to show that the proposed algorithms outperform the
conventional algorithms. The results showed that the our algorithms were a valuable tool
for performance improvement of face recognition system.

Although higher recognition rate achieved by the proposed methods, still there are some
issues which should be furthered addressed such as finding the optimal threshold for each
database automatically, or applying the proposed algorithm with other features, in the
purpose of improving the recognition rate.
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