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Abstract We propose an expression recognition algorithm based on asymmetric region Weber local descriptor (AR-
WLD) and block similarity weighting, which can reduce the interference of occlusion area to facial expression
recognition and the impacts of the final discriminants in unconstrained environment. In the feature description,
compared with the traditional WLD, the AR-WLD extends the original square neighborhood into an asymmetric
neighborhood, and enhances the feature analysis in a multiscale. In order to distinguish the contribution of different
facial regions to expression recognition, the non-overlapping expression regions are classified in classification
discrimination. Information entropy is introduced to measure the uncertain information contained in different sub-
blocks, and the weight of similarity distance is defined according to the information amount. The facial expression
discrimination is achieved by the block similarity weighted summation. The experimental results on the databases of
JAFFE and CK show that the AR-WLD can effectively improve the classification performance and robustness of the
WLD when the expression image is partially occluded, and the classification algorithm based on block similarity
weighting can further reduce the interference of the occlusion area to facial expression recognition.

Key words image processing; occluded facial expression recognition; asymmetric region Weber local descriptor;
block similarity; information entropy weighting

OCIS codes 100.5010; 100.3008; 100.2960

KRB 2017-09-27; WEMEH A H . 2017-10-30

E£MAB.: BRAKRPFHEAS (61672202) B K B R BF 4 5 6 9 4F 2 4 (61300119 F K A A B2 5 4 & S0 H
(61432004) \[E K B AR 5L 4 RINER A K 4 7 05050 B (U1613217)

EER . THEAR1976—) L 4 Wl B 8 U, BN SET N TRE T 5T DL 3 25 1 A AT
E-mail: xh_wang@hfut.edu.cn

041013-1



55, 041013(2018)

ANSHBIFHRE

www.opticsjournal.net

1 51 7

ATAF SR A U AR D 1 BOA R H 2R B Y
J7 AR BEAL AL B BT ) il ) L T R 3% L
SR ISCA TR HLAL S8 AL U SR BIF 5 A
R A2 42 PR 58 B9 I 21 IR0 BB s, (B 7E A
SRIRIEET B B3 0 R BB o 38 ) S 0K
FErb AR P (L6 AR PR R B IR B2 1B L T
DA K% it AL JE 4 25 ) S L A5 S £t A 3R 19 TR F 5
JEMEER R Z ", FREEE F R AL 21 A =R
AT SR A O HHE B 1B 31 10 1 AR 22 51 X0 3 15 19
SR o T X 8 X3 g S Ak L X — 288 i 5 o
(75 12 . Saito S i HRE A7 78 I Y AN K 5 2]
YNGR R A G 2 1) v, P 0 e R R 0L R
HERG NI . Park 517 7E 28 My 800 2 Bt
e LAt T 5 R 2 AN R L AT RCE A T T S
DB, EA 7k BAR BB TE — 5 R JE b R R
8 o o (EL AL A A 3 e o < 1) JBE 4 DX IR A 00 A
Py HUBE AR A /N R 22 T TG IR A PR R 22 5 2) HAN I 2
HAR T RE 2 51 A MR A X ) S 25 2R 5 B R s 3)
FA) I 2 YN 1 A I 6] F 4 . Ghiasi 257 ) JH 1T &%
RFAIE 50X 5 7 3 AT R A5 AR BB % T vk
F T 0 S T R AR i A B I i R v DL DA
O %F B S T AN AT 0 G R B . Zhang SF R
SR 2 L NN R R P R i — 21 3% T Gabor
F14 1S 3 T IS AR, 7 1ok S ASE A 2 48 g A6 AR D B
BURFAE S iy T AL L BE AL AR ) — 020 L SO
7R YRR AE 1) 0 B R AR . Dapogny U A
BEATL AR RS A 19 BE ML= 35 5 = 18] 2547 I 25 41 ]
Sy JE A Bl g 0 e A A A R et £ R S ST £
SREPEAT A, AT e G P X B A R0 . Zhi
SFEUHR N RE T R OR B 4 R L AR B B R
DA 5E B £ 2R A PR 2 50 FERT DL AT TE A
B YRR AE R 2, G U RICR . Liu S50 0 T A
RAEERGE DL T L 20 OCHE A5 BRI (0 (R, 42 1Y )y
R AR 18 38 1 T 7 PR B 3R JE A R A
itk

H T I 2 3 AR A B B R AR AT
P S BRI R R R R L 7 Bl B AR Y
R B RO 9 R 288 T 3k oA D /b 3 5 Xk ) S ) R
Wi, BTSRRI AR T T R AR ON R AR B 4
JRy R o o S AR DR A0 R 40 R N 1 A5 ) Y
AR LA R %o Jry 0 2 25 A A0SR TR A i 22 el 7 T 7 3R
9 53 o TR 1 g S 4 3 AT N A AR R A

(SIFT) . Ja) & B AR 20 CLBP) ™ Fil Jej 38 6 i 4 1
(LGO)M™ 55 . A5 8 Jay 3 4 34 1 J2 1 UE 2 155 41 51
i BE Y OG5 AT N O IR T Y R A AR
FAA R EBEFAE J& i Chen S5V MG 35 1A A4 B Y
— P EENE A A 2 IR R A0 T AR AR R R AR, 5
LBP . LGC K H A Joy %8 4 38 + A8 Ho o 5101 Ja &5 4 3
T (WLD)FRAE A A (9 D0 2 (R SAE < 38 5 153 25 4%
WO A A ] AR b 2 Fi R R A SR SR = 2 1) R
FEAA AR Ak, 17 HL S B T 3 A 78 Ak A X T S R
B0 AR 1) B A 5 T R R O e A B TSR IR Y
o6 JBE 5 1) B A% L WU, Sz ke A5 8 3L AR Ak 18 T [l 45
B AR AP # K WLD 53 0 e A K
iR R | B2 R ST P U e M LTI = 0 o
b W A R B/ T R R R R ) R,
WLD 7E#E 47 50 BARAE 4 38 i, 4 380K/ & 52 2y
MR R ST X3 AR AT R fil = 6k AN [6] RUBE Y
SO AR BE 1, Rt > A T B K T FREE B
WLD 53k 19 H0 50 8 2 20 TRV, 32 3 Sck
CI8TRNLI9 T/ IR K o A SCHRE Y AE X FR 4P 81 5 10 Jmy ¥
R F (AR-WLD) ¥ WLD #4752 R 43 #7 . 418 45k
NG EE T N G DN S = R A LS B8 e 3 8 A
18 Z S K B A 8 Ak A ) A B 8 5 B X 3 B
{18 e e R0 03 7

P — A 2% e T AN [ X 3 1 0 A B R
[] % 43 2 45 AL 00 TR BEAS[R], A 1 U820 2 44 DX Salox)
AP T I AR SCHE M — ol P R LR n AL 1
FAGFIN Tk . Je Xt RAG B BEAT AN S 3 P, Fl
F AR-WLD 3K BUAS [i] X 8 1) 230 38 Al o 4 4F 5 131
SRR WA A 5 )11 0 B A S X iy B 1 GG B8 5, DA
T A5 AR R 6 B 5 5 L A ) o S ) B
BB E AR B AR AE B i K/ SCHE 5 A oL
(A 5 3 3k 3 e AR ARL R AL, S B R I 3
F

2 AR-WLD

2.1 WLD

5411 50 B 2 O 35 v 1 e R D 2 T
(14 BEARL R — A, H R e TNk R B TR
SR T 0008 4 A8 Ak 38 5 R LR R A G, %
W &, SCHRL16 4% Y WLD 4R 1E, 3551 AP 1%
K e 22 3 W AT 1) 5 DA LA TR R ARAE

1) 2253 il

81y WLD $R4F % ] 3 < 3 @905 T AR, &
1 iR, 2853 B 35 X0k

041013-2



55, 041013(2018)

ANSHBIZFHRE

www.opticsjournal.net

§(x(.):argtan[2(x,v—I(.)/IC] . [@D)
i=0

=0, 1,.7, o RORTPORER S K EE,
x, Fom . AN ES ¢ MR E SR .

2) Ji1A]

WLD iy J5 [ B Sk v 45 38 5 B B D 1l
HAta =y

0(1{.)argtan(j7_j3j, (2)
S 0 BB [—gﬂ CHT R E

W0 mAL AN T SFET M,

3) WLD H 7 Kl

Sy T WLD H#AF S B A ) 0P G R 22 51
O AN ) — 4 B IR G R AR . SN 22 51 ih
R T mHAR R T ST EITEGRE X F
BEASFI7 0] 8 22 50 W ¥ 53 S MO X R
BAFXEE WMo S T BB 457
B H,, Hhm=0,1,M—1,6=0,1,,T—
1,s=0,1,,8—1,

K1 WLD /Y 3X 3 485 R 2 &
Fig. 1 3X3 neighborhood diagram of WLD

2.2 AR-WLD

FEAM WLD B+ FE R 3 X3 B H G,
EALRE B 55 A BR A DB L, Sy T3 A TR RO Y
oK K 33 AR S AN ) 2 AR 1 O 4B 38,
2C iR, Hod PO RIS AN R SRR
HARAH L 33 QB3 9" KR A — e B Lwib T
P SO R R A H T AR T PO BRER A

(@)

ejo oo o |e|e
oo | |0 |e . L]
. . . .
. - . . + L]
. . . -
oo |00 |e . L]

e o e |0 o e e

(P=16, R=2)

(P=24, R=3)

55 P R At RUBE 4B B A5 3R A 1] A K BE A AE AL G &R
AL RE AR IR A 24 1 R T 1 SO RRAE , B = X £
RO SO AT R I BE 1 . 0 T 840 R R AR
JE 1B B B A A8 Ak G 3R AR U Sy R N B LK) )
FI B ER AR, 2 SCHk (17 I R (18T & R, 42 1
AR-WLD & ¥, #ZE FABB K /NN (2m + 1) X
Cn+D . 2(b) iR, B3 1 gkl 9 4
FRELE 4D mXa. 2 1Xn 240 m X1 F48
WU R R R A P 1<m <[ (h—1D)/2 | 1<
n<|(Gw—1)/21, h.w 4% 5 K BAZ W & B A5
JELL ] RoR I T, BATAEE R R .i=0,
Lowee s 75 B F S8BT A R FR 507 3 K BE (B A
R R I 5 A

AR-WLD FRAERE AR5k 1 453k 9 A>T 3, 4
ASF YO B — AN 5 BEAE L, W AR-WLD HE1E 19 22 53
ol 5 5 A U5 BT 3 X3 AR B WLD
FRAE AR T

Bl 3 Bk JAFFE J 3 — A BR AE AT
A5 38k K /N Y 22 43 3l L (TR AT S 22 il D L B R
RIG R AT T RS E— A4k, I R AT AT 2 i b 3
B 2% AR B A /NG N, WD 5 AR-WLD 2 Ji |8 %
SRS 6L % A A BB 5 i L (HE AR-WLD 25 i
VL Sk G 3350 407 B Sy - 9 A 220 1 PR A A B R
ELAL 3, A 80 B IR 00 A% e 75 15 2% 3R 18 1R Y
T4
3 BT AT HUAHACLEE A e B 4 2 1 A

VWRES

HE 4 DX 3R 1 Ak P X S IR Rk 1) 1R U LA T
B S ARG VT L 5 SR TR R 0 R e i
FRAE 5 VI A AR 2 18 4 A 2847 R BLRE HG X 3R B
Gy G5 AL T 22 W T AN [ DX sl % 3 0 45 SR 1 BTk
FE22 5, N T A ARG 2 P X %o 2 155 S0 0 oy )

n 1 n

(b)

m| R |B| R |m

1 a8 [

K 2 (a) WLD #I(b) AR-WLD [ 4538 75 & &
Fig. 2 Neighborhood diagrams of (a) WLD and (b) AR-WLD

041013-3



55, 041013(2018)

ANSHBIZFHRE

www.opticsjournal.net

SE— AN BUIMARAE B 2 U R S8 8 AR LAAE
HAN T B2 B, g B 2 A7 B Ak B )
AR-WLD FRHUs) 5 SCBLARAE , 45— 7 B i {5 B 40

original image 3X3
neighborhood

neighborhood

B B TR BE 5 76 23 S B B, B0k R 2R AR b
P B A ) DX IO AT TR L R U Y 3R
T L 25 3

5X5 X7

neighborhood

P 3 AN [l 4B 4K/ B4 22 il 12

Fig. 3 Differential excitation images under different neighborhood sizes

3.1 AEFHRHEUENES

X RAG BB BEAT 43 PG L 43 it AR AR A ¢
H5IN%GED v BN NEHEAR 2, (i =1,2, -, N Xt
O F B 22 1] FE RS, AT LA B R 5 Rkt B AH Rl
FERESY N

dn dis o din
p— T

dii dis - drn
Kb dy HTERMFEAR ¢ 5INGRFEAR 2, XI55 &
(k=1,2,, KON FHRZEWKIKEBEE, D HH
B —H R AR MIAE A 5 e — I R A< Z (8] Jmy & A {2
FEAR B0 BRI T K REIFEAR ¢ SUNRREAR 2, 7
A R B 2 TA] Y B AT BRI SR A B P 2 22 [
F1%) 5 A B 25 AFLARLEE Sy

K
d(q.x) = > dy. 4
k=1

32 ETEEHNNEMTEE
R R T R P S B R RN R
BEBOR L E AR E, Rz, B,
DA B B M) TS R K 4% T A Y 2D B
mr .
1) FIH 33 [ gl g 1SR AR DU AR A 45
Wi A5 B E B EARh
E=—>PWIgP ()., (5

X PO RIS E 0K EEAR S ¢ B,
2) B A5 B R B AT AR A B, T RS TR

P15 BRALE w, AR TR A R
zngiEw (6)

Kb AR A THRNBRANEGE, W AT
BN j R R R E .

3) FRIEEAR ¢ SINGREAR x0 [ DI 1
B PR BE B AR RLE

K
d(qg.z) =D widy. <)
k=1

A) ARAE B /1N S RH AL BE 75 3 75 T 15 1 4 5
e |
identity(g) =argmind (g,x;), (8

4 LEER 5 b

4.1 EHEEGERL

T IR AR SC v O P 2 I RN B A R
KM JAFFE il CK A 17 e #E A7 AH OC I2 50 30 11k
H T3P A P v B N T AR B8 A TG I S AR R R
B LR R SR AT T PR, . D
MR B A0 1 B PY 5 2) Bl AL JHE P4 B (RN [m] HL I £
PERENL) 53) A ) 70 (1% B A 47 30 £ CIEE 4 7 & i
L1RI 17 N S AN DI TR D a S N S I 1 i
FEA A 4 R,

K 4Ca) | (b) 5 — 47K g T 8 44 | MR I e L TR
BEAE AREE WL H DL K T B R 55 AT O B AL
ERY P P T AR CHE i, K/ 10 pixel X
10 pixel~60 pixel X 60 pixel; 2 =17 N FEHL & 154
P,

041013-4



, 041013(2018)

al
w1

ANSHBIZFHRE

www.opticsjournal.net

RORRIRORI R
BRI SEEE
L RS

(@)

ORI

B4 P B A . () JAFFE fE;(b) CK J#
Fig. 4 Partial occluded simulation samples. (a) JAFFE database; (b) CK database

4.2 LA

JAFFE FEJE i 10 4 H AR 7 Fh kA R 1%
R ROE AR 2% IR e o ) R
WL N R RS AE 3~ 4 iF K%, Bdk 213 17,
S vk BURE N BERR ARG 1Y 2~ 3 i R AE A I 2k
AL AT HVERINRAEEAR . CK R 210 N2 6
it R (A= A0 RO MR R 2% IR G BB ) B
J s B ARG Y 5 H S T IR S T R L 1 25 38 R
R e ik B B s sk iR . 3k R AE ¥ A0
Sk R AE S S I AR A, DN 21 X R E 6 Fif
NG B NER R LE 4 08 OLP AR 2 WEAEDIZR,
4T 2 WAEM), 3£ 1400 1. 5FH Viola-Jones
N A I 585 2 A 0 i BB G IX 3 4R 5 o I ]
1% 19 — £k k1 96 pixel X 96 pixel . 7F JAFFE [ #il

100'(
ar——
.

. 90 SN
é T~ —
g AN
8 80 N &
b=
& 70 \.
3 ——3X3

—aeTXT

X
50 —==9X9
10X10 30X 30 50X 50

Occlusion area /(pixel X pixel)

CK JE 143 56 MR A #E 47 (8T 4 7 78 19 JL A 208 4
B, Ay T S 25 TR A IR Oy, R Y 3
13 IRAS B UE 52 56, B 3 Uk S 06 45 SR A9 S 2 1.
2 J& B (KI5 R H R AIE $5 A B I8 5 R 4 43 Fe R/
BEUIAAC X AR o3 B R /N AT 52 96 4 B B R
5X5 W3kl 407 K.
4.3 EHERSH
1.3.1 AXH &
AR-WLD FFE # 4B 48 K /N AT 47 Jre | &8 3l ik /1y
23 %oF W 7 IR T 08 B R S 2 R IR R AE 19 ) )
RE 1, (] I it 2 <8 3l O /0N B 38 i 3 25 B ) s, 23 B
ZHEIN . AT B R A A0 B, A AS TR Bl AL Bk B Y
AU b R AN [F] 4B 48 /N AT AR DG SE B, I 5
FER .
100 - ]
e

95

90

Recognition /%

——3X3
85| @-5X5
—a=TXT
==9X9

10X10 30X30 50X 50
Occlusion area /(pixel X pixel)

80

Bl 5 AESBEA/NIIRFIEXL., () JAFFE ;5 (b) CK PR
Fig. 5 Comparison of recognition rate of different neighborhood sizes. (a) JAFFE database; (b) CK database

H & 5 7] %0, % T JAFFE Fg, 2448 5 K /NN
7X TR ARSI RE A . HOB R T 30X 3 AR Y
PR, X T CK AR /NR 5 X 5.7 X7
19X 9 B, PRI RE AR F B2 30T, {0y F 45 S8 1 K
ST BT E . B 5 X 5 R ARSI, 1
JAFFE FE A CK v, Fifi 2 388 4 1o AR A 38 m, 2 51
R BT R EE, B JAFFE b iR 51 = T
WA BA B, e T JAFFE FE th iy 47 51 2 o g 44
T A R /N B g R, CKOJE v 3 ) R % & T

JAFFE FE U 6, JR R 245 . 1) CK FE i [H]
Foft 1 =22 [0 M) B A v, ELAS [R) 361 22 ) 22 5 1k 4
KW 5 T X4, MifE JAFFE & [/ #h R 1E 2
li1) 2 S A5 K, HAN [) 20 22 100 (4 7T 1X 40 B AR G 454K
ARG XA B RAG » an AR RO ZYHE A5
%, 2) CK ERMFEARE L JAFFE i F i,
A A FREAS IR
4.3.2 FRRE Ak Mk i

AR 5 HAR ) WLD BEE K LR R R

041013-5



55, 041013(2018)

ANSHBIZFHRE

www.opticsjournal.net

FRRFAIE S O L R AT T SRS e . O T AR IR S B 1Y
O3S BRAEAE 2 BT 35 Ah Al 52 56 26 PR A D
Bl 6 FE7n T ARV £ 45 18 T 4% 07 15 9 PR 50 LE
MR 1R T 7 SR A A I rh 249 S e 18 1Y)
WHIPERE . 76 CK b, 0 TR LI £, 24 44 1

B /NI 2% 5030k 1) ARU) 3 550 Dy 52 30 o TG I 57 28 44 T

100
(
- 90 ——
g 80
=
o
B g TolBR Tl \ A
B0 TN
g 60 |—=—WLD(3,3) X
= o | AN
50 ——AR-WLD(5, 5) N
40 |——AR-WLD(7,7)
10X10 30X30 50X 50
Occlusion area /(pixel X pixel)
100
2 80
=
2 60
% 40
3
~ 20

block frame glass block
Occlusion type

P 6 AN [ A 4R U 0 TR 1 SRR L

eye glass sun-mouthmask obstacle

TR B K, LBP,LGC F1 CBP v 1 iy H 51 S 24 13
U T R AELR AR SO A7) B AR R 35 A 1 01
PERELIEL 6 () J5 X AN [7] 25 Y 11 [ 45 4 38 4, A% SC
SFETEMORARFF AR 1 P00 AR JE X T 83 1Y
[’ 6(c).6(d ], 7E JAFFE JF b, R Bk sE 1 %
I FEH .

100
90
80

70 - [.GC

60 | —— WLD(3, 3) \*

—e— WLD(7,
50 | 77 AR v&m?s 5)
40 L= ARWLD(T, D)
10X 10 30X 30

Recognition /%
aQ
&
3

50X 50

Occlusion area /(pixel X pixel)

100
90 |
80
70
60
50

Recognition /%

eye glass sun-mouthmask obstacle
block frame glass block
Occlusion type

(a) JAFFE J#;(b) CK FE;(c) JAFFE FE;(d) CK J#
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Table 1 Comparison of recognition rate of different expression recognition methods
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Expression Proposed Proposed
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method method
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