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ABSTRACT

For the past few decades, Gabor filter banks have been used for extracting features in face recognition.
The state-of-the-art approach for the design and selection of Gabor filter banks is based on a trial and
error. This results in more computational complexity and higher response time. To overcome this
problem, an attempt is made to design a single optimized Gabor filter instead of a filter bank for
feature extraction. This approach improves the filter performance by significantly reducing the
computational complexity and response time. The hybrid particle swarm optimization-gravitational
search algorithm (PSO-GSA) is used for optimizing the parameters of the single Gabor filter. In this
context, an evolutionary single Gabor kernel (ESGK) based filter approach is proposed for face re-
cognition. The proposed method is used to extract Gabor energy feature vectors from face images. We
also propose a new eigenvalue based classification approach for face recognition. This approach is
derived from sparse based representation methods. The novelty in our paper is measurement of
sparsity of the weighting coefficients of each training sample. The main contribution of the paper is
two-fold. Firstly, investigation of ESGK approach, which is not found in the literature. Secondly, in-
troducing a new eigen value based classifier. FERET, ORL, UMIST, GT and LFW databases are used to
measure the efficiency of our proposed method. The results are compared with a holistic Gabor filter
bank based recognition methods. It is witnessed that our proposed method outperforms the state-of-

the-art methods.

© 2017 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Face recognition (FR) is one of the effective ways of biometric
identification. Over the past few decades, many researchers have
contributed significantly to the development of FR techniques. FR
is a technique for verifying the identity of a person based on
statistical and geometrical features derived from a database of
face images. Deriving features of the face images from a training
database and comparing them with that of a test face image is
carried out in recognition tasks. FR techniques have got a lot of
applications in various areas such as person authentication, se-
curity access control, surveillance, criminal identification, etc.
One of the important steps in FR technique is feature extraction
from face images. Depending on the approach for extracting
features, FR techniques are generally classified into two groups:
(1) Feature-based methods and (2) Appearance-based methods.
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Feature-based methods extract physical or geometrical features
from the face image such as eye distance, the shape of the eye,
nose length etc., to identify a face image. Sometimes they also
utilize facial expression, illumination or pose variation to dis-
criminate face images (Barmpoutis et al., 2008; Blanz and Vetter,
2003; Brunelli and Poggio, 1993; Li et al., 2006). The appearance-
based methods work on the whole face image for extracting
features. Some of the popular appearance-based methods like
Eigenfaces and Fisherfaces work well on different challenging
conditions and occlusions like low light, facial hair and sun-
glasses (Chellappa et al.,, 1995; Matthew, 2001). Eigenfaces are
based on principal component analysis (PCA) and Fisherfaces are
based on linear discriminant analysis (LDA). In addition, PCA and
LDA are popular methods used for dimension reduction. How-
ever, the linear methods like PCA and LDA are not capable enough
for effective FR, as face images are interpreted as non-linear ob-
jects (Shah et al.,, 2013; Huang and Guan, 2015). Further, the
limitation in such methods is that they require pre-processing
steps both during training and testing of face images. Moreover,
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the methods perform well for classifying frontal images, but their
performance degrades when classifying multi-view face images
having rotation and tilt.

To overcome the above mentioned limitations, Gabor filter bank
is a suitable approach for extracting features from face images in an
effective manner. Gabor filters are particularly efficient due to its
biological relevance and best computational properties. Further, they
have the ability to acquire significant visual properties like spatial
localization, frequency and orientation selectivity. These make them
attractive to be used in the field of face recognition (Abate et al.,
2007; Cament et al., 2015; Daugman, 1988, 1985; Raghavendra et al.,
2016; Shen and Bai, 2006; Zhao et al., 2012). Classically, Gabor-based
methods for FR uses a bank of filters having five scales and eight
orientations (Lades, 1993; Wiskott, 1997). In Liu and Wechsler (2003)
a bank of 40 Gabor filters having five scales and eight orientations
are used for extracting facial features. Then PCA followed by in-
dependent component analysis and probabilistic reasoning model is
used for FR. In Li et al. (2012) Gabor filter-based method used a
regressor in conjunction with a coupled bias-variance for the FR. In
local matching Gabor (LMG) method, a total of 4172 Gabor jets are
used, which significantly increases the computational time (Perez
et al,, 20114, 2011b; Zou et al., 2007).

Serrano et al. (2011) used the 6-way analysis of variance method
(ANOVA) to find an optimal Gabor filter bank. The optimal bank
contains Gabor filters having six frequencies and narrower Gaussian
widths. The parameters of the optimal Gabor filter bank are robust
enough to recognize faces under different challenging conditions
like pose variation, occlusion, facial expression and illumination
variation. In Cament et al. (2015) Gabor filter is efficiently used for
FR under pose variation. In this approach active shape model is used
to shift Gabor filter, depending on face pose. Also, the local statis-
tical model is used to consider local changes in face images due to
pose variation (Vu and Caplier, 2009). FR under pose variation still
remain a challenging task due to misalignment, obscure facial fea-
tures, lack of knowledge about subspace of pose variant face ima-
ges, etc. In addition, arbitrary rotation of face images also increases
discrimination in faces of same person which leads to incorrect
recognition. Many researchers have proposed 2D and 3D methods
for FR, taking pose variation into consideration. 3D morphological
model for FR used an input face image to build a 3D model (Blanz
and Vetter, 2003; Paysan et al., 2009).

Recently, Gabor filter-based approaches are also extensively
used in other image processing areas like texture segmentation,
text detection, medical image processing, etc. (Aradhya and Pavi-
thra, 2014; Cruz-Aceves et al., 2016; Li et al., 2013; Raghavendra
et al., 2016). The Gabor filter bank has been used as a tool for
classification of breast cancer as normal, benign or malignant
(Raghavendra et al., 2016). ANOVA method is used to obtain op-
timal Gabor filter parameters. It is effectively used to extract tex-
ture features from mammogram images. Then locality sensitive
discriminant analysis is used to reduce the dimension of extracted
features. The reduced features are then classified using classifica-
tion method. Recently, artificial intelligence (Al) techniques are
effectively used to obtain an optimal Gabor filter bank. Sun et al.
(2005) proposed an evolutionary Gabor filter optimization tech-
nique to obtain the optimal set of filter bank. The authors applied
Genetic Algorithm (GA) followed by an incremental clustering
method for optimizing and selecting filters. In their approach, GA
was used to select optimized filters (from a bank of filters). The
authors selected nineteen optimized filters from a bank of twenty-
four filters (for a threshold factor of 3). The method has been used
for vehicle detection only.

However, all the above methods involve selection of appro-
priate number of filters (filter bank) consisting of more than 40
filters, to extract sufficient features. Therefore, as the number of
filters in the bank increases, the computational cost in the method
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Fig. 1. Block diagram of Al-based Gabor filter.
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Fig. 2. Block diagram of the proposed method.

also increases, because Gabor filter bank results in a huge set of
features. In addition, they also suffer from a large response time.
To overcome the above problems, we propose an Al-based single
Gabor filter as shown in Fig. 1. Al technique is used to obtain a
single optimized filter which reduces the dimension of feature
space as well as the computational cost and the response time.

In this paper, we propose an ESGK approach to face recognition,
shown in Fig. 2.

The proposed method consists of two stages. Firstly, hybrid
PSO-GSA is used to obtain a single optimized Gabor filter by se-
lecting optimal filter parameters. The optimized Gabor filter is
used to extract features from the face images. Secondly, the ex-
tracted features are used to generate a virtual feature set. A new
feature set is formed by combining original and virtual feature set.
A new eigenvalue based classification approach is proposed to
identify the unknown test face images by considering only useful
features of the new set. The proposed method uses a single opti-
mal Gabor filter instead of a bank of filters. This results in sig-
nificant reduction of the computational complexity and response
time. Furthermore, the proposed method works well for frontal
face images as well as for face images with pose variation.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents
a brief explanation about Gabor filter bank approach. Section 2.2
explains our proposed method. Experimental results and discus-
sions are presented in Section 3. Finally, Section 4 is the conclusion.

2. Gabor filter bank approach
2.1. Gabor filter method

The Gabor filter exhibits a strong characteristic of orientation
selectivity and spatial locality and are optimally localized in space
and frequency domain. The Gabor filters are defined as (Daugman,
1988, 1985; Kruizinga a nd Petkov, 1999; Liu and Wechsler, 2003;
Raghavendra et al., 2016):
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Fig. 3. Gabor filters in spatial domain and frequency domain. (a) spatial response for parameter set P={30°, 0.2, 0.5, 1}. (b) spatial response for parameter set P={0°, 0.1, 0.5, 1}.

(c) frequency response for filter in (a). (d) frequency response for filter in (b).
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Where the symbols carry usual meaning as defined in Daugman
(1988). The ratio u/4 gives the spatial bandwidth b of the filter and
the relationship between them is given as:

p_ 1 =, 2041
xR )

In our filter design, we have used ¢ = z for symmetric filter and
¢=nr/2 for anti-symmetric filter. The Gabor filter as given in Eq. (1)
can be designed by choosing proper values of the four parameters
in P={0, f, 0, b}. Fig. 3(a) and (b) show Gabor filters for two dif-
ferent parameters in spatial domain. Fig. 3(c) and (d) show the
same filter responses in frequency domain obtained by taking
their Fourier transform. Thus, different parameters give different
filter responses, causing difficulty in designing filters for pattern
classification task like FR. This problem can be avoided by opti-
mally selecting the parameters 6, f, ¢, b in P.

For example, if a task requires N number of filters, then we have
to optimize 4N parameters while considering the filter bank ap-
proach. However, in our approach, we need to optimize only 4
parameters. Thus, the dimension is reduced from 4N to 4, which
represents a single filter, resulting in reduction of the computa-
tional complexity and time.

2.2. Gabor energy feature representation

The Gabor filter response to a face image is the convolution of
Gabor filter as given by Eq. (1) with the face image. For a face
image I(x, ¥), the response of Gabor filter is given as:

R(x, y) =1(x, y) ® &(x, y) 3

where ® represent the convolution operator. For a particular
parameter set P={ o0, f, o, b} the response R contains features of the
face image in that local scale and orientation. However, filters with
different parameter set results in different responses for the same
face image. A bank of filters having different parameters will be
able to capture features of the face image in all possible scales and
orientations and can be used to derive local and discriminatory
features, as shown in Fig. 4.

The response of a symmetric Gabor filter bank having five (05)
scales and eight (08) orientations as shown in Fig. 5(b) to an ex-
ample face image in Fig. 5(a) is shown in Fig. 5(c). Similarly, Fig. 6
(c) shows the response of anti-symmetric Gabor filter having same
scales and orientations. The response R contains both the real and
the imaginary parts of the Gabor transform.

In this scheme, a face image is passed through a set of filters
having different scales, orientations and phases. The features
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Fig. 4. Feature extraction of a face image using Gabor filter bank.

obtained by combining the response of the filter to the phase pairs
is called Gabor energy feature. For a filter bank consisting of N
number of filters, the Gabor energy is given as:

E(X, ) = \[R2( .o YRE ] 1 o, ) @)

where, Rg'f@bm and Réf@bm 12 are the response of the symmetric and
anti-symmetric Gabor filters respectively, having phase pairs =
and /2. Fig. 7 shows Gabor energy feature representation of the
example face image (Figs. 5(a) and 6(a)) by combining the re-
sponses of symmetric and anti-symmetric filter bank given in
Figs. 5(c) and 6(c). While designing the filter bank, different values
of scale and orientation are chosen in such a way that it ap-
proximately covers the entire spatial-frequency domain. If the
filter bank is designed by taking a large number of scales and or-
ientations, computational complexity and filter response time in-
creases. On the other hand, if it is designed with a small number of
scales and orientations, its response will be degraded for the face
images, which may contain discriminating features in some other
scales and orientations.

Thus, the feature discrimination performance of filter bank
solely depends on the optimal choice of scale and orientation
parameters. In this paper, we propose an ESGK approach which
has dual advantage. It eliminates the problem of computational
complexity and large response time associated with filter bank
design having large number of parameters. Additionally, it also
eliminates the problem of degradation of discriminating features
in case of filter design with a smaller number of parameters. In this
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Fig. 5. Response of a symmetric Gabor filter bank. (a) Example face image. (b) symmetric Gabor filter bank having five scales and eight orientations. (c) Response of

symmetric Gabor filter bank to face image in (a).

paper, we have designed a single filter that contains the optimal
orientation and spatial frequency. A global optimum filter para-
meter set is obtained by using hybrid PSO-GSA technique, corre-
sponding to maximum Gabor energy. The response of this filter to
a face image also contains the relevant global discriminatory fea-
tures. As a single filter is used to extract the features from the face
images instead of bank of filters, it significantly reduces the
complexity and feature extraction time.

3. Hybrid PSO-GSA
3.1. Particle swarm optimization

PSO is a population-based stochastic optimization tool/algo-
rithm originally proposed by Kennedy and Eberhart (1995). The
particle’s velocity and position are updated as:

v(t+1) = w(t) x v(t) + G x 1, x (pbest(t) — x(t))
+ 6 x rx(gbest(t) — x( t)) (5)

x(t+1) = x(t) + v(t+1) (6)

t
w(t)=rand x —— X (Wpgx — Winin) + Wi
() tmax max min min (7)
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where, x(t) and v(t) are position and velocity of particle at iteration
t. c; and ¢, are two positive acceleration coefficients used to
control the effect of ppesr and gpese in the search domain. r; and r;
are two random numbers in [0,1]. w(t) is the inertia weight in the
range Wpge and wpy,, and it controls the influence of previous
velocities on new velocities. t;. iS the maximum number of
iterations.

3.2. Gravitational search algorithm

GSA is also a population based optimization algorithm origin-
ally proposed by Rashedi et al. (2009). It is based on Newton’s law
of gravitation and mass interaction. The detailed GSA steps are
given as follows:

Step 1. Agents (masses) initialization: At first positions of N,

number of agents (masses) is randomly initialized within the
search domain as:

Xp={xoxixP)i=1,2, N @)

where, xidis the position of ith agent having dimension d which is
consider as a solution, D is the dimension of search domain and N,
is the total number of agents in the population.

Step 2. Fitness function evaluation for each agent: In each
iteration fitness of all agents are evaluated along with best and

ESNNEZNWwZ
ESNNEZN®EZ
ESNNEZNwZ
ESNN2ZMmw?Z
ESVNWNZNw=zZ

(c)

Fig. 6. Response of an anti-symmetric Gabor filter bank. (a) Example face image. (b) Anti-symmetric Gabor filter bank having five scales and eight orientations. (c) Response

of anti-symmetric Gabor filter bank to face image in (a).
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Fig. 7. Gabor energy feature representation of an example face image.

Step 1: Let X be a training dataset of M face images. Each image is of size 'w X h'.
Initialization:
Step 2: A swarm of § particles is created, each having a dimension 4. Each particle’s position is initialized with
four parameters P = {6, f, g, b}.
Optimization:
Step 3: Hybrid PSO-GSA is used to update S such that the fitness function given by Eq. (21) is minimized.
Step 4: Hybrid PSO-GSA generates an optimal filter for which fitness function is minimized.
Step 5: The optimal Gabor filter is used to extract the facial feature from M training face images and from test
face image.
Step 6: The optimal feature vectors are used to generate virtual feature vector using Eq. (22).
Step 7: K most useful feature vectors are selected from new feature vector using Eq. (23).
Classification:
Step 8: Average feature vector and the covariance matrix of the K selected feature vectors are calculated using
Eq. (25) and (26), respectively.
Step 9: Eigenvectors representation of the training images is calculated Eq. (27).
Step 10: Coefficient w is obtained from Eq. (28).
Step 11: Then Eq. (29) and (30) are used to calculate the residual distance D,. for the test sample.
Step 12: The test sample y is then classified into the class that has the minimum distance.

Fig. 8. Pseudocode of the proposed method.

worst fitness values all agents as: According to Rashedi et al. (2009), G,=100 and « = 20.

Step 4. Mass of agents: Then in each iteration mass of agents are

. calculated as:
best(t) = min fitness,(t)
&(1-NgJ J

jel ©)
worst(t) = max fitness; (t) fitness;(t) — worst(t)
il (t) =
Jett N a0 q(t) best(t) — worst(t) 12
where, ﬁtnessj(t) is the fitness value of jth agent at iteration t.
Step 3. Computation of gravitational constant G(t): In each q(t)
. . e . . M.( t) =_ 7
iteration gravitational constant G(t) is computed as: i Ng
2590 (13)
G(t) = Goexp| —a ‘ . . N
Cinax (11) where, Mj(t) is the mass of ith agent at iteration t.
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Fig. 9. Examples of training and test face images. (a) FERET database. (b) ORL database. (c) UMIST database. (d) GT database. (e) LFW database.

Step 5. Acceleration of agents: In each iteration acceleration of
agents is calculated as:

Mj(t)
ad(t) = rand; G(t)—2>—"—(x4 - x%), d=1, 2---D
1) jektgsr.j;ei TR () + 8( ro )
=1, 2N, (14
Ri(t) = [Xi(0). ;0 (15)

where, a,»d(t) is the acceleration of ith agent having dimension d,
randj is a random value in the range [0,1], ¢ is a constant, R(t) is the
Euclidean distance between agents i and j respectively, Kpes; is the
set of agents having best fitness value and biggest mass. It is a
function of time having initial value K, and gradually decreases to 1.

Step 6. Updating velocity and position of the agents: On each
iteration, velocity and position of agents are updated as:

v(t+1) = rand x v(t) + a(t) (16)

x(t+1) = x(t) + v(t+1) a7

where, x(t) and v(t) are position and velocity of an agent at
iteration t.

Step 7. Step 2 - 6 is repeated until maximum iteration is not
reached or stopping criterion is met.

Table 1
Comparison of fitness function values.

Optimization technique Best fitness function value

GA 0.0010
PSO 9.8848e - 04
GSA 9.6292e - 04

Hybrid PSO-GSA 9.5393e—-04

3.3. PSO-GSA algorithm

The hybrid PSO-GSA is proposed which possess the abilities of
both PSO and GSA approaches (Jiang et al., 2014). In PSO-GSA both
the algorithms work in a serial manner. In this algorithm, a particle
position is updated based on the velocity as given in Eq. (5) and
acceleration given in Eq. (16). Thus the velocity update in hybrid
PSO-GSA is given as:

v(t+1) =G5 X I3 X V(t+Dpgg + Cax(1=13)xv(t+1)csa 18)

PSO-GSA
where, v(t + 1)p5o and v(t + 1)gs, are velocity and acceleration
updating formula from PSO and GSA respectively. c; and c4 are
acceleration coefficients which handle the velocity and accelera-
tion. r3 is a random number generated in the interval [0,1]. In every
iteration position of a particle is updated as:

X(t+Dpso—_gsa = X(Opso_gsa + V{E+Dpso_csa (19)

4. Proposed ESGK approach

In this paper, ESGK approach is used for FR by implementing
an optimized Gabor filter to obtain features from face images.
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Classification Plot for Gabor Filter Bank (5 x 8)
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Fig. 10. 2D Classification plots using two most significant features of training face images of FERET database. (a) 25 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using
Gabor filter bank (40 filters) method. (b) 25 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using ESGK method. (c) 20 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using
Gabor filter bank (40 filters) method. (d) 20 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using ESGK method.

These features are then used to synthesize a virtual set of feature
vectors. A modified feature vector set is formed by combining
the original feature vectors and the virtual feature vectors. A
new eigenvalue-based classification approach is also proposed,
which exploits the virtual feature vectors along with the features
of test face image, to perform the recognition. Recently, hybrid
optimization techniques are gaining more attention for solving
problems. The hybrid techniques use the complementary
strength of individual optimization methods. This has motivated
us to apply a hybrid technique for optimizing Gabor filters. Hy-
brid PSO-GSA is used here to optimize the parameter set of Ga-
bor filter. To design a filter, hybrid PSO-GSA uses a particle x
having dimension P as discussed in Section 2.1. The position of
each particle x is updated using Eq. (19), and the velocity is
updated using Eq. (18). The proposed objective function is op-
timized using PSO-GSA. The global best position of the particle
represents the single optimal Gabor filter. The optimal Gabor
filter is then used to obtain Gabor energy feature vectors from
face images.

4.1. Gabor filter parameter selection

The hybrid PSO-GSA algorithm initially generates a random set
of Gabor filter parameters constrained to be defined within a
range. The range of the orientation parameter ¢ is given as:
0 € [0, n). The parameter f, which is the spatial frequency of Gabor

filter, is application dependent. In this work, we have used the
value of f within the range [0,0.5]. The shapes of the elliptic
Gaussians should be similar for the 2D Gabor filter model. The
aspect ratio o is a dimensionless quantity in the range [0,1]. It is
computed by considering the ratio of the minor axis to the major
axis. There is no categorically desired value of the aspect ratio.
However, it is observed experimentally that the values in the range
0.23-0.92 gives a reasonable shape from (nearly 5 to 1 elongation)
to nearly round (Jones and Palmer, 1987).

In this paper, the spatial aspect ratio, is limited to [ 0.23,0.92].
From the study, it is observed that the range of the spatial band-
width b for most of the receptive cells is within 1.0 — 1.8 octaves
(Kruizinga and Petkov, 1999). The above constraints are used to
generate the four parameters of a Gabor filter.

4.2. The fitness function for ESGK method
The fitness function used in hybrid PSO-GSA algorithm for se-

lecting optimal filter is the Gabor energy vector. The fitness
function is given as:

F=Y Y Exy)

F,pe = min{—F}

(20)

@21

The optimization algorithm searches for the filter for which the
Gabor energy E is maximized. In Eq. (21), the negative of the
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Classification Plot for Gabor filter (5 x 8)
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Fig. 11. 2D Classification plots using two most significant features of training face images of ORL database. (a) 30 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using Gabor
filter bank (40 filters) method. (b) 30 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using ESGK method. (c) 25 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using Gabor
filter bank (40 filters) method. (d) 25 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using ESGK method.

objective function is minimized, which is a usual practice with the
optimization community (Manikandan et al., 2014).

4.3. Generation and selection of useful feature vectors

After extracting the Gabor energy feature vectors from both the
training and the test face images, virtual feature vector set is
generated from the extracted feature vectors of the training ima-
ges. These virtual feature vector set is combined with the original
Gabor energy feature vector set to form a new feature vector set.
The virtually generated feature vectors reduce the uncertainty of
the feature space. As the training database contains limited
number of face images of a particular subject, they provide in-
adequate information about a face image such as pose variation,
facial expression, occlusion etc.

Let E=[E,E....E;| be the number of Gabor energy feature
vectors extracted from the training images. Where, L is the total
number of training images having C number of classes. Then a
virtual feature vector is generated by taking every two feature
vectors from ith class as given below (Xu et al., 2014):

(Ef + E}

v_ ) o
Ej = 3 forj=1,2,...C, 22)

where, Ef and E; are two feature vectors from ith class, Ej is the
generated virtual feature vector and C, is the number of virtual

feature vectors generated in ith class. The generated virtual feature
vectors are more capable of representing possible variations in the
features of face images. After the generation of virtual feature
vectors from all the C classes, a new feature vector set is formed by
combining original feature vectors and virtual feature vectors. The
new feature set contains different possible representation and the
ability to classify the features of test image. However, new feature
set also contains some unusual feature vectors which could result
in misclassification of test sample. Hence, Euclidean distance
measure is used to select only K useful feature vectors from the
new feature vector set having minimum distance from test feature
vector by using
di=|y-Ef, 23)
where a small d; means that the feature vector E; is more similar to
the test image feature vector y.

44. Eigenvalue-based classification approach

In this section, an eigenvalue-based classification approach is
used for classification of test images. The selected K most useful
Gabor energy feature vectors obtained from Eq. (23) are used for
the purpose. The eigenvalue-based classification approach as-
sumes feature of the test image as a linear combination of features
of K selected training images, given as:
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Fig. 12. 2D Classification plots using two most significant features of training face images of UMIST database. (a) 40 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using
Gabor filter bank (40 filters) method. (b) 40 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using ESGK method. (c) 30 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using
Gabor filter bank (40 filters) method. (d) 30 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using ESGK method.

y = WiE; + Wobot- 4wy Ey (24)

w; are the coefficients and E;are the K selected useful feature
vectors for i = 1,2, ..., K. We have used eigenvalue decomposition
approach to solve and obtain the solution for w. In this step, first
we calculate the vectors which best describes the distribution of
features within the domain. These vectors are the eigen-vectors
having non-zero eigenvalues of the covariance matrix corre-
sponding to the original K selected feature vectors. The average of
the K selected useful feature vectors is calculated as:

1 K
y= 2 E
i=1

Let T; = E;—y represents the difference of each selected feature
vector from the average feature vector. Then the covariance of the
selected feature vectors is defined as:

=

25)

.l K
o=- Y1
K g . (26)

Let A represents the eigen-vectors of covariance matrix Q
corresponding to non-zero eigenvalues. The optimal linear least
square representation of the K selected feature vectors are ob-
tained as:

E=T'A Q@7

where ¢ =[¢g, &,...,&,] are the eigen-vectors representation of the
selected feature vectors preserving variance. These eigenvectors are
used to project the feature vectors of both training and test images
into a subspace using linear transformation Z=¢T" and §j = &y,
respectively. The solution for the coefficient w is obtained as:

w=27y 28)

Since the K feature vectors might belong to different classes,
the sum of the contribution of all K feature vectors is computed to
represent the test feature vector. Then the sum is exploited to
classify the test sample. For example, if all the feature vectors from
the rth class are E, b,...,Eg, then the sum of the samples to re-
present the test sample of the rth class will be:

i=1 29)

where wy,...,w, are the coefficients of E, B, E, , respectively. C; is
the number of feature vectors selected from the rth class. The
distance of the test feature vector from S, is calculated as:

D, = Hy - Sr”; 30)

Smaller is the distance D, , the greater is the contribution to the
test sample. The test image y belongs to a class that has the
smallest distance. The pseudocode of the proposed method is
shown in Fig. 8.
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Fig. 13. 2D Classification plots using two most significant features of training face images of GT database. (a) 40 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using Gabor
filter bank (40 filters) method. (b) 40 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using ESGK method. (c) 35 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using Gabor
filter bank (40 filters) method. (d) 35 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using ESGK method.

5. Results and discussions

Five face image databases, FERET (Phillips, 2004; Phillips et al.,
2000), ORL (http://www.com-orl.co.uk/facedatabase.html), UMIST
(http://images.ee.umist.ac.uk/ danny/database.html), GEORGIA
TECH (GT) (http://www.anefian.com/face reco.htm) and LFW
(Wang et al., 2012) are used to demonstrate the performance of
our proposed method. All the experiments are carried out on a
MAC OSX environment using Intel core i5. All the programs are
executed in MATLAB. From FERET database, we have used a sub-
category of images with their names containing two-character
string: ba, bj, bk, bd, be, bf and bg. This two lowercase character
string indicates the kind of imagery. The string ba represents
frontal “b” series, bj indicates alternative expression to ba and bk
represents different illumination to ba. The string bd, be represents
the subject facing to his left and bf, bg indicates the subject facing
to his right. The images in this subset have illumination and ex-
pression variation, pose variations of +15°%+25° This subset con-
tains 1400 face images of 200 subjects, each subject having seven
images. For evaluation of our proposed method, we have con-
ducted two experiments on this subset. In the first experiment, we
have randomly selected five images of each subject for training
and the remaining two images for testing. In the second experi-
ment, we have used randomly selected four images of each subject
for training and the remaining three images for testing. All the
images in the two experiments are cropped and resized to 40 x 40
pixels. The ORL database consists of 400 face images of 40

different subjects having 10 face images each. In this database,
images of some subjects are taken at different times having
varying lighting condition, facial expressions and face details
(glasses/ no glasses). For ORL database, at first all the face images
are cropped and resized to 32 x 32 pixels to conduct two different
experiments. In the first experiment, we have selected first six
images of each subject for training and rest four images for testing.
In the second experiment, first five images of each subject are used
for training and the remaining five images are used for testing.
The UMIST database contains 1012 face images of 20 different
subjects. Here, all the face images are cropped and resized to
32 x 32 pixels. For UMIST database, we have conducted two ex-
periments. In the first experiment, we have randomly selected
eight images of each subject for training and the remaining images
are used for testing. In the second experiment, we used randomly
six images of each subject for training and the remaining images
for testing. The GT database contains 750 images of 50 different
subjects having 15 images for each subject. In this database, ima-
ges are taken under different variations like pose, facial expres-
sion, illumination and cluttered background. For GT database, all
the face images are cropped and resized to 50 x 60 pixels to
conduct two different experiments. We selected the first eight
images of each subject for training and the rest seven images of
each subject for testing, to conduct first experiment. In the second
experiment, we have used first seven images of each subject for
training and the remaining eight images of each subject for test-
ing. The LFW database face images are collected from the web.
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Fig. 14. 2D Classification plots using two most significant features of training face images of LFW database. (a) 40 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using Gabor
filter bank (40 filters) method. (b) 40 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using ESGK method. (c) 35 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using Gabor
filter bank (40 filters) method. (d) 35 training images of 5 different subjects obtained using ESGK method.

Table 2
Parameters of hybrid PSO-GSA Algorithm.

Parameters Value
Particle dimension, D 4
Population size, Ns 30
Acceleration co-efficient ¢, ¢z 2.0
Acceleration co-efficient c3, ¢4 0.5
Initial value of gravitational constant Gy 100
Constant, a 20
Range of inertia weight (W ax—Winin) 0.9-04
Number of iterations 500

From LFW database, we have used a subset of 1251 images of 86
subjects having 11-12 images of each subject. All the face images
are manually cropped and resized to 32 x 32 pixels to conduct two
different experiments. We have selected the first eight images of
each subject for training and the rest images for testing, to conduct
the first experiment. In the second experiment, we have used the
first seven images of each subject for training and the remaining
images for testing. Fig. 9 shows examples of training and test face
images from all the five databases.

In this work, the hybrid PSO-GSA is used for optimization after
extensive simulation studies. Note that GA, PSO and GSA are also
used for optimization. For the purpose of a comparison, the best
fitness value obtained from the above optimization techniques are
reported in Table 1. From the table, it is observed that hybrid PSO-
GSA is able to achieve global minimum as compared to other
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Fig. 15. Convergence plot.

techniques due to its better exploration and exploitation. Further,
related experiments to claim the superiority of PSO-GSA over GA,
PSO and GSA is also found in Jiang et al. (2014).

Fig. 10 shows the classification plots of face images of the FERET
database in 2D space, to demonstrate and compare the class se-
parability measure of Gabor filter bank method with our proposed
method. In Fig. 10(a) and (b), 25 face images of 5 different subjects
(or classes) are represented in 2D space by taking two most
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Table 3
Recognition rate of different methods on FERET database.

Name of the method Experiment no. 1 Experiment no. 2

PCA+MDC 75.25% 70.17%

LDA+MDC 74.00% 65.83%

Gabor filter bank (3 x 5)+MDC 77.50% 71.50%

Gabor filter bank (5 x 8)+MDC 79.75% 73.83%

Aggregated 2D Gabor Feature- 80.00% 75.33%
Method +L2-norm

Proposed method 84.50% 80.50%

Table 4
Recognition rate of different methods on ORL database.

Name of the method Experiment no. 1 Experiment no. 2

PCA+MDC 91.25% 87.50%

LDA+MDC 90.62% 88.50%

Gabor filter bank (3 x 5)+MDC 88.75% 84.50%

Gabor filter bank (5 x 8)+MDC 92.50% 90.50%

Aggregated 2D Gabor Feature- 95.00% 93.50%
Method +L2-norm

Proposed method 97.50% 96.00%

Table 5
Recognition rate of different methods on UMIST database.

Name of the method Experiment no. 1 Experiment no. 2

PCA+MDC 93.08% 90.94%

LDA+MDC 95.66% 91.97%

Gabor filter bank (3 x 5)+MDC 89.20% 84.98%

Gabor filter bank (5 x 8)+MDC 95.89% 91.74%

Aggregated 2D Gabor Feature - 96.36% 92.32%
Method +L2-norm

Proposed method 98.94% 96.33%

Table 6
Recognition rate of different methods on GT database.

Name of the method Experiment no. 1 Experiment no. 2

PCA+MDC 66.57% 62.25%

LDA+MDC 59.43% 57.50%

Gabor filter bank (3 x 5)+MDC 62.57% 57.75%

Gabor filter bank (5 x 8)+MDC 70.00% 64.25%

Aggregated 2D Gabor Feature- 72.86% 68.75%
Method +L2-norm

Proposed method 79.72% 76.25%

Table 7
Recognition rate of different methods on LFW database.

Name of the method Experiment no. 1 Experiment no. 2

PCA+MDC 15.99% 15.87%

LDA+MDC 10.43% 11.09%

Gabor filter bank (3 x 5)+MDC 10.12% 09.40%

Gabor filter bank (5 x 8)+MDC 16.87% 14.79%

Aggregated 2D Gabor Feature-Meth-  18.83% 16.95%
od+L2-norm

Proposed method 39.08% 37.75%

significant features. Similarly, Fig. 10(c) and (d) shows a 2D re-
presentation of face images by taking two most significant features
from 20 face images of 5 different subjects (or classes). Five
symbols are used to represent five different subjects. The plot, in
Fig. 10, reveals that features obtained from Gabor filter bank
method (Fig. 10(a) and (c)) are not well separated. Some features
are even overlapped, resulting in misclassification. However, ESGK

method (Fig. 10(b) and (d)) not only separates the different fea-
tures, but also clusters the same features. This establishes the fact
that ESGK method has better class separability measure as com-
pared to the simple Gabor filter method.

Similarly, Figs. 11-14 show the 2D classification plots using two
most significant features of training face images of ORL, UMIST, GT
and LFW databases, respectively. It is observed that the ESGK
method is robust enough to separate features of different face
images, besides clustering features of the same subject.

In this paper, we have compared our proposed ESGK method
with various existing holistic Gabor bank based FR methods.
Boukabou et al. (2006) designed a Gabor filter bank with three
scales and five orientations to extract features from training face
images. The response of a filter bank having three scales and five
orientations to each face images in the training database results in
a 24,000-dimension feature vector in FERET database, 15,360-di-
mension feature vector in ORL database, 15,360-dimension feature
vectors in UMIST database, 45,000-dimension feature vector in GT
database and 15,360-dimension feature vector in LFW database.
These Gabor features are then used to compute statistical features
like mean and variance. Euclidean distance measure is used for
recognition of unknown test face images. The authors designed
the Gabor filter with five scales and eight orientations and used it
for FR. Such a filter bank results in a 64,000, 40,960, 40,960,
120,000 and 40,960-dimension feature vectors in FERET, ORL,
UMIST, GT and LFW databases, respectively. Aggregated 2D Gabor
feature method proposed by Cheung et al. (2004) is also con-
sidered in our comparison. In this method, Gabor filter with three
scales and eight orientations is used to design a filter bank. Con-
volution of the training face images with the filter bank is used to
obtain features. A filter bank having three scales and eight or-
ientations results in a 38,400, 24,576, 24,576, 72,000 and 24,576~
dimension feature vectors in FERET, ORL, UMIST, GT and LFW da-
tabases, respectively. Then, low dimensional representation of the
Gabor features is obtained by taking their mean and standard
deviation. L2-norm is used as the similarity measure for FR.

However, they suffer from high computational cost due to the
large dimension feature vectors, obtained from the filter bank. To
obtain a Gabor feature vector, each face image is passed through a
number of filters in the bank due to which the response time for
each face image increases. On the other hand, the proposed ESGK
method is capable enough to suppress the problems of high com-
putational cost and large response time. The proposed method in-
cludes a single optimized Gabor filter which results in a 1600-di-
mension feature vector for each face image in FERET database, 1024-
dimension feature vector for each face image in ORL database, 1024~
dimension feature vector for each face image in UMIST database,
3000-dimension feature vector for each face image in GT database
and 1024-dimension feature vector for each face image in LFW da-
tabase. PCA and LDA methods are also used for a comparison. In PCA
and LDA methods, FR is carried out using the minimum distance
classifier (MDC). Here, the Euclidean distance is considered.

The hybrid PSO-GSA converges to a global optimum with 500
iterations, to find the optimal Gabor filter parameters. The para-
meter setting for hybrid PSO-GSA is given in Table 2. In Jiang et al.
(2014), it is suggested that the use of parameter values displayed
in Table 2 results in a better global optimum convergence as
compared to GSA and PSO. Thus, we have also used these para-
meter values to obtain an optimum Gabor filter. With the given
parameter set, PSO-GSA will not show different behaviour to ob-
tain optimum Gabor filter.

The convergence plot of single optimized Gabor filter obtained
using different optimization techniques GA, PSO, GSA and hybrid
PSO-GSA, is shown in Fig. 15. The plot reveals that the hybrid PSO-
GSA converges to a global optimum with 500 iterations, to find the
optimal Gabor filter parameters.
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The state-of-the-art techniques in connection with a Gabor
filter application to FR (within the domain only) have been con-
sidered for a comparison. The recognition rate of all the methods
on FERET database is listed in Table 3. It is observed that the ESGK
method performs better as compared to other methods, with the
highest recognition rate of 84.50% and 80.50% in experiment 1 and
experiment 2, respectively.

Table 4 shows the recognition rate of all the methods on ORL
database. It is observed that ESGK method achieved a high re-
cognition rate of 97.50% and 96.00% in experiment 1 and experi-
ment 2, respectively. Similarly, on the UMIST database ESGK
method achieved a high recognition rate of 98.94% and 96.33% in
experiment 1 and experiment 2, respectively (Table 5).
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The recognition rates of all the methods on the GT and LFW
databases are depicted in Tables 6 and 7, respectively. It is ob-
served from Tables 6 and 7, that ESGK gives a high recognition rate
as compared to other methods. From all the tables, it is also ob-
served that the recognition rate decreases with a decrease in the
number of images in a class (experiment 2). However, ESGK
method still performs better as compared to other methods.

From the above tables it is observed that the proposed method
yields improved recognition rate. The reason behind this im-
provement is due to generation of new virtual feature set which
includes more face details such as the pose variation, facial ex-
pression, occlusion etc. The proposed eigenvalue based classifier
represents the test face image as a linear combination of K selected
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Fig. 16. Variation of recognition rate with K using ESGK method. (a) FERET database. (b) ORL database. (c) UMIST database. (d) GT database. (e) LFW database.
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Table 8
Response time of different methods.
Name Response time in seconds
of the
method Experiment 1 Experiment 2
Gabor Gabor Proposed  Gabor Gabor Proposed
filter filter method filter filter method
bank bank bank bank
(3x5) (5x8) (3x5) (5x8)
FERET 90.12 234.66 13.86 7123 187.14 12.74
ORL 20.15 56.37 3.85 15.28 37.67 3.15
UMIST 15.44 36.63 242 8.56 21.85 2.53
GT 35.87 9241 5.24 24.83 65.94 5.03
LFW 62.04 162.00 9.05 42.90 112.02 7.95

useful training images (Eq. (24)). This approach increases the
certainty in recognition of test sample even with pose variation
and occusion.

Fig. 16 shows the variation of the recognition rate with K using
the proposed ESGK method on the five databases. On the FERET
database, with K =50 a high recognition rate of 84.50% and 80.50%
are achieved in the experiment 1 and experiment 2, respectively (as
shown in Fig. 16(a)). On the ORL database, in experiment 1, a high
recognition rate of 97.50% is recorded with K=50 and in experiment
2 a high recognition rate of 96.00% is recorded with K=100, which
is depicted from Fig. 16(b). Here, Fig. 16(c) shows the variation of the
recognition rate with K using our proposed method in UMIST da-
tabase. In experiment 1, a high recognition rate of 98.94% is ob-
tained by K=100 and in experiment 2, 96.33% recognition rate is

obtained by K=20. In the GT database, a variation of the recognition
rate with K is shown in Fig. 16(d). A high recognition rate of 79.72%
is obtained by K=70 in the experiment 1 while 76.25% is obtained
by K=50 in the experiment 2. On the LFW database, a high re-
cognition rate of 39.08% and 37.75% is recorded with K=30 and 50
in the experiment 1 and experiment 2, respectively.

We have also compared the response time of our proposed ESGK
method with Gabor filter bank method, as shown in Table 8. From
the table, it is revealed that our proposed method takes significantly
less time for the FR. The reason being use of single filter for feature
extraction instead of a filter bank. This idea of implementation of
single Gabor filter could be used in many real time applications.

Classification accuracy alone may not provide detailed analysis
of a classifier. Therefore, we have used performance measures
precision (P), recall (R), F-measure (FM) and similarity metric (SM)
to evaluate the robustness of the ESGK method. The performance
measures are explained in Wu et al. (2011), Azzopardi and Azzo-
pardi (2013), Huang et al. (2016), Huang et al. (2016, 2014). The
value of all these measures lie in the range [0, 1]. A higher value
indicates a better classification accuracy.

The result of performance measures of methods in different
database using experiment 1 and experiment 2, are presented in
Tables 9 and 10, respectively. From Tables 9 and 10, it is observed
that the accuracy rates obtained by the proposed ESGK method
outperforms all other methods. The reason being the involvement
of eigenvalue based classification in the proposed method. The
eigenvalue based classification method utilizes only the significant
Gabor feature vectors to classify a test face image, by preserving
the variance.
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Table 9
Performance measures of different methods using Experiment 1.

Database Measures Name of the methods
PCA LDA Gabor bank (3 x 5) Gabor bank (5 x 8) Aggregated 2D Gabor feature method ESGK
FERET P 0.8190 0.8074 0.8476 0.8696 0.8742 0.9125
R 0.8440 0.8320 0.8734 0.8961 0.9006 0.9403
FM 0.8176 0.8060 0.8461 0.8678 0.8734 0.9109
SM 0.7744 0.7635 0.8014 0.8222 0.8271 0.8628
ORL P 0.9357 0.9374 0.9128 0.9432 0.9673 0.9875
R 0.9381 0.9398 0.9151 0.9456 0.9698 0.9900
FM 0.9355 0.9372 0.9126 0.9430 0.9671 0.9873
SM 0.9262 0.9279 0.9036 0.9337 0.9575 0.9775
UMIST P 0.9047 0.9236 0.8668 0.9248 0.9331 0.9529
R 0.9376 0.9571 0.8983 0.9584 0.9670 0.9875
FM 0.9088 0.9278 0.8707 0.9290 0.9373 0.9572
SM 0.8932 0.9118 0.8557 0.9130 0.9214 0.9407
GT P 0.7404 0.6817 0.7071 0.7565 0.7787 0.8333
R 0.7616 0.7012 0.7273 0.7781 0.8009 0.8571
FM 0.7225 0.6652 0.6900 0.7382 0.7598 0.8131
SM 0.6770 0.6233 0.6465 0.6917 0.7120 0.7619
LFW P 0.5858 0.5440 0.5416 0.5939 0.6086 0.7518
R 0.5997 0.5569 0.5545 0.6080 0.6231 0.7697
FM 0.5564 0.5167 0.5145 0.5641 0.5781 0.7141
SM 0.5058 0.4697 0.4677 0.5128 0.5255 0.6491
Table 10 dimension in the research area of real time FR. Further, adaptive

Performance measures of different methods using Experiment 2.

Database Measure Name of the methods

PCA LDA Gabor Gabor Aggregated ESGK
filter  filter 2D Gabor
bank  bank  Feature

(3x5) (5x8) Method

FERET P 0.7919 0.7741 0.7969 0.8064 0.8195 0.8733
R 0.8282 0.8096 0.8335 0.8434 0.8571 0.9134
FM 0.7912 0.7734 0.7963 0.8057 0.8188 0.8726
SM 0.7268 0.7104 0.7314 0.7401 0.7521 0.8015
ORL P 09152 09198 0.8947 0.9201 0.9501 0.9700
R 09177 0.9223 0.8971 0.9226 0.9531 0.9726
FM 09144 0.9190 0.8939 0.9192 0.9497 0.9691
SM 0.8987 0.9032 0.8785 0.9035 0.9334 0.9525
UMIST P 0.8842 0.8938 0.8287 0.8935 0.8945 0.9316
R 0.9241 0.9341 0.8661 0.9338 0.9348 0.9736
FM 0.8913 0.9010 0.8354 0.9007 0.9017 0.9391
SM 0.8809 0.8905 0.8256 0.8902 0.8911 0.9281
GT P 0.6982 0.6561 0.6621 0.7134 0.7504 0.8025
R 0.7331 0.6889 0.6952 0.7490 0.7879 0.8426
FM 0.6840 0.6427 0.6486 0.6988 0.7351 0.7861
SM 0.6257 0.5879 0.5933 0.6393 0.6724 0.7191
LFW P 0.5908 0.556 0.5425 0.5828 0.6043 0.7467
R 0.6023 0.5659 0.5531 0.5941 0.6160 0.7612
FM 0.5609 0.5270 0.5150 0.5532 0.5736 0.7088
SM 0.5127 0.4817 0.4707 0.5057 0.5243 0.6479

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we have proposed an ESGK method for the FR.
Our proposed method has achieved a better performance level as
compared to holistic Gabor filter based approaches to FR. The
Gabor filter bank is replaced by a single optimal Gabor filter, which
significantly reduces both the computational complexity and re-
sponse time. The hybrid PSO-GSA algorithm is deployed for opti-
mization. However, any other hybrid soft computing technique can
be used. The binary-classification-based metrics recall, precision,
similarity and F-measure are also computed for a comparison. The
proposed eigenvalue based classification method is well suited for
the FR. The reason behind the improved recognition rate is due to
the generation of virtual feature set using our proposed eigenvalue
based classification method. This may lead to the addition of a new

optimal filters may also be designed for
performance.

improving the
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