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Abstract

To display an image, the color space in which the image is encoded is assumed
to be known. Unfortunately, this assumption is rarely realistic. In this
paper, we propose to identify the color space of a given color image using
pixel embedding and the Gaussian process. Five color spaces are supported,
namely Adobe RGB, Apple RGB, ColorMatch RGB, ProPhoto RGB and

sRGB. The results obtained show that this problem deserves more efforts.
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1. Introduction

Colors are the subjective responses linked to psychological and physio-
logical aspects of the human visual system when stimulated to radiation of
the spectrum with frequencies that extend from 450 THz to 750 THz [1].

Based on the tristimulus color theory, color space is a color representation
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system usually based on a set of triplets. RGB color spaces are the most used
color space for images display on electronic devices and on the Web. The
RGB family is composed of the channels Red, Green and Blue. In order to
faithfully reproduce color in different human activities (displaying, photog-
raphy, industry), several variants of RGB have emerged such as Adobe RGB,
ProPhoto RGB and sRGB. Moreover, color space can affect computer-based
application such as skin detection |2, 3|, facial age estimation [4] and image
segmentation [5], white balancing [6]. Choosing an appropriate color space
for a specific visual task is not easy knowing that an infinite number of color
spaces can exist. In some applications or image display systems, the color
space in which an image is encoded is assumed to be known. This assump-
tion is rarely realistic. For example, the color space used by default on the
Web is sSRGB while most professional-level digital cameras use Adobe RGB.
However, after editing an image, it is possible to embed the color space in
the metadata. Once this information is available, the display device faith-
fully reproduces the colors of the image. However, after various operations
on the image, the metadata can be missing or corrupted which will lead to
a misrepresentation of the image. Figure 1 shows two images displayed by
using the browser Firefox. Browsers consider that the image to be displayed
is encoded in the sSRGB color space. However, from left to right, each image
is encoded respectively in SRGB, Apple RGB, and ProPhoto RGB. The color
space is assumed to be unknown in the first two rows, so there is missing data

allowing to carry out the transformation from the space in which the image



is encoded to the sRGB space. In other words, regardless of the color space
in which the image is encoded, Firefox considers it as encoded in SRGB. As a
result, there is a noticeable difference between the three images. In the last
row, the color space is known. Therefore, the right transformation is used to
convert the images from the color space in which it is encoded to sRGB. As
a result, the color reproduction is more faithful for the three color spaces in

which the image to be displayed is encoded.

Figure 1: Images displayed with Firefox browser. In the first two rows, the color
spaces used for encoding the images are unknown, while those of the images in the
last row are known.



In this paper, we are interested in the identification of an image color
space. This problem was first addressed by Vezina et al. [7]. In their work,
they used gamut estimation to discriminate between sRGB, HSV, HLS and
Lab color spaces. Unfortunately, in the case of the RGB family, we need a
more accurate estimation of the gamut. In this work, we use a feature based
on pixels embeding and gaussian process. Five RGB color space namely
Adobe RGB, Apple RGB, ColorMatch RGB, ProPhoto RGB and sRGB are
considered. The paper is structured as follows. In the next section, we
present our method for color space identification. Section 3 is devoted to the

model estimation. The experimental results are described in section 4.

2. Color space identification model

RGB color space family can be characterized by the gamut, the white
point, the three primaries (Red, Green, and Blue) and the transfer function.
All these attributes could be used to discriminate color spaces of the RGB
family. The gamut and the white point can be estimated from images [7].
Unfortunately, at the best of knowledge, there is no available algorithm for
the estimation of primaries and transfer function from images. Additionally,
for the RGB family, the gamut estimators lack sufficient precision to reliably
identify an image’s color space. Instead, we propose pixel embedding and
Gaussian process for color space identification. Let I be a color image en-
coded in a color space C1CyCs of the RGB family. Basically, the embedding

consists in expressing a pixel value as a linear function of its adjacent pix-



els (in the same channel or in different channel). More precisely, the pixel

embedding can be written as follows:

Iy, (m,n) = Z Yk Lo (M 40,0+ J) + 7% 5y (M, 1) (1)
(4,5)€V (m,n)

where 7, ; 1, are a set of coefficients such as v, = 0 if k1 = ko, (k1,k2) €
{C1, Cy, C3} x {C4,Cy, Cs} refer to the channels of C1CCs, Iy, (m,n) is
the value of the pixel located at (m,n) for the channel k; and V(m,n)
its neighborhood. A random variable 7, ,(m,n) which is considered nor-
mally distributed with zero mean and standard deviation oy, , is associ-
ated with each location (n,m) and each pair (ki,ks). We propose two
possible embeddings namely the intra-channel embedding (k; = kq) and
the inter-channel embedding (k; # ko). The parameters of the embedding
model described in Eq. 1 are the standard deviation oy, , and the vector
Yo = (Vi | (4,7) € V(m,n))t. The vector is formed by sweeping the
neighborhood line by line starting from the top left. In this paper, the neigh-
borhood is defined as V(m,n) = {(i,j) | =J <i,j < J} where (2J + 1)? is
the number of neighboring pixels of the pixel (m,n).

Consider a collection of labeled images, where the label of an image is
the color space in which it is encoded. For each image in this collection, we
calculate an embedding vector for each channel in the case of intra-channel
embedding and an embedding vector for each pair of channels in the case of

inter-channel embedding by using the algorithm 1 described in the next sec-



tion. The three intra-channel (resp. six inter-channel) embedding vectors are
concatenated to form an intra-channel (resp. inter-channel) feature vector.
Note that, according to Eq. 1, the embedding vector 7y, does not depend
on the spatial location (m,n) of the pixel. To summarize, the dimension of
inter-channel and intra-channel feature vectors are respectively 6(2.J+1)? and
3((2J+1)%—1) per image. The feature vectors are used to train multinomial
logistic regression (MLR) as a classifier. The choice of MLR is motivated by
the fact that it is frugal (less data is needed for training) and its result is easy
to explain [8]. The number of classes is equal to the number of color spaces
we need to identify. For the test, given a color image, the feature vector is
estimated as explained before and the color space is identified by using the

learned classifier.

3. Parameters estimation

For the sake of notational simplicity, in the following, oy, x, and rj, ()
will be denoted respectively ¢ and r(). For both inter-channel and intra-
channel cases, Eq. 1 is equivalent to a linear regression model where { I, (m-+
i, + J)},j) € V(mmn) are the explanatory variables and i, (m,n) is the re-
sponse variable. However, a given pixel may not be linearly correlated to
its neighbors. In this case, the random variable r(m,n) is not drawn from a
Gaussian with zero mean. For the Red channel of a RGB image (fig. 2a),
we illustrate the histogram of r(m,n) (fig. 2b). As we can notice, the errors

distribution look like a zero-mean Gaussian. To evaluate the scope of the



embedding described in Eq. 1, we estimated the histogram of the variable
r(n, m) using a channel or a pair of channels from an image and we performed
a K-S Test to decide the normality of this variable r(n,m). This procedure
was performed using 1000 pictures of size 602 x 400. We noticed that for all
the images, the distribution of this error is not a Gaussian. In fact, the error
distribution of r(n,m) has a heavier tail and a higher peak than a Gaussian
distribution. However, for a sub-sample of pixels, the error distribution of
r(n,m) can be a zero-mean Gaussian (fig. 2c). For our experiment with
1000 pictures, on average, the error is Gaussian for 36% pixels in the case of
inter-channel and for 30 % pixels in the intra-channel case. The equation 1
is therefore valid for a subset of pixels.

Let I; k € {C1,C5,Cs3} be a channel of I and the pixel Iy(m,n) lo-
cated at (m,n) can be embedded; that means 7, x,(m, n) is a Gaussian vari-
able. Let consider the complete data { (I, (m,n), s(m,n, ki, k2)) }mn)evmmn)
where s(m,n, ki, k) = so(m,n, ki, ka), s1(m,n, ki, ke) is the set of binary
variables. By definition, so(n,m, ki, k) = 1 (resp. si1(n,m, ki, ka) = 1)
indicates that the pixel Iy, (m,n) of the channel k; can (resp. cannot) be
embedded over its neighbor of the channel k3. The complete likelihood is
given by:

1

L= HH(T[_bp([k’l (n, m)|sp(n,m, ey, y) = 1, 6p,p)) 0 F0E2) (2)

m,n b=0

where p(sy(n, m, ki, ke) = 1) = m, is the distribution over s,(n, m, kq, ko) = 1.
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Figure 2: (a) A RGB image. (b) Histogram of the errors r(m,n) computed for the red
channel of the image displayed in (a).

Error r(m, n)

Let us recall that when so(m,n, ki, ko) = 1, r, x,(m,n) is a normal random

variable, which leads to consider that Iy, (m,n) is drawn from a Gaussian

with mean al(m,n, ki, ko) = > 7ijk Ik, (m+i,n+j) and variance 0%
(4,9)€V (m,n)

p(Iy, (m,n) | so(m,n, ki, ko) = 1,0k,0) = N (I, (m,n) | al(m,n, ky, kg),a2)
(3)

where the parameter vector y,0 = (Vx,,0)" are those of the vector vi,, o. If

s1(m,n, ki, ko) = 1, the channel Iy, (m,n) is supposed to be drawn from a



Gaussian mixture of M components:

M

p([k1 (mvn) ‘ Sl(m> n, ki, k2) = 1>9k11> = ZO‘CN(I’ﬁ(man) ’ Hes )‘z) (4>
c=1

where the parameter vector 0,1 = (g, i1, A1, -+ 5 Qar, fhars M) Zi\il Q. =

1, and a. > 0. We will now estimate the parameters 6o by using the EM
algorithm. Because the variables s,(m, n, k1, k2) are non-observable, instead
of maximizing the logarithm of the complete-data likelihood in Eq. 2, we

maximize its conditional expectation given by:

1
1= m(myn, ki, ko, Ok,) In[mop(Lx, (n,m) | sy(m, n, by ko) = 1, 60,)]
mn b=0
(5)
where 7,(m, n, k1, k2, 0x,p) is the conditional expectation of s,(m,n, ki, ks).
The EM algorithm proceeds iteratively in two steps, expectation (E) and
maximization (M). The E-step at the iteration 7, consists in computing the

posterior 7,(m, n, k1, ka, Ox,p).

(m, n, ki, kg,@,(g)) = p(sp(m,n, ki, ke) = 1,9,(;17%, | I, (m,n))
_ ngn)p(lku (m> n) | Sb(ma n, ki, k2) =1, Ql(c?g;) (6>
oy (L, (m,m) | sy(m,n, ko) = 1,6(7)

The M-Step requires maximizing Eq. 5 with respect to 6. By setting

the partial derivative with respect to these variables to zero and solving we



obtain:
To(m,n, ki, k ,9(77)
Wénﬂ)zz b ]\1[ L) (7)

m,n

where NN is the number of pixels.

S 70(m ko, ka, 6) iy (my 1) — Sy A, Ty (m 0+ )
G2m+1) ™ 8)

Zm,n 70 (m’ n, kla k2a 0](;1]2))

For the parameter vector ~,, we have to solve the following equation:
1
A(n)%(fr ) — y( (9)

where A is a symmetric matrix with

a—J—J—J—J a—j—J—J—J+1 o A—g—JJ,J
a—Jj—J—J—J+1 Q—J—J+1,—J—J+1 ' QjJ—J—J+1
(n+1) —
A - a—Jj—J—J.J a—J—J+1,—J,J T aj.Jj—JJ (10)
Q—J—J—J+1,—J Q—J—J+1,—J+1,—J " QJJ—J+1,—J
a—j—J,JJ a—J—J+1,J,J T aj.Jj.J.J
where

@ = Z To(m, n, ki, ks, 91(:1]3;)11@ (m +i,n+ ) Ik, (m +u,n+v)  (11)

z?])u7v

m,n
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(n+1)
Vg Tk

(n+1)
Vg T4,k

(n+1) _ 1
/yk - Py(—TIJTJ,)kl

(n+1)
VT4l Tk

(n+1)
V70K

Zm,n To(m, n, kq, ko, 0,(;172)) Iy,(m,n) I,(m — J,yn — J)
D To(m, 1, Ky g, 9,(;17%) Iy, (myn) I,(m — J,on — J + 1)

Yy — > To(m, 0, kit K, 9,(;2)) I, (m,n) I, (m — J,n+ J)
Zm,n 7—0(m7 n, kla k27 912:7172)) [k’l (m’ n) [k2 (m —J+ 1’ n- J)

S T0( 1, Ky Kea, 017 Ty (m, m) Iy (m+ T, + )

Again we use the EM for the estimation of the parameters 6y, of the Gaussian
mixture (second level of the EM). Consider the complete data {(I;(m,n),

2(m, 1)) }nn)ev (mn), Where a single component of the vector z(m,n) of di-
mension M is one; i.e. z(m,n) = (0,---,1,---,0)". A vector z(m,n) indi-

cates the component from which I(m,n) originates; p(Ix(m,n)|z.(m,n) =

1, 0k1) = NIy, (m,n) | pe, A?) and p(z.(m,n) = 1) = a.. The conditional

11



expectation of the logarithm of the complete-data likelihood is given by:

M
12 = Z 1 (m7 n, kla k27 Hk‘lb) Z Lc(ma n, kla ekll) ln[@cp([kl <n7 m)‘
m,n c=1 (13)

ze(myn) =1,0k1)]

where t.(m,n, k1, 0k1) is the conditional expectation of z.(m,n,k;). Note
that, if one center of the Gaussian mixture coincides with a sample obser-
vation and the corresponding variance tends to zero, then the likelihood
function increases without limit, leading to a degenerate EM estimator. For
this, we consider that all the components of the Gaussian mixture have the

same variance; A2 = A\?. In the E-step, we estimate the conditional posterior:

te(m,n, k1,9/(g71’)) = p(z.(m,n) = 1,0,(6717)1 | I, (m,n))
__alp(ty ) | ze(mem) = 1,67 (9
> alp(Ix, (m,n) | 2o(m,n) = 1,60))

In the M step, the following updating rules of the mixture parameters are
obtained by maximizing the conditional expectation of the complete-data

log-likelihood in Eq. 13:

(n) ()
a(n+1) _ me T1 (mv n, kla k27 gklb)bc(m7 n, kla 6)].;11) (15)

’ Zm,n 71 (m7 n, k1, ko, 91(9717%))

> Ti(m,n, k1, ko, 0,(;17%) M e(myn, ky, 9]5??)1)(Ik1 (m,n) — Iugn))Q
e () (16)
D T 1, Ky o, O

12



ST (myn, Ky, kay 007 ee(myn, Ky, 087 I, (my )

(n+1) __ mn
He = an
Zm,n m (mj n, kl’ k;27 9’(;1]3))[’0<m7 n, kl; 9/23?)1)

The parameters estimation procedure is summarized in algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Algorithm for the embedding

Input: Iy, Ij,, and J.

Output: Return the embedding vector v, .

1. Initialization:

Randomly choose initial values of the parameters 6y,o and use kmeans to
initialize 0,;.

2. E-step: For each pixel value I (m, n), compute 7(m,n) (Eq. 6) and ¢(m,n)
(Eq. 14).

3. M-step: Estimate the parameters 0,0 and 60,1 by using Egs. 7, 8, 9,
15, 16, 17.

4. Repeat the steps 2 and 3 until convergence.

4. Experimental Results

We collect 1000 images in RAW format respectively from each of DRES-
DEN [9] and RAISE [10] collections. Then, we convert each image in five
color spaces namely Adobe RGB, Apple RGB, ColorMatch RGB, ProPhoto
RGB and sRGB. The number of images obtained is then 10K. Firstly, the
embedding vectors are estimated from all images. The neighborhood is cho-
sen by setting J € {1,2,3}. In order to select the appropriate number of
components M (Eq. 4), we use the Akaike information criterion (AIC). We
vary M from 2 to 8 with step 2. Once the features have been extracted

from each image, we use the Generalized discriminant analysis to reduce the

13



dimensions of the features [11]. We use them to train a multinomial logis-
tic regression model (MLR). In our earlier work [12], we initially assumed
that Iy, (m,n) was drawn from a uniform distribution. However, we have
found that this distribution is not suitable. Therefore we compare our new
approach to the one proposed in [12]. We also compare our model with the
gamut estimation method [7]. For this purpose, we use bk pixels per channel
and per image (a total of 40 millions pixels) in order to approximate the
gamut. In fact, in their work, the authors estimated the gamut by comput-
ing the histogram from a collection of images. We report the accuracy (in
percentage) based on a five stratified cross-validation in table 1. The results
reported are the obtained with J = 2 since it gives the highest accuracy. The

following formula is used to compute the accuracy:

TD x 100

< (18)

Accuracy(%) =

where T'D is the number of images with color space correctly detected and
N is the total number of images in the test set.

As stated in section 2, the gamut estimation has to be more precise in
order to discriminate between color space in the RGB family. Therefore, this
method performs poorly (20.61%, see table 1). Our method outperforms by
2% (=~ 68%) the one proposed in [12]. Indeed, the choice of Gaussian mixture
to model the pixels that cannot be embedded over their neighbors is more

suitable than a simple uniform distribution. It is worth noticing that the
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Table 1: Accuracy obtained for the color space identification problem.

Color |Accuracy by
Space space (%) Accuracy (%)
Adobe 69
Apple 69.15
intra-channel| ColorMatch 66.6 68.59 + 1.34
ProPhoto 68.05
sRGB 70.15
Adobe 67.90
. Apple 68.30
lntegcélgnnel ColortMatch|  66.7 68.20 + 1.75
ProPhoto 67
sRGB 71.1
Adobe 67.55
. Apple 63.7
mtra‘;gannel ColorMatch|  66.05 66.31 & 1.28
[12] ProPhoto 69.7
sRGB 64.55
Adobe 20.65
Gamut Apple 21.6
Estimation |ColorMatch 22.7 20.61 & 1.18
[7] ProPhoto 19.25
sRGB 18.85

estimation of the embedding vector ~,, depend on the model of the pixels that
cannot be embedded over their neighbors (see Eq. 5 - Eq. 12). According to
the results, for both intra-channel and inter-channel embedding, the sRGB
color space is the easiest to identify and the ColorMatch color space is the
most difficult. The concatenation of the intra and inter channel embedding

vectors, do not improve the identification.

15



5. Conclusion

This paper has proposed a model to identify RGB family color space. In
order to identify the color space, we rely on pixel embedding and Gaussian
process. When the metadata of an image does not have the information
about the color space used, our model can be used to identify it. Once the
color space is identified, we can produce a better display. When using our
model, we were able to correctly identify the color space with an accuracy
of 68%. Improvements can be made by choosing a more flexible distribution
than the Gaussian one. In future work, we can also investigate if including

image quality measure [13] can improve the color space detection.
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