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ABSTRACT

In recent years, sparse sampling techniques based on regression analysis have witnessed extensive
applications in face recognition research. Presently, numerous sparse sampling models based on re-
gression analysis have been explored by various researchers. Nevertheless, the recognition rates
of the majority of these models would be significantly decreased when confronted with highly
occluded and highly damaged face images. In this paper, a new wing-constrained sparse coding
model(WCSC) and its weighted version(WWCSC) are introduced, so as to deal with the face recog-
nition problem in complex circumstances, where the alternating direction method of multipliers
(ADMM) algorithm is employed to solve the corresponding minimization problems. In addition,
performances of the proposed method are examined based on the four well-known facial databases,
namely the ORL facial database, the Yale facial database, the AR facial database and the FERET
facial database. Also, compared to the other methods in the literatures, the WWCSC has a very high
recognition rate even in complex situations where face images have high occlusion or high damage,
which illustrates the robustness of the WWCSC method in facial recognition.

Keywords sparse sampling; weight learning; face recognition; robustness

1 Introduction

Face recognition is a branch of visual pattern recognition. Humans usually understand the world through visual pat-
tern recognition, because humans get visual information through the naked eye. However, both photos and videos are
recognized by computers as matrices, and the elements of the matrices are individual pixels. In contrast to human
perception, computers process images by analyzing these matrices, which is a fundamental difference in how recogni-
tion tasks are approached. The challenge in face recognition lies in the computer’s ability to identify and distinguish
between different faces, despite variations in lighting, poses and expressions. This is achieved through the use of
algorithms that can extract features from the pixel matrices and compare them to a database of known faces. The
development of such algorithms has been a significant area of research in the field of computer vision and machine
learning.

Facial recognition technology, which achieves the identification of an individual’s identity by comparing the digital
image of a human face with the known face database. In fact, face recognition technology has experienced many
stages in its development, such as the initial template-matching based approach, the machine learning-based approach
[1], and the deep learning approach [2] nowadays. Early face recognition methods primarily relied on template-based
matching to identify individuals. This approach achieved face recognition by comparing the similarity between a
given face image and a predefined template. However, this method is sensitive to the interference of illumination,
expressions and some other factors, and it is difficult to achieve accurate face recognition [1]. With the development
of machine learning technology, face recognition algorithms based on machine learning have received much attention,
such as the Eigenface [3] and the Fisherface [4]. These algorithms extract the features of face images and use machine
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learning algorithms for classification and recognition [4]. Compared to template matching methods, machine learning-
based face recognition algorithms seem to achieve higher accuracy and be more robust. Furthermore, deep learning
technology can extract and classify high-dimensional features of face images by training deep neural network models
[5], such as the FaceNet [6], VGGFace [7], etc.

However, with the progress and development of technology, sparse sampling method has been widely used in the field
of face recognition. In this method, it is assumed that the signal can be represented as a linear combination of a sparse
coefficient vector and an atomic dictionary, where the atomic dictionary is a set of sample points that can represent
various parts of the signal. Therefore, the aim of this method is to extract the sparse coefficient vector based on as few
sampling data as possible. After that, the signal can be reconstructed by the sparse coefficient vector and the atomic
dictionary. Therefore, for a signal y ∈ Rm, it can be expressed as

y = Ax+ ε, (1)

where ε ∈ Rm denotes the measurement noise, A is the atomic dictionary and x is the sparse coefficient vector.

In 2009, Wright et al. proposed the theory of compressed perception for face recognition [8]. The key point of the
sparse sampling problem is how to reconstruct sparse signal. Given the sparse nature of the signal, the reconstruction
process involves identifying the non-zero elements of the sparse coefficient vector x. This is typically achieved through
optimization techniques that aim to find the sparsest solution that satisfies the equation y = Ax. Therefore, the
reconstruction algorithm must effectively exploit the structure of the atomic dictionary A and the sparsity of the signal
to recover the original signal from the noisy measurements. Sparsity means that most of the elements in the signal
vector x are assumed to be zero, which leads to the following optimization problem:

min ‖x‖0 s.t.‖Ax− y‖ ≤ ǫ, (2)

where ‖x‖0 denotes the ℓ0-norm, counting the non-zero entries of x and ǫ ≥ 0 denotes the level of sampling noise.
However, the above optimization problems is a NP-hard problem. To reconstruct the sparse signal, one alternative
widely used approach is to replace ℓ0-norm with ℓ1-norm. Therefore, this optimization problem (2) can be rewritten
as:

min ‖x‖1 s.t.‖Ax− y‖ ≤ ǫ, (3)

where ‖x‖1 =
∑n

i=1 xi denoting the ℓ1-norm is a concave approximation of the ℓ0-norm. This approximation allows
for the relaxation of the original NP-hard problem into a tractable convex optimization problem, which can be effi-
ciently solved using various algorithms such as linear programming or iterative thresholding methods. The ℓ1-norm
minimization has been shown to be effective in recovering sparse signals in the presence of noise, which is particularly
useful in signal processing and compressed sensing applications. Finally, it is obvious that we only need to solve the
following unconstrained minimization problem:

min{
1

2
‖Ax− y‖22 + λ‖x‖1}. (4)

Various algorithms have been proposed in the literatures to deal with this well-known LASSO problem, such as the
alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) [9], Bregman methods [10], the Frank–Wolfe algorithm [11] and
the iterative thresholding methods [12]. When the measurement matrix A satisfies the restricted isometry property
(RIP) with a sufficient high order, the sparse solution can be obtained through these methods. Therefore, the ℓ1-norm
regularization method is particularly useful in scenarios where the signal of interest is sparse. In the meantime, this
method has also been widely used in some other situations, including signal processing, image reconstruction and
machine learning, where the goal is to extract meaningful information from noisy and incomplete data [13].

However, most of the methods mentioned above cannot achieve efficient recognition. On the one hand, this failure is
due to the similarity between faces and the variability of the faces. Images of faces from different individuals have
similar biometric characteristics. This similarity makes it difficult to identify a face image. Also, for different postures,
illuminations, angles and expressions, the face images are unstable, which would lead to the variability. On the other
hand, the face images may be partly blocked or damaged, which is not conducive to face recognition. Similarly, there
may exist noises in face images, which can also cause difficulties in face recognition. Therefore, it is necessary to
study robust face recognition methods [14].

In recent years, many robust face recognition methods are proposed in the literatures. Zhang et al. (2011) explained the
possibility of sparse representation in the case of sufficient samples and verified the advantages of sparse representation
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for face recognition. They introduced a collaborative representation classifier (CRC) based on ℓ2-norm constraints
and further proposed its robust version (RCRC) [15]. Zhou et al. (2015) considered a classification method for face
recognition based on ℓ 1

2
regularization, which balanced the sparse representation classifier (SRC) and the CRC through

an iterative Tikhonov regularization (ITR) [16]. Zhang et al. (2017) solved the robust face recognition problem via the
iterative re-constrained group sparse classifier (IRGSC) with adaptive weights learning [17]. Lei et al. (2020) proposed
the weighted Huber constrained sparse coding (WHCSC) and established a robust weighted regression model with
sparse constraints for face recognition [14].

In this paper, a new robust face recognition method based on the weighted wing loss constrained sparse coding
(WWCSC) is proposed. Performances of the proposed method are examined by various experiments, and it is demon-
strated to outperform some other robust face recognition methods in the literatures, especially when face images are
partly blocked or damaged.

2 The recognition method based on sparse robust coding

In the face recognition problem, each gray image of a face can be represented as a gray matrix. For ease of represen-
tation, we can stack the gray matrix as a column vector. It is assumed that there are k classes of face images and k is
known. Let Ai = [vi,1, vi,2, · · · , vi,ni

] ∈ Rm×ni , which denotes training samples of class-i, where ni is the number
of training samples of class-i and each column of Ai represents a face image from class-i. Therefore, if given enough
training samples from class-i, any new test sample from the same class can be represented linearly by the columns of
the training samples Ai, i.e.

xi,1vi,1 + xi,2vi,2 + · · ·+ xi,ni
vi,ni

, (5)

where xi,1, xi,2, · · · , xi,ni
are the corresponding coefficients.

Furthermore, let A = [A1, A2, · · · , Ak] ∈ Rm×n, where n =
∑k

i=1 ni is the total number of training samples and

assume k is very large, then for a given new test sample y ∈ Rm×1, it can be linearly represented as:

y = Ax0, (6)

where the vector x0 must be sparse since the test image only belongs to a certain class. To get the sparse vector, we
need to consider the following sparse optimization problem:

min
x

{‖Ax− y‖22 + λ‖α‖1} s.t.α = x, (7)

where λ is the penalty coefficient for the ℓ1-norm. The essence of formula (7) is the sparse constraint when the
residuals of least squares estimation obey the Gaussian distribution. However, when residuals obey the Laplacian
distribution, the sparse coding problem is:

min
x

{‖Ax− y‖1 + λ‖α‖1} s.t.α = x. (8)

Sparse sampling is a technique which can capture high-level correlated structures in images and represent signals
with as few atoms as possible in a given over-complete dictionary. In a word, sparse sampling attempts to construct
or approximately represent complex signals or images using the minimum number of basic elements (atoms in the
dictionary), while retaining important features and structural information in the image. However, the problem is
whether the fidelity term (‖Ax − y‖1 or ‖Ax − y‖2) is sufficiently effective to describe the fidelity of the signal,
especially when the signal has noise or abnormal values [14]. Here, fidelity generally refers to the degree of similarity
between the original signal and the signal which has been processed or encoded. For formula (7) and formula (8), the
ℓ2 norm (Euclidean distance) or ℓ1 norm (Manhattan distance) are employed to define fidelity. This definition is based
on the Maximum A Posteriori Probability (MAP) and assumes that the residuals after encoding (i.e., the difference
between the original signal and the encoded signal) follow a Gaussian distribution (normal distribution) or a Laplace
distribution. However, in real practice, the distribution of residuals is unknown, and it may not be a good choice to
follow a certain distribution of a single hypothetical residual, especially when occlusion, camouflage or corruption
occurs in facial images. Therefore, a fidelity item that uses a single norm in a sparse coding model may not be robust
in these cases[14].

To solve this problem, we use the wing loss to replace the ℓ1-norm loss or the ℓ2-norm loss. This type of loss was
proposed by Feng et al. [18], which can be defined as:

wing(x) =

{

ω ln(1 + |x|)/ǫ, if |x| < ω,

x− c, otherwise.
(9)
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where the non-negative parameter ω limits the value range of the nonlinear part to (-ω,ω), the parameter ǫ limits the
curvature of the nonlinear region and C = ω − ωln(1 + ω/ǫ) is a constant that smoothly connects the linear and
nonlinear parts defined in the piecewise function[18]. Based on the theory by Byod [19] and the ADMM algorithm,
we firstly introduced the following wing constrained sparse coding model (WCSC):

min
x

g(z) + λ‖α‖1 s.t.z = Ax − y, α = x, (10)

where

g(z) =

{

ω ln(1 + ‖z‖1)/ǫ, if ‖z‖1 < ω,

‖z‖1 − C, otherwise.
(11)

Under specific circumstances, as the value of λ increases, the sparsity of x becomes more pronounced.

In real life, the sample data may contain outliers. To further diminish the impact of noise or outliers in the training
sample, an effective weighted approach is to assign lower weights to the outliers. In robust sparse representation-based
classifier (RSRC), the corresponding minimization problem could be converted into an iteratively reweighted sparse
coding problem [20]

Based on the weight vector in RSRC and the wing constrained sparse coding model (WCSC) mentioned above, we also
consider a weighted wing constrained sparse coding model (WWCSC) in this paper. Actually, impacts of the noise and
outliers can be effectively mitigated through the utilization of the weight vector and the WCSC model. Subsequently,
the ℓ1-norm minimization can be addressed by the ADMM algorithm. Numerous data experiments conducted in some
open face databases demonstrate that the WWCSC model exhibits an excellent classification effect, particularly when
confronted with complex facial images such as occlusion, corrosion, and so on.

The WWCSC model can be expressed as

min
x

g(z) + λ‖α‖1 s.t.z = wT (Ax − y), α = x, (12)

where w = (w1, w2, · · · , wm) ∈ Rm×1 is the weight vector. In particular, the weight of the i-th sample wi is defined
by the following sigmoid function:

wi(ei) =
1

1 + exp(−q(
δ−e2

i

δ
))
, (13)

where ei is the residual and δ is the residual threshold. Obviously, δ − e2i represents the distance between the residual
and the threshold. Furthermore, the parameter q influences the penalty rate of the weight. Thus, the sigmoid function
constrains the weight values within the range of [0, 1]. Also, when the residual is greater than δ, the weight is less than
0.5, while if the residual is less than δ, the weight is greater than 0.5. Let Ψ = (e21, e

2
2, · · · , e

2
m), and then rearrange

Ψ to Ψa in a descending order ranging from the smallest to the largest. In addition, if we assume k = ⌊τm⌋, where
τ ∈ [0, 1] and ⌊τm⌋ represents the largest integer less than τm, then the parameter δ can be expressed as δ = Ψa(k)
following the article [20]. For the sake of facilitating the calculation, formula (13) can be rewritten as

wi(ei) =
exp(−µe2i + µδ)

1 + exp(−µe2i + µδ)
, (14)

where the parameter µ = q
δ

.

For the optimization problem (12), we can use the ADMM algorithm to solve it. The Lagrange function corresponding
to the above optimization problem is

L(x, z, α, h1, h2) = g(z) + λ‖α‖1 + 〈h1, w
T (Ax − y)− z〉+ 〈h2, α− x〉, (15)

where h1 and h2 are Lagrange multipliers and 〈.〉 denotes the inner product.

In the ADMM algorithm, while one variable is updated, the others are assumed to be fixed as constants, which gradu-
ally approximates the optimal solution by minimizing the Lagrange function. This method has been widely applied in
statistical learning and machine learning due to its effective handling of convex optimization problems with equality
constraints, fast processing speed, and good convergence. Furthermore, by adding a quadratic penalty term to the
original Lagrange function, the improved augmented Lagrange function is defined as

Lρ1,ρ2(x, z, α, h1, h2) = g(z) + λ‖α‖1 + 〈h1, w
T (Ax− y)− z〉+ 〈h2, α− x〉

+
ρ1
2
‖wT (Ax − y)− z‖22 +

ρ2
2
‖α− x‖22,

(16)
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where ρ1 > 0 , ρ2 > 0. In fact, the augmented Lagrange function could also be rewritten as

Lρ1,ρ2(x, z, α, h1, h2) = g(z) + λ‖α‖1 +
ρ1
2
‖wT (Ax− y)− z + u1‖

2
2

+
ρ2
2
‖α− x+ u2‖

2
2,

(17)

where u1 = h1

ρ1
, u2 = h2

ρ2
. By the well-known ADMM algorithm, the above augmented Lagrange function could be

iterated as follows:

x(k+1) = arg min
ρ1
2
‖WT (Ax(k) − y)− z(k) + u

(k)
1 ‖22 +

ρ2
2
‖α(k) − x(k) + u

(k)
2 ‖22 (18)

z(k+1) = arg min g(z(k)) +
ρ1
2
‖WT (Ax(k+1) − y)− z(k) + u

(k)
1 ‖22 (19)

α(k+1) = arg min λ‖α(k)‖1 +
ρ2
2
‖α(k) − x(k+1) + u

(k)
2 ‖22 (20)

u
(k+1)
1 = u

(k)
1 +WT (Ax(k+1) − y)− z(k+1) (21)

u
(k+1)
2 = u

(k)
2 + α(k+1) − x(k+1) (22)

where W = diag(w) = diag(w1, w2, · · · , wm). Subsequently, the aforementioned sub-optimization problems can be
addressed individually:

x(k+1) = [ρ1A
TWWTA+ ρ2I]

−1[ρ1A
TW (WT y + z(k) − u

(k)
1 ) + ρ2(α

(k) + u
(k)
2 )] (23)

z(k+1) =







S η

ρ1(ε+‖z(k)‖1)

(WT (Ax(k+1) − y) + u
(k)
1 ), ‖z(k)‖1 < η,

S 1
ρ1

(WT (Ax(k+1) − y) + u
(k)
1 ), ‖z(k)‖1 ≥ η.

(24)

α(k+1) = S λ
ρ2

(x(k+1) − u
(k)
2 ) (25)

u
(k+1)
1 = u

(k)
1 +WT (Ax(k+1) − y)− z(k+1) (26)

u
(k+1)
2 = u

(k)
2 + α(k+1) − x(k+1) (27)

where the S operator is defined as

Sk(a) =







a− k, a > k

0, |a| ≤ k

a+ k, a < −k

. (28)

For a given test sample y ∈ Rm×1, which is assumed to belong to one category in the training set, the sparse repre-
sentation x̂ can be calculated by the following Algorithm 1. Ideally, the non-zero terms of the estimator are associated
only with a certain category in the training set. In such cases, it is quite easy to determine the category to which the
test sample belongs. However, in practical applications, noise or modeling errors may result in numerous non-zero
terms in the obtained estimator, and these non-zero terms are associated with multiple categories in the training set.
For such situations, numerous possible classifiers are designed to address this issue. For example, we can pick out
the largest one among the estimator and attribute the test sample y to the category associated with it. However, the
aforementioned method does not take into account the utilization of the subspace structure associated with the images
in face recognition. As can be seen from the previous description, there exists a linear structure among the images in
the model. To better utilize this linear structure, the test samples are reconstructed using the training samples of each
category at first, and then classification is carried out based on the differences between the reconstructed samples and
the test samples.

For each class i, suppose δi : R
n → Rn is the characteristic function that selects the coefficients related to the i-th

class. Then, for given x ∈ Rn, non-zero elements of δi(x) are just the items in x associated with category i. Based
on the characteristic functions, we can reconstruct the test sample by using the coefficients associated with all the
training samples of the i-th category. Therefore, the given test sample y can be estimated as ŷi = Aδi(x̂). Then, the
recognition of y can be realized based on these approximations by assigning it to the object class that minimizes the
residual between y and ŷi:

min ri(y)
.
= ‖y −Aδi(x̂)‖2. (29)

5
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Algorithm 1 Weighted wing constrained sparse coding model

Input: The atomic dictionary A, test sample y
Output: The estimate x̂

1: Given the atomic dictionary A and test sample y, select the appropriate parameter λ, q, τ, ρ1, ρ2, Nither, τ0
2: Initialize x(0), z(0), α(0), u

(0)
1 , u

(0)
2

3: Calculate the weight of the initialization
4: for all k = 0, 1, · · · , Nither do
5: Update x based on Equation 23
6: Update z based on Equation 24
7: Update α based on Equation 25
8: Update u1 based on Equation 26
9: Update u2 based on Equation 27

10: Update the weight w based on Equation

w
(k+1)
i (e

(k+1)
i ) =

exp(−µ(e
(k+1)
i )2 + µδ)

1 + exp(−µ(e
(k+1)
i )2 + µδ)

11: end for
12: Criteria for exiting a loop:

τ (k+1) = ‖x(k+1) − x(k)‖2/‖x
(k)‖2

If τ (k+1) < τ0 , then exit loop
13: return The estimator x̂

The computational costs of most classification algorithms are associated with the dimensions of the input samples.
In numerous scenarios of practical applications, the dimensions of the data might be extremely high, particularly in
issues related to image classification. Thus, it is quite meaningful to reduce the dimensions of the data. Various
dimensional reduction methods have been proposed in the literatures, such as the principal component analysis (PCA),
linear discriminant analysis (LDA), marginal Fisher analysis (MFA), maximum margin criterion (MMC) [21], locality
preserving projections (LPP) [22], sparsity preserving projection (SSP) [23], semi-supervised dimensionality reduction
(SSDR), semi-supervised discriminant analysis (SDA) [24] and random projection (RP) [25, 26]. In particular, random
projection is a commonly used technique in data mining and machine learning. It reduces the dimensionality of high-
dimensional data by mapping it to a lower dimensional space while preserving the structure of the original data as
much as possible. This method is particularly useful when dealing with large-scale datasets, as it can significantly
reduce computational and storage requirements. Wright et al.[8] examined the applications of RP in the dimension
reduction of face images. In the subsequent experiments, we shall also employ random projection technology to
conduct dimensionality reduction of the data and realize face recognition.

3 Experimental results

In this section, we will conduct experiments based on some public face recognition datasets. These experiments can
not only demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed classification algorithm but also verify the claims made in the
previous chapters. Secondly, the robustness of the proposed algorithm against distortion and occlusion shall also be
discussed. Particularly, we consider the following four face datasets: the ORL face dataset [27], the Yale face dataset
[28], the AR face dataset [29] and the FERET face dataset [30]. In these experiments, the ORL face dataset contains
a total of 400 images of 40 different individuals. The Yale Face Dataset was created by the Yale University’s Center
for Computational Vision and Control. The dataset comprises 165 images from 15 volunteers, exhibiting variations
in lighting conditions, facial expressions, and body poses. The AR dataset comprises over 4,000 frontal images of
126 individuals, with each individual contributing 26 photographs. For this experiment, 10 photos of 40 individuals
from this database are selected for recognition. The FERET face dataset contains a total of 1400 face images from
200 individuals, with each person having 7 images. The face images in the dataset include variations in expressions,
lighting, and poses. Besides, all the images from the FERET dataset are stored in the TIFF format as grayscale images,
with a width of 80 and a height of 80.

Firstly, for the case in the absence of damage and occlusion of the face images, the corresponding recognition rates of
various methods are listed in Table 1, where the proposed WWCSC is compared with some existing competitors, such
as the SRC, RSRC, Sparse Huber (SH), IRGSC and WHCSC.

6
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Table 1: Comparison table of recognition rates for different datasets(Unit:percentage).

AR ORL YALE FERET

SRC 94.17 89.17 95.56 85.36
RSRC 95.38 90.21 96.34 88.42

SH 94.26 88.32 93.12 83.27
IRGSC 96.88 90.62 100 93.35

WHCSC 93.21 89.57 93.36 90.42
WCSC 95.00 89.00 94.57 92.27

WWCSC 95.00 90.00 95.56 92.78

It can be inferred from Table 1 that the WWCSC method outperforms the WCSC for the four datasets, which implies
that adding weights to the loss function can enhance the recognition rate of the model in face recognition. Compared
with the SRC, WHCSC and SH methods, the WWCSC method demonstrates superior performance across all four
aforementioned datasets, particularly on the FERET dataset. As can be seen from Table 1, on the above four datasets,
the performance of IRGSC is the best compared with other methods. This result is attributed to the superiority of the
IRGSC method itself. However, the performance of the WWCSC method we proposed is only slightly inferior to that
of IRGSC. This result encourages us to explore the robustness of the WWCSC method. Therefore, in the following
experiments, we mainly consider the case when there exists loss or occlusion in the face images. In particular, the
robustness of the WWCSC is investigated under various types of occlusions, such as the Gaussian noise random pixel
corruption and random block occlusion.

Secondly, our main research focuses on the robustness of the WWCSC method when face images have different
degrees of loss. In this experiment, we specifically conduct our analysis using the AR dataset. For the AR dataset,
we artificially damage the face images under varying degrees following Wright,J.[8], where different percentages of
randomly chosen pixels from each of the test images are replaced with simulated values from a uniform distribution.
For example, effects of some specific face image with various pixel noises are shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Face images with different percentages of pixel corruption(from 0% to 50%).

In the followings, in order to validate the robustness of the WWCSC method, we imposed damage ranging from 10%
to 90% on the test images. The recognition rates of face recognition for different methods with different degrees of
damages are presented in Table 2.

Table 2: Comparison table of recognition rates of different corruption(Unit:percentage)

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

SRC 94.16 93.33 93.33 87.50 87.50 84.38 84.38 81.25 65.62
RSRC 95.21 94.37 93.89 90.65 88.47 85.36 84.89 82.37 70.46

SH 93.98 93.41 92.06 89.39 85.72 83.61 80.42 70.15 60.32
IRGSC 96.88 96.88 94.62 90.38 89.25 89.25 89.25 80.12 72.50

WHCSC 93.06 92.58 91.34 88.49 86.67 84.52 81.94 78.61 66.72
WCSC 95.00 95.00 95.00 93.36 92.34 90.25 88.23 86.34 75.27

WWCSC 95.00 95.00 95.00 94.17 94.17 94.17 94.17 94.17 94.17

From the Table 2, it can be seen that as the degree of image damage increases, the face recognition rates of most
models show a downward trend. Among them, the performance of the WWCSC is relatively stable. When the loss of
face images is 10% or 20%, the recognition rate of the WWCSC method is marginally lower than those of the IRGSC
and RSRC methods. However, when face images suffer from more than 30% degree of damages, the performance
of the WWCSC method surpasses the most of all other methods. In particularly, in the case of the damages of face
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images reach to 90%, the recognition rate of the WWCSC method is 28.55%, 23.71%, 33.85%, 21.67%, 27.45% and
18.90% higher than SRC, RSRC, SH, IRGSC, WHCSC and WCSC. Moreover, it can be discerned that the WWCSC
is more robust when dealing with damaged images in contrast to some other approaches.

Thirdly, we consider the case when the test images are imposed white or black block occlusions of varying sizes, as
shown in Figure 2 and Figure 3.

Figure 2: Face images of a white block occlusion(from 50% to 90%).

Figure 3: Face images of a black block occlusion(from 50% to 90%).

Also, the face recognition rates of different methods under different degrees of damages are listed in Table 3.

Table 3: Comparison table of recognition rates of different corruption(Unit:percentage).

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

SRC 90.62 90.62 84.38 84.38 71.88 65.00 53.12
RSRC 91.37 91.37 86.43 82.31 70.37 64.35 55.27

SH 90.54 90.54 85.61 80.47 68.35 60.59 51.14
IRGSC 96.88 93.75 87.50 84.38 78.12 68.75 62.50

WHCSC 92.48 92.48 86.87 83.94 75.46 69.68 60.75
WCSC 94.17 93.33 88.33 87.50 86.67 85.83 79.17

WWCSC 95.00 93.33 90.83 90.83 90.00 87.50 80.83

It can be observed from the Table 3 that as the occluded part of the image increases, the face recognition rate of all
models shows a gradually decreasing trend. This result indicates that as the proportion of face images that are occluded
increases, the difficulty of face recognition also increases. When images exhibit 10% to 20% block occlusion, the
IRGSC model demonstrates the optimal performance among all evaluated models, with the WWCSC model ranking
second in effectiveness. However, when images are subject to 30% to 70% block occlusion, recognition rates of the
WWCSC distinctly exceed those of other alternative methods. In particularly, in the case of block occlusion of face
images reach to 70%, the recognition rate of the WWCSC method is 27.71%, 25.56%, 29.69%, 18.33%, 20.08% and
1.66% higher than SRC, RSRC, SH, IRGSC, WHCSC and WCSC. Moreover, this result demonstrates the superiority
of the WWCSC method in the case of high block occlusion in face images.

4 Conclusions

In this paper, we propose a new wing constrained sparse coding and weighted wing constrained sparse coding. Com-
pared with some other methods, the advantage of WWCSC lies in its robustness and effectiveness in dealing with
complex issues such as occlusion and damage in images. On the one hand, the wing loss function utilized by the
model can excellently diminish the effects of noise or outliers. On the other hand, the model can distinguish face
images of different classes by applying weights to the loss function to decrease the intra-class variance and increase
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the inter-class variance. Experiments also show that WWCSC is superior to IRGSC, RSRC, SRC and so on. The high
robustness and strong effectiveness of the WWCSC method demonstrate that it is an ideal choice for face recognition
applications.

References

[1] Brunelli, R.; Poggio, T. Face recognition: features versus templates. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and
Machine Intelligence 1993, 15, 1042-1052.[CrossRef]

[2] Al-Waisy, A.S.; Qahwaji, R.; Ipson, S. A multimodal deep learning framework using local feature representations
for face recognition. Machine Vision and Applications 2018, 29, 35-54.[CrossRef]

[3] Turk, M.; Pentland, A. Eigenfaces for Recognition. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 1991, 3, 71–86.[CrossRef]

[4] Belhumeur, P.N.; Hespanha, J.P.; Kriegman, D.J. Eigenfaces vs. Fisherfaces: recognition using class specific linear
projection. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence 1997, 19, 711-720.[CrossRef]

[5] Wickrama,K.; Arachchilage, S.P.; Izquierdo, E. Deep-learned faces: a survey. J Image Video Proc. 2020, 25,
35-54.[CrossRef]

[6] Schroff, F.; Kalenichenko, D.; Philbin, J. FaceNet: A unified embedding for face recognition and clustering. In
2015 IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR); 2015; pp. 815-823.[CrossRef]

[7] Madarkar, J., Sharma, P. Sparse Representation Based Face Recognition Using VGGFace. In Machine Learning
and Big Data Analytics (Proceedings of International Conference on Machine Learning and Big Data Analyt-
ics (ICMLBDA) 2021); Misra, R.; Shyamasundar, R.K.; Chaturvedi, A.; Omer, R. , Eds.; Publisher: Springer
International Publishing,cham, 2022; pp. 280–288.[CrossRef]

[8] Wright, J.; Yang, A.Y.; Ganesh, A.; Sastry, S.; Ma, Y. Robust Face Recognition via Sparse Representation. IEEE
Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence 2009, 31, 210-227.[CrossRef]

[9] Yang, J.; Zhang, Y. Alternating Direction Algorithms for ℓ1-Problems in Compressive Sensing. SIAM J. Sci. Com-
put. 2011, 33, 250–278.[CrossRef]

[10] Goldstein, T.; Osher, S. The Split Bregman Method for L1-Regularized Problems. SIAM J. Img. Sci. 2009, 2,
323–343.[CrossRef]

[11] Jarret, A.; Fageot, J.; Simeoni, M. A Fast and Scalable Polyatomic Frank-Wolfe Algorithm for the LASSO. IEEE
Signal Processing Letters 2022, 29, 637-641.[CrossRef]

[12] Beck, A.; Teboulle, M. A Fast Iterative Shrinkage-Thresholding Algorithm for Linear Inverse Problems. SIAM
Journal on Imaging Sciences 2009, 2, 183-202.[CrossRef]

[13] Candes, E.J.; Romberg, J.; Tao, T. Robust uncertainty principles: exact signal reconstruction from highly incom-
plete frequency information. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 2006, 52, 489-509.[CrossRef]

[14] Lei, D.; Jiang, Z.; Wu, Y. Weighted Huber constrained sparse face recognition. Neural Comput & Applic 2020,
32, 5235–5253.[CrossRef]

[15] Zhang, L.; Yang, M,; Xiangchu, F. Sparse representation or collaborative representation: Which helps face
recognition?. In 2011 International Conference on Computer Vision;publisher:Barcelona, Spain, 2011; pp. 471-
478.[CrossRef]

[16] Zhong, D.; Xie, Z.; Li, Y.; Han, J. Loose L1/2 regularised sparse representation for face recognition. IET Com-
puter Vision 2015, 9, 251-258.[CrossRef]

[17] Zheng, J.; Yang, P.; Chen, S.; Shen, G.; Wang, W. Iterative Re-Constrained Group Sparse Face Recognition With
Adaptive Weights Learning. IEEE Transactions on Image Processing 2017, 26, 2408-2423.[CrossRef]

[18] Feng, Z.H.; Kittler, J.; Awais, M.; Huber, P.; Wu, X.J. Wing Loss for Robust Facial Landmark Localisation
with Convolutional Neural Networks. In 2018 IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recogni-
tion;publisher:Salt Lake City, UT, USA, 2018, pp. 2235-2245.[CrossRef]

[19] Boyd, S.; Parikh, N.; Chu, E.; Peleato, B.; Eckstein, J.Distributed Optimization and Statistical Learning via the
Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers, 2011.[CrossRef]

[20] Yang, M.; Zhang, L.; Yang, J.; Zhang, D. Robust sparse coding for face recognition. CVPR 2011 2011, 625-
632.[CrossRef]

[21] Xin, A.; Yang, W.; Zheng, X.J. Sub-pattern based Maximum Margin Criterion for face Recognition. In 2017
2nd International Conference on Image, Vision and Computing (ICIVC); Publisher: Chengdu, China, 2017, pp.
218-222.[CrossRef]

9

https://webofscience.clarivate.cn/wos/alldb/full-record/WOS:A1993MD77500006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00138-017-0870-2
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.1991.3.1.71
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/598228
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s13640-020-00510-w
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/7298682
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-82469-3_25
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/4483511
https://doi.org/10.1137/090777761
https://doi.org/10.1137/080725891
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/9707878
https://doi.org/10.1137/080716542
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/1580791
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00521-019-04024-z
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/6126277
https://ietresearch.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1049/iet-cvi.2014.0114
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/7876799
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8578336
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8186925?arnumber=8186925
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:6257320
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/7984549


A PREPRINT - MARCH 25, 2025

[22] Cai, X.F.; Wen, G.H.; Wei, J.; Li, J. Enhanced supervised locality preserving projections for face recognition.
In 2011 International Conference on Machine Learning and Cybernetics; Publisher: Guilin, China, 2011, pp.
1762-1766.[CrossRef]

[23] Qiao, L.; Chen, S.; Tan, X. Sparsity preserving projections with applications to face recognition. Pattern Recog-
nition 2010, 43, 331-341.[CrossRef]

[24] Ling, G.F.; Han, P.Y.; Yee, K.E.; Yin, O.S. Face recognition via semi-supervised discriminant local analysis. In
2015 IEEE International Conference on Signal and Image Processing Applications (ICSIPA); Publisher: Kuala
Lumpur, Malaysia, 2015, pp. 292-297[CrossRef]

[25] Majumdar, A.; Ward, R.K. Robust Classifiers for Data Reduced via Random Projections. IEEE Transactions on
Systems, Man, and Cybernetics, Part B (Cybernetics) 2010, 40, 1359-1371.[CrossRef]

[26] Lestariningati, S.I.; Suksmono, A.B.; Edward, I.J.M.; Usman, K. Group Class Residual ℓ1-Minimization on
Random Projection Sparse Representation Classifier for Face Recognition. Electronics 2022, 11,2723.[CrossRef]

[27] The ORL Database. Available online: https://www.cl.cam.ac.uk/research/dtg/attarchive/facedatabase.html
(accessed on 4 March 2025).

[28] The Yale Database. Available online: http://vision.ucsd.edu/datasets/yale-face-database (ac-
cessed on 4 March 2025).

[29] The Aleix Martinez and Robert Benavente Database. Available online:
https://www2.ece.ohio-state.edu/~aleix/ARdatabase.html (accessed on 4 March 2025).

[30] The FERET Database. Available online: http://www.nist.gov/itl/iad/ig/colorferet.cfm (accessed
on 4 March 2025).

10

https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/6017017
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0031320309001964
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/7412207
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5398938
https://www.mdpi.com/2079-9292/11/17/2723
https://www.cl.cam.ac.uk/research/dtg/attarchive/facedatabase.html
http://vision.ucsd.edu/datasets/yale-face-database
https://www2.ece.ohio-state.edu/~aleix/ARdatabase. html
http://www.nist.gov/itl/iad/ig/colorferet.cfm

	Introduction
	The recognition method based on sparse robust coding
	Experimental results
	Conclusions

