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Survey on Facial Kinship Verification
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Abstract
portant research topic in computer vision and machine learning domain. Kinship verification has a wide range of ap-

Facial kinship verification aims to verify whether two facial images have kin relations or not. It is an im-

plications in fields of missing children finding, social media analysis and image automatic labelling. It receives more
and more attention and has been developed in many directions. In this paper, we do a survey on the kinship verific-
ation. First, we briefly introduce the kinship verification’s state of research within last ten years. Then we define the
problem and discuss the challenges. Then, we summarize and compare the attributes of public kinship databases.
Kinship verification algorithms are categorized and reviewed as well. We also analysis different kinship verification
methods and compare their performance. Finally, we discuss the future possible research directions of kinship veri-
fication.
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WSEFAT R FKEE(E B HE. %0 H Fang
T 2010 FHRH, 2O TRER T L,
N LR BA PR — AN 5T 07 ), 5
T NS5 T 9% R IR 70 7E 1 AR A AT
B, 0 HAE AT 7038 0 1 ) O E 2 3.

FE bR b, TP RN SE Tk RIGUERT 78 1) 32 244
% F R /R R A ARAG R S MITG 3 35 JE K 54 fif
E O CEE TR NN et Yol = TS Pi Y 3t
J7 T U EAA B bRt E R, T
Tl R55E, R, Ebs B2 k270 T ARSET
KAWE LA L U T 2. 28 1 mBERRSE TR R
B9IE Eb 2§ (Kinship Verification in the Wild, KVW)
T 2014 FAEEFRAEPRAE R 7 2 (Internation-
al Joint Conference on Biometrics, IJCB) 2% /5";
52 Ji KVW 382875 T 2015 4E[H bR A 5 T35
H 2z 2 (IEEE Conference on Automatic
Face and Gesture Recognition, FG)®; KVW &%
FEAE N BAT S5, e T AR T R RIRUE R IT. B
J&, EERIKE: SMILE 23 = 010 7 2017 Ei2
FHER P FKBE AT FE (Recognizing Families in
the Wild, RFIW), %538 T 2017 F-4E ACM [HPr
Z 1A 21 (ACM International Conference on
Multimedia, ACM MM)!0! F2%7p, 2 EAF4ETE
FG & L2475, 2019 & 1F Kaggle V- & L2870
T RFIW3HE°. 5UEAF, RFIW R4 L33
ORI S 1t FE R T 2 4E 55 Ao 1R )
Eb 3%, BAE ARE TR REIE. = NHARSE 7K
FRIE LA S KBRS FIER R

g5 LRk, NIRRTk RIIE B 73R 5
PR D FHARE R il STt 5838 1 32 R, W e
PR 2 07 R i ez im] g1 20 G i, A e
A — e F N N1 0 RIGUE ) jUHEAT T 4538,
X TR LRIR IR, BRI TR S 45
. 2014 4, Dandekar 5® X} H ARG SE 70 &R
U7 EAT TR, BEERE T E bR S AME 7
VENEZE AN L HARER M 757, 2016 4F, Wu 5622 Xf KL
BN SRR RIGUE AT TR AL MR
TR 4 3 BT RHME 7 BT % 211
Trids FETUREESE ST ER AN 7%, Almuashi 552
£ 2017 4 1 2R ) = - el iR N K% 158 R EniE
i) R AT AR o8 S BT R SR B R S Bk, (R
DU R R 775, Georgopoulos 252 7E 2018 K
NEEEF R RIGUEAT S AN 22 ) @l 4, o0 i
THZEMMHERXR, N TERRENTETR
FRUE R R sz, DL SAHZE NG BB AE N R 2
" https://web.northeastern.edu/smilelab/RFIW2017/

? Kaggle & — MR AN BRI 367 &, (5 5k B 4R T EL
* https://www.kaggle.com/c/Recognizing-Faces-in-the-Wild
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Table 1  The summary of the existing facial kinship verification survey papers
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The illustration of positive pairs (with kin relations) and negative pairs (without kin relations) (© (2018) IEEE.
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PEOET- T B s AL AR ABLRE , DA R HI i R 2 1 BB AT 1Y
AR, fEBUF et 1A o vk, @ ik
RHIER R AN 3 2848, A HLE% 5 2 7 vk B 58 itk
M HERT R N IR 2 R BA R TRAR.

H B NS5 TR RIGAE, & 7518 RIS AE 4
HURIAILES 2 20 7325, 43 i wa e A [ (0 N s B 48 T
HORFE AL R AW R B RA MR TR R, W
A e B BELOR R A X2 — AP
(1), R A BB B A 551 0% & 0 7 e i P
A AEAE AR AR AU . 1E b, 28 5 SN B S e
NI UG (SR BAAR), F I, 1 1. 327, 43 it
B (BAAR) $EURFIER R, I8N o(1,) 5 o(1e), P
N Z AN B d(o(L,), (1)) R, 1Bl BI{HE 6

FIUF RN R AR TR, WL 51,

AEARTRR, Hdo,), o(1.) >0

NI 2R R IGUE R G R BEI T T AT
T, — 2R TR A MR, — R N R R E B
B HHET L. NRIRIE 5 AR 798 RIS IE [
P BAT MU, SISO IRRAN . P R 5 22
T PRI G P 4 PR R AL AR UL SR AT 4, T
FEAEAWHIEAREKELETE TR, BE
BRI 5 BASEMOR 70 R, A ) ) 1
PREA A [A] RE AN R Y, 1l IERE AT AL v, 47
FEAS A7 AL B S 22 7 1 170 5 38 B9 LR A A A DL RE
JERUR, B 5 5 RREARRGE, BT BT A
2R T R A PR N B R A Az AR A7 AE AL
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PE, $EIN T R R R, NI TR R
B AR T

Br 1 H RTEFT SR BN SR 750 R0 IE IF) R
W TE 23 A Y P T 427 AR A% 2k DR ORI T SRR
Ji, RIS T 53— AR I R, R = AN 2R
FRAKIUE (Tri-subject kinship verification), i
ANEFELE = NN G, DT 2 N B,
7 I ML, RoR SR BRI AN IEE, I
Rt T NEER, KA 2T BARTRA.
REE ST BRFIER IR A o(If) ~ ¢(I) M G(Ie). £
TH R R RN d((0(Iy), ¢(In)) , (1e)),
5 N5 7 2% R I8 E [ R SRALL, 368 3 1R 0o e e
70K Z NPR T RAWIE S NR2E Tk RIGIE
YR58 (Binary classification).

FENIG R TRk RIGIE S Al b BIF 70 48 i 1) 5%
250 T W Ok T i S ANE @i AAEL 22 L i)
KU GRE I A e — A 2 JE 0] 2y 2K ) R
(Multi-class classification), BIZEAES S 2 A
Fhl, TN —AFEE, 4% —IEfsE N
BAWIHLE T KEE. H x = {X1, Xo, -+, X}
KU E ENRENES, SN2 0 REEN
{y1, yo, -5y}, R IREE, AR &
& ;i KRR, SR 7 2K L5 N 2R 5%
FRISUERI XAAE T, NIRRT % R AR S5 =& 7
A A 8] AR ARABAE, T 22 70 2R 7 B b — AN
N5 ZAFEEG A RIS AU, AT i 7
T R0 FR) B2 [ At P o S TR R AL, i X e
HOH HGIN, 5 RE 53 2 1 HME 2 HAH 8 K, By
FNEREH 2 B TR, 140 B A ORISR T 2k
FIW, ZEE7r RAES HEE 564 DNFKEE, 70 K HE
A 16.18%. FXEER SRR @ B AEX AT
6 PR DG e 2% B2 R 7, v 38 2 4R i BT A 2 K
ALK, AN GO R B FEA, fth 45
e SIVLHC AT KA SR A5 . X2 TR A0 52 B2 B A
2R 1A 1) DX AE T, SR TR B T 51 g 7y S
RAIINZR, 102 2 1 3 A 28 e S AR UL P B >

KR 5 Al EGEBA BN K B, Ak
BN S BE S HAD SR J8 R 51

Bl 2 B4 7 4 MR RAMRIMES ~EE.
H T AN SE TR R T eI B, HOA
JK 55 7 Ok FRIGUE 7 V22 36 1 0% R T T (1) SR B AT A%
O, BRIIGAZ S0 B A i R NS 7 20 R I8 UE 1) R,
% 2 XA AR NG SE T8 R REAT T
I, AT T TR R, X B T AN R
ERRAESA R, AE 3 WHE 4 X BARE
EIEAT T VR A

N2 708 RIS E & — AN A PR ) &, I
FEPOEAE B N LN JLAN T T

1) A— AAFIEAZSR (Inner-person vari-
ations) HJFZIH. X — midk7K T NRIGIE (Face verific-
ation) M EAIEMIBRER. — 7, BT REHFRS
SR, 2B 2P0 R R AR BT, W ig
A AR FE B UGB AL ESE, 5 — I,
T E4 B 5 &ML, B840, R
o AR AL AR BT SF C A 91 AT P4 55 IX EE ]
=, 2 FEE AN AR EUR RURHAE ™ AR K
Ze 5, S AR RHIE 2 B

2) BT KM ZEFM (Inter-person vari-
ations). i HE /& 5 HA 5% 1% R AP IE A [F) K
B AT BEAFAE IR K B AE e 22 57, AT BESR B A R4
i, B AR AR A G B AR AL, X EET S I T N
FFRARUERIHMERE. SRS FREE R, &
SHAAETFRRPUANREGZE RS K. 7 UE
HAH B TR AR NG S, F L 592500
P A8 22 e B R 1T 2 o) P 22 e A, D2 1k L 52 i)
FIWTR T BA G FRRMUHER . thah, FB2E AR
TRER (WATFT—INT AFF—ILEE) Wik @, H
TR B K, SR AL B A1 A o FE 5K

3) KT /AR T RIL TR, REXET KA
IR T e B R RA IR K2 7, (AT
FIARARLE | IX A AR S PR N R HE IEFE A (Hard pos-
itive sample). &, AN EA X T RAMAF NS

K2 RrkEEFTEHE
Fig.2  The illustration of kinship related tasks
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Table 2  The summary of advantages and disadvantages of the facial kinship verification methods
IN S vinis REHE 7% 1 L 13 s
s s g3 ] WEUR TR 0 702 I
BTRE ) T TUEE ki, MESEF LR sk, s e BRI
s 1, T B0 A A WE IR B, SR ikl R, 1EHRKAE T
eI 0-41] e T 3 3 (1205 ’ AR BB 2 T R PERERG 32
o PR, - SRR R S T AR A AE. R
Y% . e 6
o BT RE RS 0 o, S BRI R AR g PRI e
TR REAEHAEC Y, g, RN RAMRREIAE Rt AR s ot TR
%3] SRS oIS, g PR, SRMIEREIGRACR g, kR ol
e .. TG T P B SETF IR, :
sepspers, OO TR e mmngn m ks g,
HFRESESIONE 00 ST E i g SR SR TN s RERIARE S BLERURST ZE, VI Zi

o:afm]’ ET}?%)‘M‘R%‘JM]

2% 1 L I B F) 2 ) 3
i (A B IER R

TR,

lIF

FEKAR B BAT— 5 AR, FROARAE SRS (Hard
negative sample). 3% AR EHGOS AHUZEAR, FE5%
T NI G ARBURE var, s pic it o B2 B A AR A DL 4y
X, R FHEDL T E .

4) BEIE e AR R AE$2 IS B A A B /b 2 T Y
G . AR SE 9% SR IIE In) R — A FEAR =
IR AL, NIk TR A R R R HAR T
U ) B B 2 22— A TR B o S AE T BT 3
ST A WS IE AR JE, 7257 S SR B 4E ] )0 1
EURRFAE T, 0T R8s 1 2R A8 v, SR A
26 T B R A AR /D HER 2T 5
I R, 25 VR FEARR AL RN Ry ok BRI Bk k.

5) USSR T H0 0 e g . IR 5% T 50
PEAR AR AR RS 5D Bl PG, ¥ Rt b 4%

e LA E B AR, AR TSR T A A A ST AR T
CRIAMIE R TRA, I TR TRABT AN
FEER R, A RHRIRME RS 2 T 5 S, X at
VAP PO S € N Ve Sl B E N E ]

2 HESEAVEEEN

HIEE

BARETE NI E T X RIEWE AR R B
(VR . 75 T A 0 R B B AR, R 2 2500 W4 &8
1Bk E T, — O, AR SR I
H PR T SIS R A G — R PR AR T, S — T,
BB MIR 5 R SR AR — 2B T 50 1 il s T
e, TR T R R UEAT L H I LATT, 3G AH G
BT ANRHHES, Fit, FERE/RKEEN Fang 559 T
2010 FEEE A T — BT R R EIELE Cornell Kin-
Face, %3455 tH 300 M@ A EHE (BP 150 461
XP) R, BT AE-ILT, SE-ZL, BESE-)L
T, BESE-Z )L A P EBE TR R, S TN,

2.1

Z P EEN T 2R FRIRE. BT R4
PR, W B RN/, ik, SRR R K
B LEAR IS ESAFEENRE.

H AT A AR SE TR REIRER 12 14,
7 3°4: Cornell KinFace, UB KinFace >, Kin-
FaceW™! Family 101", UVA-NEMO Smile/*"
TSKinFace®™, FIW", WVU®, KFVW™, FEVW™M,
KIVI™ fl TALKIN™ $fade. 3% 3 X EA K T4
PREESHOAT T B G RART LG, TR TR AT X X e 44
PRI R

1) Cornell KinFace £(#i4E". Cornell KinFace!
R H— AN G TR, Hd SRR
£ HAE 150 X4 ALK A NACREEGEE T 20/
NI EME, SR ER K/ 100 x 100 535, XL
EIE I RIR T W48, G RERE N B R %4, B
XPEHE L RS 5 R/ RSN R R K.
ZHAR R PR B A IO R X, A E R
ML T 4. Cornell KinFace KA X
B—F LR R — L dsy, RiEs NS 0n1E
BHEWE T R RBMRI, B RARRM S ME
A, HpREE- L F X — R TR AR E R
DAL TR RN R Z .

2) UB KinFace ##i4E°. H1EEARKILRNFH
Shao Z X4 UB KinFace™ ™ &5 — /NI A
T FRABHIEZ A B NG B G H 5. 5
HARHI SR 7R REAR LA, R 7 A BHER R
MR, X2 TR R IR R A B H T
g NI B 2 18] BoAT 58 e B AR BL . B B4 400
AN 600 1R EHE, FURI 2 #2308 89 x 96 B %K.
X 600 & K15 5 200 4, B—HP AT ¥4«
TR ACBE S AR AR N IR & —1E. UB Kin-
Face ¥ N BB NF0 73 Iy iR 43 L0 AN EE T

* http://chenlab.ece.cornell.edu/projects/KinshipVerification/

® http://wwwl.ece.neu.edu/yunfu/research /Kinface/Kinface.htm
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Table 3  Characteristics of kinship databases
BB, F Bl me P g TEOUERR Soon g Fout
’ CESIE e S . b I
CornellKin', 2010 300 I@EIE 150 X557 &% 100x100 7 o 7 HAMEE B AmTHREE V1
UB Kinface>*, S . - AEEREFELZHR
) R 4 N
5011 600 IEEE 200 43T F% 89x96 I e) X E SRR 5 1 ) S 1V1
UvA-NEMO 1240 B WE 1020x1080 A F K ddomw R THBEER )
Smile™®" 2012 %=
Family 10157, 2013 14816 fEEI% 101 M EW  EE 120150 H &l fa SRER: f&%g/ﬁ%ﬁ%m " Wiléjﬁ
. . . A e RO, B
KinFaceW-1'", 2014 1066 I&E% 533 43T K 64x64 ¥ ¥ ¥ ESRIR 5 K B R 11
KinFaceW-I1", . . e AR SE, BB
5014 2000 & &5 1000 551 El% 64 x64 ¥ 7 7 EPS78T B B V1
TSKinFace™, 2015 787 WG 1015 1% F B 6ixed  E  E  f  AdmE 0 OEORAESR Ly,
I
e e 1V1, 2V1
FIW, 2016 11103 W% 1000 M5KE R 108x124 A H  EWIRE ODABHRRICRT o
K g PR
B, KR
WVU, 2017 904 MREIE 113 X257 Efg 32x32 HoORm & HAME ﬁfﬁmm@ﬁmﬁj V1
E 1
KEVW™, 2018 836 B 418 *EET  AUB 000x500  E  E F msgm o DEREERE
FEVW™, 2018 300 B 100 AT W kW k kA adorm 0TS MAREER S,y
%%%E&LIE
KIVI™, 2019 503 BORUAT 211 4S5 P e T T giﬁﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%& V1
TALKIN™, 2019 800 BIULAN 400 X267 MUHE A 19201080 G o 7 HAMEE B2 RESHE4E 11

Rrp 58 3 WVIERRRA R TR ARIE, 2VIZUR = N4, HISOCR- R TR TR R RIL.

N, &6 100 H. &8RS BARKSE 7R R KR
BEAT T X8, 70N 4 Mo 7R R, Hh3skR-)LT,
R, B2R-ILT, B )L mlE 91 4,
794, 21 ALK 15 4.

3) KinFaceW ##54°. KinFaceW %4 4 tH %
MTFHAEEA K KinFaceW-1 1 KinFaceW-I1, #{
a2 NP2 ISR 1) B AR IR T I NI R,
Lu S5 1, B BUR IR/ A 64 x 64 B &, A
THIEE R B S A, AR 2 4 7E T, Kin-
FaceW-1 " i NG R B AR R A, 17 Kin-
FaceW-TT H [ N J: BEIAG 5 A2 M TR] — s Pl 45 v 43 1)
32, KinFaceW-1 1, R5%-)LF, F-& L,
BER—ILT, BEE—ZL A 134 X, 156 X, 127
XA 116 %f; KinFaceW-1I H, & —Fh3E TR R
A 250 XF, o AR AR, BdE o A A B,
T HEAT ISR, 48R 28T NIRRTk RIGET
Forr A B T2 AR AR, BB R IR ) BOEEN
J6r 21Ok RIS UE T IE ), 1 S R B e LA
K& AR

° http://www.kinfacew.com/

4) Family 101 4 4E"7. Family 1015 5 §z4E
e MNEE RKEM S IR, B R
HH R 2% IR R 7 56 10 2 AR b B (Advanced multi-
media processing, AMP) 525 = & 37, Family 101
HIREAT T 206 MEOLKEE, W 607 A, 3
it 14816 lRAKEZ. B HREEME 1 ~ 7 M
OFBE, R — MO FEEAFE 3 ~ 9 NMEEERA.
HH A TP ) BRI LW, BRI 73 R %
HARE, HEE#HITS—. Family 101 $iEE+H 0
7 BRI I AR EE ANEZ S A, Fami-
ly 101 P A Z MR TR AR, SOE-)LT,
R4 )L, BER-ILT, BER- L il 213 X,
147 XF, 184 A1 148 X}, Family 101 ZE 4 L5 RE
WG LH SV, = AR s TN FIRE AR R 5 1
KFHR. A, Familyl01l FHIZHANEA 2R AR
FIE, 05 FRH 5 T AN [R) R AR 8 1 1.

5) UVA-NEMO Smile ##54°. UVA-NEMO

T http://chenlab.ece.cornell.edu/projects/KinshipClassification /index.
html
% http://www.uva-nemo.org/
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Smile ¥4 £ 1 Dibeklioglu 5607 JEH | f ) 25T
ZHEIEME AT S 58 &1 “BEE &
& BT, T ZEUREN S5 & LUK RE R BAL
(1), AR A — A B AR A 2H B 1) 55 7 04
££. UVA-NEMO Smile #4R£EOFEAH 1240 Bz
PSR (Forp 597 BE “EZE7 M, 643 BE “E 0
B), BT AR F By 5N SR SR IR A
S 5EHIFRE 8 ~ 76 5 2 (8], MM /NA 1920 x
1080 &K, ZEIRER T T BT 4 Fp 2
FTFRAFBBU LI B HGK 3 FioE R REH
(AR P51 3 AR [F] 4y B ARGk R R, ek &, 4
*/ WK R). ZEAR LN R T R B2,
A 95 X, HAAR AL B N R B — ) 4K 240
HNEFTA.

6) TSKinFace 4 £E°. TSKinFace $#i4E 2
FHVAE BT K 22 1 Qin 2508 32 A 6 R 4% B i
%, SZETEIEEAR, © FEH TR A4
SETRARWIUE N . TSKinFace Al & AR HEEFET
KRPI: BB )L FRSE— R L, &
A 513 AN 502 2H, NGk E T M4 Bxt
TS A LW, RS BG40 64 x
64 13 FK, FREF W LT 24 NFh.

7) FIW £ #i4"°. FIW (Families in the Wild)!"!
B4 2 H TR K, 256 M o i o 7 G 3L
W4, 1 Robinson 25457, FIW i 4 DA K E 45
ML, A5 1000 K EEREE 13000 TEA
B, B N B OR /N 224 x 224 5.3 FIW
W T R BERAAE R A A ) 2 5k I8 . B3R 1ok
FEA L ANEE T UVA-NEMO Smile 13
KW 7 FhoE TR R BT, i B K 7 IR AR
T RAFRM (HRX—T, -2, HE-I T,
HBF—PN4). FIW AMLAE F 0 45 1 S b e ize i it
T Family 101, 1 H.7EZKBESEHJ5 HH EE Family
101 FERE IR, B B B e A ) B 4R

8) WVU 4", WVU H 4 H it 76 7 Je
K= (West Virginia University, WVU) [ Kohli
210 T IR AR RS 113 MR TR AN, A8 T
UVA-NEMO Smile 19 J ) 7 Fpop+ L REM
Horp 22 X bl o, 9 XA 2B / il ik, 13 XFa Tk, 14 X
A2, 34 X ATF, 13 MRELCHN 8 XHBEF. 9 734
NGB Z R, HIREGN S 5HEAT 4 EAK
BIUE. SR B R BN, ST EE A R,

9) KFVW #5412, Yan 250 21 7 KFVW

? http://parnec.nuaa.edu.cn/xtan/data/TSKinFace.html

' https://web.northeastern.edu/smilelab/fiw/

" https://sites.google.com/a/mix.wvu.edu/namankohli/resources
2 https:/ /www.kinfacew.com/datasets.html

(Kinship Face Videos in the Wild) iX— A AR 45
FETRFALIELE, 5 UVA-NEMO Smile [ [EH &
SoATE, BORAE T FARIAEE. AARTE IR, S,
PTEOL. 5 RGO RS R A L
W KEVWEE LA E T 418 XF NG, & Bl
S E 100 ~ 500 Wi R, FLARM) K /N A 900 x
500 18 2. I S0 H AT KR 45 35 R U T 0 4% FL AR AT H
KFVW 57T 4 Fh EERSE TR R LR =8k
BAER TR R BN A0 BB, B 5
UVA-NEMO Smile 4 7R KM TE, TA 2K
5& KEVW B8 88 50 LS RE 45 10 2H 808 | 4
AMRBA 2 BN

10) FFVW ¥#i 4. FFVW 4542 i Sun
SN AT (R — A NIRRT Ok R ¥4, 5 TSKin-
Face B4 S AH 0L, 280 4 3 2 T 5 T AL
M= NASETIRAKIE. FFVW 85 7 100 41Xt %
(17 300 BUALAI, HoHfE iR B T, A8 i PR 5
BN ERIEE. 5 TSKinFace A, FEFVW #4Q
BE-F R ARG —1E R TN R, BB X F et
HEATH Sy

11) KIVI 4", KIVI #d54E i Kohli 25
BT, BE DK BE R A AT AT 503
AMEREINERES, X 503 NAMAESR H T 211 AN FKEE,
LT R T 355 XS TRt iZEE S M ELIE I
8, WP KN 18.78 s, “F XMW %N
26.79 Wi /s, FALMEGET T 25 . 5EATIRH
AR 7k R AR, KIVI B 4R ads T
bR R RIEN M 7 FCRIR R R, R,
LA EPEIE O FRRRFIRAE T T A 2R, H A
ORI 2PN

12) TALKIN 4 48. TALKIN™ 3442 56
— AN ZEESKE TR RIS, B N RASAE
PR S SR 2 . TALKIN B £ 608 7 MW E
R S AR 1) 800 B LA, B0 T 4 PSR T X R,
o= )LF SR L BEsE— )L A EESE -2 L.
BRI RA — EOM AR, BRI A SE A,
S NIRRT 7S B 45 5. WU Nk 44 N ok
T RKEEG 2 i@ N . TALKIN B8 T
KH 9 AE KNP, Horb RN G AR K EL A
WARTE S S AEE . AL A A 0SS LA R UiiE i
P&NAE LS ORI

P RE VAT

SIS B 70 9 IERE AT RARE A, IEFEA
Xt b e B 2 T AT B 0K TR R AR AL,

'3 http://iab-rubric.org/resources/KIVIL.html
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TOREAR N BERL™ A R B 26 TR REREA. 18
AR ASARE AN B AH R, B WA B AR T AR
BEZWFEARAR, IR TIEMREAR. BTRT
KA RN, N T RS, i dh
KT AR T 9%, Fory, DU /R 9l 2Re, @R 1)
—HrAE AR, i TR B G SR H i 2%
PEE R, F5 BN RE R, B —Pr B 1 IE R
AP IAEAR A h = A TTH#@QK@%ZWE"J%&

Pase X
WRAHER T JE 5% T R RIIEH H P 4845,
HERF 2R ] DU IR — N7 AR AR I 4R B 1 22K
%73[”] Iy RARI 73 G R T Loy Mg o). IR
I3 R 53 FIAS TER 73 8 53 I8 3 80 70 B 46 1
W53 KRB IEFEA (True positive, TP) 5 IE#H 4K
FIAFEA (True negative, TN); £515% 73 oL IE
BRI R IEFEA (False positive, FP) 45 i% 7
KHIFAFEAR (False negative, FN). #EfiI% A 115

TP+TN

A="pN @)

3 RREANKEFTXRRWIESGE

FAE RO T S, WL T AN NIRRT R
ARUSUEIIE T AR, 200 TG T Tt TREALL
VR FE 5 21 AR 2 YRR AR, 7 (B g, 38
AR NG 2K 1 9% AR B8R T3 15 73 9 A B BUZEAT 1
g ARG T Lt Jrik (RTY) MR 2T
Jiik (B 4 7%). AR, AN A TG NR2R
TRAWAUER—BOLRE, ZJa X &G T5 570 AP
KEBIR, 73 A G NIRRT RIS BT AN 2R
TR TNE.

3.1 ARFEFRARWIEREER

FETRABIEM — BRI 3 fiw, EEH
4 A CERIA T A NSRBI AN S
FEFREL. BEESTHE A RIS A5 5

1) NIGASEI . Fr BRI 4> ). X — B RN
(A5 NI 11 S 4 BB AT N A I, ek A B30

%A%EH@

/B
/B T

‘ $%%m

- 63‘%' ‘75(]?? P

BEAT E LS, LIRS A7 B AE S bLox) £,
NG HEAT 55 55 MU . 56 55 MU IE R H 2 ek B
TREE NI A B2 s, & B )N 7 R0 55
77134 MTCNN (Multi-task convolutional neural
network)™ Il ERT (Ensemble of regression
trees) ™. ARSCEAFXT AT AN A, E RS
[5e] FH % SCHR.

2) SETRAIESZEL. ¥ &5 € 1 P R d AR B
L, L 7y AT R AE SR L, R A AR IR o ik
— R ERE, B o(1) Mo(LL), AT Ja%:
(RIBE RS B EAN ) 2K, X — R T2 7 R R RAE
—MZLBT RN, R e M BRI OB P £
FEVRE 5 2] B CLAT B A% SR ik TAE AR, 3 A
FRIEF IR A J5 38 {20 (Local binary pattern,
LBP). —it#| g iH B HFIE (Binarized statistical
image feature, BSIF). REAZBRHELZH (Scale-
Invariant feature transform, SIFT). 77 [A#6 B BT
(Histogram of oriented gradient, HOG) L& J5
HAHAL E AL (Local phase quantization, LPQ) %
WEE ST BLS , AR SRR R T 2 B i
R PERFAE R IE TR IR, AR SCHESS 3.2 RIS 4 745
R IR AL U AR TR D7 VEANR BE 25 2 7 1R SRR
FNE BN T ARAAE R IA TPV AT VEAR I VA 2R
P 4h.

3) BEE TR, 22K TRHESR A, WiE AR K
1853 M 227 BROPS A [E] E 4E B2 IR RFAIE ) B, 42 1 OR 7R
BLR FH 68 1 B B R R U SR MR R B AE AR AR
22 ) P R, SR DY A 7 NG PR A5 2 ) ) A ABAAE
WHMEEEEIEARIRES. 5IRIEE. RiZ
LRSS, fEREABE R & b, Wi =ik gl N JZ
== (Metrlc learning) &%, B 2] H Xing
SEM7E NIPS 2002 (Conference and Workshop on
Neural Information Processing Systems 2002) £
— AR, EEY B IR AR T R AR
AKX (B IEAEAXT) (B BOEE B AR /I, T AESE 7Kk R
AXF (B ARREAKE) [ f) 25 B A8 K PR A HAE e, 4 42
FRCRA) AR ) 3 5 2 ) 3 AR o B bk N 28T B R
FEZR ), DAFR i AR 798 SRR A M e 0 ™. 1K

i L B R

SR LL

> dist(f,, f) C—> *¥§

£ BE BT TR H
’ R

K3 SR RARIER e

Fig.3 The general framework of kinship verification
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AR KGAES 3.3 IR AT VR 4.

4) k. 2 ER PR, Cam 8N EE
AR Z 1A B, R R R 2] — A e K
XA NN G B AGRE A X 1] 1 PR 2 AT 7398 AT
IPREA KRR, SCRF R EAURTER A A 5.

FENHG 2R TR ARG IE ), 2% 7R SR BUR
PR B OV A, R FURIEN R
sk, AR AR SO 1 [ F

R AR FHHER IS &

fER e NS5 5% ZR IR IE 1n) 8 2 0 A A
oSSBT B AT A R IE R, R AR SR BT V2
W FEI B A& AR T G R SR R ok T s AR e
PVRFE R 7, ACHE SR AN B AN ] Ao FLAUL A e (1) 1) it
A PAAr AR RFAE . T AR . T LRRE, T
P R R IR AR 3 RN R AE S 3R 5 V5. 1 0, IR
fiE HH Fang %1% 235 32 ) A A 13E T T 1050 )2 4
A, MNAS[F) 24 B 22 7 THT SRR A, 047 T 50 700 €6 ) 12k
RS S N S S sl = 1 X 2 1Y B =
T AN [F) AL 8] () B 0 DA S L BE AR 1 Y AR
ZREMWIR/N. 25 Xia SET0 35 1H #5058 £ 4 Sk
ITHIR, BFEEME N RS MR NP EE ) IX LR
PEH AR AR R R, B -1 A+ 1. 554 20 Fh
Ja& VR AE SR R AE R AE ) . SRTT, FRIRAHE K 2
T BN R NBAT R, SR8 SURRIE R 1 )& 1%
FROE ) B4 A, (5 B RR F i, ARe% 212 5‘}:'
BIG R IR R B N KSR T 0 RIGUEIZ B3k
P SOV, WA RATTEE S TR AR
(1) E SRS IOT V%, 32 T SRR IX 28 7 VK 134T 7
FAC .

32,1 ETFEZEWFENFETFXRAREIE

IR T7 15 B A8 I 50 T 50 1) . 2 A, A AR
B W AR TR AR ALL BE 5 80 BRI I By e 7R
SO0 N AT 08k SUE AL 450 — IR A EE, XF
HHREUE ZVEAL, Guo ZE8PY HEH A A IR . e
S VB N R X, Kl 4 B, B
DAISY iR+ X &A™ X I 2 BOUHE AP RRAE, T
Eﬁ‘ﬁ*ﬂ @E/J*HU‘@ Kohli &1 42 Hi {4 FH £

3.2

/B T/
VB E B
LTPANESEE T8 i 25
5 7
Kl 4

Fig.4

Rl (Differences of Gaussians, DoG) 7715 i
HHEB R X IR, 2 J5 Wang ZEP2 78 2014 5T 72
N 68 AN AJGRFAIE 55RO 592 B B8 7K &
ISR kP JREE A R 2R T Grassmann JRJERTJL
R B 7V, vHE PR A R AR BR TX
N IR DG B i R SR ALAS I AN FE L, Goyal 251
RTINS (Edge) &0 125 T REAE$E T2,
Ve B e M Canny 26 I -7 xF P a6 B4
FEIULGHFAE. Canny 51 B AR 1R R BILGA
W, B0 S 58 A LA ST BB A bR e — IR 1)
Pt RFEPERD fER R BB IA &G B )G, il %%
@@%E’Jlﬂﬂﬁ*ﬁl:ﬂiﬁﬁm%é 15 1) 32 25 11 X
322 FIHHERE

U TH A 28 BT B T LA TR 2 R R 15 =
JU:T/\U”J%[ITEEXE’J AT AERF L TS R A T AR

7 DL S AR A B S e O, DT T 50T YA
TEE, TESE 2% 5% A T 0 s 25 L BEAIG. XX 2 ]
BFF 053 8 H A FH T AR AR g vk 200 8
R B (LBP) J& M &N 2 10F L4F
HERNSEHUT V%, LBP A& —F H Sk 4k B & JR i 4L
PR 1, & B A Wi AN P RN K FE AR 14 5
BEMAL S, 5 i Ojala %% 71 1996 12
th, LBPKH BT A0 w5 7%, WKl 5 s, 18
3x 3 K/NE W, DL O RAENRIE, o0l
LRI 8 MR R IEAT gL, B 8 AN EM.
FME R KT BIE, bR 1, BARIEHN 0.

B CL B 77318 B0 8 AL A5 Bl R % v 1
(1) LBP 4t X A4 n] DL s i [X 3 11 S0 BRI .
LBP % fith A] DI i e 3 <0 4 A A EUE A1, 753 304N
[F) 2 B R RRE R R . I L1488 R, HL P /M40
AL, W (2, ye) M09 LBP B AT PAR R N

P-1
LBPp p(te; ye) = Y, s(gp — 90)2"
P=0
w={, 12, 3)
=0, z<o0

HA, g NH OB ER R, g, NS ER R s(2) N
5% &k LBP 875, FriERH 10 gkl
o D a\e
i A,
ARSI Y A 133 E s TR H
AL RARARL FEAE ) B (PN

B 3 E DX 2% 1 R R IR S AE 2R &

The architecture of saliency based kinship verification
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O oI Ok 187
K 5 LBP ik

Fig.5 The algorithm of LBP

NERRZ B ZAEB R, A 2F B, 78 SEFRR A
AF LA PRI R BT SR 3R 15 2 REE R LBP 3£
AP @, 7 LBP FREFREAT 24 G AT 7 Bk
THEENFHPEMEEN LBP A, M1k ar
BT B3 2% 7 BHE U LBP E, AT E
G LBP (BRI AT DL 12 EUE SO ARRE. 1 6
T AN KR XN LBP B, LBP K
R R ME R AR T 1% LBP {H.

a) JKIEE " (b) LBP Mt

Gray scale image (b) LBP image

Kl 6 LBP AL
Fig.6  The visualization of LBP feature

FEBEAMl T TR JE A b, I B 7 v H
AT AR R R B 7. &7 32 REEW T £
i ¥ (Pyramid multi-level covariance descri-
ptor, PML-COV)P #5717 & 78 F THRHE, ¥ A

[ HER T 1 HOG Fl LBP P MU IE 5 B 77 2 4
RF2E, WS T AL GURHIE BRI b d i 1R R )
# 1f KinFaceW-1 5 KinFaceW-II £#4E 17
I ZE)IEF] 88.2%.
3.2.3 ETEGMFETHRGE

& 48 F TRHMEAT AT AE K FE B B, AL
MR 55 (Luminance) F2 B2 1 74 B BIRHER
N, M2 7 R R B (S B (Chrominance). [HIH
B AL TSR A BB AE S, e IR B
Jik AN €5, D T BRI 78 o i T 5 G B A
B, Wu 50 B SOEURHE S U V. B AL
RIS T BB EEMgEERmAS 7 mE S, 6
PR RAE B A 5 = B AT . R BB A A A
RGB, HSV, YCbCr 5§, %778 Se ke f N -5 5
ey BAREUE 7 6], AE B AR A3 (8] o) 4 il 1E
I EUR S AR ISR AR, PR A T8 E R AE
HEAT R B B A BB S ERRE, i 7 BT,
SRS AR BH HSV e 25 [A] AH 3 T e Ath 2 €2 2 )\ LA

=
PN
e B 7 ) %

RIE K

P 2 6] 73 iR
K7 ROSCER R RTE

Fig.7 The method of color-texture feature extraction

FHIESRI

M N FF SETE S, HAE TSKinFace ##E45
RS TG RR R R, SR PR R
81.2%. I H 2 J5 WIAH B 5T 350 3R B T B 4 S0 B AR
AEAE SR Tk RIS IE ) AL F A R0k 0
R T AE O 50 B A IEU?EEX%TE?%Z—“ Liu

S0 FE L B, 77 7] (Inheritable color space,
InCS), K% 7 FH R BE A Jy H AR 3, Mo 2] —
ARG R W7, RS R T DICRE L PG P £ R 7 £

7% ) ISt 1037 ) P €0 2 ) . A i LGOS T DL
MERER R, mp Mme € R®™ (n=h x w), 1EH#
gita 2 6] T EBON 2, y € R, InCS @it —
ARHRFERE WS iR R AR B AT 2R Bt a3 R

x=W'im,

y=WTm, (4)

Horp, W R BEAE H AR R BT I ZR13 2. InCS B
77 B B AN B B TE AR B AR, D T BITR
FZ. WHFLR Y] InCS XA, (B s L
JCRBE AR L) B, 2 DB ISR
RWEY] T InCS AR H B2 8] B DB
3.24 FHEEFRFAREMTEA

5K ESR U A B, R AEILEFE (Feature
selection) J7i% B FE B 78 2 AN Re ik (6] 1) k-5 1 1%
FO7 3, A LFE E AR RN, IFEBRICRE
SRR PR OT AR A SN N 2 ANRFE, 7E H AR
BR B s PR HERA R AR T, N AMRRIE b ik %
PR RRTTE. Alirezazadeh 551 1E
2015 4 SEIR I B A R AR AE S A SR R AL, IR A
G BUA URFIE [ 7 7. Bottinok 551 2 H EE
ZAFHE, A5 SR R H A A E 1k (Local phase
quantization, LPQ). F AR fIAFF (Weber's
local descriptor, WLD) 1 LBP. 7E#E474FAE 52K
ZHT, T S R &, R SR A /N T
R H % (Max-relevance and min-redundancy,
mRMR) MAFERE AL H— N TR A w4
I 7r KA HIN.

Britbz b, B e A o KA S okt AT
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Frobife . Cui 551 2 Y B 3E B AR AL 377,
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Lo, N UIZR—A 59702625 hy, M N AS5970 K81
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Horr, Wi RIENWHESHL, ¢ RBFAMFFERIRA AT
wj, b /=i N L FF R ENL (Support vector ma-
chine, SVM) M4, C & SVM WM& S 4L,
xi; Wi FERXEE j RRER R, ®(2;) A HAN 2]
MIRFIE ], A58 R — AR R 5
SCHR [44] 2L, Chen %517 R FH BURLAH G 73 4 (Ca-
nonical correlation analysis, CCA) ik, RFE—
AN Z RIS IR BERE R, AT HG KSR 15K Z00F R Ry
FIEAH IS,
bR T BRI B RFAER IOV, e — e
M At F FE A DR AE SR B ) . Fang 560 i HX
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quadratic discriminant analysis, TXQDA) J77%,
L RRAE R E T7 V%, S SR LE K &, SR/ AR RS
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VEHAT TR RS, N0 RMEST T I7E
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33 FETEEFIFHE
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Fig.8

The architecture of NRML algorithm
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WATH S ={(zi, wi) | i=1,2,---, N} Foxil
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@i, yi N SR T B HIRERR R, H m 480051 1)
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TREARIBEES, T 28 3 Tl J3(A) WAH IEFEAKT 2, Al
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NRML FEAE ST 7K -F EEAS T s i
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VAR IR R AR 2 AN AT A B T A R
J7 b, Yan S50 §2 HORHRFAE ) S B 2 SVM 8
*F1i (Hyperplane) b, P e 4 id 20805+ AR
1 ZEHERE . Xu 17 H 2R R N BB R
fiE T &, B H A2 fﬁ‘ﬁu}#éﬁ%é‘ NRML 5L
JERAE ST 2 )5, Yan 255 Fl Lei 2559 2376
B ASZARUE A CCA %, tBiEW T NRML
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B e KR TR A BN TIEE TR AREEN
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PIEBRAHERE A BT, 25, Hu 5 F2 K

2 Yk B 5 2] 51 (Large-margin multi-met-
ric learning, LM3L), %5 LG 2 A FERHMEN
B S EL, (RIS AE 4 B IR SO AR R Al b 30
—NEE AR R, A RLE— B ROK IR SRR A B
ik 9 frR.

B9 KEZYER Y ) HikRE R
Fig.9 The illustration of LM3L

LM3L 7E 8 —4FE (565 k FFAE) T I8k iR 5
AL IR N
mank = Zh Tk — Yij (Mk
2%}
Hr, h(x) = max(z, 0), Jp Nk FAE T 8K R
H, wf, of FRoR/BERT /L NI AES K AT
RHIE IR &, g, b2, R EGHRAFRTRR,
T 7 A g A BE. HIE 9 AT LB A H, S4B
XEARTRAN, diy, (oF, o) <pp — 7 AR
AXRTRAN, 43y (2F, 2F) > p+ 7. H£IANZE
A FERIRFAE 7] 85, 7EAS [RIRFIE 725 8] 75 22 2 iR
L7 8] T i B SR B 24, RIAE [ RRAE 25 [A), BE B
MR M. AEE N T 33— 245/ A R RAE =
A ity R 2280, R4 2k B nT AR Ay

= dig, (7, 7)) (8)

K
min J = wh Jp, +
{Mkvwk}kkzl ; ke
A Z Z du, (@7, J
k,0=1,k<l i,7
du, (2!, 24))°
K
s.t. Zwkzl, wg >0, A>0 9
Pt 9)

Horb, w, RBUEZHL, 9 78T U, SBUE L p
RT7. 55 1 O AN [R] e iE 2 T 2 5 BUE o B 5 2
TN T /b A [FVR AL 22 18] ) 22 54k, P e e 2 AT B
BB R AL A B ST R E R RS B A Ty
A (9), FARGHT W] 2 ILICHR [78].
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ETNEMHENENEEFEIFE

bR TR AU 2 I D RER RS FE B 7, i —
FE T AR WA (X (10)), M ZZH00E
B, x;, x; R NMRHIE R &, 24 M ONBALRE (Iden-
tity matrix) I, XUZ A ABLRE AT AR 9 A 0 —
ORI ARSZARLEE . LR MEAR LR E B A R E R IR
TR B AR, I HOG T AR AR ) B
FORT DA R SRR ) AH RS, B

Sm (i, ;) = :cl-Tij

3.3.2

(10)
Zhou FE S DU Sy N B0 AR AL L 27 21 B
(Ensemble similarity learning, ESL), AN
Ti, yi, T, Yo, FEEE R R HARRE] LLRIR
{ S (x4, Yi) > Snr (x4, yi) +1
Sm (@i, yi) = S (5, yi) +1
Horr, @ My, Fox— R EFEAS, 1My, Ma; 5550
TR AAREA. Ny T i R IR 2 A% A, Zhou &5
& T 450K R A

1
((Sm, D)= — >
(=i vi)€D
z; ENg (=)

Z Cn (xiy Yi, Y15 Snr)
(i vi)€D
v €N (v;)

(11)

Oy (i, Yis 53 Snr) +

1

nk

A,

ly(x,y, 2;8Mm) =
max (0, 1 — Sy (x, y) + Sm(x, 2)) (12)

o, 1R — NG BME R & T8 B AEEAKT
VE 42 A8 R BR R R BRI 7 ik 240 BESL
ATV R T B A — s AR 35, BRIt A S
B A A ] DUIE BT s e AR R . HEik, ESL iE
Tk DU A N R B 2, 3 R o AR AR DL B A 1 1
FP KA LR, S0 45 R, ESL fETHE AR |
RFIA W T77, A AR F/E KinFaceW-1
KinFaceW-IT _ 7 5 HUAS 74.1% 1 74.3%, 1F240)
FAF IR A MERE. Qin 250 47 HH 2 AF 55 1 W 2k
FMES 2] Tk, 2R RAMESEE, HZE
{E45 (Multi-task) i VAR EE— 3032 & H vk 1 & 4%
Y. Fang 2% 5] NZEMERIABR, #E L IEREART 5
IO NERAR Y, S0 H bR R B, 1 — P R B SR A
333 EBF=EFES

BT IR 72 % S N6 T R RIGUE 7%
¥ ¥ L BB 5 A BEENE 53 0 E AF IR (Source do-
main) 5 H 3, (Target domain), & 7E#Id 52—
ANFE RS, /NP AN IR IR ) 22 5, TR AR B R
T AT S S 02931 X, 2512759 i H - 2 KA B A

BT RN AR, Jy T RIEEIR 2 H PRI A 20T
¥, R R SRR NG G AE DD U R H sk 1) 47
2 FRAH A (Intermediate domain). Zhang 55
iz S NRML Bik4 &, IR AR Rl
F &2%>] (Neighborhood repulsed transfer metric
learning, NRTML) %, R 46 /N1 5FEEL
BEZ (AP B\ 1L 5428 SO RE 22 [R) B R B LA R A%
BRGEE AR (Al PE B IX ST VR ) R a2 R B
i SR R E N SRR B, o B 15 4
SR, MEBEXR.

3.34 HtEEFIFHE

B 1 b3k N O Tz R R ) TV, B
TC A WM A A B 2% 7 B BT VAT TR
Zhang %5 R HH = NHRSR 7R REEITIE, £
YERFAEZS ()b, BERS T/ 2 s B AR RO 2 1)
HEE B 7R, Liu S50 00 3@ 1) & 10 A 7] 8RR
PR &R, Wu S0 5] NRRR R B2 ), alad
XL PRI B 5 2 ) 2 20 T VA2 4 56 B m ) s
ERIR. Zhao S5 $& H 2 A% MR B 2 U778, BU9%
AN AR B BT 0%, FEAS AR R BB SR ER
JE ARG . 5 2] TP AR SR T 0 R R R I
T HAUEE AT M, Liang 280 ARHE £ s 5 U]
(RIEE S O6 R, F NRML EARFIE B 45 4 i@ iy
EA R (Intrinsic graph) FE{] & (Penalty
graph), [FJIf IR ) BB R SEIA) 4y B9 1%, 2
TG S IS T8 RIRBIRCR, £E TSKinFace
Bl ERoR 7 PR 2N 90.5%, £ Kin-
FaceW-1 fl KinFaceW-1I #(#i4E F /13515050 %
53 78.7% Fl 82.8%.

JE 5 2] W] U AR R R 7] 5 1) B R34
WAL S =, Rl B SR TR R R
MARA R TR R G B R, AN A 1
T ERY I EAMAT TR S, S R
ST RAEFFE R R Bl EFR ), 5S4 IEIRICT
RTINS AR, TR B 2 ) R AR R S IR
PR RS, R A B R 2 B 5] 3 M 45 5 2]
RALRE S0 (R RFAESR IOT V2. 38 5 R X 48 Tl R R
(RN EEPRENES- K (VSRR (S CEBUR R S P S
BRI, AN SR I 28 28, B e R DAAS B ) i
(R ARFAIE 7] 5.

4 ETREFINMARFFXREIE
F3E

R4 TF TRHIE I RR e 1A IR, 1R MEiE N 5 A%
Ynse P KHIEARAE S, BT HBRZ M2 (Convo-
lutional neural network, CNN) FI¥RE 5 2] 75k B
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FARGF RFE R IR B8 77, 18 16 KA i 5 fs b 47
WRa AT, o R I 4G E s o 52 B R AIE )
A, B T REE B R R SR ).

W85 TR 2 27 ) AR T ST L B S0 P AN B2 Al
KRBT HAR LN, 2016 4 LLSHEFN 1
BF 0 B O R (M) R B 2 2] VR IE R . M TR S 7
W, REES 2] D708 B s 48 I 4%, [ O S 42
I EG R 5 2 SRR AR, — f0d i i B 3 (End-to-
end) MIIZR 712 3RIGAT 55 BN ZRAE RS (Model). ¥4
FE5 I INEAE R RGO T R T LR R RE, X
FHEL R ERREEER. ANRSETFRRBIES
B R B2 AR B IR, AR AR
PHEE WX 2% DRFE BE B2 2\ 25T A g g #3 IO HE B2 A0
TERIHLEFH 2 P 2 HELE . T THH X X e Bk gk AT
TR,

TR, A DR 2% ) T EEAE T LA 5 A
B AL HR AT B I R, HAE NIRRT ok RIGE
I‘Eﬂ /_\E%ﬁ l:':] &EX?%E: T Z://l\i&@[l(j*Q[L 57-63, 65, 72-73, 104-109] . i%)g
MBS T V2B S B R R R ) )
fE4%, 15 H R A MY T 5 F THRAER 58K 1R
1K BE ST, DL ROR R E n) @ 2% 2T RE T, 2015 4R
Wang S5 B 4t FH VR BE I 28 R 0% 7 0 R I UE
B, % TR NN B, AR SR LS R R R
23], Hob ) R AR R EIE T 5 gD Ay (Au-
toEncoder) &Y, )5, 2 TS [KEEE 1IRE
JERAE 2], A DL i b 4 B IE SRR AR SR, 1% 07
TN LBP RHE, 25T JE 46 BG4 5 R AL
ZhangZ5" JFJE T 5T i 2% (End-to-end) VR %
ST NI F R RIUE 7, HERLE W 10 B,
T NEARPEREM L (CNN). LA
Pl A S, 220 22 2 1R I 28 36 R i 24 H H 1
i 2N SRR TR I T, AR B R R 0
PR AN 53 BT FL 2 TR 26 2RI . R X 4% 25 ) L
B—, CNN fE T8 % ERIFE R TR L (1)
WHAIMERE, /£ KinFaceW-1 fl KinFaceW-1I 344
RIS R A BN T7.5% R 88.4%, 1% I TAE
BEIE T URFE S SIE NRSE Ok RIS UERT 7L A 7L
FETil.
41 FREEEFIFE

TEG AP 28 3Ll L, S T AR =2 ST N
PR FEUR AR, IR P EIANEEEESS
W25 )1 25, RIVRJE & %% =) (Deep metric learn-
ing) J7yENT 708 BN [P N 2% S 4 AR AR N 4% (Sia-
mese network), W& 11 fros. AFT 2T RIS
IR FEM 2% &5 2] B s AR A 4 2k R 4,
FRBN =D EARFAE D 8], (15 RA R KRN
K& 5T (Positive pair) BEE 4/, REEET KR

KT

AEXT

________________

10 FETHEA ONN FEF R R UEHELE K]
Fig.10  The architecture of the basic CNN based
kinship verification

/B

U Jile

4 <

BHIE T

il o)

1G]

/& —
X,

K11 TR EIZE TR RBIEHER

Fig.11  The Siamese network based
kinship verification

PGS (Negative pair) 25248 K, T Z4FAE 2 (6]
B BRATTUN RIS 21 X 2%

Li 557 S th 3 TAMUUEE S RIS BRI M 4% (Simi-
larity metric based convolutional neural net-
works, SMCNN), i X\ N F g A B4 X F Xo.
G(-) R W 2% 1) A 4 2 A At PO R i
SRS E 445 FVRFAE A IR AN SRR, AL 8] )RR
BIH Ly Ve, =k (13) Fios.

D(X1, Xs) = |G(X1) - G(Xa)|,  (13)

WS FEF, T X3 IEAFEART, #n—A

B ZH r, AR IR AT R BE & KT 7, A A

MAFEE /N T ro ERFEARNRE Ay =15
y = —1 Ko, SLIF, AT LLAS 2 X 45 (1) 45 2K bR £

Lsmenn = f(1 —y(r — D(X1, X2)))  (14)

Horb, f() R A —ACHEZ 8 R, @ A WAL
ks /IMEAR K R, AT DAAS B e 25 1 I 2% 2 HOH T
e 2 PR SRR WG A, R FH R 2R AR D 24 451 2% R B0
FE X 45 25 R 2L (Contrastive loss) Fl = JCH 2% B
# (Triplet loss)!"™* ™ I P AN451 5% bR 1) 2 T b
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B, WRK QB B AR 5% AR, B d = D(X1, Xo)
T, FRE, y RoRf N EGT IFRE. St L R
T LARIR N

Le =yd® + (1 —y)(a —d)} (15)

Hrp, ()4 = max(z, 0), Z%y 10 53¢ 1 BUE AL
15400 2K R BUAE IE UREAS I 00 N O/ B A E T, 4
y =10 (IEFEAR), oAk d (6 FOZ 4N, T 45
FTRAMMEEEEN. RZ, Jy=0 0 (FFf
AR, FOREARNT 2887 B, BE B KT W 1 o
fH. ANETRF e 2k o 2, = ot R BB N
= I (a, p, n), FHAFE 3 ANFEA, 4308, [HE Kl
% (Anchor) a. IEFEAREIE (Positive) p FlfFEA
K& (Negative) n, IESUFEAE 2 B B € K
BiNE. KRR BRI~ A
Ly = (d(a, p) —d(a, n) + a)+ (16)
ZICHUR R L E REARAE NS, fERLIT IR
FEAS [ [R] B 2 35 SAFEAS. FEPN S HERT T, 1A 3
FRIEFEAXTH I, SEBLIE SOREA X ) 7355, 1
Bl 12 fras. SR, o TIREEES M E, ML m)
YIRS X B4 e X 8% 1 2 PR 280 236 R X 2% A
DRI 9 3 3 tH— RVIMEFE A Y240 (Hard negat-
ive samples mining) J7iEMY. I8 H EREA T 55
HITAENZAL (Batch) A F- 4R EE B 40z ) IEAE A
X VAR BE B A I IR SRR AN, X B e AR 2 7 AR AR
MR ZE AL T A O RN 25 . H TR B B i 2
SHE NS5 190 R 56 Uk H B RIE 9T 19 Ak T B0 R B
B, HARSET R RWUE TR SRR 2, v
FER, A MEREARIZI IR RN R TR R
SR AL T E.

e 51 3%

Yer @)

/‘%\

e ?

o
Mg Eg R

K
7 T la
%) )
K12 =ik Bun K
Fig.12  The illustration of triplet loss

ETBRmEHFNTIEESR

Ty AR K R IR 7] 3 R HE 2R T
ﬁg"%% (Auto_encoder’ AE)[16 19, 72, 104, 106, 111*114], E‘/HH E
G g 70 N T OC SR 50 UE IS B 32 SRR
TEM e B 2R, il 13 B, B w28 a8 w4
By iR MR 25, MR &, 2 2 2
F2 & 2 (Stacked autoencoders) J& 15 24 HiRFE [H]
B, PRI RS LR T AR L (Bn-

4.2

coded feature) A LME RH AR RAEH T4ES%S. B
Y 2 JE T R B A 20 O =, RPN RRAE R AT R
iR

LN Liofiy

N AU AR

éﬁ}ﬁ%%\‘ﬁ
Y Y
Pl &% A 2
K13 B aHE A

The architecture of auto-encoder

Fig.13

H T H b 285 -5 5 AR LR KR i, ] 14
Fii7x, Dibeklioglu &8 ¥4 55+ X 9 H gt 4% 14
A, H b 2% 4 b A R EGREABL, A F A
H OISl TR 2 B A 58 1 R AL )
. M, x, RRWIREANEIE, &3 3 misds )G
[T 20 0 9 @ F1 o, MISEF40 2R B AT ARAR N

Lign = O(1, 3) + Clxa, 1) (17)

Hrb, C(, ) R PR EUE I AR 52 AHALRE , 385 T
0 BB 2 FH DR B0 TR 2 1 % B2 T9A) 24 42 BDUARR A [r)
&, W VGG (Visual geometry group) P%%. %1
1K PR EH IR T 351 8] R AH LA AL, ORER TSR T
() A BURFAE R 7. T AR S 7400 2K oR B2 S AE 5
T EUE 5 HARSE T EUR R, XTSRRI 22 11 4
FEARBME RN N ny Mg, MEHESE TR RECH
Lion-kin = _C(:i:% nl) - C(ilv n2) (18)

LA PR TR R BNAESE T IR R EL, W AR 2
LN i

1| E ]
Pt 3% il o
€ il
m

TRA ERHE

QRIS R (C)

K 14
Fig.14

BT BImADas K56 T3 / BUR G BE 2L B
The architecture of auto-encoder based kinship
verification/kin face synthesis
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Lae = )\Lkin + (1 - )\)Lnon—kin (19>

Horr, A& —MESH, SRR H5E TR R
AR S 7400 2% bR 50 I) B STRR AR E . 0 E g s
HIINZR, AT RAAS B D 4L £ (1, @2), FIR A
BRI R &L BeAh, WA #8701 78 38 A L G A
BRI, BT TR 7 BB A BREBOR! o 4. A S it
% (Generative adversarial networks, GAN) /& —
AN TG B 2 SRR 0f 1 L B ) A s RT BA S
B (B e . GAN BLHE PN 53, 40 il 9k
%% (Generator, G) F1H| 5|45 (Discriminato, D),
A AR R 32 SCRE R R T & LT L R, da/h S
FLSE L PR TA) ) R B [ I 20 8 FH R0 57 ) 1)
Jiik, FIWT A B EHR O 15 2 HR . BRI
Rk REh ) AR AR H bR 2 S OB )T B %
VR A, T H) AR AR 0 X SR AR A R
KR, B X — MR RE, GAN ] BL5E AR
X R ) K

4.3  ETEENDNFIRIER

Yan 5% o T B AL L R LA TR E R
e 50 TS DX 3k, 7T AN N B ) R, R 2 T
BV SE TR R UE 7 vk, @ik yE =& JINLH,
5 ST R AR R 7 J7 9, R TRAAS [R] X 384T
HIALERAE, X EE 5 A& G B R 42 N 4, %07 k]
DA =) 31 Ja 350 DX 38 1) v 4R AR AIE , AT 25 e e 7 R0
RGBT, $femriEmvERe, FEwE 15 k.
Yan %% KB ZE B LG 7%, 0 R
BT IR, B Jefi NFRHIEE (Feature map), &85
— MBI, O TS BUE A R AR B R/ H
7], F SRR B — > 4B RRAE . R AE A
I Sigmoid BREL, KRR BB RS mAEH— 1k
0B 1 ZE. HoX) RN, BIASIMBIRAE
K, F(X)REFBBIMFERIE, BEINETERT
B RFE A
P(X) = F(X) * C(X) (20)

Horpr, « Ron e, H3E, BTt AOvE S U AUE il
P F4RAE B T A B, TAUEAE 0 8 1 2 (8], &i&
JE: R SRR, PR G 45 5 3% % (Residual))
45, W] AR B i & R B R om

K15 RIS EE

Fig.15  The illustration of attention mechanism

P(X) = (14 F(X)) * C(X) (21)

L P(X) EEE T 0B, (1+ F(X)) MifE B
T 1, AN RRHIE B BORFAE T R 52, R B
TR YGRS, B2, T e A7
e TRFEFRAL, 5 5 W0 480t Jm o X 33k 1) 22 S VE
AR 2 0 A [ T 50 X 30 424 7 2% S 7 B, il
AR B W E R AL, 4G 4 0 AN 350 20 20 424 F4) T 350
BUETEN, MZEHN 6 Tg T B %, T bAoA 2 —A4
A I X %4 T b R T A S Y R ST AL
2% 1F KinFaceW-I fl KinFaceW-I1I £¥54 F 1
PR AZ K 82.6% 1 92.0%, & H BT Bk P EREEL
U,

TR TIN5 4 T N SIS B (17
BAVRE R, T UAREAE S AR, 22 0= )17
TESE T8 RIS A i) L NIE T, A2 A0
R GOR I T KA AL | BREE S A7 K& 1)
ARG B, ML T RS, W S TR 2 A6k,
HAREB IR 78 B B R R, L TS EIE
Me. B TEENRSETFRRBIE A M —4
VI B, T4 Ja Qi B fe 4 G i 1 2] e it
TS 2 —.

4.4 HibiEZ

B 1 R SR B LR AR PR R S SRR,
FFATEAEEIESPIBIL A T U o3 55 2R
R JE T R 2% OAE SE RN B 57 70 ) R B4R T
EES (37 TIRF

Zhang 2517 $ H 7 B AN 5 LA AR Y
Jiik, S R AN ST G R R P AN 5 T A A
TSR TRFAE. SRR AESE T N B 0 (5 A5 2,
6 A5 2 T OB R A B SR T A R A AR
B2 ) g RN A 2R, DAL R L 07 6 AN AR 1 )
FEARFFHESR BT ¥, PRI VAN S ISCHR [108)].
SR, AN T AIE A R (A5 R HE B R AE
FURRIEREA B3R T 10%.

Wu S5 g7 A S SRR, £ i1
FE LR A OUER, L, 52 A1
UL RV PR Ul R AR DR R AR IR R, Do T
JIE B (AL B Jom 4 THT A5 5L X 48 45 4 2 A 3 4
P W28 R BE X 285, 0 KRR FR) i 175 3 R0
RN A 5 L0255 BEAT AR . Rl & BBk
RIXF LA AR T i, 5 ST R E LA, 1 Sk i Al
RIS, 2 AR R Rl R R IER R
S 45 REBW, DRSS T BT L
— BRI .

Li S50 R B LE2R T o8 RN, AEAE I I B X
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o IS P TS R, T CNN R B AR AE 4 — 4]
LB A& — PP RRRAE. 36T 0k, fE& R —Fhdt
T 56 R E T v, WA B N R B R AIE 1) &
g(x:) Tl g(y;) RE—4E 05 13 2 B N ANRFIETS
B, ha = [ga(x)||ga(y;)) N T RAE SR LERE o
R, TEFTA T Ak s — AN S E T AT
R RZAT SRR, S TR TR R
W% @t 2 ERGRE, ¥ E A UK R
VE R B AR5 FE A 253N R 2%,

i B AN R RS Tk RIG IR FULE IR
SRR R — N EE K Z, Song &1 $2 ) KIN-
MIX [R3E T 85 78 71k, %7 I AE R R T A 2
SRR LA TY 7. R S AN SR T BB R AE
i) 5 () R 2 MR AR AL JE R AR Rl &, U S R i 2 B
T ORAR, WA AL I BUE, AT LAY 7S
KERFEH T I, S2iRW, ¥ /a T 5
BRSO IR RER — R BT

RS ) O A B IR, fTENRSR
TRABKUEH HAR KR EE S, KRN E
BREFTT M2 —. T SN 2 BT LL A 2
TR ST NIRRT R RIS UEFVE, ASCAER 4
W AR 2 AR BT TIC R, R TH
TR 1 1) S
5 IMABAFEMEELR

AT A NS T 08 RIS UE BT
RELb®, BT AZE TR ABUEM T EIR 2, 3.47]
ToiEXS BT 75525, Rk, ASCEREL T 3 AT
FO7 M B A REERE WA AR, DR RIETI
ST IAT LGy B BRERE R ST V.
F5MET 10 RFERERRERE T RRKUEH
VEAE R AR 2 R RE, 2 ) MRFIE$2
B, JE s SIRRFE 54 2] 3 A5 T B Uk B BAR
Ve 7. F SR B SR R SR T RS A
I E i £E KinFaceW-1. KinFaceW-II, TSKinFace.
FIW F1 Cornell KinFace &5, % 4 # 5 45 00 15
Smile. TALKIN A1 KIVIL. AT 78 e, A TR T
N Z W LFSE TR R, B4 6 LT (FS).
3F-% )L (FD), BEE-)LF (MS), BEE—% )L, (MD).

g NIk TR REFEP AT H, 2585+
FRESE I VAR T B2 I 71k NIRRT
KR IR T DAL SRR e SR B T v 8 3 RS
FARXEAR. LU — NN PR RWAE 7% “if
FAEAL NG, SR A HERR R 65.7%. i A
A IE R R BT T ATk 25 | 36 TR AR S I T v
AR Tl ERESR T, B E 775 78 TSKin-
Face B4l 48 E-F Rl HERE % 81.2%, PML-

COVP J7:4E KinFaceW-1 fil KinFaceW-1I %(#&
£ PR R I A] DLR B 88.2%. FERFEHEEL
P2EA b, EESE I AN ' A EE T,
HE— B Ak SR 7 A0 SR - GO I R B B & 7 3
PEmE FURE AR IR HER % . MNRML 8954 E N
B2 2R NG SR T o8 RIGIE R 70 b i AR A,
1S 1 i e 4 iR N R 2% 23 5 7E KinFaceW-
I A1 KinFaceW-II 8 4 I 19-F 3 1R AR R N
73.8% M1 69.9%. WGEML J5 3% 5| N 458y, 1535
T E B R G R N N LR R
FN, 7EE =5t P e IR, W3R 3l BLEH
FEG 7 ES T TN R 5 W et e —.
B U FE IR B 1 L e B AR R 2 3] vkt — b sk
W7 BRI SR, Hd SCCAE HiA7E Smile
AL LS T 93.3% BIFER A HER % Atten-
tion B 1E KinFaceW-1 Al KinFaceW-II %(# 5
bW T ARG T, IR HER R 43 D 82.6% F
92.0%. BEFE /NS LRI R 2T TR, At
FEE R ORMBI R N SR F R RIUE, HAT,
FIW J& & KNS5 T 2R 4R, H R T 4R
KA, AR AR R v, PR B R R AR
68.5%, KIBL H IR IRIE T N G2% +- 28 R IE )
BHMEE R, ATt — DA

N2 158 RIS UE R 52 21 2 75 1H K 26 1520
NESCHE SR B 25 A # B 43H, AHE Seeh) BR 05 DL S N i
BRI R 2 MR & #2251
KARIUE ) R 22 A5 A R A 55 Ak,
S T B S A 2 R S 1 6 UE R A AR 2 T TR
R, NIRRT N S 06 285 B X L [F 2%
AT 3T

1) o R &, B REN KM R, —
FRAE H AL N IC LR R R4, — P2 AW
MR AL AR, B KRR SN SE
PRAE— 3, BFETS 5 DB 325035 T &6 A B T
RN THIES A 15 W 44 DL SR A 00 1 & s An d A
H. UL Smile 35 TR N, 1T Smile FHi 52
TELV A T8, SZERIE TR Z T4
Al DLRE B e Ak, PR b R S o A R A TR R K
SCCAE™ J5ykHAS T 93.3% -1 25730 Jall vE s ..
KinFaceW F¥aEm 7t 126 AN BGRIE T R —
g B FIAS [\ HE R A 22 S bk, AR 3 ISR &5 2 mT
PLE H, KinFaceW-1 iR E 262 EIUEKEH T A
[FIHE A, HP 3 A T2 T RGOk A [ —
FA 1 KinFaceW-T1 #4548, X2 T S 5.
o RS R 3R AR ok ISR T 2%
a4 7 1)U 2 B SCHR [115] XF bt AT 1 4
I, TGRS T DA 2 [ AH 20 STk
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R4 ETWRES BT RABUET VL

Table 4 The summary of deep learning based kinship verification
JiiE RHE FE%>] JEEEE AmiDE BuRRR Lapagiv]ap
o , . N BERE ST IAE P R ARG I, S B T 4 R R
DKV MMSP2015)  4JRfHE & DREE R BIR o o P R AR B
o - ' LTG0 THFE, 555 — AN Hh O 80338 O R FE 2 0 5002,
CONN-Points™ (BMVC2015) Ja#4tE & &M 5 K% HAL T 3B 48 B E A48 5N

CMDAE" (IJCAI2016)  &R4HHME &  KKES

Fo

SMCNNU' (ICIAR2016) 4R 7 L1355 Fe

AdvNet™ (RFIW2017)  &=4E A BRICEEE &
DDMLP (TIP2017) A AL = WK G 25 i

CFT™ (ICCVW2017)  ARHHE %  BRIGEER &

KinNet™ (RFIW2017)  &JRfE & LIS &
DRF! (CCCV2017) REFHE A/ AN &
SCCAEM™ (ICCV2017)  ARHiE &  JFRem= P
g RRE H wRE
KML (Inf Fusion2019)  &R%HE &  KRZHLUE Fa
Attention™ (PRL2019)  JA#HHE &  WHEML%E i
SMNAE™ (TTP2019) ERRHE w AR P

Fusion Kinship® (ICB2019) 4= R4HIE B ORI i

AdvKin™ (TCYB2020)  JB#ffstE & BRIKPEE w

GKR!™ (ICME2020) BRFHE & AN i
KINMIX™ (ICME2020)  4B%HiE & #HEML% w

P4 RN TAC B MO R R R, 450 52 B0 S o ] 4
BB o aEsakm 2 R,

4 R P 2 0 0 24 R i ST £ B A P L 9 M0 S B
BUR sopr i ooy 04 2 4.
. O R H 3 -5 ZA R E o 0, 48 L B A RHOR L 22
BB R B R 1 % fh BT

SRR GBS K R A A, ) S AR R
B sy e 7 mismhs A west SUAE 4 T

X SRR R B /NS, CNN ER 25 S #4642
B At ase s ik,
. B Triplet #5BR¥IIZEM%, FH@Id B4 B,
IR st e i i e M

SE 4 7 VA T RS Bt 5 L0 T B B
R ymme.
e TR RS, W ITR i, bR T
e i
. ST B SRR J LT B 4795 85, AN P 5
I i,

S B A DR 2 1B 25 4 e R R B2 31 0
B b i D\ LSS EAR LM 5 AR AL

SR AR AEARE T AR I, IR 4, B
B bl 75 R ik
e BUCET R RRE b B LRI 507, $2ih 30
I a5 7 o R A A

BERTEIA 3 T 2 RITE DA BISAS BT, 1630275 51

palll

WUFAIE T o to e e ot
BIHET i it fe.

R L ST A S A 10 R TR 5 A B A7 4 B
BB gk poi bt o i 5 7 6 R0 4
. SR AT R AR 3 T30 R AREL % CONN 4t s
IR e, s P12 7 9 0 PR

SR B 10 ), 7 R R S AT 2 VA B AT 3
L O T c TIE AT

2) RN, O 2E 7T R SR T8 R IEHE
B 2 57 B THP R 15 27 ARG RZ MR, A EG A IR T 58
FNF, FEI0UE 175 MR N IS P51 TG THD 2 175 B R )
IR, 2 5 W, TR [18] SR B ARG SE T35
PEEAT IR, SEIR st R T BHE BT RAMHA
NAMAEKA EARL, BB A AL e R .

3) AEWRE A AL NI T 5 I o S ) AR AL
SERIASUE R ZE R0 X e 22 S Ao Tk
RENEEE =AW, N FECR MRS, UBKin-
Face BIEEM & T . R LU FE LB A
6 B4, FE3 5 (19 DMML™ 8k Sz ih 45 B DL E
B, FRAE LR T R RWAE E M REAH 2=
4.5%. TERETRAMWN L ERRIT G-I
ABESE— )L FIXPI M TR R, WA EENKE

PE bt — M E R K 3 R R HISLIR S,
M, FS. MD ¢ & FR I 1 AEAH ST AL T FD.
MS KA.

4) BRI, B NIRRT R RIGUERF FL LK,
FETFEARENESTE]] T /NI B KR ) R
AR H ORISR TR O FIW, FE AR50 22
KRB T/ AR P . /NS F) 55 1 s 1 0 %
i — BRI LR AR, 2 3R R
MAER R, NEEUESLAE T 35 1w
MBS B /INECHE P REA B /D T 25 5 2 ST R 1)
RO AN IE] 4 B, R 5 HISEIR 45 Ra] U
W ENECEE R b R IR B R BRI AN T2
Hdn g R DL FIW 208 B o, MR R
ZIEAAFE N EE, NG TEASE R 4E R %6
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Table 5 The comparison of accuracies or kinship verification methods (%)

G/ S 525 J7ik FEAE /R FS FD MS MD  FE
FHEIRIOTVE TR IRJZ RRFAE SVM 72.9 54.6 73.8 61.3 65.7
Cornell KinFace R3] ik PDFL“fW LBP, SPLE, SIFT SVM 74.8 69.1 775 66.1 71.9
DMML™ LBP, SPLE, SIFT SVM 76.0 70.5 77.5 71.0 73.8
D-CBFD®! LBP gz 79.6 73.6 76.1 81.5 77.6
REAEGL LBP, LPQ, SIFT S 75.4 63.8 69.9 74.6 70.9
RIRRIOIE - py i coves HOG, LBP SVM 91.0 84.3 87.1 90.2 88.2
MNRML™  LBP, SIFT, LE, TPLBP SVM 72.5 66.5 66.2 72.0 69.9
PDFL" LBP, SPLE, SIFT SVM 73.5 67.5 66.1 73.1 70.1
FE R3] ESLI* LBP WM 817 71.1 69.6 74.3 74.1
KinFaceW-I DMML™ LBP, SPLE, SIFT SVM 74.5 69.5 69.5 75.5 72.3
WGEMLF  LBP, HOG, SIFT, CNN KNN 78.5 73.9 80.6 81.9 78.7
CNN-points IR IERFE U Ay S 71.8 76.1 84.1 78.0 775
SMCNNU7 R BERFAE I 1E 75.0 75.0 72.2 68.7 72.7
RBESE 2171 DDML™ TRBERFE )& 86.4 79.1 81.4 87.0 83.5
AdvKin™ TR BERHE {8 76.6 77.3 78.4 86.2 79.6
Attention™ IR IERFE PHEE Y 2% 81.2 85.9 78.2 85.2 82.6
D-CBFD LBP )8 81.0 76.2 77.4 79.3 78.5
FHERICT: RRIEE LBP, LPQ, STFT TR 82.4 76.2 76.6 73.2 70.0
PML-COV®® HOG, LBP SVM 88.6 85.8 87.2 91.0 88.2
MNRML"  LBP, SIFT, LE, TPLBP SVM 76.9 74.3 77.4 77.6 76.5
PDFL" LBP, SPLE, SIFT SVM 77.3 747 77.8 78.0 77.0
LM3L™ LBP, SIFT, LE, TPLBP B 82.4 78.2 78.8 80.4 80.0

S B S T
P ESL!® LBP WEHEARLEE  80.5 72.2 72.8 71.6 74.3
DMML™ LBP, SPLE, SIFT SVM 78.5 76.5 78.5 79.5 78.3
WGEMLF  LBP, HOG, SIFT, CNN KNN 88.6 77.4 83.4 81.6 82.8
CNN-points® IREERFIE P 81.9 89.4 92.4 89.9 88.4
SMCNN! TR BERHE ] 1E 79.0 75.0 85.0 78.0 79.3
VREESE ) Ty ik DDML? IRIERHE )8 87.4 83.8 83.2 83.0 84.3
AdvKin TRBERFIE )& 91.6 85.2 90.2 92.4 89.9
Attention™ REERHE FUIEZ S 91.8 89.8 92.8 93.4 92.0
FHEREUTE B E™ BSIF-HSV )8 81.5 81.4 79.9 82.0 81.2
TSKinFace ek WGEMLP LBP, HOG, SIFT, CNN KNN 90.3 89.8 91.4 90.4 90.5
TR 225 DDML" TR BERHE 3 1H 88.5 87.0 87.9 87.8 87.8
UBKinFace  J¥&%>]77%  DMML™ LBP, SPLE, SIFT SVM R et 72.3
74.5 70.0

FIW AdvKin IR EERAIE )8 68.8 67.8 67.3 69.9 68.5
Smile SCCAE! EETE S )8 93.4 93.8 92.2 93.6 93.3
KIVI RIS AT SMNAE™ Hémigaska s 2 SVM 80.0 81.8 77.8 92.3 83.0
TALKIN s REERHE B 80.0 70.5 735 72.5 74.1

B R AE R A 2R, TR
BB, n) R A BN, A S0 )7 v 0 VE 2
R ) R 7 . AdvKin®Y VR B 2 3] 0 A Y
37 68.5% KPR ARG Z. FET RIABRE R4
(1) NS5 1 2k RIGUEHH ¢ 5B W & T SEPR S, TR

WAEREE ORI E, B R RN E LTI
5) ZHRAE T, AR THIEE K2 BN
BNEALSEAE S, N2 T8 RIEF RS T 5
$mu%w:1ﬁwaﬁﬁ%%%1 T RRLGEAE S
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PEREAF 2 1 HE— B3R T, il SCER [73] # S 45 R
AL ) — i S RS AL A2 70 Bl B 65.8%
A 71.9% BT BRI HER R, fla PR e T PAk
B 74.19% BT BIRHER R, IITI R RSt
FEFCIRAIVEREI R R Z —.

BARTF , NIRRT 9% R B AR R B AAATS
LA, el R AE R 2 L T 52 2 B 2 T 30 1
REEPRIERLZE, BB S PR N M A7 AE AR K 228, 1)
i E ik — B IR

6 STARFEFRRWIENZE

AR N 5 5% 2R 96 UE ATk HH P K & 3T R A
FOLAE, TERHET7 V0 58 508 B 40 8 S FH ¥
S5 TH I HUAR — s MBI ALt ) 32 N F
MHEE. ARESEEZHTHEZRE—DHE AR
TR RIE I HER AN 5 FYE, FR B W0E A6 3
TR R UE J5 1 8 FH B IS fa) A . AR SCAE R 1
NS5 15 R IR0AIE ) /85 1R R F2 D AR 40 BT FL ot 7 30
R VASEFVER 7 A E R R AL, R A
SEPLA NGS5 T 9 R IGUE AT 72 1 — 28 e LRI A R ]
RERIF 9T 77 ).

1) KU N G2 - o0 R A S b 42 i) it VR %
SRR T R RWAEH R T I, AT
PERESE AL R MEE N 2 IR A, T T
—ANKBISEFEE A T HIENIIZR. B RrscRm
ETHEEE FIW RSN 1000 M EEE, BEESH
I R A AR R B S IF H H A sE 78
ATV B 3 st A 5 ol i s ok 1 BUR
ST A — AR 09 BT 1R 5% 508 E T B )
Z 5% GE B AT, K I LR TS 55T
HLBE B 2S5 WO A AR, 1T 288 7 5 5 3 1 ] —23 (]
(ITH AL, 755 DL RO B R, BRIk 4h, 5B F
RN R EC RN TR R, £
NERBZ SNEIESRETE, FERERHAL L
VRN BEAT B 4L, SR, SR TR AR B T AT
BRI Rk &R, B AT N BRL SR 2 R
WA R, TCBE N S5 TR IR TR T — AN
5. F R R HLAS B & 08 PR S 2 HEsh
TR R TR B — I 2 T AE.

2) HRCETHRHER R, A ETRRR
UE 7V B 380 PR THT SR AL R UK 22 2 T2 /N T
PISCERARFAE S JLAATREAE DL IR FERRAE, B IRRRAE K
Z NN — R ER R, B8 T 53R THEER
TCRMIHFAE. 2B FRAERI A RN B T 5
ERIRRI R DR L R 3 AR R s T VA
FRA e I — AN BB ). X 55 RS U
WFFCELHE, THH 26 T X e AL 55 THRAIE R R 715

£ 1F Dal Martello Z50 527 fCr 3R 61 57 o0 it 3% B
AN TR TS DX 3806 5 1 90 UE 1R DT R BE AN [, M SK
WA R E 1M 0 TS Z R, G5 R T
I ZRIRAIE 7 A A7 T A MR A R T R R T
FERRTRIELR, 55— MEGRIER T Reff
RIPEALSE, TSI X 28 £E 2 5% RIGAIE 7]
PR NER FT. A X A0 A B Al b, an o] b FH O 4
AR 28 IR B v 27 21 2R TR IE R R B2 4 JE 1H 45
W R —.

3) Trfey ARG A W8 A ) IR RN N K56 1 5% &%
UERIREI . N R T8 RIGAEAS e LA
NI AR AFERE , DeBruine 250 i@ it B 70 2% B
| ANAE S 22 KK BE A S5 T S0 AR G AR 1, T
AT PRI P A BR] 32 i7 SR ) SR & 4 S Wt T B A9 Ok
) —ri. Hrp— AN R R E GAN M LE R A
BUR B FE At B A2 UM B R R 1, ande )| 4,
CiRaS D% TN AT SIS R S L e S N 5 |
PRAE LR GAT, LR R PR IE 558 T
RRAE AR, AN 27 >0 4008 R Sl AN 32 1 1) N TR AR
LR

4) JAEMRE P LT N 2E T 58 RIGAIE I & 4 1
)RR, ASCAES 11 R R BN SE 7Ok R UE
R R SR AR AT N o R AN S 2 NS S
B ME RS, BETN TR BRZM T
NI 35 22 e 1 ) et A S0 5 A v i i BRI £
XN HEAT IH— Ao FF A SR H TR D6
RAGEH R BEATHE RS, WK IH A2 45 AR 1 7] 7. 4
FATH RGN RAE G TR, T RS Al A Al
T N R, AT R AR DL IC, AT A
RIEAGE— B Y. B TOL A S AL
SSITE O, S A AT LA NI 2040 AR O F 28 A i o
ARG )RR, 5INAAE B 23 fif 77 AR B ) PR
858670 R A S S P, AT Vi Bk R ' BEAN 251 2]
F 5717 R 1) s e 1.

5) MW 25T % REE (Audio-visual kinship
verification). BUA W78 TAE K2 MFEE1E N &
BHI —F R A BA R T RR, MR A0 LR
Syl Al ee) SR T 8 R WY PR B 18 A%
P, T2 HA 5 ARHARBUR 36 75 75 & . Sataloff™! M
FER S B AR EE AT I NS AC R, AR Y N T
IR T R 4, TR AR e B AR AR B AR R O E
AL W B R KN AT B LA R A TR AR. A
SRR A I I T TR AR A RO FE A
gl (Jitter). ¥RIGILEN (shimmer) PA A IEMELL (Har-
monics-to-noise ratio, HNR)"™! {EB] | 3¢ J& [A]15 &%
B A MRER. BLAh, OEEA TR AN RS
AR T 1 7 R 5 B Ok R oS R I RE Y, T
THENLR 3t AT DL 15 35 ok 3T 5% 18 RIIE 2
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RRAEAFIRITH — MWL FETT ). P EH ST LA
JEAL B SRR R ME B, FEm RGN R HER 2.
H AT 7E SR TR RIQUERT FTHh, ML il 35 XU A il &
WEFT IR RN D, Ab T2 A B B, 1 dn e 0 P AR 2 18]
FIEAME IR = RGBT RACKRITT R —.

6) 5% T BIMR A2 BOAH I 98 A2 B it ) 4%
(GAN) = SE I B R FE 22 S I — N R ER R,
TEZ MW AUR R 7 H SRR PR, 7ESR TR R
BRI 7 L, b — N e o 5 1 Nt v
FAFVENCE TR B AR S8l 2 60, GAN
B gl mT DU 2% 1 R AR il e 3 78 75 3 B
R RIZAN R R AL, AL E R LE AT &, Hr i
— ™ H g e AR 2 8 SRR NI R A
TG, M SE o ILEC A -4 5 2R 1 )L, A&
T GAN )7 2 N6 BB I A2 etk et mT LA T
FHLA AR, BT GAN (1561 BUZ (8] (1 e A
IR T — A5 SR AT SSTE BB 7T 7 [A).

7) FETRAGTA S H0R TR RIGIERTFT. R
ATTFE T T 32 2 I 2% 7 B0 R U RET BN,
GREAA R, B T BRI AT BEY 7, S
g2 AT (Knowledge transfer)! 77
V2, AR T DA S N AR S I SR 2 i 2 >0 S
W, ANAE R FARN G VA 1) 5090 b 1T 2 ) R R A
B N B8 A R A DR 1 9% RERAIE 1) L. Bt 2
Ab, A NIRRTk R SR R OR T8 &
BIEMSLHIAESS, L “RR-ILT (FS)" R FR NI,
HARNKSE 80, W B2E-)Lr, 2a8A Tl
IRBAT SRR B R AR R B 5 HAth 28 7 5 JR ) Sk
W2 IR IR AL S5, TR S8 B2 I8 L 2 =) Bl
R DR 2% B feT 78 73 I8 5% Jr 00 s A o e
AR AR

8) /INFEARSEF R RIVUE. VRFE S ) M BRAT AL 75
FERE AR BRI G IR AN 2R 195 &
AR 1) T 5, AN )R S [R] IR
ARAE, XA T A T AR A D I 3R %
FIGUE . FATTE A T A NAMEAR 3] (Few-
shot learning, FSL)!'" FSL &IRE % I — A&
LIy, A REPRERIR RGN, et sz
ST NES, GRS, INREACSE TR RIUER) —
Mg B2, I 6% 2] (Meta-learning) {1545
Rzt 2] BN A BRI 7 Ul 2R84
E— RINIGAES, L RG Ew, NTEF R
WA ST HI, R &t 34 (Overfitting) 7] .
AR TR AR W T H et T8, BA
(CONOL SRR =98

9) KEERT B MR BE 732K, FEER R AR BE 732K
FES5 I ERBE 46 T A SR R, IR N O 2

KILFEER, fa i HATE R E. KIER RN K
PRI T ERILEILE H bR KA EEZ NP
SCAHGE, KEED TR T H I R fRIEE
SR RAE SRR, R A R v MEREK, PRIt H TR
HRBEFAR D, Thab TR AETTVEAKF, FikrfEag
BAER KT 20, b, BB aiy, i
JEE Fe) S PRI 5 A B 5 ), SO IR R BE TR . K
WERGTZR AN GE 7> AL 45 Ja B 71 00— MR L5 170,

7T ZERIE

N2 1 R A B IE R SRR o Ak — 7%
FIBEFL T 1), E AT B A B0 3 SN S B B AN
CERRCREZERTE AU FESE: T A S @D v S S
S0 i PR AR5 A A 1 VA B [ B, oF 122 5
TRBIEREAAT T 8L, 5 OA NIRRT R AR
TiEBAT T R B L AR AR, X T
HIDL R fUBEAT 1 0 #rs PEBEREAT 1 X B AR E LA
b RPARRN RS T 58 RIGAE BT BERIT 7T 77 [l #EAT
TEE. TR ITIR, V52 R AR TT. ACE
FEAE R A [RAT R U — N BON 2T 1) T, LA
51 B2 B 22 B T X U A R
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