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Facial Expression Recognition Under Complex Scenes Based on Multi-region Detection
Network

PAN Xinchen, QIN Ling, YANG Xiaojian
(College of Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing University of Technology, Nanjing 211816, China)

Abstract: Facial expressions are the most intuitive representation of human emotional states, and
convolutional neural networks have shown excellent performance in facial expression recognition.
However, occlusion and pose changes in complex scenes are still two major problems in automatic facial
expression recognition, which significantly changes the appearance of faces and affects the final recognition
results. Aiming at the problems of occlusion and pose change in facial expression recognition, a facial
expression recognition method based on dual attention and multi-region detection network is proposed.
Dual attention is used to improve the feature extraction capability of the overall network, enabling the
network to focus on more detailed feature information. Multi-region detection is used to adaptively capture
important local regions in facial expression recognition of occlusion and pose changes, and suppress the
negative effects of occlusion and pose changes. Finally, the effectiveness of the proposed method is verified
on three public natural scene facial expression datasets AffectNet, RAF-DB and SFEW.
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BEE&WB: HEAARBFIES(61672279) .
I8 B #3:2022-09-05; 81T B #8: 2023-01-15



FEHR F AT S RN ML &% 5 @A H R 1423

51

[l

T 2N 7E N2 H W sg i vh R ¥ B HEEAE T, A Bl AR AR R 0 A IR 55 HL AR N L Bk 5L oY
o 0 R e S S AN MLAC B R G B E B A N AN, 7R AL e B G R Tk 2
K o R R AF U (Facial expression recognition, FER) % 4t J5 2 £ 2 F J Jm ¥ — &2 =X L 5 1n]
6 B B J7 Bl & Haar-like &5 J7 ¥ 3E A7 F¢ AE 42 WU, S8 05 5 F1 0 S Fe ) & AL K IE 48 A AdaBoost 55 J5
PEAT 326 o M JUAR B & TR BE 2% ) 1 R UK R, A5 FRB 28 00 2% 7E 55 30 & BB T (0% T8 8 3R 1 Rl 4R
AR RERL100% . HEELY R TMHERFEARMAR, FEERTHILR TN
BB AE ER & — E L0 S AN RO AL S BRSNS R AR X R S —
T AR T o BRI 43 F 90 2 5 0 ik R0 2% L 2 RARCF 5 AR AR OF A JF T AL A R R A 1 B S
SRR AR L g T v S B R 42 5 AR X FER AE 45 19 5% W, — 26 BF 5 38 i hn 43 By Bel 400
NI 5500 R 2 W 4 AR A S SR R AR TE T ELSE R R FER MM TE L 6 A — e BF 5T A
FH AR 6 BT 100 285 K 388 14 5 A G £ A AE BE AT 56 A U SR, AR A I 2 A Y Ok B T S R AR R
ST B . Wang %R 4 FERPlus \ RAF-DB Fil AffectNet = ¥4 4 ¥ 7 6 /4> i % i
POm % oA b A B 1% B 4l 4 . OcclusionnFERPlus . Pose-FERPIlus . Occlusion-AffectNet .
Pose-AffectNet . Occlusion-RAF-DB 1 Pose-RAF-DB, 3 H #f — 2 &t T — 4> X 3k 73 2 ™ 45 (Re-
gion attention networks, RAN) , BE % H & i b 2% =) A [R) 1 50 X 3 A9 5 22 1 28 4%, o i 4 Fn i 9478
A T ER 1 UM R A R

A% 3% Faster RONN [ 2517 rb fi 16 IX 888 2 5% ) 2% (Region proposal network, RPN) J7 1 Fl [ 4% 1%
HRIR K BT IR ST — b TR T 7 M 22 X IR I 1 SR R R T vk . AR Tk
B R 5 OE 4 I 465 1 50 B2 IR A 42 Jm R A, 22 DX RSy 0 A Bl A 90 4 Jmy R A 2 ) 19 31 4, 35
AT 0 Jay F DX 5 SR S5 Sy S XA D P 3 B Y ok i — 2D i R A AR R 4 4 A ) R TR AR AE
o J5 4 SRy B AR AU R 4 Sy R AR A Rl FH T TR SR A A ] o R R 7 W T R T 0 % 1 R AT i R
AR A AR B -

1 HxIE

1.1 EHEREIR

TEI S8 5¢F TR AT AR 7T B 2w MR B 0 550 Bl i S5 i B s 14, 0 B2 DU TR) 1 f B ol 4 4%
PRI It B 552 3 55 1 18 T 98 1 RN 55 475 B A AR KA Pk Bk o /5 22 B 5% 2% 38 B o S 4 R I8 0 Ak A5 [
B T e kU — AR T T IR U0 R 45 R A PR i . Wang 25U T XA o Y AR R
TN S AR By A Ry B e 1 NI A RO T i o 1% R AR (R R H S R B 0 A — A Y T 5K
M R 3 X 027 21 08 7 2K 25 B B2 4R By 1) 78 Ak A O BR 3R B RRAE {5 SRR AT R0, DT 34 3
Xt 8 H I B {7 BI04 ol £ M 4 E B o Zhang 2506 E X 10 2 R0 R AE AE BN S A R B R T — Fip
H TR B 2 I 48 BBl ) R AR 2 ) T v o 1007 R A DN T PER b B B — 2 5 NI R R ASORE R
MY R BE A A8 7 5% # (Scale-invariant feature transform, SIFT)REAE . 48 J5 ¥ A0 & SIFT H#1F [7] £ 19 48
[ FH VR S A B0, 0 H 2 26 B 0 T Y TR B 28 ) 4% ( Deep neural network , DNN) RS it | 22 5] F F 4328
B B A 0 AR o Pan 25V IE T XE P o B AR AR T — A R T R A A 1R L I 4
FE I 2R B Bt , I 28 R F Resnet % 38 £ A1 1 388 45 A 23 5047 U255 3y, Ry, P02 AR AE , B 4l L 3%
THAY 5 A4 2% bR KOG 28 BEAT DAk o [ IR 25 B30 5 S 4 19 A 3R 81 R 30 PR 3 i s ik N T iy
Ty 2R T R 1 N 25 R

S
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1.2 FEANE

T T I AL A el TR B2 2% T O R B0 N2 A0 S AL Tl v R 4 T T B D B Al 1) 4 220 TG G
B R A 5L T B0 O 3 EE AR AR R o ZETE B LA v 48, A 0 ML S B0 Oy 3 T T A ) AL R
23 (A 7 I AL, 43 500 T 2 > G CRE i 38 38 R 23 8] B A AR G &R L 4 AT T 4 A RRAE MR S . Hu
28 U203 o A 5 T 1) 74 AH DGPR3 ) T SE(Squeeze-and-excitation ) 45 e , % )7 15 BE % ff I 2% [ 35 1 Hh 2%
> RS FEAE GE T Y SRR AR5 AR i R S o A A T % R AR O A R X Y AT AT 55 A R R B
fiE o Cao % a1k 1 AF Jo 3 1 52 2% () 190 445 5 K0l /0 1 35 it A2 J00hE 4R 1 T — b T AR B A4 A S 38
PEVE RS A T SERS R AR SE — D48 0 T 1P SO B %007 I e X RRAE 2 30T 4 R 2L SRS
2 o) 3 3 1) B ARG B L B Je B R AE AT Rl A D — AR T M I ERE . SA-Net "™ 4F X Al T 25 )
T T ) R 8 T R ) 5 AN TR 2y T B0 R B T A R R, B T — SR 43 2H BT 2H A T E R S
)39 B I WL A J7 1 o T I SR R AR )2 i BRGE T I A B oy A 2 A FRRIE)ZE ARG BT I T
25 (] 5538 T8 2 B2 TR DG E | R K IR AR 2 R G A — R Tl T R S AN R R
EINSEEFSEHE
2 ERXTTE

A E A EA SO I AR 2 R A — A 3T 4 (Backbone ) Fl 22 XSRS T AR e, 3
T I 2 e A AR AR AR U 22 S VS OB T 0 LR LA AR AT B AN A RRAE A S DL RO B A A L SRS 4 )
XoF 22 DX SRS WU 4 R RAE 8 T ML 3 43 4R A7 1 4 i T
2.1 EEMLLEN

WK1, ¥ IR B AR Ry E RO Vg A R AE 3 B (Feature extractor) [ 2% i i T 12 B
GG A2 R IR, CLH L, W 43 51 D 308 85 e RS, R )5 280 X0 22 0 AL agE — 20 40 46 4 Ry R AE , O3
WD ERE FCOTEEUR M E IR K L, o HUCK bk 19 4 =) F¢ 1E )2 (Feature map ) il A 2
Z X 3 K I A B (Multi-region detection) 2R 38 15 & A~ J& &8 X 8 { Ry, Ry, -+, Ry} B XF B 19 15 4>

—_—_——— e ——

Feature map

| |
| |
| —— |
| | =7
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| Feature T | e
: extractor :
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| |
| |
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Fig.1 Overall network structure
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{81, Sy, =, Su b A g Jay i DX S B B8 i, 4 DX IR 3 HE I DA AR AR S5 45 40 08 KA B0 P e KA Jm) 4 IXC B
{R |, Ry, -+, Ry}, M3 KA Jay 38 DIl 76 It i R v 38 59 ok 1SR 28 224 X 224 K/NBY RT 8 H
YA 2 T 4% b T 3 R D8 R AE O 0 SR R Y 42 % 5 2 (FC,, i€ K) il i Cross En-
tropy Loss #5 2% R B 11380 )5 38 XS B 2% L, TR B AR 9 42 3% 32 2 FC, 1% i H 8 Log _softmax pREICR 1T
SR A JR T8 DX B X 28 AR 28 09 AR B Coo o 4 TR B 4 R R AE R ) 35 DX SRR AE AT 6 T 1E
T A BERE R, I 25 R A 2 )2 FC e 18 1 Cross entropy loss 1 2¢ pR £ 55 2% 4 B 1 2k
L conear» IEAT BNHEAS 0 25 (14 2 5] 43 25 01
2.2 SZXIEFKN

7 B AR KM 488, Faster RFCNN'2 H Al 55 B SR M 1 X B0 305 =2 — o %05 I RPN 9 45 A
SRS BN T — ARG el — 2SS R 00 B O RN b k2 R R ) R AE T B — A &
SRR TR 2209 RPN 2 M4 2 . 52 RPN SRR &, Yang 255t — i 1) 1256 S0 bR 25 R4
DX Sl G 00 19 32, A T 4 2 2 el B e G T A A0 A A T AE £ B, B AT S R I 4% A U1

AR SCAZ SCHR L8 1 Hh X IUR D7 ik  JE , BE T S T — T 2 R TR A 22 XSRS T ik
W 2 0 o 22 DX 3RS I 1Y) ARy TRT L 3 1 T4 B R RRAE J2 (/N 2,048 X 14 X 14) 3 3 4
HLA R ) 3 B HOL R A S5 R R A I R B D LA Sk 43 i 0 R R AR O 128, B A KN
3X3,HRKNLI L2, AN 1MW 3ZEREAMEA L TR AR RE M REZ (128 X 14 X 14,
128 X 7 X 7,128 X 4 X 4) BN RS B85 RelLU BN R B, X T4 )2 B UG 19 %, 2 948 ok
BN 6.6.9, BB K/NNTX 1, KN 1IN 08 348 BUERAE X FAAE 2 UE1T B4, 5+ 32 71
BN FIBRE ST . RAFAE IR HN6 X 14 X 14,6 X 7 X 7.9 X 4 X 4 [RHAE R , % 34~ 7 &6
DK /N (48 X 48,96 X 96,192 X 192) 3% 3/ HRFAE 2 0 B AN FRREAE 03K T — A ik X 8l 1 15
3 {81, So, o, Sate TR X Z R ER K E S, 7 D B4 0T F 5 G, SR A R E 0
il 1 7 R v e i X I 0 B a5 8 — A BB (threshold = 0.25) 3k 5 B T 52 DX 8 R T 1% 19 8
A5 o 2 MK o ik X Bk . e SR X A e X A0 A5 o B AT HEF L BB D AR ORI K A R Xk
(R, Ry, -+, R} I 1 RAEZ 224 X 224 KN BRI 38 2o REAE £ B 2% F — 20 2% 2 15 31 JR) FR R AIE o

( Feature map )

Conv(3*3) Conv(1*1)

Conv(3*3) Conv(1*1)

K regions with maximum scores

Conv(3*3) Conv(1*1)

(Ommn) (Ompn)

El2 2 DX Sk s e
Fig.2 Multi-region detection module
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2.3 EFEANSE

T AL 28 B B T A5 B b 28 00 4% P R 1Y) — 4> S SRR, I L3l 38 3 2 LR A s ) 3 5
ML AR 256 1Y J7 125 B 08 T o Jud =2 b 3 7 90 24 1) 1k i, 9K 0 3K A 0 AN TSl A 3 1 R0 2% 1) &2 % B RN T
B Yang S5USR T RRAE 43 4H R I i 07 3 4R T — R R R R0 B L O AR LS % %
D7 R I T Ay 2B, R IR A B 3 P, RSy R R AR 4 2 G ) A TR ) FRRAE R
444y, GAP(Global average pooling) 3§ 4= 7 - #1th 4k

Ay

Channel attention \ — [/
’ - Spatial attention / Output
Input : N C?knv 2
Split (1) o
l,.|Conv g
Group a*n| 5
wn

B3 00 =y HL B b

Fig.3 Dual attention mechanism module

2.3.1 HAiEHL

it R AE B ECI 45 4 B RRAE 2 X € RO KRR AE 43 21 0 FEGE TE (9 2 C ¥ X AT R A o G 4l
{ X1, Xy, oo, X JERTCIIV S F4G— 2 FHEIEJE X, b= 1,2, -+, G, #0380 1 P B 13 7 7 L) 2 A
[l AT R R, LR U, TR AR 2K 30 40 SR B 3 Xy X € ROV 3oy T2 o 3 3
BVRHE s 53— 8800 T T2 2] 28 A B R IE
2.3.2 @iBEEN

SE BB — A~ 20 LB 38 3 T R T SEE O AR T S A 2 A R it 2 B SR L 5 R EI R 45 1Y
TR AR BE O 1 AT BE M A7 AT G A R AR SCHE S B T I R ) ST T B R GAPUFC A
Sigmoid ¥ i B ECH G BRAE . B X TR X, B SR A R 2 v Ak AR T TE A R AR R
OE RV AT L 4 R A R

H W

1
Hap(X/zl):mz lel(i’j) (1)

i=1j=

O=F

SR A S — AN AR B W, € ROV VR B by € RO IR R 44
M AR, 5 15 20 Sigmoid BRECHEAT B0, IF AT A RRAE AR 3R, T A U

X\=0(F.(0))=0c(W,0+b,)Xy (2)
T T R S 00 R O 2 AT LU A A S
1 H W

Xh=o|Wisow 2 2 X (i)t by |+ X (3)

i=1j=1
2.3.3 BMEZEH
N TR) T 38 1 T AL 2 ) R O T A R R N () AR G R DRI AR SR = () 9 AR

5 R A A PR A T JRg 3 DX 2 TR A A G o S B T, AR SR Cao 254 14 A AL 9 4R
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JREBHRAE 1 S A AN K/l 1 X 1 Conv, #1 Conv, #:4E , 7€ Conv,, J&5 ffi I Softmax #1 pFi
B, IR P I S5 R AT AR, B R A BRI S AR A B 2 ) R AR, 35 20N

N (Wm )
rl=ux,+ z;})(p—x](W”Ij) (4)

= 2 eXp( Wm‘z‘v)
v=1

K x, € X s NI E X, MR Z S AW X H; W, M1 W, 435 34 L Conv, fil Conv, lUALTE . K
Tt — MR R 24, ()T R W, B BRI 2R A ek i A =l

Noexp(W,x;)

2.3.4 HiEEbs

FRA 5y 0 FHAAE )2 X Gl WE B ALHG , R R A 8 — &AM IR X BERUT
ShuffleNet v2" ' rfv it 38 18 B 4 5 155, 30 3 15 8 — 1 30 108 8 0 8 OHC 4 AN 0 200 I 0 £ L i 6 A
HFREET RV AL AR AR AT B RS o X AREE X e RO S IR AE R C o0 G s U, BVARAE
FEWHEE R G X C/Ges X WX H K E¥ G C/Gos M BT C/Ges X G X W X HHYEJE B FRAEZ
55 PR o AT A A3 B R AR 4E K /N (C X W X HD) AR IE)Z .
2.3.5 MK I

XA PR A A Ry, Ry Ry, o, R b, o R IR R A R, Ry, e, Ry} o DX I80AS: T
If bR AR B e B B E S, BE 6 4 O A5 B R BB XA A (S, S, e, Sk B E F R
{Co, Cr, Coy ooe, Ci b, BT L SCHP R EIAY 20 252K L, Lo L onen T Cross Entropy Loss 61 2¢ p& B 31
BEAN 0 T BT R XA A R Lo R AE BEUR Lo 3HRA N

Le= > Relu(max{s,—S,+1,0}) (6)
(i,j): C,<C,
K
Le=—>InC,—InC, (7)
i=1
AR SR AR K R
Loss= >, f(S,—S)+ALs+ uL¢ (8)

(i,j): C,< C,

S f 0 S8 SURAR BREG A e S B
3 KB5S

3.1 HEE

A SCHE 3 FF I 56 37 55 T 38 R R R A b E AT 1 S ke PR AR B 4R LR 0 O 1k, 40 o Af
fectNet'" \RAF-DB'/RI SFEW ', 3 S0 418 42 7 35 1 A [] )R A9 A P10 A 3l 424 7R 45 44 25 A 2 L
A PR SR

AffectNet 232 4y 1k Foe R G A5 MG EE 48 o 1288 R S0 5% 100 207 sk IR L i ] 6 FhoAs
[F] 35 5 R 1 250 /> 515 25 AR OC 1 SC BRI 7E 3D M8 R 51 % E AT I BE 1 3 . b din — 2k iy G2
Fie WR 7 Fh K AE B S HEAT F THRIEM . RAF-DB(Real-world affective faces database ) 42—/ K %I 1 1 77 ¢
55 BHE B B N ELHR ) R R0 307 22k T ER R o B gk EIRER Hh OR 24 40 A AR A kS BEAT R AE AR
T o ZEAE B 0 BRI AR M) R SRR B O BRI S Can iR B LT AR B K L) R
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Ao B A (A% ol DB 5 R R 280 45 T THT A AR K Y 22 % Pk . SFEW (Static facial expressions in the wild)
it BE B AFEW ' RSB0 v A BRI ) L A5 1 A 32 249 5 0 T 0 0 7 AN T 11 248 AR 3 1 A [
R AN [ 1) % 3 R SO PR A BR R A% 1 o e — R R bR T T BEARS PG RME TR R
P A B X 7 R A T — B

TELL BB, AffectNet Fl SFEW P AR A A2 H IR 3L, RAF-DB AR U 2R A ik, B A4 R 15
5 BB DL R DN 5 4 RV SR B R A SR LR . BR T R BRR SR AN, AR SCIA BT A T Wang AR
RAF-DB F1 AffectNet ¥4 2 i ] 32 £ 35 42 Occlusion RAF-DB . Pose-RAF-DB , Occlusion-AffectNet £/l
Pose-AffectNet H] T 12 76 35 £ 70 25 $4 08 Al 10 B8 2 15 1R 0 b &k o 3 4 R8s 48 g MG R dn 4k 2
JIE 7, TET 4 Ay S0 14 0 2% 408 Al T S 3R AT 114 7 191 PR AR

F1 BIEEEN SN ELIER R2 BEMEBTURBEHRESE

Table 1 Classes and partition information of Table 2 Occlusion and pose change expression dataset
train and test dataset Occlusion Pose
Dataset Class Train Test Dataset 3 5
E o F /A MREE >307 >45

AffectNet 7 — 4 200

SFEW 7 — 808 RAF-DB 126 151 160 298 1248 558
RAF-DB 7 12 271 3068 AffectNet 84 183 128 288 1949 985

P4 RPN 28 B A F 1 7R ] 1R 1%

Fig.4 Example images of occlusion and pose change in facial expression

3.2 LIAT

R A AE MSCeleb- 1M A 2215 B4 48 1= I 25 19 ResNet-501°" [0 26 AR 0 44 Sy A% 3Ly 3 (1 2
1 19 2% (Baseline) , #5 A G /)N I % 3] 448 X 448, {1 3l 5 (Momentum) 8 B2 T [ 5 (Stochastic
gradient descent, SGD) AL 5 % , Batch Normalization />4 1E WAL J7 i , #1827 21 R 28 0.01, I H &
20/~ epoch e LA 0.1, A E I A Tl le—4. TEHHAM LR LR, 2B K& E N4, 8BS
threshold % # iy 0.25, i HI i IR B 27 2J HE 42y Pytorch,
3.3 R

F 3L T ARy AT JUAR 10 R R A UM 5 7R 8 52 RAF-DB 1Y S 56 25 R XS L, 5 5 s A8 3¢
T3 BN RIR B T 87.24 %6 0 T A Ty o 3 IR PR Dy DX RS N i 6 A AAOR) A A DB L, 4
] SHE 1 R 23 A AR SR (R RIE S, I L8 2k 7E 9 2% el A3 RN S R R LA i ) 4% e 0 B IO
TVEAR A AR . 5 RAN 5L AR B, A SC Y DX S8 0 i 4% MR 3 Jey 38 A i A o 0 B 50 25 b 0 86 T 3k
Jr 0 DX I 0 7 T RAN 5 3 W) 2 DA ] 2 7 B 36 47 Jmy 308 DX a3k B, DR O A S 05 A L 22 TR AT DD AR
0.34 %0 MMERG R . 5 HATEOL A ODAN 7 35 A0 o A SO 1 5242 1 17 0.08 %6 815 /R T e 4K
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P4 RAF-DB LS 25 R AR B HLFE . IR AT DU H  22AR 0 DR 2 T i S U0 B0 3 155, AR A e
RS IR MG 1200 B RVIEAE A EHR R D 4507, PO A B DU 2 B4R th 7 JT O A s B

®3 HRERAF-DB LHIXWEHR Neutral 001 002 004 002 001 00 |fEFF
Table 3 Experimental results on RAF-DB dataset
Happiness |- 0.02 002 001 00 00 00
Method Accuracy/ % 0.8
ResiDen™ 76.54 Surprise} 0.2 0.01 001 001 002 003
< _p7y 11 0.6
ResNetPL 81.97 Sadness} 007 0.0 0.0 001 002 0.03
PG-CNN® 83.27
DLP-CNNY 84.13 Angerf 0.01 0.0 0.02 0.01 0.05 0.03 0.4
[25]
ALT 3 84.50 Disgust|- 0.03 0.07 0.01 0.07 0.03 0.01
gACNN™ 85.07 02
RANY 86.90 Fear[ 0.04 005 0.2 005 001 0.0
SC]\ﬂ271 87.03 Neutrlal Happ‘iness SulrpriseSe‘ldness Anger Dlisgust Fear 0.0
OADN™ 87.16 B5 RAF-DB RS IR 7 4 1%
Ours 87.24 Fig.5 Confusion matrix for RAF-DB dataset

W3 4 PR A SCT7 ¥R 7E AffectNet MlRAE 1 3RAS T 61.48%0 1 2, #H Eb H 17 & L 19 ODAN Jr
B AR ST A WE R R AR T 0.41% . T8 6 LR T /E AffectNet SO 4 1 5256 45 5 (1 1R 5 46 1F
TR0 FAE RS T fem B PRUNMER 3R 81 %0, B R RO AR LR B ME 73 2 (0 15, X S R AF A L T TP 0
FN LR R B L B O B N R — e 22 5 T B0 E kR

i N SCIf 4 N -
R4 BIRE AffectNet LRI &R Neutral 0.08 007 009 008 004 003 |EFH
Table 4 Experimental results on AffectNet 0.8
dataset Happiness | 0.04 0.05 0.02 003 0.03 0.01 -
Method Accuracy/ % Surprise} 0.07 0.06 0.03 0.05 004 0.12 0.6
_py (1]
ResNet-PL 56.42 Sadnessf 0.16 01  0.01 H 0.06 0.12 0.05 0.5
PG-CNN™ 55.33 04
. Angerf 0.13 0.06 0.04 0.07 012 0.03
DLP-CNN 54.47 03
gACNNM 58.78 Disgust+ 0.07 0.05 0.02 0.08 0.19 0.03 02
[6]
RAN 59.50 Fear[ 006 001 0.8 008 003 001 0.1
SCN[M 60.23 Neutll'al Happ;ness Sl;lprise Seladness Alnger Dilsg.lst Fear 0.0
OADN® 61.89 K6 AffectNet B4 5 1) TR 15 4 I
Ours 61.48 Fig.6 Confusion matrix for AffectNet dataset

TS ATERHE L SFEW LI 45 R, AR XI5k 3k 18 1 57.63% M s a4, B 7 B8 7718
SFEW i 45 L3y a5 IR E M. I 7V LLE I 7R R th 0 R A 5 R0 W & T
o e o RN I R S B0 4R 0 SE 00 25 R X LT DL B, RO B ME IR B A R, E RN AE T H R
A i R R AT B AL, B A A DR R AF 1 R IE XA A E , JF B4 5 54 R EIRE -

1 Occlusion/Pose-RAF-DB Fll Occlusion/Pose-AffectNet £ 5 b 14 11 2 175 LT 55 0, ol K
SESRANR 6 AR 7 FIR A SO AL T RAN 3613 E 345 25 T 2 K B e i 803 . S0 4%
SRR 0 TE T AR S5 R A T P R AR A R AT IR 55 vh i B i
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R5 HIBESFEW LRI ER Neutral 0.07 009 009 009 005 003 |/EHHHF
Table 5 Experimental results on SFEW Happiness- 003 UK 009 005 003 003 001 .
dataset 0.6
Surprise| 0.08 0.07 0.05 005 004 0.4
Method Accuracy/ % 05
Islond Loss® 252 Sadness 0.16 0.02 0.05 0.06 0.08 0.6 .
Identity-aware CNN* 50.98 Anger} 015 0.03 0.06 0.07 012 0.03 03
Multiple deep CNNs'™" 55.96 Disgust} 0.07 005 003 008 02 WOEEN 0.04 | | 102
DLP-CNN™ 54.19 0.1
Fearf 0.06 0.01 0.7 009 005 0.05 KL
gACNNW 54.47 Neutr‘al Happi‘ness Surprise S:adness Anger D{sgust Fear 0.0
RANE 56.40 BT SFEW Ol 4 0 v 4
Ours 57.63 Fig.7 Confusion matrix for SFEW dataset
R 6 HIEE Occlusion/Pose-RAF-DB _E {4 R R7 HIEE Occlusion/Pose- AffectNet R
Table 6 Accuracy on Occlusion/Pose-RAF-DB Table 7 Accuracy on Occlusion/Pose-AffectNet
datasets % datasets %
Method Occlusion  Pose=>30"  Pose>>45° Method Occlusion  Pose>>30°  Pose>45°
Baseline 80.19 84.04 83.15 Baseline 49.48 50.01 48.50
RAN" 82.78 86.74 85.20 RAN" 58.5 53.9 53.19
Ours 85.16 84.79 85.45 Ours 61.04 56.13 55.87
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Table 8 Comparison of experimental results of dual attention and multi-region detection modules

Accuracy/ %
Method RAF-DB AffectNet SFEW
ResNet-507" 81.45 56.34 53.28
ResNet-50-DA 83.12 58.35 54.96
ResNet-50-MRD 86.23 60.53 56.41
ResNet-50-FPN 85.93 60.38 56.22

Ours 87.24 61.48 57.63
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Fig.8 Effect of parameter K on experimental results
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Table 9 Effect of hyperparameters 4 and p on Table 10 Effect of attention module on experimental

experimental results results
A U Accuracy/ % Spatial  Channel  Channel shuffle  Accuracy/ %
0.6 1.0 83.56 86.23
0.8 1.0 85.37 N 86.67
1.0 1.0 87.24 N 86.75
1.0 1.2 86.12 N N 87.02
1.0 1.4 84.89 N N NG 87.24
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