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Attention-based Hot Block and Saliency Pixel Convolutional Neural Network Method for Face
Anti-spoofing

WU Xiao-li and HU Wei

College of Information Science and Technology,Beijing University of Chemical Technology,Beijing 100029 , China

Abstract Face anti-spoofing is used to verify whether the testee is a real person. The diversity of attack methods and the applica-
tion of face recognition on various embedded and mobile devices with low computing capabilities have made face anti-spoofing a
very challenging task. Aiming at face anti-spoofing,an attention-based hot block and saliency pixel convolutional neural network
method is proposed. The hot block method replaces the discrimination of the entire face with the determination of 5 hot blocks,
which not only reduces the amount of calculation, but also forces the network to focus on hot spots with more discerning informa-
tion.so as to improve the accuracy of the network. On the other hand, the saliency pixel method performs saliency pixel prediction
on the input face image to determine whether the saliency prediction map meets depth characteristics of the face to identify the
liveness and the attack. This method fuses the results of hot blocks and saliency pixels to give full play to the role of local features
and global features.and further enhances the effect of face anti-spoofing. Compared with existing methods, the proposed method
has achieved good results on CASIA-MFSD, Replay-Attack and SiW datasets.
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WML BR T B WAt T BN B AR W B T 0 3D T

1
5! Bt e s 45 B By T Be . Body T B 2 06 1 A 1 1A

i

Bt 5 ) 2 o AT TR AR 5 TR R e B 45
ST T L gL 1R ORI R G T AR R DGR I AT E
R ST AR T A ID AR B AL RS R s
g BT H e A A0 A 3 B T AR 0, R A RO IOVR
10 R B P ) 45 B SEAE

SEBR b SRR 1 R T S LS M AR A O A A i
BB P 2 0 S TN MK U B S R 7R S B B 1 R
TR 5 v 0 A 0 — e o 25 7 NG A I 55 A IS R 531 A A6 B
W A R AT B SC B — 28 T A AL B R R AN LT
HAF DL B0l T B, IR BT - R 5 . 4R ol T B

FH5 H I .2020-03-23  iRME H . 2020-07-04
WAEVEE W4 (huwei@mail. buct. edu. cn)

i A By A — 5 B & e 1, o 2 A R0 32 2% I 7E 45 28
AKX B2 B AR A R RE ) i & b X B 3 1A
R 0 T s 7 5 U ) 406 A

B BTGB Dh 5 vk EBE S WA J5 I . DRI AT
BV J5 1 o B2 D5 vk i o N AR OULEE T M 5 AR 0 1A i 22 S
e AT R AE A BETT L T 23 2645 0 00 42 OOy AR AE . 35 AR5 AR
I A 4 22 S R BUAE LA JLAS D T < B L S0 B A bR T
BRI Cn B IR 55 AR KA 3 A BRI 22 ) s R AR AL 5
PGSR B AR E s AT . 8 T iR ses e R J5
LAY 9 3 28 B T OO 07 5 B T B 3 7 155 5 T A

ARSI ATFRCER 1R (OSID) L i 43 1 177 — e $ Wb 715 B



SIS o A5« HE VR B 7 B R B R I 2R 2R B 2 I 46 i R By B vk 317

G5 FN SL A B  k o FET ECH Y O vk 0 & i 4% B ol
A REAT I S0 B AR AR DR 92 B, HL i S 7E T e DL R L e
B SRR 5 532 8 1 3k S R T T A 3R Cn iz R
WS B Bl 4D R 35 B0 X NI A 43 25 0 B A, H Bl E F RS
FHF 8 A8 W WOR IS T ah A e (n | ke iR M)
FEF UG B AN S 5 A O 1558 A B T RRAE SR A AR ek 1B R o
B 01 BRI R A AL, LS ) T A AT A U AR B TR IR
BEA 1 43 PR 0O = AR R Ul D R X R IR AR TR L T
Pk . 2)He T URBE 2 3 M J7 vk . WFSE N DUFE 3 K 1 4t 45 ) 4%
B SERE I HEAT T 45 R i, dn i A H i 45 8 36 47 4 B MBS
A N BCHE B Xof 9 46 30547 T 25 00, 6 R 8 e R AR 43
BN Ik M R A vk DA BRI R R N 4 4 L B
TOH Ao R . B AN I T IR S 1 7 IR TR AR I
CaB T N TR0 7k A0 H T RROR A R
2z ARG R0 6 Iz 1 R A AR AR S R R A R AT 4 R 8
PR IE AR R . B Ak, fR AR R A B A A I 5
TR 25 N 245 25k 1 1] P 3 S T LA [ 2% B A6 R W 3 22
Dl B TN TR AR L FE B T A R R LR I 7 2
TR TR 7 WL T G 5 B XM T R R AT AR A, IR T
E2- PPN AR P NNE €S

FEF UL LW A ARSI T TR S R e
BREGRM AT ARG th . FEZ R EI
BRI AR 5 ARG XN B DX 5 AR
SR ) 50 ke BRI X 3 ke RS A 0 1 S A TR Ll
A 159 2 A5 8 A v 56 i T LSS I S A B, DA 5 T
SHERR R, BT R IIMN BER R XA B ERER
SR AT T L 8 S T T R R EL A Y R R
KA FIE R BCE , FTRF BRROR By S B R RIS
RFATRLA , T RAE T R H AR AR A4 R R AR (VR T L 3 — 25
PETET R . A SO vk il A I 4% B A TG A0 B B IX A, AN
AAE /N ALV ECHR AR EUE B T AN 1 0 BL A AL R R
RUBRAE LIS TRIFIEE R . ASCWTTIR T,

(DR T —Fp 3 T4 32 7 AL 08 B H 6 7 B4 O 3k
T R 54 e A % 5 BBORE AR TE 1A o A NI T XY )
T, 308 3k 58 Al P 4 b G R R B X s 4 G L A /N RU BN 4R
W R A AR T

(2) N R B e 47 80 1008 R R 2 R/
B AL SE B b A 7 A 8 DX A AR B 00T bR AR [ 5 v Y
TR . X R — A, A SCHR T W R R A O 5 v
1 E AR FR T B G Al MR R R 2R 5 B R S A2
XS54 T MBS SRR RGB A F s e r e L, A
EWRIRRE, ZES WP ki TR A R ROR B
e — ik B,

(32 T B HiE AR 3CJ7 Bk B A7 AL, AR 3043 B HE CASIA-
MFSD, Replay-Attack LA f SiW i 4 b 34T 7 %F 52 5,
S EERRW], 5 I ) kA L it & fE CASIA-MFESD Al
Replay-Attack iX PIAS /NG 4 I, 38 B 78 RILBELY) SIW 4
WAL L ARSI TR EA R ISR,

2 MEXTIE
LI A By Ph 5 5 8 S 1 B R LA R S R I

22 5, 9K 5 MR 25 BT ARAE B 5 B AR AL 36 A4 2R b AT
Yok . BN TR AR A4S LBPT T, HOGH T, SIFTH
1 SURFY, [R]A BF 5 N B2 30 4 A [ i A S 19 e e O
41 HSV. YCCr (i 23 [8]) ) Il Bt Y680, T Fikea
WA 5 4 A1 o 2 Bl Y 3k 38 o AR W T 8 T 12 BRC R
W3 F 38 201 A R IV DI s ) 0 ARl 0 4

T 3 B 22 0 46 2% SR 00 300 L BF 9 N B 22 30 40 4 3 B
T 22 R TV o 2 ) 2 A2 R R A i B B R AE 43 2
8. TE Patel 1% A Li 50 B T AR b USG50 CaffeNet
1 VGG-face B B 9 VR FEAF 2 B 48 . 78 Li 250 il Feng
SETTHY AR L BT OR ARG R A TE 28 2 R
N B B8 N T AR AT B A B 35 AR 25 000 4% v, ) 3 1A 5 AR I
RIEAT 5y 25,

J5 BEXTIR 2 3] D ik W W5 L 2 R A TR R0 4L 7T 4y
BT 7 vk 22 WY O N Z RS I T vk G Ak RGB R
LT AN R R BRI A .

(DML, Atoum S80S 5 56 25 JE4E I VR B2 EE R
TG 55 R 0% R (9 25 SRR AE B BE AL B L B2 AT 500 8
FEL 11 il £ 45 S o S 00 358 A Rl V6 A . AR ST R O kR BRI
507 2 25 % vk (o R AL R ML ok B B S 8 B A AT
A 4 3% 2 5 TR 4 W 2% (Fully Convolutional Network,
FOND SE A7V BE B A B . A SBT3 O 2 A9 B 34518 T 30
He WL il EL 45 B 38 43 1) B8 RN S 50 S R DA R T R B PR 1
W 2% 25 K AT B E T . Jourabloo 507 47ty T — b 7 JEUEK
W 1k % 50 B L N TG 4 Bl W 7 U0 T I ok e
FAER KB BIE R . oAb, Liv 20200851 7 — A T4 0
2% SR B o VR BE R I 45 L 3 s LT — A BN B £ 4
#r ZSFA(Zero-Shot Face Anti-spoofing) DA i 45 7 Xt pA A< i,
I 4 Tk 2 Y R K

(LW . 78 Xu %2 Yang %P2 A Liv %2 1 T
FEr A & 8 98 12 B B AP 242 [ 4% (Long Short-Term
Memory Convolutional Neural Networks, LSTM-CNN) £ #4 ,
W WAL IY) FE S WUPE R N A R PR R R RRIE A /E A, Liu
25250 ) FH G A ' PR B 98 Bk (FPPG L U JUE ik v 45 5 IR T
5 B 4% AT B WS B . 4R B M, Yang ST EIMAT
X 38k 1 2 1 ML # (Region Attention Module, RAM) % 2] A K
1 R X

(D Z AT k. Zhang DMK 2 B 19 AR B R
(RGB EI4  NIR ER REERBOE A RM TEH T £
B aE k.

[FI AT . Yang 258530 A A B8 B B4 4T 45 AS S0 BBk F 455 4 (1
IR BB TR 4. R A9 CASIA-MFESD Ll J Replay-
Attack R Y R 48 1 45 L O A K 2 R 4R MR R
REHFWREES, EHELMA T 3 A AP th 8 £,
5 Liu 5052 1Y SIW SR 5, HOR SR04 50 37, HL B A,
Liu 2P0 48 1 1y SIW-M a4 o0 & 0 2 i B 2680 58
it ZSFA 645 ; Zhang 557 42 i) CASIA-SURF (4 4 , &
AT 2B R T F 2% 2 828 5008 00 45 75 1 B b
B AL AT HOR L R B AR B SR IR RO T AT

A SO R OT VR SE A T X A B R B 45 B 0 A IR B A



318

Computer Science THEHLELZ  Vol. 48,No. 4, Apr. 2021

IRES- LN P S RoRERED-WIE Fi RN -4 U -3 T ol
HREBRFERTH.

3 A&

3.1 EEEREGR

N 1 P AR SCER N 9 07 i A AR T AL B AR T
BT PG PO R R R T BT E I R U Bl
X ARG AY 68 A DX I T 2, e T R BRI Y 5 A X AR
AR PR A ShuflleNet ™, 75 5 4> $ i P i 15 443 By

F 7 e R 2R 4 A9 Pool Net ) X i A B % 0t 7 5 3% 1%
KT, A 3 B % — A 5 29 CNN #4726, B
R REBRRT LGS, BJE R LIRWRN 7 245 2 45
R IR E O AR HEAT RS A B B 445 2 LUK BT AR

Hot Blocks
Extraction
el

|

!

|

|

= |
o~ - ShuffleNet | !
o |
|

|

|

3 |

|

|

|

|

Original

0.05
0.33
0.16
0.12
0.26
Hot Blocks Live

Fusion

___________ Depth Live |
Score

PoolNet

Live/Spoof

Estimated
Saliency Map

BT AR SCHR A A B 4 77 12 1 HE 22 PR
Fig. 1 Framework of the proposed face anti-spoofing approach

3.2 EFEAME

AR 23 [ % b 58 45 T 181 1 138 G T DX 3l i 22 LA {754
SR B DI R M X T NS By B4 9 3R B A B9 A B 1X 38 AR
EAFREM A 50T o PR 7 1 93 B 0 Ll 3l o e AT B S
SR DX R AR AT SR Ak L AT S 30 R 26 SO 4R . R R O i
43 T 0 AL 3 e X A ) AR K R AT TN L of 4 M
2 PO VL 0 A NG TR BE R AT 64 2 JR A AE B A
P B B Y 23 AT 5 T ST R B T O B IX 0
B . i AR 2B TR0 AT A 23 B 45 2R 8T 00, TR X O (.
PRI
3.3 ETESINRIRE X
3.3.1 Ak

BT ERE M PGYOr 8w e AN F R 68
AR I LI B8 S B T v BEAT [ RE T/ B BRI 9K
J5 K FEIR A M 46w 4T BN 25, 9F 48 S B epoch B9 2 4E
B 3 LA R 25 A B i v 3 5 B J kT SR Y VA 5, N R R
Pt BB vk e B e A 5 B B A I L 0 5
A B RT3 159 201 D AN B A A

BT A AT BB I, AR SCHEAT T OB ROST SE 8, )

96X96,48X 48,24 X 24 WHFEAT L, KBRS 24 X 24 1Y
S S TN E R T
3.3.2 EFEANAGHE R E G %P6 R

R HUH R ERIAE PSR H b R iy 38 B
AT D BBV B s F R it 0.9 19 epoch {5 H 24
A Y HT epoch MERR Z AP T R E O 1. 1, KB 6T
epoch MEH ZAAHEA BT 7 MY IRAALE R E R 1, R T B P AAL
HERER 0.9; DRGNP BINBE 3 5800 K 250 L
TASC- Y 43 %0k 32, J5 22 8 4. 28 Hh HE 48 Tops Ay ek #4
3.3.3 R B G E R 5 AT

BT bR A B 1 U R RS R B 4R AT B T
P 22 i DE4 s A 68 AN DG B R AR AL B A 2 TR,
S 43 T 0 X Al AN LA A RE 19 PR 7E T AR SOk e i SR/ T
g 24X 24, LGSR SR s BEAT UG, 5 SO 43 X 0k
FoEEs,

2 CASIA-MFSD(Z:51) \Replay-Attack (H1[H] 51])
DL e SIW CF ) B08is 4 i #4911 AL [
Fig. 2 Samples and heatmaps on CASIA-MFSD(left col) .
Replay-Attack(middle col) and SiW (right col) databases

Hi P 2 0] 1, CASIA-MFSD % 46 4027 iy 4 o X Jnk 4
T 5 F LA WS 5 SIW SR A0 (g P KR T T 8 DA
Fi W £ ; Replay-Attack S48 875 1 #4888 b+ AR 19 4
NG UKW f . CASIA-MFESD % ¥ £ 7F SR £ i G % 41 6
W TR AR AL TC 1 8l 5 SIW UG B 16 R BE AR ATS G B A
TG A — E B3 Replay-Attack BUHE £ 76 R 5 I H #i
HMIEHR 43 g T O R ) RS G B, CASIA-
MFSD Fl SiW 38 5 (9 #s IX AR o T 5 7 g [, 3 i3 9
S D XIAE N R B O AT 55 P 2 T E AR OC T 9 X 4, Replay-
Attack $4E 42 59 # 5 X 8 5 CASIA-MFSD FlIl SIW 8 #4 5 X
AN [R) 1 R 7 F SR 4R ol IR R R M 3 B0 A R G A
NEME S THEESIENNRESR  ZEZRFHFE
FE B T I% X B e 2T ROk

A SCHE T[] — B E CASIA-MFSD Fl Replay-Attack
Bdn s DIATT 3 AN ST .5 A BEHLEL . FUE B Top5 #4
A, SR S T — B, R RO S B R AR KN Tops
PR FE P >5 AN FEHLI, X 58 40 IE B T # B L
AR,

# CASIA-MFSD, Replay-Attack, SiW 4t £ | ff H %%
H B A B iR o R R 5 B3k B T 96. 9520, 99. 05% .
97.91% ., ¥:HIHL,7E Replay-Attack | J & 01X 48 4 #8 5
B AT SR L ERR R GA BN T 97, 43% X UEMA T B 1 X 3R AT



SR A5 BE T B 7 PR HUR AR R A U 2 T 4% ) A B P O 1 319

Xt AR B D0 AT 55 B AT — 2 09 3 4
3.4 ETEBNNBERERZE
3.4.1 BARARA

B 15 VR NI F) Ak 35 938 o3 A B AT NI ) A% 52 e 1 T
i N B 5 R R RO AP 1. Kt AR SCRE T PRNed™
A T A P RO S R B 0 A i AR AR i S AR A L
(IR N N Al e i | A R S T O U N
PoolNet w147 I 2 B Il 25 1 (9 85 B0 A1 Sy e 25 F5000 4% , %o )
TR P P AT e 2 AR R B . 3 e ) I 3 O 1 2 AT
KPR EFEIENES .

T« A AR I A A% L R fi PR et A8 80RO A I B S AR S L
P A PR R T TR AR A KA LY P S b A

3 CASIA-MFSD I 54 1 i 35 bR
Fig. 3 Saliency labels on CASIA-MFSD training dataset
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Table 1 ACC and HTER of frame-based internal experiments
on CASIA-MFSD dataset
CRLA s 25D
Method ACC HTER
Atoum’s patch CNN 96.19 4.17
ShuffleNet 96. 16 4.75
ShuffleNet+ Hot blocks 96. 86 4. 44
ShuffleNet+ Hot blocks+ Saliency 98. 10 2.68
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Table 2 ACC and HTER of frame-based internal experiments on
Replay-Attack dataset
CRLAE s 260
Method ACC HTER
Atoum’s patch CNN 97.43 1.70
ShuffleNet 97.19 1.87
ShuffleNet+ Hot blocks 99.05 1.66
ShuffleNet+ Hot blocks+ Saliency 99.27 0.52
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Table 3 Validity experiments of saliency pixel method on

CASIA-MFSD dataset

LA 2 06D
Method EER HTER
Atoum’s dcpth[lgj 2.85 2.52
Our Saliency 1.90 1.51
Atoum’s fusiont'® 2.67 2.27
Our Fusion 1.52 1.88
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4.3.3 @AM

M Ah A% 336 3 77 ROC (Receiver Operating Characteris-
tic) Bl % B e, 1 2 AR B DL Rl G O 1k BEAT T X LA AT
iy &l 7 B %0, Fil A 7 B2 78 CASIA-MFSD il Replay-Attack %t
AR LR L B H R R R IR A BB TR Y
AUC WK F AT B R E Ik E TR F kA
B
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fusion
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Fig. 7 Frame-based ROC fusion comparison on different datasets

4.4 EHMAEMNLEEIR

A CHE CASIA-MFESD, Replay-Attack P} SiW %4t 4
B T R T S A T AT LS

A SCHE BT 3R 7 R 5 DUR O ik AT b A (e B JR] I HE
B, I 8] ZE WA DL T 7R TR X 3 AN BRI B St ae .

(1)2017 4F By BT J7 ¥ . Atoum 25080 5 4 A Bifi HL Bk
ML 4 FCN 3k i#F 47 %8 BE B0 /9 J7 . 1% 7 % £ CASIA-
MFSD LA K Replay-Attack ¥4~ 8045 5 b 43 5 547 T N &8 52
B, R AE SIW SR AE 1 AT 50360 (SIW BRI IE R KD .

(2)2018 4E 19 Z Wi J5 1. Liu %% 78 LSTM-CNN 1 5
fith b ST G PR R 0 1 LA B VR B A B ke it A7 4l B M B
Z )5 B AE CASIA-MFSD L) & Replay-Attack B4~ $ s 45 I ik
TTHER R XS, KA T SIW S8 8 3 A6 7 A0 B ™A
I P A S B A R

(3)2018 4E 1Y M J5 . Jourabloo 210 4 Hi s 1t o &
SrE I E N+ J7 k. %7k 1E CASIA-MFSD Al
Replay-Attack Z4ls 4 1 iF AT T B A 3¢ LSE50 , KAl SIW
B AT S

(4)2019 4FBY BAMTT ¥, Liu P08 H T — A TH
I SR R Tt A R B AR I 45 L I ST — B N B O 4R
bR ZSFA , DL ) A58 70 %o DA A DL ok ) 3 o 26 U 149 7 X g
%77 ¥ CASIA-MFSD LA & Replay-Attack #£47 T ZSFA 52
B, RAE SIW SR 4 B AT S0

(5)2019 4E (9 Z Wi )7 ¥: ., Yang %0 78 LSTM-CNN [

FEl BT RAM PLAE 3] M 22 , F 107 2% 51 AR (9 3 22 X4
%07 48 CASIA-MFSD P K Replay-Attack i %554 ik
T TAE R XS0 IR 7E SIW B4 E kAT T N3 se s,

(6)2019 4E M 247 1. Zhang 004 ZRELZS 19 A
i E% (RGB El&  NIR BRI BE RGO/ A 4@ R T
CASIA-SURF £S5 EMEHZBSMa S rik. %
Tk CASIA-MFSD %464 E A7 7 LU T b8 : FAS-TD-
SFUU g5 it 4 SiW Il 25 + CASIA-MFSD il i , FAS-TD-SF-!
5%+ CASIA-SURF Il 4 + CASIA-MFESD izt . HoAth 5 7
-+ Replay-Attack Yl %k + CASIA-MFSD 3%, iF B T {4 J§
CASIA-SURF %48 4 Il 4k (9 #8572 CASIA-MFSD i £ -
KIFLLF M98 T CASIA-SURF B4 85Tk, Z B TE
SiW 4 4 A7 T AT He#8 . FAS-TD-SFY Jr % + Siw 1|
25+ SiW Il it . FAS-TD-SFY! J7 ¥ 4+ CASIA-SURF Il 4 +
SIW MR | Liu 252530 % 6 B9 SIW B0HE 58 9 3B I 4z, 45 50 1 R
TEIf ] CASIA-SURF Il 4R i 45 S f i . BRI, AR SC 7 7k H
5% CRRK FAS-TD-SF&Y )7 i + SiW Il 2k + Siw 1428 (1
SR BT IR,

YT UL LB AT 8 ik BB T LT LA

(1) CASIA-MFSD, Replay-Attack & H P #f 5% 3 5
Atoum %18 H A (R R B ) .

(2) CASIA-MFSD, Replay-Attack % [ A # ZSFA 52 %
5 Liu &0 1 L (R R B 5 35D .

(3SIW IS8 5 Lin 07 49, Yang 25 (1 . FAS-
TD-SF&Y J5 i 0 H A (B T AR SCOT ik b oA B S 2 iy 10

(4) CASIA-MFSD, Replay-Attack 38 X 528 5 Jou-
rabloo M 1) He A8 CJR) kg 2t )7 ) 4 Liu &% #1 Yang
ST vk S 2 WU s OR R IS LS AT R
4.4.1 CASIA-MFSD,Replay-Attack /3 5% %

SCEPET $E B8 EER Al HTER,

Hi 3% 4 FISR 5 AT, AR SCTT I 7E Replay-Attack 08548 I
B EER Ml HTER #I7E CASIA-MFSD ¥t #i 4£ | &9 HTER #B
T HA T 2, XU BIA ST 7 R A L.
F 4 CASIA-MFSD $#E 8 AR [F) 7 6 (9 S A DR 2R A 15 256 L A
Table 4 EER and HTER comparison on CASIA-MFSD dataset of

different methods

CHLA 2 20
Method EER HTER

Fine-tune VGG-Facel*] * 5.20 -
DPCNNH6 150 -
Yang et al. (14] 4.92 —

LSTM-CNNE21 > 5.17 5.93
Boulkenafet et al. [*] 6. 20 —
Siddiqui et al. £32] 3.14 —
Boulkenafet et al. [7] 2. 80 —

Haralick features ) — 1.10
Moire pattem[M: - 0

Atoum et al. [18]” 2.67 2.27

Ours 1.52 1.88

i eox bRiC T HT CNN ik
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# 5 Replay-Attack B AR J7 16 19 55 45 18 38 R RS DR LU
Table 5 EER and HTER comparison on Replay-Attack dataset of

different methods

BT . %)

Method EER HTER
Fine-tune VGG-Face!18)” 8. 40 4.30
DPCNNL®I > 2.90 6.10

Yang et al, (141> 2.14 —
Boulkenafet et al. 1] 0.40 2.90
Boulkenafet et al. 1™ 0.10 2.20
Moire pallcm[“] - 3.30
Atoum et al. [181" 0.79 0.72
Ours 0 0.62

¢ bRiC 7T CNN 7 ik
CASIA-MFSD, Replay-Attack M 4F ZSFA ( Zero-Shot
of Face Anti-spoofing) 5 &

STE AT FE AR 9 AUC, ZSFA JT T 46 30 46 50 X A SR
UL 3ok 4 T 4 1 X BE T, T Video F1) , F2 R I ik B A T A
W RD T o $E AT U5 3 T Video Ty #EAF MR HAB NS
WTADYE i

M3 6 FIER 7 Al A SO R FEAT — (B Y LU AL B30
T 2019 4E K Deep Tree™ J5 ¥ , X #E CASIA-MFSD AY Video
GERE RO T HoAh R o AR SO ER AR X A B £ b DA
o U3 i T AR R R A

#* 6 1 CASIS-MFSD $(#i 4 b i#EA7 ZSFA Mk AUC

4.4.2

Table 6 AUC of ZSFA testing on CASIA-MFSD dataset
CRLA s 20D
Methods AUC
Video Cut Photo Warped Photo

OC-SVMgpp + BSIFH! 70.7 60.7 95.9
SVMgpge -+ LBPES 91.5 91.7 84.5
NN+ LBPH7 94.2 88.4 79.9
Deep Treet?") 90.0 97.3 97.5
Our hot-block method 90.53 98. 94 97.57
Our saliency method 73.76 98. 04 92.41
Our fusion 90. 69 98. 96 97.91

# 7 1 Replay-Attack i 4 1 #F17 ZSFA MLy AUC

Table 7 AUC of ZSFA testing on Replay-Attack dataset
AL 20)
Method AUC

Video  Digital Photo  Printed Photo
OC-SVMgpp + BSIFL) 84.3 88. 1 73.7
SVMpgp + LBPES 99.1 98. 2 87.3
NN+ 1.BPH7] 99.8 95. 2 78.9
Deep Tree 2! 99.9 99.9 99. 6
Our hot-block method 99.98 99. 37 99. 23
Our saliency method 99.72 98.71 96. 48
Our fusion 99.99 99.98 99.72

4.4.3 SIW A E B

SR B B AT Y J5 12 70 BT B9 odE 4R B R AR IS T AR SCIE TR
2018 AF R AT SIW Hfi 4R B AT T 908 IF 5 H AT IR 4 19 7
AT T B, B TR SO R DLAN A Ty BRSO £ Wi
AR 2 T i R

AR SCEAE SIW B A DU B I IR B Y RT 60
TN 25+ D0 a0 2 10 BT A WiE AT . 3T #4645 - APCER
(Attack Presentation Classification Error Rate) .BPCER(Bona
Fide Presentation Classification Error Rate) L & ACER

(APCER 5 BPCER {J5F-#{H) P,
& 8 Al i, AR U 7E ACER 8458 L HRAS T f If 09 45
S AR BT R R I dE b HOL T 2 WU M YOI T
ARSI A R .
# 8 fE SIW Hdli 4 R [E i) APCER,BPCER Fl ACER %
Table 8 APCER.BPCER and ACER comparison of different

methods on SiW dataset

CRA 20
Method APCER BPCER ACER
Auxiliary!?% 3.58 3.58 3.58
FAS-TD-SF-3! 1.27 0.83 1.05
STANSL?2 1.00
Our hot-block method 2.207 1.935 2.071
Our saliency method 0.209 1. 948 1.078
Our fusion 0.316 1. 682 0.999

4.4.4 CASIA-MFSD,Replay-Attack % X 5% 3
Hi 2% 9 AT, A OO I A K O AN BOHE AR B0 28 SO 4
SN GRARGF o R SR, A BRHE R A AR B DL R B 3 T
DU PE] b 7 7E D A 2 5 DT 3 B0 T P A B 4R 2 ) Y A2 X
T I A KA,
#9 ARIFEEH HTER 78 CASIA-MFSD 5 Replay-Attack
R AR A UL Y R

Table 9 Cross testing comparison on CASIA-MFSD dataset
versus Replay-Attack dataset in terms of HTER
CHLAS s 200
HTER
Method Train Test Train Test
CASIA Replay Replay CASIA
FaceDS! 28.5 41.1
Our hot-block 33.4 47.7
Our Saliency 50.5 67.1
Our Fusion 45.9 65.2
4.4.5 BRELRETH

FONACHE AT T R IE RS, 5A MG R
Atoum %5 US4 H AY B LB AL - FCN 2k 47 3 BE 1000 A9 7 12
HEAT LB PR 5 A5 8 FPS(Frames per second) . i 2 5%
2 X Intel Xeon E5-2620v4, P} 7F 256 GB, GPU GTX1 080
8GB. i S5 Y batch size &t — 1 & K 50 ik, 7E CASIA-
MESD Ml 5 /9 66 450 5k Jv B #EAT . X G4 Jr s #1475 A
DS 9250, LA = hR e 25 0K

H1 2 10 AT, AR SCHY S B r T 1 FPS Lt Atoum %50
BIBE ML IT ¥ 19 FPS 5 i1 56.98% . 3 11 nl M, A X B
F AR F A4 I CY BE D B S Atoum 25U i FCN
R TN P 45 14 65. 9 %6 5 A% STAHE FH Ay Sk 25 000 &1 4 2 ) % 2
5 ZR LM 2 R4, 1 Atoum 1l ] B2 SVM, SVM
B 2SR R A SCH) 5 )R B FRM A M4 325 {5, SVM 41
AR KA I A3 - 1D Atoum 2508 38 HI 19 RBF (42 [i] & b
B0 T BN i B e S 8 v 4 s ) 0K S R R A B
Rt :2)SYM kil GPU IM#iE& ., & LR, Ligg S
Atoum Z i patch J5 AR LB, i 2 5 AT AY depth T
7 VR LA, AR SO R I FPS #8025 0808 T ABAT 89 .
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2 10 Y random-patch 77 ¥ ) FPS L&

Table 10 FPS comparison with random-patch method

Method FPS/({/s)
1351.026+41.706

2120.816+39.714

Atoum’s Random-patch

Our Hot-block

# 11 5 depth J7 ki FPS LL#
Table 11  FPS comparison with depth method

Method Stagel/s Stage2/s FPS/({/s)

853.81547. 644 6579.190+78.296 8.94140. 086
Our Saliency 563.076+0.577 20.21340.529 113.923+0.099

0 Stagel 73 A S 90 TR 12 J07 46 9% 119 16 18], Stage2 7R 1920 B0 ] i 47
2 JIT AL B¢ 1) B[]

Atoum’s Depth

BRIE A SCHR W R T IR ALE A PSS B R R
B BR R R R 25 5 ik o TR M B U R 2 R 2%
R R IR AE 5 A B AR X BN B RIXE 5 AR
S5 D) 340 T3 ohe BROAC o A N I 9 0 01 5 3 TR R B 1R
B 7R T BN G 6 0 25 43R Al e ) ) = T e R
B A TR BEAR EOR S G R By o AR SOy B 1k
PR3 BTG5 R AT Rl — P T TR SRy
B9 B, A 34 il #E CASIA-MFESD, Replay-Attack DL J%
SiW Kl dE AT IRAE. S AE R R WL AT T A R
U 1 365 07 S E B 360 6 00 29 4 R R N T R R S AR
PR o LU 100 45 27 > HLA TG 5 A7 8 A9 T RE 1 2 7 42 i I 4%
B IE AR A . 7R AR B TAE L F AT AT DA % vk 0 T 2 5 PR
4 AR R HR T LA S5 e T 1 A £ R B A
Y 25 4R 13z AL RE 7, I 1 HC B A B 4 1 5 R
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