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Abstract

Face clustering is an useful tool for applications like au-
tomatic face annotation and retrieval. The main challenge
is that it is difficult to cluster images from the same iden-
tity with different face poses, occlusions, and image quality.
Traditional clustering methods usually ignore the relation-
ship between individual images and their neighbors which
may contain useful context information. In this paper, we re-
purpose the well-known Transformer and introduce a Face
Transformer for supervised face clustering. In Face Trans-
former, we decompose the face clustering into two steps: re-
lation encoding and linkage predicting. Specifically, given
a face image, a relation encoder module aggregates local
context information from its neighbors and a linkage pre-
dictor module judges whether a pair of images belong to the
same cluster or not. In the local linkage graph view, Face
Transformer can generate more robust node and edge rep-
resentations compared to existing methods. Experiments on
both MS-Celeb-IM and DeepFashion show that our method
achieves state-of-the-art performance, e.g., 91.12% in pair-
wise F-score on MS-Celeb-1M.

1. Introduction

In recent years, face recognition has achieved remark-
able progress in real-world applications due to the devel-
opment of advanced metric learning methods [7] and deep
neural models [14]. Large-scale well-labelled data is very
crucial for high-performance face recognition system, while
to annotate these large-scale datasets is time-consuming and
expensive. Recent solutions resort to clustering methods
aiming to mine identity information from unlabeled data.

Traditional clustering methods generally make differ-
ent assumptions on the input features. K-Means [19]
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(a) Transfer features with context to cluster challenging samples.
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(b) Adapt edge embedding via context to ease linkage prediction.

Figure 1. Illustration for implementing context-based node aug-
mentation and edge augmentation in face clustering. (a) Face
feature distribution in wild usually exists considerable challeng-
ing samples, which is hard to present direct clustering procedure.
Transferring features with its local context is helpful to cluster
those challenging samples. Images from the same ID are rep-
resented by the same letters. (b) Similarity between hard posi-
tive pairs and hard negative pairs usually gathered closely, which
makes it difficult to decide a threshold to distinguish whether a
link could be built. Adapting edge embedding via context eases
linkage prediction task.

requires the distribution of clusters to be convex, DB-
SCAN (Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications
with Noise) [8] requires the density within the cluster to
be greater than a certain threshold, Spectral Clustering [24]
requires clusters are of the similar sizes. However, in
real-world applications, there still exist considerable im-
ages with extreme exposure, occlusion, pose variant, and



low resolution, whose distributions are often too complex
to meet these distribution assumptions. We call those hard
samples as challenging samples. Clustering with these chal-
lenging samples may lead to the following problems[4].
First, challenging samples of the same person are inevitably
far from the high-quality ones, resulting in splitting the
same identity. Second, challenging images from differ-
ent identities may be close to each other due to the dom-
inant imaging condition, resulting in a degradation in pu-
rity. Third, the distance between an image and its neigh-
bors differs from images to images, which leads to differ-
ent merging threshold for different instances. The pioneer
work Rank-Order [39] and recent supervised face clustering
work [27] attempt to re-measure distance between samples
via contextual information and annotations. However, they
largely ignore that noise may exists in local neighbor topol-
ogy, and directly consider all samples equally.

In this paper, considering contextual information is crit-
ical for clustering on a complex distribution, we re-purpose
the well-known Transformer [26] and propose a uniform
face clustering framework, termed as Face Transformer
(FaceT). As shown in Figure 1, the key motivation of FaceT
is to leverage contextual information contained in the local
topology to reduce the adverse effects of challenging im-
ages thus to learn robust and compact cluster embeddings.
To this end, FaceT contains two crucial modules: (i) Re-
lation Encoder (RE) and (ii) Linkage Predictor (LP). Rela-
tion encoder is a transformer for a node to aggregate local
context information from its neighbors. As illustrated in
figure 1(a), RE increases the inter-class distance and reduce
the intra-class distance between samples based on their con-
text. Linkage predictor is a transformer for a node to judge
whether a neighbor belongs to the same cluster or not. As il-
lustrated in figure 1(b), LP improves the similarity between
challenging samples and its positive samples and decreases
the similarity with its negative samples.

Compared to these GCN-based supervised clustering
models[27, 32, 31, 11] which need constructing adjacency
matrices, our method is simpler and effectively inherits
contextual information with the two transformer modules.
We conduct extensive experiments with varied recognition
models and training datasets, and achieve consistent im-
provements over related state-of-the-art methods on several
widely-used benchmarks.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows:

* A node enhancement structure termed Relation En-
coder(RE) is proposed, which extracts the contextual
information of local topical structure to enhance node
embedding.

* A Linkage Predictor(LP) that is composed of an edge
enhancement structure and linkage classifier is pro-
posed, which regards the clustering task as a linkage

prediction task and generalizes more precise predic-
tions with enhanced edge embedding.

* A uniformed clustering framework, i.e. FaceT,
achieves state-of-the-art performance with pairwise F-
score 91.18, Bcubed F-score 90.54, NMI 97.63 on MS-
Celeb-1M dataset.

2. Related Work

We first briefly review face clustering methods includ-
ing unsupervised and supervised ones, and then present
some related work on linkage prediction from social net-
work analysis.

2.1. Face Clustering

Unsupervised methods. With the development of deep
learning, recent works primarily adopt features extracted by
a deep convolutional neural network (DCNN) [7, 22]. For
the deep feature based clustering task, traditional algorithms
like K-Means, spectral clustering, and DBSCAN usually lie
on different data assumptions that are difficult to satisfy.
Therefore, later methods usually focus on additional con-
textual information to cluster faces. Rank-order[39] pro-
posed a relation metric approach based on the local con-
text, ARO [20] proposed an approximate rank-order metric
to reduce rank-order running cost, DDC [16] uses minimal
covering spheres of neighborhoods as the similarity metric,
PHAC [17] exploits neighborhood similarity based on lin-
ear SVMs that separates local positive instances and nega-
tive instances. Additional deep neural networks(DNNs) are
recently used to boost clustering results, including unsuper-
vised and supervised approaches. As typical unsupervised
ones, DEC [29] and SDLC [30] use encoder-decoder struc-
tures to learn low-dimensional embeddings and cluster as-
signments. In general, there have been many schemes that
adjust node representation based on context and have made
some progress. However, those methods depend on hand-
craft information communicating policy and usually treat
each node equally, making it sensitive to outliers. There-
fore, such methods usually have limited performance on
face clustering tasks in wild.

Supervised methods. As recent supervised ones, some
methods use contextual information to enhance the node
embedding, so as to obtain a node representation that is
more friendly to clustering. VE-GCN [3 1] uses two stacked
GCNs to estimate vertices’ confidence and build edges by
those high-confidence vertices, DA-NET [ 1] uses stacked
GCNs and LSTMs to decrease class intra-distance then
generate better clustering results based on traditional algo-
rithms. Other methods focus on the context-based distance
metric method and try to obtain a more powerful distance
measurement scheme. LGCN [27] proposed a linkage-
based GCN to predict the linkage between a pivot node



and its neighbors via enhanced edge embeddings. Finally,
some methods involve new clustering frameworks. After
the clustering results are constructed using traditional meth-
ods, additional post-processing models are used to obtain
more accurate clustering results. DS-GCN [32] is a typi-
cal work of this method, it learns to cluster in a detection-
segmentation paradigm based on overlapped cluster propos-
als. Our method differs from the previous GCN-based ap-
proaches, FaceT doesn’t suffer from constructing adjacency
matrix and combines the advantages of the first two meth-
ods, which is more direct and effective.

2.2. Linkage Prediction

As a key problem in social network analysis, the objec-
tive of link prediction is to identify pairs of nodes that will
either form a link or not. PageRank [21] and SimRank [15]
analyze the whole graph via various information propaga-
tion approaches, preferential attachment [3] and resource
allocation [38] analyze linkage probability only from lo-
cal topical graph structure. Further work like Weisfeiler-
Lehman Neural Machine [36] and LGNN [37] believe that
it is sufficient to compute link likelihood only from the local
neighborhood of a node pair and solve this task via various
neural networks, GKC [34] calculate the graph kernel sim-
ilarities between subgraphs and use an SVM to decide each
linkage. In general, there have been a lot of linkage predic-
tion related work proposed and verified in the field of social
networks, but there are relatively few works related to face
recognition and clustering.

3. Methodology

In large-scale face clustering, supervised approaches
demonstrate their effectiveness with various mechanisms.
Some supervised approaches[32] can handle complex pat-
terns of clusters, but rely on manual components and
large number of overlapping sub-graphs, which is time-
consuming. Other light-GCN-based methods [27, 31, 11]
can improve the speed of clustering, but are unable to con-
sider both node and edge representations at the same time.
To address the problem, we propose a simple yet efficient
model: Face Transformer (FaceT). In FaceT, we divide the
clustering task into two steps. First, we apply Relation En-
coder (RE) to fuse contextual information for a node with
original features from its neighbors. Then, Linkage Pre-
dictor (LP) is designed to determine whether paired nodes
belong to the same ID or not.

3.1. Overview

FaceT aims to generate accurate paired linkage predic-
tions using two well-designed modules. Given a dataset D,
we extract deep features of images by a pretrained DCNN
model. Let F = {f;}V, as feature set where f; € RP,
D denotes the dimension of each image and N denotes the

number of images. For each sample feature f,;, we find its
hopi nearest neighbor nodes by comparing their features
similarities in JF, which are regarded as the candidate sam-
ples for final possible linkages. For query feature f, and
those hopl neighbors, we utilize the same manner to search
the hop, nearest neighbor nodes for f, and its candidate
samples, respectively, which is a scalable schema. Then we
replace query feature f, with enhanced feature g, generated
by RE. For all hopl candidates, we apply the same manner
and generate enhanced candidate features. As the enhanced
query feature and its enhanced neighbors are generated,
the LP is designed to assign linkage probabilities between
query sample and its hopl candidate samples. Finally, the
obtained probability is used as the similarity score to deter-
mine if the candidate is connected to this query pivot. Given
a threshold 7, we form the link between query sample and
a candidate sample whose pair linkage probability is larger
than 7. By repeating the above process while treating all
samples as query samples, we can get the linkage predic-
tions on the entire test set. Finally, clustering procedure
with linkage predictions could be done with Union-Find al-
gorithm [9]

The key challenge for the proposed method remains in
how to aggregate local context into node embeddings and
edge embeddings. As shown in Figure 2, our framework
consists of two learnable modules, namely Relation En-
coder(RE) and Linkage Predictor(LP). The former mod-
ule aggregates local context information from its neighbors,
and the latter module judges whether a pair of images be-
long to the same cluster or not.

3.2. Transformer Preliminary

Assume we have n query vectors each with dimension
d, : Q@ € R™ | we can define an attention function
A(Q, K, V) to calculate similarity between instance pairs.

AQ, K, V;iw) =w(QK ")V 4))

There K € R™*%1 V ¢ R™*% are n, key-value
pairs, w is an activation function, the output w(QK ")V
is a weighted sum of value vectors, where an instance
value would get more weight when its key has larger dot
product with the query vector. For multi-head attention
M(-,+, 5 \), first project @, K, V onto h different d2, d}7,
dM -dimensional vectors, then apply an attention function
A(-;wj) to each of these h projections, finally reduce di-
mension with a linear transformation as follows:

M(Q,K,V;\w) = cat(O1, ..., 0 )W )
where,

_ Q K V.
0; = AQWE, KWE VWY ;w,) 3)
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Figure 2. The overview of Face Transformer architecture. For each original face feature f;, we first enhance it with its local context
(constructed by hop2 nearest neighbors) resulting in enhanced feature g,. Then for each node f,;, we use its hopl neighbors as linkable
candidates, then calculate linkage likelihood with their respective enhanced features via Linkage Predictor. Finally, we use the linkage
likelihood to generate output clusters with the Union-Find algorithm. (In this toy example, hopl is 2 and hop2 is 3.)

There cat(-, -) represents concatenation operation along
the feature dimension. Note that M (-, -, -; A) has learnable
parameters A\ = {W2, WK WY} where W2 WK e
Reds’ WY e R WO e Rh*d Unless
otherwise specified, we use a scaled softmax w;(-) =
s0 ftmax(ﬁ).

3.3. Relation Encoder

Relation Encoder(RE) is used for enhancing node rep-
resentations, which consists of d. self-attention layers and
one normal attention layer. Its structure is illustrated in
figure 3(a). For each node embedding f, to be enhanced,
first we find its hop2 neighbors fy 1, fq.2, ..., fq,hop2 from F
with normal retrieval methods. Then, we use self-attention
layers to enhance f, ; , where j € {1,2, ..., hop2} .

Apart from the attention functions mentioned in 3.2, we
apply dropout to each sub-layers output before it is added
to the sub-layer input and normalized. We employ a resid-
ual connection around each of the two sub-layers, followed
by layer normalization. In following method, dropout func-
tion is represented as d(-), layer normalization function is
represented as N7 (). First, we use self-attention layers to
enhance original face features, which can be formulated as:

L =NLAM(FLL KT VI e @

q

There f(; i denotes self-attention layer output from the
[ —thlayer, | € {1,2,...,d.}, fg’k = fq.k» K,V denotes
all hop2 neighbors’ key vectors and value vectors. Next, we
will use a common attention layer to construct the query’s
context representation, denotes as f, . Finally, we use an
add and norm operation to generate enhanced face feature
gr., formulated as:

fq:(M(fande7Vde)) )
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Figure 3. Details of Relation Encoder and Linkage Predictor.

9q = N(fq+ f2) (6)
3.4. Linkage Predictor

Linkage Predictor(LLP) is used for enhancing edge rep-
resentations and predicting linkages, which consists of d,
self-attention layers and one MLP working as a linkage
classifier. Its structure is illustrated in figure 3(b). This
module is applied to decide whether a neighbors’ enhanced
face feature g, » could build a connection with the enhanced
query face feature g,. First, we find hop1 nearest neighbors
of query feature f, from F and replace them with related
enhanced face features generated by RE. Secondly, self-
attention layers are applied to enhanced neighbors’ features,
get gL, formulated as:



Gk = No(dM(g o K V) + g7 )

There gé, i denotes self-attention layer output from the
[ —thlayer, [ € {1,2,...,d.}, specially, gg)k = gg.k» K,V
denotes all hopl neighbors’ key vectors and value vectors.
Then, concatenate g, and gfL i to generate edge embedding
€q,k- defined as:

€q.k = Cat(gkvggjik) (8)

Finally, use a 2-layer MLP to predict probability pg j of
the ey, which is formulated as:

Pak = w(Cleqk)) ©)

There C(-) is a two-layer MLP using an edge embedding
€q,k as input, output probability pg ;. of the input edge is
positive. We use PReLLU [13] as activation function in our
method.

3.5. Complexity Analysis

For both RE and LP, we need to construct a KNN graph;
this needs to be done only once. Hence, its complexity can
be regarded as O(nlogn) by Approximate Nearest Neigh-
bor (ANN) search. Like the previous work LGCN, the pro-
posed method is only processed on the local topical sub-
graph. Hence the runtime of the link prediction process
grows linearly with the number of data. Therefore, the
total complexity of our pipeline is O(nlogn) considering
ANN cost, O(n) for ignoring ANN cost, n remarks instance
amount of D.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experimental Settings

Face Clustering. MS-Celeb-1M [12] is a large-scale
face recognition dataset consisting of 100K identities and
5.8M images. As previous work DS-GCN and VE-GCN
did, we adopt the widely used annotations from ArcFace [7]
that contains 5.8M images from 86K classes. The cleaned
dataset was randomly split into ten parts, with an almost
equal number of identities. To make a fair comparison, we
use the same data released by DS-GCN and VE-GCN b
details of those datasets are listed in Table 1, subset O is
adopted for training face recognition model and clustering
model, the others is used for testing. We use ArcFace[7] as
the face representations with dimension of 256.

Besides, we tested our method with additional DCNN
model to validate the scalability of our method. We use
ArcFace[7] as the face representations with dimension of

Uhttps://github.com/yl-1993/learn-to-cluster

Table 1. Details of MS-Celeb-1M subsets.
id 0 1 3 5 7 9
#id 86K 86K 257K 429K 60.0K 77.2K
#inst 576K 584K 1.74M 2.89M 4.05M 521M

512. This model is trained on the union set of MS-Celeb-
IM [12] and VGGFace2[5] dataset. For a fair compar-
ison, we use the data provided by LGCN[27] ?. Our
FaceT is trained on CASIA dataset[33] and tested on IJB-B
dataset[28]. IJB-B consists of three sets, which include 512,
1,024, 1,845 identities, and 18,171, 36,575, 68,195 samples.
We follow its official protocol[28] for evaluation.

Fashion Clustering. We also evaluate the effectiveness
of our method over the non-face dataset. We adopted the
large subset of DeepFashion [18] , a long-tail clothes re-
trieval dataset. To make a fair comparison, we use the same
data released by DS-GCN and VE-GCN !. Training fea-
tures and testing features are mixed in the original split and
randomly sample 25, 752 images from 3, 997 categories
for training, and the other 26, 960 images with 3, 984 cat-
egories for testing. Because fashion clustering is regarded
as an open set problem, there is no overlap between training
categories and testing categories.

Evaluation Metrics. To evaluate the performance of the
proposed clustering algorithm, we adopt three mainstream
evaluation metrics: BCubed Fmeasure [1], pairwise Fmea-
sure [2] and normalized mutual information(NMI).

NMI is a widely used metric that measures the normal-
ized similarity two sets, given € the ground truth cluster set,
C the prediction cluster set, H(Q2) and H(C) are their en-
tropies, (€2, C') represents the mutual information. NMI is
calculated as follows.

1(Q,0)
H(Q)H(O)

We did not evaluate traditional methods with the NMI
measure metric on the MS1M benchmark. For the IJB-B
benchmark, F5i2, Fig24, F1g845 are Bcubed F-scores of dif-
ferent sets.

Implementation Details. To train the FaceT, we set the
depth of encoders d. as 2, both for RE and LP. Our feature
dimension is 256, attention head dimension is 64, attention
head amount is 4, and the dropout ratio is 0.4. For 1JB-
B experiments, our feature dimension is 512, attention head
dimension is 128, the other hyper parameter settings remain
the same.

We adopt a linear learning rate warm-up for the first 500
steps for the training phase, then use cosine decay policy
for the rest training epochs. The batch size is 32; the weight
decay parameter is 0.0005. For MS-Celeb-1M and CASIA

NMI(Q,C) = (10)

Zhttps://github.com/Zhongdao/gen _clustering



dataset, we adopt hopl = 150, hop2 = 5, training for 60
epochs with a base learning rate 0.002; for DeepFashion
dataset, we use hopl = 8, hop2 = 6, training for 1200
epochs with a base learning rate 0.02.

4.2. Method Comparison

Like the previous works, we compare our method with
several baseline methods, each with a brief description. For
all those methods, we tune the hyper-parameters and report
the best results.

K-Means [19] is a commonly used clustering algorithm.
For N > 1.74M, we use mini-batch K-means [23], which
can reduce running time by running the original K-Means
algorithm with mini-batches.

HAC [25] hierarchically merges close clusters based on var-
ious criteria in a bottom-up manner.

DBSCAN [£] recognize clusters from the gallery based on
a designed density criterion, then leave the isolated point.
MeanShift [6] updates candidates for centroids to be the
mean of the points within a given region.

AP [10] creates clusters by sending messages between pairs
of samples until convergence.

Spectral Clustering [24] performs a low-dimension em-
bedding of the affinity matrix between samples, followed
by clustering of the components of the eigenvectors in the
low dimensional space.

DDC [16] performs clustering based on measuring density
affinities between local neighborhoods in the feature space.
ARO [20] performs clustering with an approximate nearest
neighbor search and a modified distance measure.

CDP [35] performs clustering by exploiting a more robust
pairwise relationship via gathering different predictions.
LGCN [27] is a supervised clustering method that adopts
GCNes to exploit graph context for pairwise prediction, then
performs clustering based on the output pairwise prediction.
DS-GCN [32] is a supervised clustering method that formu-
lates clustering as a detection and segmentation pipeline.
VE-GCN [31] proposes a method that employs a stacked
GCN architecture to estimate the connectivity and obtain
clusters by connecting each node to the most connective
neighbors in the candidate set.

FaceT is the proposed method that uses a hierarchical trans-
former architecture to enhance node embedding and edge
embedding synchronously and build connections on en-
hanced pairwise linkage predictions.

4.3. Results

For all methods, we tune the corresponding hyper-
parameters and report the best results. The results in Ta-
ble 2, Table 3, and Table 4 show: (1) As is conducted
in [32, 31], traditional methods including K-Means, DB-
SCAN, Spectral and ARO are limited in number of clus-
ters assumptions, distribution assumptions or large com-
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Figure 4. Adjust node and edge embedding with our method. (a)
Original features as node embeddings, where samples from the
same category are marked in the same color. (b) Enhanced node
feature embeddings generated by RE. (c) Raw edge embeddings
by concatenating paired node features. (d) Enhanced edge feature
embeddings generated by LP. Our method makes node of the same
class concentrate more tightly; meanwhile, the positive and nega-
tive edge embedding interface is more explicit. This affinity graph
is built on a random center pivot’s local topical subgraph of MS1M
dataset subset 1.

putational budget, which make them hard to use in real-
world situations. (2) CDP is quite efficient and achieves
considerable F-scores on different datasets. (3) L-GCN and
DS-GCN surpasses CDP consistently but they are an order
of magnitude slower than CDP. (4) VE-GCN yields supe-
rior performance, and has a high operating efficiency bene-
fit from its high-confidence sample screening strategy. (5)
The proposed FaceT outperforms previous methods consis-
tently. Although the training set of FaceT only contains
584K images 2, it scales well to 5.21M unlabeled data,
demonstrating its effectiveness in capturing contextual in-
formation of nodes and edges and predicting linkages.

For results on IJB-B in Table 4, L-GCN[27] uses the
down-sampled CASIA training set, while sampling details
is not provided, we randomly make three down-sampled
subsets for training and take the best result to report. There-
fore, comparison on IJB-B benchmark is not fair enough
to make a solid conclusion due to the unaligned down-
sampling policy, and we should focus on datasets that can
be fairly compared, such as MS1M 2. What’s more, DA-
NET[ ! 1] used completely different feature and training set,
therefore it is hard to make a fair comparison between DA-
NET and the other methods.

4.4. Ablation Study

In order to verify that key modules work as expected
and study some key design choices, we conduct ablation
study on MS-Celeb-1M subset 1. The ablation experiments
is conducted from two aspects, the validity of the model
structure and the influence of model hyper-parameters.



Table 2. Comparison on MS-Celeb-1M with different numbers of unlabeled images, subset id remarks different sizes. 1,3,5,7,9 respectively
represent images count of 584K, 1.74M, 2.89M, 4.05M and 5.21M .

Method pairwise F-score(F'p) ‘ BCubed F-score(Fp) ‘ NMI Time
subset id 1 3 5 7 9 1 3 5 7 9 1 3 5 7 9
K-Means 79.21 73.04 69.83 679 6647 8123 752 7234 70.57 69.42 - - - - - 11.5h
HAC 70.63 544 11.08 14 037 7046 69.53 68.62 67.69 66.96 - - - - - 12.7h
DBSCAN 67.93 63.41 525 4524 4494 67.17 66.53 66.26 44.87 44.74 - - - - - 1.9m
ARO 136 878 73 686 6.35 17 1242 1096 10.5 10.01 - - - - - 27.5m
CDP 75.02 70.75 69.51 68.62 68.06 78.70 75.82 74.58 73.62 7292 94.69 94.62 94.63 94.62 94.61 | 2.3m
L-GCN 78.68 75.83 7429 73.70 7299 84.37 81.61 80.11 79.33 78.60 96.12 9578 95.63 95.57 95.49 | 63.8m
DS-GCN 87.61 83.76 81.62 80.33 79.21 87.76 83.99 82.00 80.72 79.71 97.04 96.55 96.33 96.18 96.07 | 47.3m
VE-GCN 8793 84.04 82.1 8045 79.30 86.09 82.84 81.24 80.09 79.25 96.41 96.03 9585 9571 95.62 | 11.5m
FaceT 91.12 89.07 86.78 84.10 83.86 90.50 86.84 85.09 84.67 83.86 97.61 97.12 96.87 96.82 96.67 | 28.0m
Table 3. Comparison on 1JB-B.
Method Fs12 Fio24 Figas 1.0
K-means 61.2 60.3 60.0
DBSCAN 75.3 72.5 69.5 09
Spectral 51.7 50.8 51.6 )
AP 49.4 48.4 47.7
ARO 76.3 75.8 75.5 0.8
DDC 80.2 80.5 80.0
LGCN 83.3 83.3 81.4 o7 T Ei:;eRE
FaceT 83.1 83.3 82.2 ) —— onyLP
—— RE+LP
Table 4. Comparison on DeepFashion. 06 0.0 02 04 06 0.8 10
Method Fp Fp NMI . . Lo
Komeans 32.02 5330 8301 Figure 5. ROC of Linkage prediction on MS-Celeb-1M.
HAC 22.54 48.77 90.44
DBSCAN 25.07 53.23 90.75 Table 5. Compatibility analysis on MS-Celeb-1M.
MeanShift 31.61 56.73 89.29 Method Fp Fx NMI
Spectral 29.60 47.12 86.95 naive 70.63 70.46 92.67
ARO 25.04 52.71 88.71 only RE 86.17 87.29 96.72
CDP 28.28 57.83 90.93 only LP 82.08 80.72 94.72
LGCN 30.7 60.13 90.67 RE+LP 91.12 90.50 97.61
DS-GCN 33.25 56.83 89.36
VE-GCN 38.47 60.06 90.50
FaceT 34.82 61.29 91.28

Visual Analysis. Regarding the impact of our method,
we give a visual analysis in Figure 4. We randomly selected
the center point of a batch and its neighbors of hopl, and
visualized the point embedding and edge embedding. As is
shown in Figure 4, after adjustment by Face Transformer,
the sample variance of the same category as the center point
becomes smaller, and the boundary between positive and
negative samples on the edge embedding interface becomes
clearer, which means those ambiguous samples are easier to
be separated after those two adjustments.

Relation Encoder and Linkage Predictor. To better
evaluate each sub structure’s role, we conduct end-to-end
experiments using each sub-module separately. Because
our method is composed of RE and LP structures in series,

using these two sub-modules independently requires sepa-
rate retraining. For validating the effectiveness of LP, we
trained a model with only one Relation Encoder structure,
which is termed as only RE. For validating the effectiveness
of RE, we trained a model with only one Linkage Predictor
structure, which is termed as only LP. Training policy and
hyper-parameters are the same as the original FaceT. An
end-to-end clustering test is shown in Table 5.

In order to properly train only RE model, we need to in-
troduce a new training objective function to complete end-
to-end training. We first normalize of node features with L.2
normalize function N, then use the L2 distance as the dis-
tance metric between the two nodes, finally convert this dis-
tance metric into a two-class probability distribution to use
the same training strategy as the MLP-based two-classifier.
The specific method could be described as follows.



gk = 0.25 % [|N (gr) — N(9gq.x)I3 (11)

Pk = (1 = eq ks eqk) (12)

In the end-to-end test scenario, the complete FaceT ar-
chitecture has obvious performance advantages. In the case
of limited computing resources, using RE or LP alone can
also achieve a particular effect. Additionally, we utilize the
ROC curve to illustrate the discriminative power of our fi-
nal linkage prediction approach. There, we use the top 80
predictions of each node on MS-Celeb-1M subset 1. As
shown in Figure 5, under the same false-positive rate, the
full FaceT architecture’s true-positive rate is much higher
than the other candidates.

Time Complexity Analysis. We measure the runtime of
different methods with ES-2640 v3 CPU and Tesla V100
(16G). For MS1M, we measure the clock timings when N
= 584K. (i.e. subset 1) Note that the clustering framework
we used is similar to LGCN, which is based on the clus-
tering task completed by linkage prediction and clustering
post-processing, and it is quite different from DS-GCN and
VE-GCN in clustering framework. The existing clustering
methods have large differences in specific implementation
and resource utilization, so it is not completely fair to di-
rectly compare the running time. Because our CPU environ-
ment is consistent, we directly use the speed measurement
results of some methods in [31].

Hyper-parameters. To better understand our hyper-
parameters, we set a group of parameters as our default set-
ting, then alter one parameter while the others are fixed. We
mainly study the influence of encoder depth (d.), attention
head amount(ny), attention head dimension(dy,), dropout
ratio(dr), training hopl(hopl) and training hop2(hop?2).
For the default method, (d., ny, dj, dropout, hopl, hop2)
is set as (2, 4, 64, 0.4, 150, 5).

Table 6. Hyper parameter analysis. We alter only one hyper pa-
rameter to classify its robustness each time, Fp, Fg, NMI are
different measure metrics.

value Fp Fp NMI

default - 91.12 90.50 97.61
de 1 91.08 90.46 97.56
4 91.07 90.39 97.57

np 2 91.12 90.37 97.47
8 91.34 90.6 97.63

dp, 32 90.96 90.18 97.18
128 91.07 90.6 97.63

dr 0.2 91.64 90.75 97.67
0.6 89.96 89.96 97.47

hopl 120 91.18 90.39 97.58
180 91.51 90.54 97.63

hop2 10 90.76 90.26 97.56
20 89.03 89.23 97.29

From the listed experimental results in Table 6, our
method is not sensitive to the encoder depth d.. From our
experimental results, reducing the numbers of self-attention
layers in RE and LP will have a certain impact on the end-
to-end test results. We believe that the self-attention lay-
ers can make the neighborhood topology between nodes
smoother, thereby making the normal attention layer of RE
and the MLP classifier of LP generate more accurate re-
sults. However, under the condition that other parameters
are fixed, deepening the encoders will not bring substantial
benefits. We believe that when d. is set to 2, the model’s
fitting ability is already sufficient to learn the context distri-
bution.

For the attention head related parameters, such as nj and
dy,, increasing the parameter scale can bring certain degree
of performance improvement. It is a typical strategy of
increasing the amount of calculation in exchange for per-
formance improvement. However, it is observed that this
improvement is not prominent, and trade-off should be de-
cided on specific actual application scenarios.

For training hyper-parameter dr, we found that 0.4 used
in the default settings may be too large. Broad regulariza-
tion terms may limit the neural network model’s learning
ability, which may lead to under-fitting. From the listed ex-
perimental results, reducing the dropout ratio can slightly
improve the performance on the test set.

For the heuristic parameters hopl and hop2, the selected
strategy is closely related to the data set. For hopl neigh-
bors, we expect the positive and negative samples to be bal-
anced as much as possible while trying to make the model
thoroughly learn some knowledge of difficult samples (i.e.,
positive samples with low similarity and negative samples
with high similarity). During the training process, we found
that loss tends to converge to a lower solution when hopl is
set to a small value, but it is difficult to thoroughly learn the
knowledge of difficult samples, which leads to worse per-
formance on the test set. For the nearest neighbors of hop2,
we want them to come from the same category as the cen-
ter point as much as possible, so this value is often set to
a small value. Similar to the hopl hyperparameter, during
the training process, we found that increasing this hyper-
parameter leads to a smaller loss converge, but performs
worse on the test set. We think this phenomenon is caused
by overfitting. When the number of neighbor samples used
for training RE increases, a trivial solution may be learned
from training samples that not from the same category of
center pivot, limiting the performance of the model on the
test set.

5. Conclusion and Future Work

In this work, we refer to the idea of Transformer applied
in document classification and model the clustering task as a
linkage prediction task. This paper proposes a novel method



to enhance the node and the edge representation simultane-
ously and achieve the most advanced performance on the
face clustering task. Experiments on clustering scenarios
have verified the effectiveness of the method. Besides, we
notice that using RE alone obtains robust node representa-
tions that are measurable in Euclidean space. As iterative
updating policy of KNN may obtain more accurate results,
the specific algorithm framework is worthy of further explo-
ration. Finally, there is still room for further improvement
in the current method of hyper-parameter exploration. We
will make further theoretical analysis and experimental ex-
ploration in the model structure design and hyper-parameter
settings.

References

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

(11]

Enrique Amigd, Julio Gonzalo, Javier Artiles, and Felisa
Verdejo. A comparison of extrinsic clustering evaluation
metrics based on formal constraints. Information retrieval,
12(4):461-486, 2009. 5

Arindam Banerjee, Chase Krumpelman, Joydeep Ghosh,
Sugato Basu, and Raymond J Mooney. Model-based over-
lapping clustering. In Proceedings of the eleventh ACM
SIGKDD international conference on Knowledge discovery
in data mining, pages 532-537, 2005. 5

Albert-Ldszl6 Barabdsi and Réka Albert. Emergence of scal-
ing in random networks. science, 286(5439):509-512, 1999.
3

Shai Ben-David and Nika Haghtalab. Clustering in the pres-
ence of background noise. In International Conference on
Machine Learning, pages 280-288, 2014. 2

Qiong Cao, Li Shen, Weidi Xie, Omkar M Parkhi, and An-
drew Zisserman. Vggface2: A dataset for recognising faces
across pose and age. In 2018 13th IEEE international confer-
ence on automatic face and gesture recognition (FG 2018),
pages 67-74. IEEE, 2018. 5

Yizong Cheng. Mean shift, mode seeking, and clustering.
IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelli-
gence, 17(8):790-799, 1995. 6

Jiankang Deng, Jia Guo, Niannan Xue, and Stefanos
Zafeiriou. Arcface: Additive angular margin loss for deep
face recognition. In Proceedings of the IEEE Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 4690—
4699, 2019. 1,2, 5

Martin Ester, Hans-Peter Kriegel, Jorg Sander, Xiaowei Xu,
et al. A density-based algorithm for discovering clusters in
large spatial databases with noise. In Kdd, volume 96, pages
226-231,1996. 1, 6

Michael Fredman and Michael Saks. The cell probe com-
plexity of dynamic data structures. In Proceedings of the
twenty-first annual ACM symposium on Theory of comput-
ing, pages 345-354, 1989. 3

Frey, Brendan, J., Dueck, and Detbert. Clustering by passing
messages between data points. Science, 2007. 6

Senhui Guo, Jing Xu, Dapeng Chen, Chao Zhang, Xiaogang
Wang, and Rui Zhao. Density-aware feature embedding for
face clustering. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference

(12]

(13]

(14]

[15]

(16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

[20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

(25]

[26]

on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 6698—
6706, 2020. 2, 3, 6

Yandong Guo, Lei Zhang, Yuxiao Hu, Xiaodong He, and
Jianfeng Gao. Ms-celeb-1m: A dataset and benchmark for
large-scale face recognition. In European conference on
computer vision, pages 87—-102. Springer, 2016. 5

Kaiming He, Xiangyu Zhang, Shaoqing Ren, and Jian Sun.
Delving deep into rectifiers: Surpassing human-level perfor-
mance on imagenet classification. In Proceedings of the
IEEE international conference on computer vision, pages
1026-1034, 2015. 5

Kaiming He, Xiangyu Zhang, Shaoqing Ren, and Jian Sun.
Deep residual learning for image recognition. In Proceed-
ings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, pages 770-778, 2016. 1

Glen Jeh and Jennifer Widom. Simrank: a measure of
structural-context similarity. In Proceedings of the eighth
ACM SIGKDD international conference on Knowledge dis-
covery and data mining, pages 538-543, 2002. 3

Wei-An Lin, Jun-Cheng Chen, Carlos D Castillo, and Rama
Chellappa. Deep density clustering of unconstrained faces.
In Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition, pages 8128-8137, 2018. 2, 6
Wei-An Lin, Jun-Cheng Chen, and Rama Chellappa. A
proximity-aware hierarchical clustering of faces. In 2017
12th IEEE International Conference on Automatic Face
& Gesture Recognition (FG 2017), pages 294-301. 1IEEE,
2017. 2

Ziwei Liu, Ping Luo, Shi Qiu, Xiaogang Wang, and Xiaoou
Tang. Deepfashion: Powering robust clothes recognition
and retrieval with rich annotations. In Proceedings of the
IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recogni-
tion, pages 1096-1104, 2016. 5

Stuart Lloyd. Least squares quantization in pcm. /EEE trans-
actions on information theory, 28(2):129-137, 1982. 1, 6
Charles Otto, Dayong Wang, and Anil K Jain. Clustering
millions of faces by identity. IEEE transactions on pattern
analysis and machine intelligence, 40(2):289-303, 2017. 2,
6

Lawrence Page, Sergey Brin, Rajeev Motwani, and Terry
Winograd. The pagerank citation ranking: Bringing order
to the web. Technical report, Stanford InfoLab, 1999. 3
Florian Schroff, Dmitry Kalenichenko, and James Philbin.
Facenet: A unified embedding for face recognition and clus-
tering. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer
vision and pattern recognition, pages 815-823, 2015. 2
David Sculley. Web-scale k-means clustering. In Proceed-
ings of the 19th international conference on World wide web,
pages 1177-1178, 2010. 6

Jianbo Shi and Jitendra Malik. Normalized cuts and image
segmentation. [EEE Transactions on pattern analysis and
machine intelligence, 22(8):888-905, 2000. 1, 6

Sibson and R. Slink: An optimally efficient algorithm for the
single-link cluster method. Comput. J, 16(1):30-34, 1973. 6
Ashish Vaswani, Noam Shazeer, Niki Parmar, Jakob Uszko-
reit, Llion Jones, Aidan N Gomez, Lukasz Kaiser, and Illia
Polosukhin. Attention is all you need. In Advances in neural
information processing systems, pages 5998-6008, 2017. 2



[27]

(28]

[29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

(33]

(34]

(35]

(36]

(37]

(38]

(39]

Zhongdao Wang, Liang Zheng, Yali Li, and Shengjin Wang.
Linkage based face clustering via graph convolution net-
work. In Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 1117-1125, 2019. 2,
3,5,6

Cameron Whitelam, Emma Taborsky, Austin Blanton, Bri-
anna Maze, and Patrick Grother. larpa janus benchmark-b
face dataset. In 2017 IEEE Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition Workshops (CVPRW), 2017. 5
Junyuan Xie, Ross Girshick, and Ali Farhadi. Unsupervised
deep embedding for clustering analysis. In International
conference on machine learning, pages 478-487, 2016. 2
Bo Yang, Xiao Fu, Nicholas D Sidiropoulos, and Mingyi
Hong. Towards k-means-friendly spaces: Simultaneous deep
learning and clustering. In international conference on ma-
chine learning, pages 3861-3870. PMLR, 2017. 2

Lei Yang, Dapeng Chen, Xiaohang Zhan, Rui Zhao,
Chen Change Loy, and Dahua Lin. Learning to cluster faces
via confidence and connectivity estimation. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pat-
tern Recognition, pages 13369-13378, 2020. 2, 3, 6, 8

Lei Yang, Xiaohang Zhan, Dapeng Chen, Junjie Yan,
Chen Change Loy, and Dahua Lin. Learning to cluster faces
on an affinity graph. In Proceedings of the IEEE Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 2298—
2306, 2019. 2,3, 6

Dong Yi, Zhen Lei, Shengcai Liao, and Stan Z. Li. Learning
face representation from scratch. Computer ence, 2014. 5
Weiwei Yuan, Kangya He, Donghai Guan, Li Zhou, and
Chenliang Li. Graph kernel based link prediction for signed
social networks. Information Fusion, 46:1-10, 2019. 3
Xiaohang Zhan, Ziwei Liu, Junjie Yan, Dahua Lin, and Chen
Change Loy. Consensus-driven propagation in massive un-
labeled data for face recognition. In Proceedings of the Eu-
ropean Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV), pages 568—
583,2018. 6

Muhan Zhang and Yixin Chen. Weisfeiler-lehman neural
machine for link prediction. In Proceedings of the 23rd ACM
SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery
and Data Mining, pages 575-583,2017. 3

Muhan Zhang and Yixin Chen. Link prediction based on
graph neural networks. In Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems, pages 5165-5175, 2018. 3

Tao Zhou, Linyuan Lii, and Yi-Cheng Zhang. Predicting
missing links via local information. The European Physical
Journal B, 71(4):623-630, 2009. 3

Chunhui Zhu, Fang Wen, and Jian Sun. A rank-order dis-
tance based clustering algorithm for face tagging. In CVPR
2011, pages 481-488. IEEE, 2011. 2



