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Abstract: Indirect Immuno Fluorescence (IIF) HEp-2 cell image analysis is an important basis for the diagnosis of
autoimmune diseases. However, due to the great changes in the class and the similarity between the categories,
HEp-2 cell staining pattern classification is a difficult problem. This paper presents an effective classification
method based on the texture and shape information, learning from the principle of CLBP, a descriptor extracting
texture information is proposed to describe the Complete information of the Local Triple Pattern (CLTP).
Moreover, using Improved Fisher Vector (IFV) model and Rootsift feature, the shape information can be described.
Through the combination of the texture and shape information, an SVM classifier is finally trained and an
experiment is conducted in ICPR 2012 and ICIP 2013 data sets. Experiment results show that this method is
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superior over other methods in the cell level test and present competitive performance.
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KR OHMBPEGE TN 6 K, 7250 A
Homogeneous, Coarse-speckled, Nucleolar, Cen-
tromere, Fine-speckled, Cytoplasmatic. HT52%
BIAEEZM,  [FR]— RO B ) AN 22 e AT R AR
e, TRl A A U B A AR A AL R R A 1, L
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PO i) L
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2014 K23 I, LT 14140 HEp-2 4 5 43 S5 3¢
WRAHES) T HEp-2 41 EHR 73 KBRS, 25 A
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LAy R SORRFAE O R A BR)RRAET,  Horh g
FRAEN I SE )2, RBCEARE, EHTEReit T
FRATE) PR AR . e T B e 2 B SO A
AIEF2E SR —AEBE(LBP) BSR4, LBP 431
SCHL R, VRS RETR, SRR, BERUF IR
BB tfE B . 5K LBP %#1EH T HEp-2
Gr2RI2 Ojala 28 AN, 4T 3R1G s AL, 3l
KW AA R LBPYY , Horh PO SRR FE
MAEH, R RAREREAR, WSS H(P,R)
(8,1), (16,2), (24,3) 3 #. R LBPp}; RF1iE, 71
ICPR2012 Hdn 4 A4 M gl ik b 3453 48.4% 9170
RUEMAR . KT UKL, $E VR 2 ki) R st
FRAE, il 15 B4 2%, CLBP(Completed
LBP)VG5 & T 7S R/NFITH O R B S R 3
BRI T 69.6% 70 KK, (H CLBP $FiE
A e T UK I SR B . Ol T S IR S 2R I AL
B 45 #) , CoALBP(Co-occurrence of Adjacent
LBP)MRFAEAS ] T AHAR AP A LBP {H R4 s 0ns
o> KNG REIE ) 68.7%, AH & ILH 20t G e
AU BT R IR Jmy 8 i e 4 Jy T e ke 17
fESSCE, [FIINAEZE B8 T A58 i As BB A5 B
PRICoLBP (Pairwise Rotation Invariant Co- oc-
currence of LBP)MEFAEGE— 45 7 K, B 42 7t 3
T 73.7%.

bR T RESSOHAFAESS, AT —LE SRS T A
J GCBL AL AR HEp-2 KR 22K g A,
MRS8(Maximum Response filter banks)! 3= 21 H]
JEBI N 5 K-means SRR TVEA UL . BEAMNEA
KK BB KL IL A GLCM(Gray-Level
Co-occurrence Matrices)!", 14257 B J7 ¥l EOH
(Edge Orientation Histograms)™. 4 T 3R1HiEH
AR MERR, ZERN 44574 (ZERNike mo-
ments )" T IE— AR BIEE X W) Zernike T
fiE, PTLASEIL HEp-2 BURIER: . PR R REZ AR
k. pbAh, R EUE AR S, e A RS
I A28 FRL I ) RO AR O A%, PRI AT ASR A lie e AN A
(1) Gabor FFfEf#iiA RIGF(Rotation-Invariant Ga-
bor Features)!'SSSRFE, [ IR 4 JR QURERRAE [ A Bl
T HEp-2 B3, M TR e AR, M
SCHRSEIG S5 FRE T, A RSO 73 S 1 a2
T R SO AE -

bR T SURRIESS, TRARME B2 HEp-2 BIR >
K —AFEEK, Fla Ponomarev 55 APSHEEL
ROI e (040 i DI i, KN, TBAREEIL 17 #E
AL, £ MIVIA JURRAE LA HERIAS] 70.57%.
Stoklasa & NMNISRH] T 15 52 T IR A3 - FA

L AT S S AN e L (R AN 348 , 7E TCPR2012
S FRRE AL R 64.4%. R TEARFFIEAE HEp-2 43
FALS R AT — A, AHAHDCHRE S >, Rl
T TEARAT BRI T 40 o I HERf 2k, B s
PEEG 22, E B KBRS HEp-2 4073 211451,
D R RA G L,

WX A SCER I AT, BRATT T R B A TR
PR B — O BB IRTE B, TR DK Py &5
Bl k. AT LBP st J5UH i SCH R AR
WSRO S5 R LA, AR A TR 4 = 1)
SRR R, TSR b SR A AT X 4N AT
R AMREAT B E AU ER SR b, PRI R A
5 RS A0 R4y o NIk, SR SUER AR R AT
Sife B ARG BAME, AN IZGE SRS
PR R, BT X —WEE, AR —Mals
LRI AR A (1) HEp-2 41 0 9¢ 6 B SRR SEE 7
P N TIREEEENGERSMGER, ASURET
—Fh = it ) CLTP(Completed Local Triple
Pattern)fffiE, ZRHEAESE T 564 LBP #:0 CLBP
JEEE, Horp—Jtuarach 3 ANy, Hh A hi
TR FFSEE, BRI ERHE A X
A5 B A, BATTIR ST Rootsift $FAE Fisher
Vector (FV) gt 17 A H 1 5 6 41 i B 15 ) 3 AR TEAR
R, B MRHIE AT IR G S, ik SVM
AT I3 R, L5 K, A ICPR 2012 X
FEM Bl &5 AR, RSO ide e T4 7. 7% 00k
B o S3AME 1ICIP2013 N ZRAE h th REik £ 79.5% 1) #E
[

2 CLTP $F{E1REURIE

2.1 ETFHi&ENHSER LTP 2R

h T BEsEFRARE S, FRATRA TR T HE N
I SR —EA IR E A . R RS REs i T
e AR R &R A, S KEH N P+1
(P>0)M BB R RS, IR R, %
B HER, M SCPRgh M Tl oK A

T=4g.,90>9,1) (1)

oy, g, RGP OMER, g9, AT
B P AR 2 K AE

W Z v, AT DL SIS AT AT B AR
PIRKEEA M, T XL, T bRiRERoR:

T=t(s(9-9.)5(01-9.),5(9,1-0.)) ()

LTP 1 s(z) & XUWF -
2, z>TH

s(z)=11, 0<z<TH (3)
0, z<0
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P, (gj_gi)'C(g]’_gi)
TH =" (4)
PxN
1, gj_g1>0
C(gj_gi): 0, g;—9,<0 (5)

A, g FRPMRE, g FRAEEE, P AT
SR, N O R 2

BT 37 SRR s(gp — g,) » HIHETTFE]—
ANUE— {5 LTP il 554675 3 LTP, , -

P-1

LTP,, =Y s(z)3" (6)

P=0

R R, R R R 1 pros.

A SRR N LTP B4 LTPALE
olofo 1352 2100 1] 31|09
ole]|o 31611 0Ofe]0 2187 | o |27
oflofo 10]7(6 2011 729 | 243 | 81

i

B =21001120 LTP: mieRA

LTP=2x1+1x814+1%243+42x729=1787

1 LTP g nt i

2.2 EHEATLFE—FHEIB=(EER
2.2.1 FREAT LTP  RRIT e A% LBP i
B, T e AR 1 LTP B 0] LR FH AL 7 XA 1l
NIRRT A E, AW e i [3 B AR 1S 31— R 4
WIahE ) LTP A8, LR/ IMEE A% A8 1)
LTP fH. HAaAERN
LTP;, = min {ROR (LTP, )i = 0,1,+++, P 1} (7)
A, b ri AR B AR, ROR(LTP, 4, i)
HNEREREL, RN LTP, i I6FAT RS i(i< P) DL
2.2.2 “Gi—"LTP 4R LTP BIAFF& LU 40
(1) M8 T, i PG Is E, e s 3 b
(0 A1 1 AR, O 2 AR, 1A 2 IR
()T, B TR u(u = 0,2,4,-) Yk, WTRAH4
e LTP BEFh “g8—7 B LTPE, &R
R w2 FoRE E KA 2 R, AR A ARG —
B — AN AR bR il
2.2.3 MEEARTSE— LTP 45 5e A4 LTP f4gt
— LTP Ji#, nfUARRERALS— LTP i,
FFN LIPS, 5
LTP} = min{ROR (LTP i) i = 0,1+, P — 1} (8)
B2 3oy e 48— LTPRL A URBI, 2B14T 4

SCE AR BSOS TRARKHIL 1) HEp-2 40 732K 1601
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LR 5 o0 A LT o Y LN ‘..,." . 4.0

e v v ? W ® "":‘ [ g
¢ 18 ce 24 L 633160 e 60 e 633730
L SO L NP Y .,r‘ . ._r‘ | YO §
o iy vo"’o eam oiha vt
¢ 162 06 648 ¢ 542526 ¢4860e 04117 &
el g ot Uil ~_',.' o .,.’ -

e

012

K2 “hefeAegs 7 BT LT

G —LTPRI ™), S5 2R 55 347 & %F B A e % i fr)
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AR 22 s 0 S B LT PR (B L7 B AR Ky
WIAAI £, | “IeEA RS —" BaE
SCAT L, BRT, 85141, REFITE ARG — LTPp Y {5
BT S HEILT A, ¥l g A R AR, e
7, SPHIRE I R AT IR LA e, RIAE
LTPR eIt u =4, BB I 0 HABBIASE
2.3 EEFE={E#EN CLTP

T AR F gt s E R A5 S, 5% CLBP
Ja K T4 58 & R —E At CLTP #5477,
CLTP [ E T 3 MAZ OB T, Bk 7,
P55 i 7 FOK N R T, 43 CLTP_C
CLTP_S, CLTP M &/, ‘EAIMTFE R R
CLTP_SiIH 4% T3 (6), H4mtd{H h CLTP_S*
= S s @)3” T, R s () 5 SO

2, z>TH
s(z)=11, 0<z<TH 9)
0, <0

KA, CLTP M* =30 " s (2)3" , i

sy () &N

2, ©>bxTH
s(zl) =11, axTH <z <bxTH (10)
0, z<axTH
A, o, b AHEXHEE, ATHle=03b=07.
1, z > TH1
CLTP_ C*= 0. z < THI (11)

TH1 N EBAGZ I, R )5 I LTP' 7053
FA i CLTP_S*, CLTP_M* {124 CLTP_S §§
CLTP_M, CLTP_C* [fJ % #% {5 W xb N K B
CLTP C.

K CLTP_S 5 CLTP_M 414, 19 3
CLTP_SM, H£N

CLTP_SM =|[CLTP_S, ,, CLTP_M, | (12)

Hp, n RIRCLTP_S M4ts 4, CLTP_S, &
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7~ ¥ CLTP_S J& JF 4 nx1 [ 4] Ia] &, Uk I
CLTP_SM & n A 2 YEFFIEI &, Ziit By
K, Jf/H CLTP SMH %K.
SR K CLTP M X (13) 71545 CLTP_MC :
CLTP_MC = (CLTP_C-CLTP_M + DIM)
+(1-CLTP_C)-CLTP_M  (13)

Hrr, £5%5 « LR 3k, DIM %R LTP 1)
YERE, FIZRALM 757414 CLTP_S 5 CLTP_MC 14
#|CLTP_MC,
CLTP_SMC =|[CLTP_S, ,,CLTP_MC, | (14)
FIFE, MCETEZEE, 132 CLTP_SMCH .
I J5 454 CLTP_MCH #! CLTP_SMCH %3 |
CLTP HH1iE.
CLTP = [CLTP_SMH,CLTP_SMCH|  (15)

It CLTP 5 4IF (0 4k & A LTP K5 3A 5%, 461 4n {if 1)
LTPpS K X, 3£ 78 O CLTPRY , Mt i
DIM(LTP}'}) =45, W CLTPyy 4 & 2 45 x 45 +
45 x 45 x 2 = 6075 4k .
2.4 EF i Fisher 4775385 Rootsift $51E

S 1 Fisher [0 g il 72 F ZAFR LU 34
IR

(1)Rootsift FFAEHEHC: P REAEHREREL sift

FRAE S IR EEAI N [ sift FRIE ) & o, B HARHELL
Jator a5, W= (16)rr.
.

"\l (16)

()R AR (GMM): KT A1

sift FFHEALA B, R X NERGEL o Fok—
M P T sift FfiE, Ty A X BRI EE,
FREE M RIA Ny, W= [:I:f zy e x}] €R™, K
N RIRFRIE S, N = Z Ty » B AR
GMM ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ’lﬁﬁIDJEIMTUII/ETH?\
TIBEN = {og, s Sp 1ok = 1,2, K, oy, iy, 53 905
REHERE, HIEM T2, K7’J RRAL.

(3)M L RIF I R AN Gt B IE K IRV FRE: 115

d

~y(k 17
Gl = T\/—kz <A> (17)

1 |(af — )

M
, v(k ——1 18
a’“i TX\/kaz; (ok)Q (s)
Hd, d=1,2,-,128, k=1,2,---, K, 0,=diag(%,), w,

WS w =1 (k) TR 2, BT R AN

AR

(k) = 2P E 2d) (19)
>0 P(E /)

Fisher $#iE 1 F = [éj W, A% F 4

JER2xdx K, A% FHATETES0, HET
KIRFIER R W IRV o K5 CLTP HF1E S IFV R 1E4 &
ok, 795 H =[CLTP IFV], B IEME b B &
FRAESEILNT HEp-2 40 M BRI HGA, JFAE H 2k
SVM HEAT YR FIIR

3 X

3.1 BURESIFMEN

A SC S A HoHE 5 ICPR2012 Al
ICIP2013. H:h ICPR2012 ¥dfa b I F ok T 28
sKIEAG T ANA HEp-2 DI EF, HREIFAEZ
AR A, T T EE R T IR 4
(721 5) ML E - 42(734 5K) » Coarse-speckled #l
Fine—speck]ed XA FF R Speckled 25, F 740l

/37 Nuclear Membrane 5, . Glogi JENAH 2T
ICPR ¥4 Cytoplasmatic 28, HABZEAAR,
ICIP2013 J& —MEARIB S KB4, Hoh
T 13596 sKIIZRE f, 754MA 54833 TR Frik
HATF.

7E HEp-2 &8 RISCHRiRkIE o, | o0 RV Uk
WA PR, — BB EIT ICPR2012 363§, KAtk
I MO I ZRAERTIRAE ,  YIZRAE VI 25 Ja AR 4t )
IRAE PRI 45 AT VRN, IR A 21 1) 2 40
MR tesh, e —F GG AER, i
K H leave-one-out J LR, 41 ICPR2012 £
R 28 KA G, RRIEIL 27 IRl
MG AE A INZRAE, F T — 5K 1% 40 i B A b
£, EH 28 Ik, HIRTI A BUR I G i S0 th
R b (1 2 BN P «

3.2 RIS

A4 A E MATLAB2014 Hilikizr,
BN RS WINIO, 4S84 Intel(R)
Core(TM) i7-6700HQ CPU @2.60 GHz, RAM ¥y
8.00 GB.

146, BATTLE CLTP $:AERIfE S5 (1) LTP F#1E
(PR RE o 5 D PG A AR Sk A R UG G AT R 2 L
F GBI RFAEYE R I K/ s S R BN, FRATTSR A
WA ZHCh P=8, R=1. %EF|IHH CLTP
DM, RFAE AR P SRS R (CLTP,Y 4EFE A
39675), ALy HEHLA AR, [ AT
RS, RO AT, BRI SRS T
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SO RSO S TEARRFAL 1 HEp-2 4017026 1603

FHUT CLTPYY IX—FRFERIA. 3R 1 45 T &5
| O 5 VD 2 N W 2 N v
AR ) CLTP Jighe A2 ge— B 40 i 2%
MREE R, ARSI E & Fs AT I I7E 10 ms

PUF, 3X7E HEp-2 73 RE ST R . BRES
LTP #A5r RUEZ I T 60%, b iror 2Kk
% TP, (59.8%), M2 LTPRY (51.9%).

Ifif CLTPpy IUER AT IR KIN4 T, 83T 71.3%.

# 1 K[E LTP #XF1 CLTP X8 EMEX L

P LTP® LTPRy LTP}, LTP;? LTP CLTP;}?
HER2(%) 54.6 59.8 59.5 51.9 59.3 71.3
i 17 (ms) 3.7 3.9 3.8 3.6 3.7 9.4
AL AR 172 1768 834 45 346 6075

JEk, FRATEE: TR TEAFRFER, TRV Ff
fE, CLTP %4ELL IFV $FAE45 & CLTP SUH4S1E
JE AR SE . A IRV $IEF S HU K =128,
fE(-1.5, 2)X (AN 15 2555 KT IFV Geit(Stit 3
NSH IS 2 SR [21], 5 X R S B iy
e, WE K2 MEANR, HIE AR ILIE
TSRS ], X TR HL ) Fisher 5 4E 0 B ok
ASCHVHUE A 2 R AL G AR S ), * 2~K 5
M7 AE ICPR2012 IR B 4 1 VR Hi b,
LG RN, W gl LR R R A S A e
IRAE, S0 R A Rl S AR AT JEL R AE 2 )
AEIRE 52.2% A1 46. 1% MHERI%, £ Homogeneous,
Fine-speckled fll Centromere JLZEAMAE R ALK
Petr iR, A RAI IS O Z, AN
2GR R 11.4% AR, BEHITEREFEXT G th
150X P G 4 3 1 S 00 ) AN i . T A SCHE )
CLTP ZURFFEs> KU R R IA 2] 71.3%, HE—
Waia IFV Riiba, #EFRIETH 8] 76.4%. X7
YGUE T CLTP 8GR E AR HEae )1, [H
B 753 UE T IFEV JEARFFEA CLTP R ik 50
ORER N

h T RAEASC YRS, BATRILS: LBP
J7ik, DLSGERE TRENE TAEEAT T XL, 3L
R 2 LBP, CLBP 7k, &4 ICPR2012 1
JE Hi 3 CoALBP J7¥2%, IE4F K 508 1) PRICoLBP M
PRICoLGBP®!, GoC-LBPs+sift???, LC-KSVD?,

% 2 WSSYHETE ICPR2012 AR EE h YR B 4B M (52.2%)

Hom C.Sp Nuc Cen F.Sp Cyt

Homogeneous 40.0 6.1 1.7 16.7 33.3 2.2
Coarse-speckled 10.9 70.3 1.0 1.0 149 2.0
Nucleolar 4.3 432 417 7.2 0.7 2.9
Centromere 0.0 21.5 181  59.7 0.0 0.7
Fine-speckled 29.8 3.5 1.8  21.1 439 0.0
Cytoplasmatic 0.0 3.9 7.8 3.9 0.0 84.3

% 3 IFV 45{E7 ICPR2012 4HAEEE AR BB (46.1%)

Hom C.Sp Nuc Cen F.Sp Cyt
Homogeneous 63.3 4.4 12.8 6.7 128 0
4.9 17.8 79 56.4 3.0 10.0

Coarse-speckled

Nucleolar 38.1 29 374 130 8.6 0

Centromere 2.0 16.7 128 61.1 2.7 4.7
Fine-speckled 17.5 15.8 13.2 395 114 2.6
Cytoplasmatic 0 0 0 2.0 0 98.0

%4 CLTP;\” $3{E7E ICPR2012 fAH%E oh AR B 4EFE (71.3%)

Hom C.Sp Nuc Cen F.Sp Cyt

Homogeneous 73.3 2.2 5.6 8.9 10.0 0.0
Coarse-speckled 2.0 63.4 5.0 3.0 148 11.8
Nucleolar 29  46.0 50.4 0.0 0.7 0.0
Centromere 0.0 2.0 2.7 933 2.0 0.0
Fine-speckled 29.8 2.6 0.9 6.1 59.7 0.9
Cytoplasmatic 0.0 3.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 96.1

%5 IFV +CLTP;Y” & ICPR2012 ZHANEE F BYIR % 56 M5 (76.4%)

Hom C.Sp Nuc Cen F.Sp Cyt

Homogeneous 78.3 1.1 4.4 7.8 8.3 0.0
Coarse-speckled 2.0 68.3 4.0 3.0 1.8 5.0
Nucleolar 2.8 8.6  62.6 0.0 0.7 0.0
Centromere 0.0 2.7 2.7 94.0 0.7 0.0
Fine-speckled 20.1 0.9 1.8 10.5 65.8 0.9
Cytoplasmatic 0.0 2.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 96.1

RIC-LBP 7 vk, o7 Rtk g i i 2 GoC-
LBPs+sift 7774 PA M 2015 iR IER rootsift+
PRICoLGBP®RY, W#4f81L % 75% AL [k %,
AR [FIRE S AE ICPR2012 WA A1 55 ZE k) 33047
(1o SEEEERGWR 6 Fros. A T 8FI7ER
ICPR2012 #Effi%, nfLI%s), i+ CLBP %E
THZHER, HarkrEaelt LBP AR SGE,
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M 48.4% T3] 69.6%. AL VEmImi T
Z ity LBP A1 CLBP #i%, tb PRICoLBP #i
PRICoLGBP tt ICPR2012 it # CoALBP = H %)
8% LA I, FlEHiY rootsift+PRICOLGBP AHEL, #E
RN A 0.8% M4 . [FIN T LAMELS], rootsift
KRRl 4 PRICOLGBP JatHAEH HaL 2% Tt
N T AR G AT RARE A I AH DG, T
T ERATERG IR . 7 PR AS R
SCHRHE 1 F T2 2 (UG A BOR L, TR 4 ) R i 20
M GoC-LBPs?, LC-SVD®®!, RIC-LBPP4%4iL 11y 4]
BN EE R . LC-SVD FHIEAT RIC-LBP FEAE K
G IMRR 2 R IHe Tk, s 71.4%
H1 85.7%, Hirp RIC-LBP $F1EM 85.7% HIER:F AL
A= H AT E RGO R i S5 R, (R AT R,
KRR T A AN M g 0 &5 SR E A B AR, W
66.76% A1 68.53%, KT 6 H R HE k.
i1 ICIP2013 MR A A AT, IR 24k
T &5 AR F 2% 8 s &I 2 o R Uk A 70
W, ASCENRA S B L R e S, %
il L 13596 MR IEE R A, Tl
GREARLE /DS, ARSI R A R 561 77 Nk AT
WA, BAVAER 2 6%, 5 55 10 7538 IAE T
X, AR 79%, 79.5%, T8.3% MIUERIER, WK 8
FiR. % 9 7 rootsift+PRICoLGBP P17k, ok

YRR B 2, REUEH 8000 g A H -+l
Zx, 4000 MM, HEENRERFN 79.5%. H
RMFPE ICIP2013 SEF8 o IE 45 8, S TH 2 T
A1) 13596 5K IIZRE A1 54833 R f, F-
kS T HApGAREEM RO L5 R, Hdp—
AR TE AR AR S, B, AR T80k 2L
H, FURLHR, SR, HASIREELL 21 MBS
SRR B, HERIRA 5% . MR
ICIP2013 SEFEMLMEH M4 R, HHEMHT
BoW (sift ) #51+CoLBP HFiE>!, #EMfiZiA 2] 83%.

4 BE

AT —Fh g5 & QU R & 2R
HEp-2 /K5 kL. A TG REBHUHEZER,
A SCHE 58 % e i R (CLTP) &1, e Bk
FRAEEIN b, dEHE T g5 QU RRMEAH B Ab R 10
IFV 7+ 1E, A J7AE ICPR2012 448 B4 T 784
it Seg e R, fEd gk, A0y
TRAE 5 FAEAf % LA T SR 2l (0 TR AR R AE AL B2 1)
LBP, CLBP SUHFHERiAR 7%, M CoALBP,
BB PRICOLBP, PRICoLGBP #iffiZ A ] &
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