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A cross-modal network for facial expression
recognition
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Abstract—Deep neural networks enriched with structural
information have been widely employed for facial expression
recognition tasks. However, these methods often depend on
hierarchical information rather than face property to finish
expression recognition. In this paper, we propose a cross-modal
network with strong biological and structural information for
facial expression recognition (CMNet). CMNet can respectively
learn expression information via face symmetry on a whole face,
left and right half faces to extract complementary facial features.
To prevent negative effect of biological and structural information
fusion, a salient facial information refinement module can obtain
salient facial expression information to improve stability of
an obtained facial expression classifier. To reduce reliance on
unilateral facial features, a half-face alignment optimization
mechanism is designed to align obtained expression information
of learned left and right half faces. Our experimental results
demonstrate that CMNet outperforms several novel methods, i.e.,
SCN and LAENet-SA for facial expression recognition. Codes can
be obtained at https://github.com/hellloxiaotian/CMNet.

Index Terms—TFacial expression recognition, cross-modal net-
work, salient facial information refinement, half-face alignment
optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

ACIAL expressions directly reflect people’s current emo-
Ftions to easily communicate with different people [1].
With the development of internet technique, human-computer
interaction progressively becomes a mainstream communi-
cation way rather than face-to-face. Given its potential to
enhance social communication and enable wide applications,
understanding emotional data is of great importance [2], [3].
This understanding can enhance social communication and
enable a wide range of applications, which necessitates robust
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methods for emotion analysis, positioning facial expression
techniques as a fundamental tool. Ekman et al. [4] established
a connection between facial expressions and emotions in their
pioneering work and categorized them into six fundamental
types: anger, disgust, fear, happiness, sadness, and surprise.
Subsequently, neutral and contempt expressions are also added
to conduct public facial expression recognition (FER) datasets
to train a classifier to classify facial images or video clips
to automatically determine their fundamental expression cate-
gories. Taking highly similar characteristics of different facial
images and a common underlying facial appearance feature in
all the expression categories into account, distinction between
expression categories lied in the combination of various action
units are conducted to recognition facial expressions. Deep
learning with deep architectures can effectively learn subtle
variations of facial muscle movements from data dependency
for facial expression recognition.

Attention mechanisms implemented by perception ideas
can extract salient information to highlight facial features for
FER [5]. Wang et al. presented a coarse-to-fine mechanism
to establish a relation between different image blocks to
address covered facial expression recognition [6]. That is,
the first step utilized an attention method to act randomly
cropping on image blocks, mining their relations to obtain
local salient facial expression features to overcome loss in-
formation of occlusion in FER. The second step aggregated
these obtained local features to construct the whole feature
image for improving robustness of FER. To improve efficiency
of FER, reducing network depth can simplify an attention
mechanism to efficiently mine emotionally significant areas
within images for FER [7]. Also, a cross-entropy can assist
the mentioned operation to address unbalanced samples caused
by non-standard collection data to improve effectiveness of
FER. Alternatively, Farzaneh et al. [8] introduced a sparse
center loss via considering the contribution of each dimension
in deep expression feature vectors obtained by a CNN to
generate highly discriminative expression features for FER.
Additionally, integrating auxiliary information branches, i.e.,
manual patch selection [9], automatic acquisition based on
facial landmarks [10] can guide a CNN to focus on specific
regions for learning more facial expression information in
FER. Although these methods can improve recognition rate
of FER, they usually required manual setting parameters, i.e.,
the size and number of selected regions within region-based
attention mechanism , which may limit their generalization
ability across different scenarios.

To tackle issue of high intra-class similarity and low inter-
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class discrepancy in facial expression recognition, we use two
modals obtained by hierarchical relations in a deep network
and face property to construct an efficient model for FER.
That is, we present a cross-modal network (CMNet) with
biological and structural information for FER. According to
face symmetry, CMNet uses a multi-view idea to guide a
CNN to respectively learn more facial expression informa-
tion from the whole face together with left and right half
faces to facilitate complementary facial features for FER. To
prevent negative effect of biological and structural informa-
tion fusion, a salient facial information refinement module
is designed to mine salient facial expression information to
improve stability of an obtained facial expression classifier.
To prevent asymmetry of cropped half face images, a half-face
alignment optimization mechanism is used to align obtained
facial expression information from learned left and right half
features. Experimental results show that our CMNet is superior
to several popular methods, i.e., SCN and LAENet-SA for
facial expression recognition.

This paper has the following contributions.

1) A cross-modal technique can facilitate an interaction
between biological and structural information to achieve a
stable model for facial expression recognition.

2) To prevent negative effect of cross-modal information, a
salient facial information refinement module is used to further
extract representative facial expression information to ensure
performance of facial expression classifier.

3) To prevent reliance on global facial information, half-
face alignment optimization mechanism is proposed to align
obtained facial information to improve accuracy of facial
expression recognition.

Remaining parts of this paper can be shown as follows.
Section II refers to related work of facial expression recog-
nition. Section III gives more detailed information of the
proposed CMNet. Section IV illustrates datasets, experimental
settings, the proposed method analysis and performance of our
CMNet in facial expression recognition. Section V concludes
the whole paper.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Traditional machine learning for facial expression recog-
nition

Early research on facial expression recognition primarily
relied on handcrafted features and traditional machine learning
classifiers, extracting geometric, texture, or appearance infor-
mation from static images to distinguish between different
expressions [11]. These methods made full use of prior knowl-
edge about the face, aiming to capture discriminative features
associated with emotional expression. In terms of texture
feature extraction, Gabor wavelets were widely employed to
extract multi-scale and multi-directional texture information
owing to their excellent selectivity for orientation and fre-
quency to capture subtle facial expression changes [12], [13].
Lyons et al. [12] firstly introduced Gabor wavelets into the
field of facial expression coding and achieved effective facial
expression classification results by extracting Gabor magnitude
features from facial key points. Building on this foundation,

Buciu et al. [13] compared the Gabor transform with indepen-
dent component analysis, validating its effectiveness in FER
tasks. To address complex conditions such as illumination
variations and occlusions, sparse representation theory has
been introduced into the field of FER. Cotter [14] extended
the sparse representation classification method to FER tasks
under occlusion and distortion, effectively improving model
performance in complex conditions by incorporating robust
processing of occluded regions during dictionary construction.
Ouyang et al. [15] further proposed a sparse representation
method based on multi-classifier fusion, which significantly
enhanced recognition accuracy and robustness to noise by
fusing the decision outcomes of multiple sparse representation
classifiers and leveraging complementary information from
different dictionaries and feature spaces. To address the chal-
lenges posed by individual differences in personalized expres-
sion analysis, Chu et al. [16] constructed personalized clas-
sifiers and performed weighted transfer using samples from
the source domain that are highly similar to the target domain
to effectively resolve the distribution inconsistency between
training data and test subjects, significantly improving the
accuracy of cross-subject expression recognition. To further
explore the underlying characteristics of expression variations,
methods based on manifold learning have been introduced into
FER tasks to enhance classification performance. Zheng et al.
[17] proposed a two-dimensional discriminant multi-manifold
locality preserving projection method, which constructed an
adjacency graph to model the diversity and similarity of salient
regions within the same expression class, effectively improv-
ing facial expression recognition performance. Multi-feature
fusion strategies have also been widely adopted. Barman and
Dutta [18] combined distance features with shape signature
features and achieved effective expression classification using
a multi-class support vector machine. Although traditional
machine learning methods rely on handcrafted features and
perform optimally only in controlled environments, they es-
tablish crucial prior knowledge about the importance of facial
regions for expression analysis [19]. Methods such as Gabor
wavelet extraction from facial key points [12] and sparse
representation with occlusion handling [14] demonstrate that
local facial regions carry discriminative emotional informa-
tion and that multi-view strategies can enhance robustness.
Inspired by these foundational insights, our CMNet directly
integrates several key ideas from traditional machine learning.
By embedding these traditional principles within a modern
deep learning framework, our approach not only pays tribute to
prior knowledge but also significantly improves the ability to
capture salient facial expression features, effectively bridging
classical wisdom with contemporary architectures for superior
FER performance in real-world scenarios.

B. Deep networks for facial expression recognition

With the continuous expansion of data, deep learning
techniques with automated feature extraction and data-driven
autonomous learning have witnessed increasingly widespread
application in FER task. Specifically, end-to-end architectures
like CNNs can effectively extract structural and textual infor-
mation from images to better express human faces in FER.



These methods based on CNNs can be divided into two
kinds, i.e., face information enhancement and salient emotion
extraction for complex FER task, i.e., occlusions and varying
poses.

Face information enhancement techniques refer to multi-
source information to obtain more complementary detailed
information for improving robustness of FER classifiers. For
instance, Xie et al. [20] depended on a two-phase frame con-
taining handcrafted feature extraction and automatic feature
learning to obtain an accurate FER method. That is, the first
phase utilized Gabor, GSF and SIFT to extract facial prior
information. The second phase employed obtained facial prior
information as the input to restrict a CNN to better learn more
representative facial information in FER. Wu et al. [21] utilized
a landmark space to extract facial key point information to
enhance the whole face image for improving emotion recog-
nition ability. Recently, researchers proposed a method using
five parallel networks to extract local features from organs
such as eyes, cheeks, and mouth [22]. These local features
are then registered and fused with global facial structural
features via a multi-domain interaction mechanism, enabling
sensitive capture of subtle expression variations. To obtain
more recognition information, Ni et al. [23] fused multi-modal
information containing RGB gray images, local binary pattern
images, and depth images via multi-path networks to address
facial expression recognition in challenging conditions, i.e.,
varying illuminations, diverse poses and different scenarios.
Alternatively, Ruan et al. [24] exploited isomorphism and
heterogeneity of different facial expressions to facilitate more
complementary facial detailed information composed of facial
movement and structural information for FER. To resolve
occluded facial image recognition problem, binary masks were
utilized to fill lack areas to strengthen emotional information
for improving robustness of FER [25].

Salient emotion extraction techniques exploit relations of
structural information to extract key facial information to guide
CNNss for promoting performance of FER algorithms. Specif-
ically, CNNs can establish models between salient emotion
information and facial images in FER via using an attention
mechanism in general. Li et al. [26] designed a multi-path at-
tention CNN with a balanced separation loss to simultaneously
optimize intra-class compactness and inter-class separability
to better achieve interactions between salient network width
information for enhancing performance of FER in real-world
scenarios. Similarly, Ye et al. [27] proposed explicit visual
center position encoding combined with an implicit sparse
attention center loss to alleviate inter-class similarity and intra-
class variance issues in FER, further enhancing model robust-
ness through refined feature learning and loss optimization.
To reinforce relations of multi-domain structural information,
Zhao et al. [9] applied spatial and channel attention mecha-
nisms to optimize a CNN to focus on facial information in
improving performance of FER. Yu et al. [28] designed a
soft parameter sharing mechanism based on a hybrid attention
to unify two tasks, i.e., FER and facial landmark detection
into a framework to reduce effects of pose variations and
occlusion. To suppress effects of irrelevant regions, Gao et
al. [29] utilized discarding activation to optimize an attention

mechanism to reduce negative influence of background for ad-
dressing FER issue. In addition, Wang et al. [30] incorporated
an efficient local attention hybrid feature network and a multi-
head hybrid attention mechanism, further boosting the model’s
facial expression detail capture capability. To decrease com-
plexity of obtained FER algorithms, modeling local and global
information can be presented to make a trade-off between
obtained salient information and complexity of FER methods
[31]. Xia et al. [32] fused chosen key local structural features
via a fixed cropping strategy and MLP to enhance a relation
between key regions and expressions in FER. Alternatively,
Liu et al. [33] can gather local information obtained by a
facial landmark methods and global information extracted by
a multi-layer network to quickly establish a model between
key regions and salient emotions for FER. Due to small
sample issue of facial expression recognition, face information
enhancement techniques above are essential to enrich detailed
information to better express face images for FER. Also, facial
organs can assist FER algorithms to easily distinguish different
expressions. Thus, salient emotion extraction techniques above
are useful for FER. Inspired by that, we achieve a cross-modal
technique via interacting biological and structural information
to obtain more detail information and improve an attention
mechanism to mine more salient emotional information for
better recognizing facial expressions in this paper.

III. PROPOSED METHOD
A. Network architecture

The proposed CMNet is composed of a cross-modal en-
hancement module (CMEM), a salient facial information re-
finement module (SFIRM) and a half-face alignment optimiza-
tion mechanism (HFAOM) in Fig. 1. To improve robustness
of an obtained facial expression recognition model, CMEM
is presented via fusing structural and biological information
to extract complementary emotional information for facial
expression recognition. That is, structural information can
be obtained via a structural block (SB) based on residual
networks [34] to extract common facial information for FER.
Also, biological information can be obtained via using parallel
biological blocks based on the same residual networks above
[34] regarded as upper and lower blocks (UB and LB) to
process left and right half face images to learn symmetric
facial information for FER. The two-part generalized modal
information is more beneficial to express the whole face image
for FER. Finally, we use a two-phase fusion mechanism to fuse
two modal information to enhance facial information. The first
phase uses a concatenation operation to splice obtained infor-
mation from the UB and LB to guarantee the size same as that
of the SB. The second phase utilizes a residual operation to
gather obtained information from the first phase and SB. More
detailed information of CMEM can be shown in Section III.
B. To prevent over-enhancement of cross-modal enhancement
module, a salient facial information refinement module is pro-
posed. SFIRM applies a cross mapping to extract cross-domain
information for refining salient emotion facial information in
FER, which can be illustrated in Section III. D. Besides, to
improve symmetry of left and right half faces, a half-face
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Fig. 1. The architecture of the proposed

alignment optimization mechanism (HFAOM) via a perception
loss is proposed. That is, HFAOM utilizes differences between
obtained facial features from left and right half faces through
UB and LB to restrict symmetry of half face images for FER.
These features are first subjected to Global Average Pooling
(GAP) processing, and then subjected to symmetric perceptual
loss constraints, updating model parameters together with
cross entropy loss, as shown in Fig. 1. The specific description
can be found in Section III.C. Mentioned descriptions can be
visualized as the following equation.

0 = CMNet(1,1;,1)
= SFIRM(CMEM(,1;,1,))&HFAOM (Osg i, Fi, Fy) 0
= SFIRM(Ocygm ) &HFAOM (Osriryr, Fi, Fy)
= SFIRM (Ocmem)&Onraom

where CMNet, CMEM ,SFIRM,HFAOM denote functions
of CMNet, SFIRM, CMEM, SFIRM and HFAOM, respec-
tively. 1,1;,1. are used to express a whole face image, a left
half face image and a right half image, respectively. O, Osrirm
are outputs of CMNet and SFIRM, respectively. Ocpgp is an
output of CMEM. Ograop is an output of HFAOM. F; and F;
represent feature mapping extracted from left and right faces
through UB and LB, respectively. & stands for optimizing
parameters of CMNet.

B. Cross-modal enhancement mechanism

To improve accuracy of FER, the cross-modal enhancement
mechanism uses an interaction between structural and biolog-
ical information to capture more emotional information for

i
I\ ! i
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i

i

L=(1-a)L,+alL,

CMNet for facial expression recognition.

FER. Structural information is mined by a structural block
based on a 14-layer residual network (also regarded as Basic
Network I) [34]. Biological information F can be captured
by parallel blocks based Basic Network I, i.e., the Upper
Block (UB) and Lower Block (LB). That is, UB and LB
can learn symmetric facial information for FER. To keep the
same size as the SB, we utilize a concatenation operation to
splice obtained information from a UB and LB, i.e., F; and
F, to obtain new features as F,,. To fuse two different modal
information, a residual learning operation is used to act F
and F,,, to obtain a cross-modal enhancement information.
Mentioned illustrations can be equaled as Eq. 2.

Ocyem = CMEM(IL I, 1,)
= SB(I) + Concat(UB(I;),LB(1,))
= F + Concat (F, F;)
=F+Feon

2

where SB, UB and LB represent functions of SB, UB and
LB, respectively. Concat is a concatenation operation. + is
a residual learning operation. Basic Network I is a 14-layer
residual network, where its more detailed information can be
shown in Ref. [34].

C. Salient facial information refinement mechanism

To remove redundant information from cross-modal en-
hancement module, the salient facial information refinement
module (SFIRM) is presented. SFIRM exploits different do-
main information interactions via three phases to extract
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Fig. 2. The architecture of the proposed SFIRM for facial
expression recognition without Basic Network II.

salient facial information for FER. The first phase utilizes 4-
layer residual network named Basic Network II to refine ob-
tained information from the CMEM, where more information
of Basic Network II can be obtained in Ref. [34]. The second
phase utilizes interactions between local spatial features and
global channel features, where its visual figure is given in
Fig. 2. That is, firstly, a division method of central point
can be used to split spatial features to four parts. Secondly,
it uses a channel attention mechanism [35] to extract four
local salient channel information for FER. After that, to keep
same size as the input image, obtained four features can be
joined as a whole feature. Finally, we use a common attention
mechanism to interact refined information from Basic Network
IT and obtained whole feature from the last operation. The third
phase depends on interactions between local channel features
and global spatial features. That is, firstly, obtained features
from last operation can be divided into four channel mappings.
Secondly, four obtained channel mappings can learn salient
spatial information by a spatial attention [35]. Thirdly, to keep
same size as an input image, four learned spatial mappings can
be joined as a whole feature mapping, where its visual figure
is given in Fig. 2. The process mentioned can be shown as
follows.

Osrirm = SFIRM(OcmEm)
=M (J(SA(CDM (M (J(CA(SDM (BN (
Ocmem))));BNir(Ocmem))))); Ose)
= M(J(SA(CDM(Os))),Ose)
where BNy, SDM, CA, J, M, CDM and SA stand for func-
tions of Basic Network II, spatial division mapping, channel
attention, joint, multiplication, channel division mapping and

spatial attention, respectively. Oy, is an output of the second
phase in the SFIRM. Ogrgys is final output of SFIRM.

3)

D. Half-face alignment optimization mechanism

To encourage CMNet to effectively learn facial symmetry
information of left and right half faces, a half-face alignment
optimization mechanism (HFAOM) is proposed. HFAOM con-
sists of two parts: a symmetry loss and a global loss. The
symmetry loss is utilized to restrict symmetry of half face
images for FER. That is, it uses global average pooling to deal
with obtained features from the UB and LB to refine salient
information. Then, it utilizes a variance function to measure

difference between obtained left and right half face features
to guarantee symmetry of half faces for FER. The global loss
is utilized to evaluate effect of proposed CMNet for facial
recognition. It mainly depends on differences between outputs
of SFIRM and given ground truth to verify performance
of obtained CMNet in FER. Mentioned descriptions can be
visualized as the following equation.

Onraom = HFAOM(Osrirm, Fi, F)

4
= (1 - a)le + aLg[ @

where Ly and Ly stand for a symmetry loss and global
loss, respectively. o is a weighting hyper-parameter, which
is exploited to balance two losses. Also, « is set to 0.9 in this
paper. Ly depends on difference of symmetrical feature pixel
points to restrict symmetry of left and right half faces.

It is implemented by the following three parts. First part
exploits average pooling operation to decrease and refine
obtained symmetrical half-face features. Detailed equation can
be listed as follows.

{w = GAP(F}) )

v, = GAP(F})

where GAP is a function of global average pooling operation.
vy and v, are vectors of decreased symmetrical features, respec-
tively. Second part uses an adjusted activate function based on
Softmax [36] to normal obtained symmetrical features as Eq.

6.
V/
x; = log e»f;ﬁ)
T (6)
xr = log | gz

where x; and x, are corresponding feature vectors of left and
right half-faces, respectively. Third part uses Eq. 7 to act
corresponding feature pixel points to measure difference of
obtained symmetrical half-face features.

Ly = 2 i i (x(i"j> —in’j))z 7

NC == :
where xl(”’ ) and x{" denote pixel points of (i, j) in the left
and right half-faces, respectively. C represents channel number
of obtained x; and x,. And N denotes batch size of samples.
The global loss is based on the cross-entropy loss, whose more

detailed information can be found in Ref. [37].

IV. EXPERIMENTAL ANALYSIS AND RESULTS
A. Datasets

To fully test performance of our CMNet for FER, we choose
different scenes, i.e., real scenes and context-sensitive scenes
to conduct experiments in this paper.

For real scenes, FER2013 dataset [38], RAF-DB dataset
[39] and AffectNet dataset [40] are utilized to conduct compar-
ative experiments of different methods for FER. Specifically,
FER2013 dataset [38] is conducted via gray images and it is
shown at the International Conference on Machine Learning
(ICML) in 2013. It consists of 28,709 training images and
3,589 public test images, where size of each image is 48 x 48.
It includes scene images of lighting, occlusion and expression
intensity. Its part images can be shown in Fig. 3.
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Fig. 3. Part facial images with seven emotions from
FER2013 dataset.

RAF-DB dataset [39] contains approximately 30,000 face
images in the real-world scenarios, where they are collected
via the internet. They include seven emotions, i.e., anger,
disgust, fear, happiness, neutral, sadness and surprise, where
part face images can be shown in Fig. 4. Specifically, this
dataset was divided into 12,271 images for training and
3,068 images for validation. All images are aligned using the
alignment methodology offered by RAF-DB [39] to ensure
consistency and accuracy.
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Fig. 4. Part facial images with seven emotions from
RAF-DB dataset.

AffectNet dataset [40] is the largest available dataset for
facial expression recognition, containing over 450,000 facial
images that have been meticulously labeled by a team of
expert annotators. The data was sourced using 1,250 emotion-
related keywords across three major search engines. For our
experiments, we conduct two subsets from AffectNet dataset.
The first subset (AffectNet-7) with seven expressions includes
283,901 images for training and 3,500 images for testing. The
second subset (AffectNet-8) with eight expression categories,
i.e., anger, disgust, fear, happiness, neutral, sadness, surprise
and contempt consists of 287,651 images for training and
4,000 images for testing. Its part visual figures can be shown
Fig. 5.
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Fig. 5. Part facial images with eight emotions from
AffectNet dataset.

For context-sensitive scenes, CAER-S dataset [37] and
SFEW 2.0 dataset [41] are used to conduct comparative
experiments to test robustness of different methods for emotion
recognition in a dynamic and context-sensitive environment
in this paper. Specifically, CAER-S dataset was created by
selecting static images from video clips in the CAER dataset
[37], which is designed for context-aware emotion recognition
tasks. CAER-S contains approximately 70,000 images remov-
ing facial irrelevant images, where a final set of 48,975 images

is used as a training set and 20,975 images is used as a test
dataset.
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Fig. 6. Part facial images with seven emotions from CAER-S
dataset.

The SFEW 2.0 dataset [41] was created by extracting static
images from emotion-labeled video sequences in the AFEW
dataset [42]. This dataset contains 95 subjects with a variety
of head poses, occlusions, and a broad age range to guarantee
comprehensive evaluation of different FER methods under
more natural and unconstrained conditions. It includes 958
images for training and 436 images for testing with seven
emotions, whose visual figure can be presented via Fig. 7.
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Fig. 7. Part facial images with seven emotions from SFEW
2.0 dataset.

B. Experimental settings

All the experiments in this paper are conducted on a server
equipped with an AMD EPYC 7502P 32-Core Processor, 12
G RAM, and one GPU of Nvidia GeForce GTX 3090 with
Nvidia CUDA 11.7 and PyTorch 1.13.1. Our CMNet uses
part parameters of pre-trained ResNet-18 model on the MS-
Celeb-1M [43] and fine-tuned our CMNet for face recognition.
Also, due to difference of varying scenes, we choose different
operations to conduct experiments for keeping consistency
with other popular methods for FER.

For RAF-DB, FER2013, and AffectNet datasets, we use
their corresponding official alignment methods [38], [39],
[40] to conduct face images, respectively. For CAER-S and
SFEW 2.0 datasets, we employ RetinaFace [44] to clip face
images. All obtained images mentioned from six datasets were
resized to a consistent resolution of 224 x 224. Specifically,
our method on RAF-DB is optimized by an initial learning
rate of 0.01, decayed by a factor of 0.1 every 15 epochs,
and a batch size of 32 for training to address FER task.
For AffectNet datasets, i.e., AffectNet-7 and AffectNet-8, we
use the Adaptive Moment Estimation (ADAM) [45] optimizer
with a learning rate of 0.0001 and a batch size of 256 to
optimize our CMNet model in FER. To mitigate the challenge
of class imbalance in the AffectNet dataset, we apply sam-
pling methods, i.e., up- and down-sampling [46] to address
underrepresented and overrepresented issues. FER2013 is only
used to test performance of our CMNet for facial emotion



TABLE I Ablation study of key parts in the proposed CMNet on RAF-DB dataset.
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recognition, where our CMNet is trained by using RAF-DB
and AffectNet datasets. For the CAER-S dataset, our method is
trained the same as Ref. [9], where we set the batch size to 128,
initialize the learning rate at 0.1 and halved the learning rate
every 50 epochs. Due to SFEW 2.0 of small samples, we pre-
trained our model on FER2013 before fine-tuning it on SFEW
2.0. For this fine-tuning process, we use a batch size of 16 and
an initial learning rate of 0.1 and decay to 0.1 every 15 epochs.
Our methods on all the datasets except AffectNet datasets are
optimized via standard Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD)
[47] with a momentum [48] of 0.9, a weight decay of 10~*
in this paper.

C. Ablation study

The proposed CMNet utilizes two different modals to im-
plement a stable classifier for facial expression recognition.
That is, CMNet mainly relies on three parts, i.e., a cross-
modal enhancement module, salient facial information refine-
ment module and half-face alignment optimization mecha-
nism to obtain good performance for FER. A cross-modal
enhancement module is mainly responsible for interacting two
different modals of structural and biological information in
FER. To prevent over-enhancement of two different modal
information, a salient facial information refinement module
interacts channel and spatial information in different ways to
obtain multi-domain salient information to improve stability of
obtained CMNet for FER. Finally, to avoid asymmetry of left
and right half face images, a half-face alignment optimization
mechanism is used to align left and right half face images to
enhance symmetry from the cross-modal enhancement module
to improve accuracy for FER. More rationality and validity
analysis of key parts in the CMNet can be shown as follows.

1) Cross-modal enhancement mechanism: It is known that
deep networks can use different layers to mine hierarchical
structural information to represent the whole face information
for FER [9]. Although they can obtain good performance for
FER, they often overlook the intrinsic property of the face
itself, which could further constrain and improve recognition
accuracy. The human face possesses a symmetrical structure,
not only in its morphological organization, but also in the
expression itself [49]. Taking facial symmetry into account,
we use biological knowledge to guide a CNN to implement an
interaction of cross-modal information containing biological
information and structural information for pursuing better
result of FER. Specifically, cross-modal information can be
obtained via a cross-modal enhancement mechanism as well

as CMEM. That is, CMEM is implemented by three par-
allel networks in a multi-view way to extract cross-modal
information for improving accuracy of FER. The first sub-
network (also regarded as Structural Block) based on the Basic
Network I implemented by a residual network to act a whole
face image to extract global feature. The second and third
sub-networks utilize parallel networks to act left and right
half face images to learn face symmetry information, where
the second and third sub-networks are regarded as an upper
block and lower blocks, respectively. Also, these sub-networks
are implemented through Basic Network I. Interactions of
three sub-networks via a concatenation operation and residual
learning operation can obtain complementary information,
i.e., biological information and structural information. Their
effectiveness can be verified through (b) and (c) in TABLE 1.

2) Salient facial information refinement mechanism: Due
to exclusiveness of different modal information, a refinement
network can be used to eliminate interference information
[35]. Inspired by that, a salient facial information refinement
mechanism (SFIRM) is designed in this paper. SFIRM with
three phases mainly uses channel and spatial information in
different interaction ways to refine key information and extract
salient information for FER. The first phase uses a 4-layer
Basic Network II [34] as a refinement network to refine
obtained two-modal information from the CMEM, whose
effectiveness can be proved by (a) and (b) in TABLE I, where
BN 1II refers to the Basic Network II. To extract more salient
structural information, the second phase utilizes multi-domain
interactions to mine more accurate network intra representative
information. Firstly, we divide obtained spatial features into
four parts via a central division way to construct local spatial
features. Secondly, it exploits a channel attention mechanism
[35] to extract four local salient channel features to achieve
a coarse multi-domain interaction for FER. Then, to keep the
same size as the input of Basic Network II, obtained four
features are jointed as a whole feature via a concatenation
operation. Finally, to prevent loss of original information from
Basic Network II, we use a common attention to interact
refined information from Basic Network II and obtained whole
feature from the last operation, where obtained features from
the second phase are regarded as attention weights to guide
original information from Basic Network II to further extract
salient structural information. Effectiveness of spatial division
mapping can be verified via comparing (e) and (f) in TABLE
I, where CBAM-S4 symbols the attention mechanism with
4-part spatial division. Also, chosen result of divided four



spatial parts is listed as follows. It is known that network
shape containing height and width of network input and output
is fixed and regular in general, sizes, i.e., height and width
of cropped blocks are required to be the same to conduct
convolutional operations [34]. Thus, cropped number of height
and width in the spatial mapping are 2,3,4, ...,n. Also, cropped
block number of spatial features is n>. When n is bigger,
height and width of cropped blocks are smaller, where cropped
blocks have less global structural information. That results in
poor performance of FER. If obtained spatial features are not
divided, local structural information is lost. Its effectiveness
can be presented via comparing (e) and (f) in TABLE I. Thus,
we set n to 2 for cropping spatial features and block number
of cropped spatial features is 4 in this paper. Its effectiveness
can be verified via comparing (e) and (h) as well as (e) and
(1) in TABLE I, where CBAM-S4C4 symbols the attention
mechanism with 4-part spatial division and 4-part channel
division.

The third phase utilizes another interaction method to act
local channel features and global features to extract more
complementary information. Also, to obtain local channel
features, obtained channels from the last operation utilizes a
channel division mapping to divide into four parts. Then, we
use a spatial attention to act four obtained channel features
to learn salient information. Next, to keep the same size as
the input image, we choose a concatenation operation to joint
four learned spatial mapping into a whole feature mapping.
Finally, we exploit a common attention mechanism to interact
obtained whole spatial feature mapping and obtained whole
channel feature mapping from the second phase to mine more
accurate facial information for FER. Effectiveness of channel
division mapping can be verified via (¢) and (g) in TABLE
I, where CBAM-C4 symbols the attention mechanism with
4-part channel division.

Specifically, reason of number of divided channel features
are the same as that of spatial division. In TABLE I, we can
see that (h) is higher than (e) in terms of accurate rate, which
shows superiority of division number of 4 than that of non-
division channel method for FER. It is more effective in terms
of accuracy in comparison to division number of 9 via (h)
and (i) in TABLE I, where CBAM-S9C9 means the attention
mechanism with 9-part spatial division and 9-part channel
division. Global and local structural information can make a
tradeoff when division number is 4. Thus, division number of 4
is optimal for channel setting in the channel division mapping.
As illustrated in Fig. 8, the Grad CAM++ [50] visualization
results under different ablation configurations on the RAF-
DB dataset demonstrate that, for this test image, all models
primarily focus on the central facial region covering the eyes,
nose, and mouth. However, when the proposed SFIRM is fully
integrated, the high-response regions become more distinct
and more tightly concentrated around these expression-relevant
structures, while responses in peripheral areas are relatively
suppressed. Compared with other variants, this configuration
yields the most coherent and discriminative attention pattern,
which indicates our proposed SFIRM is more superior for
FER.

Fig. 8. The attention visualization result generated by Grad
CAM-++ with different settings on RAF-DB dataset. The
model setting from left to right is (e), (f), (g), (h), (i) in

TABLE I, respectively.

3) Half-face alignment optimization mechanism: To ensure
symmetry of left and right half faces, a half-face alignment
optimization mechanism is used to align obtained emotional
information from learned left and right half faces to improve
accuracy for FER. It is composed of two parts, i.e., a symmetry
loss and a global loss. The symmetry loss is utilized to guide
a whole face to enhance symmetry of left and right half faces
for FER. The global loss is responsible for evaluating effect of
our CMNet for FER. Specifically, the symmetry loss utilizes a
variance function to test difference between obtained features
of left and right face via UB and LB to restrict symmetry of
half face images for FER. The global loss exploits outputs
of the whole CMNet and given ground truth to obtain their
differences to verify performance of our CMNet for FER. Two
loss can use a parameter of & to make a trade-off between
face symmetry and classifier effect of our CMNet. Detailed
information of two loss functions can be shown in Section III.
D. Also, effectiveness of the symmetry loss can be verified via
(c) and (d) in TABLE L. ¢ is set to 0.9, which has the following
reasons. Because face symmetry can assist in addressing face
recognition issue,  is greater than 0.8 in Eq. 4 to maintain
effectiveness of FER. Also, & is not set to 1, which will result
in invalidation of symmetry loss. Thus, o is set to 0.9. Its more
visual effect can be shown in Fig. 9.
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Fig. 9. The accuracy on RAF-DB using different values of .

D. Experimental results

To ensure a fair comparison, we evaluated 33 publicly
available methods, namely, PhaNet [51], MA-Net [9], Effi-
cientFace [52], RAN [6], IPA2LT [53], SCN [54], LAENet-
SA [7], VGG-Net [55], AlexNet-WL [40], FG-AGR [56],



ESR-9 [57], FE-SpikeFormer [58], DENet [59], DLN [60],
gCNN [10], MMATrans+ [61], EAC [62], Meta-Face2Exp
[63], KTN [64], LightExNet [65], CERN [66], TDF-FER
[67], VTFF [68], ViT+SE [69], DMUE (ResNet-18) [70],
PCARNet [71], Baseline+BPT [72], CAER-Net-s [37], ACLM
[70], RRLA [73], LDL-ALSG [74], SPWFA-SE [75], DAN
[46], ResNet-18 [34], ResNet-50 [34], MobileNet-V3-large
[76] on five datasets: AffectNet [40], RAF-DB [39], FER2013
[38], CAER-S [37] and SFEW 2.0 [41]. This comprehensive
evaluation covers real-world and context-sensitive scenarios.

1) Results on real-world datasets: For real scenarios,
FER2013 dataset [38], RAF-DB dataset [39] and AffectNet
dataset [40] are utilized to conduct comparative experiments
of different methods for FER. Firstly, we use FER2013 dataset
in a cross evaluation way to test generalization ability of our
CMNet for FER. As shown in TABLE II, our CMNet has
obtained a novel performance on AffectNet-7 and RAF-DB
on FER 2013.

TABLE II Accuracy of different methods on FER2013
dataset for cross evaluation

Training dataset

Methods Affectnet-7  RAF-DB
SPWFA-SE [75] 48.68 50.29
CMNet(Ours) 52.10 5531

Fig. 10 presents the confusion matrix for this cross-database
experiment. By analyzing the diagonal elements (excluding
the neutral category), we observe that happiness, surprise, and
anger achieve the highest recognition accuracy, while sadness,
fear, and disgust are relatively more prone to confusion with
each other. Most misclassifications occur between visually
similar or semantically related categories, such as sadness
with neutral, or fear/disgust with other negative emotions,
which aligns with the inherent ambiguity of facial expressions
under natural conditions. The distinct diagonal lines for the
happiness, surprise, and anger categories indicate that our
CMNet captures the characteristic eye movements and facial
muscle changes associated with these expressions in a domain-
invariant manner. Meanwhile, the values of the non-diagonal
elements are relatively small, suggesting that the model rarely
misclassifies a clearly expressed emotion into a completely
different one. Furthermore, as shown in Fig. 10 (a) and Fig.
10 (b), the model exhibits a low false negative rate on most
categories, highlighting its robustness under complex, real-
world conditions. Combining the results from TABLE II with
Fig. 10, we can conclude that our CMNet achieves superior
generalization capability for facial expression recognition in
cross-database scenarios.

For RAF-DB dataset, we can see that our CMNet chooses
16 FER methods in TABLE III as comparative methods to
test performance of our obtained classifier for FER, where
our CMNet has obtained the best classification methods in
facial expression recognition. That is, our CMNet improves
accuracy of 0.35% in comparison to the second method
(DMUE (ResNet-18) [70]) for FER in TABLE III. Our CMNet
surpasses RAN [6] by 2.21% and MA-Net [9] by 0.71%. Also,
we achieve the best performance among all methods utilizing
either ResNet-18 or ResNet-50 as the backbone network.
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Fig. 10. Confusion matrix of our CMNet for cross-database:
(a) RAF-DB to FER2013. (b) AffetNet-7 to FER2013.

TABLE III Comparison results of different methods on the
RAF-DB dataset.

Methods Accuracy (%)
LightExNet [65] 85.97
CERN [66] 86.82
RAN [6] 86.90
TDF-FER [67] 87.68
SCN [54] 88.14
VTFF [68] 88.14
ViT+SE [69] 87.22
MA-Net [9] 88.40
EfficientFace [52] 88.36
DMUE (ResNet-18) [70] 88.76
Meta-Face2Exp [63] 88.54
IPA2LT [53] 86.77
KTN [64] 88.07
DENet [59] 87.35
PCARNet [71] 87.52
Baseline+BPT [72] 88.23
CMNet (Ours) 89.11

On the AffectNet dataset, we compare our method with
several current FER methods in TABLE IV on AffectNet-7
and AffectNet-8. Due to class imbalance in the training set of
AffectNet containing 134,415 samples from happy and 3,750
samples from Contempt, the sampling method from [46] are
used to address this issue. That is, an up-sampling method can
overcome underrepresented categories and a down-sampling
method can alleviate overrepresented categories to make a
trade-off between classes in this AffectNet. As listed in
TABLE 1V, we can see that our CMNet has achieved the best
recognition result on AffectNet-8 and AffectNet-7 for FER.
Our CMNet surpasses the current state-of-the-art (LAENet-
SA [7]) by 0.07% in the 8-class classification. In the 7-
class classification task, our CMNet outperforms the second
method (MMATrans+ [61]) by 0.31%. According to mentioned
analysis, our method is effective for FER on real scenarios.

2) Results on context-sensitive datasets: To evaluate the
performance of our method in context-sensitive scenarios, we
adopt the CAER-S dataset [37] and the SFEW 2.0 dataset [41]
to conduct comparative experiments. Eight public methods in
TABLE V on CAER-S dataset [37] and five public methods
in TABLE VI on SFEW 2.0 dataset [41] are chosen as com-
parative methods for FER. To thoroughly assess our method,
we compare it against a range of established recognition
models, such as ResNet [34] and MobileNet-V3-large [76],
both pre-trained on ImageNet. As illustrated in Table V,



TABLE IV Comparison results of different methods on
AffectNet-8 and AffectNet-7.

Methods Classes  Accuracy (%)
PhaNet [51] 8 54.82
MA-Net [9] 8 60.29

EfficientFace [52] 8 59.89

RAN [6] 8 59.50
IPA2LT [53] 8 57.31

SCN [54] 8 60.23

LAENet-SA [7] 8 61.22
VGG-Net [55] 8 56.00
AlexNet-WL [40] 8 58.00
FG-AGR [56] 8 60.69
ESR-9 [57] 8 59.30
CMNet (Ours) 8 61.29
FE-SpikeFormer [58] 7 59.90
DENet [59] 7 60.94

DLN [60] 7 63.70
¢CNN [10] 7 58.78
MA-Net [9] 7 64.53

EfficientFace [52] 7 63.70
MMATrans+ [61] 7 64.89
LAENet-SA [7] 7 64.09

EAC [62] 7 65.32

Meta-Face2Exp [63] 7 64.23
FG-AGR [56] 7 64.91
KTN [64] 7 63.97
CMNet (Ours) 7 65.63

our approach attains an accuracy of 88.50%, surpassing the
deeper ResNet-50 architecture and exceeding MA-Net [9] by
a margin of 0.08% on CAER-S. It is worth emphasizing
that while MA-Net leverages pre-training on the large-scale
MS-Celeb-1M dataset, our model is built upon a pre-trained
ResNet-18 backbone. This demonstrates the efficiency and
competitiveness of our method, especially under constraints
of parameter size and pre-training data scale.

TABLE V Comparisons of different methods on the CAER-S
dataset for FER.

Methods Accuracy (%)
MA-Net [9] 88.42
EfficientFace [52] 85.87
CAER-Net-s [37] 73.51
ResNet-18 [34] 86.40
ResNet-50 [34] 85.33
MobileNet-V3-large [76] 85.31
ACLM [70] 87.34
RRLA [73] 84.82
CMNet (Ours) 88.50

Due to the small samples of SFEW 2.0, we first pre-trained
our model on the FER2013 dataset and then fine-tuned it
on SFEW 2.0 to facilitate a fair comparison. As summarized
in Table VI, our method achieves a competitive accuracy of
58.26% on this SFEW 2.0 dataset, which is the best result
compared to the other methods in TABLE VI. According to
mentioned analysis, our method is effective to FER on context-
sensitive scenarios.

3) Complexity Analysis: Deep learning-based methods of-
ten rely on a large number of parameters, leading to high
computational overhead, evident in increased FLOPs, longer
training cycles, and slower inference, which ultimately limits
their practical deployment. The effectiveness and running
speed are significant for the application of FER methods in

TABLE VI Comparisons to different methods on the SFEW
2.0 dataset for FER.

Methods Pretrained Dataset ~ Accuracy (%)
DAN [46] MS-Celeb-1M 53.18
LDL-ALSG [74] AffectNet, RAF 56.50
RAN [6] MS-Celeb-1M 56.40
ViT+SE [69] FER2013 54.29
DENet [59] ImageNet 58.03
CMNet (Ours) FER2013 58.26

real scenarios. Thus, complexity (Parameters, Running time
and Flops) is essential to test our CMNet for FER.

TABLE VII Complexity of different methods on different
databases for FER.

Methods Parameters (M) Size Running time (ms)  FLOPs (G)
512x512 67.63 5.83
CMNet(Ours) 11.78 224 x 224 14.56 1.12
128 x 128 9.13 0.36
512x512 44.12 11.67
DAN [46] 19.72 224 x 224 9.75 223
128 x 128 8.53 0.73
512 x 512 45.45 10.38
MA-Net [9] 63.54 224 x 224 34.19 3.66
128 x 128 28.75 1.20

To evaluate the efficiency of CMNet, we compare its
inference time, parameter count, and FLOPs with two state-
of-the-art methods: DAN [46] and MA-Net [9]. The inference
time is measured by processing 32 images simultaneously at
varying resolutions. As summarized in TABLE VII, CMNet
achieves competitive inference speeds of 67.63 ms, 14.56
ms, and 9.13 ms for input sizes of 512 x 512, 224 x 224,
and 128 x 128, respectively. Although DAN [46] attains the
shortest inference times across all resolutions, our method
trails by only 0.60 ms at 128 x 128 and 4.81 ms at 224 x 224.
Moreover, CMNet outperforms MA-Net [9] at the 128 x 128
and 224 x 224 sizes, though it is slightly slower at 512 x 512.
Notably, as shown in TABLE VII, CMNet excels in model
compactness and computational efficiency. It uses 7.94 million
fewer parameters than DAN [46] and 51.78 million fewer than
MA-Net [9]. In addition, it reduces FLOPs by 1.11 G and 2.54
G compared to DAN [46] and MA-Net [9], respectively, at the
224 x 224 input size. According to mentioned illustrations, we
can see that our proposed CMNet is more competitive than
other popular methods, i.e., DAN [46] and MA-Net [9] for
FER on complexity, which is suitable to mobile devices.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present a cross-modal network via inter-
acting biological and structural information to mine face sym-
metry information. Firstly, it uses a cross-modal enhancement
mechanism to fuse face symmetry information and structural
information to capture more emotional information for FER.
Secondly, to overcome negative effect of obtained biological
and structural information, a salient facial information re-
finement module interacts channel and spatial information in
different ways to capture salient facial expression information
to enhance robustness of the model obtained for FER. To pre-
vent asymmetrical half-face information, a half-face alignment
optimization mechanism is used to align obtained information



from left and right half faces for FER. Our methods are more
effective than popular methods for FER in terms of real scenes
and context-sensitive scenes. In the future, we will attempt to
use dynamic scenes to guide a deep network for FER.
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