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Abstract

Abstract

The key issue of face recognition is how to make computer identify the
specific person, and it is very significant in theoritic and practical aspects. It can
speed up the development of the Artificial Intelligence and Computer Vision. At
the same time, face recognition as one of important biometric recognition
technologies is of wide potential applications, such as identity authentication,
surveillance, human and computer interaction, public security, financial security,
and so on.

Face recognition has made a big progress in the past thirty years, and the
performance can be accepted in some good conditions. However, it can not
satisfy the need of human being in the uncontrolled environment. This thesis
focuses on the key technologies and problems to implement a robust face
recognition system. The contributions of the thesis are:

1. Studied the facial feature extraction problem, and proposed a Constrained

Shape Model(CSM)

Facial feature extraction is one of basic problems for robust face recognition
system. The thesis first re-grouped facial feature points, for which different
modeling and searching methods are used, and then proposed a Constrained
Shape Model(CSM) to locate the facial feature points. The features of CSM
include: (1) The facial feature points are divided into the edge and control parts.
(2) A modified ASM is used to model the edge part, which considers the
contribution of the edge information. (3)Gabor feature is used to model the
control points, and a heuristic strategy is used to find the candidate points.
Experimental results show that CSM can robustly extract the facial feature.

2. Initially proposed Gabor Quadrant based face recognition method.

Gabor feature has been widely used in the field of object recognition,
however, most face recognition systems are based on the Gabor magnitude part.
This thesis proposed a Gabor phase based method for face recognition, named
Histogram of Gabor Phase Pattern(HGPP). The features of HGPP are (1)
Different from traditional face recognition methods exploiting the Gabor

magnitude information, HGPP is completely based on the Gabor phase
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information. (2)Local XOR Pattern(LXP) is proposed to capture local phase

variations. (3)HGPP does not need the train procedure, and directly extracts the

histogram feature, therefore, avoids the generalization problem existing in the
statistic-based methods.

3. Generalization of the Local XOR Pattern(LXP) operator
LXP proposed in the thesis has been successfully applied to the Gabor

quadrant information, and it has achieved a good performance. However, it

seems that LXP can be only a binary operator, and this thesis proposed a

generalization method for LXP, which can be used on the grey-level images. The

Gabor magnitude and phase are then combined with LXP, and the Gabor-based

Local XOR Pattern histograms(HGLXP) is finally proposed for face recognition.

The features of HGLXP are (1) Binary images for face recognition are calculated

based on different gradient directions. (2) LXP is used to reveal whether the

neighbors has the same directions.(3)LXP has been successfully combined with

Gabor magnitude and phase to extract spatial histograms as the discriminant

feature.(4)HGLXP does not need the training procedure, and the histogram

feature is directly extracted to avoid the generalization problem.

3. The relationship between kernel fisher and support vector machine was
proven, and then this thesis proposed the margin-based nonlinear discriminant
analysis method.

Kernel fisher analysis and Support Vector Machine(SVM) are two successful
applications of the kernel trick. In this thesis, the relationship between them has
been proven, that is, the normal vector of SVM is of nullspace property in terms
of the support vectors based within-class scatter matrix. The margin-based
discriminant analysis method is then proposed for face recognition, and
experimental results show that it is very efficient.

4. Proposed a histogram and ensemble-based kernel fisher analysis method for
face recognition
The histogram feature has been successfully used in the field of face

recognition without the training procedure, therefore, avoiding the generalization

problem. However, the background information contained in the training
database offered by the expereimental protocal is not exploited, therefore, this

thesis proposed a kernel fisher method to use the background information

v



Abstract

contained in the training database, and enhanced the performance of the face
recognition system.

This thesis makes research about some key problems to implement a robust
face recognition system, especially in the aspects of facial feature extraction,
feature representation and nonlinear discriminant analysis, which are helpful for

other researchers.

Key words: Face Recognition, Active Shape Model, Kernel analysis, Support
Vector Machine, Histogram, Local XOR Pattern.



S N L e VAT

B e ceeeeereereereeeeree et sae e e e e e e esesaesae st e e e e a s e R e e ae b e e e e s e s e R e R e b et e aesaenaenaaennn I
ADSETACE caueeenerenieeneeenieeneeeneeeeeeseecessersecssscssscsssosssosssosssssssssssssssssssssasesssssasssssssassssne 111
LB ZEIL bbb bbb bbb s s s e be b 1
1.1 AR IE T BT S oo 1
1.2 AR EREIR oo 1
1.3 A RME A AR R AR FAFIAN AL o 2
1.4 AR BITETTLEIR oo 5
1.4.1 ANJG TR B AR TTEEREIR oo 5
1.4.2 B NI FERAILN EE SR & FERET MR o, 12
1.4.3 NS UATIR K H AR B AT e 16

1.5 A SC TAERI EZEERZR oo et 16
1.6 2SI TETETTHR oo 17
1.7 R RGER ST FR (e, 18
F28 ETARBRERAE IR cccovereerrrneccncenesnsnsnseesessenes 20
2.1 T AT AT e 20
2.2 GETFTEARIETL e 22
2.3 Gabor ZB I JELTH . oo 23
2.4 HT ISR A Gabor AHAAG T LA TEARBERL o 25
2.4.1 TULGE FSAEBRITIE oo 25
2.4.2 T ETAE B ITIE oo 26
2.4.3 THEFAE BB BT oo, 26

2 L R e 27
2.6 ANTEIINGE e 29
HE3E ET Gabor BB AFERBANRINFTE o 30
3.1 AR A R AE S IR I ..o 30
3.1.1 FEFGih 3 TrE M IR AE BRI v 30
3.1.2 AEGEvl 2 ) T iERUMNRFIESE BTV o 33
313 NG e 33

3.2 AKEIRAH Gabor FFAER IR I TATIR oooveeeeeeee e 34
3.3 T EH 7 B R Gabor AHAZZMASHEI oo 35
3.3.1 Gabor HAZ AT ZE IR EAL oo 36
3.3.2 JAI#B Gabor AL AGRE I oo, 37



H o

3.3.3 42JR) Gabor AHALZR AL I ..o 40
3.3.4 BT H 7 B Gabor AHAZEET oo 41
33,5 B T o 42
3.4 FEF HGPP AT TRI oo 43
3.4.1 FETEH I EIAS IV JTE oo 43
3.4.2 3T Fisher R I IIBUTTIE oo 44
3 L T e 45
3.5.1 FEAR FERET M oo 45
3.5.2 CAS-PEAL-RI A ..o 53
3.6 AT NG Lo 54
FA4E BEERHE TR MM BB esesesenes 55
4.1 JRFB T AEREFC(LBP) oo 55
4.2 JAFBIE IR FCLXPY oo 56
4.3 FEFBEREE 71 AT LXP BEIL e 56
4.4 FF LXP I BT B oo 62
A5 T I A0 T oo 62
4.6 FET LXP FIATETRII oot 62
AT T oo 63
4.7.1 FEFIREEG A LBP FLXP IS Ll e, 63
4.7.2 T Gabor FAEM) LBP Fl LXP [ SZIEATE oo 64
4.7.3 A1) T B HE I BELE oo 65
4.7.4 FEFTFEAR FERET MR I SLIEAT LG oo, 66
4.7.5 T CAS-PEAL-R1 SZEGRTEE oo 67
A8 ARTE/INGE e 67
FSE BETREIBABIRAI T E o eeeeeeeeereeeensesesessesesesssesesesesssseses 69
5.0 BT A IR T e 69
511 T IO T TV e 70
512 ERPEFU I A0 AT T2 e 71
5.1.3 FEF BRI T2 M TTEE oo, 75
5.0.4 JHNTTCII BT TTVEE oo e 78

5 LS R G e 79
5.2 SCHFI AL ZE TR PE oo 79
521 SZHFFFIEL oo e 80



S N L e VAT

5.2.2 SCHEFRI BN 2T VE oo, 81
5.3 BT SVM M Z AL FIIN 73 BT TTV8: oo 83
5.3.1 PRI T LI oot 84
5.3.2 FETF SVM I ZE T I3 HT v 84
5.4 BT EAEAAEARZS T Fisher BT 775 o 86
5.5 FETAZ O A ) A3 AT R LD BEUREAE B A RO T8 e 87
50 L T e 89
5.6.1 FETIRPE BB EITEL oo 89
5.6.2 3T HGPP [R5 S TTEPERE MR oo, 90
5.6.3 JET HGLXP %2 2 I iEMERE MR oo 92
5.7 ASTEINEE oo 94
HoE MPHEEMMETARBIAIFEERL .ccovvvveceiccrcccnane 96
6.1 THITBEFHE TE AT ZREE e 96
6.2 T R BRI R e 97
6.3 T AIETERIN I B R G oo 100
6.4 ASTEINGE oo, 102
ZEID e bbb e e bbb bbb bR e e bR bbb bbb ene 104
BIETUER cvevereerrrerrereresesesesesesssssssesesesesessssssssssssssesssesessssssssssesssesssesesssssssssesenes 106
BUEFRIHI B R FRHIZFEIRIEIT corereeeeeeeercrcereresesesesssssssssssssesesesesssesesesens 116
AN AT T ceeeeerrereererssenesesesessssssesesesesesesssssssssesesssssensssssssssssesssesssesessssssesseseses 117
BREINKRFE T FMIE IR RIERE B s 118
RAREINKRFE T A SE IR coeeeeeeeeeeeereeeeeeeeeenene 118
B oveverererenereeeeesesesesesesesesessesessassssssesssssssesesesesssesesesesasasssasassesesssesssessenene 119

VIII



Contents

Contents

Chinese ADSEracCt.......iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiisssisiissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssns I
7 N1 1] 1 T N I
Chapter 1 INtroduction .......cceeiiinnuneneeeeienciniinsssnneeeeeencssssssssssesessesssssssssssassssssess 1
1.1 Backgroud of face reCoOgnition.........cccuvviiiiieeeiiiiiiiiiiieiee e e et e e e e e 1
1.2 Introduction of face reCOZNITION ......uvvviiiiieeeeeeiiiiiiiiireeeeeeeeeiiirieeeeeeeeeeienns 1
1.3 Metrits and demetrits of face reCOgNItioN ........cceuvvvvirereeeeeeiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeiens 2
1.4 Introduction of face rECOZNITION ......uvvviiiiieeeeeeiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeieens 5
1.4.1 Main face recognition methods.........cccceeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeiiieeee e, 5
1.4.2 Main face databases and FERET protocal ............cccccevviieiieiniiiinnnnnen. 12
1.4.3 Future of face reCOZNItION. ... .uuuuuueieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii s 16

1.5 MaIN StTAt@ZICS ..eeeiiiiiiieiiiiiiiiiieieieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeesaeeseeessessaaeeaesesenees 16
1.6 Main CONITDULIONS .cceeiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee ettt e et eee e e e 17
1.7 Organization of the TheSiS.........cccviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e 18
Chapter 2 Facial feature localization based Constrainted Shape Model....... 20
2.1 Previous WOTK ........oiiiiiiiiiiiiic e 20
2.2 Statistic shape mModel ............uvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e 22
2.3 Theory of Gabor transformation ...........cccveeeereeeeeiiiiiiiiiiieee e 23
2.4 Constrainted Shape Model based on edge constraint and Gabor phase
INFOTMATION «eeiiiiiiiiieee et e e e e e e e e e e e 25
2.4.1 Searching strategy for edge POInts.......cccvvvvieieeeeeeiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeiieeeen. 25
2.4.2 Searching strategy for control PoOiNts.........ccceeeeeeeviiviiieeeeeeeeeniiinineeen. 26
2.4.3 Algorithm of facial feature localization............ccccoeeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiienn, 26

2.5 Experimental TeSULLS .....cc.vviviiiiiiieeieeeiiiieeee e 27
2.6 Conclusions and future Work ..........c..coeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 29

PRASE.ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieenieeieeeneeeteeeteeenteeneesseesssesssesssessssssssssessssessssssssssssssssssssssases 30
3.1 Review work about the discriminant feature extraction for face recogntion
......................................................................................................................... 30

IX



S N L e VAT

3.1.1 Discriminant feature extraction based on statistic-based methods...... 30

3.1.2 Discriminant feature extraction based on non-statistic based methods

..................................................................................................................... 33
3.1.3 CONCIUSIONS .enieiiiieeiiiiiee et e e e 33
3.2 Reviews about the Gabor representation ...........cc.eeeeeeeeeeeeiiciiiiieeeeeeeeenennns 34
3.3 Gabor Phase Pattern for the spatial histogram.............ccceeecviiiiiiiieeennnnnns 35
3.3.1 Qudrant Bit Coding of the Gabor phase...........ccccccvvviiiiieiieiiiiiinee. 36
3.3.2 Local Gabor Phase Pattern.........cccueeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeieee e 37
3.3.3 Global Gabor Phase Pattern...........ceevviiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiee e, 40
3.3.4 Spatial Histogram for Gabor Phase Pattern ...............ccccceeeevviinnnnnnn.. 41
3.3.5 Further analysis .......ccooooiiiiiiiiiiieeeeecieieeee e e 42
3.4 Face recognition based on HGPP ............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee, 43
3.4.1 Face recognition based on histogram intersection ................cccuvvveee.. 43
4.4.2 Weighting strategy based on the Fisher principal .............ccccceeeennn. 44
3.5 Experimental analysSiS..........ceeieeiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeiiiiieeeeeeeeeeiiieee e e e e e e e e 45
3.5.1 Standard FERET protocal ...........ccooviiiiiiiiiiiieieeieiiiieeeee e 45
3.5.2 CAS-PEAL-R1 protocal .........cccceeiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeiiiiieeee e 53
3.6 Conclusions and future Work ..........cooeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiee e 54
Chapter 4 Generalization of Local XOR Pattern operator .......cccceeeeeinnnnnnneee 55
4.1 Local Binary Pattern(LBP) .........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeceeeee e 55
4.2 Local XOR Pattern(LXP) ...cc.cuuriiiiiiiieieeiiiiiieeeee e 56
4.3 LXP based on gradient direcion binary results ...........cccccccviieeeiiiiiinnnnnen. 56
4.4 Spatial histogram based on LXP..........cccccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeei, 62
4.5 FUIther analySis ....uuuuiiiiiieiiiiiiiiiiiieee e e e ettt e e e e et e e e e e e e e e eeensaeeeas 62
4.6 Face recognition based on LXP ........ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeee e, 62
4.7 Experimental ANalysSiS.......cccoceviiiiiiieeeeiiiiiiiiiiiee e e e e e e e e e 63

4.7.1 Experimental comparisons of LBP and LXP based on grey-level
TITEAZES .t s 63

4.7.2 Experimental comparisons of LBP and LXP based on the Gabor

FEALUTE ...t 64
4.7.3 Feature reduction of spatial histogram............cccccceeevieiniiiiiiiieeeeennnnn, 65
4.7.4 Experimental results based on the standard FERET database............. 66
5.7.5 Experimental results based on CAS-PEAL-R1 database .................... 67

X



Contents

4.8 Conclusions and future Worki...........cccceeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiei e 67
Chapter S Face recognition based Kernel Fisher analysis.......cccccceeeiiinnnnnnnnees 69
5.1 Face recognition based subspace method .............ccccoeevviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinis 69
5.1.1 Principal component analysis ..........cccccuvviiiireeeeiiriiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeiiieeeen 70
5.1.2 Linear discriminant analysis ...........ccccvuvriiiiieeeeeiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeiievneeen 71
5.1.3 Kernel Fisher analysis ......cc..ceeiiieeeiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeiieeee e 75
5.1.4 Independent Component ANalysis ........ccceeeeeeeeeeriiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeiiineneenen. 78
5.1.5 CONCIUSIONS ..euuiiiiieeiiiiiee et e e e e e 79
5.2 Nullspace property of Support Vector Machine(SVM).......ccccccceviieveennnnnns 79
5.2.1 Support Vector MacChine ............cceevvieiiiiiiiieeeeeiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeiienneeeens 80
5.2.2 Nullspace of SVM ..o e 81
5.3 SVM-based nullspace kernel discriminant analysis for face recognition .83
5.3.1 Decision boundary feature matriX.........ccccceeeeeeeeeriiiiiiieeeeeeeeeseiiineeeen. 84
5.3.2 Nullspace discriminant analysis based on SVM .........ccccccceeviinnnnnnen. 84
5.4 Nearest Neighbor-based Fisher discriminant analysis ..........cccccceeeeeeeennnns 86
5.5 Face recognition based on the combination of kernel Fisher analysis and
SPatial NIStO@IAML. . .ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee et e et e e e e e e e taereaeeeeeeeennnes 87
5.6 Experimental analysSiS..........ciiieeiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeiiiiiieeee e e e eeeiiieee e e e e e e 89
5.6.1 Experimental comparison based on the grey-level images ................. 89

5.6.2 Performance of HGPP-based kernel discriminant analysis for face
TECOZIITION .eeeeeeeee e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ee e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeaaeeaeaaaaaaaaeaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaeeaens 90
5.6.3 Performance of HGLXP-based kernel discriminant analysis for face
TECOZIITION . e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeaaeeaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaeaaaaaaaaaaaaaens 92

5.7 Conclusions and fULUIE WOTK ...couuieene e 94

L A1) 1 Fd 1 V18 11 | RPNt 95
6.1 Facial Feature Localization SySteM...........cccevriiiiiiiiiiieeeeeiiiiiiieeeeeeee e 95
6.2 Semi-automatic annotation Of PICTUIES .........ccevveuvriiiiieeeeeeiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeieens 6
6.3 Time Card system based on face recoOgnition.............cceeeeeuvvriiiereeeereennennnns 99
0.4 CONCIUSIONS .nieeieeeiiiiiee et e et e e et e e et e e e st ee e e 101

L 01) 114 11T (1) | F 103

L A (4 ) 1 TNt 105

Papers publised in the period of PH.D. Education......ccccceeeeeiieeeneeeneennneeneeeee 115

XI



S N L e VAT

L R 1 1 1 1Nt 116
Letter of Authentification ......cccceeiieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieeiieeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 116
Statement of COPYTigRt .ccvcvcvnnnnnnniiieiiiiiiiiitnnieieenencinnnnneeeeeenescsssssnaseseseenens 117
ACKNOWIEAZEMENTL...cciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiininieenieeieeeieeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeesseeseeesseee 118

XII



SRR

HES=ES

B LT T e e 7
B 1-2 38 DR B ISR AT oo 7
B 1-3 AT TR B ZETI e 8
B 14 BT R TTIRRT e 9
B 21 TR A TR A e 22

B 2-2 MIABEFAESRINAT R, a,b) AT — @ C AT AR AL IR PR LA R )R
T A A G0 (60 1T P8R 0L (0 R B 2R d) T MG 1) T 0 5 AL 1) i R 5 SR

......................................................................................................................... 28
Kl 3-1 Gabor TRAEFFAE AT AL R oo, 35
K 3-2 Gabor AHHEB S FIARALEE TR o 37
Kl 3-3 Daugman PIAHAL A I BR B TR B oo, 37
K 3-4 A EOE S T 7RI oo, 38
Kl 3-5 a) SEECJREE Gabor AHA 4 5 152 3 (Real-LGPP) b) Ji 8 1) &) &1
Gabor A7 i BB I (REAI-LGPP) ... 39
B 3-6 AN A G BG BREXIR JR1 38 Gabor AHAL GRS o 40
B 3-7 BB TT VTR e 41
Kl 3-8 a) SEFM AR Gabor AHAZ 4 i3 4% X (Real-GGPP) b) i ¥ 1] 4 Jr)
Gabor A7 i BB I (REAI-GGPP) ... 41
K] 39 HGPP J7 1 IFITRFRIE oo 42
K 3-10 FERET BUHEEHIREAS (oo 45

l 3-11 Gabor HiIMIREHS £ . a) [ =m;b) f. =~/2/27, and

) L0 T 46
B 312 TETHIEZ e 47
K 3-13 55— AT NG EE 17 22 e hE 2,6,10 B2, o5 47T £ NG B 17 47 e
B 206,10 T oo 47
K 3-14 FIITR N AN EIGAE Y 227 23,4, H=ATRE TR R A
B EGAE Xl EIEAT T FE 2,34 183 o 48

XIII



S N L e VAT

K 3-15 7¢ FB MRS FIAUF HGPP X e &bt (2 F£onn ik

2 FE, -2 BITRIATHEFE 2 P oo 48
Kl 3-16 ¢ FB MRS EKE HGPP X X 4l b~ 3% i & b (1 - 3
TR P# 3 MEER, -3 BN 3 MEER) e 49
Kl 3-17 ¢ FB MRS EXGE HGPP X Y %l b~ 3% i & k(1 - 3
TR P# 3 MEER, -3 BN 3 MEER) e 49
K 3-18 T HANFO A ZE I EE I oo, 50
Kl 3-19 ANEE T B Bins A PR ZE IR oo 51
K 3-20 CAS-PEAL H4lE ZE FAREAS (oo 53
Bl 4-1 Jal —AEBL(LBP)H T B 7R BB e 55
Kl 4-2 LXP 18 R EE a) ‘TR S L(LXP) 0 BRI M, 57

Kl 4-3 T Gabor(5 N RUE 8 /NTJ7 ) IRAE ALK LXP /R B a) R n b JiE
J7 2 0 FERF LXP 455 b)RsH6SET7 e 45 BT LXP 453 o) RnHh i
J7 152 90 FEW) LXP 455 )R s BEJ7 a5 135 JEI LXP 455 ... 59
Kl 4-4 T Gabor(5 N RUE 8 NJ7 MNAHALFAE N LXP /R B a) R n i JiE
J7 2 0 FERF LXP 455 b) R mH#6SET7 ) JE 45 BEIT LXP 453 o) RnHf i

J7 )52 90 SEW) LXP 455 )R s BEJ7 152 135 JEI LXP 45 5. 61
Bl 5-1 x , x, ASCFFE, h (x)2%ERE, Margin £REE ... 80
B 5-2 NN-FLD 7R BB e 87
Kl 5-3 CAS-PEAL-RI B3 & FHITERERT L oo 91
Kl 5-4 FHECT R M (CAS-PEAL-R1) oo 91
K] 5-5 FERET i ZE EHITERERTEE oo 92
K 5-6 H 7K Bins BT UL REM oo 93
Kl 5-7 CAS-PEAL-RIT B3 & F I TERERT L oo 93
K] 5-8 FERET i ZE FHITERERT L oo 94
B 61 TH BB TE AT ZRGE oo, 95
B 6-2 F T R R T T E T2 A R0 e, 96
B 6-3 TR BRTE B A e 97
B 6-4 BRI K B A e 98
Bl 6-5 B BIFRIE T BE B A oo 98
B 6-6 B FRTE (BBZE) oo, 99
B 6-7 I AR AIIIZE BN ZR DL oo, 100

XIvV



T 11 EWEFAE VRN TTVEEEI oo 3
B 2-TrB BERERTEL Lo 29
22 AT IR ZERE FEI R oo 29
2 3-1 AFEUGE KRNI R TEM oo 47
* 3-2 &R Gabor AHAT G AR T I TR A ZERT LG e 51
* 3-3 FIEFE LM AR RGN A R (FERET) v 52
# 3-4 CAS-PEAL-R1 £ 22 5 B IR MR T LY 53
* 41 HETREZEEK LBP A LXP 45 B AHEE(16 BInS) v 63
F 4-2 FET Sobel H T LBP A LXP 45 BAFEE v 64
#* 4-3 KT Gabor FFAEMR) LBP AT LXP 45 AT EL v 64
* 4-4 FT Gabor MRAE 7 1) LXP FfAE(H— 77 W) F1 LGBPHS % Lt 65
X 4-5 Image LXP (¥ E 7 & Bins BRI R Z T IR covreeeeeeeeeeeeeen 66
% 4-6 GHLXP 1577 Bl Bins U TRAR I IR (oo 66
K 47 FEFE LN R RGN A R (FERET) v 67
K 4-8 M AL NG R 40 0 EL 45 R (CAS-PEAL-R1).............. 67
% 5-1 CAS-PEAL-R1 EHm FEM M A (0 = 2) e 89

XV



S N L e VAT

List of Figures and Tables

Fag 1T J ot 7
Fig.1-2 Object Adapted GridS........coeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiieee e 7
Fig.1-3 Face bunch graph .........ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeee e 8
Fig.1-4 Model of statistic-based recognition method ..........ccoccueeeienniiiennnnne. 9
Fig.2-1 Control POINS ...ccovuiiiiiiiiiiiee et e e 22

Fig.2-2 Samples of facial feature extraction results a,b)Samples with

illumination changes, ¢) Samples with expression changes d) Samples in the

NOTMAL CONAITION...eeeiiiiiiieiiiiiie e e et e e e e aeee e e 28
Fig.3-1 Visualization of Gaborfaces(Magnitude part) ........c..ccceeevevirivrreeeeennn. 35
Fig.3-2 Visualization of Gabor Phase ...........cccccceeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiicceeieee e 37
Fig.3-3 Illustration of the Quandrant Bit Coding method.................cccoeeeennnn. 37
Fig.3-4 Illustration of Local XOR Pattern Operator...........ccceevuvveeeenieneeennnne. 38
Fig.3-5 a) Real Part Local Gabor Phase Pattern b) Imaginery Part Local Gabor
Phase Patternl ......ccooiuiiiiiiiiiiiie et et et 39
Fig.3-6 LGPPs for Different faces..........ccceeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeceeeeiee e 40
Fig.3-7 Illustration of the division method for Gabor Phase Pattern ............... 41
Fig.3-8 a) Real Part Global Gabor Phase Pattern b) Imaginery Part Global
Gabor Phase Pattern ........oooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 41
Fig.3-9 Flow chart of HGPP.......c.ooiiiiiiiee e 42
Fig. 3-10 Samples of the FERET database ...........ccccceevviiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiieee 45
Fig.3-11 Magnitude Part of Gabor kernels. a) f,,, =7/2;b)f. =~27/2,and
o T A OO S 46
Fig.3-12 Frontal faces.....ccccuuiiiiiiiiiiieiiee e 47
Fig.3-13 The first row with 2,6,10 degrees rotation, the second row with
2,6,10 de@rees TOtATION ..oeeeeeeeiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeiiiieeeeeeeeeeeiitaaeereeeeeeeeseenarareaeaeeeens 47

Fig.3-14 The top two rows with X-translation 2,3,4 pixels, the two bottom
rows with Y-translation 2,3,4 pixels .......coooviiiiiiiiiiiieiiieiieeee e, 48



List of Figures ans Tables

Fig.3-15 Robustness of HGPP against rotation on FB probe(2 means 2 degress
Left rotation, -2 means 2 degress Right rotation) ...........ccccceeevveiiiiiiiiiiieeeennnns 48
Fig.3-16 Robustness of HGPP against X-translation on FB probe(3 means 2

pixels Left translation, -3 means 3 pixels Right translation in the X-direction)

Fig.3-17 Robustness of HGPP against Y-translation on FB probe(3 means 3

pixels Left translation, -3 means 3 pixels Right translation in the Y-direction)

......................................................................................................................... 49
Fig.3-18 Recognition rates for different number of sub-regions...................... 50
Fig.3-19 Recognition rates for different number of histogram bins................. 51
Fig.3-20. Samples of the CAS-PEAL database..........ccceevuvveeeiniiiiiiiniiieeenee, 53
Fig.4-1 Illustration of Local Binary Pattern(LBP) operator............ccccceeeeeennnn. 55

Fig.4-2 Illustration of LXP, a) the meaning for ‘1’ b) the meaning for ‘0’ ...... 57
Fig.4-3 Illustration of Gabor Magnitude based LXP results(5 scales, 8
orientations), a) LXP results for 0-degree gradient direction b) LXP results for
45-degree gradient direction ¢) LXP results for 90-degree gradient direction d)
LXP results for 135-degree gradient direction...........ccccuvvveeeeeeeeeeiiicniiiieeeeeennn. 59
Fig.4-4 Illustration of Gabor Phase based LXP rsults(5 scales, 8 orientations),
a) LXP results for 0-degree gradient direction b) LXP results for 45-degree
gradient direction c¢) LXP results for 90-degree gradient direction d) LXP
results for 135-degree gradient dir€Ction...........cceeveeeeeeiiiiiiieeieeeeeeeiiieeeeeeee. 61
Fig.5-1 x,,x, are support vectors, /4 (x)is the normal vector, Margin is the

distance between different Classes .........ccocceeeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiini e 80
Fig.5-2 Mlustration of NN-FLD ......cccooiiiiiiiiiiiie e 87
Fig.5-3 Comparison of the performance on CAS-PEAL-R1 database............. 91
Fig.5-4 Recognition rates for different number of sub-regions(CAS-PEAL-R1)
......................................................................................................................... 91
Fig.5-5 Comparison of the performance on the FERET database.................... 92
Fig.5-6 Recognition rates for different number histogram bins....................... 93
Fig.5-7 Comparison of the performance on the CAS-PEAL-R1 database........ 93
Fig.5-8 Comparison of the performance on the FERET database.................... 94
Fig.6-1 Facial feature localization SyStem ..........ccoccuuveeiiiiiiiieinniiiieeeeiicee e 95
Fig.6-2 Video-based facial feature localization system ........c.ccccceeeeeviieerennns 96

XVII



S N L e VAT

Fig.6-3 Annotating the picture one by one .........cccoecuveeeeeniiiieieniiiiieeeeieee e 97
Fig.6-4 Annotation of the first pICture.........oooouvieiiiiiiiiiiiiiceece e 98
Fig.6-5Automatic annotating other pictures ...........ccccevviiiereeeeeeiiciiiiiiieee e 98
Fig.6-6Automatic annotating the pictures(Clustering) ...........ccceeecuvvvvvrenennnn. 199
Fig.6-7 Time Card system based on face recOgnition .........cccevcuveeeerniiieeeerniineeeenns 100
Table 1-1 Comparison of biometrics technologies............ccccceeeeviiiiiiiiieieeennnnn, 3
Table 2-1 Experimental result cOmpariSONS...........coeveuvvviieiereeeeeriiiiiiiieeeeeeeeenns 29
Table 2-2 Error for different frequUencies........cccoeeveeeviiiiiiiiieeeeieiiiiiieeee e 29
Table 3-1 Recognition rates for different sizes of basic HGPP....................... 47
Table 3-2 Rank-1 recognition rate comparisons for different kinds of Gabor
Phase PatternS.....cccuuuiiiieiiiiiiee ettt et e et e e e e e e 51
Table 3-3 Recognition rate comparisons with other well-known face
TECOZNTILION SYSEEIMIS ...vvvviiiiereeeeeeeiiiiiieieeeeeeeeeeeiiirteeeeeeeeesesnnnrrrreeeeeesesasnnsssaneens 52
Table 3-4 Rank-1 recognition rate comparison on the CAS-PEAL-R1 database
......................................................................................................................... 53
Table 4-1 Comparison results for LBP and LXP based on grey-level images(16
|03 1) P TP UPTU PR PPPR 63
Table 4-2 Comparison results of LBP and LXP based the Sobel operator-....... 64

Table 4-3. Comparison results of LBP and LXP based on the Gabor feature ..64
Table 4-4 Comparison results of LXP(single direction) and LGBPHS based on
the Gabor MAGNITUAE .....uuuuiiiiiiiiiiiiii s 65
Table 4-5 The relationship between the number of histogram bins and
recognition rates for Image LXP.......ccccccoiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiee e, 66

Table 4-6 The relationship between the number of histogram bins and

recognition rates for GHLXP .......ccccccviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e 66
Table 4-7 Comparison results with other well-known face recognition systems
......................................................................................................................... 67
Table 4-8 Comparison results with other well-known face recognition
SYSteMS(CAS-PEAL-RT) cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 67
Table 5-1 Experimental results for the CAS-PEAL-R1 database(r=2) ............ 89

XVIII



A

F1E 4it

1.1 ABIRANBFARERFEX

RIS TAE S A3 2 7 B K AR R E R G T pi I H 2 T A YR e 1
SR (S . 60332010). RS HONVERIL B R I00H (I
H%: 03DZ15013). DAL Fig@R R IRMBHE AR AR KR 5. A
IoAST ks eSS i BN N8 10 TN A < E L S NN S SR etk i E R E I SN
AT & 0 U . AR B AR R AR 2 2 (FRAB R AE) . A IE R4
HEHREAE. B2, RIS, MAS I AHLAS B RS 5E Ty TH 1 BN H
BT T R A 24 A A R SR T i AT (1) — AN 7T B IR, R N S
AR I R A N e FEER A, (IR S AL R e — AN R K
VR, N AT S A% 2 T 25 44, DR i MG 11 4 d B 221 i A+ ) 187 B 1 42 ok
UL A% A T IVL A 138 A 15 A ok — R AERIMA B b, S MK H
PRI LG, AEWIAR B AR 00 5T R . e ah, BT AR LA AL 45 4
REAE, 10 Rl — N B A [R) 1038 5 PR TR A 4% A R AR A 2 e AR 3 K IR A2 A O
TEEHUIMT ), BT DU VR0 50325 0 200425 B AN [R) 288 531 [ Bl 4 v v 5 1140 22 931
[FIEE S NI U 0 — S8 A503 m) DAHE) ™ B — M AR R B A5 i R0 s, ek
FLre A AR ) i R0 1D i

NSRBI B ATZ N A5, AN F 2 G, 2R R 2N
A H 2545 2 45 B BUMN I E AL, AR R AR TR AR Ik A A 1 — T 1)
B TR Z o NI TR ARAE A Az P Re A U3 Ak (1) 44 ) 1) 22—, AT LA
TN T e A . AN . BT RATEEZ N RS

1.2 AB&IR 3 2] 35 4 1Ak

Nz iR (Face Recognition), 5K Fx b g 387 v SAL LU Sar A B 1R 50l
B SR R LI 5 G 0, R AR AR RO K — A 93 3. O T HERR N
IS0y, THAENURT EEN PR B A R nIE B, IR TG A7 A 5
i, PO — N NI S By BRI, A RO (A 55 it 6 v 5L
HAT KT BB 0HEE S, 0 T 58X — 4555, — okt — A Ak R
RGN AZ AL DY ) -



S N L e VAT

1. AR 5 R ER

N AGE I 1) 3 AT 55 2 ) i i N P A5 o I 971 v o2 5 A AR B
W0 RAFAE W0 TP AE BOAL B AN AN o AR A I S B R0 58 48 A
Bt R — 2, I N ER A BE — 2P e NI & KNS
5

2. EEBEHIEE L

T 0 A 5 7 [ 5 A 55 2 4 I A B R R IR R IR L T B
SRS AL AR R TR R % A AU (1 R R A R A L A

3. fFERENIZEE

R ME B /A FEAE O NI rh d o LB ARy, AR RE T A
PUNPERE . 122D BRI T2 BT 55 4t B TR P UL RENE X 0 AR IR 22 57
P ) — AN AR A RS 1 A o I B

4. ¥t

3 S s (1) 2 BT 55 o AR AR B IR AR A o BN 0 B 4, B e A\
A5 NG e 20 v FR AR — A N i A, — RSORS00 7 20 i A Ko 5 A
205 € I KLl 12 b BEAT PIWT s 23 SRS K 53 b — MME S5 2 il Yo o O3 A e e, R
ARGty L N BRI 5 0y 5 FCBT B RR IR 5 03 2 15 45 A 4 LRI

S N P AR 8 3 I 12 R i N PR AR T A B ), e TR R R
e AN Al I A

1.3 ARIRBMEAEMFHERB MM BFIT B

500 U0 5 B0 AIE 2 NS HH AW P IR S 2 — . LSS0
R E LRI NA T M S bR, EEARESE . P1RESE,  BOp]
H SRR, ek S . 245, SRIMX L7 sCE A AT, Aw]
S ANLRASER R RREF AT LR R, S USIE A5 MR 405 43 T
R i DA S AT iy vl 5 B 3 6 UE 5 R (R 7 SR A 2 17 A A A R 1) R e
J&o RN, AP A Y0 AR N Ry S R R B 3 AR ) AL (K 28 B e e A0

FI U8 22y AL R B ) I 5E 27 (Biometrics) 7E 3X LRy 45 28 W)y AL R
A, RIA T SEHLBOAR S IO SE BT [ A 1 A2 PR AR AT D0 5 AR, JF S TG A
it 7 B0 PR o (B AT LA, LR B B 6 U3 H i B sh AR,
PEBRFLIE AR S AR, SoRYEROR AL, BY B L. R e RRUE
PESE: AT OWHFAEIE SJBEAR, R RPEMRRAE, PIE SOOI AE . A3



A

FEAEY AR MG WL, HRE0. L R BB AT NREE N AL S
ar. Bl B R AEWRE U S 4 BN EOR R TN L
PR AL RS PE AT AN AR, DAL A% G0 0 B A R0 O vk SRR . TSR
[l o AR L AR 25 5 A N DA . AT 2 B, DAL A GRS SR B 5 n 2
Gy JifHe MR, REEFRPTH KA RGEM A TN Z . Shh, AR
PR IEA % B AR R RS I, R -1 BN T IO E AT T3 T TR L
[4]
R 1-1 AERFAE U U5 i

Table 1-1 Comparison of biometrics technologies

ANV | VBYE | W HE | Bt | PORGERE | MEUIRE | WTHCREE | BrobtE
O A T i 1 i 1
ma | o | o | i i i i
g | W | F | " i 1 i

CUET O N I 1 i 1 i
oo | & | i 1 i 1

woig | ® | @ | i I i i
w& | om | & | i 1 i I
S I B I I i I
I N i I I I
o 1 " " 1
wa | @ | ow | I I I i

W 1-1 Pros, NKH UL, 38 G035 Rr AL AR P SE 2 5y 52 3125 Bl 3 32 10
T, ABR NP BRI RAT I BRI A s i) o N DO AR AE W] 1
JITH B W AR

1. ARMIEMR

NI R B AR e R it AR A BARABE, EAT E iR
W LB EAE, B DR E AN RSSO0 R BT, XA A



S N L e VAT

(B hn 22 4 W 428 A2 AR B

2. itk

N R 53 4 A BT 5 R A T b T, DR R G AR B DT i L
PRI b, TR ARG . RN, R RESR A LA R
A DIGRAF I — 285 B o BRIk, AR 5 A T 4 S bk e 37 BAIE 5T N G2 1)
] R

3. AEFEME

AR AR AR, Wdear. WU SR AT R b, N R A
Dy ENAESZ o

R ) 52 ARAE by — b 7 2 1) 2% T AR R A RO 1 & 0 R AR, [
I ST SRR AL B R 1) R P A5 Ak 8 S5 A0 I 5 1) AR i ) i 2 —, R AE
HRAT KT B 18 S H BILAE AH O A0 ek i 2 Fs 25 L (CVPR, ICCV, ICPR,
ACM MM 2625y |, i & B T AFGR F1 AVBPA 254V 11 [ B 2 iU
— e E AT N IR BB R I R SR RE A BEsh TN TR e
AU S5 U K 2 o 7R SEBR N T, T EHLRE A ) Pk SR A R
FIRNEGE A EARE T AR EAR ol AT v, AFH 2 N H A g . 78
ADVEIGE . A RISRE L ONHLAZ BAE T I R N A s 1 S
Ty LA R AH AR ) B R A ST R AT N TR R AN 5835, kR
ZH G T AT 2 k. FNEmBLH KER 7k, RN R S5 %
BYESCHRI1,2]. A BB BAR A S 9T SR LR B TR Kt e, (H2
15 NSRS s AL 7 T, LA R A 32 2 LU JL 5 TH R 2% 11 5%
M)

(1D THFBRFAE I 2 2 Pk DA BB B A e 3 v A B A Bl i)
LT LA AHEE, e 2D 82 3D BGRB8 A AR5
B,

(2) %35 (Pose): H T RAE ER BN A AL At — AN E 5 A HE IR 0 1)
B, TR SEES B, b R AT N e i, IR e A
o NI S0 iz ) i, A Re Al Lk g DR FRARE o

(3) E1#(Expression): — N ANOAE 2 AW AL ET, Mg oS
BN WIS R G AT RELR R o AN TR AR R LA 4 R 50 i) R 1 — A
GSP 3N oA S| S R P s oS S ANt T B S R o | S N

(4) St (Nlumination): G R IR J7 1) A i & AR Ak 25 7 31 5% i) R [§1 45
(FISCHRRAE , R 52 K 22 2508 T M R A VR s 038 1 LA

4



A

AR IR T3, 6 R RIRE 25 7™ B 52 i L ART R ik (1) R A 32 B

(5) HEFY(Occlusion/Accessory): A MG U 1 55 — AR5 Bk TR 3fE 2 4k /&
N2 24P S FEE P e, Blan: Sk, A2, AREE, M55,

(6) PERI AN §S (Gender/Aging): AN [F]PE 7 1Y N1 G PR 1 5% Wiy
SEATFER, oV T A 55 TR 2 3 TR R R A . AR AR )R
MERZTANWNAE, HTTFERASKRZ NS KA, SRS, 1EE
NAHXERE o o B, 2k, I & 15 R TR i) 1k B 1
Ko

(7> Hopt: FEFE. AT G4 S5 P ) 5 40 1 I AR A

1.4 ARIR B R ERiA

ETET SCRTIR, N R il 52 AR SE ) 5K B B FH 38 77 22 g e AR 22 52 B i)
A LAk, AR BB T R R, Horh GaborRFIE SRS T AR
ORI T, R b G A R AR R U VA B B AR — s
ik 3 BN T AR AE SR BEAT AN R0 1) 07 3%, Horp =3 IR (ASM) B
g U Geit S 2 R R R REALHE T NI IR AR 1 R, B dn £ ik A
5l o3 M RO AR e v ) ) o A 9 Az U S B R g 2
IR I I TT 2 — R G AT I i . 5L B, LA 19654F Chan &
Bledsoe i 7FPanoramic Research Inc.x % T A iR I AR &, 2HAE O
H=T 25008 NRRBAER — DGR W 8, 1538 T 3% 2 05T
NRPIHEBR, WM TEZEAR L. JCHZE1990E DI, A5 E 15 2
TKEWRE, BEHRERERNERR KK, WL, ILTaEmanE T
BERZEFITT P2l 16 = B0 w) #R A W U AR NG NI R 9T . R AE A
KBTI SRR, ARTTIX A FE P RERE 25 B 5038y SR BRI o 6 Ak TR 1)
(1) 7 52 A — AN I A TR ) CUSE G M3 48 B et vk, A e 5 H 1
ke N T LR T ARG IR B ST g S IR, R TS AR U 4R 1)
S0 S ARG HUAE — T A2 .

1.4.1 ABRA EEH ARG LT

N ) 5 e 2 — AW A Rk B, B — A B BOE A AR PR Oy
5o IXEETFVRRFF TN SOR B AR HAT I AR AR . ANME S22 i
A 3RO RV AN 5 3 A FH 80N O3 i i b, AT 3 36 DR 1 B v R

5



S N L e VAT

T A B2 AR BGRRTT 2 N 1T7 3, e R I 4 BORT 38
TIEASTRL,  BL S B I TR, DR 30nT L4y 2 DY Rk

® JLITHFAE /775 (Geometric Feature-based Approaches)

® it UL J7 74 (Elastic Bunch Graph Matching Method)

® il 2% >] Jyik(Statistic Approaches)

® JEE 112~ 3] J5 vk (Non-statistic Approach)

X R Y R O B R AT T 2, XA RN R A0
(1, JURRITEZ AIWAE BRI, H gt 2] Jikidv] DLk — 22 4043
MARGE 22 D IR R AR SO R E 2 —, B 3 %, 2 4 BT R
Gidh . PrLL, ARER R DY R T L, IR AEAR OGS DA F —
BT
1.4.1.1 JLITHFE A 3%

N VU e 41 e AP 2% b DML RRAE s BIVE T JL AT RFAE 1)
N T7, I BARARAC I 8] A 38 45 A7, SCHR[18-201 % JLAATKE
AETTVEM T VR SRR o 3X b 77 v () A VAR 2 S BN I b 5%t AR Ak (197 4n
JEE, WY, &7, B AE)BAH R BRI A X K /ANME R ik 24, 1541 LA
NGRS B TEARAT S TERURAIE ) &, e Jim A A 38 4 1) B 25 & R 43K 07
XPRFAE [ &0 LAy 26

JUART AR J7 VR () 2 gt 1) JLART A5 S, L0 2 I 75 1) A7 Ak 2 1]
O3 RIS AR /N, T AR B 43 P 3 AR IR G 50 B 1588 m AT R o Lk s
J2 VR PR R A 22 58 A0 T T LA R AR ) A B2 X, 1T L AT AR E B ) 8 . )
H TR A 58 A e, ' FEFIEE RS 1) 28 40 n 58 )™ 55 0 JLAR] 4R ik 1) 4
W T H LR AR A 5 25 0 52 S A R R A AR A IR e, AS0E AN &y, B
A J LT R AE S HUAE R, A998 W RE DR A A ORI AR A T 3 30007 SRR o BN
HNK AT N G B2 T Bledsoe #MA&H Goldstein, Harmon DL J%
Kanade"%:, Kanade i1 1973 7 5UHS K225 T 58—k AR A1 )7
T 0 8 8 PO ek (200 B e T L AR E 7 ¥ RASE i UL i (Template
Matching) /7%, JF HigH, D0 R HEESLHL E, B IL
JFEALT IR AE 73 DRk B A S 2R A LA R AR 18 A R 7 i g A
AT T, A JUAATRFAEAT SR BT DAAE A JLARREAE () 2 b 78
1.4.1.2 B RE TE X

7 1996 4F- #E 1T I FERET(FacE Recognition technology Test)®* A i iH 5
TR, R M K 2 stk SR T I iR PTEA T R AP I R S, 1% VR T

6



A

A BERE 45 ) (Dynamic Link Architecture)!™ 1) ik €] % <] VG it (Elastic Graph
Bunch Matching) /5%, A — 28057 A B2 UH 4 ol 28 9 4% J 9:12°0 . L3 A SE
AEEFE A G K 7R bnic Bl (Labeled Graph),  FH 5 Bl 22 18] 1R AR ABLE 2K T
T N G T R ARABLRE o A i P bl — 2 o ke >R (1) 4 A i, n
-1 Rt o, S plAR 0 0 s TR A BE B, 3 U bR i Sy — ANERAE 17
i, WoAJet, E[811, KHGabor/ik R EMAALAE EbridTet, 77 miEfr
SOHER . BAKTI S, ZE[91H M Tet/Z tH Gabor /)N I8 2% 45 4 B 1) 5 1 4 1E 44 %
o K FH 38 W X6 52 1 P9 A% (Object Adapted Grids) A ic B BAC KL I Y A% b1
B, AT SO T A 58 R AE (B G AR B L S M R R A
RAEY . W -2 R, gt R s E R S TR LT AR R R
F Pl (Bunch Graph) B 8 — s ic B R BEAT s E I IC S, B 1-3 ™,
WEIE AL B 2R Al b, RN AR A bR — AN & bRl — W Jet, X
HeJetsk H TAF M EAG, RIbEEANJetR s T W8 —MAth, EdER
A7 BIEREAS A R Jet, v LIPS BRI B brad B, X o I ) R 0 g
AR T SRS

B 1-1 95 A
Fig.1-1 Jet

1-2 3 B0 52 H) P A% A i
Fig.1-2 Object adapted grids
ric B AR I m] DURE B NG B JUARTARAIE 9 i S8 1 A K 4% Gabor

7



S N L e VAT

AL AR o N 5 2 18] (RO ARBLRE b i B 2 T (R A BUE R A e, A ic
1l 22 T PR AL ABA S JU) 7 5% 4 s PR ARy A0 T 22 (Tet) (80 AT ABLE AT 3 PR ARV TE AR 1R R
FEYRE . P #E AR ULEC, @A f5 O BRI bsic B AT . Tiele s
Joc A e SRR AL UG TN A= i R b 10 B 5 N PR R b 0 P R AR ABLEE PR i A
PRI IS < e de < s S IR At 605 1T NI K % Al AR 4 o i TR I
P BEOR B 1 I FR 1) 42 Jad G AR AL, SO0 N 5C B Jmy B AR 1B AT T 42
Blo 5i4b, WAEREHIL T — xS I VA R,

Kl 1-3 NI R E R s
Fig.1-3 Face bunch graph

1413 FitEI HE

et 5 X 7L L R B T AR R ) R, o SRR AL
MER S I8 VC-4E RS RS e /MU TR S e Tz Ak . 5i4bh, el
SRR 22 1 8 FH 21 S B i) A, ZERR R Ak, e vt 2% 20 vl o N TR )
(1) 5 Je ke B AR M HESIAE F

e sl — ARk, givt e 2 7R AE N R I — Ly R R 4 A H
fro FeTgeut 2 O NI 2 an MR A (DA AR 16 28 56
FURMSEAR . QRHET NSRS ITERRNZH, BRIt E X L
Pl SEE . (B)nl Ll 78 I R4 A ik 219 78 IR A L va [, AT 48
RAEW G Gk NIRRTk —RE BN 7%, BARILER
Mo, HOCZH T EERHA, ARTAHILME WGt 21 71k

8



A

Yot S

B ACL MG I AR, P 1-4 R,

5 1T 42 Y
I 2 LAF 1) &
B ik FRAIE W) 12 i
o
k(=) P e i o
S it 1 -2 W ) 5 - = S
MR (4328) v v

WA EG | wrar e | IR E R = | o ke | ISR
> P>

B 1-4 el 2] JriE e
Fig.1-4 Model of statistic-based recognition method

FEETRA*

¥ 73 [8] 43 M1 (Subspace Analysis) /7 ¥ [ 5 AR RUAEUR B 15 70 RAEAR B AERS
[ IR A, T o S 4 R s A () — AR 25 TR, B SR AR B XA 1
IR BT K. BRAE B LA LR SR IS = ) Turk A1 Pentland $2 H 1)
“Eigenface” Jj {512 THE 5L G TR 40Utsk B ELSE i 1) I VA2 — o % iR
H AT by R S22 S TR O 2 —, R R 2 NI R R
#k £ 8/ 55 Eigenface 5% &2, HI7F Eigenface T2 N AR
PEREMNASEME L ot T 400k 2% I e LA 57 ) R AT TPk e, %
ez 7 A N R 0 A i Y o JE T 3R M (Appearance-based) [ £ P 7 %
[i) R ABE R 2 T 8 VA R ) 5 AR TR NI R0 7 9 1) A e ——— At AT 238 el oy 32
TN AR . Belhumeur %542 Hi ) Fisherface® A R 51 5 i & 1% —
IR ) — B R o %07V S SR A 3 53 43 #T (Principal Component
Analysis, PCA, JRR[l Eigenface)® 4 A\ BIMR AT FE4E, frubdEal B, RH
2 4] 5 43 F1 (Linear Discriminant Analysis, LDA)] /5 yA 48 $ [ 4 J5 1) 32 1l 7
DLUIISR AR K I S A) S5 P = /N R B, 0736 H AR 2 0
NI vk —, A TIRZAHMAE R, a3 m k>, s )
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A TR BB LDA H 50 5 ikPY ), DRI I — S8 5 TR 2 ST I
ek g P08 MIT ) Moghaddam J7F Eigenface (KJEERL F, $2H TR T
XU 25 [ EAT DU 26 A T (0 AR R 5 5 vR P00 i vkl A 22 vk,
W P N TG B ABORT () AR B2 T 5 ) R Ry — AN PR R (G N 25 2R ) 22) 43 2R
) B, A8 P 2 R S ) 22 B0 B e Sl o 3 g3 4 AT (PCA) B R AT B 4E
THE PN FE B S 45 A MR 2 585 R, o i al o DL JB7 0 3% (e R AL SR Bl B K
Je TR 1) 7 1R AT AN RO . BRIE LA, 3B AT ST T 43 AT (Independent
Component Analysis/ICA)J53%:0*1, DL K B T 8% 3 R 1 1 45 18] 43 #7 (Kernel -
based Subspace Analysis) 5 kP45, (G — 32 MSE, BB AEIX—FY
BEAS T ARH I iR 2, X2 E FRGC IR fc xR 4 & B EAS e I 1)
WO TERE . A7 EE LR 70 80 KPCA J73k 456 St o o0 M 7 i
EITEE NS A e — R AR 2tk 4 A 7, AR e R R 2 A A2 e M) . X
[4315904F T 4F 1F 8 A% pR B R FE Re 8 15 2 R i B otk fg, T LAY & T #%
D7V B N H O

X5 TAFWAEARSC TAEE A2 —, BN 5 mhirdn &1
ol G108V W P o D) RS L o T

RO RBXERTGZ

85 5 et R P IR Ba 5 /R B AR Y (Hidden Markov Model/HMM)
R ET NN AP IR P S VIR SN RSy VALt I RPN A AP [T B R ik des RN 7
(1 R BRFAE (BN Sk ke BUAL RIS B W AR AL E T e, B
A LAR R N R S R BER B R ) — RIPIRE . X7 R TAEZ M F
Samaria % A 58 Y, ST (R e 0 WL T [45,46] . R E 1S —FE 1
J&, FHXM OpenCV FR 40 &AL 1 N TR I FR 7 % FH IRl 2 ik A\ 2R B By R
RERABA

XEFEENTZE
SCEF ) & ML (Support Vector Machine) & UT 4F K 242 [ I T Fe 1127 > B

W B B S ) AT R . A AR T A B e
TN g A\ 223 1) 280 v 22 T g RS, ot B e 80 mT DA I A R IO SE L. 12
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A

PR IEE X ME AR SUE LGt 2% IR B, R ARG g > ()
RIEFNRN T, WA BRAE AT BL R HLES 2 3 BRI Ay i 4l 7 28 AE
A, TR O JEAEL I G I o ) ML A A R S I HE T RE ) .
Vapnic 55 A $& 18 32 55 m) s AL — Flosr il S T 480k 22 S HLI ) 4 28
8, WUAER AR AR Z B ez B B gAY T sk L
T e A A S L, R S e LN R b, O
FE Tl st — NP 2R ) 8, AT R4 Y T — BB SR SR A e XA ) 8
Lbn ey 22/ 2800 22, — X2 DL R — X — 44 . T N0 ) 8, — et
KX LG ws, HARW 27 [47-49],

FAbge vt 75 ¥

B 7 LR G ik A, LEAPY ZEA 5 b —Fh Ik T gt 2% 2 7 ik
IRYEX B AR Tk, 5 K REFE U4 R Ak iy A BE TR B =) 4 &5 /4 () PCA
I, LFA fE4 )R PCA Hidb 2L ah B3R AR & )R 3, I Re 8 A i
TR 2R MG B, i B BRI RR A A RGeS . ok, FBhIEARA A
(Active ShapeModels, ASMs)!' A1 3= 5 % M A A (Active Appearance Models,
AAMs)P I — I 3 P 78 IS S T — AN FE B 5Tk Adaboost 5 VATE
N AR AR SR A )iz i i 5230, A SRRl i — R A (¥ 99 43 2
PR REE . BN, B BOF R I 1 7 P U SR B G B 4%
)4, AR AESE bR N A, &7 R IR AE AW R & o
1.4.1.4 EEFIHFEINFE

AN, el JUAE R — 2R ge vk 2 2] I N IR ) 7 A 2 ) T R B
WEFE M oevE . o, BJ7 IR AE RS gl pl o b 7 P 0 AR VR S A, E A
TARR I 25 45 F . i1 Ahonen 4 HY 1 3L F )5 5 — (i # :(Local Binary
Pattern, LBP) L 77 B AE 0 TR A T3, At o A 5 A2 i LBP g A
KA, et — A 2 A RS B R 58 ) & T AR . J5aR )
LBP Sl X BRI EAME =T 8 AR M s B A AT G i . o SR
R 2= MUK T 0 R AR, Wt AR XA AR B B gmbdh 1, Ak
0. 8 ANARSEIE I A e — DT AE AT . I Ja 2 1A 5 07 B H Sk Gt ax &
PHORE 2 IR AR AE g B AE , BOA A B R M B . 5K POHE LBP AN
Gabor IR {E {5 SE1T T 45 A (Local Gabor Binary Pattern Histogram Sequence,
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LGBPHS), & FERET #¥a/E FHA T St it fg. X —RT5km K1
KRR TC T INSGR, Bt CART DUk iz Ak 40 A in) 8. LBP REAE i T 2L 58 ik 1
AR N— I s TR Z N, BiECafA A e
Adaboost™ . Fisher JF P47 &5 & F T N, JFEUE T — 52 IRR .

1.4.2 B AN EELN A BREGEIEE & FERET it

N B4 e FAL ST S . BRI, Sk Re IR0 LE 4 a2
ANTT R 1) o 10 P B PEI D s AE A SE ) Rt Bl 130T X6 25 A AN [ B A
HEATERAR S e S SO SR 2 50 U3 . DT e AL v A0 T 2 O S50
G 057 N VI N T N2 N S P N o /N A N R B v TR (O - W Y W
FERET. FRVT. FRGC % AJK U0 A DF I 1) 15 0 2550 8 b oy b7 G
PO B 2 HIF 1) g5 v 27 AR K P LA THT I 1R 32 222 3 i
1.4.2.1 ERSMNEEL AR EGEEE

N B4 e FAE AT S T . BRI S, VR DI B o L)
— Wz o KER I NI R SVEAW KBNS M2 5 1S 8k
L, DRI Y25 P SR NI P R N BSOS« 5 R AR 1 45 A AR A A AR R 2
A EL RS A R PR RE s 1o SRR BRI P FH 2 6 NI P ) R ASE R
KR RIRE e T VPO I A B A g R A R . T TR AN R R
SN2 AR FH RN I AR ks 22 () s 400
1. FERETAREE"

FERETHI H 6%, {5 14,05108 2 2228 . AN [FDG R SAT 1K FE N K B
B HAA T — AN M i, ARSCHZ R FEARFERETIA P
Blo VO RKI > T IIRAES . Gallery. AR ML EE S, & AKIR
AN H B )2 NS Rz —, S
http://www.itl.nist.gov/iad/humanid/feret/feret_master.html,

2. PIE ABHERE"

H1 26 [ R B R @), 568 AL IR 941,368 K2 LA,
O FRURI A5 1) T 38 e 5 o G v (R S22 A ' AR A P A5 A 2 A 7 s 42 il 1) 2% A
TRER . FEIES W http://www.ri.cmu.edu/projects/project 418.html,

3. BANCA AMEE'"

NG R & BRI BANCA T H B8 2E 1, 5208 N2 ED

fE, i T AFEGREE. ARG BEERE . N ER] S T AF R
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A

Wk, WA E. TEEZS W http://www.ee.surrey.uk/research/vssp/banca/
4. CAS-PEAL A R&#i#EBE'*

NI ERLE T 1,040 &9 AN 3L99,450 ME sk K5 . i K G 4%
IR AER B R R, WG TR RN WA B DY Fh 3= 2 AR 451
o NI B B 5o 8RB R R 85 R A8 4k . SR T FERET 4 /%
AT AT T — AR, EFCAS-PEAL-R1VRN . 1% W32 H 45 26 325 347 i
BN R A BN T % Az N R M R
http://www.jdl.ac.cn/peal/index.html .

5. ORL AREEE"

SIMF K HATET SER =00, 540 AIL400 sk EG, 59 ER
T RS T A RS AR A . N AR N R ST
FIRAFE AR, Bl TS, Z2ERSM N 20 LA 2|
90%LA I,

6. XM2VTS % #7s4 M4 1E 8 1

B E 5295 AAE4 A AW N4 Yk dil i G AE 5 Aol . BRI
RAEHB AT A S e 5% ML A W7 A6 AS [) 8 5 A4 T . S 46, Hirh293
AN HI3D B 2 m] LA 21
7. MIT ARREHERE

R B TR ARSI S a0, B R 12,592 kAR %
A JGRRR N T 8 B AR

WU, PRI, A 18 2 5 A 5 ok .
1.4.2.2 FERET i

HH 5% [ [5] By 30 B 53 b 3R i S v R 78 2 = B W M FERET 3 H J2 A K iR
AT B AT R R R FE P2, FERETH H 19 H bk J& BT K fe e hy 2
Ay I HRAPGETB T R R BRI A FE I A WA
T-IUANRAEIT . A FERET A G 5 di . AL ZAFERET A K iR 14
REVEI . iZI0 H 2> 311994 4, 1995 4EF1996 fEA1ZL T3 AR BV
W, LR & R R L ER S 7 K, BRI it T X S8 SRk 1) ok
AL AL, QARG R EIDL RS, SetER AT, DL VUM k55 4% . i%
AR 5 — AN EE DTS T AR — DR T el AR 5E

SN T I AR B EOR 1 d e 2 AROK A o 58 R I 4 R H 2112005
AR A EE R, 5 RIS G vt 2% S PO Oy 1A T HE 19963
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RIS Z MERE. H3H52000 & FAEIEEE Trans. on PAMI L f¥JFERET 96
MR 2, B 0N K22 (USCO) P PR L L H AR . 5 L 22 K% (UMD) I+ 2%
) ) 530 93 BT D 925 R A B K 2 (MITT) (6 DL P 38 075 92 25 A B TR 1) 5 R HL AT I
R PERE . MR R W, 8 DI SR AR AR AR I 315 4 E AL 1196 A1)
PG EEFB) Y, MERE B I I R 4 1) B I8 R 28 I8 B T 95%; 4R,
X A ) TR A5 ML AAN (1) 1 D1 2% PSR 4 1 Dk B A (R B ), e e 11 0
P ZR IR PR h 82%;; MR —4F 5 K B (1 BN (X 4 Dup  1D), e K
AN T 51%. T 358 b, MR AEDup DRI EE Dup 111 1) B4 R3S 0
JERAR AR AR T Ko XM, I AR R S T AN R 1) 6 A A
AN A RGN Z A IS Y B ik bR 72, 2 N U s H Ak
(1) 3= T2 30
1.4.2.3 FRVT2000 . FRVT2002

FERET WiH 2 5, W T#H T ANRBNEN RS, AT RS
s R, AN HMITRMAESM AR RN REERER, XHE
DARPA, DoS, FBI FINIST4E 2 ZK ML 4351 72000 45, 20024004 %) T
2% L TIRE R M TR 7 b AT PRI ) 3 H . Bl Face Recognition Vendor
Test(FRVT), &4 04 %7 72¥k: FRVT2000, FRVT2002°%. FRVT2000
FITFRVT2002 9 3 — 77 1617 6 %0 44 1 N 00 R g8 34T T e Retb i, 9l an
FRVT2002 MRt B Cognitec, Identix FlEyematic — /N M= i iz i 4 T
ARG, MEeEMZmMZENAK. 55— Aame g 7R AR K
JEPR: BB N (E AR UE ), £F 437437 A 121,589 MR E& A
i P (Identification) 55 i 1 L8 PR 264 73%, A 56 1iF (Verification) (1) 55 £
RE KL HN6%. FRVT MKMW 5 —DMEETTEE S — D4 7 Harm AR
U Sk R R AR e 0 T ) 8. B, FRVT2002 WAt : HETMA
IR A R A PEREUI AN TN AR R ISR &
PEAE R U, KRB R L A 50000 ) R R P, Ik A ) R AT AR
B PME ). RS, BTSRRI & F OIS AR ).

B TARLRTE A T k. St E 2 BER . BE T Boosting (2 FR . T
3D FEY [N AR VU T S T R % S A I AR R R
FRVT2000 fEFERET IR FEal B SC8m 7k 48, BRE. R )6
W PR & DR 2SR DLINR, 25 R R X ae
RYVERERT T HE B . el BAFEZAL G N EIR 22, IXeeasfhisok, H

14



A

PEfE BRI HOR . TFRVT20020 0 1y 5k i 58 ok PR, i 122 (10 A A ik
$ 737,437 N121,589MR B 15, K2 Hoam 4 i N R ik R G o w2
T R PEI o b IR 43 R v v S 5 B (HCInt) A1 Hh 55 1 55058 2 (MClnt)
Fito AR HCInt 0048 1Y ) 24 2 AL IA 1) 137,437 N 19121,589 1 14
%, b BIAR A B 3k [ [E 55 B (DOS) T & 14 3 5 55 JR) (Bureau of
Consular Affairs)FiF e 55 b4 it . b, R AN 20 —iRbRAER 2, &
BEAR A, REME AR — 2. MmMCInt G848 A 0 20 22 )60 H5 9
B4y, By ok B 2 [ E AR UE R AR 5E BT (National Institute of Standards
and Technology,NIST). 32 & 4% i3 W ] 7.0y (Naval Surface Warfare Center)
1 Eg il 2 B A K % (University of South Florida, USF)=-/#H1#J1999 4
2002 FERAEM SRS, HrhBafFE yhafmssbREmEGg, 5K
B () 5 5 ok =4 Sy — 3040 D) s bl A2 K 2738 b7 07 43 BE (University of Texas
at Dallas) 72001 RN P A 80E F A& KBS . FRVT2002 WK T = A
()N AR AT 45 P e, 2 il a2 & DA iE . PAR R . AR R, A%
FRVT2002 )3 23K 0] 2% [58],
1.4.2.4 FGRC lif

FRGC 2 A PR 51 20 38 5 T (1) — IR B e KR A, i s &5 1
N U AT 1 25 TPk Y, I s A R AN S . T 3DEE
NI DR 738« AN [R) P04k B 7 96560 R P RE TR 52 i o I (0 N M IR0 3R 4
HRAHH 2 e AR T G, E PSR 2 )4 40-60/M% 3 55, T FRGCHT H
N PG P A I I E 25 4 25048 35 05, T LFRGC R Re 8 R HH i 79 7% 2%
5 B R T 3% o 3D A PR 7 6 0 FOFNR & A AR S /), P
PL3D A PR 77 3 1A i P ik PRAS 1) 8 — AN WTAT I T 2. 4, AR
SR G 2 B AL, FRGCH F I AS [H] (14 7904 B 7 7206
XA AR A AR o RIS FRGCIN AT B Fr A P00 i 16 1 9 B K a) 8 2k AT
T8, Hrh s S R BGOSR /EH . 2DAI3DIRAN B A7 A T
N LA R b AN [ B 9 Ak BE 75560 NI P RE IR e o BRUELLAR, 1%
MR 2335 25 T — S8R A = SO HE -

Bowyer A A —iK 3D KM% LL 2D EHME 5 A R+ AR5 .

Philips W\ —A @ #i% ) 2D BIEH—A> 3D BHEEA AT AKR

Bowyer W\ N 4-5 ML HEH) 2D KR —A 3D EHREAF T AR
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Philips TA4 FGRC RE#5 A1 A TR A 5T N 52 387 S 28 AR 1R %
AT o

M FRGC 2335 A & ml BLUA IR R TR Ak s, {H& FRGC 1)
DURRAE T A N RS N 48 B T — 2877 14) o

1.4.3 ARIR RIS R K R RAE TS

HAT, A0 se AR 0 2R hG ok B T AR AR S 41 1 UM T BE
RIPRIE B o T EA— AN Al AT [ 7 5 H 2% B8 2R 20 i aln] #2126 A B BN
PO, PR BRI ARRUE 55 . ARl A I G TR ) TR HE R IR T
RZ 710, SR R I ) AL A 15 5 )2 1 e SR IUAS B (AR e 1 1m) il , B
A7 VU BT R RN At R AR R 2 A AR A (0 8 b P ), RIS 3 55 A% 0
WU B VL 12 ARG 25 D) AE ST . DRI, R g e 3 4 ) S gkt 5 B A 2 5 TR
WU NI PO AR . b, Z2EEHLES SR P&, 2T
AR 2 I N VA 3D AR EAALRT 3D AJ UMK 1] AL
FERRICAE . B I N R R AE . 2 AL HE T i BL AR 88T A 0 5 4 1) 73 2R 87
AT REUC AT R . S94h, AE FRGC Pl b £ 21 1) v 20 1 o MR
L e 9 Ak 352 910 8t Sy i TR0 85458 2 O 7 2 (g 5 7 1 B

1.5 A TIERY EE KLk

EA IR — A EE e, AR HE AR LA HE NI = X
FISERR N A IE QTR SCHTIR, A VR F0 AR 21 55 B B, FH i 1T Il VF 22 [N
Mo R UG VA R G N AL ALHE TR RS B FRAE R s . R Ak 3R
B 3 R v 8555 o AR SCER A NI R i LA 8 o) /AT 79T,
FEIARFAE PR . RFAER R, ARtk A o AT SR 55

I JLA2K, Gabor HffiE 76 A K IR 0 0 3R 43 1 e Bh BN H o B3 T8 348
OB AR ARG A 0 A A SE LB R ) SER I NG ON R G SR AT 3, A SCH|
F Gabor $5 AiE 5% 101 38 35 43 7 AiE s (3580 ) HEAT JEBE, 45 & AR
(Active Shape Model, ASM)!" 1A 3164 5 {7 [ 5 F AE 28R« 4% Gabor 4
TEAS B AR R PO PERE, R RA VR A 2 KL, AWM AR RN RS K2
LT Gabor MIMEAERFIE, F5L b, AAZEFEX SO B A . AL
HIRPEH T T Gabor B BREFAE MR 7k, ML e kst T 7 KE
I KE
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A

SR AR R AT O I MR BRI MR, DR i AE R TR
ARERAT T AR T IZ N o AR SO iR (1 )= B 5 B 1, JFAE SR
AR MO I T T IR LR R T ik e Ty Ah, AR b,
A% ) o3 BT AE NI RO SR AT T AR T N o AR SO AR T #%
Fisher VRIS RE i AL O 7EC R, S T T S8 1) 2 (0 AR B2 )31 4
Broiike MTASCIRF LR R A 5 T HO0 BRF AR, o 1 B BURR AL (14 A1
LURE bR 40 28 IR W LE S 1Y), B A S Bk v R 6 I B AT R A (10 1 2R
VST BT LA STk — 25 ) A% 7 125 SR 38 i B T % T 7 FRRE AL 17 A 31
ARG TERE

1.6 75 3CH) £ E 5Tk

S = ZENKRE, UL HERMBIIT, AR PAEAR D2
BT RAEREED . H AT R 10 N AR G AR T AT AU 34 55 4% 1 Bl s —
. BRSPS T A%k R e AR, X000 NZEH
W RS, HIEMRN T LAE9S% /i s B0 ik R 48 1 45 45 ¢ % (EER)
REWAE2% LA b o AR, XIFATRE N ER S AEW A T, fah
RS, PR SR N R I 2R e o EAE SRR N B e . SR A B A
P HPAECE RSO0 R RS, H Al BB 1 U R SR XA O B
WRIPERE M & B R AR AR, AR5 D0 T PN 3R G0 E 0 U R 2 A K 110
R, NI BN RGeS . DI, DA IR RO 3R S8 G R
B, IR FOE S HE L SEH AN IR TR B 2R G A A ke KR TR O B )
Al HeF I, AR SCH R TS BRI R BTN LA O AR R O B
), TR R RS ALV . 35T Gabor AR ¢ AE (19 A 22 7= R 7 12
RGN 3 M T AT T L TS . ARSI EEE TR A5 A F

Lo BIFFE AT B IR o S ME A 1) 8, ) 1 6 1 20 RO IR AR 2R 4 o
LRIy ¥ o T R G B P 7 2 S B S IR B RO R S (M AT 3 . A
SO SR T AR AL BEAT 5 BN IS, AR X AN [ S (R AU s R AN [+ (1 3 A
AR Ik, TR — PP T g vk 2% 2 BB I L AR ARBE (CSM) o 45
R RS, TR R AR 23 B0 S ORI ) SR A, R T I R RISk
(K1 LSRRI HEAT AR (1 St , RV 18 1 30 o B A N 5 i i L 1) o
Wik o 100 T R M Gabor R AEREAT AL, DL 7 e S IR - SRS
UG W], CSM REWS SR B 119 € A7 1] 8 S B R Ak
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2. WS TRFIESRE ), RIS IE T Gabor R4 AE A R T
%o BHET, KRZEMAR RS D HH TS Gabor TR{EFFIE, AXHEH T
— M5 AT Gabor ZFRRFAE 1) B F: A K 1R il 77 7% (Histogram of Gabor
Phase Pattern, HGPP). 1% Jy 3T — Pt 5 5 8 85 1 F R $E R 4
FRAZAL, A F BT A R I SC B RE M . ANF TR S S vl 24 2 5k,
HGPP 775 LT Nk, BHIEAEIE J7 BIRFAE, DA o0 732 4 20 B )

3. PEHEE TR TT ) T AE AR DT VR XS R e B AT — YT
Jai il B T (LXPY R N FH 3] T Gabor % [RAFAE L, HUAS T HEH &bk
e, HERMNEIZHEANOGEH T B E, X —n @, AT
FET7 0 A R T iER e — MR AT R Uy vk, T, 2 G
Gabor MR AT R, ASCNIRH T 3T Gabor 1R #B 8idb: X H 7 K
(Histogram of Gabor-based Local XOR Pattern, HGLXP)/Jj7k. % 715U HE A
] PRI B2 7 In) % Gabor 45 R MR AT Ak, 1 LXP &4 H >k S w483k
MU AR RE DT a1 — 3Pk . LXP &I Gabor T R0 AR A7 45 i 2k
IT4sa, ma PO BT B AEAE 0 HOMN R IE . HGLXP J53 06 77 I 25,
ELHAR I T B AR, DR T A 1 8 v 2 2] U K2 A6 43 7 1) i

4. BB R SCHR I LR T A S DI N, AR SCET T
MIZ RN R . UEB TAX O & /R M SCRF M | L M AR R, B SZHF
ML N B A FA R, IR b, $et TR TS E IR
PEHDN 43T, AR B 7 v R A B A A AR A (R AT B o B, SEER R
%7152 AR A B

5. TR H T T H 7 BURFIE B S A o 5 R FON J7 . LT BURRAE AR A
SC R R T R R BN RO A, I HOE RN ZR, AT S 2 Ak 43 A Tl
A, AR KRS R R ES RN, PrUUARSCHR H— MR T 2 & R 4
T2 2 TR R N R G R iR E IR 0 F S, Rist— 2R m AR R 4
(1)1 HE

L7 AXHEAGHRZETENHEEXR
B0 SR, AT RIS B, WA TR, T
L, RGN LR 2 2 SRR T AR AT 1

PRRFIE SR I 720 30 3 B T Gabor AHA AR 2 (04 il 5 A S BT V25
55 4 B HO6HJR R B AT MRS R VR . B 5 FENERIR BAEW] T
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A

SCRF IR AL B 5 /R N N AEIR AR, DR AE SR At | 5 HH % S5 1o 42 (10 1) 531
TR da, RS R AEANAZ P o A ik BT A ALK S . AT
IS m T AR PN RGN TR 5 6 R T =AM RM RS, W HFRFE
R VANICOAN IR SES P ISR -2 e RN A AV K s NI E AL UES 2

NS SR SRR LM R R BT B A W 2 EAREH BRI A
it e TRT S AR AL S AV ) A, T PSR I A R S L Bl AR U 2R 4 1) B A i
B, PTUERNAALIN — % 55 3 BPE BB MR IR UL, JF HIE T
AL 73 KA HEAT YR, AT B HE — ol (0 N BRI ik . 20 4 BEEXTER 3 3
WA . 555 mHTH 3 A 4 WMRESR U %, DALk
PEAI R B 5. 5 6 T TR JLE S M K ikt T =R MR 4
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F2E ETARMAEE R E IR

T S 0 SR AL 1K) B 30 A7 e AR R GE I S B T 2 —, EARKRE
JEE R WA N SR IR R AN e 2 U AR G KRR e o A e 0 &0 (14 A
TN AEAE I A S RFAL E A7 I HERA L, 10 K 2 O SR E N B A AR
) 5 56 IR 0B E T 8 S B R Ik G XUIR P ) 2 T s g 10, i HL
AEHORG A o Sk, TR A R A FRDRG B L AR AR R b R i o e 25 U3 R
GEIITERE, 1 DA 1) 22 BORs Ik 2 00 5595 0 52 A0 RS BE B O IR L AR A A 5t
FAPAA TP N R, DI, el A s BRI e L R PR AU 2 A 1)
Ao

(G o S 1R TS o 1 S VAR i 1 70 R 12 P < R T L
il e Az S EL A S AR RGN S 20, BB B, pr X
N URBUE A RS RA

2.1 BTATAEE T

ek 221 20 Frp, EWAMEFEANL T RERXR T AR F I &
FHIENATE I T BUR AL B ) — S8 B 073, BlandEdk . iR, B4
B, HIXSEILARA G FR, AMTE RO — 21K 4 1k
(LowFeature) flAb B 77 75 B ANE (1), NAZ RIS G 43 7 AH B 11 56 0 7Y,
DU & i 3R NS 55 6 T3k —FP AR, Kass S8 AN7E 1987 44t
THRHh Snakel®”! [ E BN #E B4 AR (Active Contour Model, ik ACM). ¥
) 5 B 2 A TR B R AR g BT (Snake), B XM REEIA B /M HH 2R, Snake
[P RE A & TR A AE R P A E i e, WAL EIEIR, 46151 %
EAT A . AR ZEIHAB I BAIEFE, Snake A& 3 (active)F), 5 i
MBI RE R R AL, LRI — M &Rk RTERIOE —Fh AL 5 e
R BB TT 1, W FEEATEIR . ek S IR AR T AR 2 6
PEFN AL 2P DL A RGP e 7 25 5 2 DRV 22 (R B2 e, Aul FH O Pk A 28 2 ) N B
JER I I E) TR R AE . T Snake I TR A AT XN R AR, P
PLik TR 3%, IRMEMCEDR 000 20 0. FRATTANE, e N TR — A2 e A
K, W GRS R OC T NI TR B9 e 56 AR, T2 5t mT fig S0 58 #E 4 1) 25
#. BT Snake BRI TEHAR ITiE, AMREPIX — ) E I T 2 NPT
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55 2 T I A RO [ T RS

At AR T NIRRT, AR TR AL [ O A AR AR T] LUG IE 2 25 1) R RRALE
FAXE T Snake HiRY, ARTERINR X REHEAE H O AR T8 BRI 7E OC T AN TR AR (1)
B HEHE A o AR TS 1) 32 2 ) g 2 a0 A Ao R SR AR . AN B
Bl AR 2, FEhie At SO R H G T — O R e an i, W
AU G FHRE e X G550 501, Rk, 5% 55 RS B SRk a1 oy AN KIS H
FERFH SE 5 EN IR T T, AR TR RSO 32 3h 4 R e B Al 1 ok, & —Fh 405t
BRI Eh A B4 7k . B, AR TR B H 7 2y IR A s 2 1o 4R
M, A8 A TEARAR 75 22 N Wit S LT BERY, SO T TR AR 1) 5 1R TR
FIDU) (1) 06F S (Can HELF T [2) 3 L A v AT, (HGEXS TR E 24 &, n &
T BEBENARAME SRR T, AMISHUIRZ, T HAeE RS2
Ao AT vk B A ER AR BRI AR TE AR ()AL, Cootes 55 N tH T F3)
JEAR ALY (Active Shape Model, ASM)FI = 5)) & M4 Y (Active Appearance
Model, AAM). IX PR AR R I F- 45 12 3 [ 7 1k 2 SI R AL [ 2 800
ASM(Active Shape Models)fll AAM(Active Appearance Models) /& H B fi#t
YR e IR O A ) I R R TR, e AR SR TR AR 1) K43 A B A (Point
Distribution Model, PDM)"'*. ASM K J #5 0 FI L Fit A1 4 &3 T AR 7 25 1) 21 3R
Bk, IR R R ARL R A A, DU S 3] — AN s
MR . AAM 5 ASM ML, #5707 —ANFE TR AR GLEE T — R (19 40
(Appearance) ! . Il A0 AL A AR TR 1K) 2 B0 SEBURFAE FCE, B 2 H i o2
A I EUR SUHE Re S S LRGN R S0 o (H G BT ARG A0 58 5 i 21
W SCHEAE BARXTE D, e AAM X ARG B I A+ YR, I H ek
TG I BRI R oL, #HET Be 1R 2. MH, HT ASM
M AAM A5 BAT P04 AR A2 [F) I AN v 38 5 (1) 3 30 T HVE B A R m )
RARE, JHHZG TR . TR ERsh g, EAERm
ASM, AAM Z:fili b, RZBFFN ST T R, & TEmEH, &
B TR 8 T B 2l ok SR o SCHR[68] 4t 1 Bk T AN A R A A0 L (View) 1)
AN T7 3, sk 5 AN [ A0 AR A e VTR R 2 s e O R A A )
AL, XA A BT AR R AR AR AR A T Al Sk T e, BRER AR [
I, X BEAN [ R A (1) AP A T 2 5 1) IR 29 A OC ZR A ml DA T B — T A R
00 PR P F000 A i N B AR T R R, B AT [R)— A (1) 22 1R A [
I EAT R E 8 AL IAE RIS R ) — DN R E . I — el B,
15 H 9 £ MAL (Direct Appearance Model, DAM)?), 2B £ ol () F 3 TR
B M (Texture Constraint ASM, TC-ASM)VY . DL 37 4] 25 a] JE IR A5 Y
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(Bayesian Tangent Shape Model, BTSM)!"!, Wiskott 2% A F|H Gabor /)N
B —FPRR Sk 30 PE R &l (Elastic Bunch Graph, EBG) I U4 45 04 5k 52 A7 A\
Ji OGBS H Gabor Jet SRt OB AT @A, i Gabor FREN O Rk
ATHREIR o TSR B R R A R e 5045 S 1 . R BN 25N 28 B 2 TR 1)
A A B A2 BN AW o %738 0] DU N — 8 FE B I R ARG 2, &
SEUEWIZ TR ATAT IR o " e AR R R v A R i OB S, I
5L T P A AR R A N DG B i o IR IRR IR, IO VA B U R A A A AR I
[ETfi

A S 2 AT AR T R 0 2 20 A5 B A Gabor  AH A 4F4E X4
S RV AU AT B R G Tk, DN R4S TSR A 1) — Fh v
YT IS, AR T ISR A HRE SRR IR AR . Sk, 0T
il 50, FIH Gabor /INE 2 AN BLREATH R I T7 1 . AR SORIH e B 5k
MR AR AL LS, I REAT 7 RS IS, SR af BRI M7k 4k
WA . BRI R EA AR 2 Fi&, S gir, R0, RN
A A o v P DG PEC PR D7 3k A0 A R R TRT R I 7 1) 7 2 R SR A A v 1 Ll
FEEE, JF B T35 CL GRS B — i & N e o B LU 1 32
LU 40 3= 2 T ARASE 28 R0 3= 2 2 0 ASE 28 48 B D FH A0 TR R AR S X b o =B TR A
TIZE A oy B RE S AR LF I 3RAG 5T S I AR, AR st X6 T30 % ol A ki ),
AEURE T THI 8 1R OC B8 IR AN RR IS AR 1) 8 A, Herpid S i gR (M 2 108, JE &,
MREFR , o RH S0 () 1 30 23 1R 30 G A5 IS IO IV AR AIE i o DB R i 1180 A 42 1l
TEAR B A AN SR A, A ] 2-1 B 7 (1) TREA 48 1l Ao

2-1 [P A Al A
Fig.2-1 Control points

2.2 Gt AREE
A R TR G T IR OR AR AR R Ge i TR
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R T8 I — 41 O R IR AE AT IR 20 12 R’
— e VAR TR A5 3R R AR 45 A TR 1) s AT X 5, MRl i o T I XX
Se i) AT LR AT, A BIAIERERE P, WSS EARBE R AT LU — A S5
BRYE, R x=x+PB, HhxE—ATHIER. S8 S5 BN

I L TR B, WML E(B) = (x—x ) (x—x,)»

X, AT R a2 5 B A Bl LB dB (2 T )

#U21, hA
dB=(p'p) p'dx (2-1)
Hrpp ZEMM:
dB = p'dx (2-2)
X2 L ARG TR AR AL (1) S5 T 30 2 1) 5 de 1R 3R 49 0 T8 i e e iF
A5 JE BRI X IR AT 18 RAF B o KT8 i R A A2 AR e 19 1 il 19
B, E TR R R o i Bk
ARG B — PP I TG 122 3 7 LT RO R B, 3% 07 1 0 1 &%
15 BB S AE S AT I G AR, DL RO — S SC R E 55 1 FH Gabor 45 1iF 3t
1T HRAE

2.3 Gabor T [E1E

1946 4F, Gabor $&H T nJ LLRIE B A AAESS R T 1 Gabor BRI,
B SR b 0T BRI R [P RS . Gabor bR U ME— RERE 211 AN HE G
AT AW RE, B RENS [F] I AR I ISR A5 o S e U6 AR 5 43 A 16 43 AR sk
721, Gabor B¥IX A S AEfE AP Z N . 4 Gabor B
BT A IR T W LB WA AR U FR G R X R R D A 48 TG IR IR ST R
Daugman iz 775 80 4EACK: 2L T i S LA BE Ak 7Y

Gabor 724t f2& UL =5 Wi (Gaussian) B ZUAE 24 T B8 00000 50 I S AR 4,
(1) 32 A JBAEUE HEUE 5 R 23 BV 22 /0N B N () T) 58, P AR S b2 48 23 s — A
() (), DA o 12 0 TR) [A) B A7 AR (R A3 . FIH T Gabor 224t R BE[¥) Gabor
JEUK A% R [F) IO B A SRR S, 7 5 T P DR C A N TR 7 v
32|V H . Gabor ZAF#fE HARSZIL ot 2 Gabor /MR K B G 34T 45 7
B8, i N A SRR
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\PL.,V(Z) — || k || e(—uk,,,,uzuzuz/zﬁ)[efk,,,,z _ efgz/z] (2_3)

2

o, RRBEE S, 2= ()RR A B R B O 0T o
B HRT B R 2L 4 B WA B L B I RE RO AR U
kL=CQ=Cﬁ?l&=f@/ZQ’d%=uz}v=owAau=mw7’v £ R

RE, u FROT, W, £ =%z, BRANFIR R R S
REEA SRR, R — AR R R 0 T
AT SN (200 T%, fesE— 1 z=(x,)). Gabor & #iFr

G (2)=[1) (z—z)dz (2-4)

WK 2 AN T7 AR Gabor /NBERREL, R T ER LR — A Al
AR E A R A R, B 40 DAHECREG DB, 8 AT ), B

LSRG, =a_exp(ig ). Fha, WEMHs, M@ S, ok

[O1FF /4 T RIS, W TR EBE G MG, WER A &AM
fr 2250, IFCARBLRE 22 3008 -

(2-5)

SRy ROE AR TN, SCPr B AHAE P A 51K Gabor 1 {EL
AR AR K o I Ab— P 5 Re AR 22 0 (AL EE H 5053, 2-6 B

7N

>a,a, cos(géw ~¢ —d Ej

5,(6,6)=" =
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Hrpd 2R EGMG 2R Mg, RAEaRenitEa iz
[91o S, HURE i AR AT I, TX 02 BN O 129 A5 B A A4 AT A
NRAEERI AL, AR AT AR Al oA A1) 2 9] PR PR B g SR R b AN AR E
P WERFE ML S AR B E GG, BN 2l LLE

SESEAEI000) . AR R T B G F X KSR A0 £

Eﬂkﬁ

2.4 BEFA%LAERFM Gabor HALEITHI AR KIEE

P L0 T PR AT 75 B 4 2K T RRAR LR R 24T
AR, I A B R BT . D%, R AR IR
W BT MRS . TR R TR AR A K% i 2035 B 1 2R
TIPSR W 2-1 B, AW R TR LA Gabor 2 195
VAR B T SR AT B, R I B A 4 — F %07 ik

241 DG REERERZE

FEREAN A G R IRVEZ T 1) EH e KB BN MR =, RFXEB R
SEPEI — W S BT R, — VB B AL i A . R AR — B
BOEBN SR A RUAR A Ty B N R AR N, DU IR A B ., EL B L
I P ¥ /50 [ THI 9 Bl 1 5 L0V, R T RS AR L (KRR AE RV R TH
ERNZR NG R, AR SOREIX R I AR DL g 1] R I RE A
X1 G A AT N IR AR T T

f(g)=(c—k)Xg -£)'5, (g g (2-7)
Horh g g 11 <i< N)IPAITE, g, J2 4T HF I8 BB S5 AF AT, N e

AZEAEIRA, S AW IT 7R, e — R (AR 3C300), k2 A HISobel
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T SRR o SEIR0  2ARARBLME £ (g )W, T A A TRAT 5T
T B0 B ARG O 1«

242 BRI S BEREFE

X AN AR, AT SE AN RS T RS Ak 0 2 TR AR B R R
X LA B AN R AR AT I A, BB IR R
1. B fre=0 5 Lo AT EANLAGTHER A5 RS 0 BB

2. XPTREANRRIE AL FRATE et PR B P AR 1) Gabor A% #i i R
G (p)u=0,.7v=0,., fre: TUREHAREXG(p,)s

3. RSN ZrRE A T O N B B R Y, 5 kAN REAR B £ B
Gabor A% i 48 5 HH W10 1 2 88 9 G (p,) ok =1...60, W T LA 4 fi)
G(p,) IR G (p,) 2 W B B AV g ) (L8 TN 0 5] fie):

4. 1 BCAT B0 R AE S B RLE P = B+ d, O VRSB E
Gabor ZHIEAK G(p) )+

5. FIHRQ-5)KIHEG(p,) 5 G (p,) WAHBLEE, AL B e (1%

K SO AL, HALE KRR P, o WS &5 AL g5 8 BIE, WA
& fre=fre+1, 3|2,

2.4.3 EEMHFE R R R INE X

D i S (N ZE (T (R R (1l I N = R e L S R - Vg R
a5 % ASM M5 1.
a) Wi VIWGALE . A IR Y I W) 46 07 B NI R B2 4t ), B e
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X=X+PB %4 3 VB . Je ¥ M 4 % 8 AR -

X, =M(s,,0,)[X +PB,1+1,", #—LTWH B, =0.

b) L AMAREL. XX, T AN (x, ), BLZ S T R
JIKE R n (n>n, , AL 20N REMLB T ZLBR
ER—KER 0, @EERNS RN T LB KRR — P &
e, RIGEABIRIP S @ ANFRIE SRR AL (R (2-7)), IR
TLB PR BN @ ADFOSAE (") . WETH L%
R TI R, B2 X (A% R).

c) EHIAMIRE . FHET Gabor MMTAFAEM T KA R, A
PrafHa AT R, 138 X () .

d) X GHRIL S s A A Sy, M X, X, TSR H X, AR R X
I 2% s,0,t A 1 + ds,d, dt F1IEIRZ 0 BIIAAL dBI™, it ]
WHEHHE X, = M(s,(1+ds), 0, +dO) X + P(B, +dB)] +t, +dt - I

Hd(X,, X)), WRdX,X)<A, WX AEEABRIOEGER, T4

X, = X, B DYARLEIEAR,

2.5 SR

AR e &y v SRR IR B AL R PERE, e X T W R AL
Iy 2 -
E=;ipiﬁMmJMJ (2-8)

=\ p =1
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e N R RG dist(p,, ) FoR T IE 558 B R G805 G

iR p MFThik by p Z RIIKECEE 2, 1 =103, N (Q2-8)& i miiE

o {2 (141
ARSCRH K/ R 500 NG PE, 230 AHRUIZE ASM, A
HEHE 60 A R AR b A BERGHE, ok 270 A RAHE, et
SIS 2-1 R, I 2-2 4 — s fr 45 R
T Gabor BRMUA 102400 T 8 LR 22 (0050, A SCIEAT T S2%
WAF, W1 2-2 Fi, Gabor REENEHME, RAMPMERME, (HREARE
(EESSDIIP

Kl 2-2 1 AR AE SR A 2R, a,b) HoAy — DG IR T PR AR AE AR SR MU IR o) R AR AL L
N AR T PR A AL AR A SR d) LN PR T R AL PR S A R
Fig.2-2 Samples of facial feature extraction results a,b)Samples with illumination changes, c)

Samples with expression changes d) Samples in the normal condition
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K 2-1 SEE RN

Table 2-1 Experimental result comparisons

Method Average Error Improvement
ASM 210 | e
Edge constraint 2.03 3.33%
CSM 1.83 12.8%

R 2-2 ATFARBRT i A R FE 1) 5%
Table 2-2 Average Error for different frequcies

fre
0 0-1 0-2 0-3 0-4 Average Error

Error

2.01 1.97 1.85 1.68 1.64 1.83

2.6 RE /MG

AR SCHE I 5 iR T R AR REAT T A B 222K, Oy A G N T
PER Gy, AR S AL AR AL RO AN [ (R BN R s . b, 1%k R
SRR AL IN 2 RS A R i, ity P ) R R 1 Gabor AHGL A F (19774
BAT AL RMITEMLSAET . TR T Gabor /MR, PrRLE R
TR EA @ MEREE, A M R AR SR B Gabor $FAEREAT
L, AL RAR SN R R E .

iy B A R, AR AL RUE AL AR 9 N A AN R D R
I T8 B AN BEWE AR NI VROIAT: 55 1) 5 22 o AR A U0 = AR IR I 110 67 2 ok
Xk NG P T 8 DX AR AT VA A o AR I BRATT A BRAR 22 (¥ B RO SR AR - B
ZRHIE S BRE I E AL, A48 3D W AR RN S o T AR SCHR H A S
5 DUAT 1K P Fof S B PR B R E AL T R IE i, BUAS T A e L8O, (HR X
Jrih AR AN AL, AR I AR R G b A2 Wiy 3k — 20 P2 m AL BRI 5%, LA
L a3 N7 B N 1) SR R R AR L
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H3E ET Gabor HHLLE R H4FAEIRBUFAIR A
A

BT 2D KB BB R R BR R AR KRR FE MO TR IR R s, A
[ R E R 7R T iE R I g i T N IR B R e . —Meckud, & T K B2
B I EL A AR SR M 19 NI 172 )& Eigenface, Fisherface %555, 8 —
BCTPVERE T MR 4, RS AT A LSO ARG 23S 0, Lhana N3RS T/ ik
W) Waveletface ™ 53k, ME T2 B fEH . LL L X 2 7 v AT LLFR
ZNA R IER R TV . AR, AN T RS AE S A 7 s,
LFA J7i%, SbEBEULHC 77 V5 I FR 2 A Je e A 7 v . H2& BL B AR
W Ar TR DA AR WA 55 B T A A R e ten, sk ORI T
— LT BT BIRRE NS RB J53, EA R TGN T G2 2 W
Tk, EATEEEIG, DI a] DU vz A0 4 AT R, T2 () AR ML A 2% 20 4
WOk LR e AN TAE G NI R B B 73 K753, A SO OE SR 2 il
RO AT RO EAT T a7 S [, 3 R 3 BOCTE RF AR SR U

Gabor FFfiEAE A IR SR TN, A SCHEE TR e th T
— T BN R AR P ERRON T7 v . AR I SUR RS Wi A H Gabor 4R
FRIE R NIRRT 5, FEXT R AR (1A 80 dE AT 410 56k

3.1 ARRIR 5! AP 4 E 42 BY A9 [ B

b b, NG VR 5 R 0 20 SRAR KR S b AR T 45 ik 4 U 3k 1 AN
[l o AR FHE B S [l — 1 B T G vt 5 20 B (0 H R AR S U

3.1 EFFiHE I A ERISFERE

NI B TS5 . E R 24, Ui SIS A &) 2 MY
HRT S, BT LA S T R M N R 2T R R R AR, IR
G TARKIEED, RN A2 T RERAL, b K2 Bt e (2 a3 20
MNP AR b i ORI SR A AR IR I, A2 DX T 2L A, 26 —Fe i
(T N T = Nt S 1561 VK B 1 0 I R e i s Rl L1107 M B TR 7.
s b B B Pl e BT DAAEBEFRATT S R N A UM b CAT IR 25 1 22
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[ o3 AT 715 o 3043 2 1 R S T e 502 AR = i, tein—1i@100 K/
MBS, & R 4EE0M 2100 4E. RN G E e 781X FF i 4
[, A s NI R I s o0 A a] RE R AR AN B 1, R AR T2
K, FHHAEWE EMERERIER K. ATHRIANRES MRS MmN, £
TG KT I A ) AR PO S TN BRI R, R3S TR T . Bl S
TN T TTERR S R T AT 2=, NS T 24 i AR R 1 =
Tk —o TSR AT I AR R 7 R R ) 4k — MR R ], AT A IR AA A
LA A A 0k, IR e 4 21— MR e 125 0], A 30 78+ 2 )
oA N EE, EE  Ear RA SR T B, AR R A A
BT RKEMG. MBS T A 2tk MR 2 otk 25 (W A e 2 73 Ak, ARPEAS[A]
MPERE H AR 2K, 19208 2 A AW B are AR R n) 43 210 D
N 2k 7 2= T8 43 A J7 964« 32 J06 43 T (Principal Component Analysis,
PCA). &k Al 5 4> ¥ (Linear Discriminant Analysis, LDA). 37 76 4; #t
(Independent Component Analysis, ICA)  JET R 15 AR+ 25 0] 2 Bt
f: ¥+ 05 Hr(Kernel Principal Component Analysis, KPCA)F14%Fisher}|
543 #1(Kernel Fisher Discriminant Analysis, KFDA). | [HIA SCRs 4 F 2k P
RIAEZE M, LA IS T] b R o 32K 46 Ty 7 A ik B B g 1 (%) 3 FH A — T i B
(Tl LA G5 o BERE T 00 R A S ) 40 ) 43 A D7 ¥ AR S AR —
By, P UAAR TR ARG B 3A , KA S ST AT TR A

F 0o M AR SRR TK-L A2, &2 BG s — M E 8%
e, NIEEH TSR RS, B85 b, 00 B i e iy ik A8 )
FBUSKe o A A B T 2 A B 0T, B i 2R R I T T (1 Al 2 A AR I 1R R AE 7]
EAE AR S, B0, DRI D o TR (PR A ik T DA X 28 3= o
MEMEH A RKE R, Hh REEFEAREARE T /) B HE . oo i A
REZE NG IR0 B i 1 g 2 i Kby 25 POBR ke i), ok i Turk 25190
LR AR AE I (Eigenface) 7732, H T 1ETHNE AR AR ) o e A0k s 1) SEARUAIE o
MINZE G, 18I 3 7650 17 10 7 955 20 15 21— AURR AR G (RIDGE Y. (1) 3
JG)s AT 4 I N G vT DA AR A X 2 AR5 A i PR I 2 2
G I R B R R A FEAR IR AE 1) & .

28 WP RRAE G 72 02 K L T Euclidean BE & W I b0 K4y, Gk
bt % A W 02 2 T Euclidean JE B§ ) & 1 40 70 K 4%, WA RAHE T
Mahalanobis ¥ 2 Fl1 4%l £ B U7, B R AE RS i (R e sy, 3B L T
LRI T E M I KR 7 . Moghaddam 25120V 5 sl il 2 1 B T 4)
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JAR EToE A (A 7k . 2T AN AR A0 F T o i SRR N
i RIS N AR A RS TR AR A R RF AR, AR 5 7545 6 SCR[65] h i S8 AR, DLt Jiy
PSRN 2 2o SEIR I S5 AR W, 455 DUmE 07 25 SHE 48 R0 3= 70 70 i i A B
PO 77325 B 28 VR AR I 7 vk B IR DR RO e, XA U W 1 2k T DU ke
HH KR ZEE /DN o R FT0 e N S T AR R, (H2H
TEMPRHEE R T T A AR RN EE S, KIS TR A F R A
[ 225 M 5, EARRORUE &SRR 77 X, i e ke ik A PR 1)
FEAE W] B A 7R 1

Gk R o M AR T FE T M, e MEREAS IR w] 2 VR dsc i o H bk,
R N % ol w7 < 17 PR B A Tl & R = W 1 I 51 2 s P B B v R
(1) & Fisher #EW p& 2, JIr LU 26 % ) 0 70 #fr S BR Ok Fisher 26 % ) 51 40 #r
(Fisher Linear Discriminant Analysis, FLDA). Fisher X5 A 50 i) N B
K, H T B U R AR ORIE SIS A B BE R B A Rk, ek R
SRAg, BTN — 2 14 F BRI SR SR R . ft - Swets SRS H 45
F e M et A Tk, RISE I 00 M R 4E,  SRAT IR A 1) e e iR 5%
NN, PRUEAEZ A A P N U S AR A ), RS PR A Al AR ek
H 38T . J5 KBelhumeur 2538 °'¢ & F& 4 Fisher [l (Fisherface) /775, JEAE)
HRARA . RS UL O IR B I DL S A T VA TSR b,
T B 25 1R 2 70 R R 5 U 25 BB AR A KIS 0T P A7 5 e 49 2 AR B
WU AR, (HREA LI, RSN O T, Fisher JK % ECRR A K
B, JIAMBATTE R B R ARG TV, 6 N T AN B R AEAE ) 3 TR
WAL LB R, BT LR IR G AR, 23X = AN IG. Zhao% P
WX 7 VEAE TR NBE ST, M AT FR 2 9 3 JT A 43 AT (Discriminant
Analysis of Principal Component), FH5ZIL T —NEFr RS ARG EAKIR
A EL A PR B

[FBE, #%Fisher H5l 50 AT 42 45 & % BRI 21 0 ) 5 B 10 JE AR, R4
HCHDMNERRE . & BRI T A2 500 e R iR £ 2 a2 i AR Ze vk o¢ R IR 1
X 4k T Fisher 2 A o0 #fr 00 10, A28 5 28 22 1a) ) m (e ) B AT Al
Yo Bk, ABEIR EF e HFisher 82050 23 B A8 3 B S B 16 A5 2R ) 1)
AN AR, LA TR .

ERT N LAERISEAE b, A SO # Fisher Jy v BEAT 503t I FH 2k 4l B5CRN i 1A
NI R A R, JC I OGERE T B 07 IR AR M AZ T VA BRI, TR o T

Z W5
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3.1.2 IR EFE I FEFIRHERI G %

Gt A ITERAR A T e R H N AGE ST —SeRFEE, 4
FEJE — S8 iy T 1 S 2 JE M ) AR S R ) 2 e R S . AR, &
SRR A G R . RN, DUAEERE AR b T
WS AR T I, Bt S ed 2 5 Ko mA—FNEdRr, R4%
(PIPE RE 22 52 AR K52 o BT LUIR 2 BF 90 38 8 tH — 28 B 42 3R URFAE (1) N IR
T, BT IEAT A AN T2 2 SR 3RAG FONEEAE, P DL e 132 A0 o 7
), AT S A G B DT R T 7k
3.1.2.1 SR E TEC

5 A 5 v LR, o R T DG E 7 90 AR A 1 3 PR B s ) R
HOI T NG BRI, ASRE B EDH I 25 J o A s, B IMAHT T
BOACEE B AT o H S o VL L7 VR v R R R R s Dy A IR B mT FE 1)
PN, B W)U 20 R 58 75 24T 3 A8 2 % 2 I b i R BRI
3.1.22 £ FFEEFEMFFERRAZE

23 10 B 5 PR R 45T NG TR S AR 1 e Tl R A A A R 1
TN R M I TR IE, R & GeiE M7 19 3 ) 5 vk Rz A 4y
AT i) AR B e B VAR . JUILEAS — e, R A E T B T v
o TN B2 t— RV A B, o DOk 34T 5 22 1 J 25 Ak 15
A FUREPE . X FR LS. A P IEEESE, HAEAE B G
W OR AR TR G HAE S, XA R AR b R ) sk () w7 3 T
B G B AR R . AL, BT EIRRIE AR R AL B A B
[MI5T, 1 BAZ 2% SCHR[80-84].

3.1.3 /h&5

MAS 5 [F] AN 53 A 1K) 2% i NI Y530 9 m] ARIE 1 2 Tm) o0 A v i
TRAVHEAN D T VR SR AL SO NI R IR 3R AR SR BT
IR o Fenl o 25 18 (10 A0 o3 M D7 VEAE NI U wh (g Y BAT s 1AL
A o E S B R ) AL " 3 eI A 32 A RE 0 505 (1 i Lo iy L7 P DG i
Jiik, HFLBPHE TR AE M AN BN Tk o N gk e IXFEMAFAE — D AEH
AR, RN 2 AR AT PR AR IR ) 8, R ] 45 53X R k. S5k,
MBS IWEFER R, ARLAME A TR S % . A SCIHIWT T i i 2 — gl
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ST &5 G IX R R T, A s N R RGP RE .

BT DA Sy AR 1 40 8073, AR SR — 2825 4 (0 Nk VR 7 ik e
AT T 2K, WNAHE G (Eigenface), Fisherface, DUM-MJ5yk, 4= JmA0 & S FAE
A 1T A T VRS, AR MR R AT VRS . IR S R AR R T S
MBS, RPN R R AR YR T 32 8 o B R M R0 BT S T T
EATHAFEZ A BE D55 a8, IR A RN A FEAR A —FF
W, RGERIRAME R 2 BIR R RE W, A4 A Be A 24 IR AR . TTGFC
J7 11O Fisherface (R 3 R AS ,  [FIREFAEIXFERI M. 5540, AR 351
3R RAZ N 3 A T VA N TR ) AU AT e B R S S ok A5 R ) 4
B AN A SRS T 1], R ER 22 (BT 9T T UG iR X — Ak, b i

o S, SRR R R AL BRSO iV C-4E RN S5 R KU e /N R s

WA, HRAENR N b, 2 A ) 8 R B — AN

AR T ARG Ge vk 27 21 738, BAE 3% T 25 18] .7 BURFAE 10 N8 1R300 7
EAE R BB N RN T7 1, CLA B W A 22 AU BTN L BIA AT . I
HZIEIEEE 5 &SN N REARATE G, I AR AR E 7] 5L bR
B8 E T Rl

3.2 AB&IRF B Gabor $FEFR A HI & A

1 T~ Gabor bR £ 8 % [7] I 7 I 38R A3 35k S 806 {5 5 20 A 19 29 7 6
K, B EEE S RS2 TN . 1 4E Gabor bR £ RE IR I HL A
IR FL BN PR AR D 58 S8 — 0 ) S S 28 TG (R IO Rk, T LA LR 804F
AR1Y, Daugmancks 2L A 7E TSR0 A0 . 1 1 DT K 7 ek /2 5 T Gabor 2R
B R R BIIT L, e SR N RTS8 7 — 8O ., AR E AR — A
M HEAT Gabor B B/ N EFIE, FRZ Kjero T U AEPIIR ] S A5 B sk ik A%
G510 E Ve VT IS 7 R BUAS T R AF IR o SRR T O s A S B AE
RUARSCRR 2 N Gaborface) [FRFIE R 78 J712:, 1% 07 10 1A% 0 JEL I A 1 RO i 1]
4 1) Gabor i B 55 LA 2 — AN R 10 1) &(Z WIKI3-1), SR 5 HEAT 2tk 0 7y
Hr BB BIHRAE () 77« Gaborfaces! "y 5k I 4 b £6 F AN 6 IR 46 1 45 3k 4T
FRAE RIE Y, KPR E EA LSRN H, HARYE T+ M )mEaaRE
B AHE R TY4E8ORm, 7 EE e AT IR YE . R 2 7 40 nT DU i A )
A, e R RAEN, Boosting Jy ikl 4%

1 2% Gaborface B AE HEATHE 48, BUAF AR 8 Lr R B PERE, T HLACR
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AR R FATA I IR U 3R G K 2 BRI A4S B
fryth2101, %E;kﬁt Gabor AL A5 B RATIREF IR fE 1, © 2% Zh f
FHAE ML RSOR 5 SR ) BTS00 i g A R b, 32 B Gabor % FRURFAE
I R I W B AT A AL RE S8 o

/

Kl 3-1 Gabor i {E 45 ik AT MLAL 45 2R
Fig.3-1 Visulization of Gaborfaces(Magnitude parts)

AT Y — B 58 42 2 T Gabor A AR B N R 5L, kiR T
Gabor A7 4 A9 B IR 7 7%, AR5 488 70 B ANAHAZ I 2 A 7 P A S B s
EEE@W%%%%%E U R I LB 5 B A4 AR ARL RS v S A 5
AT BRI A0 3 R s R AT R o 1ZOTVE T NSk, (HJE £E 5 AFERET £ 45
ﬁiﬁﬁT%MﬂHﬁEﬁ%*%%%o%%,m?xﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ%%%
Wiy J&e AN —FEH), A SCHE T Fisher Ji WA 44> 7 HRBEATINBL, Rt — Do m &
T fE -

ARERRENBTAL N, BRI gkoRmTiik, M.
T @Eﬁ@MGwm%m%@mﬁmawo%Fﬁﬁ%$HQWMEm
J7% e o T L S I 0 UE A R Pt R AR 3R IO R A R

3.3 BT ZEEFTEREER Gabor B4R

K B4R U B T Gabor IR BLIO 4T I %, 2 RS HRIN
TG AR AR A0 B S TSR A, R 5 4 ) 7 PR %
RN G . T %05 T T Gabor S HURHIE, FFLLF TS B e 48—
F AT R A
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3.3.1 Gabor B ARKIRE L

H b= 5E, X TR KRR 1(2)f) Gabor AZHeZE A, B =5 W]
P B A, BRI ARARIR R, W& 3-1 Fras. ARz & o RId
e JLME R I M R AEARK I AR, RV BT A — A R B AL
el 3-2 Prome W RR “ARENE” S ECT TN LA K 2 o iR
RFAIE ) o

Rifn, MAAEEIFARTIEHE, ERR2USELZNRBMTER, —
AN B [ R R A Daugman 2 H 1A 3152 B HE 1R RS ) 7 v BT,
TE[87], B — A fUH B R AL B AN LURF AL, AR SRR Sy SIS R 2 350 4 L

WIE(P~(2), P (Z))), W

o [0,if Re(G, (2)> 0 -1
F(Z)= {1, if Re(G, (Z) <= 0}
o [0,if Im(G, (2))>0 (3-2)
F(Z)= {1, if Im(G, (2)) <= 0}

X HL Re(Guv(z)) Fm(Guy(z)) s&Gaborfi ik ¥ SE 8 F1KE 5358 735 Gu(z) I &
Xn %% b5,
2% 3-3, WATTLMRESEAG-1) M X (G-2) 85 B A L:

P*(Z) = {O,.if 0,(Z)e {I,IV}} (3-3)
1,if 0, (Z) e {11,111}
() = O,.if 0,.(Z2) e {LIL} (3-4)
1,if 0. (Z) e {II,IV}

pPr P W ) B A (QBC), DI B ATHE — M TR 5

B o AEMLBEAN LR, SR TR R R Gabor ZRAFAE {HALAT R, M
BeAT 5 SRR FFPE LU S Gabor Z2 AR Pl R A4k o il T R B AR AE A
S VR ) AR AT Al T R 0, RSO QBC kAl 2 LA U
P AR A AR IR 5 i
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l32(Mmm%%Tﬁ%
Fig.3-2 Visulization of Gabor Phase

A
1= 10 1-> 00
/ 9,,(2)
1= 11 IV=> 01

Kl 3-3 Daugman¥]AH AL A 1) 5 B & A 7R 5 18
Fig.3-3 Illustration of the Quandrant Bit Coding method

3.3.2 BEB Gabor I 4FTIE T

X R R R TR e B BT (1) Gabor AH AL AR 2 1) g 65 U7 1k
(LGPP)o X THR—A u A v, SEFHAIJEF Gabor AHA 2445 (Real-LGPP),
REF I R Gabor AHAL gt 458 3 (Imaginary-LGPP), 437l 5 X Wi
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LGPE (Z,)) =[P (Z, )P (Z,)),

P (Z, )P (Z,),.., P2, )xoP(Z,)] o
LGPP"(Z,)=[P"(Z,)P"(Z,), 56

P(Z,)sob, (Z,)5s PU(Z, )P (Z,)]
X Z, 1= 1,2,...8, 5 Zp 1 8-4B4k R, XOR KoxpEia®y, AKX ZH

J7 ¥ S 838 B4 1 (Local XOR Pattern, LXP), 1Kl 3-4 fi7s.

— 00101001 — LGPP(z))=41

XOR operator
—

0 0 0 1

3-4 Jaif e s A TR B
Fig.3-4 Illustration of Local XOR Pattern Operator
8-AR kR PRt 8 AN EURF M AE— A B AT, B O —
ANE0, 25512 (MR R R — MR, AR R Tz m B AR Rz
[ AL AR A . TSR U, X TR — A R RS A T VEIRATAG 2] u*y A LGPP
“Kg” , ATLLZ%EE] 3-5 (a)fi(b), XLEEIFH L RG A F Q0 E BT
2P
X R Gabor AHA 2 A AR 20k S5 T
P2 P (2~ {0,}f Re(G,,(Z,))*Re(G,,(Z)) > 0 } (3-7)
e 1,if Re(G, (Z,))*Re(G, (Z)) <=0
0,if Im(G_,(Z,)*Im(G_ (Z)) > 0 } (3-8)

PYZ)P(Z) =1 .
Lif Im(G, (Z,))*Im(G,,(Z)) <=0

ASCEGE T — 25 ORI R, B 3-6 ATLAE H, AR
P AR, i F N N ARIBIE . 556, FEX LB TR IE S
WS, R BRI, i 3-7 Bios.

FHS b, ARES AR R, R AR S EOR A RE S R R 134 2%
s P DCMEERFAE, 3K RO A EMR, S e SR W T i Ry
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% 3 % ST Gabor AL AE B IRHESRICRIR 5 7 7%

E SRR B S 2 T i e R e B, 24— 000000000 1 i, T 3R 7
XA R RO AR, TS R I LI D R, R R —A L, N
()] PAER IR i 25254, HARRT LS 2% il i 2.

e

—

/i

S

L
I Y
]'.\I‘ll‘ll. |} \-\\:
\\.\\\'\'\'\\"\\‘.\'.1\\.\.

()

A

i

i*l

e

j

; ~ _4 | ?i§§§§é;
=

= /i

b)

Kl 3-5a) SRR E Gabor A A7 2 5 4% X (Real-LGPP) b) k& &5 1] J5) & Gabor A £ 2 ih #
7(Real-LGPP)
Fig.3-5 a) Real Part Local Gabor Phase Pattern b) Imaginery Part Local Gabor Phase

Pattern
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— - k. b _F—':— 5

— | ———— -
e S| i | P e
e — [ — -'_,-H:"I-—H f——
B — —
i I"-

3-6 AN [F] AN T P A 3R R JR) 58 Gabor AH AV 2 i A5 5
Fig.3-6 LGPPs for Different faces

3.3.3 £J5 Gabor B 4FBIER

%2 J5) Gabor FAZALA SE PR EIESEE Gabor 2 Hh U7 ) HYARAL BT ity K 1)
Z5E, SR POE R T

GGPP(Zy) =[Py (Zy), PN (Zy),es P (Z4)] (3-9)

,V

GGPP™(Z,) =[P2(Zy). P2 (Zy)oee P (Z,)] (3-10)

,V

R, 8 AT5NIELFA R T — A7, B PR 5 ) LLAR il —1M0,255]
PAUININE: S ¢

GGPP™(Z,) =P (Z)*2" + P (Z,)*2 +..+ B (Z,)  (3-11)

GGPP™(Z,) = PI7(Z,)*2" + B™(Z,)* 2 +..+ B"(Z,))  (3-12)

,V v
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3-7 B0 Py i J A

Fig.3-7 Illustration of division method for Gabor Phase Pattern

(b)

3-8 a) L4 J5) Gabor AH A 4 5 15 1 (Real-GGPP) b) K # 11 4% J) Gabor AH 437 4 i 45
i (Real-GGPP)
Fig.3-8 a) Real Part Global Gabor Phase Pattern b) Imaginery Part Global Gabor Phase

Pattern

3.3.4 EF =5 E A EH Gabor tHI R

7t Daugman 7775, SR EARS R EEH R RIEE G, 15
[Py = R T B PR S AT B . AR, AEARTCHR, R TR R PR
Wik, HRREEATE] 40 ASFNFAR G FIFE /NS . XS ER R IR i
(MGUHRAE, T BT B 2 RSB SUBARFAE,  By DAAS SC e — 35 R F % 1)

41



S N L e VAT

7 BORSRBCH M E . T — W E T BRIk 2R 2 4 EE, UAKE
GRBl, EARG AN B, X R A 4 AR
HEMW . ALHEEIE GPP BRI F X, B R,,... Ry,
SR G T e — Ml B 38 1 E7 BES A (n E 3-7 TR, X BT 1 T E
RREEB B — N R | & (HGPP), H[I:

HY oo =(Heop(v,1):v=0,---4;1=1,--- L)

H 3o = (Higpp(0,0):v =0, 41 =1,--- L)

HY o =(H S pp(uv,)):u=0,..,7,v=0,41=1,---,L) (3-13)

H% oy =(H 2w, v,)):u=0,..7,v=0,-4;1=1,--L)

K LT XA

GGPP | Spatial

Histgram
Mormalized
Faces o | QBC
—pl 2D Gibor Dﬂ:f-ﬁ“;]“:d S HGPP
Spatial

LGPP —

Histogram

Kl 3-9 HGPP Jj i) i FE 4]
Fig.3-9 Flow chart of HGPP

335 H#H—T 9

U, ASCRE T T AW E T B R Gabor AHA g i 8L K T
W 3-9 iR . %7 AT W R :

(1) #F Gabor /N, 47K T Gabor Z#fitt, bz N, £
), DL R R SRS, DR OR B ORI

(2) HTETRIMNZR, NI AFEZARE RS, XTES 2]
BUORTCIE M, U N R A AN AR & 1) 0 A A AR OK ZE 00 (R i, 42
SFHERGE MR DR T

(3) PSR, BATATLUR LR TR Gabor A g i 45 3 e 3E T 47 Fl
FeaIs SEAF B, i B 7 B AR e O i i SR AT .

(4) ZITEARJ b2 R BT, X Fh Gabor 22 4 177 [H]
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H7 A RA JR S AR, BRI 7 0 R A, Wi, DG IRAE AR AL 2 B ik
P

3.4 EF HGPP 89 A B&iR 5

HIATR T H 7 BRI R oR Tk, ANRE % A R0 A AL
e R 2 B AR AL BT S 20 R IR A AR 22 IR W 26 T 1 U7 R AR
ARV STk, Hean EH T EIRAL, it DAUAS 3C 3 SR I B AE e a4 7y 2K
A AL BE v A 5
341 ETEHEHBERMRZHTEGZE

e H M S IETE, T 57 E R AZHRUE TR A X KR

S, (HS)= ZB: min (H,,S,) (3-14)

XH B R HJTEIM bins, H; XS, HIJTEIRASSERR BRI T MHAAE T

B A LR 4o JEF 0k, A NG S 10 B 7 BIRFAE HLH2 2 [8) R AR ARL
R s

S(H1,H?2) = S(H1Ggpp H2 G )+ S(H 1 Ggpp H2 G0 )

" o o o (3-15)
+SH opp H2 Gpp )+ S(H [ Gpp H2 [ gpp )
1§58 S8 BRR
. . 4 1 . N
S(H1Gopp H2 Gopp) = ZZSH[ (H1Gopp (WD), H2 Ggpp (0,1)) (3-16)
v=0 /=1
1 1 4 L 1 .
S(H1Ggpp H2Ggpp) = ZZSHI (H1Ggpp (VD). H2 Ggpp (v,1)) (3-17)
v=0 /=1
. . 7 4 1 . N
SH Y Gpp H2 pp) = ZZZSHI (H1Gpp (0, 1), H2 Gpp (u,v,1)) (3-18)
u=0v=0 /=1
7 4
SCH Y onr H 2 pp ) = 2, 2 3 S (Vi (0 v H 2 (v1)— (3-19)
u=0 v=0 /=1

L KRR E. e mul, @GE-16), (3-17), (3-18), (B-19)H 4%
AN FHARRUE AT, BIA T2 0 2R esal s, AR E A e IR
B A A g5 A S, BT DU & A AU
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3.4.2 EF Fisher BN AN A 3E

TR DX A58 6o TR ) ) 7 B S AR —RE G, DRI AN [ DX 3 45 B 1
7 U AE AT AR R G I B BE 1, BRI, 3t e %o A /) 1) 17 T it 7
RRIRCE, W 3-16)F] X (3-19)5F Fk 'S M B

4 L
S(H 1 Ggpp H2G5pp) = Z ZwGR(CEPP WD) 1y (H 1550 V1), H 2G50 (0.1)) (3-20)
v=01=1
I I SRR I I
S(H1Gopp H2 Ggpp) = z z ®agrp (VDS yy (H 1 Ggpp (V1) H2 Gipp (v.1)) (3-21)
v=0 [=1

Z @ (o (W ,1)S 1y (H 1 g (W, v,1),H 215 (u,,1)) (3-22)

L

7 4
S(H 1 gpp H2 600 ) = ZZ
0

u=0 v=0 [=1
I I RS uP 1 1
S(H1 gpp H 2 pp) = Z Z Z @ pp (W V,1)S 1y (H 1 gpp (0, ,0),H 2 g (u,v,1)) (3-23)
u=0 v=0 [=1

X HL @ Fern AR R F EL 7 B B AT AN R A

AL EEHMA Fisher MR HMNE 0, € PMEGOT T PR
R R PRI S E WA S w7 b = W e i e T R NP o N T Py
IR TN, K236 T2 p ANEITE Hy,, RNIETG 20T L
F 2 R 50

, 18 2 ka R 3-24
N (-24)
of :sqrt[iii(&” (H;,Hf;c)fmlp)z] (3_25)

HIFOR H, HTRBURRAE KIS AR, NRFE SRR

B, R, S AIEAN s 22 4 R & a5

m :ﬁzzﬁzzs (tr7.7,) (3-26)
ot -sar( £ 3 35 lznr)-mif | (3-27)

)5, Hy, WRE o, AT U420 A RK
o o —mp ) (3-28)

R
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LA b AU e B (e R S B R A LT B SR A e D,
e R IR T 25 1 HAT 98 0 0l e 0 IR X 5 B o RVE B (1 o S A 10
PAEET AR IR ARGV S ST R, AR i T I S FATT A B AT L
HARB A LA il AR E T .

3.5 KBS

X, HA FERET #¥EJE F1 CASPEAL-RI HH J7E 9% FH K 56 4iF A
TR VAR RE . e AT B AT R I AN B B, e A R B UE %
T vk P E
3.5.1 £Z FERET iz

FEAS FERET Hdf ) Z IR A ON SR TR RE . AEAS SCIR S
B, SRR IRIE AL EAC KR Tt Rl 128*128 K /MK, IEIY Gabor

I BH fr =7/ 20

Kl 3-10 FERET %k B I FEA
Fig. 3-10 Samples in the FERET database
R4S FERET MR PR, ASCRIURIFER gallery F1 probe #i#iEZE, LA
FIRERIIZREE & . b Fa (1196)1E 4 gallery #dfi /%, Fb (1195), Fc (194), Dup
[(722) F1 Dup II (234) 14 probe Hfr.
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3.5.1.1 AN E B & K 3R 51 2 B £

wE 3-11 o, AFEE R KR [ A, X 2B [
R, LI B2 DS N, TR f o XN T— AN N RTINS
M7 S XY RN B, A RS S A 18 1 75 [R) 25 R4 S

¢)

3-11 Gabor B IR S f a) [, =7/2;0) f =+27/2,and ©)

f‘max =7

Fig.3-11 Magnitude parts of Gabor kernels. a) fmax =x/2; b)f = \/57[/2, and ¢)

»ﬁnax = 7Z-

ANFEE RN SR Br R AR RS B R A —FER, A R B I, Gl
WaEIE 2GR T HONE R, (ERENE TR SN

& 3-1 AT LURZE S 5niE, KN BUR A G 3G 1 f . BRI EE /N
BHEIF R RO . N, #ORA 128x128 KANIH—LEG . &%
LGBPHS 456, H 7KK bins ¥4 128, LA 64 1B,
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R 3-1 AN BRI/ RS U A 1) 52 i

Table 3-1 Recogntion rates for different image sizes for basic HGPP

Fb(%) | Fc(%) | DupI(%) Dup 11(%)
64x64, fon =7 95.1 97.4 74.9 72.2
88x88, f,.. =~27/2 97.2 98.5 77.1 75.6
128x128, £ =7 /2 97.6 98.9 77.7 76.1

3.5.1.2 MEEEMERE &SR

H 7 ERFIE 2B ALE S B, BT AT e T8 R & # i, X128
HT KL B R R XA SR 2P NBAE T HETR 2 AR
V| I e R LT e A1 R 3 D W B U A T B SN o
DI =R S B e R M TN <i3 ) A 3 S P ST 7k 75 el N M s a0 S E TN A ES R
AbERAE GG, B 3-12 IETEG, mE 3-13 A 3-14 D)kt R G S 0 e i
R Z Ja i 3.

3-12 IET K4
Fig.3-12 Frontal face

K 3-13 2547 N EIR 1R 2 Tiee 2,6,10 J5, 28 AT R N B8 g A7 Jie
2,6,10 J&
Fig.3-13 The first row rotates with 2,6,10 degrees, the second row with 2,6,10 degrees
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3-14 FIPIAT RN NI EHMBAE Y /A% 2,3,4, 58 AT R DUAT o AR G A
X B EHEATH# 2,34 B FR
Fig.3-14 The top two rows with X-translation 2,3,4 pixels, the tow bottom rows with Y-

translation 2,3,4 pixels

Recogntion Rate

Rotation

95
90
8
80
5 P

70,
7o

-10

-6

-2

0

2 6

10

3-15 1£ FB M 4E & L5 UF HGPP X igik & vtk (2 SRR m g 2 B, -2 £oR
) A i i 2 %)

Fig.3-15 Robustness of HGPP against rotation on FB probe(2 means 2 degress Left rotation,

48

-2 means 2 degress Right rotation)
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x—translation

o o6
) 4

|
|

95 P
9 p
S el
80 P
75 P

Recognition Rate

-4 =3 -2 0 2 3 4

3-16 1t FB 4L & LIGUE HGPP X X il L i-F-8% 1 & B v (Bl fn 3 38R 18] 22 F 78
3AMER, 3 REMATE 3 ANMER)
Fig.3-16 Robustness of HGPP against X-translation on FB probe(3 means 2 pixels Left

translation, -3 means 3 pixels Right translation in the X-direction)

y—translation

o —* 1 ¢ —
=
B 90 P
5
: s
& 80
o
2 75 P
fa=

-4 -3 -2 0 2 3 4

3-17 1 FB WAL & LIGUE HGPP X Y Bl L i-F-82 1 & B v (Bt 3 38R 18] /2P 78
3MER, 3 REMATE 3 ANMER)
Fig.3-17 Robustness of HGPP against Y-translation on the FB probe(3 means 3 pixels Left
translation, -3 means 3 pixels Right translation in the Y-direction)

M TR IR AT DLARTE AR SCHR R 5 V0 1 RS e 1 e A T
PAFESZ IR o Al L, X5 EE[90,91], AT LG SIS 7 2 AR w B, LR
PI7ET HGPP A2 T X 3 E 5 FRF R (R A U U7 ¥, 1 Fisherface AT GFC
JIEH R FE TR R LR .

HOT R IEA S IBALE AR B, TSNP, BUE AR AR, K
H 35 3R AR AR ) 7 P, i DRI o 55 =5[] 157 J&I 1R 7 AT 98] %
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VLiic B & #e k.
3.5.1.3 R4S

AT B 7 A — AR OK B i) 38l 2 e A e R vy, T8 2 B A TR
TEYE RO e T S (80 H A E 7 B ) bins 20, BT LURHGX AN S B RENS iR e 4k
ot w8, w, T ARMFIEe TR EE R 2, el
ATTE S TE e SE 0 ke i B BREH 1A A R ZR IR

100
3 O 32X64
CU —
Q: 90 W 32X32
S | | |O32x16
E 0 16X16
%" 80 W 16X8
i~ I 8X8

75 —

70

Fb Fe

3-18 FHLANHO TR 2 1 5%
Fig.3-18 Recogntion rates for different number of sub-regions

M 3-18 FATAT LU, B TEREsg I, S2eAe R, HEiR %
SR, CATHHCN 4%4, 8%8, R 16%8, B —AN T He i Ko Bl A
32%32, 16*16, 1 8*16 I, 128 Fl 64 LRIk ZEHL 16 B ity i i) 47 1]
LT AT o T o S R T PNl S K S T AR RSO R AR 7 Pk | o el
fFr, (HJEREHE 7RI, REMEIRE LS. Wk 3-19 P ss
Kbk H T 64 T

BRUELASE, E T EIH bins Bt o 5o M 2 R S8R R P RE DL AR .
M 3-19 7 LU H H 75 K bins BoOK, R SRl mr,  (ER AR Y S EUK
FRAE K s 3 0. AT AT LUE tH RS 52 % B ) O 2249 31 T 1R I Hb A
e, DALh SR BBURS AL AR R AE KR BT B LU, 2R S8 IRl 11 1 e 1 i 2
THFAEIR I

A DAL AN SER ML T LRI . FLT ) bins M1 BRI 3 4 v ]
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ARG . HHs2 b, LGBPHS I LBP kO &L IATILAL T — L2856,

100
(¢D)
5 95 256
= m 128
= 90 064
il 032
§ 85 W16
(2=

80

Fb Fc

Kl 3-19 A1 J5 B Bins 2O PR 51 2 1) 5401
Fig.3-19 Recogntion rates for different number of histogram bins

3.5.1.4 FHIRBERERT EL

M 3.3 AT LU BIA SRS Y I 592502 1 2 MR 2 Ry, A0 AR T SR AN
JEFB )4 JR AL L R A o TR T AN R AR, DA R R S U
2o T LRRTE AN AR REA S (AN ) (R 0 1 £ L, I T P S0 SR 560 A1 4% A Ao
RO, BLACEN 1 Ta R BAME .

% 3-2 F TR Gabor AH A7 g A5 AR IR T 28 UM 0T b

Table 3-2 Rank-1 recognition rate comparasitions for different kinds of Gabor Phase

Patterns
Fb(%) Fe(%) Dup 1(%) Dup 11(%)

Re GGPP 91.9 87.6 64.3 59.4
Im_GGPP 91.2 86.1 64.4 61.1
Re LGPP 97.0 97.9 74.9 72.6
Im_LGPP 96.8 97.9 74.7 74.4

Re_Im_GGPP 92.8 89.2 67.2 62
Re_Im_LGPP 97.1 98.5 77 75.6
Re GGPP_LGPP 97.4 98.5 75.4 74.8
Im_GGPP_LGPP 97.0 98.5 76.1 75.2
GPP (all) 97.6 98.9 77.7 76.1
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M 3-2 afLLEH, Re LGPP 1 Im LGPP HU#31R AL PERE, 1H 2
HIZIE i+ Re GGPP Al Im GGPP. 58t 2&, GGPP {4 %)% Hix
/NT LGPP, EMIfEE S & LGPP [ 1/8. WAk, SZiBfipeds, LLJ
GGPP 1 LGPP M4t m 7 RAEMPERE. T GPP ¥ At Rl g &4 —
RIS T S kR, BT CARE— 20 Ui B DL i SE A8 7 S B AR K
3515 FRZFMEBZMARIRANAZHIMLLE R

FERET fE—NFE AWM, B2 SEA 80 E il &
RARENE E A TF R R SCHER A3 2], BT UnT UEAT 78 0 %) bk 5 . 7R IX —
W, B A LOIRAS R 7k R s 45 O AT o L, B 5 LGBPHS,
LBP, LDA, EBMG, GFC %. M KHin Ikt T Gabor M {H 1k
(1), g Rk 3-3 s

% 3-3 MR 4 19 AU A G5 % LL 45

Table 3-3 Recognition rate comparasitions with other well-known face recognition systems

FERET probe sets
Methods Data Source
Fb(%) Fc(%) Dup 1(%) Dup I1(%)

HGPP_Weighted This paper 97.5 99.5 79.5 77.8
HGPP This paper 97.6 98.9 71.7 76.1
LGBPHS_Weighted ICCV2005 [56] 98.0 97.0 74.0 71.0
LGBPHS ICCV2005 [56] 94.0 97.0 68.0 53.0
LBP_Weighted* ECCV2004 [57] 97 79.0 66 64.0
LBP ECCV2004 [57] 93.0 51.0 61.0 50.0
UMD LDA TPAMI2000 [22] 96.2 58.8 472 20.9
USC EBGM TPAMI2000 [22] 95.0 82.0 59.1 52.1
GFC This paper 97.2 79.9 68.3 46.6

TR, IR HGPP(HGPP Weighted) 7 VA Al FERET $24E(K)
WEELEL 1002 MEAR). LGBP Weighted 7 & A e I IR A Z5 5, &)
FERAEE PR BA  — TSR, %077 F 2R FH Gabor TREAS BAN
LBP JPikitAT 4G IR 3-3 AILUE BIA S AR T B e 7 i B i) il
HVERE, {HJE7E Dup 1Rl Dup n 44 b, T LA BIBLA X L85 VAR MR
A EURA AR BAL,
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3.5.2 CAS-PEAL-R1 ¥R

CAS-PEAL 4 it 2 — AN KA Kot P>, @4 1040 AN BAK
99594 sk, ¥WABIES, RIG, WY, ML, TEUEH kM ERE
TRITANMNE RN RGE R TERE . ASCERE M —4F 4% CAS-PEAL-RI,
FESCHR[201 45 Tz PR B . Gallery 8 e 4 N — ok bR ifE A
(1040 5k B By, - HIEPEW FIWKX 785 W% (Accessory), B 5
(Background) , #f 2§ (Distance), 3 {& (Expression), £ 1k (Aging), & M
(lighting) AT 50 VA RN PERE . I EESG AL EESBRALE, AR
Wt BEALERE 1200 5K AR IITZRIR BB o A3 % 800 3 v 4 Eon]
LM R HE http://www.jdl.ac.cn/peal/index.html 3 %] ,

3-20 CAS-PEAL ¥# ) FFEA
Fig.3-20 Samples of the CAS-PEAL database
%% 3-4 CAS-PEAL-R1 $4fi g 1 8 YU 22 1 L
Table 3-4 Rank-1 recognition rate comparasition on the CAS-PEAL-R1 database

Methods
Eigenface Fisherface GFC LGBPHS | HGPP | HGPP_ Weighted
Probe sets

Accessory 37.1 61.0 85.1 86.8 91.9 92.5
Lighting 8.2 21.8 443 51 61.7 62.9
Expression 53.7 71.3 92.9 95.2 96.4 96.8
Distance 74.2 93.5 1.00 98.9 99.6 99.6
Background 80.5 94.4 98.9 98.7 99.6 99.8
Aging 50 72.7 93.9 1 96.9 98.4
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MR 3-4 BATATLLAE B, ASCHR 15 B i b 1 FeAb i Uik,
FAEMY, Jel LA LR S KM MNR AR & B ARH I AR Al iR L
JT IR S22 AR YR T [21]. Hh GFC FIHIIZ Gabor TRMEEE, SH
MG, ASCHR 3L T Gabor AAALAR BRI 5 i A 21 500 & M (VR PR BE BT
DA SR T A 1) A AR A G2 fE 18 79 23 1) 45 R T

3.6 XF /G

REFREEH T —MEET Gabor ZMAE B AR I, &I5iEK
KR SAE T E®H ISR, it 7z e rin . A, Jiid KRS
KAIE T Gabor AHALAE B BA G ML, BT T IZg it 13T Gabor i {451k
(R Fh e SN RO TR PR e o FE T AR iR, — D ARG . 55745
PR PR AR F AT A, B AASSCAI R Fisher  Ji Ut A P 45 32 47
B g E HGPP J5vERIPERE o BEAS 25 ik R L e 8O (0 1) 7L, A
KMFE T AR Tk, SERRWNZI R AR . S8k, IR
P, — AU TR Ez A g Jy i, 1o HL3E 2R R 45 52 )1 255
EHRE SRR, USRI B0 R RO SR SRS & H i A
BB BRI IR . 55 5 TR A5 BRI T A I GE v 22 ST BORSK S 31 HGPP
U fE -
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F4E EBRIETRH—RIET R

b m] DU JR S B (LXP) S A AGE T %, B4
JEMLXPANGE N H 21— MK B R WE 2 AR Ege s T —Fhfr i 7k, fFf3LXP
FE VA A ELIE F M o 1% B AZ O BELAEUEE T Qo] 0 — i 1l 45 AR 1 — i B
2 Wm AEEE, el L E R LXPE 1

BT RAEAE BT DL R R R 25 2 A K/ R &R, I Hl i 456 )5
VA R AR AT BB (R SO B AR Y, R SO TR B U Ak 1 VAR — R
KRG AR B T 4l (G . fESsEal B, A LXPS k3 BUR 6 7 5%
B, SEBR bW TR AR AR 2R AR FE T I I — 3Pk . AR e S Rl — TR
LBPH ¥

4.1 BEB—{E& N (LBP)

LBPH T2 —From KISt E iR T H, 8 — MG &R AR ILA0 8 i b AT
KNI EG, ARG X I A 5 AT A H A (2 @ BAE), W15 31— Fh g 24
o HEARLBPAR IS H & 3x3, Jakilidie e 12, LBPHE ¥ nf LU & A
FIECH WA R, B4-145 0 T — N EALBPH F s, e lE
VR BE BE 5 ) 1 — PP AL, DL RO AR 6 &R R Al kP

hn

—(Threshold
6|—*

Binary: 11010011
Decimal: 211

B o

~ |
[
Lad

B 4-1 Jay il — (AL C(LBP) S 1 IR &
Fig.4-1 Ilumination of Local Binary Pattern(LBP) operator

TESCHR[417H, K SCHSE & Gabor TRAEFFMEART LBP 8+, HUS TR
IR e . %07 VA 32 AR Z R H Gabor AR ¥k M sRSFTE, AR5 R
LBP 5.7 $E UM X (micro-pattern), ¢ 5 H 258 B 7 B R & R A4 .
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4.2 FEFHIRN(LXP)

P(Z) 52— AE M R EE B, WA SOE L LXP T
LXP(Z,)=[P(Z,)xorP(Z,),P(Z,)x0RP(Z,),.... P(Z, )xorP(Z)]  (4-1)

XH Z, 1= 1,2,...,8, & Zy ) 8-4B8 A, XOR X/xmuiay, XMzHA
SRR Z A Ry S B U - (LXP), T E—TE . 8-AR Ik fif 15 fE it 8
AN EARE AT B — RUAF B — AN, PR ) BAFH —ANTE[0, 255)2 [a) 1 4 20k
Foan— MBI R 1 80 0 ACER T HMEEE, LXP SEfr ERIRABIR S A
HAAFMEE. Bt LXP B AUEH T (HEE&WE? 250 LU
LBP —FFHH— Mtk w4 — Mz LXP 1535, R LXP A8 id
F T — M 2k B2 AR

43 ETHE A B ZELE LXP &R

X AR e N B B A AN [ (8 T o S AT R S A
R XA &5 RBEAT AL, AN SCRRZ BB RE TS o) —ABAL . TEERA 4 A5
[ o ol S8 7 1) BEAT Bk, L AR an R B

XFF 0 BETs I, B TR 5 e AR IR 45 R 20l s e 1 (R 5

GZAﬁj):{Q #Tﬁq?>lﬁflj)'} (4-2)
‘ 1, ifI(1,j)<=131+1,))
XFT 45 FEJ7 ), BE TRR BETT In) A AR I 45 2R 25 o0 3R 7R ek 1R B
X
Gzy(nj)z{a qlaq?>1@f1J+ﬁ) } (4-3)
® 1, ifI(4,))<=1(1-1,j+1)
X 90 FEJ ), AR TR BE Ty i) B A1) 45 340 0 7R e an R KB
X
GZU(i,j)={O’ G100+ } 4
” 1, ifI(1,))<=1(1,j+1)
XFY 135 JET7 IR, R DA BE DT In) B A IR 45 SR 23 ) 267 Bt (1) B
X
z “(l_’j):{o, i.fI(i.,j.)>I(i+.1,j—.l) } (4-5)
”5 1, ifI(,))<=131+1,j-1)
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XA —ANBE T 1 A S RN GZ, BATTH T LLRA] LXP 55
TRIRAG — Bl AU A . S Ps EOR AR T AR AR T A e 2 AT 8L
P, 1 LBP s RFER Sy [ A 45 AT MO R I ARl . R — Fix
BHX TR BRSSO JET5 I ORAJ5 [DIESE =S ki, LXP
1ATO 73 2o 35 30, e 4-2 Bk

oo

/ \
— T

1 2 3 1 2 3

b)

4-2 LXP {175 SURE B a) ‘1RSI0 X(LXP) 0 LRI X

Fig.4-2 Illustration of LXP, a) the meaning for ‘1’ b) the meaning for ‘0’
MEL BRI E 7R WT LR 2 LXP da SR A5 3 > ml 2 (B 2 7 18] 1 — 5
PEo TBEEETT 1) ) — B BE R R A S (AL, LBP A8 YR AL S I
AT (R0 B2 7 1) (P LSRR DA 18] 4-2 b) Fros PN E5 2R o T SEBs B IX AN 7 10 A2
AFRER), BIRE SR FDCIEE R R, (HE I B 7 1 i, X
MLGAT R FE W . PrAEX— b LXP 2GR, (H2EA L
i . LXP IE B i e AR L, ARDERG & —Drus
IR WS AL, EMARFEAR S E R B ER, EE ol R s I A N 3%
W& e . AT A BAE NG P00 503 2 GO 70 A 45 AU A3 21 32 B Y
Gabor 1 [ FE AT XA R PE, 0 T Ao ml el 2 g 5 Gabor IE{A 1
Zi Rt —FERY, OGS BLE AR — MR AR am A 0 TR A —
W7 AR NS R s, LXP & BAE PR . AWESE EoRUE, ARSI 1

LXP & & 0] IR UF 15 Gabor FIEREAT S & 10, SRR K.

(1) Gabor 14— MR IERG 58 T H, AN T UG K L5, 19 s Ak
BT %) 6 B 7 1) AT AANE B&, 1 H OG0 A A BRI T o it BA Gabor [1)IE {7 LA
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FLXP 454, Mm%, ST 2407 B A5 K . 1 H Gabor R E X 9T
AR LXP B — 8k
(2) LBP & 0B FET7 n) &A1) 45 FE3EAT ] B ) 1562, 1 LXP Refig 1R
U [ AR AH AT A5 25 R TVBR B 7 Tl AR LG &R
Wil 4-3 iR, B 5eR R GG BHEEAT Gabor 484, X T IRAE M43 11 5 4
i, RIS R LXP H 188 nf ik g5 1

oo 2D, F;;T%
- : Dl ralE
Yd 1P, r%; UTH" \
r N

7

LI
e 5 3

=
X
v
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d)

4-3 KT Gabor(5 MREE 8 /N7 )R AR AL LXP 7~ 55 8 a) R B BEJ7 10 /& 0 Ji2
I LXP 45 5 b) R BhEE 5 1] 52 45 FEIF LXP 45 5 o) & w6 i J7 1) /& 90 FEI) LXP 45 %
d)F IR BRIE 7 1) 2 135 JER) LXP 4531
Fig.4-3 Illustraiton of Gabor Magnitude based LXP results (5 scales, 8 orientations), a) LXP

results for 0-degree gradient direction b) LXP results for 45-degree gradient direction c)
LXP results for 90-degree gradient direction d) LXP results for 135-degree gradient

direction
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XI T Gabor AR K, LXP tH[FFEAT LIRS —Fh AN BB IR 7R . A
PAE B R R E Z M E R, (HEIEWRITE, eRAA R EM.
P A e HAE R Gabor AHAL(E B, ATTFFERAA 7T HB R RN R, R
JE P LXP REE. JEEiM iR, ik B A S, WAEE T B
5 M A 25 R B R e e, it HLAE NS R A AU A &G Nk, N
TSI 25 5, Wi 4-4 iR,

=5 Wi

2 il

e 7 ! Ij'!] (141 P i | BEESERE 2

e e A | B | S =
b) (4%)
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d)

4-4 LT Gabor(5 AN R 8 ANJ7 ) AHAZRHIE ) LXP 7 5 & a) R on#h B2 77 [n) 2 0 )&
I LXP 45 5 b) R BhEE 5 1] 52 45 FEIF LXP 45 5 o) & w6 i J7 1) /& 90 FEI) LXP 45 %
d)F IR BRIE 7 1) 2 135 JER) LXP 4531
Fig.4-4 Illustraiton of Gabor Phase based LXP results(5 scales, 8 orientations), a) LXP

results for 0-degree gradient direction b) LXP results for 45-degree gradient direction c)
LXP results for 90-degree gradient direction d) LXP results for 135-degree gradient

direction
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4.4 EF LXP IZ B HEAE

N R 50 (1 58 T 74 ) R A A5 3R AT 1 2% R R S T X S ) 5 vk AT e . 2R
LT LBP, LXP & — 2l 57, &nl U G %, 7w 55 1AL
B T HIX LG AR I SCEERRAE, BT R 2 ORI R SO 1E . A
SR HE— PR 2 8] BT RS BCADIRFE . TS — 1 H T B R AR 2 4
MEE, DAREGAE, e E— Mot EB, X =g E B
S AN AE JC L . AR 4 LXP EE 5 1 B A AS (1 LA T X
B, B Ry, Ry, KGR — Bl R SR I B BIRRAE, XFEPT A I E S
B EIE R A — AN B ) & (HGLXP), Rfl:

H =W, wv,l):u=0,.7v=0,--4l=1---,L) (4-6)
XH L XA

4.5 H—S 9

U, ARSI T AT Gabor RFAER) LXP =5 H 7 B U5k [RIFERT,
ZIT LT Gabor /N, FTLUE 4k 7K Gabor AR A4, b2 REE, £J5
], LAR R R R A 4%, DRl O B KA B o iy VAT LU S el 1
WIZRG1E 2 A RE T B85 (1 ), IXAEGT v 2% ) BLIE TCik se i o

JRUEAZ IRV AR o, (H2 B R AR YEBOR =, P DL % AR
Ryi At EER R o AT RR S S A I VR R RIS . BRIE PSR, A
TR RAE T AL A A SR RE S BUAR AU AR R, BT LR AE KRR R S B
firt o T ARAE AR SRR R TR 3 AT B P B AN (1 ) i

4.6 EF LXP B ABRIRF
AR FEATYIR T P 17 1A M A A0 4 2 S AR #5748 0. JE T
S, PN NG R 10 E7 PR F1, 2 2 06 AL 1 7
S(H1,,.H2,,)=33% S, (H1,, (Wv),H2,, (uv]) @)

MR Y S8 Al BUE SR B AR o S A 5, IR RE AR
o, ERAREGMHINAGES DR E, MESMG 5 ARG

62



4T RSB IEYR

TZAMRE S8 1A Tn) AU A ) DL 2 2 3RO S A U, I DUAE | — B U 55 4b
—RRSRIORBE R R ARG BIPERE . B U] T AR SO K5 iR RE N A
GGE s R AT A S

4.7 KBS

XY, JEA FERET HUdi JE g HIR AR PO iR PERE o 128008 A
J AR N B O R PE e, AEASCSERR,  E SeAR YR IR I 1) A7 B4
R4t MR4G FERET JUIAPN, K86 ORISR (gallery) MR
(probe) ¥da [ . 1 Ja Kk T AL B AGON  oft Jed B B 7 i P REEAT T LB AR
SRR H T Gabor Ry fEBE— 25 B UE A SCH U7 iR TR BE

471 EF X EE%E LBP 1 LXP BYSELE % bt

H TR Z AR, KT 88%88 A/NHIEIE, BB T VAT
DR /NRIEFE R 8x 11, #BR A 1A A TT U0 BT IR AR EAT R 4, A
SCKM 16 A Bins. s ESHIESEAMRZ LR AT LIS, i LBP,
HGPP 1 LGBPHS 7572,

WEL 4-1 Prow, BT R a6 A0 BB ) SE 56 3 W AR SC v LBP B A A
IRTERE, (H/E7E Dup I ¥ds I, LXP BUESAHX U HPERE. Dup 1T Bdis &
e T NHER AR B AR & (— R L), b ERAEE 7O, BASA
s

BE TR RE BB I 30 43 B SE B R W] LXP S0 Go0) 1 S (S gk AT 1A,
B IR N BE A Sobel 57 RIBIGAZAE R, AR50 7HIH A LBP
O LXP S ICHUBIRAE, X g Bk 4-2 fros:

41 FET IR LBP A LXP 45 %% L (16 Bins)
Table 4-1 Comparison results for LBP and LXP based on Grey-level images (16 bins)

FERET probe sets
T3l
Fb(%) Fc(%) Dup 1(%) Dup II(%)
Image LXP 92.9 59.8 52.1 359

Image LBP 92.9 50 497 252
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M 4-1 F1K 4-2 0] LLEH, Sobel 512 A LARENS $E i P FP 5 VA 1K)
PN, SRR IX P A o] DUR U IR 1A 2 A5 B AT g e, Jodt LXP &
T IARATE T . %) Sobel 14 L FEHUE 1 45 AT BN, LXP 1R 2
W5 4F+ LBP, X Uil T LXP e 5 4 b fe Wil 2% 5545 8 1 70 A

% 4-2 T Sobel 571 LBP Ml LXP £ R4S LE
Table 4-2 Comparison results of LBP and LXP based the Sobel operator

FERET probe sets
Tl
Fb(%) Fe(%) Dup 1(%) Dup II(%)
Image LXP_Sobel 91.5 79.9 56.9 53.8
Image LBP_Sobel 87.8 76.8 524 47.4

4.7.2 EF Gabor $5{ERY LBP 1 LXP BYSRI& ¥t bk

KT RAE LXP SERIPERE, A SCHIH] Gabor HFAEXS i 46 & 45 1t
ITHRFAETG 98, ARJE e AT @A, SR A RN LXP [k e g i T
LBP Mk fe, JUHAE Dup #ilted b, Wk 4-3 Fros, Frla] BLANE AL
(KI5 — PP AR L (R0 38 A5 L HEAT R T AL

* 4-3 HE T Gabor FHE ) LBP Fl LXP 45 3 XS L
Table 4-3 Comparison results of LBP and LXP based on Gabor feature

Probes Fb(%) Fc(%) Dup 1(%) Dup 11(%)
Models
GMLXP 96.7 97.9 71.6 71.4
LGBPHS* 94.1 97 58.8 49
GPLXP 97.4 98.5 75 75.2
Phase_LBP 96.2 97 70.4 67.9
HGLXP 97.7 98.9 77 76.4

* RN A B (¥ S 2 R
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LGBPHS #& Gabor IREFFERT LBP AH&5 A, 11 HGLXP /& Gabor R {E%F
TEF LXP FZ54 . T2 Ut W12 LGBPHS (45 RH[16104G 2= 50, &P A
B4 A—HE . GPLXP Hl GMLXP 43 |3~ 4T Gabor AHA FMRAEALE SN
JEF Ji%, Tl Phase LBP s I ARA A 8 5 A 45 AR R Sl 3 A
FOE N, Wikl T LGBPHS ARGiRHAIT77%. HGLXP 37 Gabor AHA FIIEAL(E
SRS LXP RFAEA 454 1 Tk

T THTIX 2 S G S R WA SO H U v R AR A B TR B2 LGBPHS
4 57 SR AP IR AITEfE . WK 4-4 Fros, HA 0%, 45°, 90°, 135°% R
ST —/N B 7 1) A R R R0 26

* 4-4 LT Gabor WEAH S 43 () LXP RFAE(SE—J7 1)) F1 LGBPHS 1% Eb
Table 4-4 Comparison results of GMLXP(sigle direciton) and LGBPHS based on Gabor

Magnitude
Fb(%) Fc(%) Dup 1(%) Dup 11(%)
LGBPHS 94.1 97 58.8 49
GMLXP(0") 95.2 95.4 65.9 63.7
GMLXP(45°%) 95.8 96.4 67.9 68.3
GMLXP(90") 95.3 97.4 70.1 65.4
GMLXP(135°) 95.3 97.4 69.2 66.7

4.7.3 =2 8] H 75 B HHE Ry B 4E

IEWATSCRTIA, AR SO IEAFAE — A6 A, RUVRRE 4 30 . T8Ok
Ui, EFXSAIEA TR, LA IERE H T KK Bins BORMEYLIXAN . 1%
JIVE AR R B R RGN MRS (S, RSPk G, X—/N i
ik S UL T A — S S5 1S, R — T AT A R e s e R S
G

M 4-5 FIZk 4-6 nfLUEH, M HEJTER bins BOKHREE B LG, R
I B ZBIR KM, 3R 4-5 2565 3 T 2K B S 10 R G0 iR ) R AR
AL, 17T 4-6 S 5%F 3 T Gabor $51E 19 2 G5 1R 5 A8 4K (1K) 00 o
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% 4-5 Image LXP 1) 77 ¥ Bins 2RI 3 1) 6 R

Table 4-5 The relationship between the number of histogram bins and recognition rates for

Image LXP
Probes
Fb (%) Fc (%)
Bins
32 91 63.4
16 91 63.9
8 90.4 61.9.

#* 4-6 HGLXP ¥ H.J7 Il Bins FUHT R ) 28 &R

Table 4-6 The relationship between the number of histogram bins and recognition rates for

HGLXP
Probes
Fb (%) Fc (%)
Bins
32 96.8 98.5
16 96.7 97.4
8 96.7 97.4

4.7.4 EF E A FERET ix B9S24 3¢ kb

Tih, R AT RIS EG A ROk B T ORR WS, Hh iR
T Gabor FFIER LM 2 ANIRA &4, W USC_EGBM, LGBPHS #il GFC.
T4h, BRT GFC Jiik, Hofth Jr il @& T2 0] 7 IR AE N TR 77 ¥ o
AT TR T Gabor RRAEAIEL 7 EURFAE K T BT LLAE KBS B 22
AT PERE XS LU BERSAR U Ml A 3t O VR P fE

LGBPHSP 5 yL A FERET R P A AR H UF ORISR, 7k
FEFIA Gabor WEE(HEM LBP JiykiATai A, WSO M 7 BIE N A
6 USRS IE R R o A SCHEH 7 V36 T Rl a7, IF H454 Gabor 1
EAAIAAR B MR 4-7 WTLURBIASCHEH 1) HGLXP ik T bl e ik
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S RIPERE, o HIG T UIZR AT EE S 132 Ak 20 A 1) e
R AT RS FE A NG RGN 2R 42 (4 LE 45 R (FERET)

Table 4-7 Comparison results with other well-known face recognition systems(FERET)

FERET probe sets
PIRES
Fb(%) Fc(%) Dup 1(%) Dup II(%)
HGLXP This paper 97.17 98.9 77 76.4
LGBPHS ICCV2005 [57] 94.0 97.0 68.0 53.0
LBP_Weighted* ECCV2004 [56] 97 79 66 64
GFC * 97.2 79.9 68.3 46.6
USC EGBM TPAMI2000 [22] 95 82 59.1 52.1

4.7.5 EF CAS-PEAL-R1 SEI& 3 Lk

ARATIERALHHGPE CAS-PEAL-R1 I3 HGLXP J7 i AT TU0IE, ik 4-8
PR, S g RAERWIZNERA AR I RO PERE .
R 4-8 FIAFhE 4 NG U R ST (R LE 45 A (CAS-PEAL-R1)
Table 4-8 Comparison results with other well-known face recognition systems

(CAS-PEAL-R1)

Methods
Eigenface Fisherface GFC LGBPHS HGLXP
Probe sets
Accessory 37.1 61.0 85.1 86.8 91.9
Lighting 8.2 218 443 51 59.7
Expression 53.7 71.3 92.9 952 96.1

4.8 BRE /NG

ASEE P — BB 1) SO R 18 5 LXP, S B R T (A
IR AR M P2 o 3 5 as B R 2 mi vy, AN [& AR LK 5 1), 1 A %
WA %, A AE . BT BAXEIE T Sobel 5.1 (1) 4l A3k 47 (2 455 11 1y
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i, LXPRIBCRE L. X T 5 46 15 Gabor 48 # 45 5 E 4T B I, A< S
() 77 v R B SR I3, 3K 2 R D LXPS 020 5 ol 448 s e AF (1) 45 SR b 47
SRR, A DU 810 S B (e B 7 145 B o 7R R fE rp, 323
W T CLE T B A AE AL T A S, SR S &0 o B3R AT Yo

AR F S 5L T Gabor MR B4 AE I ARG A 7 vk, AR H T X
Gabor TR AEFARNAS B R B BEAT a5 1K) 771k o 8 5800 a3l e Bls 4 1 130 AT
ALK, RS HAEAE, 5 4 A 8 T B R AR 1 B R 2 1 e
FRRTE VNIRRT, B T B SR AL T AR, I
KT A8 K28 AT 3 . fE3EA FERET 1 CAS-PEAL-R1 #i#f %2 b5z
B R WZ IR AR A OGN . Bk, AT TFHE LXP HT
HEAT— M PEY R TV, IF4E A Gabor RFAENY FH 21 A T 51 45 .

JRUE ARSI 7 IS T AR % & R PR RE (AT AR A o it 1 2 (],
VO AN e A8 R, BT AT DARE— 2D 3 YRR IE IR 7 VSR AR X A 1) 8, 5
AT A0 3 B 5 1A RE W FH R $E =i R AL M P fE .

= TAE AT LAY ) B A AR R0 b, N — T R
SR TR AE W R Ge vt 2% 3 7 VR R AR AR VA PR RE L
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BSE ETHFEIWARIAMNGZE

1% 5 23 7 AR N VR AU AT T AR B R N o R A L Y
AN R ) BRI L A R B R R . AE[15,16,3817, BESEH AT TR Z
Zk, WM NI R e s RS PERE . A8 AR 4k,
BRI R I RFN i e Rl 1D R Pl N EA T (LT s CI DR PR 1D E 5 d N L
R AL H IS WA T TAESE T B . AT IR SCH
[F BRI Fisher Z [ NAERRR, JFgy tHiE], 78 0bFRal boe i 1 i
AR FEA S 1) (R A0 0 A Ik S hh, SCHRRI16, 17188 Y 1 3 15 I Rr ik 1
PR B, TR R R IRATR A% 27 S T ik 4 6 E 5 R AL, i 43 A SR H
[¥] HGPP Al HGLXP ReW M IS & b i &, ik T el fr ity
Y5 11 3 7L

51 EFF=EARIRAN A Z

TR M R SR SR kb R B ik, AR Rl
R LSS MR BE IR 5 ik o 8 IS ARUL 2 R — € (PR e H ARk S g — ANt
o AR L VE 1 25 () AR e, TGS 5 Bl M 4 21— MR e 725 1], A8 Bl 72
A AT N B, R A R et T T B b, IR R R
JEWAF ] T RORPRAR . A TR PR A ) LA E 0 23 18] 0 A 5 ik A S AT
FE NG R 1K R HS o

N T IR, Sege - S T SE UM AR  :

R oMM ARBN, FAIHAEN (i=1,2,---, C)EAEEE, T
E%ﬁNZEM@E%,wﬁc%NéaﬂﬁﬁoNﬁﬁﬁﬂuﬁﬁmﬁ

AHX(i=12,N)o J3—FRRTEX (i=1,2,.,C;j=12,.. . N) B
TRIMGEEAEN, HApif j R ZFEARZE i BPWE IR XAA

FE AR (10 34 17 35 ii=NLZX,,?‘J?ﬁi(izl,z,---,C)%*i$ﬁ@%ﬁ¥i@o

i j=1
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AR VRO R NG P 45 x, TRU e BT x Je 3 c IR I — 2K, 2
CHIP I BN TR BRI W x 52— 45 M x, (i=1,2,-, N) & &R T

A28, MR T HIENH PSSR W,
B S5 FEAS N n EREA T BERE B A m (mo<n) YE 1) 7 25 8] CRF AR 22 1)) ,

By, =W'x, (i=1,2,---,N), Ff BRI BB 3% 72300, /)

y=Wx, BIFLETA LRIy, (i=1,2,0 N) Xy 87425,

511 Ex oA iE

F oM i AR Y T K-L A8 (Karhunen Loeve Expansion), H )&
A AL AR &, BPETiE W 300, 1Eh a8, 84 mimr KA
e A G RFE A, IR0 d 5 BFE AT G AR (1K) 1% 22 457D

HOEHEBR NA T n A & x, (i=1,2,---, N) KK, BREATH
AR IR A n DML IEAC W B w, (j=1,2,--,n) AL, oo Hri H

AT AR R N C R n A E X, (i=1,2,-,N)

] 40 A B A7 E A [a) &, BB i 19 3 Jt(Principal Component), {13 ] 1xX 4
T 0k R 7R ot n) B R 28 B o
O RIFEAS B P 7 22 P A

1
S =—>»XX’
t N; [ (5_1)

KX =x,-X(i=1,2,,N)o WXHEMFES 47T 0t X(5-2)
Fr 7 :

SV=VA (5-2)

Horp v g RS R E R, VERDS IO R, A X
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FAERE, HR LIRS R, A B S AR B

F IO T TR 5 R B AL JE 0, B B R AR R A% PR I B AR
KR EAT 5 (B TR Z /), B LY & AL 3R 75 K5 1E (Most Expressive
Feature/MEF). {H & MR BERE, Sl IR R FFA — & et O iE st 1
Aoy RS O T W A M 2, FRATT TR B S S A ) ) AE AE (Most
Discriminating Feature/MDF)®), "N [ 87 /1 48 £k M 31 9] 23 47 7 s .

5.1.2 &M F A S AE

AMEA M 3, JUIH A Fisher J RS U0 @ dak HL A7 45 16 55 2210 b
B, AT TR i BT B 58 B8, Fisher Ji DU B K A7 52 R ik 11
AT, B LB INGdE & 1 2R )
5.1.2.1 [f318

A ME A Yoy A LA AR A 1 7] 2 P dc i o Hbw, 546 — A e i de PR A2
BAT BRI R N B ERE de /s, O BT &2 1) 1) 2 il 08 B Bk, BRI B8
ok, A IE FH BRI ) . 2 B R MR A A A A R ) 2 Fisher
HETU R E, BT DA 2wk 2 B SRR A Fisher 2% 253 43 M7 (Fisher Linear
Discriminant Analysis, FLDA)P",

H T XA R a0, S e P AS HOE HR

% A1) {5 40 B5 (Between-class Scatter Matrix):

S, =3 p(@)(X, - DX, ~X) )

J5 PN 1Y 4 B (Within-class Scatter Matrix):

S, =3 p@)E{((x -X)(x,~x)) | @}
(5-4)

p(@) MR, HHIEW: S, =8, +8, " BrLREA Y 7 ZEHBE S, SRR
A RV HUE HE B (Total Scatter Matrix) o 75 AN i 22 01 LA Dl (0 e, FRATT9E
S,» S, S, GERR I HULHIFE . Ltk A0 o B i H A2 34k — > S TR

() S ] B KT [R) ) 28 BSOS R AT e /N o DA T a0 I A D), o 0 0 25006)
DL bR R B AT o s A, TN H A B AT 81 28 (Determinant) BY & 75
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(Trace)>k BE i, X HFAEHATHI . Pl Ze it A o #r ik 2 S 5 — A sl
LA W

WS, W,
(W'S, W|

W = arg max
w

(5-4)

W Rl DL ek g ) SR AEAE 1) S, W =S WA K75 . ATLLIERE, 4 S, JE# =

I, BB AR ¥ WK 51 0] BRI ST, FURFAE [n) o IX A 1) & R by B A

Jal ) 1) AR
5122 {tE Q. FRR/NFEA o) 80

A GE I LM 0l 23 A1 77 10705 SV SRR S|S, FR R AR AR RIRR AE 170 &, f
TR RIS FAAAEARENE, P DAIRAI A B e AR MR Ie 5, JF
HHTS,S, Kb BRATFE, HREE - i S AE e AT E 1, bk

A1) PR H [R5 1 4k (Simultaneous Diagonalization) ) /7 vk 7= 24E — /N e
RN SO I N T o0 o 72 B N B 4 P2 | B 3 TR -
1. 8B B9 A 9 A%

YRS, BEAT R AL AR 0 -
SU =UA (5-5)
Horp, USRS, IORRE AR, A LS, (MR AEMAERE, 5 BB 2 U X
N (RS AE A B KT 0. WX (UA™Y?)TS,(UA™Y?) BEAT RFAE 185 2 i, V42
(UA™)'S, (UA™) (S AE 1) BB s 2 2 (UATY?)T'S, (UATY) BA R A 1 S B

WA FIE, (UANV) RIUAPV RS, RIS, 25 ik SR, 3k 2 By

TR IR A o D a5 2R PR AR AL W
W =UA"V (5-6)
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AR SO A2 T 8 b 358 P 0 ) o A g 18
2. PCA+LDA

T3 BTz N B R R 4 G A T o A R ik A e AT i i, |/
& PCA+LDA HEZL T U H A 25 0] o X076 T B4 K R (Image  Retrieval)
FUNHE U5 B B WL T SCik[78], JF i Belhumeur 25 N & i€ 24 Fisher i
(Fisherface) /715, W. Zhao & NEXHZ LT T KREMIL, IS8 T b
ARG, AT RS (E FERET MK EA TAREF 2RI, B2 B Hrscoh 15
AN RG22 — o XFh 7k n AR R I 7004, B SRR IR AR 1
5|V N (1 S 2 11 w1 B WS oy 2| 1 TR 7 0 = N B = e S (1
(1) e A R o Bk Bt 2 B S8 S H = J0 0 i, B DR A YR BB 2N T

AT S, MEL, BHEN-C, EFETHHAT 2 RFEARSE A R R B it 2 AR

S, AT AR 20 R AR R G R 00 23 W 5 R AT B 25 1 1 25 ) o i 4R
R, 700 BT AV AE 5 o3 A S P R AN TR R HE L, AESR — 2 2 ou #r
RIS fige 25 43 R A5 A 5 2R s R e e KA B, (H MRS 73 2 1) B oK

VR R TMI. de b, W FEgEfrs, witk, caxZi 7S, NES

], 1S, (225 (a0 AT H B

3. EZETTE
Chen 25 AN AESCHR[33] A G Y —loBr (19 5 32 R A e 2 1 40 5l 23 B o 1) /1

FEAC L, ELRRIH S, 1) 222 ) ok 5 i de B 40l i) 4, K HELRR 0 4% 1]
%o S, WA, LRFAENRT R qESq'S,q=0. FL L, WRAELE

n 5 q 43 q'S,q=0 H q"S,q =0, ] 51l #E ] AR Ik B B K

q'S,q//4’S.q
i, XM quEiAET S, MESM L. Bk xS, & mit, it
of HAE R JepE S, A A, T A VA IR AN B K AE S]S, R AE )

o, MBSO IR T RS, AR A R 1 RS, 13 2 TR)) AT A SR A A
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FUB AR, BT O LIESR A S, IS, 44 R AR LS, 1%
S 1, SRR (R B % T K 2
e BTGB OUAB R RS, WA S, HE PR B 51,
S,U=UA (5-7)
TS, A5, EIAEE AR, S0 A bl S (BT 1 R AT A5, DA
U Hpook BT 2R AE A 1) Re AiE ) 52 T AR 19 20, R4S 31 U, S50 6 (a) R 40 R
S =U'S U, REWHS WEMLIEV . 2%, HIS) =UA" Ak

S, ARBLR KA A U v AR AL

(UV)'S (UV)=2.(UV)'S (UV)=0 (5-8)
SR A ) A AT MR AR B 1 A2 7E e KA IS ) RS 1) R I e /MR P BORE, H
X (S-8) I Fy v AEBSIE B — H I o M0 L — /N5 A 28 (0 3 5880 53 53 Wt
ERR A Y TAE S, 22 78 8] 1) 15 A 205 8] v FH 2 P 400 43 A

4. HpyE=EZE
BFonf F A% )V S A i) L, AR T — B et T e i i

A, WA R g 1F A q’S,q=0 [ q7S,q#0 , W H B A
1q'S.q|/]q’S q [ LAREFUE AL, BORER It q R 40K 1A B XL (1
1 q7S,q =0 FLq"S,q =0, ISRERY L Q0 K EI B AL . o LL RSk )
BN ASHEIFEE S, DU AR B A A A I R R 1 R RS, 1

FAM P wT L e LS, A ), RS E— AR A B 2 ) v R
B e 2 e (SR N ISR FE (2 23 1), JFAE SRRl ESRER AU 17 A . Sihr
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EU T IFA R EEA S, TS EON o RA RO WAt S, 2 mAS,

G223 ) I AT FE R A3 R e AT T Ak o ST R 55 53 2% 15 N B A v AL,
TR T HENERR . 2 TEENARE, NE®R EirS F 8 kg —
(o STV M BARGN A Al 2 25(99].
5.1.2.3 28] BUE 5B FF A9 & SR B9 18] B

PRI SC AT 0 2K ) P B R FR T T B R B T S 2 A O .
b, XFESNOR SR, S S ECHINEFEA S LR, LR AE R
FH BT SR 1R 20 50 23 1) 3R AT 40 ) FRT R, B 7 2 1 0 e A 5 1 o 2 b 119 28031
AR SOV A5 AR 22 (R I 90 R SR SR i v X A ) 8, e AR S 50k,
{22 ROV A R 1 Y SR 00 A I 1 5 VR R S — AN AR R S 3
SRV, ET R BN S AR R, AR RN ) R ) H R
BEAT NG R o ORI 3 1 22 1k i A S B 5 o0 v, AR LT M i v
NS N 05N G a2 P 7 e

513 BETHREARNYF=B A E

ARk, A% J77 & oA B 2 A — AN TR R R BT 2T 7 7)o B
T ARE iy Vapnik $EHFN T SVM. H 5, Mika 1 Baudat $4% )51
I H 20450 0 A8, K¢ Fisher Sk R o3 M 07153 — 20 $h T 2 AE S 1 1
B, $&t T# Fisher 77k ANETHIH A4 B J7 A8 JRFE A 28 (A AT %
() 43 M, 55 TR BOR 1+ 25 8] 43 B 77 32 )l 1 B Rp AR e P e iy @, 2 )R
FEA WU 21— A dE ek 25 (8] B EAT 28 1820 A o R AL B AR A FRAT T ] LA
TEASEAT B 1) A 22 1 WS 1 O T AR AT 2 i 4 8 o) B g AT 2 (| 0, DRk
gl mT LGS JEURE A (1) v B G v R M i DA% 1
5131 ETFHREARMET ST ZE

BT #% B AR ) 84> H1(Kernel Principal Component Analasis, KPCA),
DU IR AZ 000, AR S B WA 45 & I — P AR & v+ 5 1)
AR I IRTD

TR AR A SR B — A im R R R AR S ), ISR AR 2 (8] AT DL AT
BT R TJCPRAE), 1 H H AN R R £ O ke S i 4 2 (] 21 4E 25 TR 1)
WSkt o AESEILI N, G FIE o M HEAMAE R I E AR XA REIE
RPN FE T B SR B B AT R0k, BT IRATT T AN BE W A
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B QL ERE—NWGS, FrBUGTE EARE Ss dE A [) h RE A 2, (H AT
LA 3 Job 1) 4 1) T 9 R v 4 22 ) L (g e A0 1O 3 B RATT S AR B s
2o, UL 25 () T B 7 ZE R -

$* = S O(x)D(x ) (5-9)
SO dy(x ) ELZ8FL L TUA R G A )
Av=S8"v (5-10)
i‘ZE&’ V=ZaiCD(X[), %éﬁtfﬁﬁﬁ?&@]:

zia,,(d)(x,).@(x,)):]1]j_ﬁlajk'zi(qxxi).q>(xk))(q>(xk).q)(xj)) (5-11)

E LA N x N A K = (K)o » Ky = (O(x,) - D(x,)) WA fFRFAE

{E l"ﬂi%i)j.’ ED:
NAa=Ka (5-12)

N AL 17 Bl a2y, - 8y, B m DMRFAE R &, O T TR L &
AT EERS JFAE A BEAT IR B, o — IR — AN Ba B D SR S B Js 43 2 T

B et o S TR) PRY ISR S 365 PR e o 2 1) PR R AS 5058 2R AR 2 ) o R 3 e
e, B

(v, D) = Y a (@(x,) D) k=12, m (5-13)

KT w425 1) b B (D(x) - D(y)) IITHE, AR SCR[14], FATR A
R AV, R
k(x,y) = (P(x)- D(y)) (5-14)
XRE, FRAT AT DAAE A AT 50 — 5 W s () 18 D0 o B e 4 2 1) 1 i B
X AR T 2 5 (Polynomial )% bR 45 -

key)=(xy) = ()’ (5-15)

Horbd 2 R E 2RI AT A IR o8 B, 4] Qv i (Gaussian) 1% bR
e
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k(x,y)==eXp(—ﬂféé%ﬂ—) (5-16)

FEAN TR 1 N FH A Qe 328 B AZ bR BOAR B b 2 — N R TS0 ), XS LA
AR )% R BURER T AN A i 4E 23 1]

W BT T N TR, B T e R R BT AN &
T FRATIHEWT I T AZ BRI 2 0 01 20 B 77 9 I g A Nk R0 H 3R A4S 58
PR, BRI FRAT TN 3 A ) R AT T WF 9T
5.1.3.2 E T ARBEMEH 3 9 55%

R T AL ETT T, 2 TR B AR 2 v 0 0l 7 A, 81 BK R A% 40 3 4y
BT WU R AR S0 7 BT A 45 5 1 — PR R itk 2 TR 4 BT T i

5% E 0T F, % Fisher I8 H by ERE A WS 21— AN 57 1 4 % [H]
SRJGHEAT Fisher J M0 H— W o B o Sk SBIL M DR R 255 1) 21 1 4 =5
() PRY B SRT o SRS TR ECRE R B S, FH 2R N RS R R S, 1 L R i 7ms

S, =2, 2 p@)p@ ), —u ), ~u)" =3 p@)u, ), —w)"  (5-17)

Sw = Zp(wi)E{((CD(x,.) _ui)((b(xi) _ui)T) | wi} (5'18)
R = LN gy FORKI I I, 2R AT R AR 1 4 i
p(@,) RS MESE . S T S2BUAE pa g2 ) F op B BT, S5 T oAb R T
ST

_|w'S,wi

J(W) (5-19)

_|WTSWW|
W= S ag(x) JPa R, WE Fisher LA K F
5

J(a)y= L@ Kl (5-20)

|aTKW’a |

B K, FIK, 1958 X R s
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K p(wi)E(nj_mi)(nj_mi)T (5'21)

w

Il
a lle

Kb p(wi)(m[ - 7;l)(ml - ’;l)T (5'22)

ot g, = (s, ) k(X X ok, ) 0y SR BIEG 555 AT, m, 2

F G0y TR, m IR A (0
AT e P 00T 350 I 30 o S A KT, MO 1 B

73 B AL H 3 (8] (A SCARZ A GKFD)o ISR OV 7k iF KK, R A

SRAFE 0 o b ) AL s 8] o, XA FRATT AT U T 0 308 O o 5 A%
RS AIE -

v= (W) = Lot k(x,.x) (5-23)

s B0, T L A G IR A N B A R 5 VA AE R R
Frevad i, 534, #% Fisher A LAIFET KPCA+FLD HEZLR S, HAKHA]
LAZ25(100]. %5 vERA ERIGEE, 11 HASFEEAGRBI LR . JRgmy
R oot kATt — B ¥ e

5.1.4 WL TR E

JAT TG4 HT(Independent Component Analysis/ICA)A2 X% 3= 700 #T  AE 2k
P e 7 RO ST e 4y B SR kR 2 N T H W 4> 2 (Blind - Source
Separation/BSS) Al 8, J5ok# M. Bartlett F T AJG IR IE>3Y, 35 2 16) X 5 7F
TFEICH I HbR s MUE R ZE, ML I B H A5 2 M 725 (1]
(R 35 m) B, tH Ak A2 BTl 1K) 40 57 JC (Independent Component) 2. [7] [ 45+ A 5%
s Fooa M E o B IEAS, 1ML TG A S oA BRSNS
RN ERYE, Fua B ERE gt i, LA BREs A oS i
ST I IR 2w et &, St PR R T, By DURT DARE I 32
(AR B, 5z BT JUAFE SR i% 07 VA SR Ak 1 2 1) 56 723,

SCHR[S3IXS AL TCA M~ 25 J0 70 BT R 1 00 531 20 A 1 1 N 1531 1) 385
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R TR, AT ST S . 1 K. Baek 85 A ST 7E SCHER[105]H )% EA
AR ST e A A N U B4 T 000 M P B 1 T ke, ARG
6 P 125 2 8 1 Ao PR R T VAR B B AR R BN, ST e e At e i
R M HAEVH S R 2R L AT S0 o0 #r 55 2 0o A A EE AR U ek &b T S5 (NI
B PN HER G o XA W B Ry T BATHE— BB TTRIT

5.1.5 B4

iy BEOm R K, e G o MR A S o0 ot R Ze MY T
) a3 M 7 VEN T, TR 3 0 3 BT AL 4 50 43 AT D) Al e E 1 - 2 ) 43 A7 O
2, T T3 TR BRIk P AR AR R PE U @ o RE AR
BEAT BRI WS, i HAERS A 8] AR T 3500 B B 1 ) 3 A XA
e vt m) o M Uik, BT IRAEAOK U, B &SR A 10 1 ) i A 2k
0P

T RER AR T RA SRR S 24, LR ST
LRI BT T7 0o AR AE BARSEIL b, 207N 2, RN AT R
PR BT DU Rt v S v e s ) B BT A o B () e A AR i S )
AR EHIEAE N x N YE) R ARA B EREAT 0, DA e A S LB g i) i

52 XFEEVNHEZT BT

07 e WY AR R P 0 KR AT S (1 7S U e = P 71 B L S
Bl e FA R MR B O KRB D B % Fisher 5 23 Mt A2 4 R
MU IAT T BT R 8 TR F 2 A ) i 1y 22 BEAT 00 43 U0
T SVM 7RG ZENIEAR, 7RI THEALE SVM A 1) (R 28

T FRIVE 25 Tl 5-1 T K () AT R, MO AR AR ER Y, B ()

S HATHHFN o3 AT RE I WG T 0], A T ) AN IR 46 2R 28 1n) F2 1K)
Zo —MAEOLT, IR HIFEAR R R SVM VA ) & B R — 48 0], B
A AR 4 1A o

bR 728U Fisher S8 A0 73 M k2 Ab, kAT — Lo L1 A 5 70 M 7
W, Bt Leel" 45t vk 514 % (Decision Boundary) ¥ i, &) — 2 5 ik
A I I ) 7 W SR 00 AR AIE A B (Decision Boundary Feature Matrix, DBFM),
SRIGXT DBFM BEAT 35 B3 70 By R SR IBOR i 4 R ik 2% Ta) FL AT [ 4 a1 66 ) 1)
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B/ NERUT) T2 ) 1O

AT T E TR S AE s 4E S A ] SVM VA 1] 48 DBFM 4 g 1) E
LN, WM ALK DBFM, #R)5 45 &% Fisher J7%2E47 45 7>
Bre HeT SVM [k i B AT F A ML R I —F5 Pk, ASCIR T E 22K
AL A SVM [V 1) = A A% AL 1) DBEM (1735, d e AU 36 T2 %%
A% A 3% 5 2R 3 B 7 iR B A3 W o O 1 R S X R R 1A Rk
AR SCHE Y FH BN U3 A

RIS N AL, ERUEW] SVM VLI R — 2Rk, AR5 1R
HH T SRR ) S R AR Ze A ) 23 B 7

Margin

S-1 X0, R, A(x) AR, Margin 2
Fig.5-1 x,,x, are support vectors, h'(x) is the normal vector, Margin is the distance

between different classes

5.2.1 THEEH

SVM &G il 27 3 S h e R 43, 1995 SE 4 58 e H F E P iE N
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7%, BAETVRAEARWI R B . SVM [ FEA BUAUZ AR Vapnik $2 H 1) 45 1)
XU F5c /M (Structure Risk Minimization ) BE, il i f5 KAk 232 1) B ml il 2%
(Margin) /& 1] Be [0 =y 22 MLz AL e 0T o &2 Mt ] 2015 L R I &L 7
K1 (Optimal Hyperplane)$& tH 1), 17 78 g SC3 A e A ml 20 (R 30 °F
SVM  JUIJ s L Bl S5 21— /™ B gy 4 11 2% (R A2 ol — AN M v 23 (1) ) /. 25 L8 3 sk
fift w04y T VA PR T, AEXAS mr e s v, FRATT U RR AT A RE ORI
A, FrUART LRI kernel $30AR, IXFE RIS s 4R 5 R () 4E B0 iR 2, A2 3L
Hh SR A B D0 43 S 10T ) 8 I A BE N 2 AT SRR S

SVM A5t bJg—Fh =4 2073k, T AR ISt 5 1K 22 £040 28 i) AT
JEZ RN, WA STI R NG TR0 1) 8 At e — A L R 2 28 ) B, AT
SVM HAMRKI R R, wFH—F SVM 253-K777%, ARl SVM H
HLHMAE . N HE L 1 2& — % — (One-against-One) J5 ¥ 1 — %} £ (One-
against-Rest) V. EMAEGBE k N5, XF One-against-One J5 2
M, T kk-1)/2 4~ SVM 43245, X T One-against-Rest J5 7411
T MEHEH kA SVM KA. AL FERM T HEIREE /N One-
against-Rest J7 ¥ TF 55 345 o) A & % 1n) 3t

TR EENEE SVM BRER EmEW 4, #F CHR[108,109]
Hr, Bernhard 55 AR FH SCHE I AR R I 2500 2588, W IAS T 5 26 T4
WIGRFEA AT 21 43 2 88 DR B 4 IO PE BB . Rik 25 AUTOHR A Ak S RF ) 2
PLIS TR EE (BT 5-1 H 1) Margin) 86 B2 J715, I HOBCDh Hb AR 7 3 3 H 2]
NGRS, HUAG AR B 1 S 56 45

5.2.2 Z#FEEN T = EHFFE
AT A R, AR R E R PR, MRS A
() | x, e Ry, e (=11}, RS BUEBIEE S R BI4ES, SVM 733K
BRI R -
h(x)=w'x+b (5-24)
/ﬁ\qgw:i::aiyixi, Zt:a,.yl.zO,al.>0, X ESCHFm R, b B

U 52 A 26 22 T oy 28 T B 45 A S /Al R sk =,
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Min lwTw (5-25)
)
AR y.(wx, +b)=120 (5-26)

KIARE D(x,) 2 x, M dE S R s, o —NEapk %, Jo &0 k8O 1k
B AT R H AR e 2L

Min %WTW (5-27)
ZIREAE: y, (W O(x,)+b)~12 0 (5-28)
Hrw= iaiyiq)(xi) °
i=1

¥ ()RR, Wa, o, Bla -0, F(5-28)M0% 2k r

141, g,
y, (W d(x,)+b)—-1=0 (5-29)
N HIE SCPTAS FH SRR 1) AL B AR
S, ={®(x,)|y, =1,®(x,)is the support vector } (5-30)
S, ={®(x) |y, =-1,®(x)is the support vector } (5-31)
AR O(x,)e S, » H:
Uf"::;L D D(x) (5-32)
s, |(D(x)eS1
A AT & D(x,) e S, fi:
Uy = ! D D(x) (5-33)
|5, |<D(x)eSz

FEPRIOTEOL N, T SORF 1R R I S P B R 2 LR B
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= 2 (D) -UND(x)=UP) + 2UD(x)-UND(x,)-U)" (5-34)

D(x;)eS, D (x;)€S,

JUESE

WS w= 3w (®(x)-U")w (D(x,)~U")" +

D(x;)eS,

2w (@(x,) — U N(w' (d(x,)-Uy))'
D(x;)es, (5_35)
= > (WO(x)-wUW Ox,)-wUP) +

D(x;)es;

2 (W O0x) = w U)W O(x,) - w'U)

D(x;)es,
i 10(5-32), (5-33), (5-34), FI(5-35), NIf5:
w'S w=0 (5-36)

FLLEIIE SVM [ 1) f A8 T SORF IR I S B FE R T 9 1, R %S
[REVE. Rz ia], SVM 7 IR MR ER R N

WD(x)) = w O(x)+b (5-37)
M) d(x) BT E R (D(x)) & BRI E &R A (DP(x)=w, N:

B @) = Yy, () (5-38)

Hox) £XFmE. BTy e{-1L1}, A @) LR UL a, A BE

TSR R T E T A FE SR P TR S RS, I 1 R, KR AR
72 o ABUE P IERE A1 5t 4n S AR 1) 504 wy M, » Fisher [R143 5% 5 17 #0601
w —uy U, HE W R S R R, BT, SR BAE I O KR B
2 7 (@) WA 3 BT AR E AR IR IEF%

5.3 EF SVM MIEZ B % 3 9 A%

AT ST Decision Boundary ¥Eig, %P8 HAK40 Y n 2%
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[5]o ARJE e iy DBFM A3 T SOfF 1) 5 e W B RERR K i, Ben
A 2223 ) A 590 23 At T3 ik o SO A5 1) o %079 S B b A Sl i A 2 W)
BEAT R 73 o

5.3.1 RFKiH FEFERERE

Decision Boundary Bt [1—AN 5 3 2 vi ik /& 25 H P 51 34 S ik R B (D
BFM) 1 5 SCRI 1900,

DBFM EX: S j& Decision Boundary 572K, N(x)#t Decision Bou
ndary b x fiFER R,  p(x) 2R PR U DBFM (X153 (0K P

ZDBFM: IN(x)NT(x)p(x)dx (5-39)

DBFM 1&: DBFM KT 22 [R5 E AT N (R ARRAIE 1) 6 440 ol B A4S o 1) 5%
SRR, %8 (R RS IR B DR 46 25 TR) 43 i 5 S 0T HL 4R 22 B/ i
o fEZ KGN E, DBFM &L T One-against-One SRS E [ . HT
u, —u, Y€ Fisher KB IT 10, £ Fisher Jgu U 5E SIS Ia] HiRE FE R (H) X
(5-22) )RJ LA A o F FH 2R 2 1n) & (S5 A 1K) 2= /4 2 () DBFM,

e | Frh, FRATAIH SVM T8 2500, AT & — s ik &
RS AH R By Hog nl o, BT, R T R A A ) PR SR 1 SR
R B 1R 792

5.3.2 &£F SVM BYEZ= B F| 3 5

AT PR AR F 23 8] LA K 22 2R A U T 5 SR A 1Rtk SR 57 ik R B T
KA ik A T B, ASCKH] One-against-Rest Jj
o

S =3 (@ B (D)) (D(x)))’ (5-40)
S, = 219(@)2 p@, | @)E(@(x,) =, (P(x,) —u,)") (5-41)

S IR AN . U S, FRAE ¢ ME BISELL R KR )

J
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Iy, APPSR SVM SLIRTH A B P A SO [ BRI AR & b (D(x))
R RIMAIL I R S, 80 A T8, iR B AR Margin B 1)
FEAR LIRS, S, <Cy T uy Kox S, WBE &, 3R 8 S8 &
TR E S, o FATHNIE S, HIFEA IR T2 NI, BOE LA n,, £

SN TR BE W R R ko= 1., n, (W ERAT
TEEAS, B H SRS I ) o IXREBATT AT LA 2 AN SR 1) R
BR8N (st syt )5 x, AR L wy OISR, p(a,) fE SR

Fugpg, B, G4 R FALLE I N SRR e X7k, 202 W
— AR R R RN . AL H BRI SRR eSS, BRAITFHZA

o KRR R E . HEUWIRRE: 7£S LT, WERFA LI SHF 1)
EANBORT 1, A ZIBI N UL BT S, v 2 A otk . o FLAE

SR P IRAT RIS — X Z KIS T, CRTIL TR S LS,
o, XA DR UE 2 (5-41) (1) TF 552 2k TS FEACS B (1), 1 HLAX L T~ 2 A4
P 1) B e R R FE R 1K 7 ik m] AR R Al e 2 IR NS B

7t One-against-Rest Hlg T, REIEGMIFERMZ, h T #F XA
o, AR A k — subpart Uy, IEWHIES REEAA, W n] LA 3
k — subpart 1> SVM 1175 [n] 5 A1 S FF ) 4K 1157 DBFM AL T 52 F m) 828
PN IR R

MRYE R (5-40)LLAEE 5.1 A9A 5.2 WA AT, () —u,) AT H SRR
RPN DBFM.  HHET SRR, FRATT AN (u) — ) A 1 (@(x)) A — Bk,

B EATTHR A B AR ) (0 22 ), (HOR AR A R R B A £ . H b4l
7 3 (5-40) & H Pk HTD FURFAEHE B (Ex-DBFM) o
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S o= P(@ )@, =1t =10,)" +h (D)) (D)) (5-42)

i SV T, () —uj) T by (D)) A T 22 A T E B RIBLEEAT 1 — 4K .
R4 Decision Boundary i, DBFM (1) K ZRFAEAE X I (I HRRAE ) &
Wl AL
W'D omm W >0 (5-43)

W gty = ) Toom W S B R 05 5
(w)'S w

] B AT o I (R RO R fE i LRT DU 36 20 22 TRl A 98 53 2R 000 0 B vk
KGR, WAER (W) S w' =0, AT LU T REAE w i L 45 XU

/MU .
TEF 2500, Wit @ B FEAR S 0], AR 5 o AL AL IR Y sk 3 5t

REAEFPE LA S, MEAEREK, o T RK&TE, %K, 4 DBFM ¥ Ex-
DBFM, A 225 (8 vkt e a5 Bah, ¥ K, 5 DBFM I, FRZ

y KDBA, 1 K,y Ex-DBFM Itf, ¥ Jj SV-KFD.

X /N R BERRVT T BE T SR ) A= B A AT T % O R S O
E SERE ) ALLE & e ) TR BT AR A, JE A 1 S R % T v A
(), REWHL T ARG HRAITERE . 4F Xt KPCA+FLD MESEAZ %) ik, F—7
W 3 — N5 5 S IR 2 1 S AT A 2 R) (W A% ) o3 AT 7. SEBR BAEN
PG RN AR, 2% B SEBILI) O VR IR 2R E ST B SR ) H AR o

5.4 EFmIEBHEARTE A Fisher #3975 %
SEELA% Fisher 5 — NG 80& 42 & KPCA M FLD M4, AT Tix

AMEZCR I RIA RERCE, T B R B A5 el R AR 34T A )
AT e % MU A3 AR I B IR 2 R, P LA SCHR T Nearest Neighbor-Fisher
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Linear Discriminant analysis(NN-FLD) /7%, W& 5-2 s, 4'¢5 KPCA
gi &, ARICFKZ N Nearest Neighbor-Kernel Fisher Linear Discriminant
analysis(NN-KFLD) /5 %

X AHA KB E R, YRR AR I BRI ] & T
HFLEFEAR R ), b TS RERAFERAN A 10 NMRITAEA. [
I, 28 P AR R B DR R AN AR, T SR TR R B i T A X (5-44)
VI

S, =¥ p(@ )3 (X, =¥, )X, -7,")) (5-44)

Bk J 590 43 B OV B T W s T 0, BT LU b e a3 o b R SR T R
(IR A (R 2 ) R B P A AR AE AR, AR5 15 2 FFT e S 28 ) S B
ZMARY SV-KFD — 2, Jr & M i v 5 SCRF 1) H 3 A i 4 2 [ S A AT R A

'; ! b :-,# .
o f € N
Iri‘-f %
r o @ o
&
o\
Oz ©®
0 THm 2
o \
i )
o

&l 5-2 NN-FLD 75575
Fig.5-2 Illustration of NN-FLD

5.5 BT #%BE/RFH G AINE T EHFFER ARG Z

IEUNT SRR, R 7 A8 SCHF 1) S LA Sl 23 A sk 45 21 17 Ak
TR o AR 5K 32 B Y€ 1R S ABOR BE — 25 5 iRy AR ST HH (1 W b v U3
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PEfE, Bl HGPP Ml HGLXP. & AN 56 B 77 BIRE A 7 A0 45 6 10
— e SR, RS B HORT IR RN T v

TESCHR[15,16] 1, 1R 2090 5 8 7 R AE R 2% 2] G R W ML) EAT
TdiA, WS TAERERAE, 54, % Fisher H 7 M 07 KA BT 1)
—ANG N, T H CZRUE B — S8 T B SRR AE R AR ACLRE R IO 1 e 1
Bt LA BT B ke 3 vy DAL 7 B R SR Ak R M TR SR e 1R P e

Xt T 7 EREAE, H 7N Chi-square #) 2 M R HAHBLE, R
£ x Moy AHTERHE, WE:

& (X _yi)z
Sow - (X.Y) = ;—xi 7, (5-45)
K, ,(xy)=exp(-r*s, ,(xy)) (5-46)

XH B & HJEN Bins #, x,y, KnME, Sg_.(xy) &2 Chi-

square AHUETFEL A, fESCIR[16]F, CAEWIIA TR K (x,p)

SE 15 AL Mercer 258 A% 2R 2.
ST H 7 BIRHE I R% Fisher F5m1 43 8 5 v 52 Br b g — s i #% 2% X 1)
77 20 H I 2k B0 FE A S 56 AR i vk, N @ R A MEREI G 22

o ARSAT PRI T FB AL R, TRIRR LA H W
SR IRER IR BB K () BRI Fisher 3105020 BT 77 2 151 42

1, voRTEXIR R, i =1,..., L F3RAF I AL

V':WicD(x):Znaijk(xijax) (5-47)

i
Jj=1

Hrb, x/ 2% ANEEBIEX R, i =1,...,L L0250 57 BRRE, i

1

vivi X RIEAN P, P, B AE , TS AL 2 i 1R (5-48) B

7N
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ASURC Z AN

M ETH AL EE T8 8 AT DLgnaE,, AR SCER ) s bR Rk
safl A . M S ORI, ] LR EG A 5 5 fE S, M
A A T3 m AR & S P ge .

5.6 KIS 4h

AT GG AL P AR B HEAT X S, AR T e N R I 1 07 9T
R a7 — A 64%64 KNI R o A SCARIHT IR 2 2 10 3% oR 3

+1)" ;H\:EP r Eg/l\'ur%ﬂgiﬁo

1 2
v, .V

(5-48)

k(x, y) = (——2
x|y

5.6.1 BT I B IEREXT LL

A SR R i 72 CAS-PEAL-R1 SKEGIE A4 H 7 v U5 1 R
2 HHE PR AE B W N R R B BIE SN B BT R A2, i HL e ) AR b R AR
FERET %48 K92 . CAS-PEAL-R1I WAELSHANAME 4 5KEF, 1
FERET %4 E I IIZR SR 2 NS B R U 2 5k, AR TR SCH
o) 5o A I AR TR AR B AT LLZ 25 [62], AR B kAT 1S 2
g Rk 5-1 i, SEEIREE N PIV 3.2G, 2G Ram, KPCA 4% 550,
k — subpart =10

%% 5-1 CAS-PEAL-R1 $#s JZ2 1 L5 45 e (r = 2)
Table 5-1 Experimental results for the CAS-PEAL-R1 database(r=2)

PCA Fisherface KNullspace GKFD KDBA NN_KFLD SV-KFD
Accessory | 37.1 61 61.5 58.7 64 64 64.1
Lighting 8.2 21.8 16.9 17.5 17.1 19.2 19.8
Expression | 53.7 71.3 71.5 78.2 80 81 81.2

TV E, PCA Fl Fisherface J7 ¥ KT 2% Ciik[62], 1M HEA
SCHEH T VR T R BRI TAC B v . AR S5-1 AT LUE Y, AR SCEH R
YA P, R R KN CAS-PEAL-R1 ¥l P bt Ay — 52 @ )%
3, AT LR FRATAE &7 v R AR M IRl BE )« f& CAS-PEAL-R1 %%
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% b, Fisherface [ 264 % = T GKFD, 1] g5 K& GKFD A H
KOG TV PR B — e A5 B, B AT/ PO ke A R e . BL R SEEG
7] LA 2] KNullspace J7¥EHUAS T A A€ Pk BE, JF HoE e T fhidiia
B, BT LA AR S F I A o0 81 7k . NN KFLD ()1 fE#Ein SV-KFD, {H
MY ZRI A 2t it /N T SV-KFD, SV-KFD I [ajZ5 4 85 Zr%h, i
NN-KFLD Z12h 30 438k, YIRS X452 3 7k R R EE N, 2% Tk
[1051HTIE AZ T V5 I i iy RV FAE AR B AR e I I O R« R SV-KFD J7
LR RS, T RE RGN R SR ERAN, 586w, K
O S — AN HET SV-KFED J7vE R R R 4.

AL H IR 3 T S ) R 1) ) ) A3 B O R R B X A3 AN (RS B A A i
MIFEA, 1% AR A R YR T SCHRF In) ML 45 7 OB B /DAL SR BE o FRATT il D 4t
X — BVAR N FH 21 ) ) o A ek . P BE B BF Y SV-KFD J7 VA B A% 0 il 73 2 H
SVM [1172% [n) & F1 52 F ) AR A ok f it DBFM FISR Y BB A B, AR 5 R
SVM A 5t Pt B AT 1) % 2% 8] g PR EAT #0040 M o F DTk S W~ LT
. DR R e X DBEM, HR 3 &5 /) XU e/ ME B, 76 SVM [Hik
o) & ERE R YRS ), BB e 2) RV R SR ) AR
T TREA, AH R AR SERG P R B LT A AT B A T B AR AR A SCRF )
AT, PrCAn] DLAIIEE — X Z RS OL T, BRI S RE 2 RN B
Ko 3)IE T SCHF In) fE R SA A ) 1 22 ) sk — 20 FHOR A T R 1) R 3R 3 Ry
TEFE R, SEIG R e Re e M R PERE

SEF B A0 W R A 2% 18] (1R A% 00 4 B J v mT BAJE -+ KPCA+FLD HEZE K
L, SRR SIS EIFEAR IR TR . ZTTER AR TR R
JERAR, AHJE PEREE T LAREZ

5.6.2 BF HGPP BY4%5F ] /35t BE iR

AFiffH CAS-PEAL-RI1 ) 3 M KA SE S, BIAHHI(Accessory), 3
15 (Expression), it Mi(Lighting)>k 56 UF A% SCHE H 7 19 P RE
5.6.2.1 CAS-PEAL-R1 #3EEE L B9t REXS b

AR PRI FEHEXT EE 73208 Ensemble-KFA #I HGPP, M+ Ensemble-
KFA 3T HGPP R G 5% R R 10 46 Bedz 24 2 ik e AEIXAN S+,
GHECh 64, H T Bins UL N 32,

WK 5-3 Fian, K-HGPP J7ikdt+ NN _KFLD, A3 HEH 4F i o
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o JUHARHKMNAL A O B, BT T HGPP 43 2 iR A MERE, 7F
Y. RIEES EWEPTHEE, XK ANNRE S T ZES 2 A RN
Ak, T K-HGPP Bt 2% NG M s e e i mnil, i s R4
K1ERE . H4h, K-HGPP M H73 T tt Ensemble-KFA Hf25E HaltERE, JF H.
HAHZ 6, 000 NIFEA ] R BEAT X ELAREE, I DAAS SC i 2L S50 #K A K-
HGPP J5%, KPCA 4E¥14 550,

X >
= o

ya

K

BN VU S X EE

100

90 |
80 O Ensemble-KFA
W K-HGPP

70

O HGPP
o 17
50 ‘

Accessory Expression Lighting
HIRFN S

AVIES

5-3 CAS-PEAL-R1 $4fi 72 L1 GEXT L
Fig.5-3 Comparison of the performance on the CAS-PEAL-R1 database
T T SE 6 R LI SR K-HGPP 7 v R i 1 i 2 18] (1A B 96
. M 5-4 WLV ) HBo S, SR RER R, AT A ] S R A S
AHFF NHE R

100
95 /I/
90 |
ol 2(5) : —e—Lighting
:'?';q 75 —m— Expression
070 7S g Accessory
/
65 *
60
55
50
16 32 64
FHE

5-4 T HRHOS U A1 Wi (CAS-PEAL-R1)
Fig.5-4 Recognition rates for different numbers of sub-regions(CAS-PEAL-R1)
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5.6.2.2 FERET ##& EE L B9 14 8E 3T EL

AP A 24 FERET MR FE kA K-HGPP J7 k1)
e, HihFHOBH N 64 He. WK 5-5 el LIE S, 1% J7E4E FERET ¥ %
RHAS T HG e T R R R

TR SEER ISR T K-HGPP A 8k RN, A5 $E R 7 v S b
AT R T ARG U 2 07 VAR AR (R LT BRI A A T LR ), X
KA LR AT S OL S, RIVIZRER G AR AR & AR A WS S A4k L s —
S, nr RLE IR YRR G b I S5 a0 ROR R R A O Mg .

RPN U L R B

100

90
% g0 | D K-HGPP
R B Ensemble-GFC
o 70 |
i O HGPP

60

50

Fb Fc Dup I Dup II
MRE S

K 5-5 FERET #di L REXS Lh
Fig.5-5 Comparison of the performance on the FERET database

5.6.3 B F HGLXP 8945 3] /35 M gE i

H L —FE AT LLANIE, HGLXP [HRFE4ER b s, A T Rix — ) l, A
TR R S AT T VR AR R4 R, S0 IRAEAE 64 AN XA K15
AN T B Bins 06 TR 5 11 520 o

Kl 5-6 Fi7n i K-HGLXP & 5E T HGLXP $7/E A1 NN_KFLD 4% 2 2] A
R 7, NS B 25 B AT LU B BT ) Bins O UM 1) 52 0 2 AR /s
[y, BrLhJE gE s s R 2R H 16 A Bins #. XU T35 mALM ik
TELRFE R GEME RE AT KM LT FES O0 T, A AR i I8 HGLXP 5 %
JE

N T RAEFT R VAR B, AR CHE CAS-PEAL-R1 FIAEA FERET
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B4 72 AP K-HGPP, K-HGLXP, HGLXP 25 )5 vkEAT 0 sz . i F—A
SEEG AT, RO R ) R AR KT, BT DA SRS IR R 64 AT
Peo FTEUIME, VIR FH CAS-PEAL-R1 Hdi 1 i & K LA IR B 4
BN P, OGRS, ot g Rl 5-7 s

100
95
90
85
80
75
70
65
60
55
50

AVIES

[ " —&
—o— [ighting
—8—Expression
- M - Accessory
16 32 64
H 7 EIBins¥t

K 5-6 1.7 K Bins ZOM A K 11 52 00 (K-HGLXP)

Fig.5-6 Recognition rates for different number of histogram bins(K-HGLXP)

120
100
80
60
40
20

ATIES

AN S0 T
O K-HGLXP
B K-HGPP
O HGLXP
Accessory Expression Lighting
MAASEA

5-7 CAS-PEAL-R1 #¥5 % L1 P REXTH

Fig.5-7 Comparison of the performance on the CAS-PEAL-R1 database
B FERET Hdls AR b — A AR St de 25 44 A 62—, W]
DA A3 BT ] SE AR 1% 7 v BA AR @ HI e, o HL ot 12 3 it i U1
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GAX D, FrUE S TRAES V22 S ik iz s ), B s E L)
ttah L 5-8 Froso

BN SFIL T REXT LE

100

90 F
¥ g0 I O K-HGLXP
R B K-HGPP
=K 70 H

O HGLXP
60 F
50
Fb Fe Dup I Dup II
IR EEE

K 5-8 FERET ##i ¢ L (1 REXS LE

Fig.5-8 Comparison of the performance on the FERET database
ML EPAN S5 T LLE 3] K-HGLXP HRAS T L6 R A 77 V0 0T 1 R )
PERE, HAWE BB IRAIR S — A BRIk, JCILW R B4R b B LA
LR Ja ZUAR AR AR A5 o T U] 2l 1 W %¢ FERET 1) Dup #ds 4E mJ LA
B R)E B LB LA, B AR AR RS AR A BR 2 A R A
WL, ARG SEa5 ) BT R S I 45 A 10 NG VRl 28 400 10 i S B 11 )

e FEH 6 T, AR SHL— AT K-HGLXP J5 ik 8 M R 4t

5.7 ZE NG

M b —Far g, ARG I U5k, B S B O U vk, B TR
W IRBIPERE, R E EAM NGRS h e il AFRE T —F
ST AR 2 2] 7ok — 0 3 HGPP F HGLXP (1R . 2R 2] SR
e R B 25 ) 4 M A5 R 5 T B A H, ATt SE A R AR RO, A R
BSOS RAEPT R AN R . 4k, 2T Gabor RAE AT 7S
AR AN R VR ERAT T e iU P RE,  IXBEW] T IX P RREFAIE 2 TA) JAT B
HE

G IUAT R GEAFAR W U (R PERE , (BRI A4 — 28 m) i, ok

94



CRE A R PN A RS WRrS

A AR I AN ) ) — AN AT 1 R AT R AR AL FE, LU AdaBoost
Jik e AR5 ] LAt — 2P A3 BPE my,  EO AT A S .
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FoE HIPFHEEMMET ARIRMNYRE RS

NI VU A i 24 RIE BT 58 A A, Bt UG ANBE |32 10 1 HY 1)
PR ARG, (HE T LAk S aE 1 GoRN HTBUA BoR . AN F L T
T 4 Y AR o B AN S B [ U kg S vt 17 LA R M AR 4, S8 1 i
PP IE RUE LR GE . IR AshdriE R Ge . DU T NI R B BOR 1% 1)
R,

6.1 HABHFEE ML R B

THI 08 5 I 2 IOVE N R0 B AR (R 3R 8 23, & IR AR S HIF 9 ik 7 i 20
BB, BT EEsHR e — AWETARBRER, WE T — AR &
Gto ZFRGN L BAT S50 8 AL R N G R T SR R AiE, o h S
SENLZ AN 22 o 98 b, AR I R o 75 A 1 SRR A s, VR
2 e (PN R T SR AE RS A e A7, bl — 4R R . Rl S 1 A S
&,

SRR AEBRBEONAZS

e REE EED BME
[ = =B |2 7

izt
RE 3. 089302
HE 2. 3BETIZ

TE ZES ms

R 1:4Feature FosT2T

6-1 [ AR 45 AL 2 AL R 4t

Fig.6-1 Facial feature extraction system
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B SRl A7 A PR BRI K e, R0 B s £ S B
N FH A ARG R B . M T RS R, MR A E Z R, BT
)25 1) 8 A T B AE AR — AN B R A MME IS, AR T — AN T
(16 T 8 455 E $ BB 7
S KA - BRI RBE R WA S G

TRE REE BEW HHE
DSHl ' =n &2

Function Set

Jei

i,

"E *a. 059302
HE 12. 36672

miidl 265 m=

B ]D \FeatureFosT2T

A & ‘ ‘ A/

%Eﬁ&%‘ ElwEan

K 6-2 Jh T RUATT I FS o5 AL 58 7 R 4
Fig.6-2 Video-based facial feature extraction system
ity SR, A OB IRARE Y 5 SR AT AR, P DA 5 A\ B
Ryl ge )y LLgE— P 4 m R PERE . B AT M R IR O 28318 W 1)
B R OL R BEIA R 95% IR A, (HEAELB N RS, JTHE
FHONA R IE T EE— DR RGN RE . — Ok U, DR R AR I B
BTN G AN 73 28 25 P LA v 28 400 (0o B2 12

6.2 B BIF HIRERS

70 N VR B A 18 R T8 21 58 4 B Be ) 4 K, B — AN A i B H
MR E R, T K-HGLXP 7 FERET 1 CAS-PEAL-R1 ¥
FE LA T B hf IR PR R, AT S T — AN E T K-HGLXP AR
MITTER A A Eh bR R g, AT A, RATAMA N 4GS S
()N R ) 77 7 AR R PR, (F2 0 T A R0 R it 8 v Je 21 i A
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A3 S T DL I SR (A ok SR A9 10, BT DA SCIEF K-HGLXP 23 17—
MNRA bR E RS, HPlg8E4 845 FERET fl CAS-PEAL-R1 [l 2551
WL ARG URHAT kbR, el AaE T IEEARER H . SLhR
b B QEH ) B 3h &40 nT LU IS A R AR 58 O B IAR v, T
XF NG G BEAT B2, mT LS ot BER 14 B sk

N SN W AT R AR, P U SR A v o X — 9k B A AT
. TWEURHKE, ERGETEREY, T —MANWIE R, R
Bk AT AR E R AT

A-mR AT

pidesi s E
&J e

¥isualGaborFeatureExtract E‘

-33 B

B

K o6-3 FakhRiE
Fig.6-3 Annotating the picture one by one

W 6-3 Prow, 7R RGPE oK R /5 E A, R bR 1
AR AN RBIR R, o sk e Al MUK K G, 5k, K
REG IR NV K — A RO K ) L, A SOl il — AL
B RERSERIN, BT RAAT e 2 MR KR

W 6-4 Prow, AES R U HE SR ROR P NI 2k 44, 58 7
T e AR B BIAESS
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LRAEARRERE

T BRI
_®x | o

i s
\ Sl iE2 i R4 BB s R TR |
bczhangl.bmp ’Tl Cancel |

Kl 6-4 it s— K&y
Fig.6-4 Annotation of the first picture

JRENIE A, Rt HafbsiE, WE 6-5 Proas. LW, *f
TR, R BB I R R S B K A (R

#o Bk BabbRE R

- O]

_ = | friE

Sl
lind.bmp HES HES R

i

6-5 Hahbrit)a st F

Fig.6-5 Automatic annotating other pictures
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ZARGEIE AT DAL BEREAT SRS, DU T 5 IOR BEAT 2R, Wil 6-6 P

R ———
=

N JB TR ot
i

6-6 HabRiE(RRE)
Fig.6-6 Automatic annotating of the pictures (Clustering)

AL TR RO R A LR B AR RO R, IRZRELLT, HTOL
ML R RS R EOR B 0] ARG AR W W e . (o2 in /A — DA
LR AT BE 2 A A 1) RUAR A AR 0 ] B — 28, KT )2 BB I FRvE R G LUE
A e NI RO BRI — ARG 1A

NI PRI 2R GE I — AN U 2 A BE ) AN s i) i), (& AE SE B R ¢
W E AN . AT S, T SO R B v
FOR SR> 2645, M3 O RGN BE ) . EFTEL Y ) RGIEEH
PR MWL, BT LA )8 AR A 2 SCRIUR A, AR A SEBR b A
B, T H R HNE R

6.3 Z T AN IRAHHEE RS

NI VROIAE NBUAZ B AR AT S U (R nT B2 32 1k, B RARSEN BF 9 3 [
TR AWIHL T AT AR RBE B RSE, HEWURE, NE
LB /N, iy HL AT DAOR B K A O SR ISR M D0 T, B B R ST ) LY,
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HI S AH SR 5 B N A BEAT GRS, OB I 5E F Ze v 27 >0 I A D51
RGBS . bk, %R K Z BRI SV-KFD Ak iR
I TTiE . SEBRISAT IR T S OR A SE 5 TR IR R B0, I AL B R 2
Ko I AR B 0 A9 3000 1 R DR ok A A ) AU FH O 2 i DAfEE A DA 552
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Fig.6-7 Time Card system based on Face recognition
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