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Abstract

In recent years, many face recognition algorithms have been developed for
surveillance systems and promising results have been reported in specific
environments. The human face recognition highly relies on extracted stable
features from input images. In practical application environments, however, the
direction of the illuminant is uncontrollable and it will result in unstable feature
extraction. For remedying the problems caused by non-uniform light sources,
illumination compensation is necessary.

In this thesis, we propose a local contrast enhancement approach to reduce
the effect of non-uniform light sources, and integrate it with a face recognition
system. Through the process of local contrast enhancement, the facture extraction
based on digital cosine transformation (DCT) becomes more reliable. The
adopted classification kernel is support vector machines (SVM) which has been
shown to be a robust classifier. The well-known human face database Yale B is
used for verifying system performance, and the recognition rate can achieve to
99.13%. As far as we known, the recognition rate is better than all of the
published literatures.
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BT o N R Bk i ECE R o e fé‘,ﬁ.}c’v“ Mo

S =S, W, i=12,..n (2-22)

4eBl2-4%557 » 5 — BPCAZ FLDen % - BY e o0 12 + A3 B2
g W) 0 *F PCAR I "8 Mt cibasis 0 € & 73 chF L4 B 3| 7%basis A& 4
error (Euclidean distance)# |- = ¥ — > & - Fisher Linear Discriminant (LDA) *t
# 4 ihbasis ;j-f;z -tk o RTFEN K o BB+ PP FILDA basis

2= ’ﬁ PEA R A S FHffm s NPT AR EES T FP g ] -

R A HEFTHLIE > APCAKREE S OT ARG P2 A3~ BRP A FF
f s
: B3
+ .
r i &+ JELERRE
: .+ JRalacs
- : o
H ’ﬁ
: + P
: _/
@ o e .
§ . + 7'—9/ OO
L 3:',,¥ ...+..§?ﬂ'... o o
D e _#—/-
“ © O
| oo
o .
-~ %Qa .
/'/ “a
o ¥, FLD
o

feature 1

Bl 2-4 PCA % FLD et fi

Tk AP SRR THEY 7% 7 Harvard FHE » - FTHREE A Z

I i subset > * i subset F8Ed 7 F & & kiR F T (4oR] 2-5)

18



AR i RS hoW] 2-6 0 & A Bdpcd 2-1 o

Subset 1 Subset 2 Subset 3 Subset 4 Subset 5

45
Eigenface (10)

40 —e—Eigeniace (10}
E 35 - —mFEigenface (10} wio first 3 Corralation
r
r s Correlation
o Eiganface (10}
r 25 wmsren LiNEEr Subspace wio first 3
r 20 i Fisherface
a 5 |
! L

10 | near
e 1 ﬂ Subspace
(G/"-’)s ] e A Fisharface

[s] * ,
Subset 1 Subset 2 Subset 3

Lighting Direction Subset

Bl2-6 & f6~ % chypl %



202-1 A5 E R

Error Rate (%)
Method IReduced Space Subset 1 Subset 2 Subset 3
Eigenface 4 0.0 31.1 47.7
£ 10 0.0 4.4 41,5
Eigenface 4 0.0 13.3 41.5
w/o 1st3 10 0.0 4.4 27.7
Correlation 29 88 0 33.9
Linear 0.0
Subspace 15 0.0 4.4 9.2
. 0.0
Fisherface 4 0.0 0 4.6
T’f-’ﬂg

LR EROAGTRE? 7 Yale THE L FTHRERGLE T 2 B
s

BiEi (4oBl 2-7) » & 467 3y S 4oB 2-8 -

29°9
| 3

o

Bl 2-7 & fHFE2 %@k

35 T

30 T
E
rzs 4+ — ~ — _
r * Eigenface
o
r 20 T
R 15 + \LM p— Eigentf fi
T e igenface w/o first
a three components
t 10 +
e

+~--—--—--—-=-— == — - - — - — - Fisherface (7.3%)
5
(%)

o 50 100 150
Number of Principal Components
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Bl 2-8 & ff i# chyel it %

Jingetal. [12] B4 * 344~ 52 # 4 (Discrete Cosine Transform » DCT )
BB b B e (Ao 2-9) %5 dats (Ao 2-10) 0 v E B F L Se s o
pt 37222 PCA 2 LDA 7 F 2 B3t s DCT #_36 B- 32 ihoen Mg 30 1> 17 5 4
Hoom ® 4 PCA & LDA ZE& XAk EHESE &=L m £ A% (2-23)

VP REE - BRAER A MG AR AR TR E L Yale 2 ORL

|

¥av B 1) A 48 ek o

(2x l)uﬂ 1 (2-23)

Jcos[ Qy+vr
2N

F(u,v)= \/_a(u)a(v)zz f(x,y)xcos[

x=1 y=1
1

;F_! - a(W): E’ W:l
1, otherwise

99939?
292992

?] 2-9 },%' ‘ﬁév,ﬁz’/ lg'\

2282 9

B 2-10 B~F B g & ch i
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Eretal. [13) 35 - S A - R4l e B~ B jicis » £ 1% BTt 2

iz (Nearest-Neighbor) % 7%:# - i} Eigenface % Fisherface 3% &>t iz fd >

A I F - B e o S TR R 8 DCT 1 4+

- aw g (4B 2-11) > Risf 1% 854 5 g, (Neural Network ) *k i£5%

@0 1TF 12 Yale 2 ORL A % FF R GURIGE > 0 B 3] 7 4 afsas 5 o

F

o

-

" i

/

B 2-11 - @@ e DCTHS - s 8
Chenetal. [14) A2 L BB 7 53 P4 > £ D1 — B A2
FiE o TRATFRR A M S - R R TR RS 0 | R A SRR
B D A (logarithm domain) £ & {7 3E4040 3% i 4% UL >
A KRR AR A P FI R R S MU RURIE o T
gL o ] 2-12 HTon 5 EATARSZ I S AR R HE S B 0 B 2-13a 5 R
heenBi i B 2-13b 54 3 B hEcnE i B 2-13c S ¥R 6 B hHch
Ptk B 2-13d 3 # 8 15 B hdend e Bl 2-13e 3 %3 20 B thdcen
oo Bl 2-13F 2 453 35 B GBcen® oo B 2-13g 5353 50 B % B ® o

AT R DA FERE o
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Dear

Duis

Do

Bl 2-12 BEAcAR iz (S R VER B

b
Heisele etal [11]) & d1 3 WPl enA 3& > 2 B35 I L B € & i (4o
Bl 2-14) 0 A1 E 4R b I0EFHAFER > B (S Bap ikt B W] ek 3843
FE R R A ek o 0P| il SRR b o B Sk % BRAR B 2N i 2
R S 2 B AR B BRI P R

o AW T g4 R TR o
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B 2-14 B 2% 45

2.4 K 3 3R

Wb Atk o NP A HAOE DITE T UBC T - SR AT BB X
FMaE RARRGFOLREM L c R EB 3 iEs F - B4R
Bo B B ek THREY PR A G FRR 0 A BRI S
B B B end FIEARAR S SAF R PSR 4 R L ATTORRE Y Sl
. ﬁﬁ%&i@“ﬁﬁi%%ﬁﬁﬁéﬁ’#%%i%ﬁﬁ’ﬁ%er
FERPLIF A BAD WD REL R EH kR T > PR B
s o HHOERY LA MGFERY > B2 K 2o ﬁkﬁz Ao
g A ke pE o RN - A GG o BEAEY € ARdR 4 o i3 2 F) 5 PCAR
EE AN RS E L LES SRR SR R A S N

T L BB R e PR o g 5 54

ji
o
%
- W
B
!
Bl IRy
bR

FIE W AT R B a2 bk o ESRR KR AT S R A

7~

BE AT RS o $PCAR M nIT2 A 3 0 Bl £ B R By
BoAE 2R AE L BRE L o0 Ft i@ Plongd e Sl Wi ®

WA SRR B @ A R B FERD A A a4 o
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LS
Jin
s
b
oA
IS

%4

— A B RN (T AT Ak B2 A L 2 A A D w B A

72 (Preprocessing ) ~ #"' 4 (Training ) % §¥:#% (Recognition) e 1 ¥ )]* ¥

W ASL L RINA LR LM TR PR R TR B A

Botfnd if o blhe T R RO IR R R TR FR AR

=t

RO > Byep R 7 R i g 907 - 4R S 'F“}f@ﬁ AL
FEENZ B TR FEB- ok 5o & A A R AR e [ BEE A7 4p
oo RMLIpHEOER TS T AR AR 0 T RILT L5 T Rl H R
Frobendr ey 3 e R (FHERL F 5P AP OTR D ko T
PR GRS TR LA o B EEFIS G Y it Ik S L
T M o

PIRCE RIS AR EBNT L SRR R e PTG R

L3
g fiche TR LRI A S b 0§ R h T 1 E — i

F G P B FTMW I Py T N A iR (Blde D RK
Fn BVRFH B RTADRE k B AP @ F >k )o
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3

SRR R R - BATS ) AFRRSEG T Y - R

TR KD E ok B AS DTS DI L PR o A TGRSR R

%{Tﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁJiﬂﬁ%ﬁ’@ﬁﬁi’%{QE@ SEP = 'S TRl
fee 0 RN SIRBSLE LSBT EE > E D FERESP
o

ﬁa:a“:%aﬁa§@®Wﬁ¢ﬁJ%am$& ¥ I3 T A (testing

data) > FER LA T I FRZ ARG ERBT LT SR B A
3T (B HE mf}*a%’v”‘%/?‘]???‘flﬁ’j - B RAT S| 2 B PEEAE ) - JI“”\
FIVRBAES] o F gt i oy B IR G B0 2 i (ambiguous) «ip|3& 7
Prood iR R 3 BB e EH S o %ii"‘?”ﬁ L N R
(confidence) > % SLP|IERZ P X A 8 & > NG "F e 3w 4 s

g A gFerid e i o

3.2 FEEILA

T A SRR S PRIL AR ] 3-1 40 0 A R TR~ 2 08
= R R T AR o
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Recognition procedure

Select frequency
Local .
| DCT .| Bands and obtain an
Contrast ! .
Transform One-dimensional
Enhancement e
Training sample set

Classifier — Recognition

result
I‘ | 2
Select frequency /
Local DCT Bands and obtain an !
Contrast > > i . 7
Transform One-dimensional 4
Enhancement
N Test sample set

B 3-1 A S yEss k LU AR

Ao T D hFER RS > g A1 R B 58 (local contrast
enhancement ) 773 ;% » K g2 & sk F A dp b 7 393 P 4L > A 5

g

3

A

W ARIL S 0 TR i R T TR R T R R

nﬁi

M BARE 3% 0 2 SR I BATR B BRSO NBFT - A
FE o

b FER IR AR A Y o WK B S B R o FoT AL T AP
el o fe Adeie Poil AT L fdp R % KR SRR &2 T D

SRR hr S BRI AT A RT AL N A P e iR 0 L F 5 T

S

£

2”ﬁwm&ﬂ“%’—%m&kgiﬁp—ﬁ?uéi;ﬁﬁﬁi,g
B R AR AL S PR A (training sample) 0 PTRER AR~ kSRS > € T
A iy ok %’?%ﬁﬁ¢%ﬁ%ﬁ;+ﬁ%ﬂ’ﬁu#xﬁ
B vk A FHETA T 0 A ek B AR L5 4 % (classification) > & {2
195 & L PIE R & (test sample) iz B & SL3E (7 p[3E 0 | * 31k ey
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FORTiET B A A AR 0 1F Pl A F A ST

%
#od  Priag o 5F B (classifier) gl er > @ A BB I A T RS Ao

AP P SR ATEIGRRLEY Ao Slcd 1
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;‘m:‘ﬁh— A g FF: =

4. 1.1 A g Rt
CHpenT f
Ao Hagge T PE\/?E‘LE—"’ Fpagﬁmi_}w_ s @ ondt X B )I; eqer,,\_E/lF i

-?amf%’%‘iésafmwﬂ-

$ TR BT AL e R i

EREEMASE AL b F LR TR LAk L H

AE R Flpt s A0 REDERS

B R 2
;E’w&g%%@z&@¥ﬁﬁﬁﬁz—ﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ@}jﬁ—

Hfgeedr k> # R 37’*] FORFRmL B 0
" Yale B A i AR 5 b 0 VPR O 2 88 x 112 ehx ] 0 BT A %R

[t

F IR A5 -

=,

=)

4.1.2 ¢ $EEEH
Hfm g rgi o i
TR R RIT

R AT BRI E T

RGB ¢ 417 B GURIEPE » § A 4 B mid > Tt A g

&7
e °

1YCbCr ¢ %2 T
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4.1.2.1 RGB

RGB 7 %2 ¢ B ifen= p § (Primary Color) > R it & %= d ki ~G &
8¢ XX " BRAFS KX odm - e did £d R-G-B=
AR A ireried s B ANEGE 24 (FEARERL §ER) 4
FAR G BAuES = 4 f_ﬁ_iﬁ‘i%@;& 0-255 ° r1 4k 5 b > ki
P fgpd HEMDFAR > HAR ) FRFELIREDRRE > ARP
% %7 600-700 § B4LA548 0 H P 65%F MR ik 0 33%F R T
k2% R EER T Akl £ R 5 1 400-700nm > ik ek £ g
% ©450-700nm » % kel £ FF 5 0 430-680nm 0 E R K FEH S
310-560nm ; 27 2 %2 R~G B & R A R 5 ot it g

KL g A FJ AT o

4.1.2.2 YCbCr

YCbCr ¢ %57 BF# *t =4y > H# BAm Cbh k& & E
el

ki
I XA PE AT ENLE~-CrivE2F cd 23 2d EhL e o 40 (4-1) 58

& RGB bhi YCbCf ¢ N;_:;_ Fwﬁ;#ﬁ
Y 0.299 0.587 0.114 || R 0
Cb|=|-0.1687 —-0.3313 0.5 G |+]128 4-1)
Cr 0.5 -0.4187 —0.0813 || B 128
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d 5 E R Ak L aE R399 o A bR A R AP g R
TR ERABZFNGHLEIRIDERE > B IFARABREHE

ai

Xy BB o FRURR j\'é » TR {ﬁf%&-‘??fﬁ?ﬂ— Booa A RBERERR
ST G HEA LT KA o doB] 41 SrA 0 A PEHE GO R B
contrast enhancement » ¥ 123 3 F 38 LBt 0 F00 5 x b F G-
BERHA > FELEFADTIEZAE (Lavg) 4 (4-2) 34> 27 @4 (4-3)
s L 00 FE O Evalue X 5 0 FRIF UAIF (43) 8

Tingeaed wEh(Li )L B 57 2 AR L BEL > ¥ 1LE B logarithm
domain T BAAIE > B S B E TR e k2 S VBB e e BT T ko
Flot 7 L ¥ R VA RS S DR FIRR BARR R 0 T

CHP R FT BT A AR PR AL F b R A PR
5 5
Lavg =22 L, (4-2)

value =log(Li/ Lavg) (4-3)

HY Liz® BRRE > Lavg 5 Oxh R THER R
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Image Width

- I Size : 5x5
PLi
Image I I B B
Height< :
@}—‘
\ L
Yes No
log(Li/ Lavg) 0

!
| Normalize local contrast l

4,2 A 3t B

4.2.1 DCT #j A

Y5z g 3% (Discrete Cosine Transform » DCT ) &_#-8 i 7 4L s
HBEPEFE KRR ERAEIP LTS N SRS B
g LR ASTUE e B¢ o @

%%Kx}mﬁ‘b:{‘_?u%ﬂ AE O g b o T

BRI AR B R T bR PR B R

FE om— B MxNZ 2DCT #4 2N de (4-4) o7

me=J——mmmw;;yUnmwmﬁ“+m”] ﬁ”zymj (4-4)
LN
2 saw=1

1, otherwise

# DCT # 3% H_#-T B p mF. ik s FFE S kA f2 > B BAp IR F 300
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ne

Foh LM Gl AR T AR > BHERPARM Ao b b d
BoRTHEFfeLB 3% 5 00 s i 2 038 (DC Component ) » H A g
% 2 n3 (AC Component) > 4§ 4-2 #7571

Bl 4-2 = AP HIAEF A G B

4.2.2 FpEchh g A4

AR E - BIELP AR B R 0 12 8 x 8§ 1T 1B Block - 55
BT g B> & — 1B Block #- € 4% B~ 11 ¥ 12 YCbCr 4:2:0 7% 3¢ eiblock
AR B o SRR R 15 > A @ T E B <h Block 1 DC
21 AC e 4B 4-3 #7151 o
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— 8 ———

DcY  AcY; AcY; AcYs AcY, AcYy AcY, AcY,
AcY, AcY, AcY; AcY;; AcYy, AcY,, AcY,, AcY,,
AcY; AcYg AcY;, AcYy; AcYy AcYy AcY, AcY,,
AcY, AcYy AcYi;s AcY, AcYy AcY, AcY, AcYg
ACYy, ACYyy ACYy ACY; AcYsy ACY, AcYs, AcYg,
ACY, ACY, ACYss AcYg AcY, AcYs AcYss AcYg

[ACY,, ACY,, ACYz ACY, AcYg, AcYgss ACYyy ACYg

[ACY 35 ACYy ACY,3 ACY, ACYs; ACYsg ACYg, ACYg

] 4-3 zigzag scan T &, )

Zigzag scan {é 0 B R R Y chDC ¥ AC 1% 2 FEnendijic o o

WARA B AC BN L I ARF o L PB@Bw e DC &

b
>
@)
|fmk
ie
g

AR 0 A A RF A G FRIOE AT F 50 M MR B aRLT

cA R > Ak

\“"

7 ZRehblock B~ DCigran= B ACE» 2w B4

Lk
Hc o B3R A %% % £ 7 % 154 B MB > Pl =¥ B 616 B jciE o B
P EER 2L e & Fo 4c@l 44 29 fiETFHE 1 AT R

Boo— BAG B Aot ke 2L R G 616 3 o

flf ] fal fal Bl fol oo o it 1 s o [ [Fess

612

Bl 4-4 A igyRitifce £ & B

BT kI At o450 d 3 SVM R B 3t S B SR ] endd gk
I B AR MM R UL S BRG] o AT AP LB E RS

BREACER T IEE £ F 10 4 o

o

APNR 1Y% 1 BRAREPTIOE 4 » 53505 15925 26

MR DT IBE 4} FFARIIE 1S 616 M-I IBE 400 o B3I E 2 8w



2% 1 BRRDTIDE 4y > A% 28N %2 BARDTIBE 4 > 4F
BRI F2HF 616 RT3 10 - RPIZFRI|F 10 80y 616 2T s

[ERYTNE He y.j.ﬁ?ufli%iié’fﬁ_ iR R RN

FERTOESRE LS BTN BARR PR R e B

BESORBRHEy RN T 1R % 2 BAR %R Ky
¥ 6

SRR ) o PIRAFRIIS 10 SEF 616 HhR R Ay HY vy

REASBH-IRNELARR N EER ov it &% B & (variations) °

@ﬂwﬁ71%@?%&&%’%§F—%ﬁﬁﬁlkww iETEd
B o HNhTHE kP E LB @ P H Nk PL B B LTS R

AWARL o gl Fm TIREARF T S o A € ET(10%9) /2 =45

FEELB hd e B 4B 3597 » BV k4 7 oo a R 0 T i

B BEF mon o TRAGES B o HY deanti 2 d (45) 30

Eo (b =iy fork =1,..616

1<mn<10,m#n

(1-5)
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1 1 1
d, d; d do 1
2 2 2 2
d, di s d do o
3 3 3 3
d;, d;, d;, do o
4 4 4 4
d, di; d do 1
616
614 614 614 614
dip dis dia do.10
615 615 615 615
dio dis dig doio
616 616 616 616
di, dis dis do.10

45

Bl 45 A2 FFT35E LR T3 g 7 7B

FE RS ’fjf‘u? IPEURS 11PNt e T A S LIl gk R o SN
T R TH A PO R Y E 03 E 2 2 (4-6) 5 o o kg o
ERPHZFARREAR) > A2 A B SEARAp e @ S XF

m,n

B e, 454 Jod 7 B AR foe Tt F R O R o AR

FoR B EART R DA W SR EAARER

wt =dy (ve+vE), fork=1,.616

(4-6)
1<m,n<10,m #n
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! 1 1 1 1
@, @ 4 @ 4 @y 10
2 2 2 2
@, 2% @, @y 10
3 3 3 3
D, @, 5 D4 %10
4 4 4 4
D, D5 “r %10
616
614 614 614 614
@, ) 5 @ 4 @y 10
615 615 615 615
), 2% W 4 @y 10
616 616 616 616
), 2% W 4 @y 10
< 45 >

Bl 4-6 & & 2 P4 B Eche £ 7 3B

PR RS L WORAE N o 0 APRT A ST

F PAT N 0 TR— BEACER O E S A FREA M Fe s B4R

Y

7
|

X AT HI L ARG ) o mE BB F S A nrai}aig»i Sort £ F > SiEEE (&
A\ o ,T‘};'a MATIE o @ R B AR AR T O B PR S ATH R S B o
d 3 A K S SE 2 B cheil o %R e end BT R B SR B OSE
&AM AR m&kygw—%%” Rw) - Al - B A SR D
LRk hHHF o A BT U Pl Ui B D B R keEnp] £
Bt A PP B i e B AR BRSO R B

MR VLR R E R o T A 4] 3 kA FHEUITE Y ek 0 C AT

3

B T

IS

EHBREAT RAMS I8 F

W12 4 e

=K

- 24
RIS s

2

£l

B oo
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foA-1 AEEATE Y AR

C2 | 5% 528 40 46 437 330 439 40 w4 ) 43 128
C3 | 3% 328 31 573 40 M43 32 485 4 7 M 4

Cl4 | 5% 32 308 40 352 36 35 52 573 35 7 44
ClS | 44 40 614 % 352 A 439 488 &8 14 72 &
Cl6 | 40 ! SR % 7 3l ¥ 32 £ 72 573 34
Cl7 | 5P 573 8 46 55 38 2 312 12 4“4 43 54
C8 | 5% as 513 8 6 40 216 I8 32 % 3 SR
C9 | 4 164 4 35 513 108 32 4 40 30 8 112
CL-10 | 573 SR 34 515 439 36 44 X3 32 308 X2 4
&3 | 5% 437 43 42 311 40 91 4 72 310 S8 M4
G4 | 5% 532 I8 437 328 336 o1 32 18 4 40 as
G5 9 44 437 50 I8 4 & A 2 A 38 X5
Qo6 | M 437 6 32 34 328 46 M4 43 91 s 40
G | 46 328 312 8 487 4 4 4 o1 59 530 40
C8 | % 437 32 50 28 91 M43 M2 38 40 40 45
Q9 | 4 38 4 34 21 s 333 32 437 6 50 8

0 | 128 40 4 43 32 487 12 30 533 46 328
G4 | 40 308 3% 352 3Bl 311 43 ™4 7 A 518 ]
G35 | MM 40 72 438 A % s4) 4“4 148 18 614 31
&6 % §/ 4] 140 o4 310 » 43 6 31 K] 168
G377 12 8 2 116 31 438 10 58 38 2 493 SR
G338 6 s4 7 14 100 & % 134 48 SH oa A
39 | 164 212 116 112 72 2% 108 4 1% 14 35
G0 | 48 311 3l 52 485 36 55 23 72 s 54 4

&S5 | 614 JS 14 493 148 A 337 152 336 308 44 S
a6 | 3B 140 40 £ % 44 ¥ 80 £ 1% 6 s
&7 5% 46 43 4 8 2 92 12 40 2 36 132
A8 A s 36 40 1% 6 24 140 355 X0 100 14
a9 164 1% 112 140 4 144 8 24 2% 1B 212 28
a0 | 3® 439 » 43 4 612 40 573 4 32 M 41

Co | M 40 ¥ 11 614 148 12 4“4 3% ) 43 45

&) 32 614 40 46 4“4 & % 512 18 38 L 308
8 | 40 614 12 5 A 8 & 7 3% 444 216 2
9 3 4“4 614 91 176 45 40 133 125 132 X7 43
G310 | 44 i 1® 14 o] & 148 116 4 18 160 A

&7 12 38 46 8 A4 312 19 93 16 £ 11 %

&8 6 4 308 5 216 X0 137 £ 3 & 7 0

@9 | 2 8 ¥ ¥ 1’6 11 19 6 7 3 M4
&G0 » % 6 8 11 7 3 36 116 10 140 0

C8 4 6 %2 12 2 8 46 14 16 5 2 X0
Co | 4 14 46 R 132 212 1% 16 493 2% 133 14
CHOo | 116 2 46 2 m 12 36 3 44 38 8 10
&9 6 4 42 164 8 5 &4 4 40 2 34 212
G0 | 216 A X0 40 I8 14 s 2 M 8 100 &

&0 | 14 112 116 108 14 3B 4 1% 212 14 10 2
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4.3 # % SVM eh X %506 5

4.3.1 SWM f§ 4

2 # % £ ¥ (Support Vector Machine > f§ # SVM)&_1998 & 11 513+ 32 34
AR NS EFT VIR > F R B SRR OEHRLD G
/|- i* (Empirical Risk Minimization Principle, ERM) > @ & - f&. 54k *& &
it Jn 72 (Structural Risk Minimization Principle, SRM) en3uzt 8 4 7824 » % 3%
A 583 b ek AL - SRM @ VC(Vapnik Cherovnenkis) /& #ict b | it o
TR SVM e 2t i@ % g SR By (it 4 oo bt SVM
dh- LB H v EF Y h2 23 b 3t D SVM eh- i g gR g Tk
EEARM P BT PR FTHRLEFARORER D T F R & TR D
A AR B ARAE 5 B] SVM enA vk % 4 AR 5 34 P 1 SVM

RELI

FTHPF > i E T AT hA PR 4 o
SVM i o b 22 FALR end Befz & 5 i+ ehBl % > @ SVM .41 *
B3~ #F-T 5 (optimal separating hyperplane ) #-3 4l = & IR > F]pt
BREAETG Y (47) k& F 0 @ g pFaTT _'r:’%\ziiﬁij-%? vk (4-8)
;\“ ji%\ T ©
w-x+b=0 (4-7)

y(wex,+b)21  i=12,.,N (4-8)

HY wi7#E £ weight vector> AR E FTH AR APRE b ET BSE
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(bias) > BB EGHP TR EBFL PR RITHEEN T ATEY il i

FOoFIM A EEAREE R R VR R A A AT o SVM B A SR £

FEREAKR AL - B4 K ¥ (decision function) 4 (4-9) ;¢ :
f(x)=sgn(w-x+b) (4-9)

Fo BARATR X A A R Sl TR R G (115 85 %
ErHl A FHEND - 8 -1 B A FTHE - 8 B4 T

7}”&1:—’?#';4\% “J} ”Lf’i’ “é‘”r);& iB;LJ;‘F"-EJIJ °

ARG 2 B AT TR AL AT A R TR AR Y R R

BoORERIEA DS IS > F LT UL AR o A SVM e s ? o - B

i A B T ARRE AR > o] 4-9 HTT o

B 4-9 & #e 7 & H

RSP DR S S RS e R e B Bl Sy S TS
b B T TR A E PR 0L f S R RITA T T AL B

s

i A4 & (Support Vectors) » Flptigdt 2 4Fm & 427 A 4G o I §
B BEE NS A e B ok EEiAl i P EE (Margin) > B ED | 4p § 30 7
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A S TR A SRR > FPL SVM £ - AR EES S ¢ (Margin

Maximization ) 4 %5 F o

SVM & * 4z 6 Gl 4 > e R R AL G iRy i F o Bl
PARIE SVM A G =27 i, k45 o

B s ¥ 44 (Linearly Separable )

B s+ 7 ¥ & 4 (Linearly Non-Separable )

B s 7 43 (Nonlinearly Separable )

4.3.1.1 &7 £ 3

RAPFT LRI BEEXAFR T RS FOF R 2L0F > T BT

Lp 3T A > PEEET LY (4-10) N k&

w-x+b

M

d(x,w,b) = (4-10)

SRR R P EMPET A YeniT 0 i EBK AT G RT S
AR PEESEH €Y Do T R R AT EER X 1 ] R R AR ] B
/] > {295 Lagrange 3% 5! » Lagrange % + Lagrange multiplier «, > fr

Lagrange & #c L, (o) v Kuhn-Tucker if i+ e v 7 # 3] (4-11) 5% :

Ld(a):zai_%Zzaiajyiyj(xi'xj) (4'11)

i=1 i=l j=1
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a9 & % i+ (constraint) Zayl 08 o, 20277 » % &_ix & m@l e g fE

i=1

% & ¥ % & (Support Vector )> 5 d "5 {s if ¥ {¥ ¥| Lagrange 3k + & m A3 £ -

4.3.1.2 P2 v o i

AT S AL AT TR G E AR EEN D) 0 R AR
FPoFEF TR EFRATF I hiEm - BE o T AR A F A g
WA F AL 2 A EE o ST e T P IR R % 8 (Margin Slack Variable )

A

& i=12,.,N > P d 4 » slack variable {8 > it & #7975 hF L g Ay 7

F‘i

R gE2_ b > #712 slack variable 4R & T ens @k iw > § slack variable £
BArdR ] > R A FTRART & SVM e a] ; F slack variable shigfodk + 5 &
AR RFFOR AR G E 0 4R RATE TR 8 e

Tt slack variable ehih frdk | 4847 o P F &K KR

= B ¥ a4y 3] slack variable fF > BB AN F ¥ &

AR T Ao (4-13) 7

yvw-x, +b)21-¢&,,i=12,...n (4-12)
jong) = + €3 (4-13)

He CHE- BHEEIREF 4§ CAxx pF > SVM i3] $30 48 3%
iﬁﬁﬁfﬁ}g v ko2 g CA% ] pFs FRESB < I and & [y ,ﬁ‘%ii"‘ » #7121 Lagrange
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Sfes ¥ (4-14) 7

N 1 N N N
Li@)=Y a,=— 3 > ey, x) 0<¢,<C, Yay =0 (4-14)
i=1

i=1 j=1 i=1

Ff# Lagrage & #ic (Lagrangian) L, (a) 2. & * YE_TT%?’ AR P A E A BT

% (Optimal Separating Hyperplane ) e

4.3.1.3 R 7 £ 3

RaF s i SVMERSUIEA JUH4 R 4e B ch T = FaE
Botecns FltEE S TR E denlE Bt 0 KA R 1RE B T A
BORTORA K I AR B A e 2 ST T L ARTRIY ¢ sk

4-15);8 » B reny BRI E BB Rz B
X — P(x) (4-15)
P RAFFHRAEETE > T RAOTRERPIERTF LS (40F

4-10) > fv s &7 AW DT RS G dp iR o Fut iy R S 8 A v

RA g RUELBEEE TG k1 S8
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Original space Feature space

8] 4-10 kernel function -+ %, Bl

F=1)

S SO RE Lt T A2 R (4-16)(4-17)~(4-18)~(4-19) :

Linear kernel function *  K(x,,x;)=x,-x; (4-16)

Polynomial kernel function :  K(x;,x;) = (jx, - x, +coef)’ (4-17)

RFB kernel function : K(xj,)?) = exp(—y(xT - Z)zj (4-18)
Signoid kernel function : K (jj) = tanh( yx; Z + coef ) (4-19)

HPehd~y & coef ¥ 5 ¥ B S BE o

WME%K{@%&%&i?ﬁﬁﬁﬁgd%%) ()()
FERERY JBO o KA T R FO RAem Wom R &R
17 ;ﬁ;_K( ) Pl e 5d v RRSER 0 B & R & Mercer i i ¥ H S
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AR SRR 3 ARET A e T A AL e B
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TR RN R T AR R - SRR AT
BN EEE o A - BAFRR R A AR AT AR AT B MR
1% 5 spe A i%?fé»fé_ﬁﬁﬂ* L P Sl PR A P i i
%m%ﬂ%ﬁ%&i@’%é&$ﬁﬁﬁ4wﬁm‘@& -l B
g ehPr Sl & Mercer (5 0 T APVRY R Z Y g Sk K @ 7
& B FE AR P bt S B D o

T F L R AR AT B B2 S N e PR 4o
SRR PPN A BT R SR A @ 3 F & o pten

BT At o B E AL B BT LR e B nn 4t o

'm\L

AEMAZEF? R AP ES RSP 2 2Lk % S (4-20)

E

.yzSng*®Cﬂ+b)=Sgﬂ§3aw(®(@¢%&»+b) (4-20)

sV

EEY PRS- L S B8R 37 Fics

=3 o
EERMp A DR EIEY PR ZRAE W P A e R RN
H 3

Fe gz Finagfeb & P I8 > T EINRAEAZE
HPESUE R O e (421) S8 (422) 5

Y(x) =Y Ap®i(x)+ b= ayiK (x,x)+b 4-21)

i=1 j=1
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W= ami®(x) = (. i) (4-22)
i=1

4.3.2 A%GIER

Bots A P - St B i s B A HE e RS E Y

o o@ FERIFRRAR rsa\i}{ufg F—&orh 2 (4-21) 38 ket 8 (4-21)
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*

be 1L gR 3 o

5.1 A G FHE

Aee L SYM 2 A% a7 kBT FERLA T LK SR hY
FHRARGHET DL BANOES 2 AR TRE S NTHAGTRRE

al ) % 2 4
RGN E = s RN

5.1.1 Yale A % FH#E

;[g;&ﬂﬁ; LR TEL‘:}EK%«’:%»:’L?—»FE%E’%JQ?é’u%’jf§¥%§§j,ﬁ“?iéjo
FTHE?P LT BEARDA B AL GERY > HG - F A LT ERG
FRPADL-RPHEF A PO RERRIEDE > A u P Lk iR

BoEF PR B2 AF s 2B AF S Lk BELAE
BREAL g i s B A B A o ek TR G B A TR i -

/

#H FoE 0 %5 % | http://cve.yale.edu/projects/yalefaces/yalefaces.html
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5.1.2 Yale B A % FHE

EREMELD RGN F Ao WAY R ATE R o
FHESY FLBIRSL > FAFLELIR T AT R ERDERT A

fL,)_«'Li—J‘Z_’E,.',{—»ﬁ‘EF]:J‘_r&E"‘__/_\ v + 7 L3k

=l

5.2 RE%&% %

5.2.1 Yale R & %%

s v F A% FF8F 5 2 5 J Adaptive Feature Selection 77 SVM 5%
Bk SR 0 414 Yale Database 74 i R AN A 4T 0 gt A g TR
Btk Adct ~T BAELE-FA LTk % 51 55 BAENZE (X
5 ) KPR H A 120 R R BRERATE I g % 0 T 4 5-2 & Adaptive
Feature Selection =4u3+ ] > % 5-3 5 Adaptive Feature Selection ¢ ¥ % &
SR o AeB S5-1 T 0 RS REFILH R R o HiEES 5 93.33%
M TR R ¥R R 2 1S i (Aol 5-2) 0 HyEd L 98.33% e

292929
2299

Bl 5-1 %A i 4 H 5
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B 5-2 5 T B 5 5 chE %

# 5-1 A gFERaR %

Number of the Misrecognized

Recognition Rate (%)
The Number of Images
Feature values | wuhout LCE | With LCE | Without LCE | With LCE
8 21 15 82.5 87.5
10 22 14 81.67 88.33
12 19 9 84.17 92.5
14 19 9 84.17 92.5
16 16 9 86.67 92.5
18 15 11 87.5 90.83
20 15 5 87.5 95.833
22 15 9 87.5 92.5
24 13 8 89.17 93.33
26 13 7 89.17 94.17
28 17 8 85.83 93.33
30 16 6 86.67 95
32 12 8 90 93.33
Adaptive Eeature Q ) 9333 08,33
Selection
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% 02 PrHcEPE it

The Number of Hyperplanes

The Number of

Feature values Without LCE With LCE
8 67 69
10 11 8
12 10 6
14 5 3
16 1 2
18 4 6
20 3 3
22 1 3
24 0 3
26 0 1
28 1 0
30 1 1
32 1 0

Total Number of 105 105

Hyperplanes
The Average Number 10.438 10.857

of Feature values

% H-3 A Fm & gt

The Number of | o i 1CE | With LCE
Support Vectors
1 0 0
2 0 0
3 0 0
4 15 11
5 43 30
6 47 64
7 0 0
8 0 0
9 0 0
10 0 0
11 0 0
Total Number of 105 105
Hyperplanes
The Average Number 5304 5504

of Support Vecotrs
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254 575 BAENTR (X T55%) k5 HA4590 3k F f ki
RO R % % > T 4 5-5 5 Adaptive Feature Selection shstit @) > o gt &

-

41 % #R%{> e Feature Number -] Y 10> @ T 35E 5 8.5 F|pb ¥ 1 4 F7 )

‘E\“\

% ¥% i» &7 Feature Number 7‘5!& L F % 0 Z& o A PE * oo Feature J"rz IS

o % 5-6 % Adaptive Feature Selection e 3 € St @ > d L £ 7 5 )

|

% 2> SV Number |3t 4> @ T30iE 3 3.18 » FP ¥ 1 4 47 41 X i en
SV Number ‘FK /;’ﬁ = o £ %M er1hyper-plane ¥ 12 % % & 5 o 7—,&\‘?“;‘:
B s R o HPRES L 96.67% o @ S R F B 58 2 18 hR i
Hypad 5 100% o d p4 7 avo G PE R 22 18 0 BYRES S <

#H o TG R R DR AR o

E R AVE S
= 5_4 A Eﬁ ;ﬂ%\'zg" mf;%

e Numbor of Number of f;eal;/il:recogmzed Recognition Rate (%)
Feature values Without LCE | With LCE | Without LCE | With LCE
2 10 3 88.89 96.67
10 11 4 87.78 95.56
D 10 4 88.89 95.56
14 10 3 88.89 96.67
16 3 ) 91.11 97.78
18 3 3 91.11 96.67
20 10 1 88.89 98.89
B 10 9) 88.89 97.78
o 9 1 90 98.89
% 9 1 90 98.89
3 9 1 90 98.89
20 7 1 92.22 98.89
3 7 0 92.22 100
Adaptive Eeature 3 0 96.67 100
Selection
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% 5-5 pcE BB et

The Number of The Number of Hyperplanes
Feature values | wimou LCE | With LCE
8 88 97
10 2 3
12 2 1
14 2 1
16 1 0
18 1 0
20 0 3
22 2 0
24 3 0
26 0 0
28 2 0
30 2 0
32 0 0
Total Number of 105 105
Hyperplanes
The Average Number 9.9 2.5
of Feature values

% H-6 % #f e ;‘E_‘ é‘f”ffb"g‘"‘

The Number of | wr 0 LCE | With LCE

Support Vectors
1 0 0
2 33 66
3 2 6
4 9 4
5 19 12
6 24 13
7 12 2
8 4 2
9 1 0
10 1 0
11 0 0

Total Number of 105 105

Hyperplanes
The Average Number
of Support Vecotrs 49 318
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5.2.2 Yale B # % %%

T % v § A% FE8F 8 2 54 Adaptive Feature Selection 1 SVM %
Wk SLd® > 444 Yale B Database 74 3 3L izt A 45 0 L AR T
PR G T BA - FRAF4AETH 5 BELE 5 2 B subset A %
B2 ARGERT QB MU EA G e FRETIE BREF e AT Lo

BRIV A g TR (T T 48 H 0 T iE ¥ subset] § TR( &
630 38 )+ H bR 3420 3 B ok BRI PR % 0 T 4 5.7 L A s yEaen
2% > d £ ¢ ¥ 4o 5iF Adaptive Feature Selection sh3ak 5 5 98.51% » T
AR % g cEcE 5 164 T 5@ % 9SSV Number & 100 £ 5-8 2:i7#& %

L SRR AR BT B AR 2 s

35T ARk

The Number of Number of the Recognition

Feature values | Misrecognized Images Rate (%)
8 239 91.55
10 234 93.16
12 182 94.68
14 166 95.15
16 167 95.12
18 153 95.53
20 131 96.17
22 133 96.11
24 114 96.67
26 94 97.25
28 82 97.6
30 85 97.51
32 75 97.8

Adaptive Eeature 5] 93,51

Selection
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# 5-8 g v}]?u—é A2 20 i)

Recognition Rate (%)
Method
subset2 subset3 subset4
Eigenface[23] 89.81 47.04 21.9
Direct-LDA[24] 98.15 70.09 30.79
Fisherface[7] 95.14 75.14 34.76
Subspace-LDA[25] 99.84 94.44 49.8
Kernel PCA[26] 92.96 49.44 22.38
KDDA[27] 99.63 89.26 38.89
GDA[28] 99.81 96.94 49.92
Choosing Parameters of
Kernel Subspace 99.81 96.99 52.22
LDA[29]
Our Approach 99.91 99.07 96.83

% 5-9 L8 B subset Py 5k (£ 720 %k ) k3H o H 40 3330
PG RPIETE IR % 0T £ 5-10 5 Adaptive Feature Selection 5Lzt
B> d B AF —F] 41 % 28> e Feature Number /]t 12> @ T 3aE 5 10.8 0 7]
P F A 47 A & 2R i e Feature Number ‘?3"&/)» oS 0 Ao R E R p
Feature $%8 % ¢ = o % 5-11 & Adaptive Feature Selection i1 4% & b3t

B d tb%\»?'}% I % $Ri» e SV Number -t 10> & T 352iE 5 9.578 » F]pt

~

¥ 44 A A% 3R 0 SV Number 3802 3 %+ > & 71+ $8 6> i hyper-plane ¥
'15;{:&\ Bp o 4B 5-3 #7170 #\q.(—?\: ;‘J’LLi‘E{‘J Yg\—t—'?@:;‘é—?é 94.02% -
AOTHE R B S 2 (S B (4ol 5-4) 0 B R L 99.13% 0 d gt W
Ao SN PUERG 2210 HRRg S K i > 2 Y ok

g it it R & 5-12 ST E R A G yRRapM AT 2 A 7 2 #1][30])
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+ ol ool
% b-9 & L~ Ew%“:eﬁ\‘ m‘sa%

The Number of
Feature values

Number of the
Misrecognized Images

Recognition Rate (%)

Without LCE | With LCE | Without LCE | With LCE
3 336 101 89.91 96.97
10 300 37 90.99 97.39
12 307 62 90.78 98.14
14 281 50 91.56 98.5
16 273 41 918 98.77
3 271 47 91.86 98.59
20 252 49 92.43 98.53
20 253 50 92.4 98.5
24 233 51 93 98.47
26 231 45 93.06 98.65
28 223 34 933 98.08
30 207 34 93.78 98.98
32 230 30 93.1 991
Adaptive Feature 199 29 94.02 99.13

Selection
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% 5-10 FHGE P #E .

sk 2L ﬁ

W ?

The Number of
Feature values

The Number of Hyperplanes

Without LCE With LCE
8 22 29
10 6 2
12 2 4
14 3 3
16 0 1
18 1 3
20 0 1
22 2 1
24 4 0
26 1 0
28 3 0
30 0 0
32 1 1
Total Number of 45 45
Hyperplanes
The Average Number 13378 103

of Feature values
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% H-11 £ #Fw & izt

The Number of Without LCE With LCE
Support Vectors
1 0 5
2 0 0
4 6 0
5 7 .
7 3 6
8 5 -
9 1 2
10 3 3
11 2 3
12 1 3
13 3 1
14 0 0
15 2 0
17 1 3
18 0 |
19 0 0
Total Number of 45 45
Hyperplanes
The Average Number
of Support Vecotrs 8.11 9.578
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Bl 5-4 6§ 5 4 55

% 5-12 4 # ¢}§%_€E? RSN 3

Method Recognition Rate (%)
Eigenface 31.59
Direct-LDA 47.33
Fisherface 66.97
Kernel Direct LDA 79.94
Regu.lari_ze(_i Fisher 9056
Discriminant
Our Approach 99.13
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