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Figure 2.

2.1 The AR-facedatabase



Figure 3.

2.2 Localization and warping algorithms



Figure 4.

2.3 Why is the warping stepnecessary?



Figure 5.

Figure 6.



3.1 Modeling the localization problem




3.2 The eigenspaceepresentation



3.3 What isthe valueof ?

3.4 Experimental Results
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Figure 7.
Recognitionrate| 70% 68.3% | 66.6% 66%
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4.1 Learning stage

4.2 Identi cation stage



4.3 Experimental results
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Figure 9.

5.1 Weightinglocal areas
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Figure 10.

Figure 11.
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Figure 12.




Figure 13.

5.2 Experimental results
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