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R SR GLABUEE A F AR T A BC X I R AR
& DU 7> S 25 1) PaSC PP A

Experiment layer-1 | layer-2 | fusion
expl (cosine) 0.199 0206 | 0.212
expl (Joint Bayesian) || 0.195 | 0251 | 0.258
exp2 (cosine) 0.259 0284 0.299
exp2 (Joint Bayesian) 0.226 0.264 0.288

4.3 a5t ARIRBIBkEL

M EAEN (7] 3 H A5 AR
APk (PaSC) SR HEAR AT 2 4L 430
NIRANFE K €. PaSC ALfE 293
NI#) 9376 5k F1 265 A 2802 Bk
PR, 1% 8 15 AN [] B8] 26 481 dn AR WL ) B
B, MR, fRIRER AT IRE . KA
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N L7] Bt

PaSC J& X T /NS5, WAEIAL
ALY S 6 AR AT R B 1 S0 . AR
SRR S a4 H H AR IR H
WA BB, S0 B E SRR
5 PR ZEL N AL B A R AR AL, I
HAREAE 0. 01 ERETIRIREE S5 THY
S UEASHAIE o FERUAR R 1B S5,
WHE MR T Birik B80S F
1k EUR A AT . FRATVP Al AT AE
PaSC N7 I B AR &5 25 5 [8]
X

4.3.1 &&
FAMEH PasC & & FEAE I H1
R EE A, FEE N T — A EO L
BB 150%150 KGR . BT
SRR, FRATAE LFW BRI
Zr— P ESr 2 PEP FHY (T = 2).,

% 6.PaSC HIRURNS L

Algorithm expl exp2

LPB-SIFT-WPCA-SILD [37] 0.09 0.23

ISV-GMM [36] 0.05 0.11

PLDA-WPCA-LLR [+7] 0.19 0.26

LRPCA Baseline [7] 0.08 0.10

Eigen-PEP [ 0] 0.26 0.24
Hierarchical-PEP(1-layer) 0.261 | 0.275
Hierarchical-PEP(2-layer) 0.287 | 0.289
Hierarchical-PEP(2 layers fusion) || 0.307 | 0.320
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4.3.3 BLEDIHEr oy 225
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