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Abstract People have paid more attention to biometrics based personal authentication
recently. A single modality has its limitation in performance, such as universality and
accuracy. The use of multiple modalities can get higher accuracy and winder universali-
ty. An improved ENN (Nearest-Neighbor with class Exemplars) method 1s proposed in
this paper to fuse fingerprint and voiceprint. Compared with the traditional ENN and
KNN (K-Nearest-Neighbor) , the proposed method obtains further improvement of ver-
ification rates, The proposed method is also compared with the Bayesian fusion method.
Performance of these two types of systems is given, Experimental results verily the va-

lidity of the, proposed algorithm.
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MEEGEHEANEKE, BB EILEZH THEXEEBHER. FHEKF 0 HFFE
(nES . SRt B THABNAREGER . SENE. . SHEBEHRI)CAERH L XK
HEMHE B, DADFERIN A EN S ENEARES 7T 2 mEA A5 R H.

PR R B EA AR EA QA& B E T AR R RN, BRI E AXi#iTH
R ENNEDFESRE - BRA MR B . A8 285 AR E24%. XEEYRFIESESR
BiRA PR IR, BEAEREE A ENEFHNA. B/LFEFREEHEFZMESE
HAOFXFETAE S ANt R ZHM AL FEFT REMBRLES T RAMERR
AR, A B N4 ERE EERA RN KR, s s sME A 5 2 R AR 5 /) 22 4L T AE
2 B ARSSTEEUER  BERSH T FENTAMBHES. TH, BFHAED R
(EFTEER B B R YN EREBERARA. B 245 YR AEREE K 72 o] A1 7E 38 & HET
REY AN BAUEMRFEREEDFIESHENREVERE, FZBEITEH. B, ¥ %
AN AR 4 A R R AT B AE F g VI Fan E 0,

E bR FiFZFE N T 2L Y B0 Kk [0 Z2 #) ifF 3¢, Brunelli M1 Falavigna F
1995 4E 42 1 T ) P AR 2 R B0 4% b S 75 SORIT AR B0 4 A B9 8 BB T B AR BB R
ZHELANKEAETHERERBWREEAEAR EFEF TR 28 . E/MEAREL AR
ZEME. Duc S B FIHUB¥IH4E S Bayes BitW LSRR A SREN 5 H Kk 45
R, M2VTS # 37 S A& AR 4 Aﬁﬂitiﬁ;&%,ﬁ*@%”ﬁ\ﬂ@ 3 MEEAAE A
IR, S 4 MERMERIWHRE, AT 99. 5URIEMFE. Jain F AT 1998 FH H BB
H5ARIRBIME R A, 1999 EMNEIE HIEE T 24T A TR AIER 'Y,

2000 FR EREF NP R ES BN T ERBREL R BT KR %'J?*%E&Ag' 2001
AT A W AR R R B T BT, Verlinde % F 1997 £ 15 A K-NN 5 & 5 75 20
WA VBB TRIFHER. Kittler FARBE TRAEEBERIFHEE DN 3 Z, A
b T v I A e vk HE U S BB A A P AR R

B MISNEGHEN P BT AMPR A YR, mH A E 5 TR B J ik, A 3%
HUHE UM S SO E AT RS, EAA S K-NN F R RS L B 3 T B8UGER ENN 7, ¥ 5
K-NN.f£4f ENN F 7 T8, LW Fubl 7t 7 AR, 5155 ENN 1, B
B ENNBANIERFE—FRE T 2%. RITEARBEHEE L R 72 TBGHER ENN J7
3 Hi Bayes BRI S RS, /- Hr 3 vEHT T B FR O 5 8938 FH a B A0 Bk .

2 RETHEgMiBEHRIERS

2.1 BETHEMBMNEIE

I8k AT B AR, RARBAT R GREMS X O F AT ANESHWER
B AR AE S B #R o, R Gabor MBI 28 dh A7 B4 38 0% , —HAL AL/, R QU IREE T
B ERERITE, BEBAMNIERME i RSB E R TR FERE XA T &£ TR
LY HMIEL R T, BRANEESEREREF I RBIAER . URAER TN RE. B
B BRI S W oCERL16 .
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2.2 EFEYNSHNEE

WA AFRAERN 12 r MEFCC(Mel M E 35 RO S8 1 4804 (58 B AW R — 1
13 4EFF1E. FEMCERE E, B MEM BH#T - . 2 ES, R B I WIFIE4EHE 39 4.
NGdBP  RIEULLELHNFERABAIAE T AR TBIARATHE A BIEEAEREY
(RITKRARHESREXRMAX -2 . A TRERENEKR . EAGNRBEANEGE T —
TRER,EW R, RERARENES HIRREAANHU N X FFIE. REEB Y
% H Cohort &, BIECHAFETEBG 75 HRBEEASHU KA #4425 Bn
WIE A A P ERNGZB R RE AN ER, Bif 3B P MR A B
WAEANE ZE TR RE A TEEERER . R HITHEE . BINEEHRERK
R ILECMH. BT 2 WOk 17 ].

2.3 BMERSE

BHRAERGEITEREARE RN . E—-FEtEAEE AP ERWR T HF
HE—-1TFh  FEEIHBELRESHEAENIRELRE. EZHELEH, . EXHD
ANsHo: ARZEDAD). RBGFEERHM BRI IR . H 1R 8% F FAR({alse accept rata) , Bf
B B & (impostor) % ; 4£ 1R 546 R FRR(false reject rate) , I EH E F S48 A (client)
H?E%[B.ll]-

BETZHEYFUERENGHMAERRG S X EBARIEYFENRINER, BHRE T
AR . 2m EWHOAIESER. HAGSEBNEB 1 fin, AR EYFFIERIE RS HE S H
FHWEREEMEE WERF T ADMSES, ICEEMH s FR,.s€[0,1]. B4
REWNEZINLREEKE-ENMEBEEHTEES AH -1 2R K Y . BZBIEL.

AR | s w2

| 2

1 BrRiEReRENER

Fig.1 Framework of multi-modal verification systems

3 BMERIE

MERATHNRAELR LE—RHEN AR HEWEBAILE A& AR B4 YRR E
S HENRENANER. L TRIMMANK-NN FEAFE, FRB TR ESEE.

3.1 K-NN A%

K-if 28 (K-nearest-neighbor) AR — M A BB S IGEN R TS, ©EE T H
MEREFAER KN SERANEFIRBEREARNY. ARIENR,NFELEEANS %
RESERPFEUEELRL K NS KERS R TH—38, W s A< 8 T3 — 20,

ek RBAERENSHCGESEEH), —BBAFR. & L EWEEELE L MESPRBT
client ¥ B k. B PR F impostor KB (b, +k,=k), FHEN R
(>0 H,
<< 0 H,

k] - kz‘<
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K-NN BB ELREATH RN AER S SMESEEA SHWRKEEM#ETRE
. WRES TEXHREBERANRAAREEEENFE RN . FEITRENEL S — 10
ARS5EBITSEFEAEZHNERE. BREABH FEZ —RAEESIB L SEREEANEHE
¥/ EESHEEEM RN, AERERU. 2R, K-NN FEHS -FERSBRE
H FRR 5 FAR ZRBEAF¥& . FAR /N T FRR. A X —E RN FEFRERES EHE
Erh, client RIS HZ A HIT/P T impostor XS E AR H,, N B LR F 42 M
T HEZ R impostor RAEER. WHR @ RETERB VIR ERSZHEAREOEERR, JNE
W /> impostor K24 % F client K% H-'V.

3.2 f&% ENN ik

# ot DA EXF K-NN 788 438 8] W, [o] @8 1) K 88 42 08 0 impostor RAA X T client 288
S EZERINB AL G K] ENN (nearest-neighbor with class exemplars) FEIEERMNMK A %
B, EEABERASIER . B ENSEFEA SR NPE, impostor F—3K, client H—
KRB LRBEBR T RAFE . MUTULRBERN P OIEAFTHSEER . REHR
A K-NN 7R EE M ES SRR E, S - K PO R E T8 —
R EXE BKNNEEPIR K PEBHFRAIRARF L. ENEE(SHEELE)
L AR R 2 HM, BT AR B impostor 281 client S i) .0 2 FH XT 18] B 5 5 B9, L B
BHEEM S SMEEASSWER, KRB TITER.

3.3 it ENN Ei%

5 K-NN #F#EEM L5 ENN 2@ B 483 [=(Ghs) SREF.OREEREM
HATHRER. RITGE T AR FENEEE M, KA ZIFERAE. =M
W) client K2 5915 B AR K T HAH M B impostor X5 BH. XRAER L (B 2)g £ client
25 F1 impostor 25 B4 1 B AR R AT AL b B L E R4 0, BRE BN A48 | client 2881
#E K, impostor REEHFBE/D. B 2 PELIREREBAUANEE . QLI EAEABGE
B R E R S A impostor 26, B A1 & (L client K. ik , A Z IBREEEAN L I KL H
SEIENEN T - ERERRAE S A HBEEIN R SANESEITHNEE. B3 L
SRR WEERMN A AR ERFRREN —4EE AR A {EEEH DM
R, NEF A F F .impostor KWMFEE/NT client BRYEEHE. B 3 X THE 2, F R
B E o A, AT U BH T R 4E 5 5 .
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E FREREL,RATES ENN FE#T8# T2 AHBARES PO Z45E
(FBUHMBEYEE )N B, EAWERAE TR BT T M H #1754,
“HBEEAN - NEMSPLOR [N HBEREAIEETNGEE. ANE 3 fTELFE H ,im-
postor KIKEEHE L BRKEDTE 0. 4 BHE, W client BREEE KBS ESE 1.2 fix. F
i, LIS R IE I T A R PIEREA S (B D R EM AL R (B D) EE P (—
BMIEMNBHNERE 0.3372 /NTF 4B N B 0.6655), 5 TR, EH I XE,
RATBRERN —EBIEFBERH ENN ik . B S EEEL LB IHEK, impostor —2K,
client J—E, HH XM P OMENZSEREL S . FZBMAFEALSHESEFREELAP LA
MRS BE W — R 5 F K. 544 ENN v . W A ENR#EZAETFERK
THBIHRAEAFERET TR ARESPLON ZHEBEGAMELEE) #1765 H R4
BB THBERAMENR,FANERKXPLEMBEENEAT . BE TREAZAENBIEXR.

4 SEIGE R KAy

4.1 LERHIE

ZRW N EYFIERASF XPREEREXE 4 AR 24 VS EilL, TA1E
B4 AL D1 #1 D2 BRRIE 2, 20 50 %3 Bz K I 2k 4 /0 i i 48 F /I gR 8 K 4R Ko DI
44 I~ NBYRT 20 TRERIERINGE  J5 4 DMERMAE;;D2:44 M ARG 4 TMERIIGE,
AT 20 ™MEAMAE. BINTKRAHE —%"%& D1 #1753 %K . 8 AKX ER LN impostor,
HAt 43 N AN R client , BT AEBCWHH T #EA,HFRiC ¥ impostor I A A B FE
HAh 43 T AN THACEER 20 KX T 44 X 43X 20 KIAE. [a) #5905 B
& HF D2.
4.2 XBERETH

# 1 2 TERESE DI A K-NN. 4 ENN Mg # ENN fi-5 7= 838 sUFE 1R
BWERERFHUBE T A ETH FAR #1 FRR fH.

x 1 WIEGREHER

Table 1 Comparison of verification results

¥ 1k FAR(%) FRR( %) iTER

1-NN 0. 092 6. 25 B
&4 ENN 0. 436 2.27 &
it # ENN 0. 092 2,27 £ /N

ZHH I-NN EZRH K-NN FEK=1D/MSHER. B A, HTEFRBERSEHF
A S, impostor BB H T L T client FIEH , BIZE B R A0 F 4L client #8135 & B 2
Y B Z ) impostor BEA. R XM 74K FAR #1 FRR Z B F R KN A ¥4 (FAR
B/NFRRE K. SEER,1-NN FERNITTE EBHFELEREHIE X.

Bt RESR S ERRKBAT impostor BRI S EH AP EB, client RS EHESHWE
B /b , W iE = 2 i B impostor # client R X4, B/ T 2BEBHMELE. AW
F{&4t ENN 38 FAR #1 FRR 2288 I-NN & F ¥4, FRR B/D T 5%, %8R, F cli-
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ent 2R /D . A @R EE FAR A Frig x.

P st ENN PR REESEN ENNBEEEMY, BREEFEEES S EZHE
AT D, Fr LA K-NN &g FAR fl FRR Z B ff R KA ¥4, 75 FRR B/ Y
HE, XL TIHEEREAAFAEE S 3FREREH Ao MNEPHEREE A ¥R, B L
&4 ENN B H H, s ENN 838 FAR B B 5/, Uk B 5.

BRI EARTIRT R 78 ENN fiZ45 ENN @S R uE 6, ANE 4 89
ROC gh£ga] W, 2 T ENN REMNBUEFEE T44 ENN RENERIER. X FEFEEAHT
FEAFEEEARNSAEMES. A, ZEMWER FRR TG EHRBIAE L T, B ENN &
& F Y FAR 8% ENN @A RAER FARBRR 7 K% 0.2%.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of fusion results using traditional ENN and improved ENN

Bayes It R — 1B EHNMEEE . EFERERMAIT EEM BRI MR EERE
51 Bt 53Xt 2 PR ) e ST BR R B — e . BRSBTS, RATR M E A TR FE SR T
impostor 2§ Ml client B AWM R, FHRMIT AR EMBEHEE RPN TER KBV Z
. ENN FEHefUNATRAEEHMBHNATR KNG E, X8 IELZFATH 3 ENN
BHEHE X E.

B, RATEBIEE DL TR -7 E T E Td# ENN ME T R/DERER
Bayes Hit WG 2% TRER(BFSHEH . MEREKW NIEHEEBRE TEM —FE T8 —
MRAE RS AETERE. P ENN S A4 M FAR i /D T2 T Bayes g B G REH
FAR,{BH FRR X KT T Bayes BipR & R A H FRR. 7] LLF 3. Bayes g #] FAR A&
Ak, 38 B B K, X U B Bayes FHIE X PR AOAK 8P K, 75 B 38 E R 2 e e B R By B2 e 8L oK. T
ENN FEHTUEARAEFEMITCREEMEMEBEETRBNFL T, F28ME FAR, X
t, 1F A2 SEFR AL AT 3 5 1 30 ik 2R Gt Bt R oK ).

HTF LS RENRAMIGERE /DN, BRITXENMNEE R RE D2 THRK LK
A, ERER(EOMAE DI THERE 3. K ENN B S REH FAR Zim
INF R T Bayes GRS £24 1 FAR,{JBH FRR X KT # T Bayes LR & R4 H FRR.
X FE EDNGET , gt ENN FED R 3 B 85 REEX, BURE /M FAR.
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EX EAFRBEETERE RN N, E3, 03 ENN FETEFFHR4ET 5%
R RE, R X 7WAR T Bayes g X ERMBAKHG, I UIEATEREVEE N HF R
T8 8 KK FAR, ¥ R LN AT E.

5 &g

ETEZAEYRIENTHENR—-TELEAMNANRNER . CE8 THAESHFIERN
M AMEEAIEREFTRE. A CHRE THH#HKW ENN 7 . HEHEATEAYRFILENY
BHrBIUERS, M I-NNEG K ENN #4177 HE, XEARBIEE L5 Bayes B 5 Hig
fET . LS R UEB T 2t ENN 7 B B A 30 f ] 47 4.

2t ENN RS /5, 82 T B 1-NN 77 5B 7= A4 B9 W R 45 iR (8] 1R KA 45 & K
BB ENMFLR. AN XER TRAENRIEHRE, 5155 ENN M, 5t ENN 3AE
BEE T KY 2%. @it M Bayes Bt HE, BITAN . EEARARAAEREHNERLT, B
B3 8/ FAR, 7 DA% B G ENN 7 E:.

LR N AR EDFE ARKYATRURAEBE 7 RXBSHE,. FELARKWBS
REE. X — T, EEFEEIRAN T . XBRBINIT SN ETERRAAE.
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