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Fig.11 Clustering effect of fusion features after dimensionality reduction of LLE algorithm
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Tab.3 Comparison of recognition rates of different

features %
. 1 %2 %3 ¥4 pRIAl
AR A " o " o
i Bt i B i B B B HR
I SRR AIE 0.84 0.84 0.88 0.80 0.840
B R AT 0.88 0.84 0.90 0.84 0.865
FlLA BRI 0.92 0.88 0.92 0.88 0.900
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Tab.4 Comparison of recognition rates of different

recognition methods %

W 1 #2 %3 F4 B
LS BrEe BB BB BB B

BP 0.80 0.84 0.88 0.76 0.82
SVM 0.84 0.88 0.84 0.80 0.84
LLSSVM 0.88 0.84 0.88 0.80 0.85
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