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Abstract

Processing faces accurately and efficiently is a key capability of humans
and other animals that engage in sophisticated social tasks. Recent studies
reported a decoupled coding for faces in the primate inferotemporal cortex,
with two separate neural populations coding for the geometric position of
(uniformed) facial landmarks and for the image texture at fixed landmark
positions, respectively. Here, we formally assess the efficiency of this decou-
pled coding by appealing to the information-theoretic notion of description
length, which quantifies the amount of information that is saved when en-
coding novel facial images, with a given precision. We show that despite
decoupled coding encodes two sets of (shape and texture) coordinates, it is
more efficient (i.e., yields more information compression) than the widely
used eigenface method, which only requires encoding the original facial im-
ages. The advantage of decoupled coding over eigenface coding increases
with image resolution and is especially prominent when coding variants
of training set images that only differ in facial expressions. Moreover, we
demonstrate that decoupled coding entails better performance in three dif-
ferent tasks: the representation of facial images, the (daydream) sampling
of novel facial images, and the recognition of facial identities and gender. In
summary, our study provides a first principle perspective on the efficiency
and accuracy of the decoupled coding of facial stimuli reported in the pri-
mate inferotemporal cortex.
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Introduction

Recognizing faces and facial expressions with high accuracy is central for many
cognitive and social tasks that primates (and possibly other animals) perform
every day. Several studies reported single neurons in the ventral visual stream –
and particularly in the so-called “face patches” of the inferotemporal (IT) cortex
– that are exquisitely sensitives to faces [1, 2].

A recent landmark study greatly contributed to shed light on the neural code
for facial identity in the IT of macaques [3]. This study reported that faces might
be represented as feature vectors in a relatively low-dimensional (∼50D) face
space [4], with IT neurons tuned to single axes of variation of the face space
and insensitive to changes in other, orthogonal axes1.

Interestingly, distinct subpopulations of neurons appear to project faces onto
two distinct sets of axes, which encode the geometric shape of a face and its
texture separately. The shape coordinates describe the main facial proportions,
whereas the texture coordinates bring information about the detailed form of
facial soft tissues, the skin texture and tonality, and cues to the facial shape in
the depth dimension (through the light reflection).

From a computational perspective, these findings suggest that the IT cortex
might form a generative model in which shape- and texture-related information
is decoupled into separate factors (aka disentangled or factorised). The resulting
decoupled coding (RD) resembles closely a computer vision model called the Ac-
tive Appearance Model (AAM) [5]. A recent computational study indicates that
the AAM provides a very good fit for the single cell IT data of [3], outperforming
most standard deep network models of visual processing in the ventral stream
[6]. While the deep networks achieve a high score in face (or object) recog-
nition, they do so by multiplexing the same information into different neurons,
which is the opposite of the decoupling strategy reported in IT neurons by [3].
In keeping, another computational study [7] showed that using a deep gener-
ative model (β-VAE), with the explicit objective of disentangling facial images
into separate latent factors, provides a good account of IT neural firings [3].

In a series of neural network simulations [3, 6], the face processing per-
formance of the decoupled coding (RD) that emerges from IT recordings is
compared with a simpler scheme that is standard in computer vision: eigenface
(RE) coding [8, 9, 4]. In bothRE andRD codings, each neuron “projects” faces
linearly onto one axis of variation of the face space. However, the decoupling
is different in the two. In RE coding, the neurons simply encode the projection
of the input face into the axes of variation of the original set of known facial
images. Rather, in RD coding, the input facial image is first divided into two
sources of information: a (shape-free) average-shaped or uniformed facial image
whose texture corresponds to that of the input face, and a (texture-free) vector
of Cartesian coordinates of some facial reference points called landmarks, de-
scribing the input face shape. Then, in RD coding, one set of neurons encodes

1Indeed, neurons are believed to encode principal components linearly but not necessarily one-
to-one, see [3]. In particular, if y is the vector of neurons’ normalized firing rates and x′ is the vector
of principal components in the face space, an orthogonal matrix O relates y and x′: y = Ox′.

2



the linear projection of the input uniformed facial image on the axes of variation
of uniformed images, whereas another set of neurons encodes the projection of
the input vector of landmark coordinates on the axes of variation of vectors of
landmark coordinates. As reported in [3], the decoupled coding scheme RD

explains a significantly higher fraction of neural data variance than the RE cod-
ing.

While the above studies assess that decoupling information is a key ingre-
dient of facial processing in primates, it is still unclear why this is the case. A
plausible formal rationale for the decoupling of shape and texture parameters
(as done in the AAM and related models) is that they might vary independently
in real life conditions. For example, small variations in facial expressions entail
a significant change of shape but not texture, whereas different conditions of
luminosity and age may induce significant variations in texture but not shape
[3]. This line of reasoning leads to the untested idea that decoupled coding en-
tails not just a more accurate but also a more efficient (or compact) description
of facial data.

Indeed, a general principle for neural coding is obtaining the most efficient
coding of the data from a source [10, 11]. A formal measure of code efficiency
is its description length: the best model is the one that minimizes the amount
of information (bits) required to encode both the data, in terms of the model’s
latent variables, and the model parameters themselves [12, 13]. This implies
that a more complex model, which has more free parameters and requires more
memory to be encoded, will only outperform a simpler model if it affords sig-
nificantly more data compression – which in turn requires that it captures well
the statistical structure of the data.

Here we use the notion of efficient coding to ask whether and in which con-
ditions the decoupled (RD) coding revealed in monkey IT neurons is more effi-
cient than eigenface (RE) coding. For this, we compare the description length
of the two coding schemes of facial processing, using the same stimuli as in
the monkey study of [3]. To preview our results, we show on info-theoretical
grounds that decoupled (RD) coding is more efficient than eigenface (RE) cod-
ing for facial processing. Our results indicate that the advantage of decoupled
coding increases with image resolution, and when encoding variants of training
set images that differ for facial expressions. This is interesting, as it shows that
the decoupled coding is most effective in a conditions that is are frequent during
social cognitive tasks, such as the identification of changes of expression or age
in known faces.

Finally, to further consolidate our findings, we show that decoupled coding
outperforms eigenface coding in a range of cognitively relevant tasks, which
include the generation of novel faces, the synthesis of unknown faces and the
recognition of facial identities and gender.
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Materials and methods

Database under study

In our analysis, we use the FEI database [14, 15], also used in the characteri-
sation of the neural code of facial identity in macaques [3]. The FEI database
comprises N = 400 pictures, accompained by the spatial coordinates of n` = 46
standard landmarks for each image.

Texture and shape coordinates

Let the training set consist of Ntr facial images, I = {I(n)}Ntr
n=1, where I(n) is

the n-th image, and of Ntr vectors of shape coordinates L = {`(n)}Ntr
n=1, where

`(n) is the vector of shape coordinates characterising the geometry of the n-th
facial image. All images are vectors I(n) = (I1(n), . . . , Idt(n)) of dimension
dt = w × h, where w, h are the width and height of the images in pixels (grid
spacing units). The `-vector components are the x or y Cartesian coordinates of
n` representative landmarks of the n-th facial image: `(n) = (`1(n), . . . , `ds(n)),
with ds = 2n`.

Formal definitions of eigenface (RE) and decoupled (RD) cod-
ings

Here, we compare the efficiency (measured as description length) of two al-
ternative neural codes for facial images: eigenface (RE) coding and decoupled
(RD) coding; see Table 1 and Figure 1. Both the RD and the RE codings repre-
sent facial images in terms of Principal Components (PCs), but define PCs over
different facial coordinates of the training set (i.e., over different databases).
Specifically, they represent a generic image I as follows:

1. Eigenface coding (RE) represents the image in terms of its PCs, I′. In
mathematical terms, I′ = E

(E)
p · I, where E(E)

p is the p × dt matrix com-
posed of the first p (row) eigenvectors of the unbiased estimator of the
correlation matrix C of training-set images, Cij = 〈Ii(n)Ij(n)〉, where
〈·〉 = (1/Ntr

∑
n ·) is the empirical average over the training-set, and

where all the vector components are null-averaged, 〈xi〉 = 0. This rep-
resentation does not make use of the shape coordinates.

2. Decoupled coding (RD) represents the image in terms of two sets of PCs,
one for shape and one for texture facial coordinates. To obtain these co-
ordinates, each original image I(n) in the training set is first deformed by
means of image-deformation algorithms (see [16, 17] and the Support-
ing information for details), in such a way that its landmark coordinates
`(n) will be dragged to the average position of the landmark coordinates in
the training-database, and that the rest of the image pixels are deformed
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<latexit sha1_base64="XFKn2g1rMVVhR6NXqfHXP/yBW8U=">AAAB+XicbVDLSsNAFL3xWeMr6tLNYBFdlcSNbsSiG91VsA9oQplMJ+3QySTMTAolFPwQNy4UcetHuHfn3zhpu9DWAwOHc+7lnjlhypnSrvttLS2vrK6tlzbsza3tnV1nb7+hkkwSWicJT2QrxIpyJmhdM81pK5UUxyGnzXBwU/jNIZWKJeJBj1IaxLgnWMQI1kbqOI7fxzr3Y6z7YYTuxicdp+xW3AnQIvFmpHz1aV8+AkCt43z53YRkMRWacKxU23NTHeRYakY4Hdt+pmiKyQD3aNtQgWOqgnySfIyOjdJFUSLNExpN1N8bOY6VGsWhmSwiqnmvEP/z2pmOLoKciTTTVJDpoSjjSCeoqAF1maRE85EhmEhmsiLSxxITbcqyTQne/JcXSeOs4rkV794tV69hihIcwhGcggfnUIVbqEEdCAzhCV7g1cqtZ+vNep+OLlmznQP4A+vjB27/lQM=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="22tTru2zH9voTR/iVRKJgRXX4Rw=">AAAB+XicbVDLSsNAFL2prxpfUZduBovoqiRudCMW3eiugn1AU8pkOmmHTiZhZlIooX/iRkQRt36Eezfi3zhpu9DWAwOHc+7lnjlBwpnSrvttFZaWV1bXiuv2xubW9o6zu1dXcSoJrZGYx7IZYEU5E7Smmea0mUiKo4DTRjC4zv3GkErFYnGvRwltR7gnWMgI1kbqOI7fxzrzI6z7QYhux8cdp+SW3QnQIvFmpHT5YV8kT192teN8+t2YpBEVmnCsVMtzE93OsNSMcDq2/VTRBJMB7tGWoQJHVLWzSfIxOjJKF4WxNE9oNFF/b2Q4UmoUBWYyj6jmvVz8z2ulOjxvZ0wkqaaCTA+FKUc6RnkNqMskJZqPDMFEMpMVkT6WmGhTlm1K8Oa/vEjqp2XPLXt3bqlyBVMU4QAO4QQ8OIMK3EAVakBgCA/wDC9WZj1ar9bbdLRgzXb24Q+s9x9gjpZ3</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="22tTru2zH9voTR/iVRKJgRXX4Rw=">AAAB+XicbVDLSsNAFL2prxpfUZduBovoqiRudCMW3eiugn1AU8pkOmmHTiZhZlIooX/iRkQRt36Eezfi3zhpu9DWAwOHc+7lnjlBwpnSrvttFZaWV1bXiuv2xubW9o6zu1dXcSoJrZGYx7IZYEU5E7Smmea0mUiKo4DTRjC4zv3GkErFYnGvRwltR7gnWMgI1kbqOI7fxzrzI6z7QYhux8cdp+SW3QnQIvFmpHT5YV8kT192teN8+t2YpBEVmnCsVMtzE93OsNSMcDq2/VTRBJMB7tGWoQJHVLWzSfIxOjJKF4WxNE9oNFF/b2Q4UmoUBWYyj6jmvVz8z2ulOjxvZ0wkqaaCTA+FKUc6RnkNqMskJZqPDMFEMpMVkT6WmGhTlm1K8Oa/vEjqp2XPLXt3bqlyBVMU4QAO4QQ8OIMK3EAVakBgCA/wDC9WZj1ar9bbdLRgzXb24Q+s9x9gjpZ3</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FZM/21KZrYjg5/Py/p4kX3lamIM=">AAAB+XicbVDLSsNAFL3xWesr6tLNYBFdlcSNLotudFfBPqAJZTKdtEMnD2ZuCiX0T9y4UMStf+LOv3HSZqGtBwYO59zLPXOCVAqNjvNtra1vbG5tV3aqu3v7B4f20XFbJ5livMUSmahuQDWXIuYtFCh5N1WcRoHknWB8V/idCVdaJPETTlPuR3QYi1Awikbq27Y3oph7EcVREJKH2UXfrjl1Zw6yStyS1KBEs29/eYOEZRGPkUmqdc91UvRzqlAwyWdVL9M8pWxMh7xnaEwjrv18nnxGzo0yIGGizIuRzNXfGzmNtJ5GgZksIuplrxD/83oZhjd+LuI0Qx6zxaEwkwQTUtRABkJxhnJqCGVKmKyEjaiiDE1ZVVOCu/zlVdK+qrtO3X10ao3bso4KnMIZXIIL19CAe2hCCxhM4Ble4c3KrRfr3fpYjK5Z5c4J/IH1+QP/uJM2</latexit>

Figure 1: Schematic illustration of eigenface coding (RE, left) and decoupled
coding (RD, right). See the main text for explanation.

coherently (so that the resulting facial image is as much realistic as pos-
sible). The resulting image will be called the uniformed image Î(n) (see
figure 1). We refer to uniformed texture coordinates, or simply texture
coordinates, as the uniformed (shape-free) image coordinates Î, of an im-
age I given ` (and the average position of the landmarks 〈`〉 = 0). This
procedure permits decoupling the original database in two databases of
coordinates: the (texture-free) shape coordinates L and the (shape-free)
uniformed images Î = {Î(n)}Ntr

n=1.

The novel image I to be represented is then decomposed in PCs in texture
and shape spaces separately, Î′ = E

(t)
p · Î, `′ = E

(s)
p · `, where E(t)

p are the
eigenvectors of C(t)

ij = 〈Îi(n)Îj(n)〉, and E(s)
p those of C(s)

ij = 〈`i(n)`j(n)〉.

Table 1: Outline of the two alternative schemes for the representation of
facial images: Eigenface coding (RE) and Decoupled coding (RD).

Code
RE (I, `) projection

→ I′p = E
(E)
p · I

RD (I, `) uniformation
→ (Î, `) projection

→
Î′p=E

(t)
p ·Î

`′p=E
(s)
p ·`

Results

Description length analysis

Intuition behind the description length analysis

The Principal Component Analysis representation of a given set of coordinates
in the face space with p principal components (p-PCA) can be viewed both as a
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generative model, inducing a Gaussian distribution over facial coordinates, and
as a form of data compression and dimensionality reduction [18].

These two aspects are naturally linked by the notion of description length
[19]. PCA is a form of dimensionality reduction, since it describes each d-
dimensional vector x as a shorter, p-dimensional vector x′p = Ep · x. In turn,
this implies a compression ability. Consider a database in which each coordinate
xi (say, each pixel value, if the vectors x are images) varies in a range R. In the
absence of any prior knowledge regarding the database content, the amount of
information per sample and coordinate needed to store the raw database with
precision ε per coordinate is simply l0 = log2(R/ε) bits. Normally, the informa-
tion needed to store the p principal components of each vector of the database
D′ = {x′p(s)}Ns=1 is lower than l0, even if p = d. Indeed, if the database exhibits
significant pairwise correlations between couples of variables, many principal
components will exhibit a variance λi lower than the average variance R2, and
they will consequently require fewer bits to be stored.

The amount of information necessary to encode a database D in terms of
(the latent variables of) a probabilistic modelM of the database vectors is called
description length, LM(D). Crucially, the description length is formally related
to the Bayesian data evidence, or joint marginal likelihood of the database D
according to the modelM in the following way: LM(D) = − log2[PM(D)|ε|d],
where PM(D) is the data evidence according to M and ε is the precision per
coordinate with which the database should be described. Description length is
therefore equivalent to – and provides an information-theoretic interpretation
of – Bayesian model evidence. The value of p for which the database presents a
higher Bayesian evidence is the one presenting an optimal accuracy/complexity
trade-off and, consequently, the one presenting a lower description length. In
other words, description length analysis evaluates the efficiency of a particular
code, taking into account both its accuracy and its complexity. In this perspec-
tive, a good code is the one that does not employ too much information to
describe a given input with a given tolerance. Indeed, the model that presents
lower description length at fixed precision, is also the one that manages to de-
scribe the database with a smaller error, log2 ε = − log2 PM(D) − L, when the
amount L of available storing information is fixed.

In the case that we study here, the modelM is p-PCA and the explicit expres-
sion for P (D) is easily interpretable [19]. Indeed, the description length may
be decomposed in two terms, L(D) = S(D|θ∗) + O(θ∗), that we will call the
empirical entropy S(D|θ∗) and the Occam length O(θ∗).2 These two terms may
be interpreted as the amount of information needed to encode (without losses)
the database D in terms of p principal components, and the model parameters
θ∗ once for all the vectors (that are needed to recover each vector x from its
principal components x′), respectively. When increasing the number of model
parameters p, the empirical entropy of the training database decreases, but the
Occam length generally increases, since more eigenvalues Ep must be stored –

2θ∗ are the model parameters (the eigenvector matrix Ep and the vector of averages µ) fitted
as the Maximum Likelihood value for a training set Dtr, that may be different from D.
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and they must be stored with a higher precision. Overfitting occurs when this
balance is no longer worth, and the description length increases for increasing
p.

Definition of the information gap criterion for the comparison of decoupled
coding and eigenface coding

We measured the description length (in bits) of the alternative coding schemes
RE and RD of facial images I that belong to a set of known images that have
been used to train the model (training set) and to a set of unknown images that
have not been used to train the model (test set).

On the one hand, the Eigenface coding (RE) encodes the principal com-
ponents of the original images I. We denote the description length associated
to the compression of a database I according to RE as LItr,p(I). The two sub-
indices of L specify the model, they are, respectively, the training set with which
the model parameters have been trained,3 and the value of p. This information
is enough to completely define the p-PCA model.

On the other hand, the Decoupled coding (RD) exploits both the the texture
and the shape coordinates (` and Î) of each facial vector, hence it has to store
both sets of principal components (`′ and Î′) to represent the original image.
Moreover, it has to store as well the principal axes in both the space of tex-
ture and shape coordinates. The extra information cost required to store shape
coordinates might be compensated by the smaller cost to store the uniformed
texture principal components Î′. This is because the uniformed set of images
Î might be compressed more easily, given that any inhomogeneity induced by
the difference in landmark positions has been removed from the database – at
least, if the resolution of the image is large enough. This implies that encoding
the uniformed images could require a smaller number of PCs without loss of
precision, with respect to the set of raw images.

To quantify the difference in description length between RD and RE, we
define a summary measure that we call an information gap and which jointly
considers two factors. The former factor (G1) considers the difference in the
description lengths of the non-uniformed and uniformed image databases:

G1 = LItr,p(I) − LÎtr,p̂(Î) (1)
bits to compress the database
of non-uniformed images I − bits to compress the database

of uniformed images Î

where Î is the database composed by the uniformed facial images in I. Note
that in both the description length terms, the modelM is assumed to be p-PCA.
In these equations, p may be taken as the optimal value according to Bayesian
model selection, i.e., the value (say, p∗) for which the description length of I is
minimum, and the same for p̂∗.

3The model parameters of the multivariate Normal distribution are the covariance matrix and the
average C, µ. Given Itr, they are set as the unbiased estimates of such quantities in the database.

7



The latter factor (G2) is the description length of the set of shape coordinates
L = {`(n)}n:

G2 = LLtr,p(L) (2)

where L is the set of landmarks corresponding to the images I, and Ltr to those
in Itr.

The information gap combines these two factors (G = G1 − G2) and mea-
sures the efficiency (in information-theoretic terms) of decoupled coding RD

compared to eigenface coding RE. Decoupled coding can be considered more
efficient if the information gap G is equal or greater than zero:

Information gap in favour of RD : G = G1 − G2 (3)

In other words, given a database of facial images, the representation of RD

is more efficient than that of RE to the extent that it provides a more accurate
description of the database, using the same amount of available information
(see also the Supporting information, sec. ).

We are able to compute LD,p, since the Bayesian evidence of a multivariate
normal distribution can be calculated analytically [20]. Note that in the case
of texture coordinates (that are strongly undersampled N � dt), it is essential
to use the exact expression for the Bayesian evidence of a multivariate Normal
distribution [20], instead of its more common Bayesian Information Criterion
approximation [19, 21], see the Supporting information.

Information gap for known facial images in the training set, at different
resolutions

In this section, we analyse how the coding efficiency RD varies as a function
of the resolution of the database images. We expect that the information gap
increases with the resolution. If the resolution is so low that the distance be-
tween pixels (normalised to the image height, h−1), is of the same order of the
typical deviation of landmark coordinates from their average, 〈`2i 〉1/2, the uni-
formation will not have an effect and consequently the RD code may not be
worth in terms of description length. In the opposite situation, h−1 � 〈`2i 〉1/2,
we expect a larger information gap.

To test this hypothesis, we calculate p∗ for every kind of coordinate and
resolution, as the minimum of the Lp curves. p∗ results to be lower than N
in the three kinds of coordinates (shape, non-uniformed texture, uniformed
texture). Figure 2 shows the description length of uniformed images in the
training set (i.e., taking Î = Îtr in equation 1, where Î is the whole database of
N = 400 uniformed smiling and neural images) as a function of p, and for four
different resolutions.

The description length of the image databases is slightly over-linear in the
number of pixels dt, as shown by the lack of superposition of the curves in
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Figure 2: Description length of uniformed images in the training set. See the
main text for explanation.

figure 2. Indeed, the largest images actually contain more information per pixel:
this is the information that, according to the p-PCA model, has been lost when
lowering their resolution to construct the lower-resolution databases.

As a reference value for the analysis of description length curves, it is useful
to compare the values in the figure with the uniform length l0/(dtN), or the
minimum amount of information per sample and pixel that would take to store a
database consisting in images whose pixels fluctuate independenly around their
average value in an interval of length R, being R such that the variance per
pixel is equal to the empirical average variance v̄t of the database I (roughly
equal to 37 units per pixel out of 256 in 8-bit grayscale encoding).4

Figure 2 also shows the description length of non-uniformed images for the
largest resolution, w × h = 250 × 300. We see that, for this resolution, the
information gap in equation 1 is positive: the uniformed images are better com-
pressed than non-uniformed images, for all values of p. The information gap
per sample and coordinate G/(Ndt) is, as expected, an increasing function of
the resolution – see the inset of Figure 2 – indicating that the information gap
increases faster than linear in dt. Rather, for the two lowest resolutions, decou-
pled coding does not imply a significant information gap. Indeed, for w = 25

4In other words, if one assumes that the pixel values are uniformly distributed around their
average in a dt-dimensional hypercube of size R = (12v̄t)1/2, then l0/dN = (1/2) log2(12v̄t) −
log2 ε. This value is very close to the empirical entropy of the database corresponding to a PCA
model with p = 0 (see the Supporting information): L0 = S0 = (1/2){log2(2π) + 1 + log2(ṽ)} −
log2 ε, where log2 ṽ = log2 λ (see the proximity of L0 and l0 in figure 2).
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Figure 3: Information gap for facial images in the training set. See the main
text for details.

the information gap is negative, roughly equal to minus one hundred of bits per
sample.

The information gap per sample of the RD coding increases rapidly with the
number of pixels dt, and it reaches more than 10000 bits per image for w = 250.
This is evident in Figure 3, which shows the information gap per sample G/Ntr

of training set images as a function of the resolution. Figure 3 also shows the
description length of shape coordinates, LL,p∗s (Ltr), which is independent of
the image resolution (horizontal line, see the details in the Supporting informa-
tion). The information gap of the image degrees of freedom results comparable
with the shape coordinates’ description length LL,p∗s (Ltr) for w = 150, but it is
much larger for the largest resolution w = 250. Summarising, for the largest
image resolution, the overall description length of decoupled coding is much
larger than that of eigenface coding. For dt & 104, the condition in equation 3
is satisfied.

A significant observation is that the standard deviation per pixel, v̄1/2t , of
the order of 37 units, is not significantly smaller in the database of uniformed
images Î. This means that uniformed images are more easily compressible,
not simply because the database is less-varying, or more homogeneous, but be-
cause of the presence of stronger pairwise correlations between pixels in the
uniformed images. Stronger correlations induce a more inhomogeneous spec-
trum of C(t), say λ(t)1 , . . . , λ

(t)
p and, consequently, a lower empirical entropy S of
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the associated Gaussian distribution, which, up to an additive constant, depends
on the eigenvalues as (1/2)

∑
i≤p lnλ

(t)
i . Indeed, for the highest resolution, the

excess of standard deviation per pixel and sample of non-uniformed images is
' 0.8. Neglecting the correlations, this would amount to an increment of uni-
form length l0/(dtN) (or, equivalently, of L0/(dtN)) of ' 0.04, which is one
order of magnitud lower than the texture gap G1.

As a consistency analysis, we have calculated the information gap in two
different ways: first, taking p∗ according to Bayesian model selection, p∗ =
arg maxp LDtr,p(Dtr); second, taking the value that maximises the validation-set
(out-of-sample) likelihood, by K-fold cross-validation of the validation/training
separation of the original database (c.f. details in the Appendix). Both ways of
computing the training-set information gap are consistent within the (cross-
validation) statistical errors (which is not obvious, specially considered that
dt � N).

Information gap for known facial images in the training set that show dif-
ferent facial expressions

In this analysis, we test the hypothesis proposed in the introduction that de-
coupled coding is particularly effective when encoding variants of known facial
images which differ only in facial expressions. By definition, variations in fa-
cial expression are expected to change mainly shape coordinates, and much less
texture coordinates (that are independent of the positions of the landmarks and
hence nearly independent of the facial expression). The information gap should
increase in this situation, since the texture coordinates of facial images differing
in expression should be more redundant, correlated and easily compressed – or,
in the language of probability, they should exhibit a larger likelihood.

To test this hypothesis, we computed the training-set information gap for
two databases of length Ntr = 200: the former (called “neutral”) consisting
of neutral expression images of 200 different subjects and the latter (called
“mixed”) corresponding to both the neutral and the smiling portraits of the
same 100 (randomly selected) subjects. The red shadowed area in figure 3 indi-
cates the difference in information gap between the “mixed” and the “neutral”
training sets. While the information gap of the “mixed” database is indistin-
guishable from the “full” database of N = 400 images, the “neutral” database
presents a lower information gap.

This analysis is consistent with our initial hypothesis. Notice that this result
is not a trivial consequence of the fact that the “mixed” database (consisting in
N = 200 portraits of the same 100 subjects) is more easily compressible than the
“neutral” one (consisting inN = 200 portraits of 200 different subjects): indeed,
for both uniformed and non-uniformed facial images, the description length of
the “mixed” database is lower than that of the “neutral” database. What is less
trivial is that the gap G is higher for mixed images.
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Information gap for unknown facial images in the test set that show differ-
ent facial expressions

Here, we perform a variant of the above analysis aimed to test that the de-
coupling is particularly efficient when encoding unknown (not belonging to the
training set) facial images that correspond to subjects that are present in the
training set, with a different facial expression.

We have already seen that the training-set of uniformed images exhibits
lower description length (and empirical entropy) than the training set of raw
database images. It is hence reasonable to suppose that decoding does not only
reduce the bias error (of the training-set) but also the variance error in the de-
scription of unknown facial images, belonging to a test-set.5

To test this hypothesis, we calculated the information gap in a test-set database
I in Equation 1, which is composed by N/K = 80 (with K = 5) images cor-
responding to smiling subjects, whose neutral-expression images do belong to
the training-set. Notice that we will call such a set simply “test-set”. All the
information-theoretical quantities are then cross-validated for different K train-
ing/test partitions of the original database (by means of the K-fold algorithm
of cross-validation).

Figure 3 reveals that the information gap of the test-set is significantly higher
compared to the information gap of the training-set, with a p-value lower than
10−4 (notice the small errorbars of the training-set information gap in the fig-
ure). The increment in information gap per sample (roughly 1/6 of the test-
set gap) corresponds to the bits that one saves using the decoupled coding for
unknown smiling faces, not belonging to the training-set. This implies, as ex-
pected, that the RD coding reduces both the bias and the variance errors for
variants of known faces differing in facial expression only.

It is interesting to compare this result with the texture information gap of a
different test-set database, which we call “non-overlapping”, in which the single
folds are composed by N/K = 80 facial images corresponding to 40 subjects
with both smiling and non-smiling expression. The non-overlapping test-set
contains, in this way, images of subjects that are not present in the training-set
(so that test- and training-sets contain information regarding different subject
identities). Figure 3 shows how the texture gap of the non-overlapping database
is even lower than the training-set gaps. This result shows that the decoupling
code RD is less efficient to encode unknown facial images corresponding to
unknown subjects. Furthermore, this results shows that while uniforming vari-
ants of known faces that differ only in facial expression implies a reduction of
both the bias and the variance terms of the entropy (see 5), uniforming facial
images of unknown individuals leads to a reduction of the bias term but to a

5In the language of probability, we have seen before that the uniformed images present stronger
between-pixel correlations Cij while presenting a roughly equal total variance (or tr (C)). This
is the reason for which, for uniformed faces, the training-set empirical entropy (

∑
i lnλi, up to a

constant) is lower (hence the likelihood is higher). A lower test-set entropy would simply imply
that also the term tr (Cte · C−1

tr /2) (the difference between test- and training-set entropies, up to
a constant) is significantly lower. We will call bias and variance terms of the entropy to the terms∑

i lnλi and tr (Cte · C−1
tr /2), respectively.
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positive increment of the variance term. In any case, we stress that the overall
difference between the entropy of both uniformed and non-uniformed versions
of the non-overlapping test database is negative. Furthermore, the texture in-
formation gap G1 is still larger than G2. Consequently, the decoupling code is
more efficient even when processing unknown-identity facial images, albeit in
this case the description length gap is lower.

Summary of the results of the description length analyses

In sum, our analysis shows that decoupled coding leads to a more efficient en-
coding of known facial images (i.e., in the training set) compared to eigenface
coding, when the images are shown at high enough resolutions and in partic-
ular when they differ in facial expressions. Furthermore, our results show that
the efficiency of the decoupled coding is magnified when the task consists in
encoding unknown variants of known faces differing in facial expression.

Analysis of the performance of decoupled and eigenface cod-
ing in face processing tasks

So far, we have used the normative construct of description length to assess the
efficiency of decoupled coding (RD) and compare it to eigenface coding (RE).
Here, we ask how the normative advantage of decoupled coding translates into
a better performance in facial processing tasks and what are exactly the ad-
vantages. For this, we compare the performance of eigenface and decoupled
coding in three face processing simulations that help illustrate the most impor-
tant differences between the coding schemes; namely, (1) sampling artificial
facial images from the learned generative model, (2) recognizing facial identity,
and (3) reconstructing unknown faces. Please see the Supporting information
for a supplementary (gender classification) simulation.

Simulation 1: Sampling synthetic faces from the trained generative model

The generation of artificial faces is a widely used task in AI to demonstrate the
quality of a learning algorithm or encoder. In this simulation, our goal is not
to challenge the performance of mainstream machine learning approaches that
use deep nets with millions of parameters [22, 23, 24, 25], but rather to test
the hypothesis that a very simple (20 degrees of freedom) linear model can
generate realistic images, when it is based on decoupled coding.

Each PCA-based representation of the training set I induces a simple gener-
ative model of faces (see the Supporting information for details). In particular,
RE induces a multivariate Gaussian distribution in the space of facial images.
Rather, RD, induces two separate Gaussian distributions over uniformed tex-
ture and shape coordinates, respectively. It is possible to create synthetic facial
images by sampling from the respective probability distributions ofRE andRD.
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Figure 4: Examples of synthetic faces sampled from the generative models of
RE (top row) and a simple variant of the decoupling RD coding scheme, which
we call concatenated coding, Rc (bottom row). See the main text for details.

In the case of RD, after sampling from both probability distributions, it is nec-
essary to de-uniformize the texture and shape coordinates (see the Supporting
information for details about the de-uniformation procedure).

Figure 4 shows example synthetic images created by sampling I and (Î, `)
from the models RE and RD, respectively. In both cases, we used p = 20
degrees of freedom, randomly chosen among the first 40 principal components
of each model.6 Please note that in general, the larger the value of p, the higher
the dimension of (the vector space of) the sampled facial images. When small
values of p are used, the generative models produce low-dimensional variations
of the average face; this implies that the synthetic faces are realistic (free from
artefacts) but very stereotyped, with low variability. Rather, using larger values
of p is a more compelling task, since the generative models are free to produce
faces with high variability – but at the same time it is harder for them to produce
realistic faces that are free from artefacts.

Figure 4 permits appreciating that with a relatively high value p = 20, both
eigenface coding (RE) and decoupled coding (RD) produce produce faces with
high variability. However, only the faces produced by the latter are realistic and
free from artefacts. This simulation therefore shows that a very simple linear
model based on decoupled coding (but not on eigenface coding) can produce
realistic and varied facial images.

Please note that for this comparison we consider a simple variant of the
decoupling RD coding scheme, which we call concatenated coding, Rc (see the
Supporting information in section for a formal description). The reason is that
Rc permits using a single number of principal components, p, in common with
RE – which therefore permits comparing the two neural codes with the same
number of parameters. The results of figure 4 are qualitatively identical if one
directly compares RE with RD, varying pt = p and fixing ps to its maximum

6In particular, we sample 20 principal components x′i from their respective distributions, where
the index i may take the values 1, . . . , p = 40. The remaining 20 coordinates among the first 40
coordinates are set to zero.
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value, = ds = 92).

Simulation 2: Facial identity recognition

The results of the description length analysis show that decoupled coding may
be particularly suited to encode efficiently natural variants of known facial im-
ages, which consist in variations of facial expressions. This is because variants of
a known face may affect one set of coordinates shape or texture, while leaving
the other essentially unaffected. For example, recognising a known face with a
different facial expression might benefit from the reuse of texture coordinates,
which would be relatively unaffected.

In this simulation, we test whether and how the description length advan-
tage of decoupled coding translates into a better capability to recognise faces
with different facial expressions. For this, we exploit the fact that the FEI
database includes 400 facial images of 200 subjects, with 2 images of the each
subject that only vary for facial expressions: neutral or smiling. The simulative
task consists in recognising which of the 200 images showing a neutral expres-
sion corresponds to a target image (excluded from the training set) in which
the same person shows a smiling expression, and vice-versa.

We implement the recognition task through a nearest-neighbour classifier,
using a distance dp(z,x(s)) among the facial coordinates of the target smiling
face z, and those of all the 200 neutral expression images x(s). The distance
dp(·, ·) among facial coordinates is the Mahalanobis (+L2) distance, known to
be a better measure of facial similarity than the simple Euclidean metric be-
tween images [26][27, Chs. 5-6]7. The Mahalanobis metrics between a couple
of vectors is a scalar product between their (normalised) first p principal com-
ponents,8, which does depend on the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the corre-
lation matrix and, hence, on the training set. It is important to remark that that
the target image coordinates are excluded from the training set (see the details
in the Supporting information).

Figure 5 shows the results of the facial identity recognition task. The fig-
ure reports the misclassification error as a function of the number of principal
components considered p, for each kind of coordinate (uniformed images, non-
uniformed images and shape coordinates, or x = I, Î, `, respectively). The
errors decrease and reach a plateau in the cases of both eigenface coding (RE)
and decoupled coding (RD), but the latter shows consistently a better perfor-
mance. Interestingly, this simulation permits appreciating the relative contribu-
tions of texture and shape coordinates to the task. As expected, almost all of
the advantage of decoupled coding is due to texture coordinates, whereas the
performance of shape coordinates is significantly lower, with a minimum error
around 0.4 (notice that in such recognition task, the random choice error rate is

7Although surely not the most efficient method for a supervised classification analysis, we choose
the Mahalanobis distance algorithm, since it is the one that uses the only the information defining
our working models, i.e., Cp for each kind of coordinate.

8dp(u,v) = [(u−v)† ·Cp · (u−v)]1/2, where Cp = E†p ·Λp ·Ep, and where Λp is the diagonal
matrix of the largest p eigenvalues.
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Figure 5: Performance of in the face recognition task using the uniformed im-
ages, the non-uniformed images, and the shape coordinates. See the main text
for explanation.

1− 1/Ntrain ' 0.996, see the Supporting information). However, we notice that
this last conclusion depends on the arbitrary choice of the image resolution (de-
termining the image dimension dt = w×h) and on the number of landmarks n`
(determining the shape coordinate dimension ds = 2n`). Using a larger number
of landmarks (as it is presumably the case in the neural code [3]) will enhance
the relative relevance of shape coordinates.

Finally, figure 5 reveals as well that the distance based on the concatenated
code Rc, which exploits the correlation between shape and uniformed texture
coordinates, does not perform significantly better than that based on uniformed
images. This is due to the fact that the images contain much more information
than the shape coordinates, and that shape and texture coordinates are only
weakly correlated (see the Supporting information).

Simulation 3: Reconstructing novel faces

The reconstruction task consists in representing novel facial images that do not
belong to the training set, in terms of an expansion in p principal components
only. In mathematical terms, if x is a facial image, or its shape coordinates, the
reconstruction of x in terms of the first p principal axes is xp = E†p ·Ep ·x, where
Ep is the p × d matrix of the first p (row) eigenvectors.9 In the case of the RE

9If x corresponds to an image, the reconstructed image is different from the original one even
with p = N coordinates, since the matrix E†p · Ep is different from the identity matrix, as far as it
has rank = p ≤ N < dt.
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Figure 6: Reconstruction of a test-set facial image with p principal components
according to the representations: eigenface coding (RE, first row) and mixed
coding (Rc, second row). The 5 columns of the matrix of images represent,
respectively: p = 5, 20, 50, 100, 395, and the original image. The image is
100× 120.

code, we simply project the original image (x = I) onto the first p eigenfaces.
Figure 6 shows the reconstruction of a novel face according to RE and Rc

for different values of p. The figure illustrates that RE produces a border arti-
fact; this is because linear combinations of different facial images with different
facial contours result in an image which tend to be blurred in the margin of the
face. Rather, the border artifact is absent forRc, and the representation for high
p is slightly more faithful. The results for different test-set images are qualita-
tively identical. As for Simulation 1, the results are qualitatively identical if one
directly compares RE with RD, varying pt = p and fixing ps to its maximum
value, = ds = 92).

Summary of the results of the face processing tasks

In sum, our analysis shows that a tiny model using decoupled coding and only
20 degrees of freedom can be sampled to produce realistic synthetic images,
whereas sampling from a model using eigenface coding produces less realis-
tic faces with artefacts. Furthermore, decoupled coding greatly facilitates the
recognition of familiar faces with novel facial expressions – especially thanks
the fact that texture coordinates remain stable across different expressions. Fi-
nally, decoupled coding outperforms eigenface coding in the reconstruction of
novel faces. Please see the Supporting information for an additional simulation
of gender classification using the two coding schemes.
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Discussion and Conclusions

Recent research in neuroscience revealed that the neural coding for facial iden-
tity in the inferotemporal (IT) cortex of macaques [3, 6] uses a decoupled cod-
ing scheme in which distinct subpopulations of neurons project faces onto two
distinct sets of axes, which encode the geometric shape of a face and its texture
separately. From a computational perspective, this decoupled coding (RD) af-
fords accurate face processing, permitting the linear decoding of facial features
from single cell responses; and it outperforms widely used schemes in vision
research, such as eigenface coding (RE) [3, 6, 7].

In this article, we aim to elucidate the normative reasons for this advantage,
by appealing to the notion of description length, which permits quantifying the
efficiency of alternative neural coding schemes in info-theoretic terms. The gen-
eral idea is that the best model is the one that minimizes the amount of memory
(bits) required to encode both the data and the model parameters themselves
[12, 13].

We compared the efficiency of two alternative schemes: decoupled coding
(RD), which requires coding both the principal components of uniformed facial
images and their shape (landmark) coordinates; and the widely used eigenface
coding (RE), which only requires storing the principal components of the orig-
inal images. Our simulations using the same FEI database as in the monkey
study of [3] show that decoupled coding (RD) requires less information to rep-
resent the images compared to eigenface coding (RE), despite the latter does
not require coding for the geometric coordinates of faces. Remarkably, the effi-
ciency gain of decoupled coding (RD) is already apparent in a small database
in which N is ∼ 200; and it is especially prominent for high resolution images
and for variants of training set images that only differ in facial expressions.

Furthermore, we found that the probabilistic generative model induced by
decoupled coding (RD) achieves good performance in face processing tasks,
including sampling artificial or novel faces, recognising face identity and re-
constructing novel faces with p principal components. Rather, a model using
eigenface coding (RE) performs less accurately and produces less realistic faces
with artefacts.

Taken together, these results shed light on the normative advantages of the
decoupled coding for faces that was empirically reported in monkey inferotem-
poral (IT) cortex of macaques [3, 6], showing that it is both more efficient (in
info-theoretic terms) and more accurate than the alternative eigenface scheme
widely used in computer vision.

The fact that decoupled coding is more efficient than eigenface coding seems
paradoxical, given that the former requires encoding both the principal compo-
nents of uniformed facial images and their shape (landmark) coordinates. How-
ever, despite this apparent disadvantage, decoupled coding is more efficient,
because the database of uniformed faces can be described with fewer principal
components. The pixels in it are more correlated and hence can be compressed
more (this is despite, perhaps counter-intuitively, the total variance of the set of
uniformed facial images is not significantly lower than that of non-uniformed
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facial images).
The accuracy advantage of decoupled coding is mainly due to the fact that

it separates facial landmarks (shape coordinates) and the image texture at fixed
landmark position (texture coordinates) – two sets of coordinates that carry in-
formation regarding naturally different aspects of human faces and can vary
independently. Namely, variations in facial expressions and variations in per-
spective (e.g., small rotations) mainly modify shape coordinates, but not texture
coordinates. Rather, variations in luminosity, suntan, or make-up only modify
texture coordinates [28]. This perspective helps explain our finding that de-
coupled coding is more advantageous when encoding variants of known faces
(in the training set) or unknown faces (in the test set). This is because when
processing variants, one of the two sets of (shape and texture) coordinates will
tend to remain the same as in the known, reference image.

These advantages of decoupled coding comes at the price of performing
some prerequisite nonlinear computations over facial images, as landmark de-
tection and image deformation (see also the Supporting information). We spec-
ulate that these computations might be putatively realised by early visual areas,
which lie below the IT in the neural hierarchy. This speculation remains to be
tested in future research.

Supporting information

Relation with Bayesian Model Selection. Bayesian model selection consists
in choosing the model M that maximises the Bayesian evidence of a given
database D. The best modelM is, equivalently [19], the one that minimises the
description length minM LM(D). To verify the validity of the condition (3), we
have, instead, compared the description length of different databases: I, Î, L,
according to the same probabilistic model, which corresponds to the normal dis-
tributions (whose maximum likelihood correlation matrices take, respectively,
the values Cp, C

(t)
pt and C(s)

ps , for the three databases).
This is, hence, the opposite situation with respect to Bayesian model se-

lection, in which one compares the evidence of the same database according
to different models. It is important to remark that, in the present work, we
do not aim to perform a comparison, on Bayesian grounds, between eigenface
and decoupled codings, understood as probabilistic models over the common
database of original, non-uniformed facial images. Indeed, the representation
RD induces a probability distribution in the space of non-uniformed images I,
that is no longer a Gaussian distribution (even if the distributions over Î and `
are) since it involves the nonlinear image deformation operations, that we have
completely neglected in our information-theoretical analysis. Within our work-
ing hypothesis, we neglect the uniformation I,L → Î (previous to the PCA)
and de-uniformation Ip,Lp ← Î ′,L′ (posterior to the PCA) operations from the
information-theoretical analysis.

In other words, here we consider three probabilistic descriptions over sepa-
rate spaces: non-uniformed images, uniformed images and shape coordinates.
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Our conclusions merely rely in the information-theoretical interpretation of the
Bayesian evidence of a database according to a model, that is related to the
amount of information needed to store the database in terms of the model’s
lattent variables, within a given precision. The decoupled code, understood
as a probabilistic model on the space of the original images, would be much
more complex than Gaussian. It would implicitly contain, in some (texture) la-
tent variables, a description of the input image somehow invariant under shape
transformations; other (shape) latent variables would be invariant under tex-
ture transformations of the original image. Our current analysis is to be under-
stood as an estimation of the information theoretical gain of the facial represen-
tation in terms of (principal components of) uniformed images and landmarks,
neglecting the non-linear operations of landmark detection and image defor-
mation that lead to these two facial coordinates, from the original database of
images.

Instead, we do perform a genuine Bayesian model selection when choosing
the values of p, pt, ps that minimise the description length (that maximise the
Bayesian evidence) of each database, i.e., of each type of coordinate.

Image uniformation and de-uniformation. The creation of the uniformed
texture Î coordinates from the original images I and their shape coordinates `
in RD is implemented, as said before, through image deformation algorithms
based on similiarity transformations [16]. Such algorithms map the original
image into an image whose landmark positions ` will now occupy their average
value in the database 〈`〉. Vice-versa, the reconstruction of novel images in RD

requires creating a non-uniformed facial image from the reconstructed shape
and texture coordinates `p, Îp. This operation we will be called de-uniformation:

(`, I) 〈`〉
→ (〈`〉, Î) uniformation (4)

(`, I) `
← (〈`〉, Î) de-uniformation (5)

where the subscripted arrow indicates the image deformation algorithm trans-
forming an image (`1, I1)`2→(`2, I2) so that the pixel values of I2 in the positions
given by `2 are those of I1 in `1 (say, I2( ~̀2j) = I1( ~̀1j) where ~̀1j are the original
Cartesian positions of the j-th landmark), and the rest of the pixel values of I2
are changed consequently, under the requirement of smoothness. As a consis-
tency check, we have verified that uniforming and consequently de-uniforming
database images, leads to new images that are visually indistinguishable from
the initial ones.

In fig.7 we illustrate the effect of the used image deformation algorithm on
a picture of the FEI database.

Likelihood and evidence of the normal distribution. We report the well-
known expression for the Bayesian evidence, and related formulae, of the nor-
mal distribution associated to the p-PCA representation with p principal com-
ponents. Given a database D composed by N d-dimensional vectors, p-PCA
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Figure 7: an example of usage of the software for image deformation. The im-
age in the center is the image deformation of the right image with the landmarks
corresponding to the left image.

induces a likelihood probability distribution which is the normal distribution
(supposing null averages):

lnP (D|θ, p)/(Nd) = −1

2

[
ln(2π) + ln det(C) + tr

(
C−1 · Σ

)]
(6)

where Σ is the unbiased estimator of the correlation matrix of the data D, and
where the parameters θ = C are the theoretical correlation matrix, which in
p-PCA is subject to exhibit its d − p lowest eigenvalues equal to a common
noise-level value v. The maximum likelihood estimation θ∗ for C and v are:
C∗ = UΛU† where U is an orthogonal matrix whose top p eigenvectors are
those of Σ, and where the diagonal matrix Λ contains the top p eigenvalues
of Σ, Λii = λi for i ≤ p, and the remaining d − p diagonal elements equal to
Λii = vp for i > p, with vp = (d− p)−1

∑
j>p λj .

For completeness, we report the expressions for the description length, the
empirical entropy and the Occam factor, making explicit the dependence on the
number of principal components p:

Lp(D) = − lnPp(D)− d ln ε = (7)

= Sp(D|θ∗) + O(θ∗) (8)

Sp(D|θ) = − lnPp(D|θ)− d ln(ε) (9)

lnPp(D) = lnPp(D|θ∗)− Op(θ
∗) (10)

where, as mentioned in the main text, in these equations θ∗ refers to the max-
imum likelihood estimator. The equation for the Bayesian evidence (under cer-
tain assumptions on the prior variance) takes the form, up to a constant factor,
and for sufficiently large N [20]:
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lnP (D)/(Nd) ' lnP (D|θ)/(Nd)− lnO(θ∗)/(Nd) (11)

− lnO(θ∗)/(Nd) :=
1

2Nd
((m+ p+ 1) ln(2π)− p lnN − ln |A|+ ln |pU |) (12)

m := dp− p(p+ 1)/2 (13)

ln |pU | := −p ln 2 +
∑
j=1

p ln Γ

(
d− j + 1

2

)
− d− j + 1

2
lnπ (14)

and where:

ln |A| =
p∑
i=1

{
d∑

j=i+1

[
ln(λ̂−1j − λ̂

−1
i ) + ln(λi − λj)

]}
+m lnN (15)

where the λ’s are the eigenvalues of Σ in decreasing order, λ̂j = λj for j ≤ p
but = vp for j > p.

In the case d > N , this last term takes the form:

ln |A| =
p∑
i=1

{
p∑

j=i+1

[
ln(λ−1j − λ

−1
i ) + ln(λi − λj)

]
+ (16)

+ (d− p) ln(v−1p − λ−1i ) +

N∑
j=p+1

ln(λi − λj)+ (17)

+ (d−N) lnλi

}
+m lnN (18)

while for d ≤ N , it is:

ln |A| =
p∑
i=1

{
p∑

j=i+1

[
ln(λ−1j − λ

−1
i ) + ln(λi − λj)

]
+ (19)

+ (d− p) ln(v−1p − λ−1i ) +

d∑
j=p+1

ln(λi − λj)

}
+m lnN. (20)

Likelihood and evidence of shape coordinates. For shape coordinates, and
for the databases considered here, it is ds < N . In figure 8 we show (left)
the behaviour of the training- and test-set (logarithms of the) likelihoods, along
with the training- and test-set (logarithms of the) Bayesian evidences of shape
coordinates (respectively, lnP (Ltr|Cs), lnP (Lte|Cs), lnP (Ltr), lnP (Lte)). We
observe that the training-set evidence behaviour is qualitatively similar to that
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of the the test-set likelihood (contrary to the case of texture coordinates, see
below).

When commenting the results of figure 3, we mentioned the fact that the
empirical entropy of shape coordinates does not depend on the resolution. In-
deed, changing the resolution in the database of shape coordinates amounts
to multiply the Landmarks’ Cartesian coordinates by a factor (w/w′ for hori-
zontal, h/h′ for vertical coordinates). However, the relevant quantity in these
experiments is not the absolute value of the coordinates in the w× h grid units,
but their normalised value in units of the image heigh h. If normalised co-
ordinates are considered, the precision should be consequently normalised to
be inversely proportional to h. In figure 8-Right we plot the training empiri-
cal entropy Sp(Ltr|Cs) = lnP (Ltr|Cs) − ds ln εs for different resolutions, using
the resolution-dependent precision εs = 0.1(hmax/h). The overlap of different
curves is a consequence of the fact that no information has been lost when scal-
ing both the coordinates and the precision.

Likelihood and evidence of texture coordinates. In figure 9 we show the
behaviour of the training- and test-set (logarithms of the) likelihoods, along
with the training- and test-set (logarithms of the) Bayesian evidences of texture
coordinates. In this case, in which, differently from shape coordinates, it is dt >
N , the BIC approximation for the evidence is no longer good, and the evidence
behaves differently from the test-set likelihood. We conclude that, in order to
perform model selection in this case, or to estimate the Occam contribution to
the description length, it is necessary to use the aforementioned expression of
the Bayesian evidence due to Minka.

The concatenated code representation, Rc (see figure 10), simply consists
in concatenating the uniformed texture and shape coordinates in a single vector
y = (`, Î), and to keep the first pc principal components of the set of concate-
nated vectors y′ = E(c)y, hence treating shape and texture coordinates on the
same ground. The concatenated code would exatly coincide with RD (taking
pc = ps + pt) for an image database such that shape and texture coordinates
were completely uncorrelated (say, 〈`mIi〉 = 0 ∀m, i). The performance of the
Rc code in the face processing tasks presented in section Results turn to be
almost identical using texture coordinates only. The reason is that shape coor-
dinates carry a lower amount of aggregated information and, in any case, the
correlations between shape and texture coordinates are significantly smaller
than those in the diagonal blocks of C(c). The advantage of using Rc is that one
may fix a single number of principal components. The daydream generation of
novel facial images with the RD code (fixing ps = ds at its maximum value)
leads to almost identical results of those of Rc in figure 4.

Details of the classification algorithms. The classification tasks are performed
via a nearest-neighbour classifier: every vector x is assigned to the class that
minimizes the distance from x. If a class contains more than one element, as
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Figure 8: Left: Shape coordinates’ likelihoods and evidences (in BIC approxima-
tion) of the test and training sets. Right: Empirical entropy of shape coordinates
for the full Ntr = 400 training set, for different resolutions.
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Figure 10: Schematic representation of the concatenated code.
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it is the case of the gender classification task (in which the male and the fe-
male classes contain 200 vectors each, corresponding to half of the raw FEI
database), the distance is computed between x and the average of the elements
belonging to the class. For the gender identification task we follow a leave-one-
out approach: for each vector x, the training-set (from which we compute the
correlation matrix, defining in its turn the Mahalanobis distance dp(·, ·)) is com-
posed by all the database vectors except for x itself. The so defined training-set
is as well the set from which the average vector of each class is constructed.

In the facial recognition task, we use a more economic strategy: we con-
struct K = 5 training/test-set divisions (with Nte = 400/K = 80, Ntr = 320) by
K-folding, in such a way that the test-set contains at most one vector per indi-
vidual, and that it containsNte/2 vectors corresponding to smiling portraits, and
Nte/2 corresponding to neutral portraits. For each of the vectors of facial coor-
dinates in the test-set, we search for its nearest neighbor among the Ntr = 320
vectors of facial coordinates in the training set. The training set is, again, the
set from which we compute Cp and consequently define dp(·, ·). Afterwards,
the average value and the standard deviation of the mean of the success rate is
computed by cross-validation over the K = 5 iterations.

Results of the gender classification task. In figure 11 we present the results
of the gender classification task. We observe that the shape coordinates alone
are sufficient to achieve roughly 90% of successful attempts with less than 30
PC’s. Consistently with the rest of the article results, the classification performed
in terms of (principal components of) uniformed facial images achieves higher
success rates respect to that using (principal components of) the original orig-
inal facial image (i.e., the RE representation). Furthermore, the success rate
plateau is reached for a lower number of PC’s (p ' 30 versus p ' 40 of RE).

Different regularisation schemes. For each generic set of facial coordinates
(say, D), we have so far estimated its description length according to the p-PCA
model, whose number of principal components p are those that maximise the
description length p∗ = arg minp LD,p(D). The inferred probability distribution
is a normal distribution whose correlation matrix Cp∗ is consequently different
from the empirical correlation matrix, say Cp=min{N,d}, since not all empiri-
cal eigenvalues and eigenvectors are statistically significant given the database
finiteness.10 The normal distribution whose correlation is the empirical matrix
would correspond, instead, to maximum likelihood inference.

Actually, there are different ways, besides p-PCA, in which the correlation
matrix may be inferred beyond the maximum likelihood criterion. An alter-
native is linear (identity) shrinkage (see, for example, [29]). Linear shrinkage
leads to a correlation matrix which is a convex combination between the un-
biased (maximum likelihood) empirical estimator C and a completely biased
(and null-variance) matrix, as the identity matrix in d dimensions 1d. In other

10Strictly speaking, in the N < d case, the inferred correlation matrix Cp is different from the
empirical matrix even if p = N , since it has to be regularised so that its rank is = d (and not = N).
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Figure 11: the success rates in the tasks of gender classification and face recog-
nition are here displayed -on the left- as functions of the number P of principal
components; in the right column the same data (except for the geometric coor-
dinates) are shown in a close-up.

words, the “regularised” shrunk matrix is Cα = (1 − α)C + α1d where α is a
real number in [0, 1], that may be chosen by maximum (cross-validated) out-
of-sample likelihood. In the p-PCA scheme, p = 0 and p = min{N, d} are the
arguments of the minimum and maximum training likelihood respectively, and
p∗ is comprised between them. Within the shrinkage scheme, these extreme
cases correspond to α = 1 and 0, respectively.

In order to check the robustness of our results with respect to the regular-
isation scheme, we have computed the information gaps (actually, the gaps in
empirical entropy)11 resulting from the normal probability distributions asso-
ciated not with p-PCA but with linear shrinkage. We have observed that the
results are qualitatively consistent with those presented here. While the lowest
description length of the set of landmarks G2 is consistent with the one shown in
figure 3, the description length gap G1 is significantly larger for the largest res-
olution, as can be seen in figure 12. Consequently, the information gap is even
larger when regularising the correlation matrices with the shrinkage method.

Visualisation of the eigenvectors of the concatenated code Rc. Figure 13
presents a graphical visualisation of the first five principal axes of the whole
database according to the concatenated code Rc (the first five eigenvectors of
C(c)).

11We make notice that, in the case of p-PCA, and for texture coordinates, the texture gap G1 is
essentially given by the gap between empirical entropies. The difference between the Occam factors
of non-uniformed and uniformed images is negligible in front of it.
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Figure 12: The same as figure 3 but with the addition of the test-set texture gap
per sample G1/N computed with the shrinkage regularisation method.
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Figure 13: First five principal axes of the concatenated code Rc (five largest-
eigenvalue eigenvectors of C(c)). The j-th column represents the j = th eigen-
vector. In particular, the i-th row of the table represents the points that have all
the coordinates,in the base of the principal axes, equal to zero except the i-th
one, that ranges from −2σ (left) to −2σ (right); σ is taken equal to the square
root of the largest eigenvalue λ1 of the correlation matrix. In other words,
the image, say I in the i-th row, j-th column is obtained by de-uniformation
(〈`〉, Î) → (`, I), where ` and Î are obtained as: (`, Î) = y = E† · y′, and
where y′ is the vector that exhibits null principal components except by the
i-th, y′i = (j − 3)λ

1/2
1 , and E is the matrix of row eigenvectors of C(c).
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