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Evaluation of Variation in Dynamic Handwritten Signature

CHANG Hao
(School of Info. and Eng. , Anhui Univ. of Finance and Economics, Bengbu 233030, China)

Abstract: Dynamic handwritten signature is widely used in identity authentication, file encryption, digital rights management and so on.
Defects in physiological environments, capture device and feature extraction algorithm result in various complexity and variation. In this
paper, analyzed the relation between variation and error rate. The result shows that variation and complexity impact prominently on error

rate under single reference signature and multiple reference signatures respectively. And reversely, can reduce error rate and develop more

effective features if using the variation reasonably, which could be the guidance to system designers and users
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