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Overall Image
Quality

Notable difference in age but apparently same gender. C1 and B6 are B&W photos
and the image quality in C1 is above average while the quality in B6 is poor (grainy,
poor focus/resolution). Both subjects have some form of head covering and clothing,
making face/head outline, hair, ear, and neck comparisons impractical and limiting
the face/head composition, cheek, and jawline comparisons.

B6 is poor quality primarily due to poor resolution/focus and slight over-exposure.
The subject is a female of European descent, age undetermined. The pose is face
forward (portrait) yawed slightly to the left and pitched slightly backwards, eyes
open, mouth slightly open (dentition partially exposed).

C1 subject is a female of European descent, age undetermined. The pose is face
forward (portrait), eyes open, mouth slightly open (dentition partially exposed) in a
neutral expression.

Skin

True color and texture are impractical to compare given B&W image color and overall
poor image quality.

Face/Head
Outline

Head coverings make comparison impractical.

Face/Head
Composition

A complete comparison of the face/head composition is not able to be completed due
to the head coverings. However, the eyes, nose and mouth appear similar on the
placement on the face relative to one another.

Hair

Head coverings make comparison impractical.

Forehead

Foreheads in C1 and B6 are partially obscured due to head covering but what is visible
is consistent in both images.

Eyebrows

Eyebrow fullness is consistent in both images with some discoloration in C1
(graying?). Both following similar contours/arch. Distance between the medial ends of
eyebrows is consistent in both images. Slight asymmetry (left eyebrow is raised
slightly higher than the right) in both images.

Eyes

Due to the poor quality of C3, the minute details of the eyes are not comparable
however, the superior and inferior palpebral creases over and under the eyes of both
subjects are consistent and the intercanthal distance is similar. The eye fissures are
consistent in shape/contour.

Cheeks

The head covering prevents a complete comparison of the cheeks as it obstructs the
lateral sides of the cheeks. However, what is visible is similar in size, shape, contour,
and zygomatic bone on the cheeks.

Nose

C1 and B6 noses appear similar in length, shape, slope, and structure with the tip of
the nose being fuller and drooping slightly due to age differences. Thickness of
columella and fullness/structure of alae is consistent in both images.

Ears

Head coverings/hair make comparison impractical.

Mouth

Shape and contour of the mouth fissure as is the commissure lines at the corner of
the mouth are consistent in both images. Differences in distance between mouth
fissure and base of nose in C1 and B6 could be attributed to breakdown in bone
structure of the maxilla in C1 (believed subject in C1 has had dentures for a long
period of time).

Chin/Jawline

Both subjects have a full/strong jawline. Both subjects have a prominent and a
similarly shaped chin.

The Facial Identification information is presented as a courtesy to be used only for informational purposes and is not
represented to be error free. Ideal Innovations, Inc. makes no representations or warranties of any kind with respect to the
provided Facial Identification information, such representations and warranties being expressly disclaimed.
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Neck Due to clothing, the neck is not comparable.

Facial Hair None visible in either image.

Nasolabial folds are more prominent in C1 vs. B6. Can be attributed to significant
Facial Lines difference in age.

Scars None visible in either image.

Facial Marks None visible in either image.

Alterations None visible in either image.
Results B6 to C1:

There is currently no standard conclusion scale for face comparisons. The following scale was used in
this comparison:

+3: The observations strongly support that it is the same person

+2: The observations support that it is the same person

+1: The observations support to some extent that it is the same person

0: The observations support neither that it is the same person nor that it is different persons
-1: The observations support to some extent that it is not the same person

-2: The observations support that it is not the same person

-3: The observations strongly support that it is not the same person

After comparing the exhibit C1 to exhibit B6, the determination is that the probe image has observations
that neither that it is the same person nor that it is different persons (0).

The Facial Identification information is presented as a courtesy to be used only for informational purposes and is not
represented to be error free. Ideal Innovations, Inc. makes no representations or warranties of any kind with respect to the
provided Facial Identification information, such representations and warranties being expressly disclaimed.
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Bl to C2

Notable difference in age but apparently same gender. B1 and C2 are B&W photos
and the image quality in C2 is of decent quality while the quality in B6 is poor (grainy,
poor focus/resolution). Both subjects have some form of head covering and clothing,
making face/head outline, hair, ear, and neck comparisons impractical and limiting
the face/head composition, cheek, and jawline comparisons.

B1is poor quality primarily due to poor resolution/focus and slight over-exposure.
The subject is a female of European descent, age undetermined. The pose is face
forward (portrait) yawed slightly to the left and pitched slightly backwards, eyes
open, mouth slightly open.

C2 subject is a female of European descent, age undetermined. The pose is face
forward (portrait) yawed slightly to the right, the camera appears slightly above the
Overall Image subject, eyes open, and mouth slightly open (dentition partially exposed) in a neutral
Quality expression.

It is difficult to tell texture of the skin due to the quality of the images. The B&W color
of the images make it difficult to compare the color and tone of the skin. Both appear

Skin to have lighter color of skin.
Face/Head
Outline Head coverings make comparison impractical.

A complete comparison of the face/head composition is not able to be completed due
Face/Head to the head coverings. However, the eyes, nose and mouth appear similar on the
Composition placement on the face relative to one another.

The Facial Identification information is presented as a courtesy to be used only for informational purposes and is not
represented to be error free. Ideal Innovations, Inc. makes no representations or warranties of any kind with respect to the
provided Facial Identification information, such representations and warranties being expressly disclaimed.
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Hair Head coverings make comparison impractical.
Foreheads in C1 and B6 are partially obscured due to head covering. The portion of
Forehead the brow ridge that is visible appears similar in prominence and continuity.

There is a similar spacing between the eyebrows. B1 appears to have fuller (less
sparse) hair in the eyebrows than C2. The medial edge of the eyebrows appears to
start in similar location relative to the medial canthi of both B1 & C2. The head
covering obstructs the lateral edge of B1 eyebrows. The spacing from the inferior
edge of the eyebrows to the superior edge of the fissure appears dissimilar between
B1 & C2. The shape of the R eyebrow appears somewhat similar, but the L eyebrow
shape appears dissimilar on the superior edge. C2 appears to have a peak in the
center of the brow which is not visible on B1 (but could be obstructed by the head
Eyebrows covering)

The intercanthal distance appears slightly dissimilar (possibly due to the change in
yaw). The shape of the eyes appears dissimilar with B1 appearing rounder and C2
appearing more almond shaped. The iris to sclera ration appears similar in both
images. True color of the iris cannot be compared but both appear to have darker
colored irises. The superior palpebral creases appear similar in shape with some
dissimilarity in the R eye of B1 which may be caused by pitch change of B1. The
inferior palpebral creases of C2 are more visible and prominent than on B1. The set of
Eyes the eyes under the brow ridge on B1 appears a little deeper than C2.

The head covering prevents a complete comparison of the cheeks as it obstructs the
lateral sides of the cheeks. However, what is visible is somewhat similar in size, shape,
contour, and zygomatic bone on the cheeks. C2 appears to have slightly fuller cheeks
(may be due to weight difference) with the nasolabial folds being more prominent on
Cheeks C2 than B1.

The root of the nose appears more prominent on B1 (could be due to change in pose,
lighting, and quality). The overall length of the body/bridge appears similar. The tip
appears different in size. B1 appears to be more tilted/pitched up at the tip than C2
but there is a pitch change between the two images. The nostril size/shape is
dissimilar (could be due to pose changes). The L alae are not able to be fully
compared due to the change in pose. The R alae appears similar in size/shape. The
Nose width of the base of the nose appears similar.

Ears Head coverings/hair make comparison impractical.

The lips of C2 appear thinner (possibly due to aging). The philtrum appears similar in
length and shape. The size of the mouth relative to the size of the chin appears
similar. The fissure of the mouth appears dissimilar but there is an expression

Mouth difference between the two images.
The jawline cannot be compared due to the obstruction of the head covering. The
Chin/Jawline size/shape of the chin appears similar.
Neck Due to clothing, the neck is not comparable.
Facial Hair None visible in either image.

The shape and prominence of the nasolabial folds appears dissimilar (possibly due to
the expression and fullness of C2 cheeks). The placement of the nasolabial folds

Facial Lines between the mouth, nose, and cheeks appears similar.
Scars None visible in either image.
Facial Marks None visible in either image.

The Facial Identification information is presented as a courtesy to be used only for informational purposes and is not
represented to be error free. Ideal Innovations, Inc. makes no representations or warranties of any kind with respect to the
provided Facial Identification information, such representations and warranties being expressly disclaimed.
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‘ Alterations ‘ None visible in either image.

Results B1 to C2:

There is currently no standard conclusion scale for face comparisons. The following scale was used in
this comparison:

+3: The observations strongly support that it is the same person

+2: The observations support that it is the same person

+1: The observations support to some extent that it is the same person

0: The observations support neither that it is the same person nor that it is different persons
-1: The observations support to some extent that it is not the same person

-2: The observations support that it is not the same person

-3: The observations strongly support that it is not the same person

After comparing the exhibit B1 to exhibit C2, the determination is that the probe image has observations
that support neither that it is the same person nor that it is different persons (0).

Bl to D14

The Facial Identification information is presented as a courtesy to be used only for informational purposes and is not
represented to be error free. Ideal Innovations, Inc. makes no representations or warranties of any kind with respect to the
provided Facial Identification information, such representations and warranties being expressly disclaimed.
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B1 to D14 with mark-up

Overall Image

Notable difference in age but apparently same gender D14 is a color photo and Bl is a
B&W photo. The image quality in both photos is marginal (focus, resolution,
graininess). A perspective difference between the two photos is visible as well with
D14 closer to the camera than B1. Both subjects have some form of head covering
and clothing, making face/head outline, hair, ear, and neck comparisons impractical
and limiting the face/head composition, cheek, and jawline comparisons.

D14 image quality is marginal primarily due resolution, shadowing, focus issues. D14
subject is a female of European descent, age undetermined. The pose is face forward
(portrait) yawed slightly to the left, rolled slightly to the right, eyes open, mouth
closed, somewhat neutral expression (slight downturn of the mouth).

B1is poor quality primarily due to poor resolution/focus. The subject is a female of
European descent, age undetermined. The pose is face forward (portrait) yawed
slightly to the left and pitched slightly backwards, eyes open, mouth mostly closed,

Quality somewhat neutral expression (mouth is slightly open).
Due to the color differences in the images, the true color/tone cannot be compared
but both exhibit light colored skin. The texture of the skin cannot be compared either
Skin due to the quality of the images.
Face/Head
Outline Head coverings make comparison impractical.

The Facial Identification information is presented as a courtesy to be used only for informational purposes and is not
represented to be error free. Ideal Innovations, Inc. makes no representations or warranties of any kind with respect to the
provided Facial Identification information, such representations and warranties being expressly disclaimed.
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Face/Head
Composition

A complete comparison of the face/head composition is not able to be completed due
to the head coverings. However, the eyes, nose and mouth appear similar on the
placement on the face relative to one another.

Hair

Head coverings make comparison impractical.

Forehead

Foreheads in D14 and B1 are partially obscured due to head covering. The brow ridge
that is visible appears more prominent on D14.

Eyebrows

Eyebrows in D14 appear fuller than in B1 (age differences?). Both following similar
contours/arch. Distance between the medial ends of eyebrows is consistent in both
images. The medial edge of the eyebrows appears to start in similar location relative
to the medial canthi of both B1 & D14. The head covering obstructs the lateral edge
of B1 eyebrows. The spacing from the inferior edge of the eyebrows to the superior
edge of the fissure appears similar between B1 & D14. Slight asymmetry (left eyebrow
is raised slightly higher than the right) in B1. Notable similarity in the medial end of
the right eyebrow in both images. The shape of the eyebrows appears dissimilar with
D14 having thicker medial portions than B1.

Eyes

Due to the poor quality and shadow, the minute details of the eyes are not
comparable however, the superior and inferior palpebral creases over and under the
eyes of both subjects are consistent (when aging is considered) and the intercanthal
distance is similar. The intercanthal distance appears similar. The shape of the eyes
appears dissimilar with B1 appearing more round than D14. D14 has prominent
inferior palpebral crease. The fissure is dissimilar (may be due to aging). Unable to see
the iris in D14.

Cheeks

The head covering prevents a complete comparison of the cheeks as it obstructs the
lateral sides of the cheeks. However, what is visible is similar in size, shape, contour,
and zygomatic bone on the cheeks. D14 image displays much more of the cheeks than
B1. The cheeks of D14 are fuller than B1 (attributed to age/weight differences). The
nasolabial folds are more prominent in D14 (may be due to aging and weight
differences).

Nose

D14 and B1 noses appear similar in length, shape, slope, and structure with the tip of
the nose being fuller and drooping slightly due to age differences. Tip and alae
fullness in D14 is more pronounced but consistent with changes over time (age
related). The root of the nose appears larger on D14. The base of the nose appears
wider on the D14. The pitch on the tip of the nose appears similar. The nostrils appear
similar in placement and size. The alae of D14 appear larger than B1. The columella
appears to droop more on D14 than B1.

Ears

Head coverings/hair make comparison impractical.

Mouth

Shape and contour of the mouth fissure as is the commissure lines at the corner of
the mouth are consistent in both images. Differences in distance between mouth
fissure and base of nose (philtrum) in D14 and B1 could be attributed to breakdown in
bone structure of the maxilla in D14 (believed subject in D14 has had dentures for a
long period of time). The lips of D14 appear thinner (possibly due to aging). The
commissure lines blend into the marionette lines on D14 giving the appearance of a
wider mouth.

Chin/Jawline

Both subjects have a prominent and a similarly shaped chin with D14 having a slightly
larger/more prominent chin (possibly due to age difference). The width appears
similar. The mentolabial sulcus appears in a similar position but more prominent in
B1.

The Facial Identification information is presented as a courtesy to be used only for informational purposes and is not
represented to be error free. Ideal Innovations, Inc. makes no representations or warranties of any kind with respect to the
provided Facial Identification information, such representations and warranties being expressly disclaimed.
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Neck Due to clothing, the neck is not comparable.
Facial Hair None visible in either image.

Nasolabial folds are more prominent in D14 v. B1 which be attributed to significant
Facial Lines difference in age, but the placement of the folds is similar and follow similar contours.
Scars None visible in either image.
Facial Marks None visible in either image.
Alterations None visible in either image.

Results B1 to D14:

There is currently no standard conclusion scale for face comparisons. The following scale was used in
this comparison:

+3: The observations strongly support that it is the same person

+2: The observations support that it is the same person

+1: The observations support to some extent that it is the same person

0: The observations support neither that it is the same person nor that it is different persons
-1: The observations support to some extent that it is not the same person

-2: The observations support that it is not the same person

-3: The observations strongly support that it is not the same person

After comparing the exhibit D14 to exhibit B6, the determination is that the probe image has
observations support neither that it is the same person nor that it is different persons (0).

Additional Information: The original images of the subjects were not provided. Should they ever
become available additional, more confirmatory comparisons could be conducted.

The Facial Identification information is presented as a courtesy to be used only for informational purposes and is not
represented to be error free. Ideal Innovations, Inc. makes no representations or warranties of any kind with respect to the
provided Facial Identification information, such representations and warranties being expressly disclaimed.




