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Abstract Traditional supervised learning algorithms assume that the training data and the test data are drawn from
the same probability distribution. But in many cases, this assumption is too simplified, and too harsh in light of modern
applications of machine learning. Domain adaptation approaches are used to solve the problem that arises when the
data distribution in the test domain is different from that in the training domain. Although the domain adaptation
problem is a fundamental problem in machine learning, it only started gaining much attention very recently. In view of
the theoretical and practical significance of domain adaptation methods, this paper summarizes the learning algorithm for
domain adaptation. Firstly, the basic issues of domain adaptation and several important methods on domain adaptation
are summarizes. Next, learning theory and hot research direction on domain adaptation are described, including instance
weighting based method, feature representation based method, parameter and feature decomposition based method,
domain adaptation with multiple sources. Thirdly, the theoretical analysis for domain adaptation and the effective
distribution metric learning are illustrated. At the same time, the error bounds of those algorithms are also presented.
Fourthly, new research and development in three aspects on domain adaptation in recent years are reviewed, including
learning algorithm, model structure and practical application. Finally, the problems to be solved in aspects of feature
transform and assumption, optimization algorithm, data representation and model, and the problem to be solved in NLP
are discussed.

Key words Domain adaptation learning, transfer hypothesis, single source-domain single target-domain, multiple
sources-domain multiple targets-domain, domain adaptation learning theory
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Different settings of domain adaption learning

I

A%

el

T RO SRR HIREATN H ARSI SAR B IIEB, SRIAFVERE DL KK H ARy e, SEalisisk 2 >

{55, A Ihnst y, WA RS vi € {c1,¢2,-++co}, c; €N

[T 1 i) S0
v WOESHAE, vy € R
R

Giamp

HREAT FEFRE I PITATE AN TG IARE () HARIAEG, I YIZRATERE R 45 (9 H AR R88, JEpiih

MR S5 AL A REB AU, Soe NS T] R R AE T EAT 52K, 19 21 ARS8 £ SR A 23w 2
TS R AR 2 (8 e RCHEAT 209, HRE G 3d B o 4 B N BBl BRI R S5 40, AR AR FR I A R S5 R R

MR (Pair-wise constraints) ALRITEHL T, I DU H brigiz M B0 A A — BUEm

bRl S DUk 538 10 27 2], A T8 1 445 45 5 vk ]
LAY Ji& 0 22 P53 — 22 H bR 3 B 3& W 2 2] B
Vsl — B BR A2y > BRAR N g 3k AT AU A J Y 2
M HE AT, 2 - 2 HARIEEE ) A LA AR
J&”.

ALY — R BRI A 8 8 Y A 2] 23 D BN
B A 38 WY 57 2] L R AR R 7S 3 B & N ) R TR
(A &7 D BT S By A= e I S 1) 1T TS A E B A
= SRV GRFEA B DB, AEANAUS I ZRFEA K
WO A AE UL H AR ML R 23 A, AR I 5 3 B 2
IR TS5 IR ISR, A BRI IR 19 38 . 27
20y BB 5% R UL AT Ad-
aBoost J7ik; k4RI FE N 2] AR LU
B ARFAL S 0] rb T8 e 5 3 R A s T 3
AR AR A T PR AU 22 18] £ 201 A ] e
FREA A K TR AR AR 7 A3 B 3 A o ) R 2 Tl
2N, T H B YRR A R A R K s
GRS A 2], WEANE B PRI SRR T i Y2y
{7705 TR B AT T k. P TR S R B
P59 S de /A YA O 22 R0 B /N A T R A 22
PR T3 ik FE TR AN S 5000 i 5 IR K R A
RO R AR AR S A0 M, KRl R M AR
RS iR (0 D7 105 b PRS0 38 1 27 > e LA 5 —
RABOTIE. il J5 ARG R AL AN Y 2 5 7y
fEPIRIE . RS 2 AR BT (a2 A AL A
Jrid), AT LR B — B bR ST B AT R
J&oh 25— 2 H BRI DL, A ok 22 sk 8
35 2 ) /UK TR AT g D =R B A
PR B ST S T IE MR IO A 45 1K) 5 v A
FF P B R sk

ML 2 3 E 3G N S TR SR HE R, g
fig BT e S AT ML 7 1 3 2 > BB AN VR
J, KB 2~5 TINLHES. & 1 bk E
J92 27 > oy FRME B O B R SRR, 1 2 A

T8 WA 2] T H LS A% 2 2 O IR B Y
)7k, B CHAbARGA RS IR S e A > )
B f1 YV — X, Pr(X|Y) [ # Ps(X]Y)Pr(Y) #
Ps(Y) FIMEEIT R T 1) S in) 5% > 1n) L, B2 > Hir 4k
Y. 27 20 oA 22K 0 7 T, 2 AR A e 91
2.

R &R S T R

SR (47 ZWIE A
B 1 R ) BN )
I
¥ ¥ ¥
H ¥ H 5% &R
& ) i fiE M4+
R R % I
2 R R 31 1 AE
> 3, 3] Ik il
HZ
[ [
¥ ¥
E (Y el = T
O ‘ # gl
3+ |
. 2| [aelrm
%i LI A
iz i A W
K R

o
]
P
S
-
%

Bl 2 B EE R ) T R AE R
Fig.2 The classification chart for domain adaptation

learning methods

2 RBIIAE BB S

FEGTANAL IR 538 Y57 > 1 — RNz (3 A
A N5 2 5k, TS S SRR AN R SRR AT AL,



8 10 AR 3 R 2 2 WFFT 1581

4 B O T I B 19 3& N % ) (Importance
weighting). A I 15 5 3 27 > 3 ik 6 Y38 1)
FEABINAL, Ik H bR 2 2 NS 8L b,
SE IR Y050 S5l MR %6 23 A B A SEONE 56 20 A TR e 4. A48
TR, [ 38 W 2% > (1K) 8% O 1) 530S 4n 4] 430 “Bft n
B HATHI 5 B 75 B3 UL
JiER AdaBoost J7vk. HEEMERhFE R vk R
FF V1526 50 MR R AR B R I B 1) R A% B
VUL Y& H T S o e B AR v T A B 1) /8
AdaBoost J7iEH H T B 50 H bnig i3 5 EAR TR H
B TRIAUAE 27 2] 1) .
2.1 ETFEZEMMENSZ

4 X e R" IFEEI4E, 70288 il v e {1,
2,--- kY AR E: Y e R, B - BAREx 4
z = (zy). WEHCOHFEIRFEG - KEEEN S =
{(x2, y2)ys, HARFER] - HRARB4EN T = {(2],
Yy, Ps(z, y) RoRPslih X MY (AR
oA, Pr(X,Y) #om HAsEh X MY (IS M2
oA, Ps(X), Ps(Y) RoRIEEF X MY 8% 5
i, Pr(X), Pr(Y) #om HERET X A0 Y 193044
A, B IR 1 38 Y27 3 IR A s A I
BEFE OO AR —ANREAS B INBUE, S, 5%
B b FIR2E Ry, (h) S

Ry, (h) = Zwic(zi, h) (1)

Hrp R, (h) Z20d IBUS I H AR ZRi% %, 2 =
(i, y;), c(zi, h) “SFEA h THA z FHUKE
$e. ATLLEW], S w; = Pr(z)/Ps(=) B, B0
IBN AR 2% R, (h) A& LS H AR iR 22
R(R) = Bann, [c(z, h)] WA, B

B [Ru(W)] = E [e(zh)] = R() ()
e H RS HHBTUR R REEE, TATME T R 2L
K H FEFEARES AT Pr (X,Y) HEARIE T
h* € H:

h* = argrhréi;[l Z Pr(z,y)c(z;,h)  (3)

z;,€EXXY
b, e(z, h) IFEAR 2z; MR RE. il (2) nTEL
HF S i A A kg SRRSO 43 A 1) B DU ASE Y
h* = argmin Ps (z,y)c(z;,h) =

heH
z;€EXXY

S Pr (23, y?)

Lyl h) (4
Y By @@

T U A FEB AT DAL, W AR %2R H 45
P S FHRA b, IR S R H
PREONER A A, PR, AR B — X REAS (27 y)) A
Pr(z7,y?) /Ps (xF,y?), 7T LU H Artsdt A7 #Emf (14
520, B IE N A ) () OB ) A A S o AR — )
W (z,y) 1 Pr (x,y) /Ps (z,y) F1H, B “BC 1)
T4 Ta) L

TR RS M RIT BB T, Ps(X|Y =y) =
Pr(X|Y =vy), Ps(Y) # Pr(Y), BUH RN
Pr(z,y)/Ps(x,y) = Pr(y)/Ps(y). &%EB L
XY AT BRI AL H AR IR AR A 2 Al B
CIRYSTBUR: Qe piRr R R IR INVAIOE IR (EP R o™
BRI 538 Y 27 2] AR DI B B S B it A R
W IR] R, 117 A 18 5 A R L B AR S RS R e B
T8 W57 > )
2.2 ZHETEE

WA ZRITBMHRE Ps(Y|X =2) =
Pr(Y|X =), Ps(X) # Pr(X) &AFF, /LR
M ICAL (Kernel-mean matching, KMM) J
Pk EARUE. KMM J5 238 i 75 75 A% A KR Ry
“*[i] (Reproducing-kernel Hilbert space, RKHS)
eFOS YR H AR A B AT (E VLG, R H 3RS
BUE Ps (z) /Pr (x), KMM A LU 0 Rk
TRl e

1ot T
mﬂlniﬂK,@ Kk B

s.t. /Bi € [O,B]

Zsﬁz‘—ns

i=1

< Nnge (5)

K K o
5% ST , Kss M Kpp U
Krs Krpr

MHPRB I, K; = k(x,2;), & = 1% X
Z;VZTI k(x;,x]), x; € XgU Xy, z] € Xr.

IR ORI e b, BRI AR R R R
THAUE R &, L 8 = PT(mf)/Ps(mf) fFEH W
S B At YR SR A SR SR AR A i) SR W]
3 B3OS N2 2 RUE. KMM Sk 5 1A T
Pr(X) Fl Ps(X) MIMEZ S A R HL

I E VC B TE et A R sk i h AR m IT Al %
TR 2] ), BRI 2 Ab, 38 ATV 22 SCHR X
AR A T IBUAE 2 20 1) L HH T AH S [ A vk O v
Zadrozny ) ¥ %5 Bk 1 1) U Ak A U AR 451 2 ok
H Y5 A 2 H AR I ) 2, 38 I A At T L) 43 2 )
L ST Pr(X) R Ps(X), 15 21 N R 2 23

o, K =
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FELE (BVRUAE). (SRR e, 4 A B RE A i §et
RN, SLUEIORE R R HAR, 24 BEA R
A Pr(X) B Pg(X) BEATE AR,
BUE TR 28k Sugiyama 2622 3213 T K-L
R M T B Pr(X) ) Ps(X) 0, A
S S AU I 4 o b (), 5B F 1
RS BE I A A (i3 Pr(z) = o(z) Ps(x), it
BoME Pr(z) SSRGS Pr(z) 2 11 K-L
B, TT AR BB RO A . 207 v e T
2 AT, ELAR A B ¢ R o B, 5
AT, KMM SLHEAE b 8 BT F i
UL — B R B AT T B (8 T X A
SEOTVERS) AT RN L TR RS A, B
54 IO JE 2 ST R A 46 A T LA B 2 £ B
IR BATBK BT .

2.3 ET Adaboost EXRE B IENF )

TrAdaboost 5k Adaboost FyEK—Fh4~
Ji&, i Dai 2842 2%, TrAdaboost Sy # U534 ()
FEAR G MR 1) T HARIEE: 2] “HR A 2)
X AR ) R EH A, A
KHESVEARARL, T8 3 AN W7 b 225 AR I BCR o D 5 3k 1)
CHE? FEAOR H bR 2 B 52, B 3G H Ax
SEE ) RN BIREA AL, A5 BN 2 00 A1y 2 i
A2 0 H bR 2 50 A1

TrAdaboost %7 Z A M /b & (1) H brik ks
TR KA i H bR o 2888, e — kb R &
WZE—AN B HE 5> 248 (Base classifier), 41 55
Wb SE— IR 7= A R R T, A8 4 bR S FH
P bR VRURE A1 (1) i HS S0 = A= 53X 3R B
FEHI T “HFE 1, A EE o MR AL
fHE w FLMEIESH B, € (0,1] Kb izkep]
AL, 76 F —RiEARhZ “A 5 FEEI H bRl
22 2 W 2, I AL 2 OEAR, T LA
SEPUT H AR 22 2. Dai S84 SCHR [25] HFHER T
TrAdaboost HiE MR ZEA AL, HAE 20News-
groups. SRAA Fl Reuters-21578 — AN SCA K4
e At A ST A E i A B AT S I8 50 UE, K TrAd-
aBoost FLAE AL BRI [ IE N 27 2 n) @ i 2 A AR
(P27 2] 0R, [FI I e FIAL 4E 1) AdaBoost Hk—
FEORUE S s S

Xu Ml Sun 7& C#K [26] A H T MV-
TLAdaboost 8%, ZEERK ZME =5 Ad-
aboost kA5, MAS [R5 38k R B A ek
HATE 2], ST R A3 IS R AE 2] SCHR [27) Gl
I Z AR, ¥ MV-TLAdaboost 554 A
MsTL-MvAdaboost #32%, &k 5 515 R 3L

Ml G0 SRS 4 527 SR
3 HERTEEENES

o ME R 7Rk B 8 5 >0 R B RS 1T F)
(SRR ST BU vk £ i NS 11 S N W b B
H R IAE BT AR ARe 22 1) 18 A A ] 550 AT BEAH [+).
FETHRHER S 8 B @ N S FE 2 R 2R, Bt
T AL T BOFT T WSS B0 B T VR RN G5 R ) N
>) (Structural correspondence learning, SCL). 7
Gh, ThFIZRIE . a6 1T o o M I B Ty Al
AN I 38 Bk 5 a0 N o ) SE T R IR
NI A AN A ST B DR R R Ay B A A A R
AN RIS 43 AT AHABLRE F0 22 5y Ao 48 21 45 3 [ 4RFAIE
AR e T3 0 SRR REAE 2 1) X ISR Ay 3B AR AR AT 2 )
X-

3.1 ETHMSRFERTERIERFS]

BET AL WS (R AR s 8 8 3 Y 2 > 200 R
Fee 0 o 5 AR AR R RN H R e A
A WIS B] v AR AR 2 R v A R H B S B )
REAE 5 TA) R 1R 2 A R T REAH R (i 22 /N ), AR5 T
ST AR DY IR 2% SI BRI R L T A% W oK E ) R A
PRI B IE DY A ) AR A 1 S R RO I A 1E
M. B #8:2%% 2] (Domain adaptation metric learning,
DAML), fifal #ff 5 47 2% i 73 A (i 22 J ) 4 7 32 2
LTI eE S

S [ 3 I 2 S A R A ORI A T
FINBIFF AR KA R R A Tl b, Gl e A R AR
%73 1) v g /M s R BB AR 22, B Y R H AR 387
RKHS H AT AHIT 1) 5304, fift £k P9 38 R 26 23 AT AN
[F] 4 i) .

& X a; F oy ERZAS ) (R BRI B ol

Dist (zi,z;) = || () — ¢ ()| (6)

Hr, o X € R — R R B4 5] RKHS
FRAE 2 ) AR S e 2. WH n << d. R TEIE A
MBREHR fs 0 X — Y, BRI ZEA0 8 E0d A
fr. B S EAARUEFEA 28 A 2 1t B IR S A R 2 R v
S 1) A AH RS bR 25 AR 6 B A B/ 1) 1 28 g
% ¥F 25 (Discrepancy distance); 2) HATANE K bx
ZE IR B AT B K 1 BB A 22 B, 9 H FR
DAML HFre&#n] e S

I

(7)

min E 1) — oz
gQGFl_INDTmeT’JCT(EI):JCT(M)Hcp( 1) — p(x2)
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s.t. E [p(z1) — p(xa)|| > 1
xy1~Dr,x2~Dr,fr(x1)# fr(T2)
(8)

Scbr b, FARI AN R KL fr REARFNN, (H
U SR AL AL P PRI 20 S ) R A fo RE e
FNHE N B ARIEA G BE. AR A% AR AUEFE B 22
REARLAMEWT @ I, PSR H AR o0 A3 2
S, DRI N EE A E AR T Q2 () REY
AR, WL Q (@) MDA A R 5k
IPATRTH bRk oAl 22 5K Bt . 5INBEE AgUE
TAEIT Q (@) # DAML ] 2

min le(x) — @(2)|I” + M)

PEF £nQ,20Q.fo ()=fo (2)

s.t. E le(z) — e(2)]” = 1
z~Q,2~Q.fo (T)£fo (2)

(9)
Ei& DAML [l 256 A v 500

m

min > Iy, e (i) — @ (@)1 + A2 () (10)
ij=1

st 3 Dy, lp ) — o ()] 21
ij=1

DAML A BB A Xe 1 Ehric
BIA X [RIHER 70 A1 45 B R SR AT S 0 (10 AR 2 vk
SRR . BT REAAS B SR (R I 1) 52 2 P R Ll
%1, RKHS 5 1E25 7] i) 4 B0 W 5w, 380 o) 5%

Fethidmy. A% 370 250 (Kernel principle

component analysis, KPCA) $iAKIERE T = fE
fig A otk > DAML (552 261k

2 FTH DAML Sk 3648 70 A (0 3218 i
ZEAE N IE AT Q). BEA IR A& WY 27 2] A FTA
WA, 4 T 3eqs B HERA AR B E WY 57 I ROR, 2
I R A ZE A8 D TE AR Q () BRI R
g /PGSR A 35 P 273 A1 59 4 (i 2 A1 5 A1 50 v
FEAE O BB . 0 I e N 20 A1 P44 i 22 A )
AT FBCE s 22 P sl B TR ) 8, Tao 25280 2 T80
SERER 7 SIHESE.

AR T ZE 1A — 8, D Ron P ML 7 A,
Xg € R™ QP SAnilFEBI4E, Dy Rom H bRk
FIRER A, Xp € R™ PHRAOAE G5, #2218~
MR A RS |1 F (2) = (w, 0 (). LU
A H BRI KT8 73 A1 i 22 A

(11)

’YKM(D&DT)2 =

/XS Jemps(@)dDs —

2

fa:NDT (z)dDT

Xr

S SCYSHAT A 35K 14 2 A FSUSE A 22

forns (@)| forns ()] dDs —

Xs

forDr (@) fonny ()] Dy
(13)

VKS(DS, DT) =

X

3 AT B A P I ASURA
Yims (Ds; Dr) = (1= XN vkm + Myks (14)

KHL N € [0, 1], 530 (R DB 45 0 7 e ME 2 A BE
B Z BV R R (20,97, f) BT, $E1HAR
SPISETI f 2 f () = (w, ¢ (2)).

o1
arg Tillfnﬁ ||'w||i +vxms (Ds, Dr) +
CY Ry, /)
i=1

2ot HfE P ALTR, 7 B0 R & A 5 ) H bRk
B

(15)

Lo - S .8

wgiin o0+ 03 Rl vl /) (16)
IO, B RMBURER, o5 I EARRRE, o
FERBUR AR EREDS; O i X F 25 Al Bk
Bk (25,27 = (o (@f) o (&])) 1EhCHH Y
FIEE R,

HET BT (0180 13 N ) LA U2 S P
FUBFGLOMIT, 3 A0 Sl v DL S R 2 A
A B 1 60 1 R 27 51 S5, (ISR [29] HEi g
POTL SL3k, A4 UEBUA BRI (4 k15 Iy 2
ATHE, MR T YOI AT B 57, %]
15— T B O A 408 51 LBt Xt o
TFAMIG A5, BT HHIX L TH KB AT AL
S EURIR ARG BRI S8, TR [30], B
58 9 L BN A 01093 14 i 2 8, )
L ) 7 LK LB, 490475
A 5 O B2 3 B3, X5 %7 5]
HEAT G, 5 7 2 A B FAT e MR
AR A4 15 2 3

3.2 GHNEFES

Blitzer Bl 42 T 45#%F 2% 2] (Structural
correspondence learning, SCL), SCL i A H H
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RC TR S NAY P S G P DIV S NN %
BRZ IR ) ZE . ARG R o 2] v 1 S B X
AH AR RARRFEB E S RBRAE” 8145, ik
MFEBI R R] 5 3] me AN SCHERF AL, IX SRR A1 0
B[, M m A

filz) =sgn (w -z), I=1,---,m (17)

WBHHBE W = [wi,w,, - ,w,,]. SSHH
e W AT SR W = UDV'™, 153|851
0 = Up,y.p XH, b2 EFFSCA RS,
Horp 0 B RAERE W AT S &, ¥R GRHIE
FERE X WS SR LERE A5 10] 6 - X, S50 TR HoAd )
FREAE FH X 6T R G RR IE 3R, AR5 A B AR F
fE X FOFHFAE 0 - X, 192038 &, 5o 0t 38) m
HAE )R

SCL fef i YL yssgi R H brdok Fe Loy v 22 S 15k
(A DL B3 1 38 Y 2% 2] 1) . SCL AR s 46 T 1T
DS AN [ 358 PR R FE 3R AT 5 — A AN S 05— Ak, B
I LE AR I ANH AL 55 A8 8 AN TG BATA H bRk
(1) CLFRICRE A K s, A LA AR 0 58 B B A .
R Gn ] ff e A0 e XOCERAFAIE J& SCL J5 v 3 H 1)
M HLFRATT AN S0 T OC B e AiE %) f 28 S B 2 2] Pk
REMIFE IR, T Ah, FERFAE AL BE (BT 23 S TH 25 1)
W BT IR AR S0 — X RF I, TSR A 8 6 By
HE RN A S S AE B AT A AT XS PRk B8, Tt — D4
i 2 T RE.
3.3 HMFERTEBEENEI X

BT 4 T AL s 8 B 38 B 2 ) v e oy 32 82
Ry Ay > J7v5, Sebr b, DRI YE A AT
8 7338 73 M S T LA TR A 3R s 8 3E N 2 2T
73 2 LA R FR 88 5 3 Y 5 S S AR SCA
el b, Dai %0520 BL T W RIS 3 8 & Ny 12
X SCATEAT 4. 3 ] 7 SCA P LR SR R A
FUAH I B 1] SR A%, AR MR A 1) SR AR SC A BEAT
SCARRFAE SR RAG RN AR KGR, A A B T
IIATANIA], AEE AT DL A (5 BORBEAT P F) 52K,
X RIAE BN RERE. HRRIEEAN D,
AT A% 3 AR AR BT B R IIE S, AR5 9
JEENAL D, 73 3 HH NI FE T SRR AE MRS T 1] ¢
LSRR, RV IA S R, AR i ) 2
FAFREE T AR, R 3 s,

YEH L P AR AR s 8 1 T N2 S R VR
—, Pan Z5B3 FEITR 5 S R T AR BRI A 2
77, it MMDE (Maximum mean discrepancy
embedding) 77145 1 2 i KL 22140, >R
Z I o A 2 5. {2 MMDE J5 v vk S #E A

BRI, NIRPIX— ) 8, Pan S50B54 B 5 AR
H TIE# 73 53 M7 (Transfer component analysis,
TCA), TCA RefigfEA R 2 > LT B 7 i, R
Jo FH X BEAT S 73 oK BT A TR, A1 2 ) TP AN [R]
FRAREAS B AT AH ) SRR I 1R 70 A, SR im0 X e e A gk
1752] . HAR U2 MMDE ()8, HE A H e
RIS IO

UEIEEES
i5E 5N A A
G ) D,

ESX 2 Hehragtheis
B3 S TICA R FHIENF

Fig.3 Domain adaptation learning based on co-clustering

4 ETHEMSYSBNBAENFS

ST RFIE AN S HO0 R IR B 3G N > S BT
(RIS e 3 2 2 AT AR 22 (R 3L, (O 3k
AEANZH000 fift (0 5 3 2 30 AN [R) 2 AR AE X6
R RIS 2 5 (1 AR B 5 5, LA R B g e e A
BOUSH R WSy 1) S R RRIEERS AL
2) BT RIS X TR AT 2
B i 1K 535 2 A P B 38 A > ) AU o) — 2R A
ROk BT RN S Jo i 0 Bk A 3 e 2] B
AT 3G )RR R 2 Koy i P R 5K, 3R Ik
ORI BEAT 5 AR B A7 A BT KRR B (1 R A R,
FURE B R R AR 2 s I 2 I Y 53 2 s BT 24
I SRR SO O AT SRR, <k
PSR, I S X S

4.1 43EEHGE

FIE SR #1772 (Feature duplication) g Daumé
P 0] O AR AR AT S I, WS
(R AEADI) E e T R A R R R R AR A B, T SR 54
AT X =R, AL RHE S HE A2
ISR x = R MU ¢ 0 X — x M
G 2 X — x F3 A UEIER H BR I SR 26 i N 4 TR
B 18 iy N A [A]RSS pR B, 8 LA

¢s (x) = (z,2,0)
or ((L‘) = ((II,O,(L‘)

P L T (2,2, 0) (055 1 04 R
U E BRI SEAT R, 5 2 T F0r s R4S TR G
53 0k H AR SRR AL, R KA T H bR
B, B Ad S5 Tk 0. MR, B4 H R TR
1% r WHHEIFRF N (2:,0,3,).
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15 Y 7 0 A A b R A8 L sk
(R AF—ANFAE 2, FSTLUSEH, 78 H AR b i i
CURRIRRED]. 8 7 (e A BEAT 52 50, 3l i B Mk
Ly JEHUAF BT REA L 40 B AL . LA
TR A we P R AR AIE 1 4 A
i) i 2 A0, wo Sk ST REE AT AR AE (1) ) S A
R 2 A, w, H SR w, T
13wyl + lws — w||* + [[wr —w,||* BMME, 7
SR RS ) B wg A we. BT 2RI we
Rl wy, FILIX AL (lws — we||* 1077 2102 5k
LT

Sk T SRR S 8 A S RO T R,
W HE S AR 1) R R R . R
HEAT AEZE Pk s et 1) RKHS 25 ), SR H b8
(RE IR H ) 2 WL RO K+ X x X — R,
o(x)), WA 5 FEATE RKHS P K 5%
GREAYE RKHS Hili% K %R N

R (a2, = 4 2K @ozg), ARG
TR (o), BRSCARRRE

(18)

XK RKHS R 2K FAH [R]85 FE A 1 A ARLRE A2 K
F A [ 3 FE AR AR AL TP 5. Daumé $& H 13X
sk B & 22 2 T A TR BTS00 ok
OGeneral + Ospecials TEM1, Oceneral 72 H ARIBFIJEIEIL
IS O peciar 7= BEMIPTRFA IR 240

TV R VRS Ty S H G TR o] Y,
AR 254y, (222 ) M ae i T H ARk il 25
FEG AN, IX BSR4 — e B 1 H ARkl
GBI 2 5302 b REE T EEANE TR
FHE AR IR AT R AN A [REAH BOCHE I 2 2], HOAS
Aedh e 2 2 /N FIE N %4 3] . Blitzer S5 i Y3
T A 355 1 28 56 LB 100 v A A e /N, R X R Y
PV IR AT T 04T
4.2 BRESESBIBBEENFS

FHRFAE S 5 V5 B 3 AW 55— FF, ZAT4 2 FF
i L (Support vector machine, SVM) 2% 3] th /&
FIRAR 1) SVM B 05 i oh “Ilre A A A 2 4K
+ BRI SE IR, AR A I SR 2
AT SR, AT 2557 2 5 1 A 38 N 2 2 (R X e T
S 1O N 2 3] a0 H AR AT 45 AT E L 2
1M 24T 252 S A H 2 AT 55 2 8 FAH 05 B ek
A RAMES 22 2 ERE, SEbs b, Wi es HAx
AT 55 W AR K I R BUR A A B bR et 2: >,
XN 2 AE 45 2 2] ] DUE R VR B 2% ). Bl

S AR I Y 2 3 1 A AT 552 2 St A5 2
(1), DRI 24T 5527 2] B SR S R A R AL

BB IR TS5 7 K fs = ws -z,
BRI =S ECN ws, HHN I H AR ) 24
Howp. FIEA ne ANCOARRFES], HARRAE npe A
CR IR (D).

RS S we M H RSB S5 wr 5
NI wg = wy +vg, wp = wo + V. Wy I
WAL ERT SR, vg Ml op NIBEFE IR, £
{55252 S R N MES R —MES% ¢ € {1,
2, -+, N} Bysm it s B & N2y > O B
L4 F0 HARSAT S5, Bt € {S, T}, Kt H br ki %
T B YR IAT 25 A H AR AT 55 BEAT AL, Bi S 4
3 AR 1 3T 8 2% 3 Tl i

min J('woﬂvnéit): Z thi+

wo,V¢,8; -
0e i te{s,T} i=1

>\1 2 2
§*§:H%H+MMM
te{S, T}
s.t. Y (’U)O + 'Ui) Ty 2 1-— éti’
£,>0, te{S T}

Wk F IR AR A ) K g eT LLIR I A3 2 2 50w, vs,
vr.

AN, 152 ZAT 4527 ) Bk ] LN S 500y i
5 CSCHE Sk AH N TR 3 N 2 ) SR 4 Sk
[36] w3 e R ) v AR AT 55 2 S B
MT-IVM. SCiik [37) $&H 150 2 DU 2% ) L STk
[38] F& H 1 Jed 3B IASUAR AL 2 3] 46 ) axX S8 75 VAR A
O3 JG T LUE AR RS T2 803 B 18 B2 3] B

5 SR EERSES

5 SE B N o 380 E @ A ) IR A — s U R
Y5 — B BRI L, R e L2 - 2 H
BRI N 2 5 ) R SR e 8 49 3 M A R Y
BRI — B AR S Sk, LT RS I et B ey
PN 2 I - 2 HARRI RSO0, D g ok X Ao o
Nz W2 - 22 HPRIE I Y i) e ) S B
DAy B — B H bR ) B RO O £
Pk — 2 H RO, A ok 22 Y5 A 3 N
2RI TR R 00 O =R 1) F P Gl R 5
(Prelearned classifiers) % >J [ J772%; 2) FFEiE AL
Tiik; 3) BT RGBT 7. dn R Aehg S
P22 Y5 — B H BRI A N ), W] T 2
Y5 - 2 HARS 27 > PRI P A A 100 AT LA O
DR S 20 Y5 — PR BRI 0 T FR2 > f) REL

(19)
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ERTHE 1~ 3 AL R AE T A2 Tl I 254
PIEAT B A AR H ARSI T 24 30, AR i
JTE 1A AP 0 e RO A T I 55 T3 2
FERE A AN T H bdslsr >0 1 IE AL LA T AL
Ay, A5 BAHD I WA 5k 3 WA R
S PERBE, e A AN YRR ) H AR R AL
2 [H) (B AL T 23 ), AR R R R AR H AR
BRI (R BEAT AL (1 W O ), K Sl —
HbRId™ e o 225 — 22 H bRilor I I DL
5.1 ETIREF R RAEESHTTE

LTS i) o B A R 3R 1 3 Y A 2 O VR
Ly HARE CAR RG], R8T p MR, DY
= {(=T,y7), -, (&l ,yT)} T HARIM CAr iR
FEA, DT = (2 .. 2T} %o FRRL T i A
FRIREEBL, f7 Fon Hossldi b s DS = {(=7",
yfi)v T (.’l:f;,yi;)} EH S; € {1727"' >p} N
) CAR R, £ RoRH S, ANVRIIR ) i 2L
I HARGE £5° a7 RA i sk AR IRFE 73 2.

BE TR O 2] 70 A 1 22 U5 I Y A 2 Y
B0 AR St RN ) AR TR 2 2 45 5
PRI o S ek f5, S € {1,--- , p}, XA
PSR 73 A e — MU, d e AL &5 43 21 H
B3 ) 5 e 5 f 7

(@)= Z’Vsifs" (@) +Af(z)  (20)

Heh, Af () MHRERE, i H bR ChR RG] DT
FRF), F T bR O AR SR B bk ) e
BISEI, v, € [0, 1] U5t B 40 ) o8 B AT,
By s =1

L AL MR AL AT o (-), H5E 151 T B % bR
Bh k() = (6(),6() MR, $hahm ik
Af(x) TUFRRN Af() = Y0, ol y k(=] 2).
B IR M BR B 5 () = SO0 oy lik(x,
), PRIE H bR 5] 6 5

P ns,
ff@) = s ) afyik (2], z) +
i=1 j=1

> alylk (z] x) (21)
j=1

Horr, o s Sy MEBRIH § A CAR IR &
5, af O EAREE § A ORI R
XPINAS AL B B A N A A A [ U Y
DGR B0 2 I B I 2 ST ORI, BN TG
i RE N S PR YN R R e S IR i L E|

PRI A A I AR bR PR BIAE S, ASRETE 20 R ]
FITAT QA BORAL T F AR 0 50 e . A 1
S VASR Kb 9N R LB S R R PAIIE 4 € R IO R A E B
N5 SRR B T K2 A e 3k, et —
A H AR 6 1R B BEAT B 1 o). il 5|
NS 2] L R 2 AP H B A TR R 0
XL 752 0 BR AT AL 555 bR T2 54
A R BOE R, AEBUE AL T, AT LUK
225 TSR A s N2 21040 53 oy R 2 5 4 3 1 2 3
|:P[39]‘

52 ETFEMLIMABSHIAE

BT IE WAL J5 2R DAML () H & fU AR
(] ARy, B8 2 G V2 0 1 AP TR 1 3 72 2]
i) 526 A4 e A A ) R AL A1 3 2 21 1) 0 0 A
DA AR T H by >3 1) 1 A AT
IRCER A, A5 0 AH R (9 T U0 R, 39 T 2P 5k —
BPL A 7R 1 3 2 ) A 2 e —
2 H AR 5T I3 F 8 27 20 ) . R TR B
18— 26 AR DAML HEATIX 5, H 2 EE - £ H
BRI S350 (R IE WA IR 2 Sy 45 TE T A 3t
Ik,

ASLIE U 7 AR X ) 5 e B85 %,
B3 T AL By B ARAEZE S A, KR E WAL U5 8 e
5 76 43 FH H AR R AR IRREBIE B, @i 2 A E
VA TR 2L 5 IR, vl LAAS B0 A RS 6 7 22 D5 1
TENAE IR B bR, B p AN, DT
= {(z,y7), -, (2L ,yT) } £ HFREH ChR R
A, DI = {z? |, - & } Fom Hbssih ik
FRUVEES, f7 2om H bkl th el 8. 20 U500 1 3
7 2 AR R

min € (F7) + A (F7) + 200 (F7) (22

For, Q(f7) T HARHD s fT 2R
IE NI Qp (f7) 2 H bssOH & e 7 kT
H brssk CAR IR D 9453 5% bR B0 1E LTI, 1%
HARRECH 1 Q(f7) R Qp (f7) SHEE -5 H
brd DAML i = AR T2 — 20, (HoE 44 Ik
W4k 7725 DAML f X 54E T IEMAIT Qp (f7).
Qp(f7) TR Z ANV WAL I & AL, Jl
NI 1E AR T RT DL S BB D WA 1Y) 22 - 22 H
(INCRE WS PrifivAs Sod e R L Vi Il

- 1 p nr - o
W () =5 7% D (FF-F) =
s=1 i=n;+1
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2

fo—fo

1 p
2;% (23)
/E\:E'ja sz = fT(z;F)a fz‘s = fs(va)a (&S {nl +1,--
nel; W FL = [f7 - fE T R HbRERRR
TUREAD 0 0 bR AR, Tt f = (S, ST
Feo H AR bR PR B ZE S0 50 5 5 £S T o
.

5 DAML —HE, 17 LU A [ 035125 5 S0k %
AR ENGIR Q (FT), Wi ST 455k 5 R
BESUR BB I TR E R R T %
T HBRS CRR RG] DT 5, IEMALIR Q, (f7)
W QL (fT) = S0 (fF =yl

R, BUE HAREH R RN T (x)
= wl¢(z), IENALTIEN Q(fT) = ||w?] /2, Bk
IS TENATT R Qa(FT), W2 U5 — 2 H bR ik 1IE
2% 3 % (A 2 >3 50 g

N YR 2
0 357 7 -y +

i=1

A P ny
T > (- e

S=1 i=n;+1

P 1, 25 P08 — B b d 1 3 2 > 0 1 A 7
7 2 I

“l

min |
T

: 9 +CZ(§‘+§:)+

5.3 ETREFEERILNEINSE

ST PR BB 10 5 S D iR RERE SEBLE
ORI E TG N2 3T, 0 H bR b oA AT E AR
PREB, P B H AR SRR R K Al ik
FAEVE BRI B0 R 15 ). e I TR
- PR ABCBE B U H ARk 3], RIE YR Z
P B 3G A

e AR A= PEAVAS S W R Py HE LA SR AR T Wil
PR F) Grassmann FJE T RIPIA i, AR5 EEAL
DM £, o 00 b AT A A5 A N P v )
TR ). e R SRAT AU 1 5 5 31K 28 12 ]
IS HAREREBIBEAT 20 2RISR, B 4 it 2 iR
.

et R

Source domain Source domain

Kl 4 Grassmann B4 RE R

Fig.4 Grassmann manifold learning sketch

A Xo = {&5)1° AR CARRER, Xp =
(&7} Sk B ARECRARIRPED, S, 1 S, h Xg H
X WA, MR o), ¢ € [0,1] &
I IR R R, B KRR ¢ R4 T SR A M 2 L
ARTF o b 1) 72 6. U5 DR RRE ) 28 7E i e
TR S AL R ) i S| T CbR
TREG B3 1 A OB B X = (25 25, -
), M T LA B A B Y, R A
(1532648 D(X],Y)). sefa H D(X],Y])) X H BRI
PEGIBERS 1 AT 40 AR,

P E 2 PRI, B K, AR K,
A EFRIR, A 90 AR TR ) Sh1, Shay e, S,
DL A H AR 23 18] Say, San, - -+ 5 Soxey, SR G VHHLYE
S A Sy A E bR I Se, AR
J5 3k v A FR R T

6 WMBENFIEIES

B & N S BRI R B 1) ST
AIRENE, B AL AT A S5 A AT AT BE S B T
25 2) WA, WA SN ) SRS
R SRS R AN R R AR T N A )
FEVE AR, R VINZRBEAS T A AN A A 23 A5 2 8] 474
(K “ZE” MOA “HRah”, it sk “sh”, el H
FRIRI A 205 3) S ST I GEvh Al vk — B0k, 30 E & M
) A NAL R AT e D IR A S, RAT R AT fELs
MIZALREST, SCBLR/DRIRZE B

6.1 HBEMFIRIA RN

T AL MR LA B A RE S NS H BRI AT R 27
R SN ) T e A R . Ho, Ay
IBURIEE ST RE T PRI H ARk i AR S L Sk B
W27 2 (R 22 B o3 M AN 2 2 A 55 1A 56 B8 A R DY
AR S Wi 238 38 N2 ST R AT RERE, IR ANREAR 4F
o AR BRI ] AN B S IRAT R Rk TR
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VP22 SRS 38 B 27 >0 AT kAT 1 43 A
SCHR [40] $Hh 738 H & R A 2] AN AT eI B, JF
R T AR L A T AR T, TR 1, YR
0 H BRI K M2 7 A1 22 ) AT — 5 R R AR AU
XIS 2, AAAER — S B BB R R, ok T
HH FRIRAAT BN AL V5 22, W RN 2R 1
sl 2 IR — 4%, B R I AN 2 Al ik 1 R
B 2, A ATAT Rl 15 3 Y 2% 3] S A0 2 AN W] S B
[¥). Ben-David S57ESCHR [41] HPishie 730 A& M 2%
MR (Hardness) I8, fEV R #IEB R T,
U R H BRI LIRS 560 AR, AN e AR TR AR
FIE N2 ] A Rk, X T A ETE
BB A ARSI BLAT 280 H b el 1938 1 27 >) T S R
RAKA T IEBRR. SCHR [42] VRIS T 380 1 IE B
SOOI R ZE S, JEHR O T AN TR PRk 190 8 2 ) B
V25, VARSI R A B (0 1Y 0 A — € Re g 2 )
JAN=_\

TN TP ST R D YRR H BRI A DG
Ph 38T Y 2 35 2 R 2 ST 55 1 S 50 A R Y
ANTT TGS A58 38 N PR AT 2 ) PEREAT B 40 A

1) S IHLI2E 2 BE ST 2 ST PR 2 RE 2 )
WT BE 70 H AR BT 2 ST ISR R 3R 22— X Tk
F 3G N 2% 2], i SR A5 20 1K 27 ST LK 27 2] e
72, MR TN ek [ 38 B o) REUBEAT 2 ) I B i
JV2F SJRLIR A7 2] g 0 ) e LR

EX 6 (FIMBIFESIEEN). £ m HEECHR
AN, n i HARECRARIRFEGIAN B, e F16 0
RIS, b X — Y N RS2 5 iR 4L
W h=Jt# (Ds, Dr, fr) F%4, b Dg #il Dy
I3 99 A VSR R O3 A R H AR o A, fr s X —
Y N EERE AR, A (e, 6,m,n) AR EIE N A
WL XV (Ds, Dr, fr) € W, 2Pl % @
A2 S AF BN 53 KRB EL B () AT 1 -0
FIBERIAL: Powp, (h(x) # fr(x)) < e, MFRES]
Bl A(e, 6, m, n) REMSARLR W S [0 15 38 B ) 7.

2) YEIORT H AR KA S YR H sk i) A
SRR B 3G N2 2] R AT SR b — v ).
1115 5 W02, G SR A ) Y5 A AT A DG Ik
KFR, M2 10 I Y5 AN e S IR H AR ) 2% 21 19,
D DG ¥ S IR 1 N 2 ) AT I 3 R A 3] R K
S IR a2 ZBOR VSR A 355 PR AR S P AT A7 280
B, QR R NN G I, R TR Sl AL
TR v, S EUR B IE A 2] RN H A
FHADLRE 5 9 A7 AR BB . A B BSAE, JX LU i)
b el 15 A 2] B SE R RS 6.3 71 TP CE D T
A mitie.

3) Bl I A ST IR 2R 8 I A ) A A
A BAR 7 SR ZE A, BRI R E T AT LA o =
B DU-Hii % (Bayes error) . ML 2 (Approx-
imation error). flitti% % (Estimation error), XJJ*
BESE N AE M, B HEE &SRR i
2% 2% (Distribution discrepancy error). 1F & H
T3 A R 2 AT AL, AR A N A 2]
RIBLE 7 > AR KR 22 53, 8l B 0 o > o AR
BRI BN BEALAOGH A0S H AR B A BN AL TR ZE,
0 23 [ S A 0 SR ] B e B AT de /N T B v
W22, A WA BEORUE I 18 WY 27 ) 1SR A R AR i
s AT KA, BT RAE RS T 0T, BN
REM SN [ 2 N 2 >

4) AR R SRR AP B & N >,
FXS H bR B A 2% 1 Se 0 R, BRI H bR
Sl FLAT AR iR AR S (1) am ks A2 AR BT AR AR ),
PIAS e PRUEI 8 27 ) BT vk, SBAN R 27 )
Ty 55 B O R 2 20 il S S8 56 A RS AN R,
DA 3) Dy, sl 0 N 2 ) o SRR ek B H
IRARAE 1Z AR B8 BN AN H el [7] I B A e
it R 22, DRI UM A0 2005 A2 3K 8 S 30 B e A i S Bk
EpEiNA=S]
6.2 WHEIENF SIS EMEER

BOEFEAZ AN Z = X x Y, A0 X X
Gk K, #5y, W X = Ul X Bl s Y kigy
KK, 5y, WX = Ul Y RN Z K5y
M K i, K = K, x K,,. 7745 D KI5 R4
N X =Y, BFRREESE H PSR
Bidhh: X -Y. ZERERE b EFEAN 2 =
(z,y) WHRRBACH L(h,2) = L(h(x),y); %
BBRREL b AE70 AT D Lo T I BR A f kR
Bl A Lp(h, f) = Egop[l(h(z), f(x))]; WK
%M Lp(h) = E@y~oll(h(z),y)].

SRS R TE B 50 B Xu A1 Mannor!®3! $2 1H
S BRI SR

EX 7. HEAAE Z af LRI K ASAHAZ
T ACHE,, S1 AN D R4S 1 E bR IR FE
KA, s € 51 NS THERIIFEAL, Wik s €
Cr, k€ {1,2,-- K}, X[ TR 2z € C), #BiH AL
l(h,8) — U(h,2)| <e, MIFRED AL (K, e) 1
BTESIE.

RGN TR E X

EX 8. Lo WEWEY ={y, -,y } EH
Mo A0, v, B30 o BIEERIAN oV, FR KR
BIBERANC R oY WRVy, €Y, 0 fip Mo
W2 p? <o+ AoV H p*">0" (1= N), At
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p N5 o NI, e p e X(o).

TS IE R 2 2 b, T s H AR S8 2
oy A AR, S BN ZRREGFII R 23 A A2
WA Y I 2 i 4SS AR AR AN IE T H b I ) A
2.l O N A S R B R I R R A > SRVE
SR A O ) RRURRRE B, A mT DA A Ak v 2 2 B
(P2 AT S A —Fh 7 v, 30A I8 N 2 2 VA I
ek PEAN J7 i 404 A 3K (Input domain) X X434
A X, 38 IS N A ) ) B AR BN O AR
) DX 3 e 27 S SR B UK R BOHE B AT A A R AR
72, BV IORT H AR o A R B, R
) 73 DA PR 23 A1 R H AR O A 2 N 1T RS
(A-shift) &R, X TR A& — ML S YR H AR 38
AR ) 535, I N ITR KA o B AR bR 28 2
2Tl A B S R A 2] 1 B bRz AR 22
Ft. Fe B RN, RS A ) I R R R
WA H bR AR R AL “Psh”, 1XE — i
BCER) Pl A XA

Mansour S5 3CHR [44] TPERH T IE HENY AF 2
(1) B s i) R 0 R 0T A RS SR s e
RO AT AR AT, I HAT IR/ Ly Yo g ey, i
b N B AT LLAS B H BRI SIPLRIZ A 5, S5
SRR ) 20 0 R 1 22 55 E bR R B R X 1
WRARAE D, b A SRS R (w22 B0 59 R v 4R ok
P53 MR 2653 A A AL FE FEE 1 bR 4.

DI R A B A 28 B ST /6. 7 (I DD LT = % N
LS = {(xiyyi)}i:17u~7m7 H bR 53 A Dr NS
WURREBIE N T = {z;},_, . BT TS S
P OARIRFEARLSE S S, PRt an SR8 1 0 Y 27 > ik
Wi (K, e) W&, WSHEEREmE h XTI
FATBUR [Lpg (h, fs)| (BUIE#R) FSH R
PR h T RIESEA S AR |Ls (h, fs)| (N5
R) AW KA&:

|LDS (hv fS) _LS (h, fS)| <e+

J 2Kln2+21n%
M 26
5] (26)

Horh, S| A REASE S REA NS, o MG
EE Rk £ D P @ APIE Bt L SR VEPI TN
AL (0 LS S0 L, 5% | L, (b, fs)| B | Ls(h,
F)| 43 I I 43 A1 10 B AP R RN B0 45 2K, £ T
A BB RBUR K R,

I A 8 2 3 S S bR ST,
BB H BRI A S, R R S R
#i Dg F1E ARG Dy A FBATL, [T

B D A Dy W2 N TERASE, TBAAER (26)
AL S R IR 45 Z = X x Y
RN H K = K, x K, MK T4, 0 T8
b Xoo i€ {1, Kb, R L 2 T B
S (K, €) FHEME, W% 2% (50 00 M0 9568 1 09 5
%

2K1n2+21n%
Lp,(h)<e+ M +

n

S Pr (X B (h, X)) (27)

o, n Sk HARECR RN S 1 (h, X0) M
SEBRRECH h MR PR X, FlEE
Bk, Pr(X;) AKX X, 76 H AR _EROMER. RS
— 30 S Pr (X)) 1Y (B, X) AT LA 5 OB SR
&S = {(wyi) ey .. FEBREAR YLD T =
{w;},_y, WA

KA BT A A0 58, 13 I () e P 2 4 43 A 2 I
(EEBIE N B, M SRR b R
STEE AR R R 22 06 B R 10 6 R, 453 AR S0 99 2848
RBNZ AT, FE R —1eh, SO G54 BRI,
28 4 EhRE A543 31 1 20 50 0 2k R HORT A S8 00 2
R G ER, IE5 514y BRI [ 158 22
6.3 1HEIEN S MG ET— Bt

TERENS (RAE RS B AR IEAT 2% S IR0 )5, Y —
TR ) S0 AT A 10 R 2 X, XA
FER T 25k (R YRR I ol 0 RO .3 A 3 i A 9
WAJFURUE SR, 19 38 I 2 3] S0 LA A BRI 22 T,
e O v UL R T 9 5 22 Sk Bk 38 1 2% T 1
BT — BT B 49T

556.3.1 WAL 6.3.2 15 Bl 1 A
(P BB A4y BE B (L) BU%) A A BE (H
), R4 H ok ST £ b 48 00 25 2 R
WL BT R E B &R 2 5T, BAR T AR AR IE
1) AT IR REAR, AR I AR S 1 B S A0 A, 3
I S5 /N A L il S0 B 22 RS 2 S A Mk, T
TS 1 3 A 2 R A AR B 4 R A5
ZERHAT AU . XX — ) 8, 26 6.3.3 T FIER 6.3.4
WIS T A B R V) 2 sk . A Sk A
LR Z AR I AL I R = R BRI
6.3.5 117 %8 TP AR 14 3 A ST 15 25 AT
TOMNT, W8 T AU A AR TE A5 R 16 H A
ST 1 2 R IR 2 B 25 T 2R

BRREGI 210l X € R, e (Ds, fs),
HEs33CH (Dr, fr), e (520 0550



1590 H ]|

¥ {1

40 %

fr X —{0,1}, I HARHE fs, fr 200 A0 H AR
Il 4 e K, T A VREOS R ER H TP S 5 R BeR
Hoh: X — {01}, WIEMERER T es(h, fs) =
Eops[[h(@) — fs(@)]].
6.3.1 THEH (L' #8E) THIRER

BUGE D D' AR 31, B o3 AT D AN
D' Efmar 54, dn RAE AR 7 B R RS dy (D, D)
= 2suppcp [pp[B] — pp[B]| (L' %) KA H AR
W I3 A 1) 22 S RE R, MIAERBE R 2 B 1 1 H Bl
W R E er(h) EFN

er (h) <eg(h)+dy (Ds,Dr) +

min{Ep, [|fs(z) — fr(z)],

Ep, [|fs(@) — fr(2)[]} (28)

ZARZES T, 1 TSR AL b T IR
SR ZE AL, BB 3 T AR ) ) eR ) 2 S
AR ZE. SR LY SRS TR 2 S AN G S 1
AR REEAR IGO0 N ANREAS 2 LY 8O B R Ak
THE, DRt sl e M A Al 8 H bdaaze 22 5 Hak
M1 L SR A v SR 1 a5/ ER S (Supre-
mum) P&, BTSRRI 22 EAL, BrbAgs
(PR 25 Al T LA AR ST
6.32 ABE (H#HE) THIRER

BF X6 A% 4y B (AN /2, Ben-David $#2H H A
PR REMNAMES MW, JFa T AR
B ESR, T E X AWBENA da(D,D'") =
2sup ey |[PrplAl — P [All, A 3 H R
PR R 2, WM E] H BN dy(D, D) =
2suppep |Prp [1(D)] = Prp, [I(R)]], 3 I(R) 5%
s h € H (WS, WS z € I(h), W h(z)
=1. 0T Vh, b € HARKREL, & SONFRZR B
W HAH %3 g€ HAH < g(x) = h(z) ® I (z), X
B o gamEisfE. —1ge HAH #ox H 1
PR b AR AN —BU RS, I Ds A1 H AR
Dy WX FZEEN dyan(Ds, Dr) = 25upy, ey
|Ponpslh(z) # W(@)] — Ponp,[h(z) # W (2)]]. AL
HH %ok 5 2 AN [R] M 28 0 A 1 B B, e
Ver(h), 36, UED 1 -6 (IEEXH h € H
DA AN

1~
Er (h) < 8S(h) + EdHAH(U;SW UT) +

2
\l 2dlog(2m’) + log(=)
4 )

m/

+A O (29)

2 H AU NI H AR R Z W B er(h) 1 L

G Moh g RE®ASN H O VC 4E4i 5, Us, Up
&G R NI D FH AR Dr AN R m! 1
ARARVREG (I REAR BRI B3, dpran Do FR
ZHBEMEKANTE, A = e5 (hx) + ep (hx), HH hx
= argmin,cg€s (h) + e (h) AMFHERZE T/
AR k. H BUZ R T LY fUR A 2 AL,
A H ST LA IRIFEA T B R, JL0o8 T
fEB &R H, H BUE R ZE R A B L
HURERZE T, 13 B 2 TR

Wik A PR REREAT R0 B R IRIEOR H ARk oy
AR, TIK A BE RN T S5 o H bR )
Wi B 2088 2 BRI 2] 5, JF 4 HAH I 3
[ 2 ) A AR 22
6.3.3 HiRiE — BEMMIMNESFEIRER

BE H j& VC 4450k d e, S =
(Sr,Ss) AT m A CARIRFEGI I FEALE, o
Sr kA BEE Dy (1) Bm A ShsIREEGIE (8 18
WAR/N), Sg Ak AV Ds 1) (1 — 8)m A B hs
WG, Us, Ur IAECh m/ BIRbREFEB R
AREE, 2 SIAE S R B H AR IR 7 er(h) B
AN B RR . R B A H AR B R 22 AN 2
PRARR R, 2 R VAT H bR 20 5 1) R
Z# €4(h) = aep(h) + (1 — a)es(h) 1ENH/NMEH
PR, o € [0,1] MU G AR IRZER E,(h) =
oér(h) + (1 — a)és(h), h € H RAH4H 44557
Eo(h) /DR R AL, Ry = mingeper(h) 21 H
PRIBORZE B /NI BB B R R B RR B B %
T HARE K WIE R IE er(h) 5 b 52T H AR
PRI e (b)) WIKFR. W T Ver(h), 36, LLEb 1
— & WX h € H UL R AT

2 (1-o)

6T<E>§5T(h})+4%+ 5

2dlog (2 (m + 1)) + 2log (8>

X

0

+
m

1 4
2(1 —Oé) X {QdHAH (Us,UT) +

8
2dlog (2m') 4+ log | =
4 <5> +>\} (30)

m/

5 3ot AR 9 v, T A0k U5 16494 A
S P49 A B A7 2 0 7 B, 7550 B DR 0 I A
SRR, M o = 0 (HIZ20% H BRSO I, ot
(30) &4zt (29) M EBRIOZRARZ M, 2 o
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= 1 I, 3 (30) WAz AR H brsdli ot = > ik 22
FUTE. 2 X =0 I, 50 (30) XPREAK AN me (A8
(EREECEIEAONIIE S X

g (30) (B o, R bR iR 2 RN
HRT o HIpREL:

fla )2BJ <a2+(1_a)2)+2(1—a)A

3 1-8

(31)

Sob, A = {Mdyan (Us, Up) + 4y 22080 ee(E)
+ A} WUEECR H bR B A R, B =
9 %2 (117022 " \/leog(Q(er;))JrQlog( 5 -

R )5 Je b, LY /.

4 H AR EAFRREBIAN SR mr = Bm, BREL
FRREBIA SO ms = (1— B)m, D = vVd/A. T
KIS f () 45 mep ms B D W9ESL, o KB
%

1, > D?

a* (my,mg; D) = = (32)
min{1,v}, mey < D?

R S

\/DZ(mermT)fmsmT
mp =0, W a*=0; R mg =0, W a*=1. XU
W14 KA CAR R A BT H AR O PR R A
I, S U0 AL G o ST 4 i ] R4S 1 SR U4
KHEAT 22 3] W IR H AR R A AR R, B A
=0 (8 D — ), A o =3 mEFE,
{5 AL (Uniform weighting) J& FIFEAAE N
WAL B I Gk 2= 5t
6.3.4 ZiFEYE BREMEESEIRER

BT N ADAF PP, X a3 m
ANCFRIRFEE. 5 5 NI S; W (D, f;), JEI
S; A my = Bym DOARIRFEE]. BRI Y o
= (ar, 02, yan), Yooy oy = 1. KSR 5
WIREA S B AR AT AR, ki 45 A
PR 24T 5, 2R T HARRW A 525
BRI X Ea(h) = 3070, agé;(h) = 300, 2 x

D ses, IM@) = fi(@)]. UF/\DUXTEEXT%}# (Palr—
wise divergence) {115 2% J R 4L & BRE H) 158 22
R L HEAT 18

1) BRI iR 2 5

JEOR TBURE PR H AR5 72 536 T 5 18 H R M s
ANVSIRZ ) HAH B, /M H AR P2
FCRE AN W SO B BEAT AT BSOS SR R H b i 2
FBAT 783 A I TR [ G IROG AR

W he H NI a F é.(h) 285N
B RS, b = minge ger(h), T4 HE B % 5%
h KT HRRIO IR % er(h) 15 gy KT HARL
[RIHEEIR 22 e (hs) KA. X T Ver(h), 36, LLE
1 — 5 IR T h € H LA R AR o

Er (ﬁ) <er(hy) +

2J (ZN: ;f) (dlog@n;zn 1og(5)) .

J=1

N
Zaj(zAj +dyan(D;, Dr)) (33)
J=1
Hrp, N = minyey {er (h) +€; (h)}, 6 € (0,1).
2) UL R IR 2 5t
G4 BT (03522 S 6 25 T % B8 H ARIR Dy Fil
WAL A A D, 2R HAH $585, 8% T
AR 2 ) R ST, T4 4 A P A
BB ST AR I e (h) 15 by KT H
BRI R 2 e (B3 (0 F. W T Ver(h), 36,
PLEEAD 1 — 6 SR AT b € H LA RS8R a7

Er (h) <er(hy) +

4\/<dlog (273Zn— log (5)> .

N2
o’
E 2 | + 29, +dyan (Do, Dr)
= i

(34)
HH v, = min, {7 (h) + &4 (h)} = min{er (h) +
S s ()
6.3.5 EEEMMBUBBENFIIRER

T a >0, HFsEEL Dy MR Dg 1) Renyi
HUZ Do, (Dp ||Ds ) 5 H

logQZP ( (ZDal

(35)

Renyi 80 NAE 3, HX TAERE o > 0, 4501
Dy A1 Dg AN, Dy, (Dr |[Ds) = 0. it

D, (Dr||Ds)=

1

Py(z) |°
e
(36)

do (Dr||Ds) = 220r1P) =




1592 H ]|

¥ {1

40 %

TR IR F I R A 2T, OAUE ) w (x)
= Pr(x)/Ps(x), SIS AR 22 J& 1 9
AR ZE TERAG T, 3 sup,w (&) = sup, Pr (z) /
Ps (x) = do (Dr ||Ds) ABURREL, & LEZEN
RO G2 IR B B h € H R IINABLR 224

eull) = > w@) L&) fr(2) (37

Ji H AR N €, (h) = Egop, [L [h, fr]].

WARAUE w () HOAETE, T LASY oy AUE AT TR
A T R .

1) BUEAT L5

YREA AN, B do (D7 ||Ds) < 400 B, id
M =d., (Dy||Ds). WTEEa>1,0>0, 3%
BB ES h € H FREBEMEMBGRE N &, (h), N
%ﬂme@)a@u§¢1_ammzﬁ%ﬁhe
H DU IAEER AT

2M log%
er(h) <é&,(h)+ s T
1—1 2 1
J2FWADTDwaﬂm F—er (h)] log
m
(38)
Ya=1, FAFHN
2M log %
er(h) <é,(h)+ v +
1
2da+1 (DT HDS ) log g
(39)
m

2) BUETL T O

BUETC I, B do (D7 || Ds ) < 400 A
L, WELIER] dy (Dr ||Ds) < +oo A 5. 5E
SCIAEFH R EL f e Pdim (f), RBERREK
h € H T HFEIRZE e (h) =E€r (h (.73) fr (a:)) i}
hees Pdim({er (h),h € H}) = p < co. BAH
SR A & N >R E D DI 1 — 6 WAL

er (h) < &, (h) 4+ 21\/dy (D7 | Dg) x

4
g\lplog%ge—i-logé
m

(40)

7 EBEENFI&HMARER
ARV ZWEITN GO B 3 N2 ST AT TR

MBI, IR TV B 8. AT AR S
SEE - G SRS B B =S5 1 T ERIE .

7.1 BRENRFIRE

20U 2 ) R 2 O F A N A
Z—, Mansour 575 3CHk [45] Hth T 2 ANk
TN 5 355 3 B 2 2 ) 8, R BT o0 s — AN I
o, X AR BRI (1 2H 5 PR RE DR AN AR G SRS
FEAN IR SHEAT 18 24 A INALA 5 P RE AT R AP 25 )
ROR. BOE B 4545 2000 F AR A1 AT B R
MR ZE N e, M8 AU A K043 2 i H bRl sy
AT BT AN 3e 0k 5L

Duan %5460 HUE P PR, A8 A E )
WECARFE T 2 Y B H 3E Y. SVM. 27 S BLRE v
Jiik, Be— vt TR B 1E N2 > (Fast DAM)
F1 Universum 3 [ 1% V22 2] HL (Universum DAM),
IR BN 2 ) st FSEBEL T SVM 4836, SVM
[ J9A1 LS-SVM. fIR: . 4650k [47) 1, Bellet %%
R4 Balcan #2 i FIARIME 2 S HESE, $R 1 T — M
A TT 10 R AL B A5 v 4 0 i e 1 L #5002
I L, Tl B3 N 5 i B A R A S (. Mor-
vant 55181 X Balcan %54 H ¥135 1 38 BV 4% > HE 48
HEAT T 40 e, 5T AL B0 2 B sg a3 0] R I 4tk
IR, HAZor R HOFA € B 2 X el
IESE AT PR e B DU B A 00, PRI
R S K PAESE P AR = IR S A =8 0 S B VA=
i) 7L

Chapelle 25149 48 H ) —Fh 43 241552 ) 5
20T TR B G N A ) R A A AR W T
M m MMESHIREAEE, 2L m A XN
B DA K A A R Sl R ST Rl 5
% (Gradient boosted regression) %% ] m ML 1
SEPEFIREE. AT B 2AT 55 M iR R AR 2] T
A HERS PR TN 45 L. [ I I A SR I A SRy BT L
S AN R S W] ] T S 2 A A R AR R
ZALS 2 E.

LE i 4 SEARIR SR, Sun A1 Grishman®% # ¥k
P 518§ 25 57 (Cross-domain bootstrapping
algorithm). %503k T U5 ] |41 (0 R AR 0k 6 70 22
FIFE RIS, JFBRCA AR R RS, RN eSS
V25 TP AR AT VS I B S ) H B A R
VL B A B E e, FR O T A 2588 7
(1) B S B AR 21— S

Novotney 250U Fis T E WG A A T
#7% (In-domain manual transcription) 1f %t ~ 1
s B & N 7 3%, R AERT R A IE R (Modern
standard Arabic (MSA) models) ¥} Levantine
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i fr fF v T Fig tH Self-training JyEIFANE A4
MSA #ARVEAY Sy Levantine FEAYR) 24 3) | FEx0HR ok
Ty MSA BIBAT Levantine 558 4 22 1) 7 1%
AT TR0

Zhuang 502 B S OCA G FE ), $EH T
AH N (355 A R i vk 7 48, 38 e A P A B — X1
fit (Matrix tri-factorization) K7 \EELF] H br
WA, SRAN T AL G 5 o) AR RS S OSUA S 2K
AN .

SERIRT I 27 2] (SCL) A2 N 380 B MY i 44 TR
iz —. Prettenhofer Fll Steinl®3 4 & T &5 ¥y 5 B
o), R T I A N A ) MG R e S AR A B
h FR G R T ST T AR A S I SR K T, Al
X T AR G 1) A2 43 RN 8 43 2R T7 1%, 3K M 3
2 ) TR R G ZE AT AR W DG

I3 1 3 2 ) rheEs IR SRR H BRI K A
AR5 [RIAS [R] (R IR 000 300 ] DA SR FH R W53 o 250 ) 0
RONIZAE ) 1 50N sl B B, 1) AT 27 2, 6
X, Blitzer 2504 QU PEHAR H T —FhEE T
CHERE & 720 TA) R 15 0 Y 2 ) S0, %07 ) Sk
TH I K H A SR AR AE AT Y5 SRR IE 2E AT A H QTR
AT DUARHE V5 AR I ARG AR TII H AR A (1) S b5
. LR AR BT DAR S S b 5 i R
e M B I 3 N 2 ) T VEAH A

Chen %5055 $2H T —Fi b Y1 Zrdsk 9 3& B (Co-
training for domain adaptation, CODA) %2> J7
. AZITVEREIRAG I H AR IERR AR FRE A I 2
V5N 5 v AR W oS VS EORT AR S 2 23 A 1)
Z5t. IFEE T CODA fE Blitzer 431 12 Fis H
TE N A o) FEAE RO A AR R, AR TR
Hr 1 H Fris B 2% >, CODA LT #f g ik 1) i
Ptk fe.

7.2 AEZRFIRE
Tao 20601 $& HH —Fh gt — 1 1 H 3E M A% 2 >

(Kernel learning for domain adaptation learning,
KLDAL) HEZE, JF4™ eS| 2 A% 27 >) Ak, [F] I £ H
T & A 2] SR I L (KLDAL-SVM)
u—KLDALSSVM. 5%/ - Ffedf [ & N % 2% 5 5
% KLDAL-LSSVM. 5 V¥ 2 T 1% WL 1 32 KF 1)
EHL (W v-SVMBT, TSVMPS| LS-SVMP, DA-
SVMICOT) i JE T d5z /N 359 1 A 22 11 2% >) B3 (n
DTSVMIS| FastDAMI?) #HLL, 1% SJHESE A AT
SEORGRA )2 ) RIS 22 R e

Yang 20631 10 4ol [ 1& N S HEH T — AR
[k 138 7 B 1] JE ML (Adaptive SVM, A-SVM),
V57 > G5 R 1 S T ) il B SsRadE AT 2 5 45 2 AH B Y

Gy RN R AL, SR I LA 1) 23 S8l ok £ 1S 2
L2 ) H AR i R K. Jiang S50 HRAE H
PRI k5T (k-nearest neighbors) KX AN 4 I
B 24058 OB, AR 5 AR 4 E3T I A 452 20 2 4
I D (48 38 B SR ) s L, A T R LA
S ) Gk BTO0N g o) G AR Tz riE
PR v AR 27 2 1tk

Quanz Al Huan65 $2 tH 7—Fh oK 1) b L #E 2Q
2 ) G5, ARSI T 5 ON 1 Ak TR 43 24 T 58 55
KAk, TR sM A 23 A i 2 e /K. St 1 D)
ARG 5 |NSRAfG 7 ) i) BRI EBCRE R 78 23 A7 2R FH U5
I AR VRFE AT H AR R FR VR )45 R4 T 27 >
LA AL R 1 fE B 2 R0 23 (R 08 5 Y S SR ASE 2R
FOREA.

T8 35 2] s B R AR B, R
2338 B AN [R]85 (1) R AE 23 A1 A7 A5 1) 8 25 22 A 0L,
EEFIX — 1) 8, Duan %5060 42 T HOT 8 2 % %
SJHEZE (Domain transfer multiple kernel learning,
DTMKL), HiZ DTMKL F, $fEi% A1 DKMKL
B2 H ) X P A 1) [ AT ORI 7R
Y.

T P9 28 U A A rh i L R O g A R 5%
IVPANAE B, A T R IRAG PP Al R 35 1) 32 08 LA R o
Wi i), Jo A OhlST) S T —Fh 48— 1 2E e dit
BT AEAL: F RS IS B (Aspect and senti-
ment unification model, ASUM). 1% - AN T5 2L
T ARG AR A, A RO AR R T AESRAT I K
PR AR KRG G0 wfel B Zh gk AT #3520 4

Malandrakis 4568) 4 8 Y AL 1 A% B
BT T IO [P B OSCARBLR (Affective text mod-
eling), AHXS T~ 241 H AR TE 55 AL B T7 1HI R 38 B 318 W AR
R, AR R A e b A 0 CVPAS . SCE AL VE AL
(Politeness detection) F1iH % EATM (Frustration
detection) = KA T AF 55 S B0 T S A0 1 30l
g
7.3 KRR

ENS P T EC AE B NVA SR o iU S o
INASERTI keI

1) HARES AL HARE T AP e o &
JNAF 3] BRI N FH (R SR AT sk 2 —. L 25109 Sy
Il 15 3 N A 2T AR EARTE B AL B R S . BOR AN
AT T VR4 RiR.

a) AR TR R R IR 38 B O N2 2] T TR BTN IR]
TERHE A3k [ 5E R 2% 2] 1), Finkel A Manning!™)
FET0 = DU e g, 4t T 40 J= DL Jbr &5 e £ 45k
HIE N 27 2 07325, iRk T CoNLL i fl MUC %l
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¥ {1

40 %

(FIUC L 27 > i) . Chelba Fil Acerol™) JE-F v oG 56
oA, MR Sy /R R, SEEl T R ET H
20T HoBr I 1) #E RS (Capitalization) H 3R
IR — 2% ST 45 1 3G R 2 X)L AT CoNLL Al
MUC ¥(#5 VL, CSPACE AN A B4 %4 #1 MUC
e i) 2= e R, T SRR - SR I 3 Y
22), Arnold 250 2 T — M H M LR &) 2
B Y A ) U7, TR R AR SRR
Stk

b) (Rl Bk R 1K = BRI 43 ) 8 B R
B3 0], Jiang F1 Zhail™) AR S, 4 S A R AE,
PEH T — R P B B & N AR S Uik, R AR
W@ Tk B Th HKs BioCreAtIvE B &£ 814> 0 3 4
F /. Daumé 25 B 4% 25 )R A4 AE & I E
TN 2 ) 7k, K ACE2005 HERHERI R 6 K1
L AE R R AR S 1 B T )L, Glorot
ST AT T KRB SIS FIREAY, R T —FhiR %
S5 R BB AR T A RUE B, SRR R
R IE N2 I TE 2 SCARSE S s F AR R
UFf s 1M Re.

c) TR T B PY AE o )l TRES TR G N
217710, Zeman 1 Resnik[7) J& T4 4F R on i [ 1
P2 STHESE, $EH T — PR R BRI 5 7R 5 IR
SR, SRR IR B R R (8 3 1 R v A A
— AN AR, S TP 2 T N B L 1R TR
fENTUCHAL. Hara 77 ) FH A 28 RHE R HEAT I 5
1145, SEBLT HPSG A7k 430 Bt 21 A= W I 24 A5k 1) 1
A ) Xu 2T R TR, MR IR
TG B, S S T H AR BGE R B S
N2 3] I DL RS P A G 5 O 3T T AH
I SIS R ERAIE.

T [ 35 I () B N F A2 —. Glorot 2571 4
X R RIS SR 8 ) B, 1 T — T G B T R 2
5, LA ) Z A R IE R R, %38k 17 38 W 2
317 VR 6 Ly 3 B A b L 22 P A At
AT AP0 2 2] L i SCEE R IR R85 B 1), Das
A1 SmithB0 32t 7 —Fh 51 18 1 2 B B 3 Y 2
S, RN T SRR L ) S b, LA
e AL Ge (W) FiE S5 R o A 78 10 % ~ 17 %. Blitzer
AEIST] L b ) o N 2 ) N TR B AT ) A 1%
LSS SCL Jr ik b, AT i 2= 98 b T
30 %. {EESIRIE S K5 Bollegala %552 ji it
FE T T PR AE ) AT A, R R S T
P 3Eh 7 AR S T 22 Tl AR o TR SR S )

e) HLas Bl F ) B 7E AL 2% B 1R Ak, Pecina

SEI83] o e AL A% I A 2 AR R A T A PR 4N
IR, $EH T — B M4 tp 3R (Crawl) ks ik
15 BB RN, FEERIT T 5T s I g v BL s B 1P 1
B IE N A 2 U7, TR HR BT RSB SE ) 7 [a) F
. Axelrod ZFE4 $EH T BN H T HARE S 4
PR ) BE TR AL B 4 A S R RE . ORI E AR R
JEAH DG R K AT TR ) 2 v B BORH B 1) ) 1, Jd i
Z RV G IR R EERE AL £, Yook T AN L3
BV IHL, SEIL T AR DL o 1 38 Y 27 >

2) FRFVON: TN T EER AN [F] A KU )
BEEIEATEN, HTARBEEK AR LA ZER
P, DR A FH 25 - 5 A B0 S A R DIk A )1 5
H 541 2548 (Writer independent recognizer)
XPRE ST 55 N8 WS (1 15 B AR FE AR AT T 73 2
B, 7 RS I AR, B AR R B A A (3
TGN )8, Ding AT Jinl®o) S0 50 i 4 S5 8
KRB IE — A ek %L (Modified quadratic dis-
criminant function, MQDF) #& i T ¥ &k MQDF
FIH 5] 488 MQDF. Zhang M1 Liul®% £ 1 7 X%
TR WL (Style transfer mapping, STM), STM
ORHRI ), R R N E KUK IR AR g
h PR Y T3 A R A TS ) PR I (18
SR S “Hbs RAE”, STM il ik K 5 ri 42 e
SR H b s, NI 2 BRI RE AR KRS ()52, ST
KR 25, IeAh STM v LU 2 Moy Ras il gh A,
N T W B T BRI 2 B A 3 3 N 2 2 )
A STM R 5 /b5 H 3 A A R m] S HLAT 2500
HaE N A% ), H STM FON R AR b 475 5 22 46k,
BRI BE 8 PR AP S 4R 7 R AR I S M R 2 8. Aex) T
B AR FE CASIA-OLHWDB - sz5 v, STM
BEME X D7 B CASIA-OLHWDB 523 i 2% v 1 11
3K,

3) PRATA» AT BT 53 B v i o W S B i AR R
2 >0 [l DR O R 1 Y B () N A 2 —.
Faraji-Davar 25870 $2H 7 — R a4 & 408047 N
UM PR 38 N2 2 77325, DAL B BRAAICA Y5k, 1
BRAAIAE A B A e, T8 32 06F P50 ek iE AT 2 Pk e 1k
I I R AR A AR BAE, Al K b s 1 AR & AT
R BRI 43 RS R R AU ATOAE 23 A 0 v (1) 988 1 o
2% 3] 1) L, Duan 250881 58 3 5/ b 45 0 XU o6 5
R oA 22, P T — Mo s ez 2= 21 5k, I
X TRECVID A 4R 5B T R 4F (5l ).

4) AR ZRHT W HEF R BOR SCARR R
RO E B S5, WA HLds & 2] B AR HET 1A
R BAG T2 N H, A2 R o I R 2 3 T
B2, Duh M Kirchhoff®) I [ 18 v 2%
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SR RE, R e A S AR B A P i 3, B
T SCAKE R 2 I B P 7% (Semi-supervised
ranking for document retrieval), IX X} [ i 3 2
WM A 5 B2 A S A T Al Bl R 5] 5
I FH AU, AN [ 8 75 AN ) 10 e A 28 LA OR e B
R AR P PR R, T RO e A S Sl 37— R )
FEFP AL 2 AR 2 I 2 D0 H). B0 R A AR
JPRERL O N A 2] 1), Geng %519 $EH T HEE
&N SCRE I AL (RA-SVM), Jf BLEdE 48 TD2003
£ TD2004 A SLIAEAEAT T 5L w2 9250 56
E.

8 HAENEAENFER BB EARRNERE
%

AT LA, FE A R 3 38 N 2 S AT T —
RIBIFFEE . B Gt T ) 0 IS ARy 3 5 3 7 2 > A
BRI K e (K A TG A% SVML 2% 291981 4 {1
SEIBAFAERL 2 W A 2 K WP ST, Qs 1 3
VB UK BE o A« BEE P RIS 255 2T
(K13 53 27 > RIS T € WP et g, (R
DySRATAEAR 22 i o fif R (D[] AL THDH 45 5 [ Py b
[ 5 S (R e, AR IE AR R IR
A Bl R BRI kit . NLP W98 7 48
FRY T R DY DA T, X6 4 i 4k 19 3 1 5 2] HR BT A A
(R ) FREAT T S AN E, IR 45 4k B aE Y 5 2T 1
I FEHEH X R EERE— D TTIRIS [K N 45 h
T A BAL R TIEIA E

8.1 HFETHFA{ERIZ o] 7R

R 15 3E Y 7V TP SR A WS SR AE
2% ), {EL A 7E AR I A 400 I BRATTAE A 4 i HE S e
AN E PN B pC A By B R 7S (I P
—JE IR B S A A BE LR AUE 55 S 1) 2% > P g, (X L
B T R AN R . B G 22 A T 9 P AR BT RS
W Ps(Y|X) = Pr(Y|X), SEbr bl 7% S Z 019
ANHTEMR 3 A Ps(Y|X)s Ps(Y|X)\ Pr(Y|X) M
Pr(X]Y), B PMR B IEA e . B L
XA, I N2 T ) AT AT e A ) L PR
WA REAT I 3 Y27 > I AH DT TP AR AR A SR A K
(e PR e 1) T3 1 365 2 3T PR BB A 7 B
DA T P S ORT A el A 25 L AT R AR LR 1
VS T 4 (1 00 M D), 5% LB B n D) S W AT
I B 2 STAR B A A, An AT & L o Joxd IRAT 1R
B HAFR 25 HHOBT IR AE R 7R B, i e 1) 2 2
) A%, SRR ME AR T AT URA. AR 2y
S IBARLEAF A5, B 327 S P ANTR 22 3] 4

PR (KR A, B ST RO

A, TR 2T (9 2 TSRO E A T,
1 T A TS N DL S B8 1 S 5 R, AT iy 26
2 UL 5 S R PR A 5 LN R 45 8 B 3 N 2 >
AT 7 2K

8.2 KM HTE

R DT AR & N A ) B A R L, Y
H SRR A3 1 38 A% 27 > S0 R T de K ME
fiZ= (Maximum mean deviation, MMD) J& A [A]
I3 AT ZE e e (R A B e e Ak, AN
MMD A Ge A7 S0 B 8 2 Al 1) 22 e k) R 38E 4h
FEA R TR B I8 T7 2255 2 P o A ke, S i i
RSB AR TR 5 R T 224 O T AW T 38y
A ) HARARE P 3™ FE PR A 1 8 B IS N A 2]
F PRI T A HERA . BRI kA AR 11X — 1)
BIFHEAT TAHN BT, Bl anEsE 3.1 15 Tao %%
& B AT FH SAIRLRN 2 PR R P R R B el O AT 1 22
R AR 1 3 Y2 > AT SRR D AL 22 5 1 b i
SRR AT B kg R i v PR A e 2 1K —
AFF 5 In) AT T 2 5 | A2 0 11 T A, 3K 2 R R 3 1
T N2 S IR S Z —.

YT B A3 O Y A 2] T VAR A A T SRR )
LB A AL T7 1k, X Bk T 1k B e E AR T
1 BRI IE B, T BATT 58 FEAN RN TE ) BT 422 ) 1Y)
) B A IS A% AT A FEREARAR RIS LR, 4]
i A% BR BRI AT & A ), TR R E
I A], SERRANTAT. BAR BT AR T 215 2
(Multiple kernel learning, MKL) 5 5 i 3 2% 2] 7
%, 21X MKL FE AR B S0 A% ek L,
ST TR 8 R A AR RN LT R A B S iy R ) 5
FARZ I3 B & R 2 3. X AR I8 5 R 2 ) Ak &
T AR I

8.3 HIERTSHEETE

S 3 N2 3T R S R A A B X U R A
RIRZRHEAT AR e, BRI AR R A B 5
SRR ], VSRR A IS L RN S, 1K L
AR RN SR P ) 1 M 1R i A T AN [R] A
T, SRR AR R 2R IR AR 0 A 2R AT g
Hb 55 H AR A 2L

=4 A A Y R R AL R AR R R v AT 78 70 R
) ETS I SRS R, P PR e . B AR A
BEy 22 (AT TA] b ) — S0P S R A B AT 2 A iR
IR IR G R S 0 A SR R A L. MG R R R i R,
PLZGIAN SRR SE I AR R, SCBLER 2 AR
M IR R A R PRk I R LR, A A
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PRIORFIE R R 5 H bR i e o A1 — 25004,

S 3 Y 2 SR PRI YR ) S H
bRz (8] Hbrdg S H bR 0] IR 3 A A —FF,
I 3K G AR 28 0 A1 2 A 001 AR 5 SCAE J58CRN H A 38
NI A= e SR NV SR Eop & T R /6
5 H bR A AR RN AR e, BT LA, BERS X MR ) A
B AR R I HIE T 3R 0R 2 ST 2L T i 2 R B
U E A 38 G 2% X 3 5 90)) e Aok BT
S0V BEEARE RN 5)) g 21 R TR PR B H pR 2, 6 T
— LA ) H bR R AR R R L+ 1 AT
2 STHEZR PR 36 1 g 5 R UM AR RSB 35S T 5E A
2, T L I i 3 6 2 50 A5 R At A 1 D) T
], 2 >0 (1) H b Al £ e 1 bR Al ).

8.4 NLP mh{F#ERya) @

5241 A ARTE 5 AL FAUE, BEARER I T KR
BN, WA 2 L5 TP S T I RCR, (H2 AT
FAAEVE 2 S0t 5 1

1) fEdn 4 AR IR (Part-of-speech (POS) tag-
ging) Ly 4 ST REA 2 B0 R R, HETT
SCH TR B ANV AT REAN [, I i 2 >0 ) R50CR
AR EE L, Qe B Ay 44 SR 2 AR L
N OCER, S N A Y SRR ST IR e, X
7 T 22 WL 2% S B RS =97) Tr g 2547 5 ).

2) ] SCIH B AR (1R S 56 23 AT AN [A] i e AR
BT AL AN [ 3 PR B A A 1 56 56 R 20 A
A e AN R (B —AS B3] B AN [ 1] SCHIT o B 481
ANTA]), VIERAEAR H bR R AR 22 18] B (R3] AR5
I AT AN TR) 2 B A ) SO b AR 0 2. SEBILIER ) 3 Y
] SO B REAE AR 5T

3) I FE AN A o ) ) E B I
Irdde HARTE S LB P I M2 —, AN
S PR 155 IR AL AN TR A (451 Gt AN ] SR 77 i 1) A 25
PR SEANIFI ), AR BT A TR M PR S8k P 1 1A T
— NLERRATATAT I, A A 0 0 I 73 2K
Ik A 3 B2 2] SR AT AT 9T

4) AL b ] £ i SR OO RS 2, el /b Ao
TP 53 5% F8E () ) L K SCRRI98 2020 S AL 35 Bl 1 o
TR A THER . £F5 (Token) 45 1% > fn) @ 1k
AT THFST. AH AL IR BE S W AP AR T R S 2 T
RV 3% YO0 R Affy P52 AN s 1) i) L, ey ) R
5 TR SO HE PP 27 ) B 527 2] T /U2 24 NLP
it B ) Lz —

5) {EF A, LDA J&—Fhis ] s gL (103
AR LDA B ) AR T35k 108 2% 2 ) i 104)) {1
SEARAFAEVFZ AL, BIIIEA R SCA T, — AN
) AT BEA AN AL T, LS S 2R et TPLSA B

ULKERE G S I it 47 N S L P S e o
RO FEASE P 3 B 27 ) IR 54T i L Ak 4 JEE R
7t

X LEHR T T A ARTE AL B AR ) R, 7
2K 22 R TTAH N (KA T, AR R SR 9 38 B 2 > £
NLP NI i Z 055 1)

8.5 YRR ASEE AN A i

e 250 1 e 5 % 3
Y1 3] S B SOE IR R A8 48, Ik 38 B2 5T H
B B T T4 2 SO B 9T, 75
A R SIS BLEE A S BN S 2
PRSI, A VP T AR, 01424 4
SRS B) ] | SRS fE ] L K
HLBLFAT 3] | 73 )RR 51 50, 15 172 5]
G A KA TR BT 7 .

9 it

S 9 3 N2 ST PRI AR AL A R R B TR
ISRV, V22 2 4 R B 3 0 2 ) BV R 2847
T IEGE. A SO 3 E 3 N 2 3 5 TR B e i
17T ERIR, XEREGIINAUR B & M > | RFIER 7R
RS S BONVRFAE 73 S 36 I8 2 >) 0 2 5K
FIE N S BEAT T VRN I I, [R] I &5 538 B 3 Y
R NN )R P KT LR TR A E R A
FOIRIRTRENE . EREE . Gort il — Bk kAT TR
W AT. A 2R B G A I AR A S Bk R
SR AN SR N IX = A J5 1 (R F ST REREAT T 2514,
$Ja 3 MR T 8 & N AR R R AR A B I
AL B B R s NLP  $ N FH 3 A 4
3K LA T A R HE PR R A TR B B
T8 N FAS ANTVERT TR, 8k A 3 o 2] 6 Hs
SN2 B A% SR A 2 2T (145 4
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