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Abstract
applications. However, LDD suffers from the small sample size problem (SSS) and/or the type of the sample space when

Linear Laplacian discrimination (LLD) as a non-linear feature extraction method has obtained very extensive

it is used. In order to circumvent such shortcomings, a contextual-distance metric based Laplacian maximum margin
criterion (CLMMC) is proposed in this paper by using contextual-distance metric and integrating maximum margain
criterion (MMC) into the LLD. The proposed criterion can obviously decrease the dependence on the sample space since
the contextual-distance metric focuses more on intrinsic structure of a cluster of samples than on its type. And it is
of higher adaptability and efficiency to use the new algorithm to compute contextual-distance metric and applying QR-
discomposition when high-dimensional vector data are dealt with. The basic properties of CLMMC and its relation to

LLD are also discussed. The experimental results indicate the above advantages of the CLMMC.
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A4 JRfE R ETT (B — 4B EAZRIEK), I
T L X T 0 S LA BE AR A ) IR e . L
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ization), PCA+LDAI, 2DFLD!S), DLAI
R ) A SO T K TR R S W ) 7 v B KU 2%
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gin criterion, MMC)M F 5 4b (¥ 55z K ) 2 4
MUEN] (Regularized maximum margin criterion,
RMMC)20 & %24 77 105 )t il ok 5 4% 48 (¥ LDA
T3 B BT e 4 i 22 B X, IXFE IR 25 2 fi
RANEA A) @, [ I B At 77 VA AR BE 5 AR AR
(N I 52 2 i 21

AN T AF & PERR AR BT ¥, bR Stk U7
EIFARE R IR A 28 5 WALk gk, H
WAELE T E AW —REETEN
J5 ik, Hin Kernel PCA (KPCA)R2=231 0 & Ak
£ PE 4 T UE N (Localized kernel Fisher criterion,
LKFC)?4, Kernel RMMCP %5 5 — K 3L F i
JE (Modifild) )% 2] 75k, Hln Tenenbaum 454
) S5 PR RFAE 52 5 (Isometric feature mapping,
isomap)®l. Roweis %4 H 1) AL ik A (Lo-
cally linear embedding, LLE)?% | Belkin 2542 H ¥
$7 3 b7 W 5 4E W 4 (Laplacian eigenmap, LE)?27
Rl 2 He 2542 i R ¥ IR #7 £ 5% (Local-
ity preserving projections, LPP)[28! Jit Ji2% > ik
LPP 7] LLE R LE MZM B, XI5 EAMEBEA 2L
TRIFREASNAE (1) JR B8 J LA 54, 3 REAE AR AR I 2o
(Al i B UK R AN WU e 2. ANSE )2 LPP J5 ik
[FIFE T I A D FEAS ), A i, 7226 T LPP. MMC
FEARTAF B AT N, SCHR [29—30]) 2t TG
B R DR R I K AR 5% (Locality-preserved
maximum information projection, LPMIP) 14
MBS )R 7 1 X ) dp K T ) ) (Laplacian bidi-
rectional maximum margin criterion, LBMMC).
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SEARJFEFRER T — Mo s R AR IOV Stk
R T ANAEN (Linear Laplacian discrimination,
LLD)BY. LLD fF & —FpaE gtk (R iE S i 12:652),
DI 308 3ok F 28 P EE R S T CE 23 o AL ) 7 2ok
5944 E B 5 0] S AR A A A R R MR, AT v T
FEESE O L2 AGRE 7. SR LLD ¥ 00) o BF B
AR B AT R 2 A RE T, (HIE J& T FE A () br

PR S PR 28, A2 W AE S B ] LLD J7 ik i
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) — AR AN AR T 5 i NP AR 2% 1) 8 Ay 184390
DAL v i e 2 8 T R A iz A

PRI, AR SOk LLD 5 vk 3 T B b g 1
S 1R 7% 7 e K TA] R #E DY) (Contextual-distance
metric based Laplacian maximum margin crite-
rion, CLMMC), %7 B A LR LAt

1) CLMMC J5 A48 T LLD JiiE R A
AELAMERFAE SR IRE Ty, [RS8 e AT Rl v LLD 77
VRN ), T HOB S T MMC 7k AR
PEaE 2 RE D5

2) CLMMC J5 i T 51N T i 55 BE By i B Y
PHZTT AR UL T J o 25 1A 1) 2 (] SR AR, v 1
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AT A L ey 24 O R A I B L0

3) CLMMC J5i:454 QR /il BiAR AT 4 &
IR GINEY PN e E/ipy e

4) CLMMC J7iEie B Eifig T 5 LLD J5
EWNAEERR,

AN T 58 1 R4 LLD Jf
5 88 2 WH TN AR CLMMC J5i%; % 3 1
g CLMMC JiiARIBUEBEE; 26 4 5% CLMMC
BEAT IR WIS, 55 5 1Rl 45 42 SCBL AR YRR I
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FERBER M c K, s =1, ,c KidHh X, =
5,25, 28 ], LLD #ENE H 8t i 5 $A
I AR B R U ARG FE A SR i A\ B AE PR RR IR T
Y = [ylnya s ayn]v Hp

Y = UTfl?i (1)

PRIk, A 743 20 AR #AE R U, LLD J7kAE
P A (1 2 P8 A Dby B R E SR (K12 Y TURE AN
FRIHI L.

B 1B BB o, 25 s ZEPITNT I 12 Py Al
J&, W LLD HIZRNEE o

c c  cs
a=) a=) > wly -7l =
s=1

s=1 i=1

~\ &7 — 2|y, o
>N e E v v ()
Forf |- e B AR AFEAR 6] MP BE
B ||| AORERERES I 1, S8, o A A A
W (1) AR (2) AT LS LLD 25
BRI Y 40—l LU DO K

0= 0 =Y wly -7l = UTHU (3
s=1

s=1 i=1

oo, Hy, = 300 30 wi (@) = ) (@) - 3)T
P IS R
[FIRERT LASE SCLLD eI I B U B b B):

= wlly —gll =
s=1
- T’ — || yo e —
(4)

o, Hy = Y0 w0 (@ —2) (@ — )" WA
S
WA (3) 1 (4) ATLLAE] LLD S5 v 8.

s=1

UTH,U
arg UITI}Ja:XId J(U) = arg UITrbagd UTH,U

Hrp) I, = diag{1,--- ,1}.
——

(5)

d
M LLD 126 B S0 B € T LR
t, M EBALR o = +oo I, F 7 HE N R 16 A
LDABY; [m] i (T LLD 7 071 A 2150 4 A ()
BSIAEH] T B BR[| - (a0, 0B R AR
AR IR R A A T SR ), AT K A T it

A [ i 2 R 6 0T iy N A 2 [) 2R 20 ) MO RE 2,
I HLAE — Se ARk 2% () BEAT BE B 2 ST I, i 2
A R DA A B R R AR RE A AT AR R v g B i
W LLD A&tk I 6, Bk LLD #EN) 2 —Ff A
AR RZAGRE I AR MR E SR IO V.

SR, LLD J5ikAEfE—2E @ 1) LLD #EN
AT B BRI S5 A5 5 A A L 25 A 7 AT Y 2 ] S 23
(177, XA {EAE A LLD J5 kAL B S B vl R
I I i S SR AR R A 2 R A 2 ] SR, AR
P AH Y 1) 2 1) 2R 20 25 26 0 1 IR BRI R 4, IR A
REDRUERL A IR ISR BE /0. ERnSCiik [31] #EI18
LLD SVERS, 50w Joifi g Js da ke A2 ] J& T~ AR BRI
), S AR RIS R B Ry B,
PG T 80 AR MR AR SR HUCR s 2) LLD J
V207 LDA —FEHR I i D FEAS ), RIFE AR PR/ NEEAS
e AE B SN A ) BUE R R R A

AL UL, AS SCf H B 0 B R 2 b
Wt e K AR 50 ME ) (Contextual-distance based
Laplacian maximum margin criterion, CLMMC),
271 TS e K TR B AE U, T AR — s RERE |
Wt T LLD J5iARA /MR E; FiF CLMMC
PR PP A P VB R B B R e LLD R || - || g FE
R, TS B R O OCVE SRR A AN R IR AR T
REJ T AN 12 T J50 A 4 A 2 ) (1 288 7RI 350 DT 7
—ERRSE FARUE T CLMMC ) 5 R 4 A AR 72 1)
AL FRIARNS JSE A, T B Mt e T A SE B A
LLD 7 )5 v 5 22 5 It 2 0 A 2% ) SR L 11 )
L T 5T RS R R OB AU S S QR
OMREFEA I, (£ CLMMC #E ) 7E Ab 3 5 4 2K i
By i TG AR

2 HETiEEIEE S Eh s KE e
FEN: CLMMC
2.1 CLMMC #m

H1 T4 CLMMC #EI A 5N T P55 8
DR AS ST SRR ooy SRIRIRUE B T

c c ¢
a= Y a=) Y wly—7l=
s=1

s=1 i=1

¢ Cs s F5)2
S e ( - TNy g =

s=1 i=1

UTH,U (6)
B= Y iy —yl=> exp
s=1 s=1

e T
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o, H, = Y2 wi —2°)(z; —2°)",
Hy, =Y. W@ —Z)@ — )" NPIEERRE.

UL P Bk SOt BRI NS S
LLD #EN 455 4815, {2 76 CLMMC H i
M THEEESEE p(x;, — x;), MIAKNENE
W SOEEAFM. 21X (6) &1 (7) FHHIEE:
B R RS 3 RGN,

pk, KR4 (6) AT (7) 2 RIS . 2]
B, kel LAR 3] CLMMC 3] 53] ).

EX 2. Wy € [0,1] & —sLHAERE N
CLMMC J) 5178 )

arg max J(U) = arg max [ —
UTU=1,4 UTU=1,

(1—7y)a = arg max Ut (vHy—(1—7)H,)U (8)

TU=1,

Hr) 1, = diag{1,--- ,1}.
——

d
N TSR (8), FRATIAEFH SrA% 19 H e diidiok Ay
i (8) HHXT L ARz A% BT 1 bR £

L(,\) = v' (vH,—(1=y)Hy)Jv = A" — 1) (9)
TR (8) L, HABHUE:

oL
=0 (10)
R H Aoz

(vHy, — (1 =v)H,)v = v (11)

A, CLMMC ¥ A8 4 4 FE U a2 i ol
W vHy, — (1 — ) H,, FFE d A fe KEFAEAE XF
N[ 1E A AE BT ) B v, v, - - -, vg ALEGIR, B
U=[vy, - ,v4

A X 2w %0, CLMMC #EN b 2% ~ 3
TR Hy 5 H, WAER, iR U S
TR EIESCTBH y ks Rk, ASCgs 4 Sk [18]
IR SR i W ELS EiHie 28 v % CLMMC
AEMI 2 m. 4 T g AT B ek =0 (8) Ko
Sy R EOE A

¢(y) = v(Y) " (vHy — (1 = y)Hy)v(7) =
max v (yH, — (1= H,v  (12)
EIR 1. ()2 v My R 5, Rl &Y H,
7T TR, P (y) A TA FL 1 bR 4L
JERR. &71,’72 € [0, 1] H’71 > Yo, V1 vy 7
WAy Hy — (1 —y1)Hys v2Hy — (1 —72) Hy 8K

AR ARG I () B AR A ) . A

<1 - 72) ngw'vg} =
4!
n [¢(’72) + (1 — 72) ’U;er’UQ]
V2 71
v > e, Hoy IR R R

(1 - ﬁ) v Hyvy >0 (13)
Soo(n) > o(2) (14)

WRHE (14) 13 o(y) A2 v IR IHE e KL

Wk 7, JEAr 5, W (1 — v /v )vy Hyve > 0,
A o(m1) > d(y) FREHAL, FTLL () A&y B4
LT A8 R AL O

FR i e B 1, AT LAAF 3 o(y) I H(E YO
B2 SIS P TRCRE R 1) e /IR AR AR R N, 2R RO
B B KARFIEAEL R N7, W o (y) € [=N, N7]. o),
KT Yy € [0,1] B R

N <o) <N = (1 =) (15)
EIE 2. ¢(y) AKRT v M—NELKELL
WERR. MR IEZ R e X R ES T
€ [0,1], MAER e > 0, FA7E—A 6 > 0, W Vy
WAL |y — 7. <8, IBAH:
16(7) — 9(ve)| = [(v(7) — v(7) " (Hy + Hy) X
(W) —v(v )y = el (16)

B H, = Hy + H, £ 1E 250, W52 S0 H,
ot KHHAE N A, WIE R (16) 1778

10(7) — d(ve)| < Xely — el < N+ 1)y =] (17)

g (17), 6 = /(A + 1) > 0, FFHRAR
(A7), WH |p(y) — d(1.)| < &, FrLlEHg . O
EH 3. £ CLMMC #ENH, 24 H,, AF7r 52
W EAFAEME— 1) —AN ~y, € [0, 1], i3 LLD k%t
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IS 1) foe I 568 090 R B R (y,) IR I (1 B AR AL 1]
=

IERR. M4l LLD #EN), 4 ¢ = argmax,r,_,
v Hp/(WTH,w) = N /XN = v*THbv*/(v*Tva*),
DAL S AT R A [0) £ v, ER A v Hyo /(T H o) <
NN BRI, By, = N /(O + X)),

0" Hw* — (1 — 0" Hyo' =

)\/ *T *T )\/ *T x
S Hyv _<1_)\”+)\’)v H,v" = (18)
U S VAN S
JCESY [” ' = (57 ) H“’”] (19)

MR LLD #EN), PR v S5 KRR N7 /N BTt
N () BRI [] B, DRI O A B B 1) i v JR S
= (19) #4:

N T PN T
* * _ . * * >
S [v* Hyv (/\/>v H,v*] >
)\/ T A// T -
o = (57" Havl =
)\/ T /
Hyp — (1 _ ) TH,v (2
N+ )\/v bV N+ N v v ( 0)

HRAE S (20), AR (18) &5 AU EN ¢(v,), v*
RISy () X IR BT REAE 1) . W] IR XK H, AF
T, WRRS B 1 R HE 2, 4, SEME— 1. O

T UL, 75 B 3 4R3I LLD Jrikfr
XN IBUE B2 kA T AR, BIEIT T3 (6) MK
(7) whoE SCRIBUEARARES, & — P T 15 ek B
(1) LLD, AT FA TR X e -5 B R 29 5 & 1) LLD
it 4 CL-LLD.

2.2 CLMMC #&NA QR #f#E

M (11) FTELE Hy, CLMMC ¥ i 2 2
KAHE ~H, — (1 — 7)H,, 10 d A5 KR E BT
S IO [ BEL R ASEAIE . SRTT 4 SR RE A ] MP 1
B GERAS I, B4 D LAk, SR iR S % i)
BRI AR S I TR S 248 (O(D?)), k¥ QR
SR TSI NE] CLMMOC A U o L IR SR At
TELFRI I ) 52 2

hT T QR4 R, A SCAE STk
[31] "I 7k A K R (6) MR (7) B R
PO R e - G R (I - [
HRY AR WRA X =
[9317 ! R SRR .71;%...71;0],

» Py [ o

W, = diag{ws,--- ,w: }, W, = diag{w',--- ,u;c},

e.=1[1,---,1],e.=[1,---,1], W

a=tr(U'XL,X"U) (21)

Hr L, = diag{Ly, -+ ,Ls,-++ ,L.}, Ly = W, —
2Wee.., (ecs)T/Cs + (ecs)TWsecsecs (ecs)T/Ci'

B=tr(U'XBL,B*X"U) (22)
;H\:EFI’ B = dia'g{ecl/cla"' 7ecc/cc}7 Lb = Wb -
2Whe.(e.)T /e + (e.)"Wreceo(e.)T/c?.

f 8 (21) A1 (22), CLMMC #E H A5 6 )
EUATE VR PIE W

arg max J(U) = arg max tr(UTXLXTU)

UTtu=I,

(23)

Hrp, I, = diag{1,---,1}, L = yBL,B™ — (1 —
d

) Ly,
MPE SCwk [29], mTRLAR 3] X = QR, Hh
Q € MP*r i— IEARVmEANR, R € M
J& E=ARAERE, r = rank(X). i 3CHR [29] E R 1
Argn, sk (23) ATRAEEAE A sk g R 2

arg max J(Z)=arg max Z'RLR"Z (24)
ZTZ=1,4 ZTZ=1,4

JFHEC(23) U 530 (24) PH Z IR AR N
U=QZ.

ik QR MERTIIERW], SKRFFERE XLXT /) d
A g RARFALARL TS I P B ARl 1 e 2 4 13K A R
B RLRT 1) d A s KR AEARL TS B 0 B A7 A A 17
T, XA G A g A A A TV B I TR R 2 R
&0 O(r®), R ARXS T i e/ MR A E s A I3

3 CLMMC &N REIRE

75 CLMMC e I o 48 J1) T % 5 55 5 Jir 2t
ples — ), IR b B A T 0 B B A
2 ) (R, B T 2 DU G LR F 3 A
Jy. KRAESCIR (34— 35], i1t v B AL
SRV VB QI R S T AR
9 PR 0 JLART S5 M, T 2 LA 6 B 23
A R B P R R SOAT IS 25 M 1 R 5
BREL £ (S0) RSB A% 4 72 0 LTS, B TR
RERL TV B Q 9 0 000 1 72 1 LA ),
L2OUHE @, QRS R A 2 rt S B 7R S K
PEA KRR I, TTAR @; A A B R R A,
JONHE QB I 2R A R 7 L T 4
Fi 7= H A K R, S 1V B 8 R M o A
Hofi = [1F(Q) — f(Q\z)|| REFEA 2, X Q P
W10 P/ JLAT 45 M B SRR A, e M 7T LA 2
S5 T 3459

p(@i — z;) =[0f; — 4 (25)



1666 H ]|

¥ {1

36 &

M (25) W LUF HA B B3 IR 0 R o S IR B ) A&
T A R A Z 18] AN AL, p(e; — ;) 87
Uz, 5 a; J& TR AN AR AT e O,
RZ PN FEARA & T A — .

T S Bm A FH VB 15 PR B B SN, A 45 A AR A% R
B F(Q) — Mk R ook e S — 2L,
gt JEY (Coding length). FTiE B O ik B 4L
f(Q) = \ﬁll > gco @i BRI I T BEAR ) i Lok S
AH S 75 AT B AR A4, 8 T sk i 5 R B0 0 v
BEE T PR B O e 9 A8 1 LA g6 4, Tions Tk
VIR Bt 2 I AN K W S B4 =301 g K 18 9 SURR g
3y I VENIE 5 B FEA 5 8 R ) J5L R
5 BB gmtd iy B AT 145 B (B gmid L) SKAEHR
fii &R R H K%L (Rate distortion gunction), Kt
S K PR v B DG 1 5 A A B A ) A X 7 Y A
JUAT S5 K4 05, [R) B STk [32, 34—35] 184 il
Ve ARSI b ke i B A P 12 S A 5 A AR A A
T PR T B R B 2 i T REORFF 4 R L AT i A, R IN
o B ) e R T N, R AR SR 4 K
ke iR R 2L f ().

TEN BB WRHIE Q = [z, , 3],
T = Qe/k, ML% Q=Q—ze", W Q HgmiLKE
H

k+D

D __7
Q) = 1 I+—00
f(2) 0gdet< +z~:2k >+
D 'z
KRR %, B A e =
32, 34—36 e
[ WIF TS Ve

(26)

Hod e
10D/(K —1)

3.1 MEERE

MR LL_E 7 FrdF R4 (25) MK (26), ATEAER
ARGy E A (6) ST g LA S H o

pl@; = =) =16f —of | (27)

Horh, ofr = I£(X,) — F(X\&)|, 6F Fl oy, 4351
AOfs, -, 0fe] WEIMEFN T 2.

3 (27) WIS LB 5 SR [34] A 8 B 2
ARBL, AN [ 0 SCRR [34] H 855 4 2 6
K-EA8 545 200, A CLMMC 1Eh —#f
AR E 0 7R NN BRI SR RE AR B2 2 N RN
ARITEBLAE, X — 85 30k [32] AL SR AE 2 X
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PE® 2. WAL (21) Ml (22) 2050 &
L.+ BL,B";

TR 3. WU QR M #IHEA S I, /53] X =
QR, FrP R SCk [29], TLAEE] X = QR, b
Qe MP*" l—HIEZS MEHARKR, R e M™" 2
= AHERE, r = rank(X);

TR 4. BOESH y, IR (24) 1SR
HT d A d RARFAE EDRT PR B A5 A 7 2 S PR REL
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TR’ 5. MHAKU = QZ BRI HIIE U;

P 6. WA (1) HthEAFEARLE X X
RYEHIALE Y = [y1, -, Ynl-

4 SLIG

A ST L I A N Hdls 4R 2moons. Y
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i 4e . Segment 4 4E. Glass Hdls 4)B7. M
A 4 1R D 5 P 4 (Leukemia (4 5. Colon
4 4E) (http://www.molbio.princeton.edu/) LA
Ly A N R0 B4l 4 (ORL. Yale # 45 4E)
(http://www.cs.uiuc.edu/homes/dengcai2/) K it
WA S ) CLMMC J7 iR AT A 12 P 1 B
ARA7 s JE P HIRE R B g S 1) ) A DL R AE DR AR
FEAS Y AE 0 TUART 2548 1 T 3 5 AT L R RS AIE B X R
1. BT N EEHR AT UCT $dis 48 4 B 0 LI,
EMAR L FE R CLMMC J5 v A QR 4
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ES3
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A AR FC A ). PR b o K a2 A e 4 SR 3 B AR S
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AT UL Bl R, AT A S CLMMC
J7 AT s, RS BRI A3 ) (R bR fEBE 25 Eu-
clidean J54L || - || k&4 CLMMC J7 ¥
TSR, AT o JE 19 77592 4 Euclidean-
CLMMC, frdt5edl bR A S i) CLMMC J7 2

TR W R R 10-4 &2 B, JF 4
CLMMC iz sH v = 207204 = 1,---,20
Euclidean-CLMMC &% ¢t = 2',i = —2,--- ,7, Wl
e R 1.

M1 nTRLE M4 AFE A S (]2 JEBR G
() A, SR A ] 28 L %) B 0 e — e FE T L
SRS TRFAE SR IO ROR, X 4 U T AR S
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Fig.1 2moons datasets
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Table 1  Recognition performance comparison on

2moons datasets

Algorithm Training accuracy Test accuracy
Euclidean-CLMMC 1 0.98
CLMMC 1 1

4.2 ik UCI #iE&E

UCT $dls S5 405 il — Se AE PR E 7 50 e Ik,
KAt W% 7 3 IR AE SR B RE 7139400 A S ad ok i,
4 A~ UCT $di 74 (W3R 2) kit CLMMC J5ik
LERR Y ELAT A7 7238 DA HSORE JE BEAR 55 P S o ) S
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% 2 Ionosphere. IRIS. segment. glass Hfi 4
Table 2  Ionosphere, IRIS, segment, and glass datasets
Datasets The number of training samples The number of test samples The number of features The number of subjects
Ionosphere 230 117 33 2
IRIS 100 50 4 3
Segment 1540 770 18 7
Glass 140 72 9 6

#& 3 %) Ionosphere. IRIS. segment. glass FHE4E AR AR ELEE

Table 3  Recognition performance comparison on ionosphere, IRIS, segment, and glass datasets
Datasets Tonosphere IRIS Segment Glass
Algorithm Accuracy Dim Accuracy Dim Accuracy Dim Accuracy Dim
LDA 0.78632 1 0.94 2 0.91948 5 0.77778 4
MMC 0.8974 5 0.94 4 0.95325 11 0.81944 7
0.92308 0.96 0.94805 0.81944
LLD 12 4 15 7
(t = 512) (t = 0.0625) (t=8) (t = 16)
CL-LLD 0.93162 5 0.96 4 0.95455 12 0.80556 8
0.94017 0.96 0.95844 0.83333
CLMMC 5 3 10 5
(v=27) (v =21 (y=2717) (y=277)
PIr AR B AR AL SR HCRE 7, [R] I e 0 R 6 UE A '
SCERE 1. EEE 3 PR BRI 0.95
% T W A T CLMMC 7 i B 4 i % S 09
(R Ak B¢ B e g, AT K CLMMC 5 V% A @m
LDA. MMC. LLD. CL-LLD X 4 Ff#4§ 1 42 it £ 08
TIEHAT . AR R o T g AN TR Bk Zo07s
PO BB, ASCE 104728 I E, M i 4 | o
CLMMC 5iikrh Z25F5% 4.1 15, LLD $ikd 2 oes | i
Bt =20 =4, 9. WRECRIE 3, A P s v
Tonosphere % 4 1913 25 H >k 28 B R AR S O 7 o s 10 fimmmﬁg 30E
FRGRERRE (K] 2), MRS E 2 1 (B 3 (a)) & )
3 fpz] 3Zb))( ) " (3 (=) EPREE I CT SIS
- ' o . Fig.2 Recognition accuracy vs.
A& 3. & 2 FIKl 3 wT I3 )0 T 458 disnens: .
imension reduction
700 0.85
600 |
0.8
500 .
400} é 0.75
300 507
200 1 e
0.65
100
0 o - ; ‘ . ‘
-20 -15 -10 -5 0 =20 -15 -10 -5 0

(a) Experimental verification of Theorem 1

y=2
(a) SEHIEE A 1

r=2
(b) SERil 2 3
(b) Experimental verification of Theorem 3
K3 CLMMC J7iksE 5 45 R0k & B4 18
Fig.3 Experimental verification of the theorems by CLMMC method
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1) W3 3 TBLEH, A CLMMC J7 %A
Hofth 4 PPy vEAHLE, 7EACEE B JE5 2R N USSR
B ot PR BCH A I 3 IR 20 e T o A B R SR AR 3
KGR, XU 1 T4F CLMMC Ak IAUER 51N
TOEBEEE B, TS 7 T O AR A
TR A ST JLART S5 48, B T 0 A A A A 2% ) S 7Y
IR, 76— R LR & T ik niz e

2) B 2 BLHEII S EIR 5 FpReAE 3 B v AE
X Tonosphere Fua£E iy, HUA 5 4 70 K BE R L
T BT 2 ) A [R) 4 AE 48 B 45 5 0] 23 R BE (1) 5% .
MBI H R PLE A SR CLMMC Jy vk 7] HoAth 4 F
J7VEARARL, B AT B A R A B A AN W B v )
FRE B WA AR AL R 0, NIX — Z T B nT BAR B
CLMMC &R IS T i — oA,

3) K 3 KILHZE AL CLMMC J7 ¥k 7E 4% H
Tonosphere £ 42 1M 25 Fok 0 F e 3 1. 2 3
R ROR. T Tonosphere dis 52 FT % W 1125
R AE B AR 7 S 10, AR e B 1 vT 50 o (y) A2
(1) LR 1 pR BN, X — &5 18 58 A nT LU ] 3 (a)
FIRI S0 25 A B0, M 3 (b) WIZR e A
3 CLMMC J5 AR S —ANMRHE (B) d = 1) [T
BT BT I B R AR SR HORCR,, AL 3 (b) W LLE Hh,
HSEAFAEME— 11 7, 73 CLMMC 5 CL-LLD Hf
AH ] VR AE SR AR, AT e B 1 g BE 3 45
WIIEMTE, Mox— 2 Edk, 428 s H B RS
S HARFEFE RO — YRR RN, A3 ) CLMMC
E5e AT DI CL-LLD; [FIHE T LUK 3 (b) &
H AL CLMMC 77 3575 32 HURH 7] 4 2R AE i JLAF
TESRI AR B 24 AT AR AL ).

4.3 MXEFEIEE

S DRI B A g 7R 1 v A /N R A B0 28 ol
R AR AR AE B HX 7 ¥ A6 b B /N A ) 850 PR A 2k
PEB . AR H] Leukemia. Colon $i#i4E (W3 4)
KM CLMMC J5 2 76 Ab 3 2 Py 50 3 57 ) i)
A RME.

MR FE P, ALK CLMMC JiikH s
By EEGE IR 4.1 SAHRE. 2R i ek &
I, LLD J5 270 A BEIE DA B an SRS 40 ¢ UK
ANFEAS BEAS B R, PR 7E AR I o e v 4
t=204i=28,---,20. [ HTHENEIEEESS
RN R AT S, WTAEE ) LDA LLD. CL-
LLD J7 AR 2 67 15 4512 H PCA 77 X6 A1 N 1)
JE DB HE HEAT PIAL T B AR A A a5 vk 2 BT
AL THIRR n — 1 (AREBINGAEARL) > E R
RIKF Leukemia. Colon Il 2553 £ 10 4E 205 7 M
71129 F1 21000 Z54 2k 39 F1 29, AR H j 4 %
RRBRAR, (AR ¥ 5 B AR B 3 T R s 4R 15 5
H199.5% LA L, [RIS AT DAAE — 2 F2 B LA pR AR 4
Je R BSCH B0 I TR I8 P 50 AN 2 R A A S i T
PRIOX FE AR B A IE . O T3 mp R e SR U A 2%
PE, AR R 5- Prac G UE. 75 2 B 2
AR LDA J5ikJa U3 ¢ — 1 (c fRRIMIEFE
AFRNE) YERFAE. WRh R WK 5 A 4.

MR 5 MK 4 TLAEE AXH
CLMMC 77 ¥ #fy 5 ] LL o il 4 /N BF A 4L
7 S v Q5 S R O 4 O T~ TR [
PCA+LDA. PCA+LLD. PCA+CL-LLD FJilis

% 4  Colon f Leukemia ifi4E

Table 4  Colon and Leukemia datasets
Datasets The number of training samples The number of test samples The number of features The number of subjects Rank
Colon 30 32 2000 2 30
Leukemia 40 32 7129 2 40
# 5 XF Colon FlLeukemia HHEERFBIR LR
Table 5 Recognition performance comparison on Colon and Leukemia datasets
Datasets Colon Leukemia
Algorithm Accuracy Dim Accuracy Dim
PCA+LDA 0.71875 1 0.53125 1
0.90625 0.84375
PCA+LLD 9 26
(t = 512) (t = 4096)
PCA+CL-LLD 0.90625 10 0.8750 15
0.9375 0.9375
CLMMC 15 9
(y=27°) (y=27%)
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AR LE B AT W A F, IH CLMMC J7
zzf&ﬂﬁéﬁaﬁﬁliﬁﬁHTE%K?%B’J%E&EX
Re ). T CLMMC 4iE5INT QR i+
7|< A AFAZ I VR AR 0T ey 2 B AT R I S U [) 3
At 52 A 1) 1 50 A DU AH B LA 28 e PRV R ALE B U
EC I e bl R A o, A 48 ) e A TR) ) 31 v U
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40 x 40 MIEEEREFE (Leukemia I ZRE0HE4E 1IFE N
40)+ 30 x 30 [HHUEHRE (Colon YIZREH&EMIF A
30) FEUEAE ), T 7E— @ FERE b BRAR T SR i
R A A i) AP i i) 5 22 ) A %
4.4 MR AREEGEIEE
AR B 0N I T AR Rt B S R N AR AR

B Mk T 45 R 1722550 R JEU A B AR 4% T R
TARL MR 2 WA IEﬂ O il i 1 ORL

(32 x 32). Yale (32 x 32) WA A B A 40k
WA SCHE HE ) CLMMC J7 A — i BT 1 RE 4
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09t
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: 08
EREAL
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(a) Recognition accuracy vs. dimension reduction on

Colon datasets
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(b) Recognition accuracy vs. dimension reduction on
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Fig.4 Recognition accuracy vs. dimension reduction on gene datasets
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Fig.6 All images in a certain class in Yale datasets
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F# 6 X ORL Al Yale $4% 8 AR L
Table 6 Recognition performance comparison on ORL and Yale datasets
Datasets ORL Yale
The number of
i 3 3 5
train samples
Algorithm Accuracy Dim Accuracy Dim Accuracy Dim Accuracy Dim
PCA+LDA 0.84286 39 0.92 39 0.60833 14 0.76667 14
0.84659 0.9350 0.61667 0.78889
PCA+LPP 42 45 44 74
(m=2-9) (m = 2¢) (m=2-5) (m=2""7)
0.85356 0.950 0.64167 0.8
PCA+LLD 69 49 36 35
(t=2%) (t=2°) (=29 (t = 212)
PCA+CL-LLD 0.87501 45 0.950 48 0.63333 38 0.81111 50
0.88216 0.960 0.65 0.81111
CLMMC 31 - 34 30 38
(v=27%) (v=2%) (v=27%) (v=27%)
0.9

<
oo

e o @
h o W

it
W

Recognition accuracy
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e @
— N
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Fig.7 Recognition accuracy vs. dimension reduction on ORL datasets
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Fig.8 Recognition accuracy vs. dimension reduction on Yale datasets
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