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# E WfRFr Y (Sparsity preserving projections, SPP) H
TORRE T B R AR B AL T, R SR EA B 1 i A e . R
SERIIAAPE, JERETE ARSI B TSI A B ARSI R, 78
NI U AT T B . ASCHE SRR G 4 4 (Canoni-
cal correlation analysis, CCA) [WFEal_E 5| AHRB R, $2H—F
T AR FF L AH SC 43 M7 (Sparsity preserving canonical correlation
analysis, SPCCA). 1% 5 =AM ST P9 A1 4R 5 A5 5 I A 24l
A, TR SR ECREAE (8] ARG B3 FEAG PR I LA R, 38450 T REAIE 1 2R FH 5 531
fie ). (EZRHEF SHRERES NS EdR4E s gi LW, SPCCA
tb CCA RATEARm I PERE.

KR MBURSEHT (CCA), MR (SPP), Mibi fRHEIL LA
KoM (SPCCA), Hrubal &

SIAMER B, IVBUR. Mg R BB OC o0 A B AR REAE R & b 1
R, AZMEAER, 2012, 38(4): 659—665
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Sparsity Preserving Canonical

Correlation Analysis with
Application in Feature Fusion

HOU Shu-Dong?! SUN Quan-Sen*

Abstract Sparsity preserving projections (SPP) aim to pre-
serve the sparse reconstructive relationship among the data and
have been successfully applied in face recognition. The projec-
tions are invariant to rotations, rescalings, and translations of
the data, and more importantly, they contain natural discrim-
inating information even without class labels. Enlightened by
this, we propose a sparsity preserving canonical correlation anal-
ysis (SPCCA). It can not only fuse the discriminative informa-
tion of two feature sets efficiently, but also constrains the sparse
reconstructive relationship among each feature set in order to
increase the representational power and has good discrimination
capability of the feature extracted by SPCCA. Experimental re-
sults on the multiple feature databases and face databases show
that the proposed SPCCA is better than CCA.
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sity preserving projections (SPP), sparsity preserving CCA
(SPCCA), feature fusion

Citation Hou Shu-Dong, Sun Quan-Sen. Sparsity preserving

canonical correlation analysis with application in feature fusion.
Acta Automatica Sinica, 2012, 38(4): 659—665

WA 2011-04-29  FAFN 2011-07-01

Manuscript received April 29, 2011; accepted July 1, 2011

5 AARREIES: (60773172), HA T L%RHEIES (200802880017), 1.
INE EHRRRE RS (BK2008411) %l

Supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China
(60773172), Doctoral Fund of Ministry of Education of China
(200802880017), and National Science Foundation of Jiangsu
Province (BK2008411)

KU THERE X — %

Recommended by Associate Editor LIU Yi-Jun

1. F s TR SN S EOR 2 Biat 210094

1. School of Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing University
of Science and Technology, Nanjing 210094

FEAE SR B A RS R (0 S A B N 2, 383 T 00T
Gt — 4L B FR 0 — A EAR, 2B ARIR o B 1 SR AR R AT
Bl R NS UG R AU b R A 3 A1 R
AIRHE R, 2 B AR IR ORI 5, FRA R AL T8
FEAS AR AE SR 7 ¥, W = B4 43 1 (Principle component
analysis, PCA)0=2 2tk % 5] 43 H7 (Linear discriminant
analysis, LDA)P=1 25 B o R SRHLH bR IO 20T AE, 25
FRIEM R 7R 5 5T 6877, BEARE S | 305 R 30 B
BRI GR, H4 58 R e (RS k. SO0 AIE P 7E R 4 1 PR 4% 1
N, FET RS T VA RN SRR LF I S B g5 L. AR e
FH AR AR ¥ H bR VR R b, BT SR A ARRAIE TR R AIE S R
B4 2 B P SR R IR R, 38 B AT e 7 IR N R
GMEREANALE PRI N e, BOR LR N 2 FEME TR B R AR Rk
J7 AN 2 petE, B R 7 AT HOGHE MR A, Al Re
WA EEAIR BT A R B R &R B A 2
AT LA A A H, X JE T 2R A S e ese). ik
G 10K 22 LARFAE 1) 0 215 P — A v 4 T R 17 20 SUAR B
2 5 3] RERS TS 9 25 LR AE 2 (AT AR DG, e AR AD Y
YEHOAT SELF I ROR.

R AR5 43HT (Canonical correlation analysis, CCA)!!
T o 5 RN P 2 A A P % T o (R AH DG M T TS B AR Rl
) H G, TSR T 75 5 IS R R B A% S A
M (Kernel CCA, KCCA)! 3 3o et (16l 28 4k i 555 4
PRALRHAE 23 i) WS B R AR 2 8], A B T A% 40 0, LRI
J7 AREU A A AL AR, e b, Jo B OR e ML A5G 23 By
(Locality preserving CCA, LPCCA)M DUTARFEA 2 [ 1)
FHIRIPAR T o — [ RE A —— X NAH G, 7R 8t AT AL 5 24
fliTh A 4 R L CCA 5 KCCA TEINMER T 5. T84
HMTIAH 3BT (Sub-pattern CCA, SpCCA)M ¥ R
4 JRVRFAE R B 2 () AR SRR PEAE A A5 R, BBk 3 T
Rl JRES A4 R AE B B Y, UM R TRAIEZ RN A&, 4%
il CCA TR BB MR S N TR & 2 2 i,
2 LR BEAS AL I ). Sun G642 H T —FP4E 17 CCA
(Discriminant CCA, DCCA)!M2 | RAL % 5 T il — B 9
Y0 N AFAE TR AH G, TR 78 23 2% 18 T W) 28R E 5 A )
R [8) (R AH OC B T 23 S8 IR 5. ) DCCA #EATHr
AEAEN, RN SIS A A G IR a5 4K S5 28 TR AE G 1) de /M, i
HH CCA FAT AP UUNTERE. (H)2, DCCA U 5 Ky
NEHER T 52 2128 H BRI, mTRE < LB A S H R
Qe {10 O P N T d i 02wk L I = R ) VA2 B I & L 5
30T (Generalized CCA, GCCA) 3] ¥ d5 /MUK Py Al
FEREAE D HFR R —, BRI T RPAE IR P B AL, 4205 T 4%
EFRR ISR BE ). M B LR R DG HT (Semi-CCA) M)
SIS AR, R D 5 1 B E B R AR = o 2
fig, IAEAR AN RN 25 3 3 T 54, &k, Zhang
AL I BEHLAR CAE AT (Random correlation ensemble,
RCE)™) F A BEHLEL L H (1) bagging 1 boosting 5, HEHX
FRNFEARM FIRLA R BEH AR OC R 2, DA ErRr Ak 2R 1R %
HIBETS.

VTAER, B TH0 3 48 7 TRV RF AIE B2 Al R 23 28 SRR A 45 Al
R R 2. FiBisR 84> 28 (Sparse representation-based
classification, SRC)M) {5 g — Bl 8 i) Wa 5 4 S 28, fET
HEOREPN R S I R Op Y C S NIEE P P DO R TRt
WHEA R E&BE. MG IRFF R (Sparsity preserving
projections, SPP) 4 i i 7 vh R ECR AR IR B R AR N
i E AR IS BTN BRFAE SRR ) U, A5 T 8L
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WA FIOAE T AT AT S 2. Fan 2508 7R 30E E M {k
()2 B A FRAE SRR, DU PR i 1 DU A AR Do i) 24
K, 48t T s L A ) 3R/ 3R 432K (Sparse regularized
least square classification, S-RLSC). FIfH CCA Hig/h "3
FERE FE G BUR B0, Sun 200 ST — Pl — Tl
TR R M7 (Least squares CCA, LS-CCA), Jf5] A\ Lasso
SRR SRR G B i, AR DR A R A
2 FR28 43 ) 8 R TR I CCA. 2R LS-CCA 5
BERFRBHBE I N, ToiE S8 2 A R s e AiE S

HL A AH 5oy M I O A PR LR, 4R T RRIE R R I
TR B, S5 T VR AR e PR RE. AR 6 432K )
W] R FRE AR IR 43 A R0, 38 s A IR RR, — B LSk
A A 2R ) A5 AU ATT S ) R el . LPCCA % 18 T FEA
M AR 43 AT AR R, A RUR R T 40 1 R SRR G 454, DRI 7
Hn T AL R AN T N PR AR T BRI R AR, HZRR
P R 25 7 P A5 U0 46 1) o0 AN R AR L b 5 e s R AR 2
I AR . 52 LR R STk 1 3 K&, AN SCHE CCA [HHESE
PRI ATRELORFRIN, 42 H T Fabi CR 5 JL B AH G/ A (Sparsity
preserving CCA, SPCCA), A MUSEIL T P4 4 REAIE 4 % 50045
B Rk, TR B 6 4 A0 R P 0 2 A M i A2 o, 389 5
FRAE RN RIS B 0. 207 V20 SE I B i R O 4 3 R
FEAR PR AR 2 100 (1 A 3 EE ) R 4, A0 ) 32 s i B A A
R, AR 5 B R B0 B TP ) A AR A AN A e AR M i 22
Sk, T HL B TR UE B REAE AR A b TR O RAR A — R 5015
SIS DU, 18 SRR NIREE N SR AR e M RIS he k.

AT 1 AT CCA HI SPP SAMERI A 4. 5 2 11
AR T SPCCA KHFILAME. 5 3 Wil g i uEpir i
FVERITERE, H6 S ue 4 AT /M. B o AR S AR
TG, B —In TR

1 HxIE
1.1 BAGEESR

G N WO OWIER {2,y (i =1,--- ,N), &
X =[z1,z2, - ,Zzn]| 5 Y = [y1,¥2, - ,yn], CCA [WHFR
ETFFH—EE R M, Bz =wT X Mz, =uTY
2 M HA BRI RS, HH RSk

wT S, u
VwTS TS
wT Spew X \/uTSyu

arg max p = (1)
;H;LIJ7 Szz, Syy %%U/&%##?E% X %u Y H‘JTﬂ‘ﬁ%%ﬁﬁi, S:cy
For X MY [T 2RI, RA Lagrange Fe 7%, KR
IR AUAG B, 1B )T SURFE TS R

0 Szy w _ Sex 0 w
(53 0 )(u)_%< 0 &y><u> @
e, A FORRIM ALY 20 1 22 Z IR E R AL,
SRR 1 T,

1.2 BHRRISRE

YA HE AL X = (21,22, ,zn] € R™N,
WS B — AR 5, WAFE DKW TFREAE M, =
[z1, ,Ti—1,Zit1- - ,ZN] € RN BT AR
TR HE TR Rm S a; € RV WAL 2 = Mioy,
I HER o PRI 2 RUSTT RN, HEE KR

ok
min ||aiJ1 3)
s.t. X, = Miai
TESERRN Y, 20 (3) I BRI 4 BARME RS, BRI
15 R R o 2 BB REAR I B AR 72, 48 HH — A e 1
BTN, U

min |[[ai; 8],

s.t. mi:[M,- I]{ai] (4)

t;

H, T e R™™ KI5 5 RFAE4E 40 4 (0 5067 30 B, Sk
R P 0 A B B AT D A A Ry e M A R RT I A A R
S50 MR 1) R, AR R BV l17magicl, SPGL12 fi
SLEP® 4. ASCULI [ 5 3 B 2t PR, R A SPGL1 #
5 ORI AR o, ZEXT N AR M, ERIRREsR S R o ST,
P WA 38 U AT IR R AT HEE S = [81,- -+, sn], JLHR,
si = [, -, @ii-1,0,054, 0 N-1]", i Foma; 1
%7 AR WmRoR i FRESE LTI GE BRSNS R
N, WS AR B 2R 4 E B FEA (R 8FEA)
DU 2 (R T IST DRk, 33k Al A i) 10 s i T A X 2R AT LA
MR R R 5 5 AR ) 0 — R TR e bR, W E
IR R 2 = w™ X, NI (R MR 2% |2 — 25| =
[wTX —wTXS||* = wTX(I - S)(I — S)TXTw KA T #
A w PR IREFRE . 454 BL BT, oT DA AR DR RF
B0 H bR ROk

wT X (S + 8T - SST)XTw (5)

wT X XTw

otk ERBEARL 4 Sp = S+ ST — ST, W LIfF3] SPP ()i
WBEHE W = (w1, wa] &) SHFAETTTE X S X Tw =
AX X Tw 95T d ABCRT SRR MR SCRFAE ] 4.

2 FHRFFEEEX T

A DR A B O 73 By R RS A SRR i SE R FR iR
VL AR IR A ) 1) 4 Jey s TE A LT, IR0 SRR A e 1) —
P EARENE S, RE R AR LA CCA 3 ig
FEZE | SEIURFAE I 48 Al

o A — B MW AR EEEXR X =
(1,22, ,zn] € R™N AY = [y1,¥42, - ,yn] €
R™N RH SPGL1 &k, 4 RMEREA o My, 7EHIN
TFREARLE FIFT RN r R s, PE 0] DL 3 Y 445 A0 4R
RS EAREEN R = [r,r2,--- ,rn] € RVXY FlI
S = [31,82,~~~ ,SN} e RN SPCCA BTSRRI
W) w F o, W2 BEIUG I R 2 (RSB I K IR AR
KESL, R B R B2 5 PIRFAE L P4 1 i T A4 18 22 R AT /g
AN gEA UL AT, SPCCA 1400 B £5mT LA IR N an R i
EA=R o ATk

max
w

max wT S, u
e non
min w X(I-R)(I-R) X w (6)
min ~ uTY (I —S)I—-9)"Y u
u#0

Lwww.acm.caltech.ed/l1magic
2www.cs.ubc.ca/labs/scl/spgll/index.html
3www.public.asu.edu/ jye02/Software/SLEP /index.htm



41 e AR A5 M ORAF S RAR G 20 W A AR AR R 45 P AR N 661

Sy M XA L, Fom X MY (TP 22500, Rk T Pi2
A2 [ A ORNE. di 2 HARILAL I (6) Jovk HHsR i,
A SE VP R B0 o [ IRBR ISR (6) B ML
(1 8. H AR LA R

T
w Szyu
= e— ()
' wT Sy w X \/uTSy,u

B S, = X(I—R)(I — R)™XT 1 S,, =Y (I —
SYI — S)TY™T 43 SIRHESE X Y (RGBT (R B 0 b,
o [ S ¥ A R PR P LE i P, 5 T Rt B A BRSO 1T R
BORLEAG IR, A XA S A1 S, AR SN BRI E
HiFE. Ik, 2 Spo A0Sy, HMILFFSRN, 55080 00T 8,
LERRBRARFR U AR i — MM )22 DRI S,o Al
Syy MIIERMERER (7) IR ENE. S34b, p MR KA S5
M w fla FBUETEOC, (X Pe T-H 5 g4, IR H
CCA HAUMRAL P 25 1Y Lagrange ek, Al LUK ) @i
BRI R IRPRAN T SUARAE 5 FRARFAIE 53 gk T

Suy Syt ST w = A2S,,w ®
ST SrtSuyu = N2Syu
JH w5 u Z e
{ Tyu Sz ©)
Seyw = ASy,u

BERY (7) B AL JEAS T 2 Al SR g (8) I AT X
REAE 43 A 1) 8L, W) LS BROR A L b B 4E 28 min(m, n) 1)
T~ SURFAE J5 B2 10 53 fif ) SRR L b — AL s i, SRS
FIHZ (9) SRff o — B &, I BRAR Sk 1 I ) &2
Ze B MRIET d AR IE M E ws, w0 = 1,2,-00,d) JA,
W& F W A EE (W, U), R W = [wi,ws, - ,wy] €
R™ U = [u1,u2,-- ,uq] € R™% IF H AWK
M.
EIE 1. BOEHEE W U e

szgme = 61‘,3'
ul Syyu; =6 (10)

T
wi Seyt; = Xidi

E*Jm:{L =)
0, i#j

SERR. DA Sao A S, HE SERERR I TE 5 KB, SR
Cholesky 7-fift, W= (8) H I URFAE A FE AT DL 5 o 5K
(11). 1 (55,7 S%,807) = (8o S0y 5T, S2ow, S2,u A
N AP BRRERE 8,2 ST Snd f 4 At A % A 07
2 R — E A (9),

(25.721727 7d)

(S2w)" (S2w,) = wI Soew; = 01,
(Sgywi) T (Sgyu;) = ui Syyu; = bij
'wiTSzyuj = ’I.D,LT X ()\jgmwj) = )\jwiTgmwj = )\jdi’j
(12)
O
RICBEEHE W R U J5, STk [22] /48 T = Fhah &k
W (FFATA A PATHAFIE TR FER 7)), JFI0UE T
JE IR RS T S R REAR Y, ML TR — MR A T L AR
SCHEBEAL SR 55 — ks, BRE X (18) SREA I 4L R R
{z,y} BATRAAESEHOI A A 2L,

M =[z1 z2] = W'z UTy] (13)

B Cr, Co, o, v SEFTAE IIVIEAEA, 55 20 N R AH DA
REFESY B8 My, My, - -, M. SHERRINEEA ¢, A%
PRI M = [21 2zo]. WS d(M, M;) = min; d(M, M;),
IHH M € wi (G €wk), MM € we (¢ €w), HH d(-,-) &
IRBR GRS BRI, we R b R AL

£i LR, SPCCA WAL g R

P 1. WAL ORI I ZAR R X R Y

B 2. M (4) MEERFER X ORI Y (5 AL AL
FHIFE R F1 S,

SR 3. MR (7) MEERHIEE X MY IR R
BB HFE Spe AT Syy;

LI 4. 0 (8) Ml (9) THEFREHE W R U;

BB 5. ML (13) WHHEIFR S FEARRIE M (0 =
1, , N), KBTS 8885 MR FE AT 4328,

3 KIS
S T WA AR SPOCA 43 4R R il 2 v 04 2%

AT T 780 525, th#E T SPCCA F1 SPP, CCA 454
VERI R MEfE.
3.1 FE{KRHIEE

AR SEHG 1 S8R 2R S AR SR Sk % SPCCA H
TR LB ORI A L fiE. MEFEAT $dii45* J8 T UCT Kl
B2 S EREE R ) — AN LR 4y, 5 0~9 JE 10 M
)6 ARFAEEE, |25 200 MFEA, 3L 2000 MHEA. X 6
Y5 E AL 5 58 B AT SRS (FAC, 216). i BLIH- R 3 (FOU,
76). K-L JETT &3 (KAR, 64). JEAZHHE (MOR, 6). 4%
¥ (PIX, 240) # Zernike i (ZER, 47). & 1 i T SPP
BEAEAFRAE TR 45 5, i T AR IR AE 2 1] T3
Sy 22 Ak

A, BT RN EE N X R Y 4E, 3t
A 15 Ml A RS, EEUEIEET 100 XA
JINGREE, J5 100 SFEAAE MR, Scie g Rk 2 By
N TIA, RN T AR G AT R T SR 45 R
(¥ P AR AR AT AR AL B AL & R — A e 1 i), JF ik
Baseline. M3 2 W LAFE H, Baseline 81 7] 5 (1) 241 & AL #E,
REMEIRAF AN I S0 45 R, PR A AE LU T P Al ) A

1) B IERR I GEROS 2, IR NEEAS ) B I, S
A R) 02 ) 52 4% B v

“http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Multiple+Features
BRI e U A 1 S04 5 S A8
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2) AN A A AE 2R 08 o LA AN A 1) 35080 3R 7 B o B
S TR R AL A 5 0] B 2 2 RN e R AR e il
4 7 ' Baseline J77E R SEI6 45 5L BL T M E EL.

CCA LI R 7 2t & P LR AE, ol D5 1 26 7R i
1) TR o) e 2 BRI 4 R A P i, AR T 76 T X P LR AE
L2 M AESCRA I 22 e, 25 5 I el Tl R R AE 4 2K
ST P E MR TR B, W& 3. SPCCA E4FAE filt
G LE T REAR IR BRI R, BTG T R AE 4E 50 g,
BRI LI T CCA I ik fi. R4 & c2 IR
T CCA K4 3 WAk T Baseline J5i%:LI4k, SPCCA 7E:
A 13 FhdlA I REEUAS S ar I IR 45 3R, W AR T CCA. 53
4h, 53& 1+ SPP [sEE &5 FA L, SPCCA W B kR T
BT RRAE B 10 22 S i S B R B 45 R AR e, K%
He 2l A b R BT 95 %, 3X 26 W LE T 6 £ R AE TR N
SPCCA REfgml & HAT B AMERHE, 32 mriE 5l fe )1, B
RE PG LA A 4 ) BE T TR R HE X 3E AN R, BE 9 %2
FEIE RGN T R AR BE (1) S Fe 1.

N T RS A R U D), & 2 R T S 4 E
AN R AE 20 SR T SPP LB T 00 28 28 41 45 I 1 et
Z PR, Uk 23] VEAIANE T ez R T R TR
Z IR A E SR R, ASCR ) Kappa ZEil (PF N —
M) R AGIE 2 M2 5. WS R IE T
(R R /IN UG B ARREAE 2 [R) 1 2 S ok, AR SPCCA 5
IEHATRRE G 5 10 T2 00 45 T, WE4l 4 ¢10 Fl 13
SPCCA F)szue &5 F i S AL T AR PIRI 75, MifEH S 2,
cd Rl ell Wk AEWRARK, RV AUREE 2 [ AE SR T

&, I SPCCA KSR 4R 5 CCA MIELIFBOA W 2
. X IB SPCCA N G EFR M T RIFINS %
K.

EF—ASE8 T, R CENPARMI 5 A%l gk, %%k
AL 0~ 9 3L 10 REFAFEAR, SR T INZREA 400 4,
MRREEA 200 AN, SCiR [24] T8 5% 307 UG AT TIAL 2R $2HL
a0 VUL USRI Gabor 71 (GAB, 256)+ Legendre %F
fE (LEG, 121). Pseudo-Zernike $#1it: (PSE, 36) Fl Zernike
FHIE (ZNK, 30). SPP HVETESAFIE MR 45 L Wk 1, W
FETT L AN IR RRAE 2 (B PR BB I 22 S k. H LR AR IE P P 4L
B BT RS 5 SR I SR A R LA 3.

EEPRAE ) H CCA HEATRHERL S 153 2545 W il
% T Baseline Jj¥%, X F2E i T Baseline ¥ FF1ik B 4E 1
AR, INTIOR B T A T 145 8. 2810 B T Baseline iR
JH ] B R AR A6 75X, BT LUAE 356 1 PR 045 E 119 il 131
I &E B TR 1 1 SPP & T PR ZURFAE 10 dp 47 S0 36 45 L.
SPCCA &b T Fiit FE A FIREAE R A (1 XA a0
fefL T SPP, Baseline fl CCA, J H H 77 ZAR D> 1 e 5 g ]
I8 B B KPR, A7 T80 43 I ] 6 3 6 R0 25 () A7
K. RUTF LA, R ¢ S50 5 A IEE
FIH SPP ST 2RI 2= etk N3k 3 ATLLE H, d1&
2 Fl e3 1 k B BAK T I AL 4, SPCCA 4 45 i &
T AT I 1) 45 5 DL S A B P Rl & 5 v R 4 R SR AE
HE 6w HEETHARA S, FIH SPCCA BEATRRE fil
G B B A TV I TG B B

# 1 SPP HkfEMWAZHET 5K LR (HN A RAIE L)

Table 1  Recognition rates of SPP in two multiple feature databases (corresponding dimensionality)
MFEAT CENPARMI
FAC FOU KAR MOR PIX ZER GAB LEG PSE ZNK
SPP  0.949(45)  0.841(25)  0.971(44) 0.601(5) 0.978(38)  0.815(18) 0.884(40)  0.936(57)  0.757(34)  0.750 (30)
%2 SRHET SN MFEAT E B (HIRH L)
Table 2  Recognition rates in multiple feature database MFEAT (corresponding dimensionality)
Combination of datasets Recognition rates
c X-Y K Baseline CCA SPCCA
1 FAC-FOU 0.030 0.948 (292) 0.880 (14) 0.980 (16)
2 FAC-KAR 0.473 0.948 (280) 0.972 (23) 0.970 (26)
3 FAC-MOR —0.142 0.934 (222) 0.763 (6) 0.928 (6)
4 FAC-PIX 0.411 0.949 (456) 0.958 (20) 0.970 (25)
5 FAC-ZER 0.086 0.961 (263) 0.864 (37) 0.965 (43)
6 FOU-KAR 0.014 0.967 (142) 0.928 (18) 0.981 (23)
7 FOU-MOR 0.105 0.425 (82) 0.752 (6) 0.821 (6)
8 FOU-PIX 0.022 0.972 (316) 0.851 (21) 0.977 (26)
9 FOU-ZER 0.396 0.804 (123) 0.833 (20) 0.872 (19)
10 KAR-MOR —0.171 0.697 (70) 0.834 (6) 0.951 (6)
11 KAR-PIX 0.658 0.973 (304) 0.971 (22) 0.976 (49)
12 KAR-ZER 0.058 0.818 (114) 0.884 (29) 0.964 (35)
13 MOR-PIX —0.170 0.778 (246) 0.739 (6) 0.959 (6)
14 MOR-ZER 0.202 0.783 (53) 0.743 (6) 0.787 (5)
15 PIX-ZER 0.0678 0.829 (287) 0.831 (26) 0.962 (21)
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3.2 ARR5IEE

S MFE ORL, Yale F1 AR =N A EE I _E it A
IRAISEEG, JF5 CCA, SPP AT LLX. fESZi ., ¥ gt
17 Daubechies 1EA8 /N 2 il SRR 20 2 1 9 BEAS RO 58—
FRAELE, ARG X AL RFIEREAT PCA &4, DI s F LR e
PERIE R /ANFEA S L. R, oA T 3 m sl LA, i
B0 Al SEIL T K P ALRRAE BB G S FSR A SPP IR, B
SPP*.

ORL A #1290 4% 40 ™ A A EIE, A 10
& EG, i T AR TR A& T, A ARREN
FUTH AN, BEMLE RSN 4 TREE 5 & EHE ST 4, I
A6 MEaL 5 R AENR. SEEeH PCA BF4ER] 42 4E. Yale
O 20 g 15 AN 165 18 AR %, 4 11 18,
BLFECHE T BRES . KA. RN 4 TEEL 5 R
BAE ISR, A 7 Wk 6 i EIR. seg b PCA B4R
48 4. AR NJBB FERT g 126 A A (5570 A, % 56 N)
1 4000 AR PG R, R 26 TRIES, 4000 2 41, fdl
13 3K, RN EIRE A 2 J, 25l it 7 AR . SRR
BRI AR AL, AEASCH, TRATEEEE A 14 TR TGRS K
BT AR S 56. IR A 5 TREk 7 i@ EHEAE A I
g, Hx 9 BB 7 WEAENR. TR 2, ST PCA
451 256 4.

Bl AL S 36 40 ST EAT 10 Wk, SRR S5 SR ILER 4 FIE 1
FToR. SCHK [17) 5 CUE SPP [ S 25 BB I AR 4L 1)
PCA, LPPE® fi NPEP 53k, kA T SPP (1
SEIGEE R T BIRSEIGEE R AT DA A R 145 i

1) SPP HiE S T Mgt b s =45 S, e
BN S e T4 SR AE SR O v 07 ks
1, SPP 1 ORL #¥n4E e 343 L CCA 4TIk %
SER. AE Yale BO¥ESEF, JINZGFEA 4 WiRHIR S CCA
MZETCIL, B INGFEEARN 5 B, TR 2 B %+
CCA il SPCCA; ¥ 5H, £ AR HIEEH X MG I 1
W, XRIL T ZRHE B 7E R 205 T AN T AR IE R AN

Pk

2) SPP* SRR S IK 4145 J5 S SE B0 T 4F 10E 1) fi 5 b 2L,
SRIMIX 7 AW T ANRHFFIEZ R AH EOCR, SBHE
A L A R BN B T A R IR AN YR AR 1, TN AR (R T )
R B R T, AR 4 [ seae gt o mT IR 214
YR AE ) A B e D, R A 7 2T LB SR e S
PURIPERE. (EEAE AR B 48 2 AR AE (1) 4R 500 O v i
SPP* (152 56 Pk g S M WG T~ 3% 1 55— AURRAE 1K) SPP Jy vk
T R ATULA T AT R W A A 2 ) (AR Sk, IRl T A
SN ER B RR B RE AR T A S B, I BAHR
FRAE R B B T A s . BT UL g [FR N T
WRER AR, R 1 IR S SPP* IR GI RRH 4
AR .

3) CCA 1K Z L T #AE 1 LU D 1) 4 $UA Bl A
SE MR R, I EL A2 Bl 5 4k $0 88 v AR e — N B 11
AP AERAEI AR S AN BB 2 10 N G0 22 vp ) 10
G S B B BN AR B — N 2 S, B YRR
)18 o S 5 RS TRk R R B R . X RN
CCA 7RI R 4E 3= BFAE 5 (B KL AR T % I (1) 8 5%
&), B3 NEE BRG], mER A E I AR
FeE A5 B TR SRR AE 1 %0 BE ), AT S B0 M g
.

4) SPCCA £ CCA KIHEHLPY, RN/ T W ALRFIE A
V1) B A B B, MO T RRAE R T, AR N AR
Pt LR sea 25 | —EU AL+ SPP, SPP* il CCA. M AR
N4 UM Bl 4 BB A5 O, 1] DUE AR STk
A ML CCA TEIEE s AR AE RT3 2 S 24 B 1) 1) 78,
YL T SPCCA BEMST Al iy E45E o A7 AL I e 75 5 2
PR T HIARI S I B AR e .

4 BESRE

LEMRIAN M AOHEZR Y, ASSCES & T M s i JBAR,
P T — PR R AL SRR S BOR — Pl OR £ S 4 55

#3 LT SEEERE CENPARMI bR (HN IRHEAT 450

Table 3

Recognition rates in multiple feature database CENPARMI (corresponding dimensionality)

Combination of datasets

Recognition rates

c X-Y K Baseline CCA SPCCA
1 GAB-LEG 0.137 0.905 (377) 0.899 (23) 0.941 (19)
2 GAB-PSE 0.096 0.887 (292) 0.833 (17) 0.900 (22)
3 GAB-ZNK 0.093 0.893 (286) 0.830 (16) 0.912 (26)
4 LEG-PSE 0.125 0.917 (157) 0.868 (20) 0.934 (21)
5 LEG-ZNK 0.168 0.920 (151) 0.862 (20) 0.931 (27)
6 PSE-ZNK 0.523 0.777 (66) 0.769 (30) 0.783 (30)

K4 AE NIREAEE LR BN A LA (F R IR AE4E 5D
Table 4  Comparison of best recognition rates in each face dataset (corresponding dimensionality)

Dataset SPP SPP* CCA SPCCA

ORL 4 trainings 0.9121 (41) 0.9179 (72) 0.8954 (35) 0.9267 (37)
5 trainings 0.9225 (41) 0.9385 (82) 0.9200 (38) 0.9465 (37)

Vale 4 trainings 0.7648 (48) 0.7733 (58) 0.7686 (34) 0.8286 (46)
5 trainings 0.7800 (48) 0.7933 (73) 0.8622 (34) 0.8911 (47)
AR 5 trainings 0.8364 (256) 0.8129 (403) 0.9370 (86) 0.9450 (242)
7 trainings 0.8871 (256) 0.8780 (398) 0.9683 (71) 0.9762 (167)




664 H | 1k R 38 3%

LRI AT YR, R TN B S A O AR e e A,
A R P R 0 2 s (R AT SR BRI U AN A T Al 2 P 0 R R A 14
CCA K& LLSHIFFE AT AN 5.

S3HT (SPCCA). SPCCA -T2 & 1 A% A ] ) B i 44 1,
AT e AR CCA HEAT R HESEIBORN il A i LG MBS 14
KGN R AR EIME R, FEAE TR Hodhs B2 P I AE T

Number of features
(e) HAN 5 MINZFEA (AR-5)
(e) 5 trainings per person (AR-5)
K1
Fig. 1

. aapaPeaeeataEE858e58 0.95 _ oeooEEoPEEeEeEEE ]
L N - et S &
f 09
0.85
2 0.85
:
g 08 £
b= = 08
5 E
o on
2 075 51
& g 075
0.7 —— SPP —o—SPP
—v—CCA 07 —v—CCA
0.65 8 SPCCA —=—SPCCA
M 1 1 1 1 065 1 1 1
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
Number of features Number of features
(a) BN 4 MINZFEA (ORL-4) (b) NN 5 MillZikEA (ORL-5)
(a) 4 trainings per person (ORL-4) (b) 5 trainings per person (ORL-5)
08 S 0.85
0.75 0.8
o v g 075
E 07 =7
8 2 07
£ 065 %
& g 0.65
g 06 2
&~ 0.6
0.55
—o— spp 0.55 PP
0.5 —v— CCA 05 —s— CCA
—=— SPCCA —=— SPCCA
0.45 L L L I 0.45 L L L 1
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
Number of features Number of features
(c) AN 4 NUIZEEA (Yale-4) (d) #AN 5 MNZtEA (Yale-5)
(c) 4 trainings per person (Yale-4) (d) 5 trainings per person (Yale-5)
0.95
0.95
0.9
Q L
® E 0.9
g 085 2
= =]
=l &
g S 085
2 08 &
0.75 0.8 —o—SPP
—v— CAA —v—CCA
—=— SPCCA —=—SPCCA
07 L ! ! 1 075 1 1 1 1 1
50 100 150 200 250 50 100 150 200 250

Number of features
(f) BN 7 DNGREA (AR-T)
(f) 7 trainings per person (AR-T7)

VAP (RN e €1 MRS i e S &2 A
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