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Abstract: Semi-Supervised learning is one of the hottest research topics in the technological community, which
has been developed from the original semi-supervised classification and semi-supervised clustering to the
semi-supervised regression and semi-supervised dimensionality reduction, etc. At present, there have been several
excellent surveys on semi-supervised classification: Semi-Supervised clustering and semi-supervised regression, e.g.
Zhu’s semi-supervised learning literature survey. Dimensionality reduction is one of the key issues in machine
learning, pattern recognition, and other related fields. Recently, a lot of research has been done to integrate the idea
of semi-supervised learning into dimensionality reduction, i.e. semi-supervised dimensionality reduction. In this
paper, the current semi-supervised dimensionality reduction methods are reviewed, and their performances are
evaluated through extensive experiments on a large number of benchmark datasets, from which some empirical
insights can be obtained.

Key words: semi-supervised dimensionality reduction; dimensionality reduction; semi-supervised learning; class
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SR 5T 05 2 A AT A B A I EL B 0, T EL by T 7 A R 7 ) (0 A, 2 5 BT £
“ofi A e 1) R e 4 (dimensionality reduction) 2 AR 5 vk DU K 5 4k A0 A8 B B4 1 4 s L IR
e, A A4l 0 o S o A B AR 75 A6 T 2K b A0 5 0 R A 7 90 T A4 D 1 A M
Y, 01 E 1A 53 T (PCA)CY: A5 M A e 4, 24 1440 591 5317 (LDA), BBk 4 Fisher 1 51 53 47 (FDA),

AR 2 S BRAT 45 T, o o 10 B A 2 5 S, T b5 A S AR M S 7 945 A7 £ 25 S
[Fi) B S A8 43 MR A (0 20, s 0 T — ol 1 2% 33 T8 20, B 2 1 B 2 3] (semi-supervised  learning). AH LE % 7%
10025 31 J7 1, 2 %2 S AT DAL R 6B 5 S A b 5 S, I T 1 N T 5 5 s R R 1 2
SR R DR, JE Ve 7 B s S 2 52 v 352 MR 22 10 6 . L, B 2% ST B NS I W 4 S
e R AT T 302 I I U e M 0 A 5 AR 47 0 W 40 2K BN R4 T 1 TAE 4 T 1R AT
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Fig.1 Taxonomy of dimensionality reduction methods
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T JUIb 30 e LR 45 B34 ()R T 5 R T S ) AR e T — P B A3 1) (1) AR AL A2 Sk ) s 40 422 1) SC ik [25]
FE 35 KA LDA HEN H I AT S A0 55 (6 B0 A 240 R 11 g g e de 24 10 Ak il . Chen 25 A4t LDA
5 R /N Y 7 IR 3 T S i N i 3 i 307 1 DU I, 2% AR T DL A g AN IE A 1 S5 /N il ), g
1T,Sugiyama 3RS Fisher 514> #T(LFDA)AT PCA S54 ek - H T — P B RER 4 Fisher 053] 5 #7
SELF) Chatpatanasiri %5 A W 25 =1 () fi FE 4 H 77— A o 30 0 400 HE 4 76 A20HE 42, T LA 25 0 M d 4% 5
{1 Fisher 34 51 43 474 Ji 21 2 I 1y 77 51280,
T FRATIR EA L 5 Bl W R T kR R PCA(S2PPCAYM, 432K 2 [ 2 (CCDR) Y., - i %
H 59153 K1 (SDAY PRI A 2 W 8% Fisher 1) 51 20 #1 SELFE™, SSLFDAPR 85 Ji5 6 3 JL 7 vk 0 Jag 4 LA & e 411 22 il
B KRBT W
211 R EMAR PCA(S2PPCA)
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eI Rt S Z [N — 48 TN 1 A9i4. X #E,CCDR 1] RLE 204k 'S mlidse /M R T Y B s 26 20
E(Z,)= ;aki Iz, — v I +ﬂZWij Iy -y; I (5)
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X7 RN B 25 18] 5 55 KA 200 O A={ay} e 7 JE 0 6 R B (R A xq J8 T 36 k28,0 ay=1;
5 W), 3=0); W={wi 322 78 B4 1 48 42 1) B (W A 32 U 2 AR 22 ol R L2 25 SCiik[29]y A2 Fi ik N BG4 25 1) 5 1
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213 CEHEFI 5T (SDA)

SDA S FET Z 0 5l 43 B 1 — A2 W B e i AR, B 78 LDA 1) H A eR 80P I e 4k I £ 75 SDA
T B R AR 2 1) 2 1550 110 [i) e my A R 5080 1) J) 50 45 40 15 5. SDA RS A0AL T 1 1) H s R 4

arg max———-—— W S,W = arg max W Sy (6)
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8 PCA F1 LFDA Z55 ik, 1] LLAR K70 R0 b 5 2 (K 4 Jy G544, )1 O B LFDA 7532 AL s (BE 28 o4 F) i
N ZREAS AT LDA (¥ 4R R 1 45). SELF w] LA R A SK AR 1 At AL A i)
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R, W S R . SO T ) SR S 2 D 8 R o, SR T U SR A A S R B 5 SR
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Horp SUOFT SUWIZ3 il K L FDA 9 Hh A4 Ja) 0 24 170 25 0K kR 3 8 285 P 0 A e SO0 2 8 3 o B (B 2 0
[45). S [0, 112 BERL (1 1 35 2 8,24 p=1 I, SELF B4kl PCA;TT 24 5=0 I, SELF 5tiB1k k LFDA.
2.15 ETUIEE ) 0 R R Fisher 245105 #1 (SSLFDA)

545 2.1.4 F i) SELF 5172: 25181, SSLFDA 4% LFDA S35 i — A W B AR, T 2 AR ek [28] P42 i
110 2 W o A ATE B8 1 M 15 10 b SELF 78R JC 28 b 5 B4 7 TG BT AN [F): SSLFDA B LR HUHE 11
PTG G5, SELF ARFERHE 1 4% Jo &5 by 03X A HE 48 L THT, 2 RS B 4 )5 32 mT AT S 8 7 Dby SRAR T (9 f Ak
i) 8

W =argmin f'WTX)+ 7 W' X) 9)
w

FErFCYR YY1 A 28 o K00 R G 288 S s 5 el £ B B0, 12 VA 0 DR R AT DA s B
BUIE 25 1) R H, Fe 2 ) () 4 Ak kg R IR (1 48 A0E 2 i i) 800 3 58 SN [ PR LA A 28 T LS5 HE A [ 17 2
B 24t 7 .
216 Jrikingh

FLHHIH T 211 5~58 2.1.5 5 5 ANV W R 4E 5 0 — S8 1k 3R B A L AR AR A R
B b T R 5 (Gaussian-kernel) R B8 i R om AR 1R EL, p R B B BE P 1 AE Z 0 R AN R
S2PPCA J7 5 R4 AE T AN A XHE K EM B35 BT LR A H T B AN T R A S R g R4

S2PPCA &M F A AL B3k () M e — 5 TR A0 T A5 A0 ik, BV 8090 20 A 2 s 307 1 el VR 5 s U 10 59 — D T
ARATRE AR A B0 RS H KA, S HO0 A VB0 AT A5, AT 3 BRI 8 T B .CCDR J& —fi R4k
P75 LE Tk —FE, A M 3 1R UF 3R 2 L B i V5 1) 14 6. SDA, SELF F11 SSLFDA J2& 3 it 4 1tk P4k U vk
SDA Gt ok 38 0 1E WA I, A 45 7E B 4 10 2 v e % DR RF B0 1 R 45 4 SELF 75 B KA B it By ZE(PCA
THEDUT ), BRT b e 7 e 4 1) R v R T PR R DR R 5080 114 4 JRi 45 4, SSLIFDA R FH TG A 5 IRV BCHR (R R 4503 1)
UG 45 K (LPP HE ), A58 440 1) J= 38 45 44 15 21 PR K

Table 1  Properties of semi-supervised dimensionality reduction methods based on class label
F 1 BT IRNFR 0 B R Uy 1) s vk

Methods Basic idea Parameters Computational Memory

S2PPCA Label+PPCA None O(i(D+L)Nd) or OgNZ(id+D)) O((D+L)N) or O(N?)
CCDR Label+LE kt, B O(p(N+C)?) O(p(N+C)?)
SDA LDA+Adjacency graph k a B o(D?) O(N*+D?)
SELF LFDA+PCA k B o(D%) 0o(D?)

SSLFDA LFDA+LPP K, 8 o(D%) o(D?%

2.2 BT R ARM S BB

P MR B 2 20 P B T IR A5 R i mT BAR T A 2K SR 50 45 R L i o 29 IR AEAR 218 0L R, AT
A A AN T A () L AR S S0 5 0 R R AR AR T () — A2, AN I T IR — S, BT TR IR 1 M
15 B BEORE 20 3RO AT R AEAT 29 g 9 b TE 20 3R (musst-link) #1471 29 7R (cannot-link). iE 21 SR 35 1 & A FEAS & T
) — AN A e b, S 20 AR B2 AN REAS 8 T AN TR B 8 50 AR SR AR T IE LRI AR & id o ML T 2 31
84104 CL.

JRAT T 4 IR 2 T ) 24 R P 2 W R A T V2 Tang 25 4R A 20 R4 3 B s g R0 Ao A1) 0 7 VAR
BT BN LT 200 T Toks 5 15 Bar-Hillel 5 A\ 42 H —Fh 214 FDA(CFDA)BY J7 v %t 3o #E4T b B, 2 2
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1E R A KB o3 BT AR (RCA)Y K — /N (B 5 B8 . Zhang 28 A A —N T8 9 BV A 52 [R) I R FH AE 249 SRR 6 20 R HR
SRR B B T A e B B 4 HE 42 (SSDR)BZ Cevikalp 25 A7 J= 3 A 35 B 5% 7 V5 (LPP) h B N 21l £7 L,
P T AR B AR R B S0 (cLPP) B3 Wei &8 A HRHY T — i 48 i {4 1 4 £ (NPSSDR) 5 : B4 76 R 2 i 4k 3
W28 44 14y ) I 4 6 00 114 ) 0 45 #4475 S5 Baghshah 25 A Kt NPSSDR J7 vk T 13 2 ) B i 14 1 17— b — 04
RIT iR K AL FE .Chen 58 ANFESCHR[36] H- tH T — ANk T 29 AR B 1 1 B Al 476 B 23 i (NMIF) HE 42
S S NAEAT G5 1R TR AR 5 20 AT B3 o i N R0t 40 R B 77—l e M gt TR AR G 40 #7595 27 3T, Davidson
PR T AN T R (1 e 2 HE 21380 A HE 24 1 S R — AN 2 PR AR AR A0 A T R 1) PR R 5 R 4

N BRI B 4 Tl RO 2 SR (1 2 B B 4 35 2 Fisher 150 23 M (CFDAYBY JE T 255 (1
15 7% W EAE 242 (SSDR)EZ) ., 24 T 154 J5) 35 - 17 4 5% (L PP) B3URN 415 a7 87 2 I B¢ [ 44 (NPSSDR)B438) i J7 o) 3 JL b
D7 JE M CL R e AT 2 T i S8 R b AT 0 Hr
2.2.1 4R Fisher J) 51/ 47 (cFDA)

CFDA J2 3 2% 3] 50 56 20 20 M1 (RCA)YBUR — AN v i) 35 38 cFDA FEL Ak 2 1 2 A IE R (3
WR[31]7 #x M equivalence constraints)$T s 28 i T4 % (cluster); 28 5 2R LT LDA #2875 P9 BAm 4 RS S, Al
RVARECA HE B Syt Ja B AT TH ) b

max WTTStW
woWTS W
JLrp W R B T AR MR BT S A4k B AR W AT LU B A B SS, AT d AMRRAE 1) R 2H K.
2.2.2  SETL R B B 4EHE AL (SSDR)

NFT cFDA T 21 (5 JE SR8 1t B0A 4 b, SSDRIZV B 4324 FH £ W Sk 45 S: B4 4. SSDR 7 W 4k (13 72 v {7

FEEUE 2 R 2RO IR AR PCA —FEOR FEECHE N 8 45415 2. SSDR e XA T I 1) H b 7 F2:
J(W)=%Z(WTXi -w'x;)?+ i > (Wi —wx)? - B > (whx—w'x)? (11)
2n° i 2Ney (g xpect 20y (. %)eML

a5 1 TUAT DA 1 R 4 S P PR O < () ) R S IR FE R OR, B AE T PCA HE N, BV 5 AL B 1 7=
N A Ny 43 79 26 7 B 20 R R IE 2 R A4
223 ZRR R IR FER G (CLPP)

L SSDR A[rl,cLPP 7 Fa 4 i F2 R 3 £ 0 1 J3 i 45 44 5L .cLPP 1) HL AU IR AN R - i Sl A 3 004 1) 4T 42
FE AR 5 ) 20 SR A5 S8 el 80 42 55 B o (R BUE, A4 15 15 240 SR B8 2 TA) R0 BUAE 38 K, 4 24 sR B8l 2 1) R AU A
AN A G S5 A 20 R BB i LR AR I A IR SCBUE, N 2 AR B AT A% 1 e  cLPP 11 H b eR AT DL R
W5 BN B A

(10)

J(W):;[Z(Zi_zj)zAj+ z (Zi_zj)z_ Z (Zi_zj)zJ (12)
i

i, jeML i,jeCL
L, A AR SR 10 B AR R I 7y 2 AR K g WIS IR 4 5 ) J 9 % I () R
2.2.4  ALIRARER A W B 4 (NPSSDR) ™
NPSSDR F| FH 1F £ A FH 47 24 o [ 4 7] ) 4 £ s 1) JR &8 45 445 JEL. 55 cLPP J5 ¥E AN [l NPSSDR AN 75 ZE 44 i
BT TR A0 I T 3o V2 L DA T ) g v R S IO B AT 145 Hh TSGR [35] R i H R BR A

z (z,- Zj)z
* (z,z;)eCL
W™ =argmax — (13)
wiw=1 Z (Zi_zj)2+aJ(\N)
(z,zj)eML

w Wei 55 A\ 76 SCHR[34] 42 i NPSSDR Jy¥4.Baghshah %5 A 7€ SCHR[35]H £ H 1) 57 vk JEAR 55 SOk [3414H UL, AT 1 48— Bt 71 1)
754 NPSSDR.SEHG H LL 1) NPSSDR 7 723 A2 14 8 SCHR[35] H 1) SR AR 7 72 S BRI
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2 J(OW) 2 T DU Ak 0254 T R332 ik N (LLE) F) JELABURA) 38 1E IR0, U J(W)=tr(WTXMXTW), L M2 %
Pt T AR B 02, E A R B (13) d R AL A SR A — AN 8 L (trace radio) il 8, 1% i) @ w] LA FH —Fh — 40 8 R 5792
SRSk e,
225 Jjikags

F 2 HROR T LT O 2SR 2 B B Y D R ) — S e P Kk SRR B AR B B AR A AT A E Lt
R R 58T R AR IR B p R R AR b 1 AR R T R AN B

CFDA AR 1E 4 SR ¥ A5 A7 20 50, R 240 o ) B A AR 3 9 A 2k s I L, 24 Swy 77 5 (W INH, cFDA )
SRAR L TR I 75 ELAE R 1) Ab 2. SSDR BE mJ LA FH 1F 249 3, th ] LU FH 6 240 50 A B R Al v DR R 20O
)4 SR E5 40, 3F HA R K5 BB E HEAT4 3% cLPP 5 SSDR M LL, f8KF 7 303 (0 R i 45 4, 9F HLIB Lok (s Bk
TR B4R WA 55 AHZ,cLPP 5 LPP J5idk—#¥, B 4 1 B8 1) 4 38 75 TR M T H50 i 48 B2 [ (1) 44 732 .NPSSDR i il
— A AR AR AR SR AR £ I Il X 2R B T I S SR AR AR e VB S R K I B
Al B8 238 B WS 1) 7L.NPSSDR 1 FH LLE SR (R 457 o b5 H0d 1) Je 58 4544, 2 = 28 1) LLE [RIRE (¥ 1) &5, b
S5 4 K SRR o ) e 412D,

Table 2 Properties of semi-supervised dimensionality reduction methods based on pairwise constraints
Fe 2 BT UG AR A MR R A U e Pk

Methods Basic idea Structure Parameters Computational Memory
cFDA must-link+LDA Global None o(D%) o(D?)
SSDR cannot-link+must-link+PCA Global a B o(D%) O(N*+D?)
cLPP cannot-link+must-link+LPP Local k, t OgD3) O(N2+D22

NPSSDR cannot-link+must-link+LLE Local k, a O(iD*+pN?) O(D*+pN?)

23 ETHMMBEENAE

e WS BS I f J7 vk  T T CARI FH 2 AR S R o6t 20 AR O I BHE B LA AR B R 2 A T S I B B F
THEEAIGE 40 1E T 45 3 289 7K R (ARE)O, i U725 1] it 55 (SSP) VR ¢ 4 B e 55 (RAP) 2L i 1]
BG A 2R P A R 5 A R A TR) I A 2R ok R AE 0 IR B B 48 S AR IE S I O b RE  Yang 25 A FH R B ik
N5 B8 30— S8 0 W B R 7 R B2 W TR a3 g o W BB ISOMAP(SS-ISOMAPR) T I 8 () )
A PR N (SS-LLE). Memisevic 25 A\ 45 1T — il 2 W B [ 2 HE 28 22 ¢ 2 ik N (MRE) M 0] L2545 1) FH 22 FloAH AL
HRAR.

Bl 2 J@om T — MGG BN 6 2 145 7130 T8 b 45 K (R S0 RE S A R DTN 6 R I RE AR,
BV 4 N ek P 3 4 5 A AR 4 213 T P () A A R 2 R LA A A PR A7 s AR R PR ST R [43] 3 S ) FH X
LSRN 5 Z A R S0 56 20 38 T LR 28 1 IR T 22 ) vk e 212 I B g =KL

s

1
0
-1! ‘h
4 .:'
R 4

(a) Original samples  (b) Low dimensional embedded samples!**!
(a) JEIA K (OR(F I

Fig.2 Prior information in the form of on-manifold coordinates

K2 CaE i Ao R A1E G0 AR
3 X Iy

FEIX 5 JRATTE K s AR B 2 B LR 758 2 b A G 10y Ul o M B B A 7 v X e b v B 4R
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15 UCH bR Bedla g™ 2 W 2 >3 Bodis A2 VR G b v S50 £ S 56 vb 1 36 T 0k 5 100 P 0 12k, 3Rl 1%
HECAN T3] PR L A8 5030 4R B BT 23 24 P AN 358 90— 23 (o B R B 10%,300%K 50%) 1F 24 1 4 51X Hidis, 3 A1
—HB A VE g ToAR T 1B S T3 T RO 249 R 1 B A ik B AL Y — s B E (B R U 10%,30%5% 50%)
P 380 240 TR T U 35 A 00 4 24 A 5 IS 3 T UCT i v B B2 80 - W i 4, 306 FH 4 KB AR A 3 05
VSIS SRR 4 (1 P A 4 B, SCRR[2] R R S5 eb e SR TR D A% Ak B i S B SR A L) B 30 AR 40 2 e
(nearest neighbor, {& Fk NN 43 288 5 11 4 B 4 5 102 0 DA Febas A L B A8 SCIRAIF VR AN T foc 28 F S 60 45 L 4%
TP 4t J7 v (0 2 5505 T LR 3,B% T 385> 2 4 3 v 5 LA A, At 25 5081 R Y I A X4 22 11 1 e e LR

Table 3 Parameter settings for experiments

F3 KBTS HE

Methods Parameter settings
PCA None
LDA None
S2PPCA None
CCDR 1<k=<15, t=1, 0<4<10
SDA 1<k=<15, =0, 0<e<10
SELF 1<k<15, 0</<1
SSLFDA 1<k=<15, 0<y=<10, a=8
cFDA None
DCA None
SSDR =1, 1< <30
cLPP 1<<k<15, t=5
NPSSDR 1<k<15, ¢=0.2 or 0.02

3.1 UCIHREHIEE LRI thE
ASLIGHRER T 8 A UCH U Fm 48 F T3 B Sk I PEE. 3R 4 H A T IR S8 5 4 1 8 1 (C KR
FKONEH D RoRYEEN FKOREEARZT H ). 3 L Hd 48 A B 4 45 17 21 1 Bl 48, 80 4 ivis A1 soybean_small, 1 {0 $5
-G O BN B 491 G 5 5 4R 4R digits0.05 AT letter0.05.

Table 4 Properties of 8 UCI datasets
F 4 8/ UCI RN Tk

iris  digits0.05 letter0.05 protein  soybean_small  letter 0.1 _IJL  ionosphere  zoo
C 3 10 26 6 4 3 2 7
D 4 16 16 20 35 16 34 16
N 150 550 1000 116 47 227 351 101

% 5K 6 4 BB IR T 5T 2N bR 5 Fxt 24 5 1) 24 R B B 4 J7 70 E UCT eSO 45 L1 se 6 45 I 3k
H1) H K 1) 4 S R 20 0ot e 4 R TR BIOHE 15 el A8 43 R4 15 B 11 43 RS B2 A5 S0 45 AR 2 5% HISAT 20
J& B3 {H.PCALDA FIHFIH LA K DCA 1k L e 7 ik 71 T H ok .2 v I B 0 B /s 1R B
LB FR . B T3 2 4E 50 D RIS %L C.36 5 Y nL R 2 b5 5 BB 78 3 Bl 42 b fir
(5 1 451 (10%,30% 5% 50%),%% 6 F1 () nC 275 10 4 2 s A %5 1 oy 5040 5 5010 EL 91 (10%, 30% 58, 50%), 3L, IE4Y

wen SZIG Rl T UCT AR v B0 5 77 LU R 33t http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/_I- 75 3, H b digits0.05, letter0.05 F1 letter_0.1_1JL J&
MGG H AR digits,letter = dEAT R 45 210 9 EL A4 1 4l A 7 72 m) 2 T AL AU Weka(http://www.cs.waikato.ac.nz/ml/weka/) - 11 £ 45 4.

© FEREEB T

hitp:// Www. jos. org. cn



36 Journal of Software #4434 Vol.22, No.l, January 2011

Table 5 Results of different methods based on class label on UCI datasets
FT5 FETFAIREE N MBS B4 7154 UCH AR 48 L st 25 1

Dataset nL PCA LDA S2PPCA | CCDR SDA SELF SSFLDA
10% | 0.9600 | 0.9557 | 0.9083 | 0.8963 | 0.9693 | 0.9510 | 0.967 0

s 30% | 0.9600 | 0.9667 | 0.9437 | 0.9043 | 0.9677 | 0.9547 | 0.9700
(2D, 3C)
' 50% | 0.9600 | 0.9643 | 09647 | 0.8893 | 0.9667 | 0.9550 | 0.957
G005 | 10% | 08691 | 08128 | 08915 | 0.2968 | 08855 | 0.8782 | 0.8818
gitso. 30% | 0.8691 | 0.8513 | 08982 | 0.4612 | 0.893 | 0.8991 | 0.8949
(4D, 10C)
' 50% | 0.8691 | 0.8607 | 09234 | 0.5971 | 0.8936 | 0.8982 | 0.8950
tero0s | 10% | 05270 [ 04714 | 05941 [0.2319 | 06463 | 06377 | 06571
: 30% | 0.5270 | 0.6266 | 06684 | 03992 | 0.6726 | 06741 | 06759
(5D, 26C)
' 50% | 0.5270 | 0.6397 | 07398 | 0.5675 | 0.6686 | 0.6852 | 0.6840
i 10% | 07328 | 0.6043 | 06879 | 05022 | 0.6819 | 0.7483 | 0.6957
P 30% | 0.7328 | 0.7284 | 07534 | 05483 | 0.7491 | 07711 | 0.7836
(8D, 6C)

50% | 0.7328 | 0.7927 | 0.8056 | 0.6431 | 0.7724 | 0.8134 | 0.8073
10% | 0.9574 | 0.6617 | 09351 | 0.6723 | 0.7840 | 0.9415 | 0.9596
30% | 09574 | 0.7872 | 09362 | 0.8128 | 0.7138 | 0.9660 | 0.9670

soybean_small

(2D, 40) 50% | 0.9574 | 0.8511 | 09457 | 08117 | 0.6521 | 0.9830 | 0.9862
letter_0.1_ijl 10% | 0.8590 | 0.7388 | 0.8903 | 0.6952 | 0.9095 | 0.8987 | 0.9275
(4D_ SC_) 30% | 0.8590 | 0.8956 | 0.9121 | 0.6725 | 0.9218 | 0.9159 | 0.9326

' 50% | 0.8590 | 0.9099 | 09346 | 0.7293 | 0.9253 | 0.9189 | 0.9386
ionosphere 10% | 09031 | 0.7124 | 0.8443 | 0.9537 | 0.8148 | 0.8735 | 0.903 4
(11D, 2C) 30% | 09031 | 0.7372 | 0.8682 | 0.9593 | 0.8350 | 0.8873 | 0.908 6

' 50% | 0.9031 | 0.7524 | 0.8815 | 0.9684 | 0.8359 | 0.8870 | 0.9090

200 10% | 0.9604 | 0.7079 | 09411 | 0.7995 | 0.9644 | 0.9624 | 0.9485
(3D, 70) 30% | 0.9604 | 0.8688 | 0.9213 | 0.9149 | 0.9698 | 0.9639 | 0.9609

50% | 0.9604 | 0.8837 | 0.9248 | 09342 | 0.9757 | 0.9644 | 0.9634

Table 6 Results of different methods based on pairwise constraints on UCI datasets
F 6 T RO LU IS B B 4 5 vATE UCH FRUESUR AR B segh g L

Dataset nC PCA DCA cFLD SSDR cLPP | LPSSDR
iy 10% 0.9600 | 09413 | 09483 | 009537 | 09597 | 0.9383
0 . . . . . .
(2D, 30) 30% 0.9600 | 09610 | 0.9520 | 0.9623 | 09677 | 09323
: 50% 0.9600 | 09677 | 09590 | 0.9600 | 09737 | 0.9303
digits0.05 10% 08691 | 04847 | 0.6946 | 0.8884 | 0.8681 | 0.8610
0 . . . . . .
(4?3 16(:) 30% 08691 | 06750 | 0.6687 | 0.8781 | 0.8636 | 0.8643
: 50% 08691 | 06273 | 06031 | 08781 | 08506 | 0.8576
etter0.05 10% 05270 | 03196 | 04962 | 05484 | 0.6287 | 0.5956
0 . R B . p .
(5D zéC) 30% 05270 | 04510 | 0.4706 | 05594 | 0.6622 | 0.6370
: 50% 05270 | 04336 | 04247 | 05560 | 0.6694 | 0.6490
otein 10% 07328 | 05948 | 06647 | 07250 | 07198 | 0.6991
0 . . . " . .
(SD 60) 30% 07328 | 06789 | 07237 | 07573 | 07466 | 0.7599
’ 50% 07328 | 07500 | 0.7353 | 07711 | 07547 | 0.7759
sovbean small 10% 09574 | 08330 | 08394 | 08936 | 06245 | 0.8840
- 0 . . . . . .
V(ZD 20) 30% 0.9574 | 0.8649 | 0.8936 | 0.9660 | 05862 | 0.9915
’ 50% 0.9574 | 09840 | 07096 | 09957 | 0.6266 | 0.9926
letter 0.4 1L 10% 08590 | 07740 | 07890 | 09170 | 09271 | 0.8919
iy . 0 . 4 K . . .
(b '3C) 30% 0.8590 | 08374 | 07582 | 0.9104 | 09344 | 0.8978
' 50% 0.8590 | 07207 | 0.6846 | 0.9060 | 09337 | 0.9073
nosoere 10% 09031 | 07164 | 08279 | 09095 | 0.8910 | 0.8910
p 30% 0.9031 | 0.8667 | 0.8147 | 09043 | 09017 | 0.9017
(11D, 2C)
; 50% 0.9031 | 0.8459 | 0.8091 | 0.9155 | 0.8635 | 0.9124
200 10% 09604 | 08658 | 0.8847 | 0.9614 | 09455 | 0.9436
30% 0.9604 | 0.9040 | 0.8678 | 0.9718 | 09634 | 0.9510
(3D, 7C)
' 50% 0.9604 | 0.8688 | 0.8332 | 0.9738 | 09629 | 0.9663

TN BRI 6 H S 4 R ) S B AR A B, S B B T AR UCT B B B P RE A S
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Lt PCA T 490 fan B T2 5l 45 -5 1) J5 5 SSLFDA FlI T ot 24 1) 7772 SSDR.LDA H BRI A 2 5l b5 -5 1 4
I, 2GR B AR 5D B 2 A7 A7 I 005 (0 6 6 BT DA A 24 1 B B8 2R 0 AN un PCALTIT 1 W B% e 44 7 922 E m LA FH 2531
br5 15 8, SR U F T b 5 1 Bl mT RS 23 R s v B0 45 80 0 DA 4 P R o 0 TR 4 ) 5 v 28 — 0
SRR VA I SR 45 0L BE AT S b B 20 SR E IR0, S B A VR T P R MR — B R AR =
XA ILGAESE T AT E 5, R v] DR L2 9 2 1 e 1045 B, B0 e B A AR MM SE 5045 B v LLE — & f%
B R TT M e = A e B R 4 T W (19 1 CCDR)TE LSS 54l 48 F A IE B JEAS AR IRATT 20 HT HE B iX
oo B0 1) JL IR AT i A2 2(1) CCDR (R FE S LE & —FEr), R e al G828 B 5 LE J7 VA 1R 14 1) 7L, Lb dn
AE S iR I (0 B4 17 f15(2) CCDR H s b 50 U A2 187 B4, LA /0 -5 B0 A 4 2 P21l o 500 24 o 5 1 AR /D () f
i (512 5 P B 48 ionosphere), ' 4 3R 1 R OF MR R B 2, WA B B 4 VR AE UCT B 4 BRI L 48
D5 0T U A P e AERE BRATT AN e A 52 56 45 T w0 S b R AR — ol D 9 L L A D 2 A e e M B O v i
B AEAR K AR I e T B A () i 42 TR1 b, 1 6 T 39 10 21 M % A A g 0 75 S R L A 1) 7 ) R 5 3 ¢
B I (R BVERE Y T R — R AR T B T A RE SR AT R A 45 A i AN LS.

32 FUEBZIHIEE AR ILE

W A o Bl A 2 SCRR 6] h SR A ) — AR R I AR (AT 9 41,40 )2 Setl,Set2,...,Set9) H] T ELAC
B2 2 BL D VE R A SR R R AL T AL 1 1 43 (10 1 100 AR AT S B AR 5 F R A AT AR S A
ATCHR 5 HE, B 540 12 MhEARINRI 2 45 5 S0, Set8 FEARH K21 Set3 1 Set6 SR PCA R4
S 19 B3 JORE 1E R R A S R IR R (6 6 SRR 5 3 AN AN TR AR 3 A HSEER4E. 3R 7 4
H T IX 6 AR I BAR R PR (C RARZEANBH D RN RoRFEALH).

Table 7 Properties of semi-supervised learning dataset

RTCERE AR RN B

Setl (Digitl)  Set5 (g241c)  Set7 (g241n) Set2 (USPS) Set4 (BCI) Set9 (Text)
C 2 2 2 2 2 2
D 241 241 241 241 117 11 960
N 1500 1500 1500 1500 400 1500
Comment Artificial Artificial Artificial Handwritten digits  Brain computer interface Text

F 8RR 9 3 HB IR T BT bR R0 et 249 51 2 WS B 4 7 i e B R 4 TR s 45 R R R )
HH SR 11 2 28 Jok 3 A48 I 1) G P ) 530 408 43 R 25 43 B 10 43 JRE 1 AN S 50 48 L0 Bk &% I8 AT 12 3l S 1
A (PR A8 5040 2 10 R0 ). S v St 40 SRS FRAT s 5 (00 5000 35 23 BB 7= A 10 o A A Bl 4 00 30l 7 A 12 2K
o} 2 o AE— 2H 8 A A TR B ) TE 20 RN 67 20 5R(100 5% 10).PCA,LDA FI DCA 1 Ay SE56 L SE v Ty vk . %
R R A0 B R R IR 2 B SR I AR SRR A 43 B 1 4 S D AN A SE 1 20 4 .3k 8 K nL R OR 1K
JEA bRS BB RIS 3R 9 A nC 3R R AL 15 240 3ORI A 20 TR A AN B, SE RSB 26 s 2 i B0 B L B T A sz
LR SN

Table 8 Results of different methods based on class label on semi-supervised learning dataset
F 8 T IS 2 MBS B U T 1A 2 B S AR L ) S 2R

Dataset nL PCA LDA S2PPCA CCDR SDA SELF SSFLDA
Setl (Digitl) 10 0.979 3 0.530 2 0.965 1 0.9859 0.742 3 0.978 8 0.9231
(41D, 2C) 100 | 0.9793 0.527 0.885 3 0.984 7 0.905 6 0.9812 0.9794
Set2 (USPS) 10 0.970 7 0.694 1 0.939 3 09112 0.762 0.967 4 0.868 8
(22D, 2C) 100 | 0.9707 0.712 2 0.938 9 0.901 6 0.839 3 0.974 3 0.958 6
Set4 (BCI) 10 0.5125 0.503 3 0.539 6 0.5577 0.528 5 0.5556 0.562 1
(9D, 2C) 100 | 0.5125 0.6115 0.589 2 0.646 0 0.657 3 0.7377 0.702 1
Set5 (g241c) 10 0.642 0 0.500 3 0.612 8 0.5149 0.5216 0.708 7 0.5019
(70D, 2C) 100 | 0.6420 0.5397 0.656 5 0.534 4 0.6211 0.7559 0.507 2
Set7 (g241n) 10 0.7213 0.5031 0.669 0.5143 0.523 6 0.770 4 0.5122
(68D, 2C) 100 | 0.7213 0.5400 0.676 4 0.5307 0.6101 0.772 8 0.505 6
Set9 (Text) 10 0.657 3 0.5124 0.513 8 0.804 3 0.524 8 0.559 2 0.6152
(40D, 2C) 100 | 0.6573 0.536 7 0.553 4 0.802 3 0.562 7 0.567 9 0.6219
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Table 9 Results of different methods based on pairwise constraints on semi-supervised learning dataset
F 9 BT RO LA W MR T VA o i s AR L S £ IR

Dataset nC PCA DCA CFLD SSDR cLPP LPSSDR
Setl (Digitl) 10 0.9793 0.832 2 0.978 8 0.9800 0.9827 0.9745
(41D, 2C) 100 0.9793 0.908 5 09721 09791 0.9813 0.976 1
Set2 (USPS) 10 0.9707 0.9630 0.9630 0.966 2 0.975 0.924
(22D, 2C) 100 0.9707 0.862 3 0.870 3 0.9705 0.965 6 0.952 2
Set4 (BCI) 10 0.5125 0.535 0.566 3 0.565 2 0.4925 0.5392
(9D, 2C) 100 0.5125 0.5173 0.5133 0.536 9 0.679 2 0.555 4
Set5 (g241c) 10 0.6420 0.545 2 0.684 4 0.656 0 0.5935 0.5775
(70D, 2C) 100 0.6420 0.548 8 0.5516 0.6611 0.578 4 0.629 7
Set7 (g241n) 10 0.7213 0.606 3 0.798 4 0.7153 0.6418 0.598 3
(68D, 2C) 100 0.7213 0.5436 0.620 8 0.7018 0.588 7 0.634 4
Set9 (Text) 10 0.657 3 05591 0.646 4 0.584 4 0.677 2 0.622 8
(40D, 2C) 100 0.657 3 0.5400 0.652 1 0.564 5 0.685 3 0.642 2

A3 6) P 20 S 0 &5 SRR AT — S R 50 P (R R 5 RN 4

(1) —467F UCH #ruESdi & ERIARLF (K 7 vETE 1 I B 2 )B4 b Rk B8 A 2 BBl 1 A9 i 2 128
AR5 )7 V5 SSLFDA FIIE T it £ 3 1) 77 72: SSDR.IX R Ky, 5 UCH kS Hm 42 AH EL, 21 B 2 ST Bl 46 1)
HHE 43 A S0 A 20 T [ B B (4 0 S8 B0 A 2 (GBI AR5 s Bt 40 3R A1 B /D

(2) % 8 HMJrE SELF 76K 2 HHR 4 b5 ARG MifE Set9 R4 7=, ik 9 H s cLPP
1t Setl,Set2 I Set9 b (145 FARGF, M {E Sets Kl Set7 L4 FA G o Ath — 2877 3k X AN ILZ UL, J5 % SELF Al
J5 1% cLPP [V BEEAR KRR B LA H T A s B i B i 4.

RS 5 S — 0 U B R SR A I B s, U G A T R (Y B Uy LA SR 3.1 NS 3.2
T S BG 6T B 43 A S0 B 2k I 2 B B A, 0 M R B A R R B R A SR AT S A S R
PB4 T B AT I A 57— SR 4R bk B 078 22 [R) IR, e B 7 V2 A A T R0 T 22 19 5 00, I AR b 3
T2 B B 2 Dy 3 T R RS £ (1 e
33 FEARFRELIEENTE LR

I AE 3 A NRAR SR 45 B I0AE T 2 B Bl U7 VA I R BB IX 3 N AR HE IR A2 43 2 AR HHi4E
PIE 4 YALE Zi4e™" b AR Sl 42405 100 (R 4t 1 400 1 it 3558 1 10 B A A K 18 i /N R
B R HE S 33x24;PIE H4E A5 40 7 68 /N I8 1 1 1 0 4, 5 ke BT R 1R K/ TR R 4k 64x64; YALE H(4 4
8 15 AN AR IE 165 IR B 59K B B R /N TR 28 64x64. 18 3~ 5 45 T2 IR B B 4t 5 1A A X 3 A
R AR IR S UG 45 AL V] o AL bR 7 T A2 B A I T B 1) A B, AR R R 7 1) 2 e 28 43 2R B8 A B 4 S B
AR R B AN L6 45 R EIZAT 10 W5 BT 34 {E. #30%(TR 50%) labels”# /R 2 ks 5 A A H B
) 30%(B% 50%). 2 flHh, “30%(EX 50%) constraints™ & 7 B 249 W0 H & 2l S 501 30%(E1 50%). FoA 1%
A L S2PPCA 7732, Ay 78 3% 46 A WG Bidfe 48 b S2PPCA J5 ok (R W S5kt B AR 12 S 36 vy oA 1ot By A4 7 Fiil Ak
A8 PCA 0B B B 1 4E 0 (PCA # 4 0.98), 5% J5 T4 i M B B~ M ko O i A st — 2B IR b 2,
N FRATTEGN T 3~ 5 ) Se LG, I AT R 4T

(1) AR E G b K2 HOP B B 5 R P REHLF T PCAGEE T8R4 2 M B¢ B 4 7 125 19 1k e 4
T LDA(BI4n SDA), 5% 5 LDA ZAZ (11 SSLFDA Fl SELF); K 2 $Ik T Bt £ W (1 2= 15 BF B 4t 0 vk i) vk
AE#0 I+ 15 J71%: DCA,;

(2) B B4l U7k CCDR (MM BEAN I PCAEIRAE AR), 58 HUR A 45U D 1 s A 4 T PCAZII 4R
PIE il YALE). F&ATTIA Jy LIS KIZE T J7 T, CCDR 5 B S 85 /N A1 A8, 70 B30 v 4 4 388 0 BIURee gt i) 12, 7

v AR R A2 T 2 bl 2 http://cobweb.ecn.purdue.edu/~aleix/aleix_face DB.html.PIE i 4& () F 4 M kil :http://www.ri.cmu.
edu/research project_detail.html?project_id=418&menu_id=261.YALE % #% 4 i) '~ 3% 3 kil )&  http://cve.yale.edu/projects/yalefaces/
yalefaces.html.
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— J7 T, 7 I T 5 S T 5 T PR AR AN B0 1 2 B A5 50 1 P9 78 4 450 52 i B A5 3G 4, BRIV T W N I e A i 30K
12

(3) fEH 4 PIE 1 YALE IL,DCA HJscie ek fE LA T — A2 E A & H R A, X 1T § 2
h:DCA TEK g H b5 7 R I AR o7 37 7 A AE AT X B (R AR AIE 1) £ A543 H A 4 250 AN S22 T BR 5

(4) EbB I Fp i LRl 2 W B B i v AT AT LR Y, SDA F1 SSDR b [ 28 (3 T2 AR 5 8l 1 il xd 4
F)BJ7 v 1k B S 0 B A B A 7 5 5 i SSLEDA Rl cLPP 52 T % I 8 R 7 207 12 B 280 R 4 I ABL T e
FPFR L b U0 B T SR )

(5) 7E PIE I YALE %u#i4E b, 3% T 20 I - Mo B 4 5 vk 10 2 300 45 SR — e o8 22 00 o B 4 01 48 n 4 =
TR JE BT B B a3 XA LG (0 0] (% R DAL 8 45 44k 00000 309 0, 5000 445 0 e 738 4 B Jon 52 2%, 5 A 17 B 9 J o 44
TS BEAE TR (It 29 1) A M5 Bk fis S P .

g UL RS 55 3.0 TGS 3.2 ISR IG AN H B 1 B A 5 R IR IR GO TR AE AN B 4 1, SDA
1 SSDR L I Ath 2= i By vE SR I H T8 L R B FRATT I A, v B o 2 31 (14 s BRI 32 52 26 v 3 F ¥ UCH A 4
ot A 0 2 M B SR8 S b A (R ) i 4 A0 1), 3K S 04 4 1 o A R A T e 2 MR 2 BRI ISR 3.3 T
PR 8 3 A AR bR HE B SR A0SR AE T 1R B IR O, o 8 5 A8 43 A b nl g EL A R AR Bl e 5 X
T ¥ I 3 T LA SR U 1 A DR 52 56 v e 8 SR AT 4 e (R 2 .

30% labels 50% labels
EE_E.EEEE!-E-E-E-EIE oo
§ 0.8 |;[' 950,300@-00-0-00 § 0.8 56,904}@-00-@'
g 067 & 06f ¢ oeA
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& 3 06
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Fig.3 Results on AR
K3 AR Hdlife LSk )
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