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Abstract: The conventional Laplacian Eigenmap preserves neighborhood relationships based on Euclidean
distance, that is, the neighboring high-dimensional data points are mapped into neighboring points in the
low-dimensional space. However, the selections of neighborhood may influence the global low-dimensional
coordinates. In this paper, both the geodesic distance and generalized Gaussian function are incorporated into
Laplacian eigenmap algorithm. At first, a generalized Gaussian Laplacian eigenmap algorithm based on geodesic
distance (GGLE) is proposed. The global low-dimensional coordinates obtained by GGLE have different clustering
properties when different generalized Gaussian functions are used to measure the similarity between the
high-dimensional data points. Then, this paper utilizes these properties to further propose the ensemble-based
discriminant algorithm of the above-motioned GGLE. The main advantages of the ensemble-based algorithm are:
The neighborhood parameter K is fixed and to construct the neighborhood graph and geodesic distance matrix needs
one time only. Finally, the recognition experimental results on wood texture dataset show that it is an efficient
ensemble discriminant algorithm based on manifold.

Key words: manifold learning; Laplacian eigenmap; generalized Gaussian function; geodesic distance; ensemble
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distance-based generalized Gaussian LE,f&#k GGLE),iZ &£ AR &7 X & #n b4 5 T 5 435 508 e A8 E
B RAF ) 2 B IR AT E IR RR ) R E 4 M R AR XAt —F 320 T 6 6 R ARA R Fik i & A 5
Fik o) 22K S ARA S K B R AR ot 3o 4 95 7 4B 4 AR R ik — R E RSB LR R4 R A
BB —FP A A I TR 6 R k.

KR A F T Laplacian S AEBLA; S SUE BT R A MM R IE B AR

REESES: TP181 SCHEkFRIRED: A

TG 2F 2 — A BA SEmb R AR A BIE 57 0, b A TR AR AT R AR R B PLAS A ) L R
SCRA S BRS8N HOS 2 — I — S b B SR A R AR AR R T % )
5, A B e 5 (isometrical mapping, fiiFk ISOMAP) 531 Laplacian $54iE i 5f (Laplacian eigenmap, fii /% LE)$7
2 R 1) 7% ] % 5% (local tangent space alignment, f&i ik LTSA)EvEE) 5 #4k ¥k 1k A (locally linear embedding,

SE B0 25 2 ) R RN O ZR (U1 ISOMAP S A5 1 B4l st 2 1) I b 25 25 25, L E 2 0 AR A4 50 22 B) A AR BLBE LT SA
K AN B w1 AR I S B 3 S U0 A 1)L I 5K R D) A bR 4K A B 4 R AR B 1R S AR 5 06 R LLE
S TR AR i A (W30 AR A r 2 T) R 2R 1 4 A5 D0 ), 1) 33X S8 A [) 5 2R 44 1 4 SRy A 4 AR A & AT T T I
I — A~ [ 1] 802 328 % 30T AR A4 3 4T 2 W T AT 3k N B £ K 52 ) 4 JR K 4E AL BR A )1 RN ) 7B A R H 4R K
ISOMAP {3 2 >) SR A2 Ak i i 22 MU AR 280 K WA —A K fE#E 1T ISOMAP KB 4 AL AR, 5%
i o 33K A 2 AN o DL 340 75 280 55 28 AIK AR . B 7 45 B 35 T 10 0 3 3 2 ST SR T A AN A
Z¥(3547 ULLELDA(united LLE and linear discriminant analysis)[™ /" 4 it 7. (1) 7~ 7% [A] 82 & Jit 37 2% =) 43 25 38 3K
13 TR AP B B o R 45 S IX PRl AR B 22 OR BRI A S 40, % R & AR AR 4R it ISOMAP 2 22 vl 530
Hb PR B AR G ULLELDA 1 22 YRR it T gt R o, b gl J2 U, 3K 9 ol 8 B T 2% =0 0 LA G %) 2050 SR 1 () i
] 74 FE AR K.

FE 25 1) Laplacian 435 iE B S 2 25 WK G R 25 KT 210 Bk e 35k 11 305 208 50 5 1 R 45, 20 408 1) v 4 40090 o5 et 301
PN FE AR 4 25 18] J 475 g A 4R A 280N I8 4, 22 K RE O A 5 LA N 20 20 B0 PR3 A1 15 W 1% 76 A1 25 2% 1) 75 4 F5 g 2
N TR B TR 20 AT A 5 ZEORFRR I, Laplacian 47 7iF Al S5) 575 222 o0 397 ) 125 200425 PEURT 4R 2 URE B . T I, %o T8 T~ TR A AT
e 2 A ) R AR i T b TR i Sk U, o 1 i AR s A B, AT AR FH R G BE B ok B I AT R R A S IG I,
W) b, F R 1% Bk B HL A SR I b 2 B RN S o BT R B Rl A B4R G 1) Laplacian RREAE B Sk R R se i
TP T 2R EE B () S Y Laplacian REAE RS S5 (GGLE), i S VE TR FH M s s R O s 0 o £
P55 o B0 R 1) TR AR B ) T 5 R PR JR) S A 48 PR AR (0 B A2 AN [R] 11, R A 1 4 JR R 4 AR A AR S TR AN [) 11 2R
HAF ARG R X R PERE— D32 T GGLE 18 B B Sk 2 4 e ) Bl 510 10 B 38 AN F 2 1 A S 40 K
SE A1 2 R I AR b 2 B R A R I — Wk, TR B 2 UG R S T R R AU i 22 A Laplacian AR R, Sk I
ANBIST IR 4 JRR A AR AR B B ST 24 3T 23 S8 A A SR I A — P R A v AR I A R T 2 ) VR e R LA
N 38 B4 B R I SE (AR SO L 1) SE 6 48 TR AR U8 W T 33k R b vk A v

1 Laplacian $5{iEm 5t

2001 4,Belkin F1 Niyogi #2Hi T Laplacian 57k e s 57528 1% 500k Gk — AN e fe P39 8 X R R R R
TSR P TS, W SR U 0 110 e A 5 e RS ) P AR A 2 RS AT A A0 s AT MO AN R ) m 4R =
T, 75 D 4 W45 18] R RN B A f:M—RP, 06 (K AN AR £ x,y e MG T bt f 78 x dbd% — B 8 3 |
TF I F Y6 By P o, A3 20 R 5 A

| f(y) = f(x)[I<disty (x, y) [| VT (x) || +o(disty, (x, ¥)) ()

b, || VE || SRS F R TE L U AT i i S 1) 6 4 KR PG 2 1) 5 KB P 2 o P g 20 R a2 40 SRk

a5 f ||,z(M)=1J‘ﬂﬁﬁ#%%ﬂﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁm@%% Al DL IR F1) B A ek SE I
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R FATIEIEB G L FHHAAE Laplacian 4 4E B4t 817

argmin [ VO 1P (2)
12"

def

o B3 & Riemannian i 7K B bRy RZ . 5 X Laplacian-Beltrami 527 L(f) =—divv(f) 2 div &R )
RSO AL B Stokes 2A5UAT [ [IVE(IP = [ L(F)F T2, 28 5K (2) M) F AR R A4 T 85 R S0
PR3
Mfinéziyj(fi - f,)’w; = I\/IYintr(YTLY) @)
subjectto: Y'Y =10rY'DY =1
Horp Y=(ffy,... f), D, = zjwji, L=D-W ZX R 1E & Laplacian FfFE. th bz ks B H SR, LRk 1) s 4%
3R L RRAE B ) LA AR 3 TH P HES R 0= A< <Ao<, F SR T4 IRRRAE BR 2 SR o o2 — A 8

RTINS

HR A 1% 1] B 8, G SRR 1) 50 SR FE B v 4 2 R) IR 4E 3 i Laplacian-Beltrami 57 AJ LUgH &1 1)
Laplacian & v i& iz, 1M #i JE I Laplacian-Beltrami &5 WA4F i R 451 25 H0iE U, 56 42 K16 Laplacian % B i /N 1
JUANRFHEARL S B (R AE 1) 2 AR 70 L D BB

Step 1. fiH K S4B AR Sy ik A AR HE ] G W A i,j 140, ) Gy=1.

Step 2. & SCABHAUHIFE W AEAL I #% (heat kernel) 7 v, BN AN SR Gy=1, 0 W, = exp{— | x, — x; I /t} , 7511
O 0.5 AL ] B 07 3%, B R Gy=1, AU W=, 75 I 0.

Step 3. FFAEWL AR B G by 4 2 B (75 W — AN FE R0 ), TS5 B LE=AD R d+1 A Fe /INFRAEAE S %
AFAL [ 43X d+1 ANMRFAE ) 54 {£(0), S(1), ..., £(d) 3, 70 A X T AN SR HE A (4 AL AR B R AR O ) B
(RS i i LAAR i AEARAE 4% ) RY 4% 7T LA H (&(L), ..., &(d)) 4 H.

2 ETFM&ERT XS EE Laplacian $FEMR ST & 3%

2.1 BRSNS & LR

145 1) Laplacian R fiF B S 2 5 BR EG B 25 1 K0T 40 8 e 35k 11 3 40 2500 50 1) DR, 30T 40 1) v 44 B30 st ot 2
B P LEAR A 2% 18] 5 45 R 35408 5B, 22 KRR IR AT 408 A DA B 22 /1 508 1A 30 408 i A2 7E IR 4 225 18] 75 AR REWE 24
AN LB (30 48 AT ZEOR KRBT, Laplacian HEAF WG 75 22 5 vF 55040 4 1 4 3 A0 B AU I [ B 3% - T iR N AE
o 4 7 ) P AR AR SR B ) B A R U, T 257 2 03 408 A R 50 AT 4R P R B B 3 0 B R AR O R R AN B IE I,
00 B N % A

SEIG I UF W] 1 o, Swiss_roll il 7 1 (1) 500 A 3 4EHd x5 (Wi 1)), 24 FH WK B B 2 R e — H e
R 40 ANIE AR U B AR S8 LE S50 20 310 P9 LEAR 4k AR AR T B L(c) BT, T 196 i 1) 0308 o5 JL TR AE — 2,
SRS B b e AT A2 B 19 B0 SR T, 24 S D 0 e 2 S 2 (S 30 I 7 6 e A 808 18] b 3R A3 ST A0 b 4 B ) B s
B K 40 AN AR AT B R LE 5592 20 B0 P LEAR 4k A by Gt B 1(d) i o, i T e 40 19 5 R B I I 7B
0 S ) AR AL IS H R ISOMAP. S35 2 (R ARE AT T v e ] 00 b 8% B8 2 1) &0 MLt T 2 ) B9 A0 SR 22
A ISOMAP 55395 i 2 0 3 28 P 285 S 195 11 9 i, 1E 4 BelKin £E SCHR[2,8] 7 F5 H ISOMAP %5 Ji 1 b {5 42 =)
U2t 2 S S HE R B (B R R B R O)BEAE bl 47 bhdn, 3 4 1A ) Gauss B T S 21 2 41 i b i b
BRSBTS DL RE, 1 4 R AL AN R R BE IO 34 5 5% e DR b R ATT 45 A AE R 1 P U b 2 B B R R s R 2 Tk
FI 5 R0 SO T R B R T (WL ER 2.2 745 (9 43 #) IRl 2144 S5 1Y) Laplacian FRAF LS SLVL e T —Fhdk
T Kb 2 PE 2 1 T SR Y Laplacian HEAE W SR 50925, i S0k T LU A 5 1) () ARACL R AR A 1) R A Ak R
W T B VR T BR OR M I 22 KRR B T A0 R S A M T R AR, AN T BT T v SRR T L, W AR
REIT A0 0% 28 (B0 RS040 30 D B, SR P 0kt 28 B 2 T L3 KR PG 20 2 BN A BT (R R L 2 b T I, — b e A 3
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I A% 2 A ——2E T 2k B B ) S Y Laplacian i fil S SHVE I8 1 F

Step 1. i ] K 3248 B8R 1) 7 VAR IR [C AR B G P A iL,j 348, M2 AR 34 1) 2 52 SCA Euclidean
BRI d(i,j).

Step 2. [/ Dijkstra A THH &N G AT 55 P 1) 10 5 L 8 12 ) sl B0 AL ot 2 P 0 AR S.

Step 3. AT Sy 7 8 o HOE RO 45 K22 8] R AABLRE A RSARABLRE e B WARABLRE D

1
W; = FEXp(—(Sij lo)"),

orp DA — A0 R 5 o s JURE IR 1Sy 8 45 i 10 (00 00 b 2 2 80 gt e SCo i h 2R R E 95,24 0<pe2 1, 3R
71~ FH B v 30T BR 0% S ARBL RS, =2 3R 7 FH o 57 R 0 e AH DL, B> 2 7 FH IR v 0T B 801 B A AL

Step 4. VI5EALEARZEAR b, B F ST A0 75 FE LEEADEG R d+1 AN NFFAE AR KonS R AE 1] A3 d+1 A
REAE 1) 8k { £0), (1), ..., E(d) 3,43 X R A /S B0 HE B (05 AE 8. Bk 25 S5 A AF O XoF 2 [ RFAIE 17 8 LA i 7E G 4
25 1) RO % 0T LA (&(L),..., &(d)) 4 .

10
0 )
-10
4020
0 10 O 10 20 0_10 0 10
(a) 500 Swiss_roll data points (b) Neighborhood graph (K=5)
() 500 4~ Swiss_roll #j# i (b) 4BHEIE,K=5
0.05 e P
0.05
0.00 0.00
[ ]
~0.05 f’ -0.05 /
-0.1 0 0.1 -0.1 0 0.1
(c) 2D coordinates by using conventional LE  (d) 2D coordinates by using geodesic distance and LE
(K=40, heat-kernel parameter t=30) (K=40, heat-kernel parameter t=30)
(c) fE4EI LE 3RA5 10 — 4eAhbr (d) I M 2R BB R LE 3R45 1 — 4 AR AR
(K=40,#% 2 # t=30) (K=40,#t% 2 %4 t=30)

Fig.1 Reasonableness of using geodesic distance in LE
K1 A5 LE SE30rb SR e g 2 1) 5 2
2.2 GGLEEZN#
1Lk 2% ] Sk b Step 3K H AR Sy il e B B 1 ) S 407 25 R B0t S L KRB RE KRR W — B
B R b T 7 SO YRR B A [0, +oc] b SR T B, HLBE A D0 B 2 5 (0 18 hn DA R BOE 3R B B — MR N 1Y
FE] P, B0t 2 0 A AR B 82 Bk /N S8R AT T PR A AR AL BE AN S 0. ATk A TR — i B s 2
TR 2R 1), AR AT — o AHABLE 1), R 0, ) S v 407 28 R 040 AR 1 5 P800S 5 e 2 1) P AR S 5 LT L 7 v 07
e 5T AR e T R B0 e T AT AL I A 0 P ) AR A M e e AR AR A R AR TR [ B A B 0 AT
AFVABLRE 1 vy 0 b 2 B 85 /N T RUBE TR (AR, T 5 2 ) (R 30 408 st PR R AL FSE S8 3 - v, A T 2 o s AR D3
L %S,<o, =1
lim W, = lim —exp(~(S, /0)") = {1/, S, =0, I" =1 @)
] oo [T
0, iJlSij >o, =1
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JUBEIN 1 orffy 7 S92 RS (-4 10030 408 s PR e K B A e K7 VL TR AT, AN [ ) s BN [ R B 1R B 4B DR °F 5
2 f>+oc It SRANTF AT AR BN foe K7 RS i 55 JL BT AT LT A0 sl R AR ADUSE A T doe K AR 1R, mT AR IR S5 e
iR ] J AL A DR A R PR 10 AN [ 32 56 3, B0 5 S DR S O DX 3 08 5 I 2 36 2 v 8 (8>2), i EEARFF LM X
S T A0 A I R R 30 (<2), P 2 ) PR 8 SR i (6=2). 53 A0 AR SE B N R O T 4R vk S X 2
RIS B ARACLEE JAE 2 O, BRI AR SVA (¥ Step 3 AR, AR DU 4 W AR 70 38 /I 1265 B {EL T I D O (% e vl 2% ML B 4
& MREL 2008 W (ARABLEE ) X FE W 30— AN AR, Step 4 A& — /N 4 1 58 HERR IRVRFALE 23 A I (1) 52 2%
s T R AR R E 23 A1) O(n®) T o 81 SRR 30 L 1) ol A /R HEAFT % 2 0 RS A 1) 5219 O(dpn®), 3 vl n S 4
IR %, d D AR HE4E 5, p AR Z 03 1 Lol

0.40 T T T T -
\\ s —Super-Gaussian function
0.35f vy — — —-Gaussian function
D B Sub-Gaussian function
0.30r Yot
WL

= 025 N
> no
h=4 Y \_
é 0.201 B
E Y}
» 0.15f

0.10} N

Y \\
0.05r WD ~
0.00 1 L et o T
0 0.5 il L) 2 2.5 3

Geodesic distance S
Fig.2 Generalized Gaussian curves versus geodesic distance

Kl 2 s SCAEIN b2 R B 1) Sy 7 R 4 il 2%
3 ET MBI X SEE Laplacian 43 {ERR ST 89 & B ¥ 5 & 3% (EGGLE)

3.1 PIFESIFE LA

A 1 2 > TOML B {2 A 25 ] 58 of 25 S [ — 1) 0 14 25 =0 2R 406, T LA R 453 Ll A — 2% 7 48 W0 7 10 o il 4 P 2
STHEART V2 B T4 2 0 4 RV 22 B R A 4 )1 R ) R 4R 1 T 4B Isomap W2 > 10 i 6
i R AR B3 K RS K {EHGEAT 1somap 3G 4 A7, 58 i 44 35 615 20k A8 b AL T4 15 31 4t
LR e A 1 TR S50 v B T 1 280 SR B S e N R T 1 ) R 2 33 S 8 4 R A
SEEFR LLE 19,97 HARE T LLE SKECHI IR AN d A5 AE (RS AF 16 F AR/ JF FRBEIE, i —AMEAR B 5 2 RIE AT
LLE i) = B4 T g R A2 A0 25, TR IE LLE & ANBA 52 1. 3% 75 P4 A ATTR tH T — Rl R B 20 05 — AN IE A B 408
AT ULLELDA= A g 57 () 7 2 [0 45 4 ST 2% 3140 88 3R A T 800 (08 R A A 6 3K 1P o 0 0 8 %2 Wk
PRAL A 550, % Yk M 385 405 1 B, 4 A | somap B %5 0 0 4 8 35 4 B 4 B UL LEL DA 185 % R A s 78
WA 2 15,33 1 2 A I 25 0 7 A5 S 0 28 SR 6 3 e, S 1) 95 0 . A S — 40 4 0 3 T 00 2
B0 SR TR Laplacian 5 E B0, o 76 Step 3 VEPRS SCE TR B K, LA Hb 2k B BS O 1 A8 Rt
G 15 2 WUARABLRE . TE 4005 43 S 00T« o0 DU K 2 00T B 50 P B A AL I 8 30305 40 A 85 0 R 2 S
7 4,166 44 A8 s 52 0 AN I ) 3R 2K kAN TT 2 A1 9 AR [7) Laplaciian % W 045 105 40t 74 31 (O 4 A b 3 1 432K
A BV 1% AN T £ B b, A T 3 A 2 AN T S 9 28 R 3 R 2 AR AL R B, A AR AL i o Y 1
Laplacian I 3575 4 37 0 46 75 ) ST 2% 53 43 458 B BRI 2 49 A 4 SR S 0t 2 AR 1 K 412 1) 10 3 00
BE S 1) SRS TR Laplacian " AE ISR 0 4 B ) 0 S0 A TR %4 I 51 B 5 SR, 6] T I 4 A T 2
SO B 0 S5 A T I S (0T 405 2 550 I, 40 A ) e 4 L 180 6 A 0 LA B — W, U B 2 S
TR BR324 Laplacian I, S5 22 AN 7 [0 4 258 ) A b B £ JB ST 25 31 4 2 58 A 4 2K ) 3 2 — o
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S A A SRR T S
TERUIAE 55 117, DAR AT I N RRE A0 Yy 6ty Sk 2SR IE A T R A s, MR I

SRR AR B TN 4 W AR GE T B AEAR SCES 2 4R 3 T 2R B 2 (¥ R L Laplacian
REAE WS, Step 3 8 dE AR ALLRE 1¥ ) S T AR R B %exp{—(sijla)ﬂ} (¥) 2 30 U VR B T S [l 1) bR 45 26
RL:0<5<2, 55t N v 10T R 00 =2, 68 IV e U R B B> 2, 06 I 2K i T bR B80S [ 1) BIEL GGLE . 3R A (KA1 4 A o T 3 1R
(14 iy 3508 00 40 57 o P R S AN T 107 RT3, AR S 4D 35 100 e 282 28 1) S 28 Laplaciian 445 FiF B 5 1) 42 ik
S5 53 (ensemble-based discriminant algorithm of GGLE, & ¥k EGGLE)# &t T
Step 1. XFFTAT (0 (14+u) N FEAAE F KT A0 5 A8 3k 1) 7 7240 1 BR EC AR B2 B G 1 A i, 340, WU % 48 422 31 11
FEES & Xk Euclidean FEES d(ij).
Step 2. M Dijkstra SLiE T G LT 75 W i IR] (1) 552 0 5E 25 A%) 30T A 00 b 28 2 5 4 B S.
Step 3. YIZRHE n AN 28 (WINAE K 1,050 N), Wi n>N,# Step 5,45 W4T LT LA
) AT W, I, W, = exp{-(5, /o)),
b) VS PITEARAEALAR L& 6D AR YR AL e T SERFAE DT PR LEEADER d+1 AN /NREAEAF % R
FET S 5 2 B35 d+1 AMRRAE ) S 1, & R 38 § AN Bl SRR i AL Fr.
c) AR YNGR AN WK YE R 7R {8, 4, ¥ W 2550 28488 T
d)  AE T BUMLE L 2 L =4 1
Step 4. n=n+1,%% Step 3.
Step 5. ZHPLTLIEM E S A AP R L AL HUR X N AN Ty Ty WRNERBTA U R L =430,
n=1,...,N, K FH 22 B 5249 BUAR bR IO AR AR I 2 5 AR .
3.2 EGGLEEXERE N

B IR 2 ST HAR (R ) 52 2% B T O8I0 Kt A AN ns B (0 4% DL A4S (H brdER)d. B
AR R K UL RS B 2 ) B H N 25 LA DR 38 s AR 1 3 244 i 10 JL R4 B T 2 1 553% Ensemble-I1somap!®,
En-ULLELDABFI A 3042 (¥ EGGLE SLvEAE I i) 52 2% J¥ k4T L4,

BT 3 BV e 1n) Y b R F (K04 B B AR AS 52 44 [7]——Ensemble-1somap 3= %2 & by T i 4 24
H A A4k, En-ULLELDA #IF T LDA R, Bk, 2 7 2 B I (10w Lo, UK 3 P AR B R &5 30 N M43
PRI N T 4 2 1 (e ) B 2% B 04T LR AR

Isomap,LLE M LE iX 3 B ELvk#lih 3 SHn, HEE 1 DR, 2B B2 3 205 nxn By X FR A
WA AT U I 23 A8, P 1) 52 2% o v 2227240 | somap 2 =11 s 70 40 465 200 3 8, FL T [ 52 2% B R O(n®);LLE A1 LE #5552
ol A T O R E 3 e T s 2R TG 22 1 LA p(<1), 00 LLE 0 LE (I i) 52 24 B 3 n] % 71 2 O(dpn?).

T 560 #T— T Ensemble-Isomap,En-ULLELDA FI4< 3 [ EGGLE F2 R 1) N AN 2% 2 38 AT P 45 B4R il i
FFAERL T N A~2% 3] 4%, Ensemble-1somap ZE 55 N Yk AT 8246 BE 75 22 O(Nnlogn), T4 N A~ nxn B (1900 b 28 P52 4
[ 95 22 O(Nn2logn) (i3 F] Fibonacci M ) it 7% 1075 (Dijkestra) S v Hed sk nsn [ PR 00 25 BE 85 260 5 1D I 1) 55
&% i O(nlogn));En-ULLELDA 4L N A4 414 75 22 O(Nnlogn)fil N K H £ AL 22 O(NDNK®); A3 1)
EGGLE S8 il — A2 X 25 H6 ARAL R PR EAT T 40 3 b (BTG ARHABLBE /N T AN B (B I IBAE Dl 0, B IE T
B p), i I v S AN AT R R AN Tt A B4 P I T A2 4% 3 4330 9 O(nlogn) T O(nlogn),
THE N JOHEALEE B UG O(Ndpn).

e, BT LA Isomap,LLE B LE Sy Btk (1 8 i A b R BAE 0 A7 R7 IE 93+ 28 SR ARG 248 A8 o 10 I T1) &2 % e v, DAL,
Ensemble-1somap IR 7] 52 24 )& & O(Nn®);En-ULLELDA AN i LDA i& 5545 i I 7] 53 2% 5 /& O(Ndpn?), 24 450
EGGLE ATHHE AT vH (K — AN FIAE B ST 28 50 H N JEIC 1 nxn B i b 282 P 25 1 B 1) - 40 2 16 EGGLE [ I ) &2
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Ak A TSRS o9 LS A Laplacian 45 AERE 4+ 821

&AL AT 75 O(Ndpn?).itlt Ensemble-Isomap F i i) & 4% % 5% 5, En-ULLELDA FIASCH) EGGLE H14.ji
5 En-ULLELDA 45 N YR B A2 B B EGGLE $H5E N IRAHVE B IO 2 22 w15 2.

4 £ W

41 NERFEE LRI KLE

AL 53 59 I Laplacian ik i 565 AN B AT H A2 -0 b 2k B 1)) SO Y Laplacian i i e 473
X3 4 XU i i (twin - peaks) L 1) 54k 4R (1 18 3(a) 7 7 ) JEAT S 38, 23 A AN [ it B 1) 30 408 B0l 85 2 O 455 I B3k
(KRR R A 3 X i T z=sin(rx)tanh(3y) I 52 SCBR[-1, 1] [-1, 1168 17 () #f 1fT_EBEAHLRAFE 1 000 AMHEAS,
S P E AR A K=8, 181 3(b) 21X LU K4 e I 48 12 1 Ml w2 IR R 3 3 7s Jevb — ANHis it 3 — S ol
(K] K YDA S8R, 2% h 1 0 P AE L RO 2,07 DLSEIR R T REACSR S [N 1) P9 5 — ¢ AR o 1) ) RRAG 28R BT 3(c) A
J1I Laplacian 45 1iE i 55 ) — 4 nT AL RCR, L b #2280 t=1, I 3(d)~ 181 3(F) /& B T SEvALE T S imi Jiir b6 £ =05,
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Fig.3 2-Dimensional visualization on synthetic Twin-Peaks dataset
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Fig.4 Wood texture dataset

4 ROHE

S5 v ] E 1T AR S 4 K=6, t1 T KA A T A0E B, 3 S48 AR K H Bl 48 43 25 4% (nearest neighbor classifier);
S SE A HOR A 2 4 SRR I SUEHE 4R, BRI, T AT S 56 Hh A P AEARAE SR 4 4ER I Laplacian 49 iE I
SR FH A B B0 38 AR B 4 [ (L v $ui 28 t=1).EGGLE $532: vh, If] 72 1 3 o=4, /& 38 i 7 Jin A )l 25 B 5 110 2
b 1 22 B T 22 R R AR SIS V) R A 2 0 1 2 2D 8 4 il X p={0.5,1,2,4,8,16,32,64}, 1k AT R AE R vl fig b B 7R T
T IAS TR TR G JE T 8 A2 ) 4%, B AN 2 > 45 030 o 36 -0 b £ BF 25 19 ) SO ) Laplacian 457 i B 595

TR K A ARG Bl 1 ALK GGLE HAA(ES #o=4 M1 p=0.5 INRAFI 2 4 /] AL IE, S B 5 I 1)
TUTE S5 K 50 S 0 4 S5 1) O AR SC8as BE AL # I 2R AR, SR IN 2R A K 131 6 v IR AR AR BT 7, 0K
S A TR A SOBO A A A A, R T 5 I R A B H RSB BEAT T 10 IRBEHLIEFEVIZRFEAS.

0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01
0.00
-0.01
-0.02
—-0.03
—0.04

+ Wood date (0°)
iﬁ # Wood date (45°)

+ Wood date (90°)
Wood date (135°)
+

-0.05 -0.02 0 0.02 0.05

Fig.5 2D visualization manifold of
wood texture dataset by using GGLE algorithm
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