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Latent Sparse Representation Classification Algorithm Based on Symmetric Positive Definite
Manifold

CHEN Kai-Xuan, WU Xiao-Jun

(School of 10T Engineering, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

Abstract: Modeling visual data onto the SPD (symmetric positive definite) manifold using the SPD matrices has been proven to yield
high discriminatory power for many visual classification tasks in the domain of pattern recognition and machine learning. Among them,
generalising the sparse representation classification algorithm to the SPD manifold-based visual classification tasks has attracted extensive
attention. This study first comprehensively reviews the characteristics of the sparse representation classification algorithm and the
Riemannian geometrical structure of the SPD manifold. Then, embedding the SPD manifold into the Reproducing Kernel Hilbert Space
(RKHS) via a kernel function. Afterwards, the latent sparse representation model and latent classification model in RKHS has been
suggested, respectively. However, the original visual data in RKHS is implicitly described, which is impossible to perform the subsequent
dictionary learning. To handle this issue, the Nystrém method is utilized to obtain the approximate representations of the training samples
in RKHS for the sake of updating the latent dictionary and latent matrix. Finally, the classification results obtained on five benchmarking
datasets show the effectiveness of the proposed approach.

Key words:  symmetric positive definite matrix; Riemannian manifold; reproducing kernel Hilbert space; Nystrom method; latent dictionary
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TP AT A 58 6 N IURRRE AR — R R B TR R R AR 23 7 VoA R A 43
) U AR 2 it 2R B0 22 A 2 P (DA REARY f) 53 SE EE, HLEAT R B 7 B i S K T IR 2 AR T 1)
2 ) LS R W T R (1) 43 5105 F A e B8 2 2 ) P RE AR (1) 43 AT 55

TR B AE BB IR AU b FEAS R R T 122 17 AT B PR MR R 3 1, X e o PR S 6 45 RURE B) 52 C

B e RE e, HL2WE T AEAS TP R ZR A K LA G M 1 A0 P B, W 5 240 DR G AT B iR R e AR 5
HURRBE AU 5 T )32 ) 8,

1< - _
C:aé(fi_f)(fi_f) (1)

T ] L R AT IR, A (L) P o B R AR T ANME R AR 10 R, I SRR AR W] B A BE AR L B
Hk# Gabor JEVAE LS r EILEUGE TR T MANEL, T LT 15 3 SRR [ 01 35 ) B 25 J 6 R SR k4T
3, A (L) ARSI P AL r A2 % PR B b R (AN B, T 2 BT AT 10 PR A 3 A 1~ 35 1)
T ERRRS T 2 PRAE, B B 25 R 13 20 16 R R Dk 6 AR I S8 (symmetric positive definite, K% SPD)
KR, % SPD HHFMEIYERE K SHFAE M) & £ (W 4ERE T 50, 5 BHG P R 3 s A BORT R 8 b 1t R M AN BTG K.
P 1 07 22 15 0 AE SR I AT T S AL B 1 BT LA 7 22 45348 0] LU /b R 2 o (e 7 o (W F R iR T i e &
W3z N T SR K B R 4% (diffusion tensor imaging, fiFK DT A7 AR I AR 1 59 - 3URT g g 40 g3 12,
HH SPD ¥ JIT 1k B ¥ 2 ) J& — A~ SPD B, B Al 2k 1 (19 22 2 245 ) SR RR B 24 1) () B 0 7 v 0 o 28 5 VR B 2
N FH T SPD R, ) 208 T B 2 7 ) (1) B2 2 B RV IR T SPD It JE (M B2 2 LA &5 040 14 TG4 BB (M 43 2R3
SR L L E AT R G 2 1) P TR R (0 4 2K 5 I T v SPD SR BT IO R A 1 43 AT 45, e
T I 2R J LA T T (0 Bk e

(1) 7£ SPD Ji/BX/NAEL k%

LB R A HE N EWNIHE S e

(2)  TEBRICAE A AR AR 22 DA ) & (10 T 2Rl 85T 1 Yo 58088 5 TR AR HE A A 2 [R) 115 22 1 % T SPD

FERE L W B AT

(3) UL R 2 SPD SERE, T LATE - L 1) TR B v K S5 8 I E SPD i B b R A LAk il

SPD L JEAEAE T — AN AR L 1tk 1R 2 7 i) o BELRS 17 K6 B9 I 233 i) FR s i 3 7 RN - 22 ST I vE L N T
SPD H B &5 2 BE UL B JLAN 5 TR R FD SPD I B, A 40 19 J LA S s vy LLORE IS T s (1 43 K
18 FH T SPD JEBE, LLSEIL SPD Wi B EFEAR M) 42T 5

(1) AR E iR

SR T2 B o 4 R 5 U LR AR A R E AR A R )R 22, LR R A B 1S SPD T IN JLART R 1k 1H
MR T AR 22 1A VI ) A R AR (Y T A R R SPID R A7 IR ER 2 T A AR 7 R R 2
G RRNFAEAR, ZUE T SPD G I JUART R 1 A 15 2 A% V158 22 B, A2 T 1o YO B0k i i AR A R A A3 AR T 22 P
— B2 S8V R ST Z 1A A5 22, B LogDet #5/% (log-determinant divergence)™™ 151 Stein #{ )% (Stein
divergence)® 745 SCik[11,12] 472 4 —Ff K 5 5 i % 7% (tensor sparse representation, fij B TSR) /7 v, HI 7 # e Jgi 7
M2etE & EAEA, H LogDet HIUE FE 2 JRURE A A FL A B A 2 0] (1 158 22 B T I HE B8 SCHR[13, 14142 HE Tk
o7 MUPR) B BT 7 Wk (tensor dictionary learning, fii Bk TDL),SCHA[15]4% ) — Fh 75 £ -7 #.2% =] (generalized dictionary
learning, fAi #k GDL)J7 2, 46 K 2 () TG S i o PR RK Ay L 00 o 10 46 2 401 T AR R AR, L 4 1) F Y8 2 (Frobenius
norm) i+ 5 AR A 5 SR REA 2 TR 3R 22, L LR 5 i——TSR Rl GDL ¥ %o 7k SPD MEMI4E &,
SEIL T SPD SR FAY AR K 3 2T 45 AR AE 7R 0 3 7 0 72 B 25 2 (10 b R 0 A2 SPD R B A0 A IR B 253 ) PR A AR
ZNE T SPD Y 1 LA Re P A 5 22 FE S i A K AN 2 SPD B LI & T i, 2K T SPD B E 8
i SCHR[16]4% ! 9 2R 8 #4155 % 75 (Riemannian sparse representation, i #% Rie_SR) /7 vE% & T SPD Wi B HI 2L 2 Ji
i EARAR I R T I M A A R M RE AR, O T B AR (PR A 5 2 A T I A O AN AR A

e

% ) v, B ] < i R 53 (SPD RRRE) 25 0k — AN WA FE AR (SPD

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



2532 Journal of Software #4373k Vol.31, No.8, August 2020

i & (affine invariant Riemannian metric, fAiFR AIRM)E 717811420 e do AR B A4 B AR 22 W) (135 25 L THiX —HE
B SCHR[ATIR) T 2R S SLHEBR R 1 7 i s2 B T 2R B - L) 5 8 (Riemannian dictionary learning, & 7% Rie_DL).

(2) 7% I& SPD Wt JE I JLAT [y 1k

75 SPD ¥ J¥ b, 5 SPD i JE WY A [] 10 BE 5 Bk T 05 S AN AR B 2 2 AT AR 22 F0A 1K B 2 15 4 U Vs,
Hrp LEM(log-Euclidean metric)®1019200 & — A J1 - SPD ¥t T 1) ) % 5 A% O B2 5 i 3% )% 5 76 7> % J& SPD it
T 1 L] 4 3 3 0 7 ) 6 51 55 (logarithm - mapping), K SPD A3 AS A B2 e 5 31 3 47) 2 i) v, §1) 2 1) R REAR
5 SPD Wi EIREA R —— X R 0C 2R 1 T D) 28 (D2 — AT, R AR A BRI 245 (i) 12 5 B FH R AR 70 1 7 )
e R B TG B B 4 A St SPD R FAE 2 ) 1) 00 i B 2 JHG v o BB IS 2 12 5 VR IR AR ol 2 Ak, SCHIR[21,22] 82 1 T
ERE 5K SPD KR R WS B D) 25 [a) v 6 U7) 28 1] i B RE AR REAT - 2 S RO g 3R s AR i T ) 4 ) v
JELF TR St 2 SR RE AR, FH R PG R 26 U B A 8 22 JRATTRRIX P 572k LE_SR+LE_DL.Z S % 18 T SPD
WIE B S JLATR P K 3 T SPD B EFEAS IR 43 S In) JUA% Ak O T i T D) 25 1) R A 1) 43 S ) 7L

(3) BEBEMAME

2% HEHE 55 0 BT AL, B Sk SPD A M LB B — A 2 1 7 ) AR 12 SR I A R O A I B
KA R AR 2 W] (reproducing kernel Hilbert space, fiii ik RKHS), 38 i #2 2% 1) 7~ i J5U 7 1) 26 1t 40 & B A RE AR S
BR[23] 55— V4R HKs SPD A B i 5 1) 4% 4% 1] LA P B 12 2 1] I 3 7 1) 0, R 4R 1 T 35T Stein fi g 6724-26]
(112 2 k%, b Stein BLE A ds=log|(1/2)(X+Y)|—(1/2)logIXY | BT THK I Fft 4% 2% 18] B i 2 7~ (¥ J7 954 Ker_SR, ¥4
BT XA HE S 1 T 5 7 VR PR Ker DL 1% 5 V5 244bL, SCHR[26,27] 53 B HH T 6T Jeffrey %A1 Log-
Euclidean 4% )% 7% [8) B i 2 71 53 2K 77 1.

ASCHEH 15 B B M R 7R 7R, B 584 SPD MR A 2l RKHS H B 5 B2 B % 7 i 3R 7R 7 1%
s i AR 2R AR S T ST AR AT T A% 2 1) ) 7 St ST 3k o N 9 1 2 B T A S T A R
BTN 3 REE, RS MU TER B A% s 1) v 1 B AR R B T AR ) rp e U S O R 4 SEIL T SPD
TG EREAIR 3 AT 55 A0 T A% 2% 8] b R A AT B (R 227 T 2K, 45 4% 7 1) b 9 70 =7 SURN R A ) 8 1) 2 2 Al
KT AMEASCAE ] Nystrom 7 12293045 311 25k A 78 1% 25 1 1) 1) B8 28 o, 03 A% 4% 1A RE AR (03 A2 7 53T
AR AE M. 3K 145 T UL B J7VR7E SPD 3t T b 1K i 6 7 FH 7 31 2% 3] IR %) L

Table 1 Comparisons of various methods on sparse representation and dictionary learning on SPD manifold
F 1 KIJ7IEALE SPD R TE AR 4 o F- L2 ST 6T LG

ik PEA TR ey 1 J5 o SR oK i 773 i Mercer 61

TSR+TDLE 2 22 7 (K IG5 1) 75 (LogDet ) K G 2 i) N/A
GDL™ B RN (BRI ) 1 (F-16 %) WK B 7 [ N/A
Rie_SR+Rie_DLM"" 2 2 7R (R IG 25 1] JE(AIRM) B i 25 1] N/A
LE_SR+LE_DL™ 2 ME RN (V125 1)) JE(LEM) 1) 2% i) N/A

Ker_DLSR(Bregman)® 2tk R om (R 22 1)) 2 (Stein/Jeffrey) B I 75 ] AR
Ker_DLSR(LogEK)!?"! 2k R OR (K% 45 7) JE(LEM) B i
Proposed 2 1 R (% 3 1)) JE(LEM) ] i /2

A L WAHAESBAVTTIEA N TAELEM 2 2 &Pl )% Log-Euclidean 222 4% . Nystrom J7 15 R (E
KRB 2 A SR A ) Vs A0 W I % A A Y T 9% A% 4 1) PR Vs A o BRI VB e R M 2 ST 7 vE 48 3 W i & Fh 4
VEAE B N4 LS Xt b e SEIR A0 M 5 4 T RMT B R
1 tHEXIE

A TTH A7 B LEM 225 5 B DB G (1B 2 4% . Nystrom 5 A9 70 0 B AR SCKHE T L R 455 S
ot SPD 4 B ol A% 1 23 1) (SPD W JE), HLAEAS SPD %H B4 (1 45 BE 2 nxn; Sy, & H 45k nxen (195 R0 B e
JS TR 2 ) S 75 AL A R 1, e R AR I )P T A @0 S — H R 7n¥E SPD it JE 1k A 31 RKHS .

11 BREESMEEZ

75 SPD WK bk FH AR B L A AIRMITI718 Stein # (67242631 Jeffrey # (6720318 LEM fif
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E[B1019.2027) Hpeh ) EM P B — PRI A A IO AR 2 Y BT VR TAT R4S A WA SPD A FE Spy,Sp;, il it LEM
EEARIMER dew N
diem(Spi,Spy)=[llog(Sp:)—1og(Spy)ll- (2)
A2 log() A A8 B AT B AR |l R AEBE F 50 A A0 B 1 Sl A 2% SPD & R s 3 4
1. SPD Ui B 1Y) 4% ).
Prog =S = S,,Sp —>10g(Sp), Spe S, (3)
1 SPD Wit JE 13X — JL AT 454k, 78 SPD ¥t 1 |-, Log-Euclidean 1 B1ay LU i £7) 4% 18] o 4 A% 1) A AR K 6 s 0 1
R 45 8 I PIAS SPD 4 FE Sp;,Sp;:
kLoge(SPi:SP;j)=(SPi,SP)Loge=tr(10g(Spi)log(Spy)) 4)
o tr FRORFE BRI SCER[S]UF B T Log-Euclidean #%3# /& Mercer 5E 2.
1.2 Nystrom7 %

Nystrom 77 72129303233 ap i sk SRAF: (1) T 20 skt — AMIR AR R B, 25 M ADL /s J5UAZ B K e R™ M B AR A B A 1
SRR R 3E SEARAY; R It AT DAAS 300 2 8] Hh R AR ) o) 3R
o R EIEREEREI S m ARG LR R R}
o ARJE MIEE - AMERAE K, = Ko KTKE SRR B A KL, Ky = K06 ) K = KR X e »
KT KB 330 R B r 40 1 KR
o IJS OFRABEHFEHEAT SVD AR K =VDY2DYANT RT3 FIRE A A T —REA x 1 1) B R T R B
2,(0) = B AT (K (%, %), KOG %) KO )T ®)
e, B, =diag(A, Ay, &) AV, = (0,050, 0,) KR RIRT 1 A3 508 2% 5 H0H I 0 A0 16 kS A B P R 2 (X)
T REAR X I v EIE AR R T RE ARG R AT R AN REAS 3 0 g, A2 2,(6)T 2, (%)) = [K, T ;-
2 S AR B AR AR g SPD A I, 3411 75 F A 2K (4) H Log-Euclidean # K T STA%H BE, 4R J5 Bk 4R iK1 7
1E13 2] SPD HFE 1) [ KR
1.3 BEHEE
9 7 SRR B 28 7 43 S Tk 8 e o g 2 3 FR et R AN A R B 40 o AT 3R 2 9 A 7
B R AR Z AN K FR T M ZRREA 73 28 i), 7 B D=[dy,dy, ... AN I FEREFE W 2 A NxM (1)
B BE W=[Wr g, Wry, ..., W38 W=[Weq, Wy, ..., Wey] 2 o Wi=[Wi 1, Wi o, Wi IE B FERERE W HISHE § 47, 38 74
P ANRTE M AEFERZ IR B 1 TR)We=[We jWaj, ... Wy L2 B TERLFE W RIS j 21,385
RFEALG NS UG T2 18] 1 50 ZR (B 2 iR ). 5 57 ORS00 AH 96 7 A [R]85 7 7 BUAS 7 0S5 it it
T B TE S T A Tk 8 770 6 B v () 7 1) 25 2RV TR BB R 7 L v D 7 AR 288 i 2 T ) O Rl ik 2% 5
1530 (10 7 SEAT BN 1 P, L T RIS A 110 985 0 A 2R A, i A28,
e 3] | —
I

—
=
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Fig.1 Relationship between the i-th dictionary atom and the sample categories
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Fig.2 Relationship between the samples of j_th class and dictionary atoms
K2 55 j REEATI T LR T 2 [ ) 06 &

SPD BB EBR R TP LR X

ARG 4T SPD WTEW AL i 47 70 K 58 K SPD AR 21 RKHS A ¢ Y T 4% 28 [ ¥ £
His B 2 s A5 B N Y AE 73 BT AR I A3 ] Nystrom 77543 2] SPD FERF £ RKHS H1 AT L 7ok o 2] % a8 ) v
FIRD P A - MR S A
21 BEEEBEERRRTEE

A NS A% (R AR 3 7 A 0 T A Ay R A M ZRFEAR IR FEAR Y e S) A 7 5~ J:D={d,,
dy,...,dn}, d; € S % T L AE A% 23 1] v 1R 87 3 AT LA 55 0 y(D)=[(d1), (d), ..., o(dly) ], 5 76 4 [ 280: W e RN,
A% 22 0] AV A A 2 s BT B

v; =argmin(|| o(Y) -y (D)diag(We, )v; I +A1v; Ih) (6)

vjeR
V SEREA o(Y)ARRE T 55§ ZUEAE il 4 Wy IR 7 28 280, A B AE T i R A S ) 3§ RREA S 7 torh it 7
(5% Z MR A S 55 j AR AR RN

Err; =l (Y) — y(D)diag(We, )V |I; 0]
i o (7)), T RASRAT R AR T8 — AN AR A R T A R 22 I8 4 FRATT AT AR FE A 1R 22 1) K/ ke

TREEATEAT 702, LK DNl ARl 0 B T 3 2 e /N — 26
identity(Y) =argmin(Err;), j=1,2,..,.M (8)

]

it
H

:

T A% Wt o AR A T 2 T LA R (6) (M55 1 3000 24 2X(7) 6 7 A A% B 15 2405 S, 2 5K (6)
5 1 50T LSS
N
Il (Y) —w (D)diag We;)v; [;=Il o(Y) = D We; v, 0(d)) Il
i=1
=k(Y,Y) - 2vjdiag(Wc;)K (Y, D) + V] diag (Wc,)K (D, D)diag (Wc, v,
29 1 K(Y,D)=[K(Y,d1),k(Y,dy), ... .K(Y,dn)]" K=[KijIneniKi j=k(di, ;). 2L, 28 3k 2405 ) 1 2 3R(6) O AR AL )
LA Lasso fi 122202734l wf LA CVX T H A3 350 7 g A0 s it ) 2, 2 5K (7) th T L 3o ) P A% 45 7 %
" SRAFE AR ZE . o 22 2 (9) P A0 A 2 TR0V A A 5 2 20 43 SR TT VR TE Z0 AN T A% WA o) L AT 3, U S A i K
FEAR 5 5 B30 5 A bR 50T 743 31 11 ) St KORIS% ML i 2 TR) 0 ok B 4 b o 501 38 (0 R KRR Kl T A 31003
FEAY (R 1 28 SO T — AN SR AR [ B g 138 2, AR i MR A B 158 22 1) R/ e R A 43 2.
22 REEBETARFESRE
A% 6] B985 17 SRR 95 £ R PR PP AT T Hh 0y 4 28 0 i 3 5 G 7 B8 1 10 R L2 A% DS o8 A 0 10 1)
T 2 BEAS T R 225 18] o 985 A <7 SR8 0 6 R 1 ST 77 e 0% 45 31 22 T 1) 985 A 7 SRV 0 0 o, R AT A

©)
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Nystrom J7 12753 31U ZRRE AL A% 2% 1) (R0 A 2R, TS AE A PR AR 2 % 25 2 S A% 2% 1) 95 7 SR s o o 290,
AT M RS Y5 A0 X=X X Xk JE XG0 1. 2 Xk W § HREARH T4, % T8
FEMFEAAR L SPD HEFE HAEAS A EC moxt T &G, v DUE IS 1.2 95 1) Nystrom J7 7545 B I 25k
AAE RKHS IR 7R :Z(X)=[Z(X0), Z(X2), ... ZOXm) L He . ZOG) A 5§ 280 m AN UIZRFEARSE S X iRz 25 1)
AL 2 7 R A A0 A 2 T IR 95 70 7 L 2% S A 0 oh R A 2% S (A W A5 - L D=[d 1, dy, ... AT RIS 7 50 B W=
DAVeL, WE,, ... Wew], 3L 1 N 2 S b Jg7 I AN S W TR 38§ 5We R B R R 28§ RFEAR S 0L D i 7
R0 2R M RO B A=[AL A, Al 0 A A 3 | RFEA T AR LA IR Z(KG)7E- 4L D b ) B 2R B I
M §ORFER S IBIMTH D R j REAEmEWe i URIF IR R EE | RAIZREAR Z(X), | Z(X)=
Ddiag(Wej)Ay. 1% 7 1) (1) 7 £ 5 L2 5] A5 70 281
min SIZ(X,) - DeiagOAE, A, IE +4 1| A, Ik +4, 1| A M, [E -+ 23 33T S e, (d] 0 e,
DIV i=Li=j n=Lr=n (120)
st. We;, =0,Vj,r; ). We,;, =8,vr
AX(L0) RS- —ANH TR A T FEA RIS TR 0 R W FILEE B8 . X T A F S K38 78 ) & 38 70
LR R R DS W, = WG, = 6,95 # LMy S5 Ay R R 0 M o I — 51 R A
1~ 35 1) . o 2R B 2 TH0A A 2R 000 S T, 35 3 T A it R 5O I IO, 55 4 TR - L BT TR N A DG 0L 2 5 45
I 1) 5 75 7 R T 1) B 22 ) (1) D% B8 A2 AR A S 1), L 2 ) ¥ 7 A 2 s A 28 A A 08 o5 7 7 LRI 7 ) ==
7 BE Sy FE AT 55
23 BREEEEFTHRES
7522 2 (10) 1) H Ax ek b, 75 2252 ) A W 0 2 30 REAE 1) = AN ZRRE AR ARV 78 7 I B IR B R 2003 T 1%
Ak ) 8 48 ) ADMM(alternating direction method of multipliers)&iZ:, 1 56 [l 5 v 1 7] 5, 27 SV A0 = B s 7
Fosibn 248, 24 20 (10) (1495 70 - L2 S BT LT S O
r}g’igjill Z(X)~ Deiag Ve A 41| Al +4, 1A~ M, [+ 43 S5 S0, @, 0)We, (1)

j=l1#jn=lr=n
XA 1) T A ] ADMM SRS 22 X (10) ) 7 34 D RIRG i R % A AT ARS8 24 7 34 D [ € I,
BEISR A i AR E 2 | SRR AR R AL 1)
min || Z(X ;) - Ddiag (Ve ) A I, +4, 1| Ay [l +2, | Ay =M Iz (12)

AR (12) Ak il 8 RT LU SCk[28]7F A RE4E ] IPM(iterative projection method)[338 s i, 4 4 i 2 % i
SE I, FRATT T 7 52 SOMSAERR B R 3L L=[Lo, Lo, Lyg] e o1 Lj=diag (W Ay 5 i S 7R 2E 3
M N
min || Z(X) - DLIE + 2,223 > We, (d],d,)*We, , (13)

j=ll#]j n=lrzn
AR (L3) R T BT IF A5 0 D. 4 oL A=ZOOLT AR S 47 B N2 D e 950 n A
AR (A3 L

min || D'D7"-2D" A ¢ +2ﬂ32(d:dn)2§:ZWcjerc,Yn (14)
n r#n j=11#j
2% 1) JEUAE — AN WAL ) L T SCRR[3T19 Hh AR 7 S ST 0, 24 s (L) O 4
U=(Z3,01+245lQ) " (40~DI;-24:QDy) (15)
do=u/]ull2 (16)

A(AB) I | R AR, Q=Y | ddT Y S W W g AR AR, LR A TG 55 Q R A
TCEA A, I FETHIES n AT 0 JUTCER; An, L7 M Dy 2 AR D HYES n AN B i) B 22 30(16) 2 5 1 FA A — AL B A
A 23 A (15) A0 23 X (16) %7~ i H f) Jit 3 AT 38— ST, 8 3o 32 A ST 45 28 A% 22 ] fX) 98 £ 7 L D.
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24 BRZEEEEEESES)
02 2 (L0) Hh A% 25 1) 985 A 17 42 0 D0 A i) T8 4 ) ADMIML 57925, ] 8 985 7 7 SR 985 70 6 i 28 8, T
AE 1) ft Y TE AR B o A PRV T ) B A A SR | SRV AR I RO D) WV, = 6 T LLTE S i
R B I 5 S % 28 S A ) R, R ST RV A 1) R T B R SR AR AR PR AR SR | B R H AR
BRG]
m\ini” Z(X;)— Ddiag(\Ve)) A |3 +22,3i)/vcj nzwn(df,dn)ziWc, .
wej j=1 n=1 ' 1%] v (17)
st W, BO,Vj,r;Zch” =5,Vr
ARAT) A2 R ORI LA A(n) R R REUERE A (95 n 47;B=[B1,By,...,By] ", HL
B, =, (@.d)* 2 W sa=vec(Z(X)) T A K HIE Z(XG) T b 1 R =d o Aj(n) I R=[vec(Ry) vec(Ry), .,
vec(Ry)]. 2> 2 (17) AJ LAk fif 1. 2830
nynviln la—R W, |2 +22,B" W, )
st. W, =0,Vj,r; ) We,, =5,vr
FEF- IPMIPE3CUHE SR 0 S (18) (A Pl A il AT AR sk 39640 S T SR AR L b B85 2R £ 1) R 5B 1 AR
s Wctj+1 51128361

T, =We; —(R" (RNC] —a) + 4,B) /o (19)
n:anRfﬁVN (20)
T,=max(T,,0) (21)

WG =T, /3 Ton 6 (22)

2 3R(19) P ¥ o2 1PM FEIEIE 3y 40 K max Oy BUOKERAE, H224 Ty b 580 T,=0.20 30 (22) 33 51 7 58 t+1 ik
FRICI SR J ST AT 1) o SR L A T 9 A - R 7 RO 27 o0 T v 4 D 3R

Bk 1 RS A T ORI R A

LIPNG

o WIURALITEAE B W, o7 g2 ST I (AR KL

o UIERREARLE X={X1 Xz, oo Xnb LT X=X 1. X 200 Xy A BB BRI F4E.

i

o ST IRV A

o IR AE T

1) f#H Nystrom J72:sRAFFEARTERZ X R BL R R,

2) S SIEAE T SRR RSN

ff s X (12) 38 2 T i i 2R 50
A8 28 3R.(L13) 5 s A 7 g

3) A FH 2 3 (L7) 328 25 B 0 o o (0 s A )

4) G B2 20(10) 1 H b R B AS 8 /N B IR AR K 1), i 5 A S ORI A R s IR [R5 2) 28

T I AZ 2 1) N R A R 3 ABA 2 7, AT 27 S BT A% 22 1] [ 385 1 - SR A A A 2 TR 8 A s i 3 s A
R R BT BAR T 38,00 T 13 BT R K 28 3(6) AN 28 2X(7) P At ooty 00 308 3ol A 5t 17 2 o e 2 2 (9)
PR K(Y,D) AT K(D,D) T 2K, LA KA AT TS i) 24 985 7 1) ik F 0 8 2R 0 A 58 2 AT FRAT T ) T v o ey A FH A
23 T AREAN R 7 SR AT T - it DRI 78 A B W, FLR 2 ) 2 v 4 1) 2k 245 1) J9T A RT RS A 3 B Z(Y)
F2 ST B 17 DR A A2 L 2 R A 3(9) i KB K(Y,D)=DTZ(Y), I 2% 21 S <7 st D o5 7 i A AR 26
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AL 7R A 3 (9) ) K B K(D,D)=D'D. 4%k 2 45 i T 3T SPD M s e i 8 /8 40 R BRI PR AN L 3%,
&% 2. T SPD W ER SR R o AL
TP
o UIRFEASE X={X0, Xa, o X P X=X 1, X 20 Xy 3RS ] ARSI TR
o MEFEAY S, .
F AR AR Y e S) .
1) FIFH BV 1 5 50 A% 25 ) 00 98 6 7 ORI 6 0 B
2) A H 22 (6)F1 A 2 () T SR FEATE A [ 98 71 ] = 45 11 N IRt R4
3) AL A 2 (7)FA A 3 (9) T S IRAE AT T AN [ LA (1 T AL 3R 225
4) W FEA YT Ny AR 2 /N 2K

3 RBERSH

R T B UEBATI 75 A M FRATIE 5 AN SEAEE R AR Rk AT I, A AT 43 0l B TS ERAR G L s R 4
PO AR A R0 5 43 253X 5 AN B B 40 S 2 Brodatz SUEE AR S Virus 95 75 40 i S HE ¥
AP UIUCM SEUE X 4P YouTube Celebrities(Y TC)JEHE $ it 42 B0 ETH-80 FLuk K 4209 1L ep 5
B ST T T R AR 1 40 RAT 55 h AR AN B 4 1 34T 43 A T 10 OB A5, B 10 7R S5 R
R BMEFIRRAE ZE4F A e 0 45 1.

7E 5 MRS L RAE CH M-—L&7E SPD VB Al R 5 38 7 10 40 VA ) LE 1 i Rie_SR+Rie_
DLI LE_SR+LE_DLPYF1 Ker_DLSR(LogEK)P™\[d] i}, 7E3X 5 AN di 4 1, A 13 [F6F b 7 LA R JLF 7 k.

(1) Frob_SR+Frob_DLY:{ SPD AL g KK G 4% 17 (4 550, 17 S J5 7 0 2 4 6 ok TR RE AR, O 1) R o

(¥ F i % o)k f B F A REAR 135 22
(2) CDL-LDA(covariance discriminant learning)t®:12 Js 2 & i ik 22 = K% 45 SPD i B e 55 511 4% 2% [ 4R Ji5 )
FH LDA(linear discriminant analysis) J7 ¥ 34727 > fil 43 25,

% Brodatz,Virus Al UIUCM X 3 MG 42, ToATIE 5 SCHR[40] 45 16 3 BR300 (1) Sk Aot BE e A1)
I3l

1)  COV-SVM:iZJ7 ik ¥ ht 5 @B pl SPD 4F B, I H SVM 43 K28 #4740 25,

2)  Gau-SVM:ixJy 0t G il T AL, O SVM 43 28888047 432K,

3)  ROG-SVM:RO0G J& SCHR[40] 4 H —Fl B AR B % 5 o #F AR 1 B2k RoG 5781100 35 ] SVM 43¢

AT 42K

T BRI SVM 735, Fe A48 LIBSVM T R Al sz 3 “one vs all”43 25 88, 1% T B AP 25— —p” 53
BR[40]H — 50,23 Bl ¥ K 4 A1 107° H AR B B HE T AL Rl 0 BRI B E

YT YTC F ETH-80 X WA MG AR 8 d 412, 311 5 — 2o 22 e ity 38 T UG AR 10 20 R VL AT X TG e AT 2

1)  PML(projection metric learning)“?:i% 5 vk ¥ 5 Kt % SE A5 Grassmann T 1 (0 4, 48 Je il i 2 5

3B — A IEA B R B A8 75 453 2% ) 1R R A L A5 380K 1R 208 T 0 R /N PR 288 PN
2)  GDA(Grassmann discriminant analysis)“®:i% 571 55 PML —FE 1 25K B 15 4 44 4 Grassmann i1 -
1) 2R 5K Grassmann i TEAR N B — A i 4E 19 A5 7R AR 5 205 ), Pl 3k Fisher ) 550 v JU) 2 2% 5] — ANk
S, AT ASE A5 B 5 1 00 T 43 Bl S 28] — A 4 5 05K [l W 2288 30 e 4 Py =2 1)

3) SPDML(SPD manifold leaning)t®™:i% )5 i 1 S ¥ REAS (46 0 SPD H [, 8K i it 2 S] 45 81— A0
FE B AE 1S IR 1Y) SPD Ui T A B B — A 4 1 AR L5 LA 50 1) e 1 2 )

g 2.1 15 PTIR W TEHLBE W=[Wr, Wiy, ... Wry] ¥ 78 1] 5 W 2R 58 1 AT 3R+ SRR A Z I C .
TEVTE T BB a4 72 A B AT B4 MO R AR o il IRORE AR A D 7 e 1) s B e i 7 ) i p U — A
A 0 JTEHE (B 55T 1)SRAIUA AL TE 0] 2 Wi, 257 Wiy =1, 184 T3 (28 0 AN R 7 N 38§ 28R A b BE AL R
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WIUR TR AE 7 0 A6 T AT 1) S 56 o 3 0 28 S8 T Rl o 23 20 (10) P R A, A g L. Hh - A LD S 56 0 SC Ak
[27]1 J5 15 #8 2 H T Log-Euclidean 222 4%, 24 T S50 B4R B A 20 1 1k AR SC 4 HA 1903 1 AN 5 125 1 S 56 300 , 41 2
T LEM PR (R KR I 43 10 52 06 45 M SCHR[33] [ 4 i Nystrom 7 v (5L 2% % - O(rmn),
XA Ok R PR R m A SRR R AR 10 K 9 A 2 SR A 1) R (Y LR O O(@n?),j T 2 3] I IR AR
UBCIEAE AR R s L I SVE S AR O O(n?), A e, B3 i B R ST 2% 3 D O((j+1)n?).

3.1 Efga%

Brodatz /& — />4 F HHE 0T 7502 5 48 A f 112 SR AU B B R AT 20 TR SUHT 1 A% se I I R
AARE AE S K RO I R 1 RS IEAE ) 500x500, 45 ik ] 4 BOK/INHAE IR 25 AN J7 B BN RS
100x100, 3 7k By o AT 048 10 BRAIAE YRR AR, ) T (19 15 B sl A 4 7 AE A5 AN Henr LA 1
T5 ZE R IR R S B (MG 3R SR I — A 5 EIRRIE R IR,

Farodatz(X,¥)=[x.y,1,abs(l,),abs(ly)] (23)

AF(23) T AT 2 FEMRFIE R AR 3 A B B R . SUARAR, SETHT 3 4E IR AIE 43 )2 145 38 SN 2K
. x 50Ty Sl ) PR B 35T A AR Bl 3R S — AN 55 [ Hp 5 25 40 B A6 % K0 4 b S A8 IR 19
41=0.05,2,=0.5 F143=0.05. 2 45t T #5579 7% Brodatz Hili 4L BRSPS R

Virus 7 %5 30 5590 5 15 S50 100 2540 M B BEAS 2850485 100 9K B AR 5K B 1 [ RS 41x41,
31500 KB v AERE—FEREA D TRATTHE 100 SREEASBENL 2 5 10 43, N1 6 b BEHTLLE 5 8 5K I v R I GRFE A,
TR 2 5RAE AR A g 7 AT LA b 5 2 A B [ BEAS B ATTHT Gabor 1§ 8123270 45 AM5 22 4R I
B A

Fuirus(.Y)=[Go,0(X,y),--..Go,7(X,¥),...,Ga7(x,y)] (24)

AF(24) MG FE SR T 40 4E(5 RUE,8 Jy Il ) I REAEAE, 55t J5 15 20 (A B 5 28 R B 10 48 2 J2: 40x 40,71 1%

By bl A XHAIF 15 44=0.05,1,=0.01 1 13=0.01.% 2 4511} T &AM EEAE Virus Bl 4 345 3.

Table 2  Average results of algorithms on Brodatz, Virus and UIUCM datasets
% 2 %5054 Brodatz,Virus 1 UIUCM $idis 4k [ ) o135 45 51

(=873 Brodatz Virus UIUCM
COV-SVMET 65.23+2.14 51.00+7.71 23.70+2.40
Gau-SVMET 71.73+1.95 52.00+9.58 26.0242.16
RoG-SVME! 73.07+1.96 59.33+8.72 28.98+2.83
CDL-LDAS! 79.30+1.60 59.67+6.93 43.15+4.39

Frob_SR+Frob_DLI 70.67+1.98 54.00+7.83 42.4145.25
LE_SR+LE_DL® 78.20+1.64 55.67+7.04 45.46+4.06
Ker_SR+Random_DL?" 88.44+1.26 56.33+6.37 37.04+3.57
Proposed 90.2241.07 62.67+7.83 47.69+3.06

UIUCM Hf B2 407 18 N RBIM M T B A A 280 8 12 Tk A B R SR B R (10 RS R /N AN — A2
FEA R FRATHE LI 6 Sk AEASH TINS5, B2 16 6 SR FEAR MR8 T 1SR A o] LU W 7 ZE ik o, 2
H R0 1] e 45 g A B SE T AR 2R AR B 45 4E IR AE R IR

Fuiuem(x.y)=[x,y,1,abs(ly),abs(ly),Goo(X,¥),--,Go 7(X.Y), .-, Ga7(X,¥)] (25)

A 3(25) BRI Ry 2 R (23) A A 3K (24) FEAE I 46 0 S5 193 B B W 97 ZE R 4B 5 00 45x45. 45 1% R 45 I,
JH 3 AE X BGAIE £ 4,=0.005,2,=0.5 FI1;=0.5.38 2 45 T & FPEVEAE UIUCM £ dE T35 45 3.

32 BgENE

AHLE - B R, B SE A T S 2 A 2005 B B W L AR P 25 0l 3 T RUG SE 1) 40 2 ) FBL A
RS AR U AU SR AT T V2 B DR T LA T 3R BATT 7 2 R A AR SC A BT B g v N T
BEUG I 57 JAT %5, 50 il 4E ETH-80 F1 YTC WA 4 [ 5 — 2628 e 14 35T MR 10 7 FEBVLAE ST L.

ETH-80 $c4fm SE P8 75 45 8 N5, AN AAT 10 BG4, A BRSE AT 41 3K MAS[R] 0 B 71 458 10 A
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IATHEREA B B R EE R 20%20,0F HAERE— R EUGAE D ALk 5 A FG AR FAE I 20,380 T i A A Dt A
AR bl A I IF1:2,=0.05,1,=0.001 i1 13=0.001.5 3 4% 51k 7E ETH-80 [ 3445 .
Table 3  Average results of algorithms on ETH-80 dataset
F 3 KHILM ETH-80 il Li 74 )

Ik ETH-80
PMLE 90.00+3.07
GDAP 93.25+4.80
sPDMLI7 90.50+3.87
CDL-LDA® 93.75+3.43
Frob_SR+Frob_DLM 93.25+4.45
Rie_SR+Rie_DL"" 88.75+4.60
LE_SR+LE_DL™! 95.12+4.17
Ker_SR+Random_DL?"! 94.88+4.17
Proposed 96.00+3.75

YouTube Celebrities(Y TC)%4f 4 B0 7 47 AN, th T4 A0 507 4055 (1 G 4 1A R —# o DA 3k,
ATNAE— 2 P 45 o Bt WL A B P A 1A B © AN PG 4 3% 3 NG AR TIN5, 380 T 1 6 A PG 4 AR DAk, Pl 4%
LR BN B R I RSTR 2R 202078 i b 46 L i ik 242 X GG AIE £ :1,=0.05, 2,=0.05 F1 13=0.005.3% 4 Jy & 5LVL7E
YTC L4 4.

Table 4 Average results of algorithms on YTC dataset
F 4 FHEIELE YTC Bl Eiriy g i

Hik YTC
PMLE 67.62+3.32
GDAFY 65.78+3.34
SPDMLE7 61.57+3.43
CDL-LDAS! 68.72+2.96
Frob_SR+Frob_DLI 63.16+2.72
Rie_SR+ Random_DL1¢ 47.45+7.17
LE_SR+LE_DL™Y 74.68+2.71
Ker_SR+Random_DLP?" 72.55+2.77
Proposed 78.1242.56

33 XKW

IR s G 48 B I AR AN S AR 2 10 WRIE ARSI SRAG, IR A AN BB R R s T
B 2 MRE A o B ALl 7 380 1) T AN 2 3 2 50 459 31, R AT TRk X Fo 7 24 Random_DL.JE i i 4 10 ¥R SE 56
S5 T FIARUE ZE4F Ry de 2 0 25 S NIX 3 SR I SR A 75 5 AN FEUEBE S b FRATTHR I8 ik e 70 2
ER EHRE B AE CH B R B R RN T SPD WAT EREA 4y ek vk LE_SR+LE_DLEYAN
Ker_SR+Random_D LM 1 L3k 75 M1t 552 47 ) 280 AL 3 1 bl 9 AN 2 B4 SPD W B b HEAT 23 AT 55, T
2 10 ok B BRI B K SPD ST ik N BB 23 R FAZ 2 1) R AR S B EEAT R I R R AR AR 4 28 SCR[37]HR W 3
1 15——COV-SVM,Gau-SVM Fll RoG-SVM Z [A] B R 2R ) 72 5 A K H T Gau-SVM 5 V2 7E X RE A 4
RN 2 FE T4 A B BT L Gau-SVM (1R A1 R L COV-SVM 1 ! — 5. 77V RoG-SVM %6 A A< AL IR {ifi
FH T S InEB R 515 BT L RoG-SVM R AR ZE L Gau-SVM &t — #1455 b 763X 3 AN vk, 77 ¥ RoG-
SVM 1] LA B & K R 3 AR 3R 2 10 52 560 50000 vh i 58 /2 RoG-SVM IR 3% 5 T- Gau-SVM,Gau-SVM 1)K
W% & T COV-SVM.7F Brodatz #4452 b & 7 /5 Ker_SR+Random_DL LAAMZT B A1 7 V2= (KA 34 AR 3 B 52,
WL ] LA 1] 90.229%, [7] i HAT B /s AOARHE 25 1.07.3 158 A 76 12 508l A 1, AT 5 S AN AN AT S (0 430 2%
38 HAT IR R I & F 1k AF Virus B 48 B3R J7 78 HAT S s I DU 2 62.67%, 152 Bl 1) J7 i i b o 22 5
AT /NI B 7.83 HIARHE ZE AR BT A 10 7 25 AR A AR /I8 14D, U6 BH B AT 1) 7 v 2 5 ) R M AT 4R T LA
A3 BILRAIE AE UIUCM E08 48, AT 77105 (0 U0 26 35 I, (HDR AT 5 VR 3R 1 7 Bl i UUA 2., LA 22 .
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7E ETH-80 %cfli b FR AT 7 bR e 22 3.75, 40K T PMLIEL(H R JoAT 177 v (K IR 51 % 2 96.00%, 3% 5 T PML
ff1 90.00%.:th 777k LE_SR+LE_DLPUAI Ker SR+Random DL iR 51 & Filk v 22 # A vk T304 110 7 7 A
YTC #di 4 B T 7% Ker_SR+Random_DLPH1 Ker_SR+Random_ DL 38417 (1) 75 55 (1 A 3l 8 0 568, 1R 1)
R LA B 78.12%, [F] I H AT de /N AR HE 22 2.56. 47 1 AT 77 Vi 7E 5 AN B 45 1 B AT S 4 R0 AR 1) %6 LA R AH
BAF 1 E R

4 IE\%EE-I‘:HE

HI SPD 1B i ik el 45 50 P B2 HAT R I 5 R 1, HL e SPD i B 7 7K J 1) SPD It B — A AR ek (1 B2
3 WAL IE ) %5 18 SPD iU 1A 2 SR A LT PR BT, S th T3k T SPD it T ¥ AR AR 0 467 70 B 1 0
SPD it 1B ik A BR8], HAEA% 25 0] 7 2 2] 3 R i 2 20— AN AR R B, R0 BBk A A% 2 Tl v 7 st 3 M1 ) 2
() PO SN B Y 7 A 2 1) 9 A 0 0 7 0 AR LA 2 1) FR R AR e A W s ) T X, 28 A 2 T ) 5 0 ) S0 e oK
TAME BATEA] Nystrom T3 {2 3R43 4% 25 10 Y ZRFEAS 18 17 13475 25 2 5 SRR 225 18] 168 7 SR /6 0 . 22
U B ATTRE R LG 25 ) ) SRR S R BB 45 R, S L SPD Wi L REAC I 70 AT 55 3 B R Wil £ SPD i/
EHH RO RATT DU AL
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