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Abstract: Domain adaptation (or cross domain) learning (DAL) aims to learn a robust target classifier for the
target domain, which has none or a few labeled samples, by leveraging labeled samples from the source domain (or
auxiliary domain). The key challenge in DAL is how to minimize the maximum distribution distance among
different domains. To address the considerable change between feature distributions of different domains, this paper
proposes a three-stage multiple kernel local learning-based domain adaptation (MKLDA) scheme:1) MKLDA
simultaneously learns a reproduced multiple kernel Hilbert space and a initial support vector machine (SVM) by
minimizing both the structure risk functional and the maximum mean discrepancy (MMD) between different
domains, thus implementing the initial separation of patterns from target domain; 2) By employing the idea of local
learning-based method, MKLDA predicts the label of each data point in target domain based on its neighbors and
their labels in the kernel Hilbert space learned in 1); And 3) MKLDA learns a robust kernel classifier to classify the
unseen data in target domain with training data well predicted in 2). Experimental results on real world problems
show the outperformed or comparable effectiveness of the proposed approach compared to related approaches.
Key words:  domain adaptation learning; multiple kernel learning; local learning; pattern classification;
maximum mean discrepancy
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AR5k MKLDA (127 >3 XU 32 B2 £ 195 A 350 03 AL ) e T AT v 2% > IR A i 0 T ) 2% > 2 2 KUK
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2,31 UEOE Y ) R
ot T ANTHT 1) AR 2 3 248 10 A IV 2 o ) R, 12 AU 1) SE 0 A B X AR A R R P(X), xeX LA 2L
FRE L £:X—[0,1],58 X TS24 258 X MRS E I A X - {03 W% EH he H SFR&EE f 2\ zE
(B A1 ¥ R B8 K s (h, F) M5 SCh
&(n,H=Ex-p[IN(X)~F(X)1].
Sy ] B DL, e (h, F) B 7% DA (), K I 1) 6 56 IRV B8 A 2 (h) I, 4 Sl ok 7 905 A R I e 4 sk R B 3L 22
K5 KB R ECN £,(n), &, (h), &, (0), &, () AT 1 2 > v 81 AR 1835 XU 1 4 [7] IR 8 /MK () i g(h):
h™ =argmin[g,(h) + & (h)].

heH

A2 ()= (") +&(h"), X T AU 1 2% > FRATTHEE A" (h) e /0N, AT T LA 90 ATl X 6 0 45858 1) 3 A1 8 185
AL b 28 56 XU, B4 B 283 KUK &, () = dis, () + (L— @) e, ()] 6F 187 3, 4 &, (h) Ay 2SI FA 2045 XSG, ) 451
T8 N 2 3] 4806 AR S b e T 3 A

EIB 3P ¥ H O VC-4E d MBI A ], US, U 43 5 k3 1 DS, DY IR RN A s IR TERRZEREA, 53 ¥ K/
s IIBENLER B REASE S, 20 B [ H kx4 D' 1 Bs MNFEARFIEATIR D 19 (L— B)s A FEAS JATI AN H Fr 45
WRRS R BN PR D e H AALE LK RK 6, (h) 76 S LGS N e, H ' =min,_; & (h) b H AR R 5
AN R D DIREEE 1-60 2 T A

h * 7 (-a)® [dl 2
s <za(h)+2 %?+(i:? J_Tﬁﬁfg_655+
2(1—07)(DISTk(D5,D‘)+4\/2d '09(25): log(4/5)

2.3.2  H%JRHATUSIE RAG TR 22 U
B4 S R A5 B SOOI B, B B0 T L S0 T — MU B S LS4 A0 5 72 7
AR T H xq PR A FR S AT DS A A, LR S EE R A TR 22
Eiocar (F) = ZI:( fi—0i(x ))2 17)
0 (YR T X, 10 FEI 0K, £, ey P LB ET S5 5 21 06 A BB LI A
2.3.3 MKLDA %3] X
R 3 3 AR (17), T4 777 MKLDA [y H BR800 > 5 22 KUK &, (h) 250 LU 167 2 T X

- . @  (1-a)’ [dlog(2s)—logs
gh)<g(h)+2 7+ -y > +

20— &)[DISTk(DS, DY)+ 4\/ 2d '09(25): logd/5) f(h)] +E ().

/I*(h)}

2.4 BHETRIAT

o T B A SR RE AT RKHS 1435 (10 B0, 56 51t F 5

I AU A R B RO K =k, =e P X 7 e RY o e oy, 00 o0 0 TATREHY KokoeKy,
0<z<o<w,ll y (P,Q) =y, (P,Q).

5 BT 4 AT R A, AT A0 A () RIHS 1 B 85 B, MA T 178 MIKLDA W SIGH Wb T 30— 25
IFS 0 TR 00 MIKLDA J7 7 R B 0 45180 0429 5 047 2 e, B2 A 85 902 B8 2 S

ko/y(x’ Xl) = exp(uzx(;/)(;/l)'zl ]1

Forf, v S 50 AR SCR S 3 M T 22 K ORI A0 A A A T P N 2R, R BUE R A — e FEE BBl T
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AL, ANH T A R0 25T 2y /NN T BEAE — 52 AR 1 3 B MKLDA HE S AR A SRR ye [1, 0],
o, 0 A — A28 KA IR IE 240 e, MKLDA $33 ¥ 450K 73 A1 22 1) die /N S50 182 v e 25 850y db AT b i 4%
(i 2 Ui WYk oy Re S (0] S PrgiVa

3 KBS

T UL MKLDA J5 i A 280 AR 540 J LA A [R] 58 200 A0 B 2% 20 ) R JEAT 512000 1) 18 400 S0 AR 4K
ey 3,2) AU A HU3;3) TRECVID RLSUAS .

SRR B VR A S A AR S RO AR A H AR U R ToAR A R 4R K MKLDA S5 AH G 1 Uy i
HEAT BCAE, LA SR AR SO VA AR ARV . A5 TR 7 VA REAT BUAR AR 5 B T AN LR Tk SVM Al TSVYMBISR i
4% LMPROJ,DASVM Fil DTMKL, LA A SCHR[23] A B 23 B LE A 1 ) Ul e 284 f Qs 3 % 2 > 5 7%::CDCS(cross
domain spectral classifier)[" il LWE(locally-weighted ensemble)®!,

V8 b 2 4% 2] J5 i MKLDA F1 DTMKL, A SCE#% 4 R A% ok 3

. N Il % = x; I
o EIEIZE x)=exp| —— AT
TR R ALK, (%, X)) exp( 2(1.2[”30/7)2]

o Laplacian £ &5 k, (X, X;) =exp(—V1.2°°0 || x, = X; [I);

o ZUEMBREK, (%, %) = (4 x; +D)*;

o RMERREK(GX) =X X, .

Horb o YN RREA S Y E B0 7 R, 6e {-3,-2.5,...,2.5,3},a=1.5,1.6,...,2.0, 0 :% (d A EHE D RRIE 4R 2.

AR 2 33 AN R i SLAt % J7 VA 35 R AR 1) RBF A% b 31 kX, 2)=exp(~Al|x—2]]%).

5 BRI 00 0 AR SO BRI VRS RAT T S0 R 4 ) T B 9 2% ST M e HEAT L, AT T e S 3
JITAE SR 2 20 ORG i T R DR SCHR AR A5 1R SR R a5 48 SR W T A (RO AL T 2 5 LA 19 7 32 28 3 L TR A 4
I T 2R A T S 4

X MKLDA J735, #2480 t i 10 FAE SR UER 52 , 1F W 280 Az B4 k 43 3 75 19 4% »e {0.1,1,10 11
ke{5,10,20,50,Npin—L1 3 18 2L L, H nin=min{n®,n "}, n* 5 Y5 AU IE B 6 K REA R

A 20 36550 % 8 A=1075, 1E I 2% C HU{ 3 i 4{0.1,0.2,0.5,1,2,5,10,20,50,1003 SR B 10 TEAZ Kl ik
WA LS D A B AR T A SE0e 10 0 HRCH T BORG E (E A b JE R T VA I A ) PR RE.SVM BT
LIBSVMP2 k5 0, HoAih 519534 71 Matlab2009B H1 355 T 5231,

3.1 BUUEXAEIES L

AT TE A S AR B 42 20Newsgroups(20NG) (http://people.csail. mit.edu/jrennie/20Newsgroups/)F1 email
spam(http://www.ecmlpkdd2006.org/challenge.html) 1 3k AT 45145k 33 )3 43 2 SE 06, DL LG A8E BT 3 7 v 5 A 56 7 1k 1) 2%
SIPERE.

3.1.1 KR G E

(1) 20NG 38 £ SR [23] 7 T ER SCAR 43 23038 45 20NG.h T4 2% Lh 8 BT 3 )7 0 5 AR S 7 VE I 4y R Pk g,
AR 5 SCER[S1AH 7] 1 SE 56 152 2 B T 20NG i 4, 730 A TRLZ Kl 6 AN 28 LU 3 2 o) B 45,
FLrPAREPIAN K28 e A T 20 £ 8 008 B T 2830047 40 31, A TR 1K 72800k N [R 1 8k, 20N G Hic3is 4R 1) 3
LIFENSWIE

(2) Email Spam %4 ££: 7 email spam Z#E 4+ 1 3 A email T4E(4 5l F 7~k Userl,User2 F1 User3), LAY
L3N 2 ) AT 45 2 K40 H spam HBA4E AN AIE spam fS44:. i1 F-H 48 45 0 N [B) T 7 () spam HE42E A1l spam
IS A 2 A [R] £, BTt 3 A email 50405 412 A B0 43 A1 2 AS R AE DG 1. AR Bl 42 7% 2 500 J IS4, 26— 22 g 4
Ak spam WA (GEAREE R 1), 55— spam AR 28072 -1 AR SCHR[13] 1950 &, SE 4 v % 0 3 ke &, Lk 1.
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Table 1 Description of the cross domain text datasets

RL P A FEAR A

Data sets Task 'S_ource domain samples "I_'arget domain samples
Positive class  Negative class | Positive class  Negative class

1 Comp vs. Sci 1958 1972 2923 1977
2 Rec vs. Talk 1993 1568 1984 1658
3 20NG Rec vs. Sci 1984 1977 1993 1972
4 Sci vs. Talk 1971 1403 1978 1850
5 Comp vs. Rec 2916 1993 1965 1984
6 Comp vs. Talk 2914 1568 1967 1685
7 Userl vs. User2 Userl’s emails User2’s emails
8 | Email Spam | User2 vs. User3 User2’s emails User3’s emails
9 User3 vs. Userl User3’s emails Userl’s emails

312 IR
SCASHCH AR 5 A0tk 27 2] S R B L 45 Rl TR 2.
Table 2  Average classification accuracies (%) of all methods on the text datasets
F 2 A SRR SCRBARAE B4 SR B (%) LA
20NG Email Spam
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
SVM 7253 7010 7540 78.00 8380 92.70 | 96.08 96.89 917
TSVM 76.75 7340 8390 81.20 8524 8874 | 9621  97.0  91.80
CcDSC 69.80 8292 6400 70.84 8272 90.20 | 8328 92.14  90.02
LWE 8224 7860 8720 7532 8830 94.00 | 9351 98.74 88.78
LMPROJ | 8252 79.30  86.34 8468 8540 93.43 | 9321 940  88.79
DASVM | 8291 8110 87.83 8455 87.00 9473 | 96.89 97.65 94.50
DTMKL | 83.93 84.02 8686 8578 91.80 9430 | 96.90 97.70  94.00
MKLDA | 84.12 8340 87.49 8650 89.92 9547 | 97.38  97.34  94.65
H# 2 Fros & R 40
o JEE UV SVM A TSVM KA e A Rt 3T 4% 21 HLph Adsl 2% 31 O7E BT B Hodis 4R B o 8 Pk Re 3% T34
b I IE Y 2 2] T
o AR3J77: MKLDA Fl DTMKL BA K DASVM J5iE7E K 2 50 ST 26 B3 IAT 748 4 HAOL T Ay
I S B LR A 2 4% 2 2] U775 MKLDA Rl DTMKL 2% 3] Pk R fse i
o FEFSYEEMES ELLMPROJ Ji A tEAE T DASVM Ji A0 24 1) 2 ST P BE. ] B (K JR IR 2, 78 70 % e
A3 B) 43 A0 BE B, BT — R AR T T B 1 e
o BVRKTE AT )55 MKLDA EPIAN SCAR KR R (0K 2 502 ) AT45 B3R T sl Pk fie.
FH U B 70 5 4008 2% 3T R 7 78 43 5 e 0Tl ) 73 A1 R 29 1 il _b SR R 2 ) AR RN 2 4% 2 ST BOR e A
—EFRSE b U G R A ) 1 R

3.2 EEUE ARIRA

TV T Tk MKLDA 71 e 4 5o 5 N 10 2 2840 2R 1k g, 70 ) B L 3 AN b I $04iE P78 (Yale FERET
1 ORL)MO24 Fi [ SR [24] f) ¢ 1, A8 S YR MU AT L s AL K0 412, 23 ol 2 B ) N 0 42 1 FD 3 s 2 5]
() ORL % YALE iT#. M FERET #| YALE i/ . M FERET %] ORL iT#%. M YALE %| FERET iT B %).
321 Hdeflid 5w E

FERET $t#fs 2 003 MG R/ L %25 MR RAE AN W1 13 539 A Ak IR, 23 R AE B 1565 5K A Jki; Yale
IR B8 e AL 4 15 5k AR 165 A B2 g IR A5k A TR E 11 s U5 20 1 ORL AT 4 24T 40 sk Jier, 43 5K I
045 10 W IR SEL T, X b R AE BEAT AL B AT L4 B 32%32 153 K/, HAFME H O 256 K % 2%, 7T
PG 1), B oK B h— A 1024 Yk 1) 532 7R J0f T8N S I8 AT 55 7 U AU B 41 oh 23 ) 4 A BEHLIZE IR 8 i
AT N U ZRRE A, A A Dby IR R AR e AR 52 BE 2,7 A, FEFE B 200N T4 U7 % MKLDA 4 1E W I50E A 0
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e R AE AR BRI D RE . T S UE AR I, AT SR O T IR A, = 1y, R RTT 00 nMKLDA(RI IS # 6i n
LIE U35 77 928, 110 28 2 (A1) % B 1 5 33528 MKLDA(RITAS SC T 3 4 A B B In A W) 35 077 15%).
322 sstip

SR T2 N S ) A SR AR G4 22 28R40 S A 2R S (— X —) I S i S R A I
PN RE T3 3,5 AVG RIRTE T A IR AMES EISEI R BIRS & 2.

Table 3 Recognition rate over different adaptation settings on the face datasets (%)
Fe 3 0 T[] IR AR Y v R A Bl L iR R (%)
Task TSVM CDCS LWE LMPROJ DASVM DTMKL nMKLDA MKLDA
10 ORLtoYALE | 2820 4500 4120  44.64 46.78 46.59 48.10 48.86
11 FERETtoYALE | 39.40 4224 37.82  43.07 43.28 43.78 44.00 44.26
12 FERETtoORL | 4621 6490 44.04  67.72 67.89 69.56 69.22 69.40
13 YALEtoFERET | 27.10 2948 26.92  28.49 28.56 28.98 29.25 29.25
AVG 3523 4541 3750  45.98 46.63 47.23 47.64 47.94
M 3 W LLA

o P VI AR A 5 22 R Kk, Hoh TSVM Al LWE J7 SR 59 P B 4 22 0] g Ji IR S, 3 AN A G 23
A1) PR B0 3 A 22 B AR, T B0 AU 2% 30 1K 5 2% S 88 o

o CDCS JyvETEIB o AT S5 b )M e R ILEL 5 H . AT RE MR AR b IS BOR BB 7T — B PR 18 b st 5 Atk A\
s TR g

e DASVM Jy i BARAEA Lo iR AE 2SS BT AE S MKLDA(E, nMKLDA)F! DTMKL #24 {HAEA HESS
R AR R T LMPROJ J7 v ] B 18 5 BRI ZE T, AN RN IS 50 P22 18] O A1 2 BE IR K, T 2%
AU 23 A7 1] B 132 12 DASVM 5 iR B PE g R B

o MKLDA(E nMKLDA)H! DTMKL 75 JLF 1 IR AT S R R34 W] A0 T~ HoAh J7 3.

{EAFH6 IR, ot TS TR i ) 180 40888 43 A1 22 5 KNS TR, B 5 ik (R AR I e 3 FE R R RR 5 B A T 0%
31,1 77 MKLDA(E nMKLDA)F! DTMKL 3 H T 358 i — 2k, 11 DASVM J7 7548 403 by B I8 1 1
DASVM IR REAE B TR & B2 4)ih SVM 22 2] 3R 5% i, JEEL & DASVM TE] 4G B B3t 200 T 4503 )
9 3 A1 22 B, AT 5 S50RON 1 8 5 0 — 2 0 AN 2 1T AN 78 43 2% R AT 43 A 1) I 14D A T 2 T 2 A% R 2 50 S
AL TR 77 MKLDA 75T 2 T 45 B0 Y R 51 R (AVG) B B AR T2 A 5 ik,

2(a). & 2(b)Z 5 B AE WIS NIRRT 45 (FERET to ORL 1 ORL to YALE)H,MKLDA 2% ] 2| T &
FEARFAE(L 024 A4%) BT X B (1A .

0.25 0.25
0.20 0.20]
E 015 E 015]
2 2 L
2 o010 2 o0l
0.05 o.os:‘ ‘ ‘ |
0.00 |\|\il NENRT 0.00 .JIIH._ L |Jl i Al
0 300 600 900 1200 0 300 600 900 1200
Feature index Feature index
(a) FERET to ORL (b) ORL to YALE

Fig.2 Feature weight learned by MKLDA
Kl 2 MKLDA J73:7E AR R L2 =) B AL =

MIEL 2 0] LU 0k 0K 22 ORI (K B 3 3208 %6, 78 70 o T MKLDA [R5 1, X th gt — 2Bk s
TREM 2 MAMIE R 3 BAEHHE t MKLDA J7 ik R nI P REAEFT A 1 0~ 00 T 80k 24 T nMKLDA J7i%.
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X ULHHAE MKLDA J7 AR R A in N s 29 BRI |y B 6 L D) 30, 6 A — 0 R T b 2 g b 50 568 A0 1 2 ST 1 g
3.3 TRECVID#L $ta

331 H¥mAdid 5w E

TRECVID(http://www-nlpir.nist.gov/projects/trecvid) & H 7 F T 4F 53 WK (1) 55 K 27 b i B0 R AT B4 122 2

131 TRECVID 4l 4 %8 F-45 sl v 2 5] AT — 5 [Pk e 1 130 32 Sk [13] 70 ¢ 3% B TRECVID 2005 %4

S [ SCHE CCTVA 18 G 4R, LA TRECVID 2007 $du4E g B AR4E. Bl 48 D° -8 YR Aie i #r 254k
FEA, B CCTV4 iiiE 10 896 /™ & H Wi AR A, 49135, rv 5G ot 1) 50 s 24 40 346. )N H b 43k b BE AL IE X 4 000 A~
TCRREEREA 2% SIS 4% A SCKE SR FH 4 7 24085 ) (non-interpolated average precision, fiij #k APty
P BE VP AR A R s VR SRR TE R AR (R AR (BOPR E AAR) R/ K 36 AN 23 Bk 3 A 4H, R . v A2
A, BN L 12 MRS 5350, 8 T PO B4 5 VETE KRS A B 2% 3] B 2 8 A SC il — P i
T2 RS 1.6 T SREKHEAT 2% 2J ) MKLDAK T X 5], S8 WK 1% 07 VAR e 4 MKLDA (1).
332 giie

JAE JPEAE 3 AN (B 36 M) LA R S IR~ 34 20 R Bl sk T3 4.

Table 4 Performance comparison of different methods in terms of mean AP (%)
Fz 4 ARJIEMR AP(%) 1 et
SVM__TSVM _LWE LMPROJ DASVM DTMKL MKLDA MKLDA ()

m4 40.05 4156  45.77 4491 46.67 48.50 48.84 47.70
bl 1011 14.22 1461 16.09 19.49 19.10 21.31 19.52
&gl 4.62 17.13  13.85 16.23 20.14 20.40 20.24 19.62
JiA40 18.26 2430 24.74 25.74 28.77 29.33 30.13 28.95

I A G5 R LR G TR T AR FAEAS 1 TRECVID $ds 42 (10 20 A 22 80K, FE 4 7 SVM Fll TSVM
A 36 MM BE4E L RE 1038 T oAt 77925, SVM, TSVM Hl LMPROJ 75 i 4120 1tk RS A T 7E AR 4040 (0 1
AE. T R I AR RE £ PR AT (T AE A T B A AT R R R IE A, L bR, 2 P AN ST R A7 A K = IE AR S
TEFRAT 2% 17 B A 43 A 508 70 B B0 R, 0 1 1 A A8 AR RE A 20 A1 4 HH BIAR I A 2 1R B % 1, A T 5 830 491 4
R BT H AR AU A% 505 50— 7 T 6 TR AT (R, ke 1 AN AT I LA AR A R AIE 2 () (9 43 A A
G, P9 AR P BB 4 A1 10 100 5 ) 8 A K, TR1 s, 7 9050 AR 1) P A 2 3 4 AR ) A 433 11 2 > 12k .
AN N 48] LUE L LMPROJ ks 4 e 7E K 22 20 0 T A0 T LWE, HAEA % 30 T 5 DASVM A 4.
Xk — 20 U BRI T B 2 RS P A S ) 43 A — B0k BE R A RO A DU g 3 48 ,DASVM,DTMKL Fi
MKLDA EA5 A F A5 A A0 AT T 12k R AH B A3 5 R ¥ 42 T 38 77 7% MKLDA 7 3 41 36 M3l 48 B AP
IO oAb 75 103X 78 40 Ul I, MKLDA T8 58 IH Al %5 8 40358 3 A 1) 59 Jme /N R 22 A2 SR 30 2 0 152 05, e IS A 4%
b5 /N b AR 7] 23 A A UE BC A R H AR 4038 P 2% 30 oR B0 45 84 XU MKLDA() 77 A8 A T 5 MKLDA o] Lk 5%
[ 27 20 1 R (H T8 S5 20 BT P R I, MKLDA(L) B VI It [ B 22> F MKLDA J5 vk, ik, 2% I RS BRI R
R JE PN J7 T 252 VR, MKLDA(I) J7 ¥ HL 48— 58 1 B0 P e AR 3
34 BEEHILE
JTRITVE N EESC TR E I 4 A S HCy K, SRS TP =10 75 VR S AN S B0 1 BE 52 i IR, 5 [
SEHAB SN I AAAR. 53 R T 38 3 A U (20NG) 70 AT 4 A3 10 A AT iR 4T %% (R ORL to YALE)fE A 5E
5%, 6 3(a)~ &l 3(e) 4l WoR T ik 5 NSO ATy vk H PR AR RS ih 2%, eh bt v A R 45 i
(1) M 3(a) I & H, 48 30 75 15 JE G4 R B /M 2% SRS 0] IE U6 2 50 Cy AT iR BE 11K
U B Cy 78— o Bl N AN [ AL B 38 5 i 0 922 5 vk (92 A Pk g, C o (B8 K, MKLDA (¥ e b
P = a4

(2)  EE 3(b) R e A% R O B /N R AR ik IR BE S MR O L B T B 3 W], g, S A
B, AT P B 4 A1 HURE K, 5 SRS V) 43 A P S /A T AR W SR 1, AT A A T HR U Y
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(K127 ST VERE T B e -, A pfEL PR 38 00, v 340 A2 7 56 3 /0 AU A 0l 2 A 38 3 9 3R, 3 B8E S S il

BEHTHBLAZ B BLGR AE AR AR S S BE R e U A IR Al T8 B N, P 4R U VA A

27 I PR RES
MNP 3(C) R Jay Bl 3 40 B kO BT 2 7 35 PR S R 5K A A SR AR KBS 00 T BT 4R 75 T e
AT BT )27 2T PR e,

M 3(d)FTF 2 BN I e T i LA S DU e BT (el 58 n, i $8 75 95 2 ST PR ReAE —

ook R SV b iy SR

Classification accuracy

Classification accuracy

4 HEXRE

0.8p—r—k -
077 -
—l—20NG (task 3)

0.6/ —A—ORL {0 YALE |

0.5/

0.4 f

0.3 e
02 1 5 20 100

Cy
(@) ZHCL M m

1.0
0.9}

08| IP__. ./m.

-

0.7
* @ 20NG (task 3)
0.6 —A—ORL to YALE |
05|
0.4'/—/‘\"‘/—_‘-
03 L H i " L i " i i " ]
0 20 40 60 80 100

k
(c) ZH k(¥

Classification accuracy

Classification accuracy

1.0

0.9 | -
0.7 7 —— 20NG (task 3) |
0.6 | —fA— ORL to YALE
0.5 _._'__._._-o—-a 'x‘ 1
04 1 ~
03"

2 4 6 8 10
e
(b) ZHyhR

1.0

09| -
087 |
0.7 | —l— 20NG (task 3)
06| —&—ORL to YALE
0.5 o
0.4 r"r

0.3

0 20 40 60 80 100
n
(d) ZHunysz

Fig.3 Parameters sensitivity

3 ZHURE

TEA

P

E

Xt T AU BV 27 3 ) 7L, e A 3t 45 /I A ) A AR A 22, AT T 5 9 ol D P S e AR SC M B /N A AU

(] Ao B8 £ 307 B A, e T 2 A% i 2 ST B AE A 2R AL A (A% Hilbert 25 AR EE T — Bl R0 = Bt
AT RS 2 SRR A A 2RI (K a4 B R B SEI 45 R R T P35 ik i B2 S PR e 20 % 22 1A 1 2%
e e R P BRI T i 00 2 2D RE 7, DAL, A e DA e BRAN ) £ B A% R B0 AN St 20— D BIE S ) L

B AR IRAT I 0 A SR ARG T SRR R (R AT, JE I &L W R L SR s 20 (R K
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