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Locality Preserving Based Kernel Dictionary Learning for Sparse Representation

CHEN Si-Bao!'?2 ZHAO Ling" 2 LUO Bin"?

Abstract In order to further improve the classification performance via kernel tricks, two new kernel dictionary learning
methods are proposed for sparse representation, which are extended from dictionary learning via locality preserving
for sparse representation (LPDL). First, the original training data are projected into a high dimensional kernel space,
then locality preserving based kernel dictionary learning for sparse representation (LPKDL) is proposed. Second, the
kernelized locality preserving criterion is imposed on the sparse coefficients, and then the kernelized locality preserving
based kernel dictionary learning for sparse representation (KLPKDL) is proposed. Experimental results show that the

proposed methods are superior to other methods on classification performances.
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AT DU AT AR RS BB LR, i ET B
BN G2 KL RN, M T HEAT
M —AN TS5 E 5, AT IR B4 o >
)7 MK 15 8] DN RERER, NN T 5
S0 R4 gm b Loy R0, B, LT V2 T
P4 A B R 43 SR A5 T TRV 7 3L ) Tk, T %
(R A5 VR R K 77 A o R i) 2011
1, Yang SE07 2T AN JE T 9% K P 500 v U 1
iR 72z 2] 77 (Fisher discrimination dic-
tionary learning, FDDL). %75 vAR| H A 128 519
SRR Z RGBT B sk 2 b
SER I 6 2R ) B B O A, AT ST A
FITRE I 1R s 7 3R 250 AT e /0N 1R 288 WY B BT Rl e K
(RS IR) B HIORE, AT Lk L LA B 5 1 4 1) s g
J3. SR, ANCHG I e 2R K ) SR U 2R, T
ANREAF L OR 35 R 465 I A A ) 30 0 oA JEL f) - B
BRI, 5 Bh e B R Fr B (Locality preserving pro-
jections, LPP)El (R Rl e, AEHiis & i 7
S S R IR R R I A, BRD a0 T
Je R R PR R 7~ 7 L 3] (Locality preserving
dictionary learning, LPDL) J7iZ%.
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FWIEN T H A 1 J 1 B b 7 R 6 I
FEA, B ARG N A e AR RN T R Q. i
e, B YA SCFE M AL D N, e
ko an e TR OGE. eSS iR R
HICSS 31— AN R E IO B R AR [R) vh, DARR e ML
s tE ) vt bR RE, MM R AL AN R A BTy
Z. XP T AR 2 N TR O T i T g
SIHTRON . R BRI R I Y R T e v i 43 A )
. Gao SEMS) kg Iy N H BIRR SRR R, BRI T
Mt hi & 7~ (Kernel-based sparse representation,
KSR) J7i%; Zhou 25014 G2 I I3 I T 5T #
TR /s AU 792 Yin 25000 40 15 L H
RN RAGE G, 1 TR TR LR 1) 532K
T

ZREECTI IR A, A SR B ORI A R s 7 L
O EEA b, SR AT YRR AZ AL I AR R s L
2T B, TR VIR A ES R ik [ B 5T
Bl dERz A, RR W — P T e i R R A%
ik F ez 3] (Locality preserving based kernel
dictionary learning, LPKDL) J5¥%; 485 XAE LP-
KDL {8 b, X 65 28 550 Ja) i Ok 57 29 k47
TZACHE) ™, B IS T A% Jd B OR R 1R R A i s - L
%% 2] (Kernelized locality preserving based kernel
dictionary learning, KLPKDL) J5¥%, BI4EAZ 7 i
) AR E R A R AR A, A I ST
SR AN LA RN EE T, TEER A T HAR S R
PO RE.

AR 51 WA HRRER TR
TR A AR 0 2 7 - L2 ) T DA R 48 A iR BT
OGN ZE; 55 2 Wik dngs I T R B OR FF 12 4
R 5] RHARMCKR AR T, 55 3 WA 4k T
1 JR A R A2 A i 2 7 - 7 ) S A SR Al 7
;8 4 VAR SO ) LPKDL Rl KLPKDL
THSRSEAREE, 25 5 WA S BN, IR
L G5 . AR (Aleix and Rober) i /%
Ay RS B $ds 2 Eai AT KEM LK, DURIEAR
SR LPKDL Fl KLPKDL (#4r 25k fg; 45 6
U

omea.

1 tHxXTI1E
1.1 BREBTRSEEN

SRC i d1 Wright %520 $2 1, JEMH T- &
B AU, BEH ¢ MEMMINGE A =
[Ay, Ay, -+ AL, Horp Ay 350 MINGRER T4,
S MNIRRFEA, W] SRC F3k 2 B T-IIZFEA i
LR M T, TEREAE A5 280 T R 2 d N BEA T A 2K,
Hoad R R

TR 1. AN L R MRS 2, B

d:argngn{|!$—Aa\\§+A|’a|’1} (1)

qrh, WHSE N > 0.

L' 2, 4K
I(x) = argmin {e; } (2)

K, U(z) 2z HRER, e = ||z — Didyll,, &
XNV T2K 0 MR E, @ = [ay,00, -, &)

1.2 EEMRIFMBR R FHRESE T

LPPE A i AR RF B 4 a0 6 i 45 44, T HL
BE A AR 450 5 19 H 4 T LAT 4 51045 . LPDLE %
B LPP (¥iX—H5E, AR 2oR 1052 3% > b
JRI TR AR FE AL U, AR B8 251 1 G 2 5t R 4
AR I ER, MIMTAE 2% 30 HA 19 5 J S 0 PR R JR 4 )1 2
FEA R 45 .

Bz & rTM D = [Dy,D,,---,D,], ¥
oDy K T, GREAREN A Y &
A% D EMgiEREIERE, Y = [V, Ya, -+, Y],
Bl A~ DY, Y, & A, #£ D ERISES RS FHFE,
LPDL (1) Hbr &% b

Jp,y) =arg (lgig){r(fl, DY)+
MY+ A f(Y)} (3)

X, r(A, DY) HHRIREIN, Y|, AHsitEL
W, f(Y) W INE RBERE Y B R ORRFL
WG, A SE N > 0 Fl X, > 0.

1.3 ZEZREEN

B ® : RP — F 4846 45 1E 4
] RP 30 4 % 0 ) F O A e b o, LR
FP O(x) Y ®(y) RN E LA
(©(z),2(y)) = K(x,y). K(z,y) WHHRLN
A% 2 8] TS I AR AZ eR K. WIIZeA% 2 ) o e e
SCh (@) = (B(x), ®(z)) = K®(z,2). #UWH
BN i K® (x,y) = exp(—[lz — yl]?/v) H
ZWA K®(2,y) = (zy+1)%. WSy > 0 Al
d > 0.

AL L I RAERL A (R IR g i 5 @(A) =
D), Hh A = [Ay, Ay, -+, A s [a]
MNGHEARLE, D = [Dy,D,,--- , D] 58045
PR R T, Y = [Y1,Ys, -, Y] s2 I ZAE
KE A MR ©(A) /251 D iZBE &(D)
gt R B, FRATTA H ARl I AN A
A, FIHRZETHA A BE RS DR A S5 46 20008 1 )= 615
K XRERAT A EE I 7t D.
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2 ETREIRFHZBRERFHRES]

N T AE WA TP AT S S b RE, O
HLAS H 2 3T 7 LAY e ORFRR SR 58 1) ) 3 4
Foy, T HLRESE I LAT RS R, AR T — M3 T
Je B ORI A% A 2 7 - L2 ) TV

B @ : R — F OEIEEE< 7] RP
FlE g F Oz, A RECh K2, ).
&Y ZILGFEARE A MZRG O(A) £F
it D MG ®(D) RS &AM, id N
Y = [Y,Ys, -, Y], Bl ®(A) = ®(D)-Y. Y, &

D(A) /£ D(D) MR PR, &5 D ML
A5 A H’Jﬁ)&ﬁ’]iﬂﬁbﬁ, T HAATRRE A hFER
PRy ELRE . PRk, SO 4 LPKDL A7 4
I

Jip.y) =arg min {r(2(A), ®(D), )+

MYl + A f(Y)} (4)

X, r(®(A), ®(D),Y) NHGIREIR, |V || JH
LRI, f(Y) BN REERE Y B R
TREFLAIHTI, WATSH A > 0 X > 0. SCh 1%
PHE IR ELTR (D (A), ®(D),Y) KB rE 2k
W f(Y) A3 i)

2.1 FIFRED

HIRTIE 52 SCAT A, Y, A UINZRRE A T4 A; (%
W% D(A,) AT D (IR ®(D) iR, it
HY; = (VA Y7 YE, b Y A
WHR B(A,) (EFFI0 D, MR $(D,) LT
REEME. ¥ O(A) £ 77 (D)) LY
®(R;) = ®(Dy)Y;. HIL, ©(A;) WL ®(D) %
7, Bl

O(A;) ~ ®(D)Y; =

DY + -+ (DY + -+ (DY) =
K, Bk ®(D;) xt T4 ¢ 28007, BT Ll
A7 B(A,) RETAFHE ©(D,) %, TiA
®(D,),j #i Fm. WL, A% Y R¥EET
0, 1 |®(D,) Y| U/, TR AR Yy
L (| B(A) — B(D)YFF RSN it XU
MR T R

r(®(A:),®(D),Y;) = H_@(Az-) -

[®(A;) — (D) Y] ||*+

Z (D

J=1,j#1i

(DY +

DY |? (5)

2297
Hrp,
1®(A) — @(D)Y;||* =
tr[@(4;) — ®(D)Yi]'[2(4;) — ®(D)Y;] =
tr[@(A;)" D(A;) — @(A)"2(D)Y;—
o(D)"®(4,)Y;" +Y,"®(D)"®(D)Y)] =

tr[K®(A;, A;) — 2K*(A;, D)Y;+

Y'K®(D, D)Y]]

|2(A) - (DY =
tr[®(A;) — ®(D;)Y;]"[®(A) — ®(D,)Y;'] =
tr[K*(A;, A;) — 2K®(A;, Dy)Y;' +
(Y:")"K*(D;, D;)Y/]

Z lo(D)Y/|* =
J=1,j#i

3 ul(Y7) ®(D)Te(D,)Y/] =
G=1,j#i

> a[(Y)) " K*(D;, D;)YY]
J=1,5i

X, |B(4) — ®(D)Y;|)? bt TIIFEAR A, 1
ﬁ@%% O(A;) A58 D Mzmg o(D) Bkt

WRIFES, [|P(A;) — ®(D)Y|? T A; MIiZH
1% ®(A;) AT LA#E D, QFI’J*ZHBM% ®(D;) KAMAEES,
ZJ 1y [ @(D DY |7 R TSR AN
AL R G S
2.2 BEMRIFARIN

YA R A N (), M A

Hn NMEE G BEA AR R — A4
FEA. W8 W® o G UK SE B, W =
[Wﬁ,Wg,” ng' ’ 7Wr<7,bn] ;H\:EP? Wz? PABUEE
T5i 4 Fl g H’J@H’FME, N FR:
eXP{—;tY[(‘I’(mi) — ®(x;))" (P(z;)—
Wi =14 &@,)]} 2 € Ni(z;)orz; € Ny(z:)
0, HAth
exp{—Tr[K® (@, ) — 2K (&, 2,)
Ké(mj,mj)]},xi & Nk(.'l:j)or.'l:j I~ Nk(ml)
Lo, oty
HAr ) Ny(x;) bz 0k TS, AL il 5
MIRE y; DRFFIREE &z, E’Jﬂnlﬂu B, SCFRH
f/MEan 1 H As R EL

min Y ly; — W (6)
4,9
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F (1 40 %

BRI @, Ry )5 ah % 18] vp i R B i, B4 A
%%@FW?M% ug%ﬁ%&ﬁﬁ,ﬁT%M
FIRIPERE, WA T G B, ¥ 2, 1k T4
Ny (z;) BRI F—ZHINH k4B, BIOREER]
5 A PR BCHE 5 TR 1 Je B 48 0% BRI 25 AN )2
S BE s 2 1A R SR A O &R, AE S
FIIE RE LS

WL = S®— W NIUBUEE W K45 5
ﬁﬁ%ﬁlz’ﬁ XAMRE ST = diag{ST,, e, - - - ,S,‘fn}

=S W WA 12 % Y,y — s P =
tdYLYT)

58 XTI ) P R AR R AR T F(Y) N
tr(YLY™), W f(YV) RASEm. W THE f(Y )E
E5E M H S, SCPAE f(Y) N —ASFE I
Y112, W f(Y) WT#mN:

1
Y)=5 > s — il
irj
tr(YLY™) +n||Y |3 (7)
JYnl, WS En > 0. f(Y)

6 uT LR

2
Wg + 77”YHF =

K, Y = [y1,¥2,

R AL

2.3 LPKDL #&8
2 (5) Fik (7)) A (4) H, W15 3] LP-

KDL H#breaZun i

(D,Y)

J(p,y) =arg min { Zr(@(Ai), ®(D),Y;)+

MY [l + Ao (tr(YLY™) + HHYH%)}

(8)
2.4 LPKDL Bk KAR

A (8) LPKDL H #x e& E L4k 1) d o] LLE 4k
7J|_|IE D k¥ Y RlHE Y KEH D W1

L ARSCRH R IR AR R 8 DRI
*ffﬁﬂ?}m?ﬁ( Y.

1) et D kERE Y. ikt (8)
W EBRREL T pyy AR — N g L) ) R K A
Y = [Y1,Ys, -, Y] AR RLE AR LR
VWY, YK G B kU484 BRI R 5] A
(K1 ke SRR, ANRIZR0 B 2 (8] AR W2
0, WPATEFEY, B, BRI Y, (5 # 4) BlsE,
B (8) WHt—2P itk N

J(Yi) =arg I(I}/II)I{T((I)(AZ), CI)(D)7 Y1)+

MYl + X fi(Yo)} 9)

et (V) = 2, ey, 95 — unlPWE + nllYillg,
Y, RSB, BLi fi(Ys) X T Y; EFE%FI’JIEHZI
e, B (9) i, Hpr Il (B (|Yi|l 4h) #k
AR . BRI, AR SCRHBERRRFRY (Tterative
projection method, TPM)M7 kAt (9).

2) [HERE Y K7 D. Bl 28 52K A
MRFAKEW D, {58 D, W, B D;(j # 1)
Bt . Pk (8) Wit h:

Jipy =arg min{|B(4) = ©(D)Y" -

(&

> RDHYIP + || D(Ai)-

J=1,j#i
Z |@(D
J=1,j#i

K, Yk ®(A) £ ©(D;) Eigmis 545

ORI, BRI D, H‘Jﬁ*ﬁﬂ d! #t—A
%’ﬁ/‘mi, O ||dL)l = 1. 3% (10) fe—A ikl

A, R aEE IE TR R Hﬁﬁﬁ@wi’%"ﬁ K (Meta-
face learning based sparse representation classifi-
cation, MLSRC)'8l §ydkskfig. #4 LPKDL fit
WIS BT, faid 5% 1.

PR 1. Wlihie 7 D, DLBIHL R A i 4 7
D; it AT

BB 2. UHMaHDRE Y, B EF
. D, FH IPMMT J5 5 e X (9) ok sk fig
Y, i=1,2,---,c.

W 3. W D, B E b g 5 5 L
Y, fii / MLSRCUIS! Jjik, k¥t D;, i =
1,2,--- ,c

LI 4. FAHAEAR JDy) Z AR 2 7N
THIME s, B2 Tk N8 T, WEEE
=] )HIJ IE]}% 2.

3 BETBiMFRFN&ERERFHES]

ULAER, 2 I TTAE KR W], 1% R i DR FF A H]
DAAS 21 EE R 10 =) B DR 15 20 A ST A PR RE SR T,
A6 110 40 50 R0 R R £ A YR 00 S 40 31 £ S
PRORFFHEAT AL R, AR EF T AR P R% = A)
RNFEAR RS LT R AR, ﬁﬁﬂ%/\%ﬂéiﬂ LS
AR, MRS T 58 2 R E S, 3 T4k
[ Jel B ORRE 1R SC AR 43 SR VP00 S0 Jod 8 R R AT 1%
WP R, Wik T %5 A b T H A 2 SR AL YU
PeRE AR SR T, He %56 6 R AR RERLE thoxt
LPP BE4T TAZALOY R, RIVIE I A% S 308 Ji 45245 [A)
RO 25 Kt A 2 e A% 2 ) o, OF SIS IRAIE T %
L LPP T LR B S0 2 (s B, HATAROKHIIR

DY} |” + D7 P (10)
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WITERESRTE. LB IR K, W T 3RAGEEAT%
PRI A s AR B AL DR KR I Bt 10 R s A5 R i,

FAT T T 7 2 KR Jo F R R HEAT AL LK, Eﬂ&ﬁ
TRy EB DR FF AL AR S s 7 L ST O Bt B, X #
LR BN Jrl R OR T L0, $R L T TR ) R

DREF MR R R 7 I 2] T i, BB R bR 4
U R™ — G WEHEFAEAS R R™ 21 4E % = 6]
G AR rEmst, HZe B0 KY (-, ). AT R

TRFF AL RBEATRZALHE) ™, T EARZAC LB H bR e
g
min 3 () — V@)W ()
WO G S L = ST - W, 5T =
dlag{sllvs%f" 75;{;71} :
—ZH\P (y:) — Wy, "W
tr(T(Y)L(P(Y))") =
tr(LKY)
W g(Y) WAL SR EBERFF LI AT, 58 SRR
an yi) — Wy [PWE+

(T(Y))"]+

|y )IIQ—tr[ (Y)L
=tr(LKY +nK") (12)

e [((Y)) T (Y)]

XY = [y, 90, Y], WITSEn > 0.

B AR FF QR TR £ (Y) A% SR AR R 41K
i g(Y), Bt (5) Ak (12) RN (4) ) w15
#] KLPKDL H#breg#tn -

Jioy) =arg min { > _r(®(A), ®(D),Y)+

i=1

MY + Aotr(LKY + nK“’)} (13)
HARAIEACEERLT-55 2.4 4+ LPKDL 4k
SRARTEVE, BRI, fac o 5k 2.

T, g D KEREY ME, =L
(13) I H bR mT dt— R b

Ty = arg min{r(@(A), (D), i)+
M Yill + Aeg:(Yr)} (14)

X, ¢:(Y;) = to(LKY +nKY). B T2k 50w
At KY = U(Y)TYU(Y) i Y; RY; 1745551
HRMER, SEFERXFAN Y 347 55

PRI b T AR SR R BEA T RV BT, Y (5 # 1)
[ 5 A L 2BIRARIE. MM G I kT8
BRAAE RIS A ) ke SRR, AN )20 B i Tl
FIBIZAGE WS 0, WRZ Sy B OR FRZI R (12) W)
BAFKY; 2 .%%3?7!6 B

a(Y)= > ¥~

Y Yk €Yi

PR 2, AFERBY KT D kB,
(13) Wl 4 A

Jipy =argmin{ |[|®(A) —
(D) g(Di){H (4)

Uy Wk + nll e (YD)

OD,Y'—

Y DY+ || e(A)-

Jj=1,j#1i
Z (D
J=1,j#i
Hep Y' & ®(A) £ o(D;) EHIgmis 2%
KLPKDL ARAIEARF VRS T-F09% 1, {38
BoHmsi i 250 Y Bt (9) Bech X (14).

4 HEERESH

il p MR INGREARYELL, n N R A VIZRFEA
B, m NFg MR 8L AR SO ) KLPKDL
FHXS T LPKDL AX fF ZEWUC VAR K, oo
FEIFEEIRE R O(mn?).

A 7 i DO IPMIT A g R K
Y B, WEE Sy, REE Hh, AR
K®(A,A). K*(A,D). K®(D,D) Fl i85
W (hr 3% b7 B sE B L) v LA Ay oF 5 4r, Rk
WHE M2 %M O(pn?). O(pnm). O(pm?) Fl

O(pn?). FIM R I Vr(®(A:), ®(D),Y:) M
FIEI LN O(nym? +mi + 37, ming),
*‘Bf%%?’]ﬂilﬂﬁf V1i(Ys) H’Jﬁ/ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁm&ﬁ
O(nmn;). I, /I\ J(y) R 6 S 3fe 2 v BT B
BE O(nmn; +nam?® +mi + 37, ming), Miifs
FIFEEF D FHAKY Hﬁ%&ﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘:fﬁfﬂ
O(ty(n*m—+nm?+3 70 (m?+37 ., miny))). &Jf
F Ot SRR, G2l 7 D Tl RH Y
PIFRIETHE R IE O(t (n?m + nm?)), ¢, NEH R
Y WINTEFREA .

[ 5 2% Y RH MLSRCUS! skfig gt D i,
P — AN F R d IRk RN E N
O(np + ngp). B, #AFIH D FE ) RE
TR O(mnp), WIS 2IEEAN YL 1 IRk
TEREIE N O((t (n®m + nm?) + mnp)ty), ta A
BT 3L R A s A AR AR . RV 2 XL
1 RET R EIEL O(mn?).

Di)Y|* + DYFIIP} (15)
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5.1 SRGEIEE

S SR FH L T A i T A 1R o SR . O T AT
S N ARLE, FATIxF FDDL R H T R FE
PIMRZ A TT %, BIRE R 46 #2847 1% Ak 1 3 T 9%
AR A A% #8477 L7 2] (Fisher discrim-
ination kernel dictionary learning, FDKDL) #l
X i 2R 0RE AT A% A 3R T A% SR K ) ) )
i R~ F 2% 3] (Kernelized Fisher discrimina-
tion kernel dictionary learning, KFDKDL). Jf LA
SRCE, KSR, K #F 71l fi# (K-singular value
decomp051t10n K-SVDI® | FDKDL. KFDKDL #ii
LPDL! Byl Trvk, L& Py 2210 43 J Ui i
.
5.1.1 FHMELLT X FEGEIERE

AP T B AR P 5
1440 il B, SRR, R 5°

20 MK
KA

K%, 7 72 IEEE. 1 R EHME LT KR R
PR REA. BT IR R S T BRI
iR 32 x 32 B E&, HIH—> 1024 4Ef1)[n) 15K,
A BEIEEA DA HT 10 TEEGAE W INgsE, Hai
1) G g MR

ey,

K1 AHE B RS2 R 7 P AR 0 FEAS I

Fig.1 Some sample images in database of

Columbia University

5.1.2 AR #iEE
AR F¥ 22 45 126 A #4000 i A K
léélf% Horp B8R 26 TR EGIHET 2 /Wlﬁﬁ’a
5 PR 1 NS, Z P AR 50 4
rﬁn 50 A Lo PEFAER T-AS )6 ORI [F) £ 1 '}E“ﬁxjx
PERH 7 MRk F5 2 HEMRER, 14
1 AT S RN 7 fREG. Bra i A K
BELTF 1T BRI AR 60 x 43 B .
5.1.3 ¥ RHEIEBHERE
P REMENE B i ER w8 7R A& E
'~ 38 A 2414 fiiE i E&. B N K15 £t
F BRI AR E) 32 x 32 4. B BIR R4y
5 AT TR EET AREKEEN R 266
mmléél% (BN 7 1), 14 2 FI74E 3 hlas T
SRR IR A P REANK 12 MG, T4 4 (55
)\ 14 @) A4 5 (BN 19 1) WA S T 4™
IR ™ AT B B3 e 2 Bow.

iRk

T 2
2 FRHE B AR TR 2
Fig.2 Samples of subsets divided from

extended YaleB database!?’]

FAE 1 FHEI  FHEAE FES

5.2 BHIRFEMFID

ASCHE 1 LPKDL fl KLPKDL #: f iE

S EETE NS E N Aoy n AR ET K

ZHL N IR L S E O A SCHR ) LPKDL Fl
KLPKDL 5L e .

5.2.1 IEN{LSEBYE0

A NREPELIRIN Y|, FIZE, A N JREOR
FRARTL f(Y) IZH, n W RERIRFFLI I f(Y)
IR Y2 S8 BSCHR [24] WAL R
T 0 W || Y| Sk, 29 0.000001 < A\ < 0.1 B,
S 23 IR BV R ON RCR. R, AR HE BT SE IR
g5, AT IE WL Z EUE 0.001 < Ay <
0.011. 0.1 < Xy < 1.1, 0.1 <7 < 1.1 BX AR
AR

Kl 3 A& AN RDE WA 2 BB A SCER H ) LP-
KDL #il KLPKDL %345 88 b K2 UG i
i ERNZE ARG & 5 ) o [ e o —
AN TE WG 2 5500 A2 44 I A8 P AN 15 WA 2 250 R )
A b T . e [ 5E A I A 2 BUOIE
A = 0.005, Ay = 0.5, n = 0.5. A& 3 W50, HIE
W Z I A R, AU =4 dh i X BAE S48
AT —E W8, (SN RLE N,
Ui, 1 DA 2 5 32k O AR ST S 56 45 SR 1) 56 i A K
DRI, Oy B A0S 282 SR TG, A SR 10 WMk 2 25 1] i ol
A1 = 0.005, Ay = 0.5, n = 0.5.
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5.2.2 BEHHSHAFI

T AR 9 LPKDL fl KLPKDL %k
(A% ek B, FRATISR oo 0 A% A 22 00 A W R L
(K% R E. A 4E BHAS EL W G E i e e v i
S8 v MZAESE d BORRMER, AR
{111 LPKDL A1 KLPKDL 453285 & 51 22 18 5% i
FEJE. B 4 AT 1% S O E X A SCH L ) LP-
KDL Sk AE 78 LW B G $ s 1 E U A48 1k
#ah, Hoh, K 4(a) b LPKDL KH mfriz i, H
S H vy WA R AR ESR K 4 (b) 4 LP-
KDL KM Z %0, HAZSH d ST HRN%E T
A K 4 v LUE L, ASCE L LPKDL
B VUM R BE % S HUE A R — @38, (HI
PSRN, Wt U, AN 1 R k% S 250R 2 T
KIS EEX T-ASCH L ) LPKDL 51715
A

5 AN ] (1A% bR SO X AR S 1) KLP-
KDL 5774 RS Lo B 5 £l P U % (1 A2 4k
e F 1B N R HE R R A KPR
P R E R e g K 4 R HH v i R 22 T
T I 25 4% 2 55 1 AN ) BUARL X6 S 2 U0 2R (1) 22 4 iy
K. ARG R, MmN S Ty JUE
RN 0.1 < v < 1.0, ZWAEMESE d BUH
BN 1 <d<11. WK 5 WLUEH, ARSCHT

AVIES

KLPKDL ( = 0.5)

KLPKDL (4,=0.5)

KLPKDL #4025 23 NAZ 2 BUE A [ HUE AT
—EW BN, HE PSRN, U, ASF)
e % 2 B0 22 T X% 2 B0 BB T AR S 1)
KLPKDL SR A K.
5.3 XRHERS5H
5.3.1 SHME LI BREIEE

G, ERHE EL W G E R R R A SR
1 LPKDL fil KLPKDL 0358 H A [ 4% ok Bont
AR PERER S, % 1 H0H T RINAS R K% eh 4k
() LPKDL Fl KLPKDL 7 2H& HL AV B 5 5 F iR
AtERE. AR 1 WTLUE Y, SR EdE Bt ek 2L
K® X2 m %, LPKDL SR 245 ih%
P Bz RS K SR sk, W 240 E e
¥ KY X m ik, KLPKDL &8 s br. PR,
Mt a2 525, LPKDL fl KSR ¥R HH £ 1,
KLPKDL $iZek % K® il KY YR .

Hk, BAPBASCH L) LPKDL. KLPKDL
¥k Y SRC. KSR. K-SVD. FDKDL. KFDK-
DL Al LPDL &kt 47 th i, 4 846 te W &
BEERE P WAL XK 2 fron. MWK
2 W LLEH, A i) KLPKDL fb T- LP-
KDL J7¥ 0.24%, % LPDL. SRC. KSR. K-
SVD. FDKDL. KFDK-DL Jj &4 W4T+ 7 4
3.47 %+ 3.23 %+ 3.42 % 7.42 % 2.34 % 0.81 %.

: 04"
n 02027

2
LPKDL (2, = 0.005)

08!

0.4 00"

KLPKDL (4, = 0.005)

K3 AATENEZ e LPKDL 1 KLPKDL 75 A HW RS UG R R A A fa 3
Fig.3 Recognition accuracy variations of LPKDL and KLPKDL on database of Columbia University with

different regularization parameters
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08 08 Table 1 Performance of various kernel functions (%)
o OA@RHW'%OAU'_’—‘_M_*—*—H_" Ik K® fl KY DR
= = LPKDL (&%) 62.82
0.4 0.4
LPKDL (£ mm:t%) 62.91
2 2 . .
0 0 KLPKDL (#i + /%) 63.15
P N
07 o7 05 o 1 Y7 i 5 5 1 KLPKDL (£3i:0#% + £5:U1) 62.42
i d e 1k 750 ks
@ FEIRS A HLPDLEL () B5E B d I LPDLIT L KLPKDL (Rillifk + ZMAK) 62.50
EHIESHE Aty BN e AaEs KLPKDL (WA 4 wullik) 61.46
{a) Recognition accuracy variations (b) Recognition accuracy variations
of LPKDL with of LPKDL with
Gaussian kernel parameters 3 polynomial kernel parameters d 5.3.2 AR ?ﬂlﬁ fﬁ

4 AFEEZSEIAE A SR LPKDL {1 RHe LEIE
UGB P E TR0 A [ AR A a3
Fig.4 Recognition accuracy variations of LPKDL on
database of Columbia University with

different kernel parameters
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(a) KLPKDL (®: Gauussian kernel, ¥: Gaussian kernel)
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0.6 r

GRS
(
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02t
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(c) KLPKDL (®: Hiiit%, ¥: £I=1%)

(c) KLPKDL (®: Gauussian kernel, ¥': polynomial kernel)

BI5 AN AOAZ BRECEUAE S A SCHE ) KLPKDL 76 A LW G Em PE T IR 5 148 fh a3

Fig.5 Recognition accuracy variations of KLPKDL on database of Columbia University with different kernel parameters

5 ARPA HOgs b, BT R AR SR
LPKDL. KLPKDL f#fi%4 SRC. KSR. K-
SVD. FDKDL. KFDKDL #1 LPDL J5i:AfLb4%,
LU RN 3 FiR.

(b) KLPKDL (®: TR, ¥: £ TAHX)
(b) KLPKDL (®: polynomial kernel, ¥: polynomial kernel)

08
% 0.6
S

= 04

0.2

0.2
14 2 d

(d) KLPKDL (®: T\, ¥: HliiX)
(d) KLPKDL (®: polynomial kernel, ¥: Gaussian kernel)
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F 2 BMITEEHELE T B G B 2 iR (%)
Table 2 Recognition accuracy on Columbia University

database (%)

Jrik IS
SRC 59.92
KSR 59.73
K-SVD 55.73
FDKDL 60.81
KFDKDL 62.34
LPDL 59.68
LPKDL 62.91
KLPKDL 63.15

KLPKDL % i » % &t T- LPKDL 7Jj
% 0.08%, ¥ LPDL. SRC. KSR. K-
SVD. FD-KDL. KFDKDL Jj % 4> % #& 7 T
0.46 %~ 0.84 %+ 1.23 % 13.20 %+ 0.46 %+ 0.08 %.
8™ Mo A& R, A 3Rl
) KLPKDL ) il | #% 4 T LPKDL 7Jj
% 028%, ® LPDL. SRC. KSR. K-
SVD. FDKDL. KFDKDL 7Jj k43l #& 7 T
0.70 %+ 2.23 %+ 2.09 % 4.66 %~ 0.98 %+ 0.98 %.
R4 RMITEAY G B B LR (%)
Table 4  Recognition accuracy of various methods on

extended YaleB database (%)

F 3 HROITEAE AR ERRIER (%)

Table 3  Recognition accuracy of various methods on
AR database (%)

Tk USES
SRC 88.80
KSR 81.40
K-SVD 88.98
FDKDL 92.85
KFDKDL 93.14
LPDL 93.85
LPKDL 94.28
KLPKDL 94.57

M 3 WTLLE H, AR iy KLPKDL L T
LPKDL 77 0.29 %, % LPDL. SRC. KSR. K-
SVD. FDKDL. KFDKDL 7 sl & 7+ T 0.72%.
5.77 %+ 13.17 %~ 5.59 %~ 1.72%. 1.43 %.

5.3.3 #RHERE B HiEE

A R HRE B Hd 328 b, JoA R A 53R
H1#) LPKDL. KLPKDL %% 45 SRC. KSR. K-
SVD. FDKDL. KFDKDL F1 LPDL Jji%AH 4,
LG S5 RN 4 Fos.

MK 4 WTCUE ), AEP ARSI T, A3
#11# LPKDL. KLPKDL. LPDL. SRC. KSR.
FDKDL #il KFDKDL ) ¥ %l & ¥ 4 100 %,
i T K-SVD J5 #£5.08%. & % JF 56 M 4 1)
N, AR KLPKDL (19 3 W 4k T LP-
KDL 773 0.22%, # LPDL. SRC. KSR. K-
SVD. FDKDL. KFDKDL Jj 4 Wl 7 7
0.44 %+ 0.66 %+ 0.44 % 3.97%. 0.04%. 0.22%.
£ OE MO &N, AR B

ik T2 TH3 TH4 THS5
SRC 100 89.21 88.15 25.49
KSR 100 89.43 87.76 25.63
K-SVD 94.92 85.90 75.79 23.06
FDKDL 100 89.43 88.53 26.74
KFDKDL 100 89.65 88.91 26.74
LPDL 100 89.43 88.53 27.02
LPKDL 100 89.65 88.91 27.44
KLPKDL 100 89.87 88.99 27.72

6 4%

AR SCAE Ja BB PR IR R 7 7 L ) (R At I
FEH T PR Z AL AR s R s e 31 05k 1) Bl
2 T) PR B A N5 A e B 58 81 v A i T, AT 3%
TR ORFE M R R 7 L% 25 2) R R AL
JR R ORFEL R HE) BUAZ S S AR FE L, JEAT I T
W R B R R I AZ M i R s F L2 3] e BHe LT ]
GEIEPE . AR BRERY RIERE B Hds
SEiG ek R, A ) LPKDL fil KLPKDL
TFEARXS T At 73, AU AT 2% ) 197 S AR FF R
UNAEA B a5 B, T HLAE 4 2 e )
PERE A 21 B e .

AT LPP ik @i i8I G, A BRI &
AR A IR kAR, 0% 28t s LPP Jiik
(P fi . B ASC R AR 7 28 Sl 1A ()l 406 500 st T 1)
T A1 2 1117 28 AN 1) 2R 500 Bl e 2 ) R A R R AT
Wy T m e ge. Rk, AScit ) LPKDL Fil
KLPKDL J7¥%, etk g b, [ 5E o d sk i
MR Y, B —RKMREY, \EIrREr sl
K, LR R FF IR AN 8 T 2R N S AEAR T R
oz MMIEAE R, KL RIMIEAL R L.
DRI, 2GSRI o s, A6 2% LSRR TC B i 40
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Gmfi R BEAN, i UM SR R 73 YU 45 R 5%
WRER, AR R SRS p, R B0 T-WFFiAE ™
T PRSI T L 3.
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