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Recent Advances on Supervised Distance Metric Learning Algorithms

SHEN Yuan-Yuan' YAN Yan! WANG Han-Zi!

Abstract Recently, distance metric learning has become one of the most attractive research areas in computer vision
and pattern recognition. How to learn an effective distance metric to measure the similarity between subjects is a key
problem. A large number of algorithms have been proposed to deal with supervised distance metric learning. This paper
reviews and discusses recently developed algorithms for supervised distance metric learning. Based on the partition of
pairwise constraints and non-pairwise constraints, some representative algorithms are introduced and their respective pros
and cons are analyzed. The prospects for future development and suggestions for further research work are presented in

the end.
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Table 1  The main ideas objective function models of typical metric learning algorithms based on pairwise constraints
Ik G TEEM b o i 24
BT REAXT BRSO A I SEM 2002 s MUARBUGH ] BE BT 7 R () [T, 240 sREAEAR B0 1) i B FEAKT B A
ITML8 2007 LT VR BE R SY Ay doe MU 22 70 8 JU7 FR AR 9 [ @Riba P
HDLR[ 2008 FFRBREAIAE AR AR S >R i S R (R Rop]
KISS3¢] 2012 i ALK LU AT S B i HEAT B 120 ik 2 5 A L
LDML[M3] 2009 BT B AR PR LR S S KA B LUK B £ ALLER b £
CSMLI[“4 2007 T AR R R AL R A [ AR B JSE 8 iy 2 > R R RIXALE
Sub-SML“7] 2013 I FH A SEARADLE 55 T PGB 2 7 E Ay 3T 10 2 6 R ARELAHMURE . T Rl B

2 BETERMARMEREEFIEE

FEPR B R 22 2], BRI A R AE, Sl S E 5
SEAT A B AR IR0 FE b 43 3R 5 1) 2 2] B4R ik
T AAE RO 2 1 R R 2 o) SR By 2K
—RBRBE R (RINLRFEA 2, PR y;) 1F
h SRR G, A H AR 1 T o B R e
B2 SR = E R (RIREAR AR G R)
VER RSN, b 2, o o FOREIRAEA. =00
Nz, z;,x} BAFEAN z; 5 z; MEEAKNTFE
Xt x; 5oz, BIERES, 05 HE ERE T 59 B S
FSNINNEE g s N

o U g R 2% S ok R b A 1 A R B
AN, 43 TS B B S R 2E S T i
KA 3 ST b i PR 2 5 D) SE L BE T HRET T 2
AEE 28 1) 2 29 5 2 ) RV R0 B s 1 D (1 B
A

21 AFEBLHEBEESIEHE

B B A AR RO £ SR R ) Sk
SRR ZRFEA IS5 R s = oo 4L B 55 e %

R, IR RIS FR AT BB R R A ST 3K
HIE.

Wang 21480 $ 7 3 T B LA 1 2 2% )
(Information geometry metric learning, IGML) %
. T B ARUR R ] SR 25 A B A S A s P A
AR, JFG PR bR 2 A S P A o B AR
AR5 B AR S A Sl (R A R B S B AR i Bk
A FH AT 905 P58 B I AN R B 2 T (R B, O G
P2 H b e 2, 30T 5/ b e ROR A B0 P
HART 0k

W GFEALE X = (1,29, ,x,) Ha €
RY. KA ZEREFEE XH Y = [y, 42, Ynl,
o, C BB H . BB A KR T2

Bl yfl =1, b 12— 4 1 jm .
1) A B 2 M

Kp=Y"Y (17)

O <nity, Kp2ay s aife. Db n] Lo ad 47
FFER T Kp 75205 A A

Kp=Y"Y + )\, (18)

Hrp, N FESEL, 1, 30 n dEpALRE.
2) 5 FH A A R I R R R A R R B AN AR
i

Kx=X"MX (19)

Fer, M BERAR I B
3) M AT A e 8 P o > TR AL O T
LA i) L

min d(Kx | Kp) =

: m—1vT _
min (tr(Kp' XTMX) — log | M)

kA=K (20) T
M= (XK;'x™)™* (21)

IGML Sk HAEH Mg 5L TE ik
B 5 82 o ) SR L, T S R AR, A SORE
IGML SEN b 73 FEA U3, 4E ORL A
AR AR B IS T 90 % BL R,

Wang 57 F ] S50 A 12 05 SR 2 FEAR
MR oA, W) 5 227 2 I SE AR MR SR
Gy AT AL AT SR v S5 B AEURE S 3 A R S s Mg 2 )
AT Z TR RS, Bt T — PO A A5 R R
FFE ST, AR SOR SN 1 5 F R AN 22 H b i BRI
e, SIS S5 R IAE T2 SA AT R
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22 BETFRARUSZOFRMEBEEFIER

SN YN Sl UNIOE PSR S e
S RAE IR A TP A 2 ) B8 = o 4 S5 AR Boont
2 AE AN S50 50, R B KA AS [RS8 99) 1 Br
PE SRR SRess 3] B R AR MR — SRR S T e )
Fk.

Weinberger %514 | FH 28 545 BAE A 2656 40K,
P T 3T i Kl b ) e AR . Z AL
AR 10 i B KA A [F) S8 310 a0 B 8 2 ke idh K a2
(e AR R

{(z:,y,) 1) TR n AREERARIIZREE,
Nz, RNARER v, bR E y,; € {0,1}
RIRFMAREE y; My, AATVCHD, Hol 78 > —
MNP L RY — R HHATW I & 2 &

dy (x5, ;) = (2 —z;) " M(2; — ;) =

IZ(z: — ;)| (22)

W M= LTL.

XAE—HIAFEAR o, HH IR R ST & T
I AREAR: 1) 5 o, F/EF AR5 b2
yi; 2) WS (22) TS z; A /N B K
A XTHEA @, WTURE kAN HARES . ezt
LRI TR A L = = S i g |
bri n; €4{0,1}, Yn,; =10, #onz; £, MH
PARJE; v €{0,1}, Fyy =11, Xone 5z 8
T2 ZIud g, M B RE R (RIS
AR AR,

R B KA 23 230 B SEAELAS 3] H A o 2L

e(L) = Z%HL(% —z;)|* + CZ%U — Yir) X
1+ | L(z; — ) |I” = | L(z: — 2)||")+
(23)

Hdr [2], = max(z,0) H ¢ Z3EAE R4
3 (23) HEE SIS 1 BOEE T A AR S
Hbr 2l Jm [ PR ey, ol s /M xS m AR A S
H A &0 Jo R) i 25 AT e/ 5 2 TR AN [ 2 51 1)
()20 o B 308 3 e /N 2 DA £ 0 o B 2 e KAk
T AR T AR ORI nl AT S SR A, 5N AR
i &y, 2 (23) AL SRR T 51 1 8 K ] -

IAI}[{? (;mde(mi,xj) + czn(l — yil)fijt)

il
s.t. V(i,5,0), da (@i, 20) — dpr (23, 25) > 1 — &y
v(i7j7l)7£ijl Z O

M =0 (24)

TE B AE SRR 1 IR B SR AR S 2R
A M.

Verma 2500 L7 LMNN &k, $2i 7 Ry
1) B 5 5 A W SRR X BRI AT 0 S etk
BIxT 2 RBAT 2K, Bl —MFEARTT LU B T2 A4
5, IR N F R A dhbriE. Zhang %21 £
B KA SR Br H Aw R B 260 |, 456 24T 555
SRR 2 2145 21 BE S AR FE.

2.3 ETRAFINERNEREEFIEE

R 2 1F 8 FE BT LAy o 2 AP 1 B
A1 PR B S A g Y R T2 3T )
PR R A o) Bk R B AR AR R T I HE ST
FEOOEAE ] AR 1 B 1 FERE, B n
KB U7 2] A 30 10 R B 2 Ve B 0 20 1 R
Bl M = Zl)\zuﬂl:? HU =wul. WU FAfET
Q= {U|U = 0,tr(U) = 1,rank(U) = 1}.
PRz, Pz, ZWMWERESN H(z,z,) =
Ztatht(miamj), Horp by SRR IRIEARE S 55 1R
W, ap NEMEREL

Bi 2502 R = o dUE SR e 5 AR, 2
T T4 2 5% (BoostMetric). %505 1) 22 AL
SEAEREUCGEAC R b e KA = JC A ) AR G B 25
ki ) g9, IR R Z2 k2 S ik RHL A
(ASCAPSITIE

1) 5518 hy BY57 2] BEOGEARRIRE TP 99 BB
EE R VIEN (W

max
Ut

Z Dt(i7j7 k)(ht(xuxk) - ht(xi7xj))
(i,5,k)eT
s.t. ht(mi,mj) = (.'171- — .’l:j)TUt(mi —.'Bj)
Ut - UtutT
[ =1
(25)

b, T A= J04ES. D, 4, k) IFEARRUE, D,
WRHIME A 1/m, m =IO AR UEAC T 2

Dt-‘rl(i?j? k) =
[Di(i, 3, k) exp (s (he (@i, 2;) — he(@i,21)))]
Z,

i, Zy AR r.

3 (25) A7 AE A B AR, B U AR w, O R B
YimerDelis 3 k) (@ — ) (@i — 20)" — (2 —
z) (@ —x;)") PR YENE R AEAE T B R AT

If] .
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EART 1/2. RPLAEN KT S H% W)
ap = In(e_/ey)/2 oy, = In((1+r)/(1—1r))/2.
Horp e B ey 23l oR = Ju b B R IR A 0 FE
AL M = oAb B R R REA LG o=
Y iigwyer Delis 3 k) (he(@i, mi) — he(2i, ;) H by 42
IEREE] [0, 1].

e (1) MK (2) kAR )k, il H
BTN H(z,y) = (- 5) (S,0)(@ — y).

Shen ZBU R = e 45 BAE A ERKAE R, 12
T RTS8 (MetricBoost). iZH AR T
LA R AR DR AT R, R = a4l 2 (A AH R
HERYIE R PR (R AP NEEE i REI NI BT =
SHBA.  Hdh A I T, A ] B S BT 2] Sk
KRR BAR T A G I 2R ).

24 ETHRHREMNMESESEFIEZE

EHFR U B R R A TH S N 75
LA PP AU T R A AR . — O T, B O
e o SR AR T R A N R PR 3R R Ry o) SRR
F &7 ) — AL AR B v HLIGVE AT R A i ek
(1) 4 R A O TR o 7 2 T s 1 A i ATk
FAPKARTH 7 ) SR 53— T51H, B AT K A7
E (AR B0 L 2% 3] Sk 531 S A H Bk i 1
o EARREL R T RS SR ILAT ARG I T AR 4
P (Gt #2053 )RR AR I AS g AR IE SR
AR I 8L ) g DI

EFF B3R )8, Huang 2580 31 F1 50 #E 292
W, PR T P R B B T 2 ) (General-
ized sparse metric learning, GSML) HE42. ZHELL
TR S SRR ) — AN E R, JF
T o 24 SRR AR Ti) PR X B 25 R A RS 81 26 48t =% ]
JEFEAZ TR R EE 125 50 R IR FFAAR . HARSRE N

AR R 2 I B AR 2 ) — AN R =
THAR T = (0,4, k)| f (@i, 25) < (2, 2,) (RS
FEA ) LOFEAS 2 EEEIE THEAR ;) WP IEE &
FERE, Horp f() RORIEE SR AL DL SE &b
TETTO, PR 25 5 2 S kR R A

min (3¢ +7 1M )
’ t

s.t. V(i,j, k) € T,|%: — &5 < || — a3 + &
\v/tvft Z 0
M =0 (26)

oty M ORRERSIRE | M]) ., 2 M IR,
M| 1) = 2o IML| = 32,30, M3)>; || M| #eom
M LT 4 M = ATA. 5, = ATz, %
SREHRE x, (EB R T I s S

.

Eal HARRECL B 41058 1 BE Y
Al (1) ARAE T 75 57 10 %% 9 2 1) op 5 50 K SR
AR B 8 0 2R, BIVBCHR R A 2 ) 0 A 0 B B 6
AR FEARAS  HEADLF 2 17 (0 B 335 B AR A -2 il 1 B
BT 52 WURM T E I T R, 2
BLARAEIE A S5 1 ATAT A || Ay = 0, WS 7 4%
WM R gk 0, (W2 = Ay = 0), 4 1
LR E IR S, | Ad| (B0 | All,,).
M = ATA A4 ||A| =0 < [|M| =0, i#k—4f
FI 1| M|y, Ao i I MU, (00F 27 =3 51 ) J& H R
62— 5 (IR R R

R I U L, 35 (26) #Ak
%

min (Z& +tr(LM ))

st. V(i,5,k) €T, (i —z;)"M(z; — x;) <
(x; —x) " M(z; —x1) + &
Vt,& >0
M0 (27)

HRA EARES LR R, HE SR T DL A
DL TR0 1) i L S R e (B
L o= 1), W b i HE 200 ) LGS 305 A4 hy 6 B B
FE k2 3 VRS 9) i LT UK A LR
AR HE (L = 1/]S] Y0 s @i —
z))(@; — )", For | S| FoRmd o, ik
HE 200 B0y B T J K0 B 0 BT A 8514 3)
BT SR R (B L = M), Wbk
HE L AT LR S5 R 4) 0 T340 35 T ot 249
RO B B T2 ) BT30St el A o A it
5 AL AT DU, 0 T L o e e R g
2 STEEVEREAL Sy GSML HESE (R B F k4 e 22
S5k,

Fluang 54 4t 7 —Fl7 5055 T B 5
AR U B0, 94 P P A PSR A Y B
I U 350 e 7 LR, 4 T 00 5 R
Bah 45051 i job A b B 85 24 50 58 $c 8 P A )
13955 FR LI U 4005 I (R R A, UL A
Ly IERTR Lo 3T HOR: 31— AT B T
2.5 NG

AR JE AR O 40 AR B R )
17T, e HAT AR AR O 2 i 2
P BE R 2 PR, RO 29 A A I
AR 25 B = U ALAR B AT 0 e I R 2 3 R
B I bR R 1) 25 ST H AT DLARAF R R S 30 R,
BRSO, F 2O ER T N ThE, drgid
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Table 2  The main ideas and objective function model of typical metric learning algorithms based on
non-pairwise constraints
% A T [ER7NEek g Rit]
IGML8] 2009 U FRE AR bR A5 SR W AR, R0 AR X 3 P8 e R R 2 i ) [CSiwihay]
LMNNI[ 2006 FET IR AR I g /MU P B 2 AR i R A0 B IS IN R S Ul
TML(2] 2010 G5 ZAT S5 SRR 2 S 1 BE R R SN e S Ul
MetricBoost!4®] 2011 BETHRIE IMELE, dp KAl = O I AH NS B 1 2 2] — AN S5 B0 J8 s A PRI 2 2] HELE
BoostMetric!] 2012 FETERTFESIMELE, R T = SO 20 IR A 3 B R B 2R 2 2] — SS9 IR B B PETH 2 S HESE
GSMLI30] 2011 G =AU B T 249 TR i L T 7 S0 0 670 P8 S R B Hi G HE 48
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AME BWAM A AT — PR R, A EEE
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3 MBEEFINNAREEH

SEEL 12 P 2 > TR P 2 A R SR 2RI 56 5T gy
SR8 =608 K pH SR B 4244, 61769 S50k, B 1
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FEF 25 18] R SR A 1) R P B, AN R SR FEA
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B2 —. Weinberger 514§ H T 56T K30 B 1) 3¢
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N HSCAR R S R AN T e e T AT 3 2R AR e

3) B R O T B A s B v BTN B Y
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Table 3  Application scenarios and the corresponding functionalities of distance metric learning
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ATBHE T YR B R R A ) AR N R
Mk BB AR5y 828 032K 2 AMMESS BRIk R PR AL 45
B A POIESS, BATL T AR A LEW
PN % (e SRS N R DUl S U S
FALS, S TR M UCITY HLas 2% > Hdls 5 -
[RIPEREVE A

4.1 SCIGEIEE

LEW A 24t 46 42 R AT A K56 10 1) 23 L 20040
4, Hp ik H 5749 S A1 13233 M@ Ak Kl
Fr, HAT 1680 M AN 2 skl 25k A K A
BEE B K/ 250 B3R <250 18R, UCT Hidl
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O AR T B ) S R 2 ). R SR Al
FH= b 3 R (kS5 K)o Hodls b AT
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Usps 3t 6 Fi H £t 2.

42 SKBHERRSH

* 4 Rk 5 e LAY (Y IR B R A ) Sk
£ LEW F1 UCI ¥l % Ligs 8, b7 LFW I
ST A FEERR R Z CPI R R TN T 22), 1E
UCT B4 T RS 2 R, o kb R0R
FAa A% H .

S A TR e - A O N 1
LDMLM, TTMLMS 5 5 1iF A B U A6 HE 22 1)
J& B2 2 59 (DML-eig) P8, KISSPSI, CSMLM4,
LT T LR 2 B % 2] (Pairwise-constrained
multiple metric learning, PMML) & y£1421, Sub-
SMLM7, LMNNM | IGMLH8! 31145 8 LA (1 4%
JE 2 ) SRS AR LR I A B R R )
741201 BoostMetricl®! . F 45 A A 41 Ak 1 55 kil
I 1) o AT A 591881,

S A R AR W], B R O] SHORAE NI IE
My BAT RAF R SEEPERE. X T LEW A%
IR, /] PMML 59581 Sub-SML Sk 488 %] T
89 % LA LRz, X1 UCI #¥ate, 5 Tt
> AR P4 T 527 ) Sk ) DML-eig SE RS
TBARK 2 REHR R, TR, UCT Hltkm)
S G5 AR W] TR R ) R
AT R, G IGML 8357 Iris 4 B 4>
R GORIET 3% , 1I7E Tonosphere 4L 14y
R R A ik 16.6 %. LMNN H%:4E Optdigits
B FAETR RO 1.6 %, mfE Iris Btk L
HERFN 4.5 %, T AR, IR U YIRS bR
I e Ok A e Ak B S A i s A ) B vk, 1k
P A B R e o L

® 4 KBPEAE LFW B4R RE (%)

Table 4  The recognition rates obtained by different
algorithms on LFW dataset (%)

AT FEAE HEGf R 5 22
LDML[43] SIFT 77.5040.0050
LDML[43] LBP 80.65+0.0047
ITML[8] SIFT 78.1240.0230
ITML®] LBP 79.9840.0039

DML-eig?8] SIFT 81.2740.0230
DML-eig(38! LBP 82.284-0.0041
KISS[36] SIFT 83.0840.0056
KISS[36] LBP 83.3740.0054
CSML*4] LBP 85.57+0.0052
PMML[42] SFRD 89.3540.0050
Sub-SML1“7! SIFT 85.55+0.0061
Sub-SML*7] LBP 89.73+0.0053

b ZERIE

ASCVE A48 T H A B R R R ) B
VRO CHE R, XA P R ST T A AR,
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Table 5  The classification error rates obtained by different algorithms on UCI datasets (%)
ik Iris Wine Segmentation  Ionosphere  Optdigits  Usps
LMNN (k:4)[4] 4.5+2.1 4.1£1.8 14.7£1.9 15.0£1.9 1.64+0.3 —
ITML (k =4)18] 4.3+£2.7 7.7£3.0 16.6+£5.0 11.14+2.6 2.1£0.3 —
IGML (k = 4)148] 2.7+1.7 5.0+1.6 12.9+3.4 16.6+1.8 3.240.3 —
T8 B LT (R RE w2 ) S0k (k= 4) 48] 3.942.8 6.1+1.9 12.443.5 14.241.6 1.4£0.2 —
FELEIE A B 3 b2 >) B030% (ke = 3) (26 3.2£1.3 1.8+1.1 12.942.2 — 2.940.4 —
TV R Sk (k= 3) 151 3.56£2.52  2.314+2.18 4.2140.48 — 1.384+0.33 3.34
DML-eig (k = 3)38] 3.11+1.15  1.35+1.30 2.974+0.55 — 1.45+0.22 3.66
ST R EAE AR AL M KL BRI B AR L (K =3)28] 4.0042.30  2.8841.87 3.61+0.83 — 1.4340.42  3.13

AN [) P B 5 2 3 A0S T AN TR AT 45 A
I 55, AR HME 3 21— b 3k i FH T P A ] R ) R
BYE AR L. FESEBR N R N AR AN ] )
FH37 6 RIEBEA R WL, H arE 2 & 827 ST
CLA S T — & WG, (A ey A1 Lt —
SR E RIS

1) ZHHERA I B, HarRH o &2 2
SR T BT o B PR s R HE AT A 2 ) (75761 g
G M SR 22 R REAE 1 R 0 PR 2 T8 e AR oy R ARk
A7 187 B 1A R A5 88 44 R SR N FH P S PR AN [
(RRFAE n] LR AERE AT G AR JE k. Bk, 72 CLS
BT, W RLZE RN T FE A E s S B 22 A A [R] (1)
FRAE, A8 5 200 2 R AR R A (AR 28 b dE AT
PH B LRI 5 2

2) FELRIE BT ). ARk R B R A ) ] LA
AR B b i RN A A B AN BRI 384 o e K 1R KRS £
P2 2 ) R, AR RAX S v ) — R AR A 1 S . B
I E £ 8 B2 2] K 4% 2 BN FH A B b R 164 77
L HEF IR AR SR 2 2 20 SN T G AG R A H AR
PO 5 o) A YA R R 2. B, 78 DU IRl 5T
b, AT LA R AR B 2 AU T R AT IR R R R
MRIE IR Z N .

3) ZMEEEERBEAMGAENA. HEEERE
2 Sk R e AR AN [ i) R R A AN ] PR e AR R
filt g 0, 2 W A RS =TO ay L AR w1 2k
PEA AT PR 1) R 7 2 e R IBO=831 T DL F- i v )|
RN A AN T 38 0T 7t A ) DR RABE 22 > ) s s it
A B 53 84) FUTARH AR B 0 LA F iR SRR E LA )
AL D, AR CUJE BT, W RLE IR 2 PR R 25
Ak R N FH BB B R 52 ) e B AN [ 1) SE B Y
JFH SIS A 2550 I 25 o 2 S PR e

4) EREEEERE A 2. H AT A S AL
5 ) LR U RS e G R ZE 1. T
S R B U R A AT AT 0, B R e A DL I 22 &5

Rk, R REEAN T LA B iR I Y ZRFEAR.
A FH DAY (1 888 R % o B9k 2 20 4 3 (R L R A B
RORIEAE R ZE . DL, R4 A IWTTErR, AT LU s
BRRGETE 2 AOGH ARS8 G N\ B g 27 2] S0k
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