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Real-valued Multivariate Dimension Reduction: A Survey

SHAN Hong-Ming!2 ZHANG Jun-Ping!'?

Abstract As one of the classical problems in machine learning, dimension reduction is used for dealing with the curse of
dimensionality, speeding up computational efficiency of the algorithm, and improving interpretability as well as visualizing
high-dimensional data. Traditional dimension reduction algorithms such as principal component analysis (PCA) and
linear discriminant analysis are mainly suitable for unlabeled data or classification data. When the response variables are
univariate or multivariate continuous real-valued ones, however, such dimension reduction methods cannot guarantee the
effective predictive performance of the reduced subspace. In the recent two decades, researchers have been devoted to
studying this issue with different viewpoints, attaining many promising and systemic achievements. Under this background,
we will survey the developments of real-valued multivariate dimension reduction in detail. We will also introduce its basic
concepts, algorithms and theories, and discuss some potential research directions deserving investigating.
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Fig.1 Taxonomy of real-valued multivariate dimension reduction algorithms
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Ap i R TR ARG W) 8, SAVE KRR R Al
RS, % Emdes ) pHd A SIRIT W4 251l
B ERIME. (R, —SeE i i ik ™ 21 A X LU i 7
FEASTE R S ilaxX e RN, 40 SIR A1 SIRIT ™
20 4149.531 SIR #1 pHA 14420454, SIR il SAVE
LAY, BRAh, SCHk [54) 3848 H—Fh Pk AL
EHEREE B E5 R ST 27
2877 — iy B AR ) A 2 £ E DU ] ] ) BB
(Directional regression, DR), ‘& i & B 7 By 464511
A A B LE 5 YR ] DATE HERR SR b SEPLAS i ) 2 7

J7 1] 5] 5 B8 2 1) AR R R YR T & 5 U )
(Empirical directions). NRFATE K BB G0
(X,Y) AR INEEAS {(2, v:) Fiy, BBASCHR [55] 48
S S —H BN ES: {r,—x; 11 <i<
J < n}, FHINHEE T mEE THAS X KTE
177 45 E.. DR Al PAAER A et il i 25807 11, I
H& B 2256 7 1) X e 37 A AR [|] 5. X Aoy
AR PASEER /n AU, 8] PAXT HL 23 1]
SEPE R R AN R T, DR B BTE T2 s, 3
FACHMIG, T H 2RI A AT R S R
41—~ DR HiARySC 2.

g BEALAS & X, FRATTEE Y A Hi T — A A
i BEPLAE R Z, B Z = $.1/3(X — EX). {®i%
(Z',Y") & (Z,Y) WpharglAs, A4 SCRE

AY,Y')=E(Z-Z)Z-Z)'|Y,Y'] (9)
X (9) B Z — Z' Wi, (Z —Z')(Z — Z')F, #
(YY) W EBERNA. EW i, AR
2300 Sy1z XMW Z — Z' I EZE Y #520m,
M ABLER 25 16] Sy, XFFH Z — Z' AR Z Y
§om. (R I ] DA S AR L FA5 ] Sy x A2
0 Z — 2" JkAflith Sy z. FHEERES HAEGE 24 5%
FF, dMEEgEm (YY) = (v, 9), 21 — A(Y,Y")
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=S E 2 & T Syiz NI

2 1. BEEeEmmE v € RP A
v L Sy\z, ﬁﬂ%

1) E(v7Z|PaX) B%T Z Skt

2) var(v" Z| P X) J2AERHHLEL.

W2, ML (Y, Y7), 21 — A(Y,Y”) 15)=3 0]
2t ET Syiz M.

bk E BRI EAT A A A H AR E[2T -
A(Y,Y')]? kAl AL F A (8] Syjz. SCHER [27] %5
DR Bflittihm (Z,Y) #(Z2,Y") GHEEGR
AT

2E[E*(ZZ"|Y)] 4+ 2E*[E(Z|Y)E(Z"|Y)]+

2E[E(Z"|Y)E(Z|Y)|E[E(Z|]Y)E(Z"|Y)] — 21
(10)

ERPMEITREXRTAE Y, Z MEAMHD
eekttprgh. I H, HXFZ B Al G vk, AT
A O(n) MitEREIE.

TR G T Dy R S T A
15, FATGE R T al e (Frist two mo-
ment, F2M) [ 755> 4E 5024 i e 2 000, FE [l 4
AT, DR Al PAHCHT IR /28 B9 4 502 fi
¥ (SIR. SAVE, SIRII. pHd %) ¥ 74> Hifdiit
OFZEN0 Syjz. I HICHR [27] 84T 7835 B v
b R T TED SR g T R R S A e A A
RN, ZEERT AR S PERE.

4 ETHRENLESTEHRYABER

AH B 2w B T R i 23 (8] 58 T B ) 4E £k 2y
fii A%, Cook ZEXf = fi 4y (Principal component,
PC) MG A S B F R g, 4l T — A3
T o R AR AG T 1Y 78 43 4 K 24 1 Oy R85 30 Fn
SIR. SAVE. DR. pHd %75 ¥& [ S5 iR A 55 F N AH
L, FET i RAA B I 35 v PASE B F-25[0] Sy jx B
FERAL T, BT S R AR I 4R 2 187y i i i i
FET LAY A 30 [m] ) R AR IE B X XY B2
==

4.1 FEpsrEYIERE
B ATA n X MABE AR (X,Y) s
[ 43 1 SR A B WA A {(20, v0) Fiy, DA R MR 3%

T =y +€ (11)

LY € ~ N(0,A,) HIE A, > 0. W2, Ff1Hy
ERRBLR ] 0 T2 ] Syx MRS L

WR d = dim(Sy|x), PAM B £ Stiefel #iE 13, B
Wit BTB = I, 7 H B %) m & 2480 1o
By —4 &, BREANAE Y|X ~Y|BTX. ET#H
KANSR I T R oy A Ay AFE L5 T R Al
L F23 ] Sy x = span(B).

FEA BT e KA SR 7o 50 dE B 2 fa i, AT
AR (28] 2 UHArRE S o 51 E] 8] i)
(). B, R T I ] A

z, = p+ By, + €

XM TR y 20 T RN HIE KL ApRin
B, e RTB—AXTy ¥k, I HRSE v, AIEE
Iy ZEAERE, AW EIIER 0, BI D v, = 0. X v,
PR FUR R T R TR R 7 8, I & w250 2
2R, R R e ~ N(0, 1), B (12) ik
&l R o A G, AUESTEER B 5
HRIF d 4723 R. ARAR IR v, WRAR S
HRMEME E(xzy) — p 7E B FRYARAR. RIME d JEE/D,
Wi A 3 B 4, X BLAYI(E R AR 24 R 5L AE
B (12) (A0, BR T RhR y Ab, HABAZ R AN,

T A o R 2 [l ) ARE A (12) Fn X XY fIE
[l B 2R A R

R 128, AEi R (12) R, % X TG
BUl, Y|X MY |BTX fy531i—FE.

JITPA, 4% B8 bk B, FRATRT DA X 5o
AfaAr i BTX RBUt X A5, I H ALK Y K
VA T30 25 R A L . AR (12) W) Rl 5[]
i1 75 ZLA5 Bh F K AR

AT e R AT, AR — R XA
AP 1) PIERZHEE B 27E Stiefel i
Wb, B E 295 B™B = 1,; 2) ST IE A
e O € R posafffsA4s. B (BO)T(BO) =
oTo =1,.

BRI 2 RS [BAAE, (H2 bR e
%4, B Bv, = (BO)(0Mv,). Fitk, FATAT AR
BEXF B fil v, #EA7AGTE. oA, 3 (12) 1Rl
AR — 2 E B 0%, XF v, F1 p At 28
RIS RIE v, 1 op A, Al B 6%

B, WA (B, 0%) BEETE (G, s) Abh, A
(12) 281,

(12)

z, = p+Gu,+se ~ N(u, GvyvyTGT—l—szI> (13)

XF b A R S A AT e KUK A TR, R DAER
Bl p =@ M7y SRR T, v,(G,s?) =
Gt (z, — @) B— KT (G, %) BB HIR, JBfh

S FOCPioE R Grassmann JiJE. MECERHFE B WE BTB = 1 i, B R T2 M Grassmann i e U TERSF. hTE
HIFAH R R T Stiefel WTERNE, BroA, TEA M REHA R R OLT, A5 Stiefel HiTE.
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THREIN B A vy (G, s%) AR (12), 133 X

z, =%+ GG (x, — T) + se (14)
BHRG
z, =&+ s(I — GGT) e ~ N(:T:, (I — GGT)*)
(15)
Xof bR L AR IR At T Rl 75
L(G,s%) = —%nD log(s?)—
itr(Z)mQG) + const (16)

252

Hp, Po = GGT, Q¢ = I — Pg. BESRIX B A
H G 1S5 (B2 R A B FAKHEE T span(G),
I HH 5 KA 2 7E Stiefel JifE B, ik (A, vi)
AR Y BIFREEAERE &, HHWE A >
Ay > - > Ap. I, SRRUAE TSR] 07
738 Sy x = span(v1,- -+ ,vaq), HHX o Fffiit2
o2 = L0 N B (12) Hebk b ER S B
Bl YEmip AR Y SRR SL S, AR Y 24
H— N EE RS, — B IRATA
AR E I, AT AT LA AR g 7 E R

4.2 EMEHS

B (12) B S 2 AL F0EAT 795 % TR s
e, T LSRR E O A . B (12)
VBT AN S HTRIIO0 A LR, R
(12) Bt % SR % 08 9 ol A, 17 AR 2 T M
YR

N TS R R Y5, T DAE I v,
FAy g S A ) 2 5 5 G 44 3 O 7 5 B, 3
T8 TR G LA A .
v, = B{f, — Bf,}, g f, € R HEH
ST Y Wi, 5 € ROT, WA AKR B v, &
£, M2 TR RS [, RS DA R T
PSR

z, = p+ BB{f, — Ef,} + de

Cook %5425 T =Fi 55 f, 7 (2829
1) 253k

fo=yv
2) BRI

[y, = l[cos(2my), sin(2my), - -,
cos(27ky), sin(2rky)]T € R?*

3) Yk

(17)

’yT]T c Rr

Ry WBE IR r B, N L,
24 f, Tk ASTTRER
N

Fo = Buly) —

Ho, on(y) NAER y RABTE L, Bl WA y € L,
W2 0n(y) = 1; B, 0r(y) = 0. ny FRYIv I
TR M. R Ef, = 0.

R R S AR A TR (17)
LT E] Sy x = span(B). 4TI #EE, Al
TS X hnx DR, F78 (2, — )T EX
F hyn <o WM, 8178 (f, — Ef,)". 34, %4
FAEE (B, o) 1E (G, 5%) ALBE, X p F1 8 KA
KRR p =2, B =G X TF(FTF)". {Efhit
R A B AR (17), AT DARS 240 F X 8o
KALIRAG T

nD n
E(G, 52) = —7 ].Og(SZ) — ﬁ{tr[le]—

L I

tr[PeXsit]} + const (19)

A%X%E[@X M, BX B 2 oAl
{H, X = PrX, A Zpi 22 ITTHNIER M7 220
e, B Sy = 2XTX. [FRERY, ORISR %L (19)
SR T 125 0] span(G). X B rank(Xy;,) < 7,
WSS ZEMALE. I HRE rank(E,) > d.
O, Pa RHFE Sp BIRHY d BFRRIEE A
X I AR ) £, R4 B KSR eR A (19) B KAE
ETE span(G) = {¢17 s ,¢d} REEUA

LEA T X, -, dp X BN EMG ST M
B (12) AR, B8 (17) fliit 7= [ i
T 2R f, R X LG ORI A Y
PRI, 2SR S e T AU B A 43 P R i Y AR
Z MR AR, BRILZ Ah, SCHk [28—29] i 43-#7 T Al
SIR. PLS. OLS Z [R5 & i) W vy 2290
FESE N [F] 4544, nf PAE PEC BIZU s R g, SCEk
[57] FEML T —AEE T I KALSRAG T 0 78 43 dE B 2 i
AR, AT DAL AT S0

BIRZ I T AR O U8, RG22
A7, AR AL EE S 2 R ORI
23 FEO HUL T A R R R T

5 ETHREENSEZSTEERNEHEL

ST PR IR (1) SRS AE 2 O 5
ik, BV RO

p(Y|X) =p(Y|PsX) (20)

Jrtr, Py MR Bl T4l Sypx TERHY

#4 (B,C) & D-4EEA 1S B 15114
BN T 20 Syix, B Sy;x = span(B), & X
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U=B"X MV =C"X. B}k (B,C) ZIEXH
B, T DA DA A5 5 ok 452

p(X) =p(U,V), pX,Y)=pUVY) (21)
[FJHF, A ar b T 2 b Ay )
pY|U, V) =p(Y|U) (22)

HARRPLTEN Syix 2— M€ U Jg, Fl
ALY MV AR ZS ]

HAGEIRAL T R F RS A O TS R A
TEME 2 TS5 A e 5 — T £ 52
p(U,V)Y)

IV; X) =1(Y;U,V) =Exy [log p(va)MY)} -

| p(Y,VIU) ] _
My:tm—%Exv[kgzxywvnxVWU>]_'

I(Y;U) + Ey [I(Y|U; VIU)] (23)
Hep, BERIX;Y) & 0enB
I(X;Y)= / / p(X, Y)logp]()g();;(;z) )AXAY (24)

L5 4 P ST A, T 4 1Y X) =
I(Y;U) 8% Eu [[(Y|U;VID)] = 0. i, 41
S 0T DA 4 5 AL 0 A, 5 4
FALAR (23) Ao DB i M A5
. AR T IAS EL FEA R REE
FrEBLE A 1

5.1 B

BT A ST 4 8 A AT AT 5 R EBY, Fuku-
mizu SRS AR S ) B ISR ) T,
T ) 3 A T A A R A R S (B I Oy 2255, DA
WSS HES I A A, AT RF % ) R
AL AR AL IR, BRI 2 T (Kernel dimen-
sion reduction, KDR)B2. 5 Hfth I B2 > i 4 %1
AfETEARR, I ERARZR X Wil % s
Bk, WA Y W& SRR,

Fukumizu 4552 fg ] @ A% A5 /RO 23 ) (Re-
producing kernel Hilbert spaces, RKHSs) )32
Wi 251 (Corss-covariance operator) #5154k
B H R Fukumizu 15 9685 AR
Wk [58] H I A SUPI I 22 55 M A AR AR e s TR e
P EEZA RSN, WRERNH (He, k) Fl
(Hy, ky) 53 WFRRTEM BEASTR] (Q, Be) F1 (2, By)
R ke ok, BB EE A R R
). HEEMER RN T E R f € He, AT

HHLETRE (X,Y), A RKHS M, 5] M, 656
P AR

<9a EYXf>Hy =Exy [f(X)g(Y)] -
Ex [f(X)] Ey [Q(Y)]

o, B £ € Ha , g€ H,. 2 (25) 0 F(X)
M g(YV) Mt 222 o DAB I RIS T Sy 19
SR I E 2R TR T e
TR S S PR AE SR, R S AT, AR
RPN LR 2 B R AT T
:—[XI?’Q:

Elg(Y)|X =] = 2k Zxvy,

MTAEY eRLU e R HIV € RP4) 43
BT .2 A A RS 8] (Hy, ky)s (Hu, Ku)
M (Ho, ko), BEAZS R 2 R s 742 1) 36 4% ok 4K
k(x1, o) = exp(—|lx1 — z2?/20%) FHSAEM. T
L, MM 2ZEHF Sy yio LT AR A P 55
T Syy, Syu M Spy BB

(25)

geH, (26)

Yyvviu = Xyy — Sy Suy (27)

I H., Fukuzimu 25520 25 EFYLET: 1) X TR
B U, Syyvip > Zyyixh 2) Syyvip — Byyix =0 &
Y LV|U.

BRI, 4E%5 2 e 125 E) Q mf DA T =Mk
IV i 5 ) (52

min Syyjo, st U=B"X (28)
HTAGEIEETREA R B bR ek £, FRATFR AL
P Al TSR T 2 T, IR 7 HOR A
ITEMERT. Hoe, STk [32] E T = AT
PATE i OBl Gram SEFESF], Bl
Yyuv = KyKy (29)
Hor, by Gram HEER E XN Ky =
HEKyH, H ## o, HE X [, -
S0, 1, AR 1 KA n fg . Gram fH
E¢ Ky % SCH [Kyliy = ky(¥i,95), 1 < i, < n.
Ky 1y5E LA ~
AT IR AR O E M T ZEAERE Sy A
Yov. GASCIR [31] MIENLRAR, S50 5T
EHT Syyw ATLAESCH

g3YY\U = i\JYY - iYUﬁz;%]iUY =
(EY + €In)2 — I?Y[?U([?U + EIn)_QI?UKy
(30)

X EIANEESCN B AR T RRT
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Table 1 Comparison of mutual information-based dimension reduction algorithms

H AR5 S b Ik fiRRE

X T Y T — SR, LR DX SRS Y T A

wing By [¥05VIDY] ¥ L VU KDRE 59 gﬂm%ﬁ T ) — B, R R Y BT AR
e as o N Y RSP Z R TR ASN FAE T, RJE T AR

maxp 1(Y; U) YL X|U LSDREA=* MIDRFY g v pouefir, BT Y ROBNMEH TT8, (FRAEA T T2 s

THIE, XHEME BA AR Y il ae

Forp, e > 0 2 IR AL

SCHR (33] T E &R B OTE Stiefel i B b
St(d,D) = {B € RP*!|BTB = [}/ 3 H X
R 30 ke o 2l i T AR KRG A EN0R H bR R
s

mlgi’ntr[f(y(f(U—i—ndn)*l , s.t. U=B"X (31)

PSSR ANCER Vs W NIIRVS i PO 32 4 a3 n et & S
H T LR AR T PRI IR A R/ IME. AR
R T] RESRAT 12 5 AR AR /MEL, Ry ZE AN (R, wl DA
E{i%}ﬁ%ﬂcii%%qﬂ%i’%iﬂﬁd\%%ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
\‘& 33 .

TR X — A O S 5O, RIS T —
A IRAERI SR (— A H 8 5K T 25 TR ),
R X oG E X, Y Ma0a iR ER
e I G A ek R, FAT R A R S [
RPN IR, SRS R A BT 40 v
AR Z. I H TR AT AR B = ~) s Y TIUAL BE 45
X V5 A L2 ) 25 A BE AL, = A 22 1
7. ERUEE— R DA, SRR AR
ARG, AT AT DA B A2 T B B isoxt ] )5
p(Y|PpX) WA= T

(RS T — L8 A2 2% o3 A1 B TE 7 26 1 B di,
T R AER 2 T, A BEAR T gk A5 Rl 4y P 0
G5H. RTREEAR, BHFER SRR R, AT
BEACSRAR. BT DA AR 58 4x Cholesky 43 il
5 Nystrom J5 3000 Sk U ke, H/2 KDR (1
PR 4 22 32 21 A% pR K0 R AU A6 2 B0 a2 U
.

] Sh— S8 2 35 A A% 4R B 24 g B Al L 0B AT T
PEANHES. B e 4 Rt A T — IR ZE OB L1,
Nilsson & & Jo i J 18- H i FF AEB S (Laplacian
eigenmap) H RG> ] 23 [0, AR S5 R
%A R L) (R AR PRAT I S B — A ek 7 =5 1), (HR X
A RE ] REANE AP HTREAS. Wang S5 13 % i
Femi Az Y By X, Ay KDR i) 21 7o i
BT bR R AR B Y S AR e A A,
RG-S R R X 1 KDR SRSZB AR AL
fi, AHCRR 7 YA B — 7 T R

5.2 mINFEHHHLAE

M (23) FTPAE H, F8504EE L i) o S —Fh
kfpr R FokAr i X W rasial, Mg S AR
A AR B PR R . X B 2 A
KACEAF B 77 2R FRAT S U0 v O 23 8] 1 78 43 4
A LD Nl

Sugiyama %5— H M FH% LR (Density ra-
tio) A KMFSE Y. AATRIA —ANHAF B 7 15
K HAFHE (Squared-loss mutual information, SMI)
ke AT ML MR, SRS MR L SMI (Least-
squares mutual information, LSMI) #E47K i, H
HFRIX— I ¥ R fe/ N7 4520 ) (Least-squared
dimension reduction, LSDR)?4.

SCEE AP 2k (3 (SMIT) S Ji 8 4
e, o B

I(Y; X)

% / / (,m - 1>2 p(Y)p(X)dY dX (32)

X BB B A 2 SMIT |] DA S il 31 5 A Bl HL AR
WAL A I(Y; X) 46T 0 24 HAY
p(Y, X) = p(Y)p(X). T H 2 i ik A 45
IY; X)—-1I(Y;U) > 0, 5w i 5520 2 5
M2, B p(X, Y[U) = p(X[U)p(Y|U).

EHRET p(Y,U), p(Y) #1 p(U) ¥J52KH#,
FATAREE R SMI Al vt 4. S~ T ik
G FEATE, SCEER % R AR SMLL i@k
et i, SMI R] AR dn R B4

1(Y;0) = —inf J(g) - % (33)
Hrp
79) =3 [ [ sty 0y pe)ay av-
/ g(Y,U)p(Y,U)dY dU (34)

BORE, VLY U) AR TR J(g) W9se/MA g7,
MiH g*(Y,U) = A 08 S T 1(Y; U) it
AR T (Y, U) Bt
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Suzuki 45 H B #IHE J(9) @B A HE
M, — PN EERTRKK R ERPELSMN
FINGA S — A IR, T 543 1A R i AE— A
b 473l b G = {a"p(y,u)|la” € R}, a 2
MEEAH 22155, b 4E T 25 R REL p(y,u) =
[pr(y, ), - oy, w)]T > 04, (Y, u) RARFEA
FIAZ 25 [ R LS PR L. W58 AN @, m] DABEH £
WAl P By

. R I A
Q = arg min faTHa—hTajLEaTRa (35)

acR?

XHEA JaTRa FoRIEM AL, R b 540 IE
Wi, H = 4 i1 Py uy)e(yi, uy)t il h =
& i Py w).

M (35) REMAEZGEN KM a =
(H + AR)'h. XFEFRATHAS B 5 /N1 5 BHAS B
LSMI fyffi i3

I(Y;U) :=h"a — larha -1 (36)
2 2
H X B B 2T Stiefel jiJE & St(d, D) =
{B e RP**| BTB = I,}, firPA, W] ATE I B6 R T
B R LSMI it & i KA fE B. 3¢
T MR _F AT T BN AR 2 T T U Sk
PE, T HS T2 B R AL o (y, w) TS ECRTELN
SH N BT DA A2 I kAT i %

Suzuki Z#E—44 LSDR #E), £527E Grass-
mann FIE_FRE/INE T 452155, Grassmann
WML R AT D 4258 d g AES, il
Gr(d, D) = {B € RP*| BB = I,}/ ~, Hi1 ~
RTINS R FR T AH [R] 1)+~ 23 [R] ) S8 4 K & STk
[63] & KDR #1 LSDR AP KRR, —=2 K Rl
FRE BRI, BT DARTE H T KEEAR, 2 WA A
g2 QU s 28 e R Pl i 553 = Wl S A | B 8 = RN U
%, Yamada S5t 7E LSDR 45 A A B, il
AHT Epanechnikov #% - 77 112 BAG B Ak 711
WA AL IR, W] DA S i 3 SR A R R 0.

5.3 ETIFSHEEHNERAL

TN RhEET k-SRI AR S AR B AL TR 2
Faivishevsky 4&4@ i, I+ H O L@ 2 v 250 57
JA3 43T, TR e 4E 0 643 IS A 5 8
T ) A BE R R BE T B 4RI HAS R, X LA
PR fit— PRI R BEAR. 155, Loftsgaarden “¢1E
1965 AF 4R ) T H T k- AR A0 AL TR0 24
ERALES {z i, e X RS AT

AR
k
pr(E:) = (n—1) ¢ [p(i)]P

Horb, 8 e O D 2z (8] BLia FRmf ST T (R AR,
pr(8) FARMEA @; SR b ANITARZ A AR R .
RBER, WR p (1) BOR, ABAULIIREA 2, BT
M, BT BN S Z IR,

A, FT k- JAB S AT 20 0] A I

(37)

1 n
Hi (X) s Z —log p(z:) =
i=1

1 « _ (n—1)cy
- ; [D log pi.(i) + log : =

D n
— E log py, (i) + const (38)
i=1

4E k WHUE, IB45X (38) 24 MAEAHE B R
SR, X ETF k-4 ES AT &, AE— 28y
BB R RAESR. W, fF I k4R, %
fliTt e — B P

K tt, Faivishevsky 4842 (i PSR & T k-
ITRBAA TR (2 5 E00)

k=1

D 2
n(n_l);logllwi — x| (39)

2R, KX (39) B—MBA MBS E B
it HIRATFE R AR Y iR, R4
A PAERERLAS R XOR Y R) Y LA R B A A A
brdiiers ik, AR f i LT, IaA:

I(X;Y) = H(X)+H(Y) - H(X,Y) =

D 2
i#]

1 2
———— Y "log [lyi — y,lI” -
n(n—1) oy

D+1 9
nn—1) Zlog(HiBi —xl|” +
i#]
2
ly: —yill) (40)

XHARBE y e YER MR AR 45 E LA AR I,
CIRVN N s: W o 2 A Rl VAL N E R NSRS €]

SR B AR B2 FEOL AP ISk, UL, NG FI FIAA L T Bk R A 4 )
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JCR K
d

la (n(n =) ;log HBT(:U

> log([| B (=

#J

2
;)| —

n—l

= )|+ v — ysz))
(41)
ZHERNETIES BB W YE 52 E

(Mutual information-based dimension reduction,
MIDR). X H #5244 B & 7E Stiefel jiJE L.
BRI (41) Henlim 225 KDR. LSDR 4 i
BT HA SR AR AE S B I, ) AR X
i Z. HoA— D EHR BRSO FEA A REA B R
A, HIK, ﬁﬂﬁ%f?%k%@ﬁ’]ﬁﬂ% AT REA ]
REEBL IR ATG—H, Bl SEBREINA. Job, i
vBE’J?iZ‘?FT Bl RARGF R PEBESETY, N Lofts-
gaarden FLE 1965 44 3T k- AR5 L
SRR FEA n 00, 2L lim,, o k = oo A
lim,, oo n/k = 0ol AR Mk =18Fk=n—1
I, S BEA T SR ToYR PRIIE Y.

6 ETHRKEMNRSHESTEHEBANEEE

ST PR E N LT 5 2% 2 Al Sr 1 2 P AT R R
[, Gretton %7 & @M A /RIARFA A PEEE T
2 PSR P O 25 B o 2Rl A 7 ST B S A AT
WAL A R AR % RS HOR BUR JE R 1 £ 1
B, A8 T A RAARE — B RS R HE D (Hilbert-
Schmidt independence criterion, HSIC)8!, 5 i,
[Alis, Székely 4 H—Fh SR A B g7 53k # fa
B ST P E I A T, FROMER P 25 (Distance
covariance, DCOV)6%. 53 i ol b <7 44 v U g i 1
TSI T 51 S £ 7 B e R 24 fay Sy BT 38
T FRATT AT G REALAS B A AR, P BEPLAS B
SR ] DA S

Y 1L X (42)

FonbEtl A = X MY AR, HSIC A1 DCOV
A A BEAILAS 5 0 ok Sz v U)ok ST A 6 ST
T2 M M (Dependence)®. Rt A5 /1 43 1
ANEYES BT HSIC f1 DCOV i KALRfALAS £
BT™X F1'Y ZIAIMFRMRIE R ARG o 125 a). (H S

AR, FRNE (ML) RIS 2 [ A7 AE
FEARIA A, Fr A, MA R S ok il B AR
YD) B I 2 SRR B T T A e B A e ms. (H2,

Sgeit i BiA “Dependence” BAT R WIRRYBITR, A7 RHLy BRI AR 7, AT B “HOmE

TR P BEAUAE A AR
THTAT MR A € R™*™, H Frobenius 5% [|A|% =

I H A R B 0 L — SE AR E 1Y) S (8 22 A8 B AR
YRR oA T L, D7 A, [RRE LR 5] T — et
FENBRIE. ARFAETAE 0y, JLET AR Y
W YESVA A S SE o e R A R Bk . R
ST EX PSS A E .

6.1 F/RIBF - BRI EEN

2 (25) A AU T7 2251 W] DA A
KA AL, BIXHMERE LR %L f
g, QRS M I7 22475880 0, AR W] ABE X P

FlEHLAS 2 AT Y. R, Gretton 54 H /K
A4 — HEE R ROR B R R Py 225371081,

B R AA R — B Y K0 X A 1Y Frobenius
W HE). R, HSIC A4l it st 2 5T
Yxy iy FIIET. B, BATH 7 A R A it
R ROR VR M SZ R HEDN. Gretton ZEUERA T
HSTC A PATHE 4% o 4035 i 16%0:

HSIC(X Y) = ”EXYHHS -
Exxyy [ (X, X' )k, (YY) +
Exx [£a(X, X')|Eyy [k, (Y, Y")] -
2EXY[ x/[Fa (X, XT) By [%(Y,Y )H (43)
Hrp, (XY 2 (X,)Y) iyasr#g bl Fig HSIC

R HACY AR R X ﬂéﬂ Y HARMSL. FEIG, Rk
HSIC Eﬂjﬂﬂiﬁ1&ﬂﬁAFﬁ$ﬂwE'leﬂlél’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂé%

WJ{WJT:FZI-‘ {( z7y1) i=17 HSIC E]/ﬂ::'ﬁzl_(/fﬁﬂ‘
%TM S04

1
HSIC(X,Y) = — st [KxHEyH| =
1 _
O [KXKY} (44)
Hr, Kx f1 Ky 2r5l2 X 'Y XV Gram #i
M, H SRy b0 SCR AR .

Wang 23 i Kb HSIC fhiiT#EkiE U =
BYX MY ZIERMK R Rk, B — Ak
200, {5 U RY Z R EBR BN RZPT. HxT
INAIDUR A SR INEE o

max HSIC(U, Y) = st [KUHKYH} (45)
X KDR B9 HArea %L (31), HSIC H AR %L

PIOLIBTE TS0 T AR R 0. B4R, Wang S5ERH T

HISC il KDR (¥ M R, H Suzuki %56

T HISC At AN BENLAS & 2 (8] A Sz 2%, i

E|F IR

, ARSCH, FRATRECE = FhBIEE “HIK”, %

Z?:l Z;n:l[A]f] = tr{AAT} .
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4212, kb HSIC Sf & 7 2 7]
AR K 2 28 3K A1 SR AN 1R A 58 70 48 B 24 g g
HESTIR R, BT IZ AR A Y B, E N, 2 AR
SRR RO R T RRAERE SR H AR T
[N PP 7 G

6.2 BEEMmEE

53 Hh—Fp o SR A TR 2 i Szekely 25090 7E
2007 AFE B TR AR BE 2 1 B AR R A
7, FRR B 25 (Distance covariance, DCOV).
HTHEACE S5, 58, gy i 2 R AE
BT RRAEAR B T8 AR B

WG SCHR [69], B ES T 7 2200 SLUNF:

EX 2. XT4hEABR—Br A A REALAR &
X e RP MY e R, R4 B 200 5 SN F:

DCOV(X,Y) =
[ Maltos) = Fx(0f(s) P s)atds (46)

Heb, fx Hlfy e X MY FIREREL fxy
FEREFHERREL, w(t, s) &—RERE, & 3CH

w(t,s) = (CD, )0 )5l ) (47

R O(D, ) = 2oTzers,

X B AAUE L w(t, s) FFEARUES (46) MR
IYAEAE. FESCHRK [69,79) H 4 T DCOV )55 —Fl
Mt

DCOV(X,Y) =
Exxyy | X = XY = Y|+
Exx/[|X = X'|[Eyy ||V = Y'[|—
2Exy [Ex/|X — X'||Ey/||Y = Y'|]]  (48)

H (XY 2 (X,Y) fsr g il b e gt
T 2ERNEY HACKRENLAE & X MY AE RS [
FERY, S RAk DCOV it b it AR ¢ 2. S 5RHh,
a0 2R I RR PG RE 2 4 HSIC (43) Wiz ek £, B4
HSIC 1 DCOV J2Z 4. LAk, Sejdinovic 45 E
M@ DCOV H .2 HSIC f— 4454550
EREARSEA {(zi, yi) iy, BB IT 22 7] DA
ﬁfr%;ﬂﬁ%ﬁzlsrm FRIIER G B 153, R T

DCOV(X,Y) =—
(49)

Hot, Dy st X O AR B s R, a2 i,

Dx = HDxH, [Dx]i; =

SCHUORIY PR BIAERE Dy
Pl1tt, Sheng 27% il id i KA ik DCOV Al

THERAG T O P M3 E AR R A

lle; — ;. IR PAE

max DCOV(U,Y) = %tr [DUDY} (50)

AT HSIC, DCOV i #AE T & kit &
HEEEM S5, BHBAET, AT TR A R R R
B IO i AR R AR K R

B T IX I T AE AR, 84— A AR AR 1Y
). 18 Fukumizu 452 H T —MNER T 7 2=
BT Viy : Sxy = SYoViy S ZERBRAE B F 2
W PR TE K, BRI LA S8 1) 2 0 S G &R
g AU Ak, Fukumizu 85830E 8] T 7E— & (R %
T, BETEAL I P 25 BT A R AR - HE S R A
= (32) B, SR IZ AL T B B T REAS K 0
T, IATE BIR AL KA. Poczos 4525 B i K
P 2R (Maximum mean discrepancy, MMD) 3%
fii & Copula I & 23152, Mﬁ’ﬁif%ﬂﬁﬁlﬁ‘ﬂ?ﬁ
T, T LI b7 35 R BT A R A RS E 2
AR TP RR, TEH T O 72 lEﬂEl’ﬂﬁfr

7 ETEEAMENSESEELERAEE X

BT 2 19 ¥ B AR T AT R R S, T2
3F&E‘JEﬁu’§&@ﬁﬁE%1ﬂﬁ%ﬁf PR, BT DA
AR IR, O] DATRER AR, S5 5535 0 5K
. SCHR [39—41] /‘}\IEUE%%E%EP PRI BRI
F, B T AE S RIS E S, U R
VR o o8 2y . ?ﬂl]ﬁf‘ﬁﬁ\ — T QA 3 A R
flivt 23 [H).

ZEWNYARE Y € R, Ii23%M14:

aE[Yg; =2l _ ai /yp(y\w)

o a
/yach(y!B z)dy =

9
B [y oplwlesmady (651

Hp s BRI =00, (i T4t p(YX) =
p(Y|BTX). M3t (51) AR, AHERRG @, 6
i PEIX=E] g o O S A LTGRO
Fukumizu & J 2% {5 ¥ 7 22 551 19 B B2 B ik
A TT H L T 25 18], 3% 5 AR Sk 38 T8 B i 4% 4
% #)fa (Gradient-based kernel dimension reduc-
tion, gKDR)P?=401 Sasaki (i ] & /N 75 % %k
5 LR FE R B AT [m] U bR A R R, R TA T
HG a0, %R S /N1 O 6 B 4E B 2 1
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(Least-squares gradients for dimension reduction,
LSGDR)".

7.1 BETHERRYERAE

B, Steinwart £ BV UERH, Q1R AERK
[B] 45 0 — 0 XAEF £ EWMIEEE k(x,y) XJ‘ x

My B, Ik RKHS 25 6] /Y
R REL f WL B, 2, iR
0
o - <f, (o), (5)
Hk, & (26) Cash TR T ZJTHRR%
PHIER. Bl Xxx W, ke (2, ) IS,

SHER g € Hy, Blg(Y)| X =
i (26), FATA:

2 Bly(v)|X = 2] =

ox
_ aﬁm
<EX1X 2]XY )

2. =
— 8531; L
<97 z]YXZX1X 8(213 ) >Hy

LI, % g = k(- y), IB2FAE R
[E1 ] 1 o R JEE 2 5K

0
%E[’iy(H

ESCHLRE M () W0F:
M(x) :=

] € Ha, &t (52)

—~

53)

L Ok.( )

y) | X=z] = ByxXyxy Oz (54)

Ok, (-, x
(Bt 2 Bt 2

Ok (-, Ok, (-, @
< 6(x )EXXEXYEYXEXlX ox >>H

1 8/%(-,:13)> _

Yy

z

(55)

R (51), BRI D x D HiffE M (x) IEZ=FE
AEAERS B YRR AIE 1) 2 A S O TS RN Y. A
G TTIEA—E T 2, AT R i 2 w4
(uE g5 4E) W% Elky (,y) | X = z].

BEEMMEEA {(25, y:) iy, BT LRI 2
B ANENfe, RiFE M (x) ] PARR AT

M(z) =

kaf(a:) (KX + neI)fle (kX + neI)ﬂVkX(ac)
(56

~—

Hrp
Vk ()= [

Ok, (21, ) Ok, (p, )T

ox ox

c RnXD
(57)

RUNSHE R R @, HFE M(z) BFFE &S
FERLG 2 AN, AL SCHR [39—40] 41 i i e
M (z) 19~k 1E gKDR B H rAikE, /)

o= % zn: V(=) (58)

FZ HIET B A b, gKDR 40 £
WEB s R, MR TR Y, UL
WS gE AR &, I B X 0 AER. R,
PUESTimes Bu & Al <1 e AT RGO 2 i
Al DA A2 Ik iy SR . gKDR [ B[] &2 4%
FERE O(n®), F=BREIT KM 2 4 B SR 0 R ER A (E
S R T RSN R R AL, SCEE AR AL T AR
fA: 1) i@ A58 4: Cholesky 4 2) i R
T35, SEEARVIRL b 17, SR EHE S — 1 Ed Fok—
AT, T b AT SRR AP R
507 ).

gKDR #y1: RE B P F IE WAL 250 e FIAZ% bR 2L
Ky Ky TR 9L S0 I HEH RGBSR
VE R Pk e 2 8. B, Sasaki &2 T —A>
A R SUIE 4 38T B8 1 e 3.

7.2 BRINFHEBEERNE

1 gKDR i % miA—#£1 2, LSGDR B7Eff
TR R EE, BITR K

2 polw) = Boplh)  (59)

B, HBAG T A FE R E, FRATRERT DA 4b
TR R, AL 2 ).

R, Sasaki SF$& T —ASRTE AR 25 FE R
R Y

ajP(@
p(z)

9;p(y|z) 9;p(y, z)
pylz) py, )

Hr, 0; = 555, jCEE]/ﬂ‘Z‘b AR 2 LA B A
A, g(y,x) = [gV(y,x), -, 9P (y,@)] ZUSH
FHAL I B FERR ,E\_Msa‘%ﬁn LSDR. ¥
FALl, HALRTERTT.

Zoit— SRR e, o) PG TR 2k 0] DA

9;logp(y|z) = (60)

J

- 1 <& A 2
T ==>" {9(”(%, wi)} +
=1
2{8j9(j)(yu z;) + 9 (v, wi)ﬁ(j)(aci)}
(61)
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FTAETE 05 log p(ylx), FAVE A NS4k
BT

g (y, ) =
- e — 2| (y—w:)?
ZeiieXp(* e 202 )Z
i=1 2(095 ) 9y
9 (y,2)
0;v;(y, ) (62)
8jg(j)(ya x) = Z 0:; aﬂ!}j(‘i) (y,z) = e;qu(ya x)
69 (y,2)

(63)

Hop, 9 (y, ) WEREL Wi AR, 3 A
A Ly TEDUTH, FATT T DAE ) B 2 A

~

6, = arg min (67G,6,+267h; + X7676,| =
— (G + AV I) 'y (64)
Horp, A9 hy TR D 5 R A,

1 n
Gy=—> ¥z (v @) (65)
i=1

h; = %Z & (i, i) + 79 (), (yi, @) (66)
i=1

s BATAT AS B — A de /NP7 X Bk A 3 B
Ji (Least-squares logarithmic conditional density
gradient, LSLCG) {45, B

/g\(j) (yv x) - a]rwj(ya x) (67)

N ARG A ], A1 gKDR LR E LA
B

~ 1< .
Y= " Zg(yn x.)g" (yi, i) (68)
i=1

SH A R AL 82 8 AR5 A o A AT Y L
A, DT IR B/ NP DT R AR R 2 . AR T
gKDR, &I A RA S URAE, TR e

8 ETIFEMMASHEHANEEE

i T 42 2] 1) B A 7 IR AR e AV E R 2 ey B
TR T8t P AR ek S b, SR PEAEAE S BE W R 5
R L, —8H A SOOI AR LR S 2
AR AR, LRI ERIR EEE B R
PR £, VIR EI R EEEAY RIAFE 28] He, T4
FEEREA o #n] LA I B AR 2 AR AR AL Hi o

FIEEZ A /RN, B ¢o(x) = k(- x) € H,y,
AR AWM IELE T, IR —HIEL
PR E b() € Hy, L =1, ,d, HEIEL
PERG LT 238, ¥R oY il e (Ker-
nel sliced inverse regression, KSIR)"2 i )y 2%

Fi¥ia] I (Covariance operator inverse regression,

COIR)® 11.83]
8.1 #&YIAFEEYI

KSIR & SIR Ak, e85 3.1 i, el
&gl 7 SIR i bim H i 2k Elz | y] KAl
Dz, I BHAG R AE R var(Elx | y]). 10
1E KSIR W, /R HERE Bl () SLIAELE
Bl KSIR Aftiit &R var(E[p(x) | y]).

A SIR 268, KSIR H e &dmii i Y 1y
BAEVI b Gy, 220K Ly D 2 @, =
e, —fr A — A ocR e 1 (RrniHEARETE—
YIhv), HoAk 0. tehh, ke P h—> h < h 1%
TR, HOO A RTCR BRIV T AR B iR A
RIELBI, B [P]; = [1;]/n. H4, KSIR 28 PAT 2
L ST R e ]

1) 48 {ya by VIR R Gy, WEDDY NIMHE

1
M=[my,--,my] = E%CP—1 (69)

2) fhETHI R ARSI P 22505 R, BRI
V=MPM"* (70)

FAVIOHERE V' AET d ANERAE P RHC {0}

3) rpu A A 7 R DG b = kv,
l=1,---,d 35

R ARNE R N AT han ME(ER=Ei 7 AI]
DA AR TG SR, SRR, TR 2), S TR AR
FHEMAM R Vo = Mo, AT v FR {o(x): )7,
ML PEAL Gy, i, v =Y ao(x) = P,a,

Hoif o= [an, -+, an]". 7E Vo = do BRIl 7
DT J5, AT DAFHE] TRy
1

EKXCP*ICTKXa = \Kxa (71)

A PR 3) B E b W] DA SRR O X
v B3, HTRM Zxxb = v, RATHEEEAAE
i 2,07 KRBT EHT Sxx. 2 b =
Yo Bigp(xi) = @8, Hh B = [B1,---, B.]",
HPMFE A @, B ATRE] B Y P fig:

B =nKy'a (72)

Lo R AED d MK B,
I B B B (b}, RoR. RS E AR
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FEA o, B4R R 25 € R w] DA ik
o(x) HF O FAERMGE], W2, 2° W
MLER: bl (@) = kB, 1 = 1,--- ,d, Hrp
k.= [ko(1,"), -, Ko, )T
AL U b ¥ o] 5 07 kg ok T SIR | — 4k
AL B A — X bR o A A B D AR R
Gk Tas . #RJ5, KSIR B T4 5 i il i &
var(E[¢(x) |y]) HAEH T R4 R Y. Xk
15 KSIR HagH T—oAmmlHEHF 52 AT
e R AU R ) ), Kim 842 T — 4S8
Py 2030 ] (8, 11,85,
82 WMHEEETFHE

T C 28 e 258 P 7 2255 ml DA P oy 22
S Rl

Yxxly = Uxx — EXYE)_/%/ZYX (73)

I HAE—SB AT, FJM T ZER T Sxxpy M
By, o(x) MIHEEM T 2540 BIERARmT
TAI 2 3.

EE 2. AL REL f € He, WARAF
E—Awtg € Hy, BHENILFREN Y, A
Elf(z)y] = 9(y). WA Zxxy = E[var[o(z) | y]].

A, BATA:

var[E[¢(x)|y]] =var(p(x)) —E[var[p(z)|y]] (74)
e 2 fak (73), X (74) ATAG
var[E[p(x) | y]] = ExyEyy By x

R var(op(x)) = Xxx-
COIR 752X} E AT FRAEAE 3 fi, 25 7 L)
ﬁéz{g {(miayi)}?:la ﬁé\ (I)y = [¢(y1)7 t a¢(yn)]a

(75)

B2 (75) Wi B A LA
var(E[¢(z) |y]) =
1 1 ~1/1
(ﬁ%@g) <E(<I>ycl>g + nd)> (E@ycp;f) -
%@3%(@,@5 +nel) '@, P =

1
—&, Ky (Ky +nel) ' ®"
mn

(76)
AT, FHIEME 5> var(E[e(x) |y])v = \v
A K,

%KY(KY—FneI)_lKXa =\ (77)
H UL, F1 KSIR 2801, il =t (72) A3 mAmaE
LMk rasE). F KSIR Mk, COIR H R X iy,
ARY YR, nAMEERZ e RN Y, i
A PSR G ) 52 B4 o 8.

9 SHEZTEHEYNEEIEKE

oo, AWEHMNANARITA SEZ AR
YRR TR VR R TR L. R L T2 B A ey 17 A 26
B ORISR, ARk, SIATH AT
LRI SRR AR D7 ARA
WS B BUARSEZR, TEILE 2. HERIHRRE,
% 2 RGP AR X RS G
IF R % B log HRAE ] DAEAZ BB 2]
— ARG YER S E]. B ROR R 7 FORBEAE
SR AHREBRRG T RN T RS
BETTIE, 4 A HA B A SRR A SR 58X
LAl S VN W R RE K S R S ATl

%2 FHEB LR AR

Table 2 Summary of real-valued multivariate dimension reduction algorithms
RS Wi 7 2% ik SRIBARE RIS EaEE AT DEREN # B5 ZHNE
SIR23] —Jt iy WX PR —Br Jo i 1 PIHE R
SAVE(=2¢l —JT fHT I W R X R B M i 1 h
SIRIIM“! —JC fHT I Tl L% -7y Te i 1 h
pHA(?s) it T EASAM = - LS 0 -
DR[27] —Jt fRHT I WHEIER “Br Ja A 1 h
PFCL28] —Jt fRHT I R s FREAUA 5 Je ugmpz| 1 WHr
KDR/3 Z It e[S/ Ja povs Ja E B 3 WL 0w, 0y €
LSDR/[25] ES FEM itk T w3 2 S HIE E B 4 Ty Oy, A,b
MIDR/3¢] e et Jo pivs - IE 0 -
HSICET ESTH JE it Jo b3 Jo IE [ 2 Tz, Ty
DCOVEs] EST E[HTR( Je “Br - E [ 0 -
gKDR[0] ESTH T Je Je55 7o IE [l 3 Oz, 0y, €
LSGDR/*! %5t L % Jeg5 LY IEA 2D+1 {o! A9} 0,
KSIR[#2] —Jt TR iR Je P Jo Wi 2 0a,h
COIR® ES TR Jo P Jo e 3 Oz, 0y, €
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b, BOTCEM B4 —E W T, #T
(A A SRR X SRR3R AR I /T 4 1) P 4 SR
AT PAZR AR SR AR T BT SCRFAE(EL 7 A Y
HEF IR T R U AR AR I PR 4E TR, AT
RSP NTELE R Al T A

9.1 EFI VNI EERBHSSEST
pry

3 AN SR ] DARR AR A ) SURFAE(E SR A
ARG 2, B T KSIR Al COIR R4tk
WS, ARG N LR IERELE.

3 ET R AL R AR SAE 2 A B 4
Afa BRI R

Table 3 Estimation of generalized

BHHPAHE

eigen-decomposition-based multivariate dimension

reduction algorithms

J5 ¥ (FEAR) Attt M
SIR[23] E{E Z|Y)E(Z|Y) }
SAVE!26] E{I var(Z|Y) }
SIRIT4?! {var(Z|Y E(var Z\Y))] ’
pHA(25] [( — EY) ZZT]
DR E[ (ZZ7|Y)] + 2B [E(ZY)E(ZT|Y)|+

[ ZT|Y)E(Z|Y)] [E(Z\Y)E(ZT|Y)]—21
PFCESI  LXTX
gKDRIO  (8relad) 510t By Sy x B 2oglmd)
LSGDRM"Y E(g(y, z)g(y,=)")
KSIRM"? var(E[¢(x) | ])
COIR®!  var(E[¢(x) | y])

TE 28 M I ok S R b, oE 802 ) R4 AT 2 R
W ) M H A SR X2 AR E X
291 Jg i B A AT RREORE. B, WATAE — A
IHEER Y = exp(— o5bTX) + 0.5¢, H X 2
6 4t ) £, %CH”;?% B AR e ST Y AR E IR S
oA WAL 72 Syix = span(b), #E
B b B (1,-1,0,0,0,0)7/v2. % SIR
B, it 100 MMy EMAEAR, SR WHAITES b =
(0.651,—0.745, —0.063, 0.134, 0.014, 0.003) ™. K
a4 DREA RN, B2 6 AN E B
WHASERR T, XFESIRECEL LT
vt B 22, BT RA, SCHR [43—44] HE T 8004
B2y a7 v ] U B AR B2 > H WS A Ak T SRS
K2 AT T MR .

T G 24 B 27 o 2 N IR SR 4, AT T 2L
I AWPRG RS, 1) SCHR [43] 15 BB 35 54 20
A SEVARLISOT e SRR A AR 1) R ok £ A R, 9
fii i LASSO (Least absolute shrinkage and select
operator) FYAKME. WEMGEGEHENE B Hin—

YETTRILAE 2 O, XAl DAA AP IR, 2) 58
I T 53R A SR IR AR AR AR, BT R
IEAAE R, € IR A R ORFF AL Y. PR, STk
[44] $ 0 — A ARBR ST Y AR 0, I HL2% TR 5
HEE B AT ) AT AT, XA SE AR R > Y
[F] IR i m] PASEAT 728 o 1R HL.

9.2 ETHEMREMUAHSSESTELRATEE

I T S 272 R YRR 2 Ty vk v B T AR R R
AL AR B A 27E Stiefel JiJE St(D, d) =
{BERDXd : BTB—Id}, Her I, BdxdpE
NAERE. Sh TR, FAVFE LA OP>4. 4 OP>4
B ATE RP* TR

X HEIRATRME R R AT A i AN A,
BRI FRE I — W B 8T HE b,
TG0 B T P2 R A A B 2, ﬁ%ﬁﬁgfﬂﬁg
AR BRIy 1), AR Y23 (Tangent
space). Z5E—NHIRKE f, B —Vpf &4
23 [B)_EAH AR E] ), BIasia) RP*4. 5k Bk B AR 1%
WEIYIASE b ELEYI SRR IES S KA
FEEIFAELEARLE. FriA, SJaFRATH 2
M4 (Retraction) AL KILE RN AHRES .
BT =2, — AR R — BB AR AR YA AT DA
SRR AT A T 1 DL 2.

K2 HEEREI R

Fig.2 Illustration of matrix manifold optimization

8] TpOP*: Pyzs [T FAAT = F B
ﬂﬂj ﬁﬂzﬁﬂéﬁgﬁﬁ BRI AR RIER
LRIl AT A, FATE e e

OPxd b —4 T () : R — 0P Jk4

Y)As[a) e S

TpOP*d = {’7 E{Jnﬁ/ OP*? Ly &,
#Hﬁ& 7(0) = B} (78)

X A FRM Gy(t). BRI E, YA
TsOP*4 ZHE 5 B A A W 25 i 8 7 18 1 23 18]
SR B AR — kiR, 1 HAEE S, A
T, R4 Stiefel FIERfEIEEMIE
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B 2. FEHEAESREEMHEND Z € TgOP*4, WAl g2 WX R rp(Z2) =
. y (B+Z)(I+ZTZ) 1/2[89
TpO”" = {7/(0 EM/ O Ly, B3k 1. 7 Stiefel FL AT (8
#Hfﬁ& 7(0) = B} (79)  paHinEE)
1: ¥k B

T ={XeR”*":B"X+X"B=0} (80)
T, = {BA+ (I - BB")C:A=—A",C € R"*"}
(81)

X (81) e SURAERA MM, B E Rtk
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M 4y fift (Polar decomposition). By f# i, 4
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30 M VefeRPX
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6
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end while
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9: end while
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Table 4 Summary of matrix manifold optimization-based dimension reduction algorithms
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