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Web Image Semi-supervised Learning Method Based on

Heterogeneous Information Fusion

DU You-Tian' LI Qian' ZHOU Ya-Dong! WU Chen-He!

Abstract
proposes a new method, called local co-training (LCT), for semi-supervised classification of web images based on fusion

Web images generally consist of heterogeneous information including texts, colors and textures. This paper

of heterogeneous information. The proposed method employs a set of local linear models to represent data points of each
view, and incrementally refines these models by exploiting unlabeled data with information propagation and co-training.
The local co-training builds a bridge between graph-based methods and co-training. The local co-training can model the
instance distribution accurately in the high-dimensional space, and learn local models incrementally, which benefits the
online classification of large scale of web images. Experiments on Corel, Pascal and ImageNet datasets demonstrate that
the local co-training can effectively improve the classification performance of learners by exploiting multiple attribute sets

and unlabeled data.
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Forhagmge . g0 MR AE. DUE ARl S R 2
Tl R A5 JEL R ) oA R e ) A B,
@4 (Barly fusion) )54 (Late fusion)t. X
T HIR I OB I R, B T AR AE
A, O PR VRIS TR SRABRZE DL K
FH P 44 55 SORAE B2 WSEAE R SCARAE B A
[, SRAE T G E A 1O AN ) M AR ELAb 78 i I
FPRG, JaFH M T-15 . T R0 X L 57 it
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DK 2 S AR R 2 MRS &
BEATRLG, IR AP IO AT Mo ST PR B, REIEAE
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AR BRI 5 8 TR ALK, BE T4
AN R 3 — AN 2] 3, AR5 ) i R ok i B
5 B = I AR bRl s 9 EAT A B AR IS, AT K 25
R AG B TR ge A, A A P 1R )1 2k
SR H G5 B S BN TR 1) 22 A 2 2] 380 i) — 4%
P AEEAT HAHAE 2, b e 1 LB 0 2 L A AT
0 1 (¥ i RO b [ Y S B e A B 1 o
AR IE A P2 5 2 ) B PE e, &S T W 4 E s
(RIFELE AT, 1 PRI Ak 11 ¥ 8 8 1 AR 1 25
A RN IE B AR ABURE B i i 7 — A8 (Graph), #H
TR oR A T L R0 T A D H A e R 1 DU A T
Kk U ALY 2 4. H A, R B IE L i 7 %
HEAT Z2 W0 B2 2] I AR T4 HH B, 22 SR A N IE
A TGk ORIE 22 SRR B85 SR — U 5, 1 Co-
regularization2= 4, BRLL FPREILAN, AT 2
SN )5 IS Sl REARTE A s ) R LR A
()53 A, R B R 4 JRy B2 1 AR A AT HE A
B R AE. B B2 o) (BRI )) %8 T A
AR RUZ IR DG FR, RS A8k Tl 1 41 38 540 23
. Bottou %101 5 HL, R ) Ji i@ w14 )R
25k I DL b A e A S A 5] RS A A

MBI 2 2 ML B 27 2] R e

AL SRy 8 2 ) AP [ Y250 HEdih, $RHY T —
AT R R IZE (Local co-training, LCT) [
W 2% B 0 B 2 ST AR, i VR N s R AL
(¥ 2 M 3 TR B AR 2 MR AR R AL IR ) A
AN B R AT R S — AN eV SR R, R —
A Jmy B R R RN B Ok &R AR
T A R AT R R M ) I SR S O A AT
o R AT, %07 VEAE 3 R iR 5T ] )
WA Z TR S T MR, R BB o RN 2505 i A Ay
WINAR A 1) FRERRVEAA A IR TR AS R B 5% 4 A
2) AT DLHEAT m s 2 o) 3) 1E G T ORI -
Bl RSy ) AR SO E AR g8 R

1) FENLRor TT R, B AR T R ) i 3
PR AL R IR B g e A 2R AR 28 AR AR 1D FE A 1)
Je B8 DX A A EAT AT A% 4

2) TEARAEAL FR (W E g e AR BE A b 4 i —
PR P 2R s 25 184 2 YOI B0k A 2 58 sl
B LGB B AR I RE AR, T T A bR 25 TN T LA
JURLS e S ETH

3) $& A0S S Jm E s 2 o 0 SR 8 B[R] I R B
%, AR OSB3R
PR, JFIUE TSR W) 2% RHR AR 2 B o
I T RE.
1 EEBhEINGE X

08 L MR IdHEAR £ = {(21,91), (X2,95), -,

(@1y)} C X x Y Mlu MR AU = {2141,
L2, ”'7$l+u}CX7 /ﬂ\:qj,xi GXCRd (1 <1 <
RE (1 <i <) ARAbrma, &z JBTH ¢ K,
Yie =1, yiw =0 (¢ # ¢). EZHE B, X 53
MEANFER, B X = XD x XO 5o x XV g
= (z“),m@),-u 7:,;(\/)), Hrpz® e X® c R%, v
=1,2,--,V.
1.1 B—iE B EE R

MRBEREAS {2} TPAEANREAR 2 1 AR 2
PRI o,(2) = wT(x — 2;) + by, Hh 0;(1) %
SRR R R R, E R R O bR & R
AR, Bl € N (). ASCK ECHET 2 ) =5
RO T2 m e X L, FEA
) X R JR B R et T

ol () = W (@) —=(”) + 5 (1)

Hep, W™ Rl bz o &2 e s, B
™) e N, (). AT 1.2 T 1.3 Tt
ST X @) S B, oA f EAREL N hS v 2
LA IA. L (1) S HoE K ig itk
LR

min MIWi13, +
WiGdXC,biERc
> W@ — =)+ - f3
z;EN(x;)
(2)

o, (Wil = [tr(W W2, f (3 S T

ST

J
BRI, A HBHL GaR (1) PR (2) AT
Oi(mi) = [ain‘]T
17— 17Q, (M + Q)
i Q. + Q) -

T 1TQ 1 Q)11
H, F, = [f;]T e RW*Y, Q: = XX, X, = [z,
— ;] € RV T R HERE, 1 20500 1 1951
&, n; A&z PRI S AN
1.2 EHFREEBREST

SE SN H b pR A

Z (Z ((fw — Oic)2 +e;(fic — yic)2>>
(4)
L ficy 0 R yie 23002 @ WTIFRZE W 1 £,
T o; FIFLSLHRZE M y, NNV T25] ¢ 15

QF) =

, F= [fi]nxl = [fic]nXC jﬂ%ﬁ?ﬂﬂﬁ%%ﬁﬁi; e; &
L M1 <i<I,e=E>01+1<i<n
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(n=1+u) M, e=E,>0. H/M (4) 11
F=(M+E)"EY
fo=(M+E)"Ey, (5)

o, Y = [gicdnxes o B G, 550k F A REAS () T
SR R EL SRR ) BB ¢ Ao R R 31
& E = diag{e,eq, - e,y M= (T —-A)T(I -

A) € R™) Hrp LB FEFE A = [ai;]nsn € L0
T ¥, € Nz, Way 25T oy RN IER M,
W ay; = 0. g, MR g, =3, 19,
Horprgh 2ok A ER 1. ,Jﬂjﬁiﬁ 0 151w
BB, BOUSER f, N8 o B bRid REAE 4
ANFEAR 2, 23 [0) LI 0 & %f Lk E .

TR ¢ RARAFEAR o, 5] & AR ZEAL 7R
2 g (3) AN (4), R FE Rk Sk ML
Q(F):

ﬁzZ%&Z(&ZmeJX

i+ Eufi =0 (6)
Horh, fEFORE @ SR RIFICREA @, (kR

R TRIME. B AE z: JiJ L FRD J 0 DX 38 A A A ) 23
RIS, 30 ak, =~ 1. B X (Aafh) (@) =

Zj:ijN(mi) aijfjkc fzc? f‘ ( ) Tﬁﬁ%j{l
(AL fE) (@) + Eufle =0 (7)
P, A% = Ay oAy RRTHIFE A B EH bi-

Laplacian H¥. AR Z I, HH bi-Laplacian
P S TR ) 0Tl bR A i 4
RGPEAI AT OG, RN A 2 B e, A
SO TAEREASTTA N 245 73 A (R IGO0 B A% H R A
BAEE— N R oF - RY — R, 15 oF(2)
= fk, WAL N AR AR ) b AR 2 A R A

E,(AQ") + E,o" =

64 k 83 k 82 k
Ep <¢+a3r1 +CL27“72 d +

or4 or3 or?
8 k
aw*gj)+Ewﬁ=0 (8)

b, A? %41 bi-Laplacian 57, E, b4,
1: (d—1)(d=3), az = (d—1)(d—3), a3—2(d—
1). X (8) E’]iTlﬂﬁ@XﬁU\j‘?ﬁ, (EBGBOR RS 2
fﬁ‘%#"kﬁijﬁ’ljﬁﬁ@ PEJR, 0 lim, " = 0,
lim, . 28 = 0. ¥HlH, 2 d =1 I, —AT{E#
M o (x;) = exp(—Ear)(cos Ear + isin Ear), Bl

H 2, SR MARSALFRBEE IS r BRI 2 a4
W, Hoh Ex = /B J@E,), r = |z — z4]]o. it
DA b s BT, A BN R 4518 655 1.1 g
[ R TR I — AT AR DA, bRt
AL A DUy o 0 R P AT A B, %
JRHENG By BB, 4555 SO A
AR S I B X B 1 (a) TAF T7E 1 4%
3 K b5 e 25 130 18T SE AR T 0 . A
SEBRAE AT e A 25 1) T AT AN B S R A R
F& B A5AL 1 (R) ZE Bl 1R T ATS SR AT, A S50 73 FRATT
P W UELE TmageNet HH L bR 75 (1 SE LR,

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
(a) t WZIMFFETINL

(a) Prediction results at time ¢

IIO 26 3IO 4IO SIO 6IO 7IO 8IO 9IO 100
(b) t + 1 WZIAT BRI B bR 25 T 45 R
(b) Prediction results when new labeled data
are added at time ¢ + 1
1 7B 1 YEREA L RIFREAT TS R (VB RS RIRR
SO MNFRIRARARCFEA . CARIEFEARRF I 1) O IC AR AR,
B 1 (b) Hh SRR 4 43 1) 46 7S 0 i S SRy 1 SR RIAR
3 (5) ZEHAREASE F T 6245 59 0 b T 25 1)
Fig.1 The label prediction results on a 1-dimensional
dataset (The small points, stars, and large points denote
unlabeled data, labeled data, and new joining data, re-
spectively. In Fig.1(b), the solid line denotes the results
of the incremental learning algorithm, and dashed line de-

notes the results directly computed with (5).)
1.3 HFAREFIRZRYIEE T

PBOETE t W2 BER R A (X, Ay) RoRFEAR
S, B EWMTMEE RN F, = [f1,,fa0 )
fouo fEt+ 1 BZIMA—MPREFEA (2,,y,), W
Xip1 = X Uz BIOTRINGS RN Fropy IRk
fift. BOETE X, h 4k oy 10 K NABIFEAR, JFA SR
X (3) W . BTz WA Xy BIARR
KRR AT AL, Wt 1 I R ABL R A T
WEL PR o TRIAHNTRIR A, A
A, M A RERE B, ek Ay, Ay FEXTT
x; BEEREAR ST AR IOC R R A R . A SCR
WIN I KL 2z, P B RESX LR(x;) NI
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AR z; KNI oy, LR(x:) ZAMUAIER A,
MR RLRAE, T4 {og} M A, G147 BRI
Avpre B8 Ay He Ay SEWER. B, A,y 1A,
HARBEE, W1 || A, — Apl| Bb. HELN K AM480,
SRR o WERRAE: g, = auFyy, P By
Jy 2 g AR A (0 b 2 T 16 B
A = (5), t+1 i %I 7E (Xti1, Argr) P &
LSy

Fipi= My + Eey) "B Yoy =

Flo+Fy (9)

o
it = (M + Eii1) " EralYs; g (10)
Vo= (Myp1 + Erp) 'Ea[0sy, —g] (11)

18— K (Xt+17121t+1>, % FZH = (Mt+1 +
Epp) B [Yigy), T @ MINABA 52 %K
LA REA ) SBIAE B, W FY,, = [Fiyg,). HHATIH
RS Apyr B A, B2, RSN (10) 7749 210 R IE
B F) =~ F,, = [F;g,;]. WRIEENFEARLREA
FREWE, (2;,y,) DONTTG R P 25 5 1A 4k 3= 2
KA, @ OO RIBX A LR (2;) W, i F, R
(el iR P v R = WAL I B M 7 o s T )
LR (z;) A LR(x;) A, 45 3.2 i 5286kt
T LR(z;) KK/,

R b, AR ARG TN FE R ¢+ 1 BRI PT
FREAR IR AL R 25 B W58 2 B A pe: 1) ¢ 1
ZIMAE RS R (W0 2, WZTETRINSS R g,); 2) H
Y, — g; RSB E N AR bR & FY . K
1(b) WoR THE 1 4%t iz 5715 2 11 45
HHERAK (5) 4203045 AR #E. 1Ak,
TH SIS FRATTAR R A S 1) 9 8% PR A5 Bt oh — %
R AR I ) 75
14 ZUELBEEENHEES

BT o MK E R R ST
SR 2588 W) (v =1,2,--- V). K4k SCiik [4]
ATER, A5 AL 2 TR A2 78 7 T AR AR e, B IR] I ZRn] L
{15997 ) as MR RS BT 3 . 72 R 2 AN ™ ki
JEAZARC TR IR S B ) i e, 12 SR 0 RE AR B GF
(R 485 F . A G A anAer ) 22 S AL () S 0 A A8 gk
AT pIR 2% ) e L Sk e, BE 1 TEAIAR T
ASCHE 1R R 2R 5.

£ 1. BEthRENNGE X

(R, h® ... Y] = LCT(L, U, U,, T, K)

g W nSY RS YY) kRO EE L,
RARCEAR U B Uy, AN K, IERKEL T

. s KD R 8 hREETIN G R F.

MEk. X =Lcuu.

1. U, PREHLEI o AN RIFICPEARM RS U

$IE 2. fort=1,2,---,T do

S 3. WX (5) F28 nlY St Ul FIIREA bR
SEREATIOIN, MR s MREA X, HINE A, o AT
e BIPERFIERE mew D, 5 = X 2V Mew, Xiga
=X U X, WH Ary;

S 4. FRAEE R BT X, XS R
A DLM, it Bt 51 (0, AL (v = 1,2, -,
V) LR TR F

5. WU, PRENLER s MEAIEHILBA UL;

$12 6. end for

SET. MR F =2V 8.FY kit 20 L
(K13258%, B, e 25

TEHVE L T, LUU RINGE, Bishe XA
HRAFICHARAE U, JEAE TR AE ST o rp 4R 44t
U RIREASKRY S IZREE. BAE, 75 ¢ I ZIRR AR I
(X AP)Y B Hbrss At 1 F©) kT U,
U, TREAIIRRSE. RARMIEIEAE X, UL, AR
55 1.3 WA R IR T ST IR AT VST Ul A
BT AS TN 25 5. 75 SRR II7E LR 20 2 W J v | 9500
PR G402 H 5, SO RSN VS AR

ALK, AREETRINE £ K, =, e U, 7655
v DML BT A ¢ FREA B B
— 5T, # Y R (BT 1), WIFEAR R A 4
LR £ = [P0, f 9 p)] M SRR
bRy, = [0,---,0,1,0,---,0], & ¢! th sz
Uy, (BT ALY AT ALY, R, e (11) W
B, g BRI ¢ I 20 RO RRAE T 45 SR 5 e o, B
XS IR A ) 536 5 AR /AN, AR BT RE AN B H
T B RN IR PN T THT . 7ESER 4 M SEAE b R
MR e B o R 7 sl U, R REAS: o
£ WKEVNHERE, BURYERT 5% HIKRT me, M
AN ¢ BREAMAZ NG, ¢ = 1,2,---,C,
v=1,2, -, V. BIREA SRR O REA ] T30
1.3 745 e A5 A 4 o T 9%

2R O R I ZRoE ik b, 51N R S A
X, ={z|r € X, or N(z)N X, # 0} FEAFEARS
I ) JRy AR B RR O 32 3 R B Y (Dominant local
model, DLM), Hh X, #7548 Uik B A
FEAL BoE nl = ng, WA (3) w4 ol ki
(I 2% 9 O(n®). TEAF AT, A X,
R REA R X, IO KO T ARG &, Hon
Pl ol R, WA DLMs 4 F 5
W B, ERVGEA T AW TS 5 2 R
T X, RN s, ARSI K UL R A ) 49 A 1
. FESERR TR X, TTH Ugex, LR(z) SRIEAME
B B LR(x) RNk M, s b R VI 2555
BT E N C) = O(nK® +nd 4+ T(sMK?
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+ (sM)*)V), e T 2B EL. B AR 3L,
M Cy =~ O+ T(sM)*)V). mRHEE Xr bk
BEAT I ap 2o, WR RN Cy = O((n +
Ts)3V). WA T ARKI, Cy < Cy, RIIEAR R
PRI & T A2 5 2] Tl AL

2 MEEBR S RISHFIERR

9 22 PR T B BOAS B (K AL 5 SR 7
TERSOARE R, W RBIGE . S0 ff s BHRAHR
KB R A5 22 PRI, A SOR R AL 42 IR LRy
s Rt =2k
2.1 BRI

AR U RFE (Global visual feature, GVF)
T A P 5 0 T TR AR L R ST
et E BT, Ry Gy B =AU 4 5 A7 Tl
3L, BT ERCTE5) h 16 AS/MX (A (bin), W3]
48 YEMIFRE. B EH 5 K (Histogram of gradient,
HOG) A 1) SRR S i 735 5k
1R = Dij X IS ) B ) 9., = ($ij,yij)T, /ﬂ\:l:l:l’
Tij = Piv1,j — Pic1j M Yij = Pijr1 — Pij1 0E
R O 2 2) KA g, (IR (g, -
RJ7 1 ¢y € [0°,360°); 3) 477 50 duy T I
18 /™ bins, WA [lg,; 2 7E [0,127] H-FH53 ik 31 4
bins, (127,255v/2] 1E 0% 32 4> bin. 1 T#6Z iR
ER I P 7 LU /)N, g B3 B B2 i {2 1) R
SEMEE ). T, R L EARFAE ER R 198 4
(¥ GVF [ %

2.2 BEBILSIHHE

JR AR AIE (Local visual feature, LVF)
R SRS f SIFT ik 41k, $2H00
ik 1) B ERRIEERT 2 0 M H x W AN, AR
SR 4 x 3(33 x4) Fl6 x4 (34 x6);2) #%H
IR 7 AR IUR AR AE: X TSN, 23 A
RGB #[A Fl HSV 2% [ v oF SR A B 3 i 3
fH . PRUEZERIRAS (Skewness); 3) & FE a0 R 7 ke
WO FREUHRFAIE: 7E AR G IR R ) Gabor J&
BEARAE 3 AR (B 0.125, 0.125/2 F10.125/4)
4 AT (0°,45°,90° F1 135°) b dgAN /N Beidk
IP8E; 4) %z LoRBEAN/NERIY 30 YEJs 4Rt 7]
5, KM K- SRR ) 2R R, A5 3 Dl

c; Mm% (G =1,2,---,m). & 55 j MEK
AL RN

_dlzre) )+A>_ (12)

xXT, =
! (maxd(a:r, ¢
K]

Horp, A B IERMEIR T, A4 A = 0.1, sk

ST, A m = 300. BEAb, R ERREAL AL AR AR
JRIER S S ) SIFT ik 708l 78 HSV it 25 n)
o AN B AR FH4ERY SIFT [ o, ik K-
W LIRS 900 /NP HE DG B, )45 1 5 R
5 B 7 A TR R

2.3 CARYFAE

LAFFE (Textual feature, TF) 3T E5 1
AFR B ARGR AT R TS RS
f5 F ) gty LK, FET YR T RIS 5 R AN AH ¢
()Yl H A A ) APT #: HsR gdb AT iR =] B
P70 SOA, BB DS 12 ER T B AL i
FICREM A EAKN 2.8 572475 K TF-IDF >k
RN ICAY:

Ny

tsf(tmpm,) (13)
Horp, dp RORE « ANSCKY, tm, RIREE m AN
(term), f(-,-) R, tsf(-,-) Fomih i SO A
B, Ny RS H. CAREA T T =
[tim) Nysnr AN, WL 22 B b ) SCAR A4 HL Y
IR, B AT A (13) B RFIERERE T
YA H MG, A SOR VA6 15 LA bt 77 1120
W ot BARYETE A Tp = USVT, b U M
V BRSSO TpTp FHEERARGCF TR
{o,} ARSI, I MY AR R S 04/
Zﬁl o; > 1, 1

tim = tf(d;, tm,,) - log

Tp =~ UppSar Vi, (14)
Zliiﬂﬂ T = 095, ;E\:EP UMH SM/ %D V]\’g/ ﬁ%”j‘] U,
S MV PHHT M F B M AR A ICERMET M
AT R BCHI R 55 7 AN SCRSAE U SO 18] TP (R AR R A
d; V5, b d; it 3 (13) SRAF B SCRDN R
AT
3 KWERKDH
3.1 SRIGHHERA

RIS FET Corel, Pascal VOC2007 Fl Ima-
geNet = MNEHREHAT. 7E Corel i, &M
A B — I R RN — BEOCAR RS 76 Pascal #l Tm-
ageNet Hfa St L& R, A SCRAARIL 8 Fy
it (GVF). i AE (LVF) FISCARRE (TF)
KFTRFEAR, 3P AR X X f X6 3k
o) X 2 FEAZ IR A 15 B B % DA KA EL K
M _E R 45 K 2. T Pascal fil ImageNet H
A BT L R SO, WA S AR
SCARFHIE. 1 25 T B .
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3.2 EARBAEEITER

WA 1.2 1AM TS, A A () AR AR
PR REREA 5 CAR I REAS I R B I R A. ATy
7t ImageNet H4s 1K) BRI 3R AE 25 18] Tpodk AT 175K
II0AE. SLHET 20 AT SRES, A IRBEALIEEL 5000
AFEA, oA 1 ANBENLRE AR DA, HiAth Sy
HARMRICREA. B8 K =20, E, =10, E, = 0.1,
A = 5. AR ARARICAEARAN B 5 bR ic P AR 2 1
ARG UL, AT 25434 14 MAEKIX ), 5
AN T AR A THE I B R 2. B 2
Y TS GRS iE S S AR & B NS Y T Tay B N SR 1]
BRIk, 556 1.2 T Hr s R —80 et
W TR, ERNAR AL R R, PR 67
ANBEAS L KT 0.025, #efif i, 755 1.3 7Y
(P38 5t 2% Y B T LA B AR bR 25 A% i Jed i DX 5k
LR(zx) 55 x FBIK 67 MEARLREDS 13 2 UER )
PR, FEssG T, 4 LR(z) MK/NA 3.5K.

Table 1 Description of data sets

e S RS FE d; d> ds
Corel 5000 10 198 1200 374
Pascal 9963 20 198 1200 —
ImageNet 45000 8 198 1200 -
1k
m 0.8
=
= 06
P
£ 04
&=
& 02
0
-0.2 1 L ) 1 .
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25 3
BliEs

2 7F ImageNet £ & A AL DRI 20 [A] R AR 25
TG EAE IR 3 (AR AL A
Fig.2 The characteristics of label propagation with

respect to the distance in global visual space on ImageNet
3.3 MEEGIXLERSSH

AW I DL T 7V I PR DA R
W R YIRS 1 fg:

1) LCT: ASCHE H 1) = i B [ I 2R 05

2) CT-SVM: LA F [ & ML (Support vector
machine, SVM) A3 K851 Co-training Hik;

3) LL-CoReg: 3T REHAH Co-regulariza-

tion J7Vk;

4) La-CoReg: # T Laplacian K] Co-regula-
rization J7i%;

5) MKL-SVM: SVM [ £ #%% ] (Simple mul-
tiple kernel learning).

LL-CoReg J7iZidit T kA7 1

14
(f<1>*7... 3 a, x
v=1

(157 = AV FPICTE Y —y)l?) +
acd If = £ (15)

<V>*> _ :
f argfu)rf.l.lf}(w

Hrh oy, ac M1 C, HZ%. La-CoReg Jrikilipl
AT T

\4
O <V>*> - ; «
(f oo f arg min z; Yo

<(f(v)TL(U)f(U))2 +eE (f y)HQ) +
ve Y I = £ (16)

HH ) vy, vo F1Cy HSHL L™ % Laplacian %H
FE. X (15) A= (16) A A7 M iy = T 43 ) 6 B
TOO BR E )T . R R RS R RS B — 2
PE. 78 LL-CoReg 1 La-CoReg Sk 2 $ik i,
L ac=1,v =1 Al v, WEL7E 1 4R [0.01,
0.1, 1, 10, 100] E# %A, € F1CY ik
] LCT W EY. $F MKL-SVM J7 k08 5t
Lo A 42 1) 2 e 2 (Radical basis function,
RBF), SCARBIZS I H et dx sk 5, SR M4l 6 5 =0
BTG k() = SV k(o). TERFRID
WEAFEAR A b, ATEFRICFEALE £ I
MKL-SVM 43 258%, I RERICKEASE U, AT T
W, WAL 2R AR 2 AP IFEA IR £ I E08
X MKL-SVM #EAT YN ZR A, R 3 A SCHE HE 1)
LCT 5%, R 40l /e L A% Edi T4
Zifisi: nl” € {5,10,15,20,50}, A € {0.1,1,5, 20,
50,100}, B € {1,5,10,50}, E® = 0.1, v = 1,
2, -+, VG R B, Wl 5 AEAS SEGUE R
CT-SVM 5EHET LibSVM JERY SkesizBl. SrA%L
Pk vz s £, s K RBF #8179
B, R 5 A5 A8 AT S5 1
TEREARLE T L5 BREA P E A SR br il %
r. SRS v BEAT 20 KBTS, REIR S H R
L, U, U, TN U, FATRENLERI 75, Hord Uy R,
LOUU, U, FI U, &7 E153 508 30 %, 25 % #1145 %.
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SV RE R H #Eff % (Classification accuracy, CA)
KA N
c
CA= N—T
L N F Ny 43 53R 7R IR 73 S I RE A EORT B
AREL FEFE 1 R 2E ST IR, BRUGEARE A U,
WA ¢ BRFEARRIEE v MLEIEE me, FEAYSINEI
i L UU . 4T Corel 1 ImageNet, B4
s HOE, T my, = may = -+ = My, ATH
W (Mg )1xy MIBFEAIERTT 5 X T Pascal,
THRAMBEAILIET, () BPIEES R AL IE
L. X R ER4E 2 DI 5 R DL b R AR I Y
JraX, NS S5 RAH T PR A b 1 U =K.
Kl 3. 3 2 FIER 3 LR T AR SR8 4 4 2
gh ). Hoh ) LL-CoReg Al La-CoReg Sk K ELH
e 21070 1) B U, AR AT I 2 U AR
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(e) ImageNet, r, = 10%, (m_) = (15, 25)

1, 124 LL-CoRegl Ml La-CoRegl; 2) M U, Tk
WESFEA I I 254, AR S5 R T LOT &40t
P EIUPFEA, 184 LL-CoReg2 1 La-CoReg?2.
T LL-CoReg A1 La-CoReg /75 2 ik A0 Axd
FEAR, sz Lasth TSR /e LU U BRI
LUU BMAIREREAR G RIS, 530 brid e
t =0 Mt=2304 BEHEEALEAWEN, LCT
I CT-SVM 15 2 VEREA 5 AN [ R FE 1R 20 8. Bl
FHIEARE M, LCT HIEM 7 81 Be 12 (14
L, 1 CT-SVM. 8032 (1) 73 K Pk Re e THliE 2 4%
N, HIHES AT N, Wik 2. % T LL-CoReg
Al La-CoReg W IE AL SR B, RERICFEAT
W2 0 ) AR Re iR A — e ). W LCT &
RECR AT BUE A RFER /DI IINZREE |, LCT 1)
PEREELAL TP ME WAL, k4, LL-CoRegl
La-CoRegl RERMH T8 Z AP g ds, H

085
b
08 W
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& 075+ —8— LCT
—— CT-SVM
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HRIRE
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05F
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(f) ImageNet, r, = 20%, (m_) = (15, 25)
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Fig.3 The comparison of web image classification (The error bars indicate £1 standard error deviation.)
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Table 2 Comparison of LCT and CT-SVM
Dataset Algorithm r (%) (Mew) CAr CAr ACA (%) CAa
5 (2,2,6) 0.725 0.791 24.0 0.769
5 (2,3,5) 0.725 0.776 18.6 0.763
LCT
10 (2,2,6) 0.792 0.823 16.7 0.816
10 (2,3,5) 0.792 0.819 12.9 0.811
Corel
5 (2,2,6) 0.713 0.755 14.8 0.742
5 (2,3,5) 0.713 0.722 3.1 0.720
CT-SVM
10 (2,2,6) 0.779 0.805 11.6 0.798
10 (2,3,5) 0.779 0.783 1.8 0.783
20 (1,3) 0.508 0.532 4.9 0.522
20 (2,2) 0.508 0.525 3.5 0.518
LCT
30 (1,3) 0.541 0.569 6.2 0.557
30 (2,2) 0.541 0.563 4.6 0.552
Pascal
20 (1,3) 0.472 0.483 2.0 0.479
20 (2,2) 0.472 0.470 —0.4 0.472
CT-SVM
30 (1,3) 0.508 0.520 2.6 0.516
30 (2,2) 0.508 0.496 —2.5 0.506
10 (20,20) 0.602 0.646 11.1 0.628
10 (15,25) 0.602 0.650 12.1 0.631
LCT
20 (20,20) 0.638 0.677 10.8 0.660
20 (15,25) 0.638 0.682 12.2 0.665
ImageNet
10 (20,20) 0.585 0.609 5.8 0.597
10 (15,25) 0.585 0.616 7.5 0.602
CT-SVM
20 (20, 20) 0.605 0.630 6.3 0.620
20 (15,25) 0.605 0.633 7.1 0.621
#* 3 LCT SIEMTIEMZ A% 2 TTA R A5 R UER AR LR
Table 3 Comparison of LCT, regularization, and multiple kernel methods
rr, (%) LCT LL-CoRegl LL-CoReg2 La-CoRegl La-CoReg?2 MKL-SVM
5 0.791 0.758 0.743 0.747 0.735 0.768
Corel
10 0.823 0.809 0.797 0.801 0.786 0.812
20 0.532 0.498 0.495 0.506 0.500 0.503
Pascal
30 0.569 0.531 0.523 0.544 0.538 0.542
10 0.650 0.629 0.618 0.610 0.598 0.627
ImageNet
20 0.682 0.652 0.640 0.626 0.619 0.662
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HERRAT IHSETHAN I (2.

X2 MK, CA, CA, ACARICA, Sy
TR ) SR TR HERf 2 | S 2 HEf 2 L BNR N
B Ll A7) R AR R v () P 38 A . R AT DU HY
LCT #4k FHA—wH. fila, LCT m&rork
HER R DR B L A L A= 1.1 % ~ 6.7 %.
M 3 A LLE i, La-CoRegl il LL-CoRegl (1%
KPEREM L La-CoReg2 Ml LL-CoReg2 1 %2
fa, K0 AR IO A I 2 nT DL o U
(R BT AR O AR S S IN R Z S, 1 LCT
R T ZEbRac BT B I ARAR L AR Y 78
SR SIS RN, T3 TE B 2 ) v g
ARUF A B, sk, W3 3 7T BUE H MKL-SVM
VBB L, (R ROl ML T IE AT v, — ik
M, P IR SRR A ) P RE s S FR L DR F 5 ), W
ARREE rp RFRIEFEARIEETT X (me,) 55 R
FERS AL A, v /NS4 20 S AR 1 R A
2, REMAER, A bR FE A B T b 25 7= A2 LL R I
R I oI NBOR I 7S | 3 12y 2 PR RE R TEAS
B Ak, Ak, AN RN H bR R 7R BE T I
28 PSR AR FRACRE AR B IR BT A 235 e 27 ) 1k g
i, %) Corel #i#is, 4 (me,) = (2,2,6) I, LCT
FOEI 7 RPE R m AL T (mey) = (2,3,5), H
PEfiE 22 0 32 BT SUAMT EORAEAS IR 2 7% BE HEf.

LCT Hkfe M & BGCE B = it T CT-
SVM, EZJRAUIR: 1) Jadss 2w E 4 R
AEEL R RE, UL AR A E G LT ]
DA SR B I Al i % 2) LOT A8 IS A R rp 45 48
BRHIARIC T FEAR, AN [ 5% M 2 2 FRAITE Jey 38 X 48, 1f
CT-SVM ] BE 2% B 2% 8] (1) 43 S 1 1 7 A= 52 .
IEAbh, %5 CT-SVM 8 HAth L4 J5 2% 2] FE At 1)
Co-Training 52kt BEIE AL AR PR ICFEA
TH I8 B 43 RN AL R B A R Bl R D AR
THRE T2 E ) ge ki, XUSE e LOT i T
MKL-SVM §JEZ 5 K. i1 LCT F11E WAL &
PR, R AR IC B AR B R bR id A AN 2 LU Bl
WL HBCEH RT3 K482 2, B et mar K rkae
(] N B 5 o 13 | g Mg 75

Kl 4 WoR T )il i [ ) 2R 5015 7E Corel £
£ TR RS, Fikis174E Intel Core2 Duo
2.53 GHz 4325, 4G W5+ Matlab R2008 ¥4
BR. Bz g0, LOT S0k 1 o 500 a) 55 kb 7
IFEARAN B (BEVEIERIREL T) il de Mok &,
XHSE 14 Woahma 28, HEERN
s LCT fe % 70 22 1% 0 Hh TE 5 2% S 2%, 1 e A6 7
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Fig.4 The comparison of computation time

(excluding the feature extraction cost)
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ARIRRZEALTE, BLR A n] % 22 AR L 1) Jag s A A7
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