ISSN 1004-9037,CODEN SCYCE4 http://sjcj. nuaa. edu. cn
Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 33,No. 1,Jan. 2018,pp. 113—121 E-mail: sjcj@nuaa. edu. cn
DOI:10. 16337/;. 1004-9037. 2018. 01. 013 Tel/Fax: +86-025-84892742
© 2018 by Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing

Rz F T IER R 77 2 B M £ T BRI

(L P RUH R A e, W a0, 2118155 2. AR R 2 R B R 27 5 AR 24 B, 9 /T, 210096)

W ZE. B3 L M # A (Locally linear embedding, LLE) k3t T o XL R XA HEWG X Z, B,
ZHEEZRBAEAE ABARELSEFR LN ARG REAERKER, A TRBRITHMAE LRF
B, T M £ 5 % A& % (Fuzzy difference embedding projection, FDEP) 4F 42 42 I i % .
FDEP L d £ EBMA F BB F T, @ B E B E (Fuzzy sets) 89 X LT R )G o 5 i
B3 EA B SR MRS £ BRRAER T L AR EHAT LR R R KN B SR i B AR s
FONBARTR M RGBT EAEEERTHRYG RS T MR A, FDEP H 3& BL 7T vl i R AL H 4
WA By B AEZ R 6 A B R T AR M B AR KB Z R e W AR A . £ ORL, Yale ## AR AR
B oy 325 R & W, FDEP H 3 L A B 45692 A L 48,

KPR . A ARFE I By 30 M RN 3R K 18] SE U ) B B JE AT

FESES: TP391. 41 XERARAERD : A

Fuzzy Difference Embedding Projection for Feature Extraction

Wan Minghua'"*

(1. School of Technology, Nanjing Audit University, Nanjing, 211815, China; 2. School of Information Science and Engineering,
Southeast University, Nanjing,210096, China)

Abstract: Locally linear embedding (LLE) algorithm has no direct relationship with the classification.
Meanwhile, the recognition effect is decreased when the LLE algorithm is affected by different facial ex-
pressions, illumination and pose, etc. ,and the distribution of the original sample is usually nonlinear and
complex. Therefore, an efficient dimensional reduction and classification algorithm is presented, that is
fuzzy difference embedding projection (FDEP) algorithm. The FDEP algorithm constructs different radi-
ograms to characterize the local and the global structure information using fuzzy membership degree
(fuzzy sets) under fuzzy thinking, and then uses the maximum margin criterion (MMC) to construct the
objective function for avoiding the "small-size sample” problem. Finally, the algorithm solves the con-
strained optimization by Lagrange operators. The FDEP algorithm maintains the original neighbor rela-
tions for neighboring data points of the same class and is also crucial to keep away neighboring data points
of different classes. The results of face recognition experiments on ORL, Yale and AR face databases

demonstrate the effectiveness of the FDEP algorithm.

HEWHE :BE AR FAIE4 (61462064, 6177227) BT H 7L 4 A R BH2# 3 4 (BK20161580, BK20171494) ¥¥ By I H 5 o 5 1
45 34 (2016 M600674) B H .
Y B H:2015-05-19;1&1T H#1:2016-06-12



114 HIEREEH LA Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 33,No. 1, 2018

Key words: feature extraction; locally linear embedding; maximum margin criterion; fuzzy sets; mani-

fold learning

5l

il

H AT AR 2 B R AE P2 B R AR A =N ML g S 2 R a2 IR M IR R b 2 8 Tz ok .
X LB R AR B8 SR VL v, B R 28 L ) R AIE 4R ISR A 4R 1k 2 0 43 U5 5 (Linear discriminant analysis,
LDA) ™ 1 3 i 43 43 #F (Principle component analysis, PCA) ™ Wb, 330 9 Fi e AF 32 B3 2 78 &% 2K B R 3R
S S TR IR BN RCR . PCA RN LDA 553 Fr 45 21 i UG RS AE 2 2 Pk 0 R A0 - LG B AT AS 5T B 6
MR IE SR BT I

HT EMAELEER TR SN . REXECER B TIFZRE X IR, Bl mE¥Y
MW SE D7 A ERIE T SR RV B YR T R A 2 0 R AE B RO R A S R
e 5} (Isometric mapping, ISOMAP)™ & 3 2k 4 #% A (Locally linear embedding, LLE)™! il $if 3 $7 #y &
FHEAE W 5T (Laplacian eigemap, LE) ™7 4%

B THEA G ZALRE T, LR B TRTE 2% 3 DL J8 7 R 38 5 I R A R R A . O T ek A
] f, He'' 45 A48t 1 JR) 3 AR 35 48 5% (Locality preserving projections ., LPP) Jy 2 I K¢ Ho i oy iz F - A i
P . BT LPP 5 02 T W B 1Y A 2 W 55 3 5k BE AE AR 2 I {5 B A 4k $2 T 30 % Fisher 23 A7
(Marginal fisher analysis, MEA) M F1 J5 36 % 51l4#% A (Local discriminant embedding s LDE) ™% 46 4 26 fit) 2%
AR,

BTSRRI 2 S UL R i R R AR L WA R R G L R, BD
MU B LT Y O R A R TR B B R R 8 A A R 2 ) ) B A AR A R AN 8 1 I 23 i
IR i 2 5 ()RR R A S R R R P 0 o T AN () NG 22 1) T e 4 S (] 0 A7 7 25 R R ARL Y ) 8, S 3
PR R REAR . % DIZ ) B L3 R0 J7 154 Fuzzy Fisherface ™ J5 i B2 2 IEALTE T AR A S Py h
TINY = o Nl 1SS = N I =0 S N i < 1V D = 2 N TR DS W

Xt b3 ) AR B R 2 20 1 R AE S 2R S A SR JE (Fuzzy sets)™ F1JR B 4%
Pt A R BT 2 0 5 R AR T R AT A 1 2 v 4R S — FORT R S 4 R IR R A
(Fuzzy difference embedding projection, FDEP) & 1%, FDEP i F AR 3¢ J& 1 5k 2R R IR RE AR 1y 23 A
15 5L 5 FLUR ) TR 3 G M i A ) R A Jm 350 0 408 1 5 B 4 Sy Oy 22 TR R R SR BRI A 5 4 R A5 A
58 s B M hiks B H e F ik sk T FDEP 0Lk 44 M i fblm i, # ORL, Yale il AR =4~
FrUE S 2 b i SR 45 R 30Uk T FDEP 553 i &tk

1 HEXHEZE

KRR FEARLE X={x, . x, . xy}ox, € RN EAERHEZS [8] o R — DR AR BGEHE V=, ,v,,
“ee v, ] WS E) — A IR 2 ) R AE 25 H] RY . d <n, X Y={y .y y)s¥ =V'x, A LLFRAR N 1E
BRHE 25 (B P B AR A P O A V i d D RS R R v HA.
1.1 FE%& &N (LLE)

LLE B354 T 3 MR

Step 1 i+ﬁ§&jﬁiﬁzlg% X EP X H/‘J k /I\ngjjijlihj_:_ll {xil s Xin "'.9xik}’ ;H\:EP k ﬂ‘jj‘ﬂ:l’?gﬂgﬁﬁo

Step 2 i o 7 SR 25 RN (1) R SO FEAS A 1Y Jm) 8 Hi g A B W

e(W) = 2 ‘x, — ZJW,»jxj ’

QY]



7ol A A T AR AR BRI 7 k0 A £ 4 N B 115

A ZW,, =1, 8 x;, & {x1,%X,,x; ) B, W, =0,
Step 3 il i i /NME U 2O K BT A B RE AR 55 DA i 2 2 () e S B IR 2 s (o] P o RS SR 4o

N £
yi — ZW”_)’,
=

aw:Z
AR (2R x, R d e m b y, . 2[R I 2 Ey =0 LI & %YYT:I HKARUER (2) A ME—
i, HIE Rayleitz-Ritz "R M=T—W)"(U—W), -
1.2 M KRS E

BU=[U,; | AEMSEERE, b i=1.2,c.j=1.2, N, HFEUPHITR U, £xHj A
WGRREAXT T8« AR 3 B U, 2005 2 203, O A~ 41

>u, =1 (3)

i=1

2

(2)

0< DU, <N 4

CIRYSBu NTTRCI 2 S & E2IFEY 2

Step1 AL —A NX N W EH R, B HGBIRFEAE X={x .x,, -, xy}.x, € R J1E
BB x, BN ox; BEARAR N Z R B RR R .

Step2 KL BR 1 A3 B N XN BE 2SR M X R BT R B O J09F K PR IR B R I 1 R — 5
B B A7 IR (A /N B R HES

Step 3 SRIEER I . MIEXGOIFE j MEARRSE i RWRIEE.

_— 0.514+0.49 X (n; /b i T 5 Fii@2ey) (5
0,049 X (ny /B HoAl

Aoy ROREE AN b A ROE BB A SRR T8 R EURFEA DR
2 EMHBRNESER

BT PCA S3LJE — P T 2 Jm 45 09 45 5 00 J5 ik AN e R BUBCHS BEAS A5y Ry R 45 4 (5 5. Tl LLE
TR I 3 o 08 i PR A Bl A AR S R M R R AN RE R I 4RI R AR R R R SR B . BRI A 3
FIH PCA Fl LLE WP, 45 G B0 S I8 B2 L 3 il iy 38 BOW) 42 =) 5 22 161 S 8001 JRy BB G “B I ok R &2 )= 5
JRFEBIE AR A K5 . ZYHSRAE T FDEP H bR eR 800 0 Ak 1] 8130 o 4z 4% B9 B 9fe 7 1k g k. FDEP H bR
PRAL ETE S LT 3 A R L
2.1 EHBIMENETEN

B Jy BB d /N AN B IE T 43R 4 0okl R  BRINTE

Step 1 JFE A MNAAE ARG &L x, 19 2 MRS BRI MRS (xa o x0.0x, s

Step 2 i iof fe /)N HE AL 1R 22 50 (6) 1A H g R AE A S x, AU W = [w; ] vnso

minf, W) = > [x = ey, |
36D A /N E A R 22 AT AR a5 R

N N N N N

2 2 .

t=]x = Dwr | = | Dw x| = D @ —x) D —x) = D) w6
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1 =1

=1t

(6)

D)



116 HIEREEH LA Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 33,No. 1, 2018

S G, = (x, — x,) T (x, — x,) BRI Gram il Beft R B w, T LUE R RS w, — 1 KRN
SRR F
2 (Gl) /‘11
2 2GH

T4 Step 1 Al Step 2 J5 8 FIALEHLE W= [w; ] vove
Step 3 HHEABIBIAUE wf

w; (8

. ufJW IS {x,l s Xjo 7"'7x;/;}
wf =
0 HoAty
0.5140.49 X ()
Hrruff =
n;
0.49 X (?)

Step 4 K¢ T A7 1 B AE AR A N e S5 A 2 R AIE 5 1) b AR AR <o)+ 3 WO 2R 1 Sy dee /A X
(9)’5}‘_{15" yJO

2

min J,,(Y)zﬁ)uy,— ﬁ]wij,. (9

LI+ 2 C9) fl TR 4 R RG-S B Y — VX i
1 =3 |y Dwety [ = D (.~ Dewiy) (00— Dwiiy)' | =

D) (r = Dwly,) (v — Dwhy,) ) =t YT — W) A= W)Y} =

i=1

Y (I—WT (I — WYy =tr (VIXMXV) (10)
AP M=Ud-WHTUT-W),
2.2 BHERBAFE
HC BB K 2R U 10 L 56
max/o ¥ = 3 5, — 3] (1
WA R Y —VTX. 5K (10) B4 i U B b 66T L fl

Je@ =Sy =3P =S Vi —x P = D {Vix, — 0, — 0 V) =t (VISV} (12)

N c Zuuff N
:T:EEP }Z%Z}’,’}:%ZIZHE, :%NST:Z(x; _i)(x;_})-r ﬂﬁé}%m‘ﬁ%%ﬁ[@?o

i—1 Z}uw i—1
2.3 FDEP #Nj
i3 AR 2. 1 P S SR R R IORE T (WD 2. 2 i B R A R IO T (V) AT LR #
— AR T Ve BRI PR T T (W) o T 6 (V) F0245 JE 55 A R fiff T fie 1 i)
min tr{V' XMX"V}
max tr{V'S;V}
s.t. VIXDX'V =1

(13



7ol A A T AR AR BRI 7 k0 A £ 4 N B 117

i 2 (13) 1] LA £, FDEP 535 AR A RE fie KAk R 3 45 R AR 55 22 1) 14 B 35, b BB £~ 7 05 40 B0 B AR A
ZENAERE R . T2l LDA w300 /NFEAS ) 8, 20 (13) 1] ARG Ak i DA R % X
min tr{V' ((1 —a) XMX" —aS;) V) (14)
s.t. VIXDX'V =1
K« (0 <<a<<1) NPHESE AT LI H Lagrange 5005 R ff pe =X (14) e /Mb [m] &, B

Tavtr{VT((l *a)XMXT *asy-)v, *l,(v,TXDXTv, — 1) }*0 (15)
dL(V.,A 2
AN ((7 ) io’ El%[l

[A—a)XMX" — oSy |v. =A4,XDX "y, (16)

KA v, 53508 X (M — (L) X" F1 XX PR AEAE S HEXF R B R AR R & o BT LA Ve =Ly svs sy
v ] 0 L3 W HRRAE 5 FE 43 R B AT d A B ZNFRAE 7] o 2H R .
3 FAEAEENHEXESHT

ok % FDEP By %, 7] I i FDEP B3k JE X 15 LLE 1 NPE 83k 45 8 #1400, (52 S 2R
[, Fi4alitie LLE,NPE #il FDEP &y 2 8] () A1 56 4
3.1 LLE 1 NPE &% tEE M50

NPE &k 2% LLE Bk 2 tfb . LLE B4 F 3 pg M B HE AR A BE A @ i A . X2 T
LLE 53 AUAE XAE W AR A2 . AE R, NPE 205 W 5E LR I 25 550 40 KL 7 48 ) 3t B 48 R A 45

E.
7 LLE B3k AR XMX ' 2 0 & A RO FR Y 4R B s

YY' =I=>V'XX'V=I (17
LB AR Vol DL AL (18) 7321
min tr{VI XMX"V} (18)
RIS A 2 (L) B ) SCRF AR T3 AR T o A S5 /0N 18 AR5 AU L P X 97 F) R i 1) 2wl AR B BB V.
XMX'V=2XX"V (19

3.2 NPE #1 FDEP XX E S
FEDP 59k [a] i 0 47 42 5 7 22 FR) A 4R i A o DR G BVACHIOBE R IS S i m] A5 i T B =

_ 1 - N I I R
ST*2NN,Z;("1 x)(x, — x,) Nx(l Nee' ) X (20)
FEDP 5 it a] LS B0 R A 20 g fe /b i 1) i3
, Lo 1\ gt
V";Il)’iyl‘?:’tr{v x<(1—a)M+a(N2ee Nl))x v} (21)
H kA
XMX v, =2,XDX ", (22)
:—cﬁ':F':M:(l—a)MJra]\N/I,]\N/I:%eeT—LNIO W =0, D=1 ,NPE &2 FDEP & 3 — 1)

3.3 LLE,NPE 71 FDEP E £ HXx Mo

NPE 58 3 ) A i 2 LLE 823 iR fk . i FDEP 5535 & 42 Js PCA B3k R R LLE Bk 4h & .
R (22) o M AL Er I M AELE AR R RO VE BT L IR B M7 A2 42 )R 9 15 8. . FDEP 50353 & J= R 427 19 1%
SR ) i1 GA T HEF 19 7 s g — B R R . FDEP S33% [ LLE 330 NPE Sk B HIr 0 &



118 HIEREEH LA Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 33,No. 1, 2018

T R ) 4
T

J T B BT 9 FDEP 83 5 PCALDA,LLE #l MMC %5 5% 32 () 43 25 1 B v fE . /3 91 78 ORL,
Yale Al AR A5t AN FUGRE b3EAT S8 . BT A 53030 249 R R TG B B9 0k 8 5t RO 0 400 40 2R 28 ik A7 4 2%
FH PCA Bk sk ¥, PR F5: 29 98 % iy & Rk & . SR 3 855 . HP PC, CPU 24 Inter Athlon(tm) 64
Processor, N 7% 2 GB,Matlab 7. 01b,

4.1 ZWigit

(1) ORL Fr#E AJG E (http://www. uk. research. att. com/facedatabase. htmD) E3L45 400 7% AJG
G340 AA B BN 10 8BS . K/ A 56 X 46 JREE . 18 1 J& ORL bR A P2 2o — A4~ Ay 10
i 1152

Bl 1 ORL b A P o — A B 3K 8]

Fig.1 Ten sample images of one person on the ORL face database
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Fig. 4 Average recognition rates of FDEP versus the corresponding varied dimensions
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