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Abstract

Most of the existing low-rank representation algorithms directly use the original data matrix as
the feature dictionary, but the redundant features and noise information in the original data may
cause the algorithm to perform poorly. In response to this situation, a low-rank representation
algorithm based on the latent feature space is proposed. The latent representation of the original
data is learned through an orthogonal dictionary, and then the latent representation is used as a
dictionary for low-rank representation learning, so as to avoid the adverse effects of the original
data.
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1. 518

B AL 2 TR R RAMBL A BORIHED , NATTERIUE BT B SRE R IR 98 . (E R 3R AT IR 1
PR € Bl iy AT 2 BT B 2 S 00 MR B AR i ey T A DAEEAT N ARV o AEIXFP R By n s i)
O, RARH, AT EALRE B e R — 2R 55 . ENLER =TT, XARIEII AR R I 25
Ha e R I AR T & R R, IR TR

CORBURE” BRI R HES T R AR AR BERE SR, R AR R 1 e R A T AU T AR
Z—o MAREEAFEENELE, WHREARRERE N, B B Y N B Tl s 3] 5
SEUF IR AL o SR, e 4R AR [RIRE A oK T SRVE R AR PE SR T, ARG BB 10 2 (R R AT i X L A
1M H3E 75 ZEAE SRR I (R BEAT AL Uk, ™SI 2) 7 SRR, 5 A 0 I AR 2 25 S
I PR EOR LEEG™ M IR I 5. AN, mEBER R EFE RS, HIAEHKERIURKHE, &
ZHR 7 K B T A RE AR AR T A0 55 (SRR IR B & IR & (e 7 B ) R S LR, R i 7y
T RIRR RS2 SR AR OR BB e G R B A (KB #EAT 7 b, ARCRARTT i Bl FIUR
RFALE R P A0 PO A7 A A DL ) 31— DN B AR (ML o DM ook — R, AR ol 2 i i xe cdi
BEATBRAE, SR D B RATOME R RSB E ST oM, ALY 7 A7 il s (A AR BRI [A], i HLRT DL
2B EPRNOR  7A [R) A 2R Dy — R e i B B2 5 2% T JETRT R R R T ) i T T A
H RS GRS FIAE R B, S m R (AR ZE 72 18] (R, 45 8 B IR AE 52 11 [R) I Ok
E B ARG

IEAEARIMIL T VR 2 R T2 () 2 2 050 e RAR R R TR 1 T BUR A T S A FE At g
e, T SEWFFEMRIE  (ER K2 BRI T i B R IR AR el A R 5 R AT 2 20 1, 3
FERSEI 25 BURRIEE b2 2 B IR a6 88l th AR5 B IR . TR I TRV AN R, S H 3 T8
FERS AL 2 (8] R AR R AR T i

2. BERW
2.1 HXEZE

48 IR R IEFEBE X =[x, Xy, %, [ e R™", Hepgil i x, R — M4 WHMERR R R vk
(Low-Rank Representation, LRR) [1]fR AT LU0 T H bx sk $k s :
Z|.+2[E[,, st. X =XZ +E (6]

minZ'E|

SO, Z e RO NERRYERE, BN, ||, B, 08, JEATLAS] SRS, LRR S5
A5 BRI AIE My, SEIE EUARHE AT A, SR 5] — A B IRRR A R (0 3 A
3 Z 395 T AR RE A 2 O RBLEE 6 2R T PR T B T B0
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2.2. HESIN

TE—MIEDLR, LRR HyEAT DU AEE SRR . SR SEPR A, 52 2% AR RN A 2545
PRI Z Rz, FAPTAS B R 8 A6 & TURFFEAE (5 B . Bt LB B2 SR UG R A 40 PR AR R 7 3,
SRR RN REE R IE 22 B AR R R . sk, FRATHE I R 2R (8] 2 2] TV,
SR I A A7 T S -

X =PHX +E, stP"P=1I )

Hrp PeR™ O HIER T, HeR“™ NHEHMME, E NEMIRZE. @diXF TR, FRATAT IR ERHE
PEEN, FOIREHRAENE H, MRS SRR RHERTEE SRR HX o IXFE AT DU A3 TE 7R R AR AE 2 UHb OR B
BRI 2 BRI ISR IEME A E R E .

W, WSS ITE, I8 HX AEARET 3, AT DAAS 315 T3 A 5 1A IR R
771 (Low-Rank Representation Algorithm Based on Latent Feature Space, LRRLFS), H: H bRk %A -

en 2 2+ A HX]E + 2 (i, +El,. )
st. X =PHX +E,HX = HXZ+E2,PTP =
FeAt | HX 7 A EILTR, 7 T AT DU I A B IS TE R RO W e, 5y T LA
iRl RibuE e

2.3. EZbiwk

AR H bR R 3) HEA R — AN AR I B (H2 AT DR A2 B 4 s /M (Alternating Direction
Minimization, ADM) [2]#7F5k%f Fdb A7 fiat. &5k, SIS R A K kA8 Z M HX . B4 H
i ek gl A S A

min Z

©)

Minp 1 2, ey P+ ATHXE + 22 (|El, +Eol,, ) @
St.X =PK +E,,HX = HXZ +E,,P"P=1,J = Z,K = HX

e, AR B (@) A s g% B H i) (Augmented Lagrange Multiplier, ALM):
£(P.H,Z,E,E,,J,K)
=[] + A HX[E + 2 (|E, +Eoll, )+ (¥ X - PK - E,) )

+®(Y,,HX —HXZ —E, )+ ®(Y;,J —Z) + ®(Y,, K —HX)
st.PTP=1

Heo(,) E@EX%@(A.B):%"B"i +Tr(A™B) o A FoRFME I HIREL o> 0 NIETIA 7o BATHT LUK

LG AZA T, JFE T E AR R R AR X2 UOENZ )R, RS R
AU B AR R T
1) PobER: [ bR, SR P.

P =argmin, ®(Y,,X -PK-E;) st.P'P=I (6)
SEH 1 T R/ME i ming [A-BC[. stC'C=CCT =1, HEmLMMHC =uvT, Hhu MV 5

SFE A BT A #E4T A 548 2 ## (Singular Value Decomposition, SVD)Z i 1) 75 45 77 S 4R [
WA e 1[3], AKX (@) FH AR
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P" =argmin, ®(Y,,X -PK-E,)

—arg minP%Tr((X ~PK-E,) (X -PK —El))+Tr((X ~PK —El)TYl)

- arg minpgTr((x ~PK —E, +Y,/u) (X —PK - E1+Yl//,z))

. ()
=argmin, %"X ~PK—E +Y, /4|
=argmin, %"(X +Y,/u—E))- PK"'z:
=argmin, %“(X +Y,/u-E) —KPT 2F
SRJEIEIE SVD F3EI K (X +Y,/u—E) =UsVT, FIf UMV RKHEH P:
P=[uvT] ®)
2) H B [EHMbArE, S H.
H™ =argmin, ®(Y,,HX —HXZ —E,) + @ (Y,, K = HX )+ A4 | HX . 9)
FA TR EROQ)S H R T BN Z,  H AT AAS 21 Fdse /N 1) 8 0 A«
HY = (4B, =Y,)(1-2)" X+ (uK +Y,) X7 [ X (20 =27 =2 4227 ) X x| o)
3) Z W [HE HARALE, T Z.
Z" =argmin, ®(Y,,J -Z)+d(Y,,HX —HXZ - E,) (12)
FA TR ERQLR Z R T HF BN FRT AAS 2 dw /M I 8 R A -
z'=(1 +xTHTHx)’1[(J +XTHTHX —XTHTE2)+(Y3+XTHTY2)/,uJ (12)
4) E DR [l HAbAR S, R E.
E, =argming Al Ell,, +®(Y,, X -PK - E,)
: 1 (13)
= argming "2, + 516 ~(X PRy /)
E, =argming, 4, |E,|,, + ®(Y,,HX —~HXZ - E,)
_ 1 (14)
=argminy, %||E2||2'1 +3]E: - (HX - Hxz +Y, u)
S 452 B, Wmin | A, +7|A- B} MORGLAR AT 1935 1 91T LR
Ii51,], -
A e, i8], >«
A _ i Ll 15
(AL =1 el (15)
0, otherwise

MRAESIE 1, FATA LMRIKER E, M1 E, .
5) J R [ HARAR R, HOHT J.
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J" =argmin, |J

L+ D (Y,,]-2)

—argmin, [|J *+§||J ~(Z2-Ys/u): (16)

= argmin, %"J I. +%||J -(z —Y_,)/y)"zF

FATTAT LA FH 7 S48 B4 S0 (Singular Value Thresholding, SVT) [4]502: i S UM I *
‘]*:®1/ﬂ (Z _Ya/ﬂ) (17

Horh @ FoR SVT Bk 51 .
6) K IR e A&, FH K.

K™ =argmin, ®(Y,,K-HX) (18)
AR ERABYK K R T I B AT, AT LAAS 21 H d5 /M 0] 85 i -
K =HX -Y,/u (19)
7) BRI H TR T A IR AR N AR

Yl:Y1+Z—$:Y1+,u(X ~PK-E,)

1
YZ:Y2+§T£:Y2+;1(HX—HXZ—E2)

: (20)
Y, =Y, +£—Y+ (J-2)
3=y 3t H

3

oL
Yo=Yy s =Yoot u(K-HX)

4

BT, AT PAAS 3] LRRLFS Hykan T :

3% 1: LRRLFS ik
BN URRHERFE X, B2 A FIEARRE H 4L k.
BIgatk: H =argmin Tr(PT(-Z)P),stP'P=1, Hrh X FR iy 24 P=0; E=0; E,;=0; J=2=0; K=HX; Y,=0;

Y2:0: Y3=0; Y4=0: p=1.09; ;1:10’6: 61104; maXﬂ:].an
while not coverged do
1. MR8 1~6, % P,H,Z,E,E,,J,K ;

2. WURBIE T, THYY, V.Y,
3. Mg g2 =min (pu, max, ) EH 5

4. KRR P R AL
IX ~PK ~E,|, <6[HX ~HXZ ~E,| <e.Jd - Z|, <e[K — HX]|, <

end while
M. P, H, Z, E,flE,

3. SKRSrHR
3.1 WIRERETRALTE
(ERESI AL 4 A HEla e 28 L LT B 7 Q0 R
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Yale B 4l ££[5]1H1 2414 5K, 38 AR AN B 2. B— AR KA E 63 kA FEDER AT
IR RG BR o I — K R #0052 21 7 AS RIS E 14 R SR RS2 AR o BRATTH X 6 [ 1 S 460 Bl K
FEEI R, NG N RAE N 32 x 32 BREMIER . & Ja R H IR 1024 4L 1) 51 7] & 1 HE S AR FE .

PIE $(HR4E[6] L7 41,368 5K, 68 MRAMIANRE k. ik R TARMERZ T, Hha
4 FIOAFIRNG, 13 FORFEILRHE, 43 PRI GRS  FRA TR X L8 ] 3 e s FE I, SR 05 R
32 %32 BRI FJaH ALy 1024 415 ) & I HE S BURFIEHE FE o

AR HHRA 7] 5k 4000 5K, 126 MBI AREGE F . XEE FE# L2 IEmES MG, H2h
AR RS, eI FIE S P () AN SR BE) o FRA TR IX L ] 1 3 3 A B2 18 s AR5 T SRAE D 40 x
50 1 Z M. BE g AL A 2000 4 (1) 41 [A) B - HE B BURRAE AR R o

COIL20 ##a4E[81 4 1440 5Kk 20 NRAMIE v o Hoh AN en— 3G 72 skintdmEAH 2 5 FE 32
x 2 G HIKEE o AR ALy 1024 41 51 1) 58 - HE B R P

SFFERN ¢ IARFRSERE T, IRATEBSEIAT ¢ NMRENEIE 74, JEEE LK 30 KICEH
VENIRALER . M BdRE R apln s 1 fs.

(d) COIL20 %4k

Figure 1. Image examples of different data sets
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3.2. XTELsCIE

FAIRHA Accuracy (ACC) [91F fE ki S SLIR &5 AT A RUNME. 4h0E % » 2 g, T 43 BRI B (1) LS
FREFITIMIRZS . ACC HIE XA -

n

Zé(gi,map(li))
ACC= T ——— 1)

Hep, n RpRFEAS. MHEMN Y p=qhif, 5(p,q)=18. HN5(p,a)=0. map(l,) lyEHmitmt, H
AT LCREREAS B FRIIRR 25 1, IS5 368 B e A 25 . — R Kuh-Munkres Agorithm [1015K-F-#& s £
{14 B i il S5 R K

XFHSRIR A5 A% 1~4 FiR. WAPFAHMERIL, LRRLFS SikAE T 12 TR R LA 5
SRR R RAER I . XY LRRLFS SLKIE I W AERHER R, U8 1 S5 0R 25080 vh ) TU AR R AR A e 5
FE . ARG ISR NIRRT I 7, SRA5 BT M SRR 45 (3 R B %

Table 1. ACC of different methods on Yale B data set
= 1. Yale B ##E# L R REIE R ACC

c LRR LatRR NSLLRR DGLRR NNDGLRR LRPP_GRR PLrSC LDRGC LRRLFS

#2 99.22 99.22 98.20 99.22 98.16 98.44 99.22 80.47 97.51

#8 78.68 80.00 76.36 78.65 80.65 83.98 82.85 37.31 91.42
#14 78.39 77.20 75.86 80.40 77.96 88.55 81.31 31.18 90.30
#20 74.70 73.08 73.60 77.81 79.38 71.87 79.28 34.39 86.71
#26 76.07 74.93 72.69 76.67 75.55 72.90 76.98 32.38 75.14
#32 74.70 75.99 69.43 74.92 75.82 66.40 74.96 33.55 78.48
#38 71.30 73.69 71.22 71.14 74.87 66.20 74.30 33.06 75.34
Avg. 79.01 79.16 76.77 79.83 80.34 78.33 81.27 40.33 84.99

Table 2. ACC of different methods on PIE data set
%2 2. PIE HiiE&E E REE LM ACC

c LRR LatRR NSLLRR DGLRR NNDGLRR LRPP_GRR PLrSC LDRGC LRRLFS
#4 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
#12 89.68 88.49 76.98 91.67 78.17 96.43 74.05 80.16 97.32
#20 81.19 88.57 86.19 92.62 87.86 95.71 76.64 .85.48 96.24
#28 77.21 73.13 86.91 92.69 85.03 92.35 78.78 85.54 93.12
#36 68.92 68.25 76.59 87.83 85.32 92.06 82.84 84.13 93.45
#44 71.86 74.68 80.2 84.42 87.12 93.72 89.15 83.87 94.36
#52 71.25 74.08 74.18 88 82.69 97.25 91.38 85.81 98.22
#60 65.87 69.76 78.73 85.56 85.24 97.62 88.53 85.48 98.63
#68 65.27 64.29 85.08 88.1 82.7 97.91 87.13 83.54 97.98
Avg. 76.81 77.92 82.76 90.1 86.01 95.89 85.38 86.06 96.59
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Table 3. ACC of different methods on AR data set
% 3. AR IR E R RIE AR ACC

c LRR LatRR NSLLRR DGLRR NNDGLRR LRPP_GRR PLrSC LDRGC LRRLFS
#15 76.51 77.21 74.87 78.46 77.95 73.59 77.4 60.51 80.26
#30 74.29 76.86 71.92 74.17 77.41 73.33 73.88 55.77 77.62
#45 77.14 77.16 76.15 77.72 75.48 76.75 75.8 55.04 78.21
#60 78.72 77 74.74 78.12 75.74 75.00 76.08 59.74 79.36
#75 77.53 77.13 74.24 77.94 74.69 75.08 73.92 56.13 78.67
#90 78.33 76.08 75.47 77.12 74.23 74.62 72.7 57.01 78.94
#105 76.08 73.58 73.52 76.67 72.88 73.26 75.27 51.9 77.54
#120 76.09 70.04 72.08 73.79 70.29 73.11 72.65 49.49 74.17
Avg. 76.836 75.63 74.12 76.74 74.83 74.34 74.71 55.70 78.10

Table 4. ACC of different methods on COIL20 data set
52 4. COIL20 #iB&E LRI AR ACC

c LRR LatRR NSLLRR DGLRR NNDGLRR LRPP_GRR PLrSC LDRGC LRRLFS
#4 68.4 62.85 63.89 69.44 81.6 96.53 89.17 84.72 98.15
#6 76.85 75.93 75.93 77.78 58.8 90.97 90.25 80.35 92.36
#8 74.65 82.12 81.94 78.3 73.96 77.26 89.41 75.35 93.41
#10 62.92 68.33 68.89 65.83 75.42 80.97 81.14 80.28 91.64
#12 68.17 68.75 59.95 62.38 69.33 83.91 83.7 83.56 92.75
#14 66.77 46.53 51.29 54.46 70.44 86.01 84.54 85.91 90.34
#16 65.71 60.93 62.59 67.71 73.52 87.76 81.87 87.67 91.74
#18 65.43 48.77 59.18 63.89 66.9 89.12 79.29 88.81 91.14
#20 64.58 60.28 61.88 70.21 74.93 83.75 77.02 79.24 90.47
Avg. 68.16 63.83 65.06 67.78 71.66 86.25 84.04 82.87 92.44

3.3. EMIREDR

AT B EMHER LRRLFS J7 AL I8 TU R FFAE A 75 (5 2 10 F Rtd, FRATIEEGT 2 Yale B
BRI A BT AL AL B . 50 2 Fron. AT LRI, AERHMER R 7 RE 0 R IG -
S8, MRZHHE SR T L,

Figure 2. Reconstruction error on the Yale B data set

2. Yale B 8% LHEMIRE
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4. ZRERE

BEXT LA ARAR 2R 7R 07 5 1) ELRAE T R AR Bd s A DR i 5 S it R el L, JRATTHR M 1 i IR AIE
A R RS Tk o LA — e R B30 A SR 4R J50di b T AR R AT 75 {5 80 57 2] o R BB R IR AR
o, NPT R RE . EACR AR, AT S AT VA 21 22 WL R4
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