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Abstract A kind of algorithm called Pairwise Constraint Projections inosculating Sparsity Preserving (SPPCP) was
proposed, which introduces Sparsity Preserving Projections(SPP) with trade-off parameter in the process of pairwise
constraint-guided dimensional reduction, preserving pairwise constraint feature and heriting the special character of geo-
metrical structure preserving and neighbor preserving from sparsity preserving. Experiments operated on UCI databases
and AR face database show that the algorithm inosculates merits of SPP effectively. Compared with the typical semi-su-

pervised dimensional reduction algorithms based on pairwise constraint, the algorithm can improve the accuracy and sta-
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bility of classified algorithms based on the shortest Euclidean distance.

Keywords Pairwise constraints, Sparsity preserving, Semi-supervised dimensional reduction
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Iris 4 150 3
Letter 16 20000 26
Vehicle 18 946 4
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Soybean_Large 35 307 19
Wine 13 178 3
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3 HFBEETE Iris A ERHER (VO vs HAKE

£ gl 30 40 50 70 80 90

SPP 12.38 1123 11.05  &.69 9. 00 9. 10

PCFP 5.00 5.55 4,85 4.19 3.58 4.10
SPPCP(0. 9) 5.50 5.27 5.15 4. 56 4. 36 4.10
SPPCP(0. 4.37 4,28 4.65 4.13 3.50 3.40
CLPP 6. 00 4.36 5.15 4. 50 3.93 3. 60

SSDR 5.88 4,43 4,80 3.94 3. 64 4,10
NPSSDR 5. 88 5.27 4,75 3.88 3.79 3. 67

F 4 BRERLE Letter LR REIRE QO vs BAKH

ik RAXE 20 40 80 200 400 800
SPP 81.60 69.38 63.93 48.53 35,20 25.80
PCFP 81.90 73.45 63.68 48.30 34.93 25.53
SPPCP(0. 9) 83.35 72.05 62.20 47.30 33.65 22.93
SPPCP(0. 1) 80.30 68.35 60.93 4593 31.40 21.78
CLPP 83,73 72,60 64.38 48.20 34.28 25,30
SSDR 81.90 73.45 63.68 48.33 34.93 25.53
NPSSDR 84.43 71.87 62.11 47.39 33.23 24,59
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i 20 40 80 100 200 400
SPP 57.08 46,35 37.05 37.68 33.80 29.90
PCFP 52.63 49.40 40.80 39,58 38.13 34.00
SPPCP(0. 9 65.43 49,15 45,93 3813 36.73 34.50
SPPCP(0. 1) 50,53 37.78 28.70 29.48 28.60 24.90
CLPP 48,98 41.05 30.58 30.05 29.30 27.60
SSDR 52.63 49.40 40.80 39.58 38.13 34.00
NPSSDR 58,85 43,08 31.48 30.47 29.07 26.90
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K3 40 80 100 200 400 800

SPP 58.80 52.15 43.68 27.78 24,98 24.98

PCFP 30.40 26.58 26.80 25.85 25.55 24.90
SPPCP(0. 9) 34.53  34.0 32,43 28,18 27.03 25.95
SPPCP(0. 1) 28.50 25,78 25.03 24.75 24.78 22.18
CLPP 45,35 36,08 37.35 33.93 32.10 29.63

SSDR 30.40  26.58 26.80 25,85 2555 24.90
NPSSDR 47.87 39.29 35,61 33.05 30.33 26,73
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e 20 40 60 80 120 160

SPP 49.33 36.00 27.67 20.67 18.00 11.00

PCFP 42.00 26.33 25.67 15.33 17.33 13.33
SPPCP(0. 93 81.00 72,0 50.67 50.00 34,00 22,67
SPPCP(0. 1) 40.00 24.33 22.67 15.00 11.67 10.33
CLPP 46,67 38,00 23.33 19.00 19.00 12.08

SSDR 42.67 25.33 26.00 18.33 19.67 17.33
NPSSDR 83.53 42,73 25,40 19,37 14,60 11.60

8 BB Wine LR ERE ) ve HASH

¥ RARH 20 40 60 70 80 90
SPP 33.20 19.02 19.83 19.31 20.26 15.50
PCFP 30.60 23.28 23.94 23.19 21.28 19.66
SPPCP(0. 9) 24,46 23,9 25,21 21,06 19.74 18.69
SPPCP(0. 1) 12.03  7.33 6. 57 6.30 6. 12 5.63
CLPP 22.44 16,39 15.72 15,05 13,42 12,78
SSDR 30.60 23.28 23.94 23.19 21.28 19.66
NPSSDR 15.68 9,13 7.37 6.62 6,17 6. 02

AR HEE 1) SPPCP0. D/ K45 R R WL T
SPP #1 PCFP, i SPPCP (0. 9)A—5&., 2)5 CLPP,SSDR #
NPSSDR #f 1, , SPPCP(0. 1) B4 ¥ {§ {4 4545152 &, SPPCP
0. DMARRERE . WITHE /N EESE 5 A SPP K4
H4E B AR KR T+ SPPCP By et fE .

4.2 AR A HIR®
4.2.1 ARAEE

AR ASRPEALE 4000 Z B A &, 4 126 A4, B4
DA 26 WA MR, 43 54 2 A ) B AT R 2
AHEIB B SRR 2 . AR A B AR A
BAERFIE KRR SRR RN &0 FiER, 24
Hi AR AP b — 2 AR FIREA

-

K2 ARM—HAREREA

4,2,2 F£®EE

¥ AR AR FEH AR BRI R 452 30X 30, AEA4
N PR B — & B B BIE NGRS, HARW
ABEBIERTHRE . AV SRR AR 15 BN AR EE

7 %% SPPCP #£ AR AR PR P4t 73 J5 M 88, N B4
AN B L(L=2,0) g B BAIE R INGE, B4 B E
TESCE I B RBIR R, FIALBREE 20 K, RAEHR
RIEFHE.

4.2.3 ZBERB 5K

IR IOHBRENSGHEARH T HEARBEBE AR
AR BB EE bR F 4R 8RR IR B X R 3 48R R, Rrh
RIRLA RN R B RHE S B TR/ B4 IR,

SHTAT LIS 4546 . 1D SPPCP (0. 1D 44 iR R B
/NF SPP #1 PCFP, 2) SPPCP(0. 1)1 SPPCP(0. 9) f 432
FERRALT CLPP,SSDR #1 NPSSDR, {H SPPCP(0. 1) B3
B, WIREREAREGEAESE I, SPPCP 447K T SPP &l
BARA B RPN,
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4
fiE
¥k BEXE 20 80 140 200 260 320 380 440 500 560 620 680 740 800
SPP 71. 10 55.72 50.74 47. 86 46.10 45. 33 44, 80 44, 36 43,63 43.28 43.29 43.14 43,03 43.01
PCFP 57.91 50. 96 49,23 48. 69 48, 44 48. 44 48. 44 48, 44 48. 44 48. 44 48. 44 48. 44 48, 44 48. 44
SPPCP(0. 9) 75.22 67. 49 48. 44 43.61 40. 70 40, 70 40,70 40. 70 40. 70 40. 70 40,70 40. 70 40. 70 40. 70
SPPCP(0. D 66. 65 43, 33 39.85 38. 69 38.10 38.10 38.10 38.10 38.10 38.10 38. 10 38.10 38.10 38.10
CLPP 50. 91 43.57 41.75 41. 35 41.19 41,19 41,19 41,19 41. 19 41. 19 50.91 43,07 41.75 41. 35
SSDR 64. 36 54.11 50. 65 48, 84 48, 44 48. 44 48, 44 48. 44 48. 44 48, 44 48, 44 48, 44 48. 44 48. 44
NPSSDR 48. 67 41, 67 41, 67 41. 67 41, 67 41. 67 41, 67 41. 67 41, 67 41,67 40, 56 40. 80 40. 95 40, 80
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i BEXE 20 80 140 200 260 320 380 440 500 560 620 680 740 800
SPP 56. 88 30. 67 23. 41 21. 54 18.91 18.56 17.19 17.04 16. 81 17. 00 17. 00 16. 35 15.70 15,58
PCFP 37.89 27, 85 25,32 24, 45 23.99 23.95 23. 80 23, 80 23,83 23.83 23.83 23.83 23.83 23.83
SPPCP(0. 9> 81.93 62.15 51. 64 35.03 23.11 21.24 19. 67 18.37 17. 46 17. 46 17.46 17. 46 17. 46 17. 46
SPPCP(0. 1) 47. 56 20.09 16.0 15. 16 14,63 13. 67 13.75 13.48 13.33 13.33 13.33 13.33 13.33 13.33
CLPP 50, 53 40, 30 38. 66 37.99 37.76 37.62 37.55 37.55 37.53 37.53 50. 53 40. 30 38. 66 37.99
SSDR 48. 20 30. 98 27.92 26,20 25.29 24, 68 24.22 23.87 23.83 23. 83 23.83 23.83 23.83 23.83
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