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Semi-Supervised Learning Methods

LIU Jian-Wei LIU Yuan LUO Xiong-Lin

(Research Institute of Automation s China University of Petroleum , Beijing 102249)

Abstract  Semi-supervised learning is used to study how to improve performance in the presence
of both examples and instances, and it has become a hot area of machine learning field. In view of
the theoretical significance and practical value of semi-supervised learning, semi-supervised learning
methods were reviewed in this paper systematically. Firstly, some concepts about semi-supervised
learning were summarized, including definition of semi-supervised learning, development of
research, assumptions relied on semi-supervised learning methods and classification of semi-
supervised learning. Secondly., semi-supervised learning methods were detailed from four
aspects, including classification, regression, clustering, and dimension reduction. Thirdly,
theoretical analysis on semi-supervised learning was studied, and error bounds and sample

complexity were given. Finally, the future research on semi-supervised learning was discussed.
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SSL 52 YA S A DL BEAT B 45

YT SSL Y BRSSO S B BT A A SC &
GiLiik SSL U5 ik B W 5T HE L Oy i — 2B IR A BE S
SSL B¢ F1 4 i 7 @50 28 5 — 5 1 B it A 3C
5 2 TR SSL Y B A & W I T A AR A IR
WA 5 3 RN 6 W BN BTk
U BRI A IR R SSL Jy k5 86 7 A5 xf SSL AT
g3 AT . 2338 SSL B il B 52 2% 1k R 22 B 5 5 8
TR BETTTT 1] 3 25 9 1 X4 SCHEAT R4S,

2 HWEE M

ML A7 5 it S A 25 7 1) 2 5 41 55

(1) WsBt 22 3] (Supervised Learning, SL) 4R 3 ki
A ARSI L={ (x5 31 5o (0 y) V52 2T A
B A BT s XY R T I 2R 51 ) e
SL 13 4% 43 2% (Classification) #1 [#] I ( Regression)
PIZRAE 55 7 P AR x, € R™ L ZRIRZE v, € {ar,
Cortorace)so; €N BIHHH T Ax, € R iy, €ER.
BAMRERMER SL J5 A 4 M A5 73 #r (Linear
Discriminative Analysis, LDA) | fii &% /> — 3¢ (Partial
Least Square, PLS) . 3 5 ] &= #l (Support Vector
Machine, SVM). K ji 4 (K-Nearest Neighbor, KNN),
FME DI -y (Naive Bayes) | 2 %5 #r 3 [9] 5 (Logistic
Regression) .7t 3K # (Decision Tree) FI1 £ ) 28 2.

(2) Jo Wi 2~ > (Unsupervised Learning, UL)
FIRTC AR AEE U= {x, . x, ) T & HE B
2 ) JX LI HARAE Y, = (919,17 2% T B 2
B2 A B AEAE11) 73 B A [R] 9 7 ( Cluster) 8 4% 21 5
2k iy A B PO AR 4 45 7. UL A 45 52K (Clustering)
FIRE4E (Dimensionality Reduction) W Z8{E %5. A
RFEHR UL kA K ¥ (K-Means) \ JZ IR K
(Hierarchical Clustering) . 3 {43 43 # ( Principal
Component Analysis, PCA) ., 8 & AH 5 43 #1 32
(Canonical Correlation Analysis, CCA) . 2% If 45 1F
W5t (Isometric Feature Mapping, ISOMAP) | B #
L E# A (Locally Linear Embedding, LLE) 1 J&#F
R (Locality Preserving Projections, LPP) 4.

TEVFZ ML 4 52 BRI b 40 R 5853 28 SCA
G328 VLR P A R AR B RE TN L R L E
SRIE 5 AL B TSR A PR A o7 AR 45 B # E)
T 1) JC AR 2 1) R 401 H 5 S P R R I A B &
o By 5t HH IR KA SE 5 d R AT AN TARIC A fiE

FHEVA RARE R REAS . dhy )™ A 1 D 8 1A 2K A
2 1 R A S R B TE 2 bR 2 AR TR A AT] 2%
TR R Y JC 2 HR 28 I RE I A BT R AT AR 25
A REAS Fp— i I ok BE 7727 ) L W B RE X =7 ) 1R fiE
B BCHE A b gt AR T SSLEH A 1 R
SSL i 1 B0 A0 BT A IR 2% ) AR R T SLY
B 77 AL Al ) AN AN UL A B 1 A i 45 ) L.
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2.1 FBEBEIMANEARRLE

SSL /W5 I s AT LAGE 3 2 20 48 70 AR
X—WF, BT B Y 2k (Self-Training) | B i 2%
(Transductive Learning) . 4 Ji% 2 # B ( Generative
Model) &4 2 77 1. Scudder'®  Fralick'™ F1 Agrawala®
P ) A I 2507 % 2 B R TS 2R AR 4 1 RE B T
SL W75 ¥, %5 E 2 T W AE R a — R il 4t
e iz M SL J7 ik o b —Rebric a5 R & L m)
FEGIFIE bR 2 — B M A B Y I R A S,
B AERNg R R E C. XA 7k m A
J2 TR AL R A A ) R BE AR T Py AR A G SL
Jik s il RE s R EUE R I R B A S e
i1 Vapnik T 1974 42 8. 5194482 > (Onductive
Learning) A [] » B 427 2 FF5000 24 1if 1l 25 540
TR Hh TC AR 2 0 A 91 1Y) 28 b 2 T A 4 T o
FEAZS (A1) LR FL. Cooper 48 A4 Hh 1 A= B
SR BRI A= B ESCHRE 4 AR 38 %8 188 ek 80k 22 T 00 A
BLRY, FA AR 2 10 AR 2 F1 TG 28 8 28 19 A 491 Ay 1 1%
BB b 2800 J5 sk, Shahshahani #1 Landgrebe
WX R 2 B 43 1 3 S e B 4528 2 41 45 - Miller
Fl Uyar 3 — F 5% HE . X — B 89, McLachlan
S5 NWEFE T 26 b 25 04 R 014k 31 28 A 2R 2 1 0 001
(Fisher Linear Discriminative, FLD) #i ) {4 ] &t

X SSL#EFE RN 1 20 4 90 AEARAE TR T A
PR RIS Y B DL B B AR TR AL SO 4 SR
THEAILILSE b B I 9 A e L {2k T SSL Y Kk e
I T P E I 25 (Co-Training) Fl 5 5 3¢ # 1) 5 Bl
(Transductive Support Vector Machine, TSVM) %
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BTk Merz % NM7E 1992 442 T SSL i A~ R
WL IR E R SSL I T 28 R . % Shahshahani
Ml Landgrebe" JEFF T X} SSL (55 Y[R VI 25 )7
P Blum A1 Mitchell™™ $2 4, 35 F 7 [A] 4 40 &
R PIA AN F I 2% 2 0L 4 1 I RREAS 1Y) A5
Vapnik fil Sterin®® & 1 7 TSVM, A F 1l i+ 2K 45
S 26 P T eR B O TR TSVML, Joachims™'*
BT SVME )53, De Bie fl Cristianinit "4 TSVM
JRORA 2 2 7 BRI [) RN T A7 K M.V 2R R E
HF 589 B B i KB i (Expectation Maximum , EM)
55 HE &R (Gaussian Mixture Model, GMM)
MGG M A SSL Jr i, Blum 2 AN H
T /L (Mincut) , 15 YR B8 B2 T fif ok SSL
. Zhu % AU 42 M 4 9 R eR 535 (Harmonic
Function) #1500 & £ 85 HIOUE 047 & 2 1% 22 E .
i1 Belkin &8 A" 42 W 1 35 8 1E W 4k % (Manifold
Regularization) ¥ i JE 2% > i AR ] T+ SSL 4 5t
Klein 48 AW £ W5 AN T R0 2 WaBt I g 2 &
DR ) Y

B 5N B3 1 B e BT 75 A S5 B X SSL Y 4 )
PEREHEAT T 43 BT, Castelli 1 Cover™ £ it A\ 155 i 1
B A TC R B R RIS T — BRI 2K
PRAERIREAS , J8 i S 0 B UE W T A TJC 2R AR 4 B RE
550 TCBR A B0 R AT U TR A A Y 4 S R
225 DL 48 BT 2P 0 85 2 DL et 5 XUR:. Sinha
1 Belkin'™ \HIE F0F 5% T 24 45 RS 58 35 B £ )
TR 2 I AE ) %) 2% 2] 1 e 7 A 19 5% h. Balcan Al
Blum"*' L % Singh 45 A" FIME S 1 B 1E 8 (Probably
Approximately Correct, PAC) & 1 K 25 7 B i5
SR T T HFN TR SSL ik agERe. A T ik
A TG 28 s 25 A A e s 5 By MC g 2 > 1 B 1) A 2 P
PR #L. Balcan % A" EBE AW T E S MIE 4
B IR PAC 27 2 HL UM L 58 43 DU AR (R s B
55 1 AR, o 2 DA B ] I 25 3% AR 2. Goldberg
A Zho* U6 3T B SSL 3 1% 26 43 9% ) i
HEIY T JCHE AR 25 I A 0] fiE 6% ol i 27 ) PEfiE. Leskes
Wi B2 B[R] I 2R 0 AN TR 2 2 HLAE A ) i 4 5 Il
ZRE AR B B0 45 R — Bk, I 2R R R =
W/

£ SSL BN — T TS S8 2 S 1 B T
2 ) F JCZE AR 25 19 6 {91 412 8 2 > Sk 000 kG 2 A
PO FE A7 2 7 i G BT K R Gk g SSL
7. Nigam 48 N4 EM RN 2 DLk 7 25 45 L 3l 3

AT 2 030 25 8 8 TC 2 b 25 I A 491 1) 52 e 42 5
TR UER R LR B 2R G T AR
A DU 74 22 98 /. Zhou Hl Goldman™ 2 1 T
P RV 0 SR AN 7 B 58 43 TUAR B AL &L i )
AN AR TR SR 1) 43 28 45 08 58 12 2. Zha 55 NP0 4R
T P TR 22 AR 2 TR) Y L T BT SSL 5 A
Zhou Fl Li™ #2147 HF 2 5 M SSL ik . FlHZ
AN2E L2 0] 22 Mok Btk SSL Pk fig . A R
T I R FE L IR B T I HLIIZ AR RE ). W
GNPV R UK IR R IR AT
KR T, B3R E T 5L M R K MERE. Xing 5F
NS G BE fE 2 2] 1 AR AT IR 2 L O S 56 16
B SO0 24 o1 B TG IR B B RE 4R R R S Y vE
P, Yu 58 N RER A AE B EIAME SR PCA BEEL 4
22 )R, LA AT R AT R M. Hwa 58 AP
¥ Egh 2 5 SSLAAHES & L $2 th — F 3k T b W) )1 25
f 2 Bl 2 W )i A O 0 SRR A R R % T 1
A LS /> K A AN T ARic &, Johnson #1 Zhang '
W TG 2 i 1Y TC B AL SRR T IR T RS A
P& 7 WO P fE. Mallapragada 48 A5 42 H — b
SSL Ayl HE SR, 42 % T A Jr 1k 1Y 4 2 k.
Shin 85 A48 H i PR B 1) 3 1] B O 5, B R T4
2J 1 fE. Shang 48 NV 4 —Fh By SSL id——
%5 — 1E N4k SSL J7 % (Semi-Supervised Learning
with Nuclear Norm Regularization, SSL-NNR) , f¢
[Fi) BN g8 R A IR 28 A0 A A i A 5L A BRI 2 o 45 A
5 BN 29 SR ) ] R Wang 558 W 48 4 OB0AS 5 (1) 35
T SSL J7 1 8 “AE S hR A5 A5 2 034 22 53 28 eh B
[F] Bf I Pk 2 2 ) .

bt SSL A M % J& . SSL B T fif Dk 5 B ]
L. 50 Yarowsky ™ F B ] 1 2 DT S 40 ST A 3t
AN T 1) 3 288 s o ) SR AT B, He v — > 43 2 e A
FASCA HRZ a4 B R 30, 55— A o0 e e B TIZ SO
rh At by B A 20 9 8 S s Riloff Al Jones™ ]
BF 2% 1 44 1) B iz in) H B A T 0, SE T OR) A
#9432 5 Collins Fl Singer ! [i] B 1| F 52 4 Y B
BRI S A BRI bR S ST X i 44 SEAAR Y S
FYu B AN SE T 6 R S ] B 4y 2 Li A
Zhou "Xt =Ny kAT T8 R IR % R AL
95 12 W T 1 085 A6 A T s Zhou S5 CH K W3 [n] 1
2 F MR K% s Goldberg Al Zhu'** Fi] I 3 F 1y
JPEE ARV T G 4 0y G n) L5 Chen 55 AN bR 28 15
2 T & R G Camps-Valls 48 A 2 L F
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PR TR B A% 2 2R 07 3 & 10 JHC B T A ke ol Ot 3 141
4108 ; Cheng % A7 —Fh JE o W 40 25 48
FRORL - 1 D0 A 5506 T T i o op SCSCAR g3 2K () R
Zhang 5§ NN B —Fh L B 0 Z 82 2] O ik
T4 T WA A0SR AF 58 5 Carlson 48 AWK A SSL
FHT AR 4 3B 531 o6 & 9 45 L 5 Guillaumin 25
N0 Z R3S SSL T T IR 4325 He ™Vl 2k i
T2 ]2 2] T B& A2 % s Balcan 88 AW I3 1 &
() SSL 77 2 A7 I 5 2 B8 AR Sk IR v iy B 4 R0 5
Wang %5 N5 $ o W8 8105 5 12 F b 3 R A
P A5 A6 2% i) L.

2.2 FBEEFIRBM/RIE

SSL A B AR T4 R A A, 2 R R AR G A
B, JC AR 2 (R 31 8 6% 15 1 ek 2 > PE R SSL
WM B A LR 3 4.

(D) F# B 1% (Smoothness Assumption). {if T
] 5 DX 3 ) 7 A B AR A 1 AR 8] 1) 2R A 2 A
ARt A0 3+ 24 TR 1 A 3] A0 ) 28 A DX b ) 3 3%
FE EATFEAR K B BE 2N A A 8] 0 28 45 255 A IR
b 5 25 S 5] 4 i KA DX R 23 O I B AT R S R
Z T AN,

(2) BB 1% (Cluster Assumption)* . 47
ARG TR — R EATER KRR T A
AR T B SR 28 33X AR 1B 18 45 A0 o SR AR 8 2 40 8
Bk (Low Sensity Separation Assumption) , Bl 432§
RS 1 52 2 o il i A DX T s £ 4 A 2
I DX 35 ) A A7) 3 38 ke 5 320 5 ).

(3) W I R % (Manifold Assumption)t%7, J4
e AR ik A IR 4R ST o 2 A ) TR 4E
T Y — A/ Ry B A8 B i B AT A AR A 28
bRk,

VFZ S I 98 4 W24 SSL A il 2 3 2 1 15 Bk
BRI BEAS T W I JC S AR 2 1O A 91 A8 AUAS RE X
> PERE R B SR VE L ST 2 Ak A ) R RE L B 3L
SSL Y PERE T B, (H 2k A — Lo 500 R B, 75— Su i
TR R 0 B A B R 5 O L T 2K A 4 Y R 151
A5 AT BE B E 2 ) PEfEY . 9] 4n, Shahshahani Al
Landgrebe 38 1 52 56 iF B 1 4] 1) FH I 28 b 25 1)
FEA9 35 Bl ek 2 AR 3 B 4 (Hughes Phenomenon) (fk
W G 95 16 K B BB — o RT3 AR AR 40 26K
J3E W6 & R AR AR R0 3G e 1 S B 4 L H 2 ]
I S 56 v S BT TG 28 R 4 R ) I AT 2 T 1
(1% 0. Baluja ™ FHAR 28 DU 307 43245 25 F0 B 37 i A

% DI M (Tree Augmented Naive Bayesian, TAN)
SRR BRI o R AR H R H h W fF e
Kb 2 ) ) B A % > 1k BB Y 1 0. Balcan Al
Blum™™ 4 H 25 V5 o8 B8 43 28 45 B8 106 AR 4 1) iR A G
FEHRAE AAE A 08 73 A o AHL I 3 B 7 % ) A 2 40 3 o7
> R RE.

SSL ¥ B 48 11 % ) B e 1 /A B 8 6 A i
(Transductive) SSLES HIH 44 (Inductive) SSL #§ 2K
B, HAHE SSL H Ak BRAE A 23 1] N 45 7 14 11 25 5L
i AN G Btk b A 208 25 1 A AS IS 28 4 25 1Y
FEHEAT N2 F50I0 VI 5 B0 A vh JC AR 48 1 R i 1Y
FEARAE s 9 SSLL Ak JURE S FEAS 23 (8] vp BT A 45 7€
R R [ ik ] I 25 K04 o A7 2R 05 2 i AR A
FNTC AR ZE RG] LA S A R0 I3 ] — e 2 47
YIZ AT I 25 B3 v TC 38 A5 4 19 A 9] 1 26 A
25 L S T A R 0 R ) ) 2R A 4

AT )2 2 5 SSL A] 43y 4 K26

(1) 2 s & /3 25 (Semi-Supervised Classifica-
tion) MM AR TE RS I RE B 1 B R U0 2 2 b
B BREAS ARG L AT 2805 2 AR A I 2545 21 Y
SRR PERE LY 2y K A RANA AR Y FEA N
AR B R 2R AR 2 v O BRES HUE v, € (o
€25t sCe ) sc; €EN.L

(2) 2 W5 [E]1H (Semi-Supervised Regression)!® 01,
TE T A AR B R IR Y A R AR
Fo A i s 00 AN A5 30 1 el U9 25 P BE T 4 1Y
Bl 4% b iy v BUEZE(H v €R.

(3) 2RI BRI (Semi-Supervised Clustering) %,
TEA AR I FEAS 15 B35 B T 4R 45% bk I Je 2R bp
WIS R WA R AR IR SRR BN
il

(4) W B4 (Semi-Supervised Dimensionality
Reduction) ", FEA45 HAR %5 BIREA {5 B B F 4% 2
e 2 i AR P I 2 5 A o ) I DR D A v 2 0
FI R AT 29 R (Pair-Wise Constraints) 1 45 #4 A~ 28, BJ
TE 725 2 25 0] W i e 1E 29 3 (Must-Link Constraints)
FR A 18] AV A4 25 (] v A BEAR G S E e 4 25 ) oo 2
1 24 7 (Cannot-Link Constraints) ) RE 4] 18 11§ 4k 2%
(i8] H B AR .

h AT S A 4 45 b SSL U7 i ik B
HR & 2 %F 2% B SSL J5 ik gE AT A 2K
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N A O 121 B e 5
i\ L) | il 5]
i 1 i g
i
HF| || By || T
B | |2y |2 TR | | e
st ||| |1 ||
s | i |77 s || e
i | || |15 || ik
%

3 FHRENSEXAE

B o 28 IR AU SSL A dR B L A [R) R,
A RARE MR B A L RIS 2 — 28, 5] AR
TR U= {x0x0, ) M T=
(R seee s ) R SAREEROREAR L= (G yy s
Gy o) PN JE B BRE S IO M 0 28 D7 vk v e L Il
A3 2 3 2RV RE T A0 Y 23 28 % DT T TC 2K b 2
AIREGI Y 28 bR 25, Hoh AR x € R™, B4R 48 v, €
{cracosrrscotsi=1,sloesltu, o ltutt,i
GREGIBR N ny0 = (T w DHREE G BCR A 2, =12
FER 2 B T A BT 2 R 5 % (Disa-
greement-Based Methods) .4 B 7 J7 : (Generative
Methods) . #] 5= J7 £ (Discriminative Methods) I
T E H )7 : (Graph-Based Methods) 28, T 1 43 1
Xf X JURN 5 vk #EAT 1R 5
3.1 EFERWAE

ML % 48 A7 g m] L] 22 5 X 56 s L
fiE. B0 7 ) 5L 43 2 8] b, ) AT DL T A o B
R TR 3, ] LR A 3 5 R AE 12 B AT L]
CT B A i a MRT 45 2 Fh B2 2 BUR HOR 0 o iR
ST B EAE . B T R S AN R A AR A TR T R
S JTA.

1998 4£, Blum 1 Mitchell"' 38 4 7 W5 [6] 1] 45
T anlEL 3 B b [R5 07 v B kAR 20 AR
N AR PR AR A1 P A [ 4 & (View) by

YR A5 20 S AN R 27 T B SR 5 X A4 2 2]
BLFIIN 62 b 25 14 R 191] 1) 28 b 485 o 4 > 27 2] BIL ik 4%
PRICES RS AR s AR R E AT TR R AR 2 A
— ML AR AR . XA IR E
PAHEAT BB R A5 1k A5 R X A T R R
PR B & F . (1) W 38 43 T 4% (Sufficient and
Redundant) % . B 45 & /& 0% K0 1 A S 05 26 1 B
A T B L1 R R A I 2R AT B BB AR 4 1 o
2L (20 Z b Sy AR B, BIVAE A A A 2 0 25 R 4%
PEASE T 55— LR 45 7 1 S bR 45

B3 ohIRN T kR =

VFZ TN G B o i f S ik W] 1 T
25 S0 7 I A AP, Dasgupta 58 M IS |5
BT 24 I 25 K 0 2 P 58 23 TU AR IR B I T 22
S 19 77 9k 8 3 ol R T [ B P A o L AE TG 26 A
ERIFED] b A — Bk ik 2 R KA A 2 AR o
RTINS R AT LAREAR 12 2 28 8. Zhou %8 A ik B
N GRS W L P FE 23 U A (BB I s B R 45 52
— A RARE REAS L L BE A A #E 1T SSL. Wang
FI Zhou' "™ FE AT T BRI UE B A0 S5 46 50 90F L FE I8 45 R
s R T 22 TR A SR A 2 A LA
o B P S A A AR A T G SCE

JUERT R INLEC &) Z N T2 9408
U AN GE T 2 0 BT L 4 R T U S L HR TE R
2R B I R I 8000 A A AN 6 L P FE 40 O
AABRBE. Pt WE S BT B B T WF 585 TR 19
MLIEL 7873 TUA B i BN 5 2 A DL BT SE 70 TU AR B st
(1 22 509 75 5. Nigam il Ghani' ™ fE AR BA 7847
TUARAL P Y 1) AL X 7 22 53 i) O I MO PR RE R AT T
HIF5E o a2 S U B K D R B30 BE AL 3 23 31 54~ 1R
PG T 22 5 0 5 1 O DR 20 2R AR BT AR 2000 4=
Goldman 1 Zhou'**! $ H{ e T 22 5 ) ek Iy v, 31X
ANT5 AN BN R R0 2 O P 58 o U R B T



8 1 XA A . 2 B2 ) vk 1597

WA SL J5 v B AR A =3 8] 43 3] — 4H %
W25 L3 o A8 R I R B A A ] X TG 2R AR A ) R
BIHEAT AR L. 2002 4, Abney™™™ 4 Hy — i i TG 2 bR
25 1 RE A 1 — SRV A R AR Y B AR L L TR i 4 SR
ORI T 25 S 0N S 5L 0 v AR AT Y A S ROR.
2003 4, Clark % A\ 2 (] 482 - 48 T0 e bm 28 1 B
B 1) B K — B0k 1 A 2 3 T 22 S I ki 7. 2004
4F, Zhou Fl Goldman™" 3 13 f Fi 22 /4~ [F] 28 B 1)
2 BN Z AT B B T 25 S N el ik Oy ik AT
TV AE—E R BT T AR AE P R I 2R 07 2510
B S5 A AR X A T B SR B A 27 S AL R
2] IR RE AR A A [ R A3 A A A A T B
Wil adh 72 FE AR K. O T Ml e X A [R) L 2005 4,
Zhou I Li™ 42 H 7 =)l J5 3% ( Tri- Training) , ] =
A5 BT AT U 25 e 4% SR e 28 1Y O <X Rl 445
B bRIC AR B W R P A 22 S WL A — A o2 pr 4
R A 13 P 000 235 SR AR ] 5 ) S Ay 2R 0] R AT v 1Y)
PR B AR R KIS e r BRI A B2 =422 )
BLEY I E 4 46 v AT 7E UCT %l 5 Fn i 01 43 28
[R) R b R AT I ik B RE 8 A A ) TG 26 R & 1Y
FEBIHR = 2= S HLE RE. = U7 ik R = A2 S Hlk
PEBEARIC B AR B AN R R AIK 1 B )RR 2%, 1 L
REAE ) FH A2 B2 > £ w2 I ML n iz Ak e 7. B2 254
G2 I HLPERE B 22 B FE I hoid B ol 23 5 A MRS
SECHUNRS BT B K. 2007 AL Li A1 Zhou '™ X}
ST TR 52 nT DL A A L )
YEM ) Co-Forest J5 i, I 4 X A7 T 2L I &
12 W ) GRS AR I L 3 S S B I B X S T BB 6
A R TR L

T 2EFNITEH TR R TR
N BT £ A8 . Nigam Al Ghani-™
P E EM J ik, HOTA 805 2 AR A ) IR A6 5
— A 2E 2T AL AR JE X A2 20 BIL LA 5 07 bR id
A TCH R 2 AR 55 — A1 2 ST BIL I 25 BT A %K
I B 15 BB AR A 3R 4 25 5 — IR 7 A HL AT
RN G XA 78 B 2 kAT 227 2T AL
5 RS Steedman 58 AT R T — PO 22
YIZR A GE T35 43 B 05 1k TG A T RE ¢ 5 1 A [A)
Gt m) o A ALEE AT T 25 S 0 U 2 3 A S8 IR
WY, 35 T 22 R i I 25 0 1 RR A% Wk 35 4 8 ) 0 4 T L
fPERE. Hwa 8 N8 8% 2] 5 SSL MI4s & . 48
B — i T 22 S I R Y 32 0 o MR A A B O ik
T2 i, — A2 I HLBR R JF bR id A & i e
I FEA 25 T3 — A2 2T HL T o5 — A2 2 LN Bk ik A

O I AN IO REAS TS P AR i 5 FRR SE 45 1% AT AL
FH TR TR A AT A9 I 58 25 SRR WY L % 5 vk AT LA
DR —2F ) N T hRid . Zhou 5 N ¥ 3L F 22
SR A G R 2R 8 7 T 22 Il Ry &
Bl W B AR G R B 7 1. Wang Fl Zhou' ™ f 3 F 22
S BT R k45 4. Yan AN R —
FHE A SSL A AL, I 2 A~ Jr 2K 4% E AT 27 ), JF il i
SCIUER] Tz 5 A OGP RE.
3.2 ERRAE

Az T AR E AR R 2R AR 4 th B A Bl — 8
BER O AR E AL 2 0 A A B & N 2R e 5 o) A
PR T p (x| y)  EEIFE y~p ()
x~pCx | y) s X2 53 A v A A 2845 28 I RE AR L
FTCHARZ 0 FE G UL AR 35 A8 3200 24 B4 3 5 56 40
i pCy |30 RENE pCy | ) e KRR FRZE X x 984T
prict .

Az JRORE 91 F RS TR A e SO A TR | DL o B8 o 2% (S 7Y
5 & W (Sigmoidal Belief Networks) .GMM ., £ 1 i
AR (Multinomial Mixture Model, MMM) | & &
IR A] LR (Hidden Markov Model, HMM) Fi f& &
IR B] REEHLI AR (Hidden Markov Random Field,
HMREF) %,

(L) o A A0 e (g e 3] DA 55 39 3 A
p(x|»=N(x|p.2
- 1
ol x|V
KO p RE .2 VT 2.

(2) DUI347 0 46 27 v (g 5 49 f) E % 43 A1 4 1 4
7.

exp(*%(x*[,L)TZfl (x—w) ) (D

4 DU 2 7R
(3)'S A5 g R L7 o ik 4 451] IR M ARE 2643 A
exp ( (Zlf,xj+h; )x,)

p(x; | palx))= (2
1+6Xp(2*’1./x1 +h1)

ﬁ(2> EP pa(xi)g{x] s Xo 9 *t" 9 X }%‘:2/?? X; E]/‘Jﬁc%‘
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o I R R TR 245 v B AL A 25
(4) GMM“ Y 2 A~ 8 1 40 A (918 5 20 A B
fIs 5 BE 91 o 22 AR AR & 2 D Jmip (x| 30

Zm =1, BN 4 43 A5 RN =X () 18 25 397 49 A

(5) MMM J2%4- S0 534 101 45 4 A B
BB B 41 2 A BERBLIR A 2 D . (o )

D=1 AR ERIE 53 A A 445 3 A
(21 )b

pa= (e W= [ (9

KO H pJE 2B IE R 2k R ) L D 2
BB

(6) HMM"*" J] T g 37 K 6] 1 51 11 5 700, 45 72
RS [0 14 7 o M S0 4 — 7 S B N — A IR S 5 8
2 I — R BRI W 51, 5 3 A A BE ) E BROIR S
A H AR S A A0 A v U R R A i sl
BEAIR A . AR A AR BT —IR A 9F L

(7) HMRF"* {4 4 A~ B2 80 5 15 22 JiF 4 B2 80 G
K. E XA BENLY - BaBEML I X ] 00 A B HL
Y X. 4 MRFE (%) )5 38R 1k 25 45 6 X F1E 1Y 40
B X s (X XO B IR AR AT R p Cxoxy [ xn) =
px | x) pCxy [ x30). X B G S RERAR BT 5 5
6:(#,2)$ﬂ Xﬁméjﬁjﬁﬁ%ﬁxw
px|xn D= p (x| xn D= p(x:00 pL|x3)

- - 0

KO LeL Jy Xy BAEZS [, p(x:00) 8 X 15
T H8E 2 53 A

WO 2R 8 ok S AN R DU A R R R
FEBI 45 T8 Pk 25 A A ST X REGI x, = {0 a0y s oo s
s EAT 43 2 st R S Bk 2 A AN 3
DInF 3 x 2R AR v, € lervcs s MG IR
ER LSRG H X bmic o B A R 5 30 HE R 10 28 bR 4
yi. HH bR R ECH

Ty p ol =1,

y,-:arginax])(y,- | x,) =argmax p(x; |y,) p(y:) (5)

U m] DL 3% B 7 A ] )3 R AT I Sk L T A 5] 1Y
Y A
1
1+exp(—0"x)
X6 0 21 IS Hn &
WO B K AL SR Al 3 (Maximum  Likelihood
Estimation, MLE) 8¢ % KX J5 % f i1 (Maximum A

p(y|x= (6

Posteriori, MAP) 3R fift X A~ [a] F55 40 VR A 46 R 5 5
2 2R 1 A R B 1) H b ek AR O HOYE T4k
JoiE M MLE 5% MAP fif 7 b 5K fif o 33 Fofg 50 T 3 5
FHE R BE T R 1 50 EM S 3 55 32 A5 oK g 15
VSR ONIER
3.3 HAMKXFGZE

5] 275 M) P e A ) B B30 3 () I 1T 545 2R A
A5 N REAS RN TC 2 b 2 I R 5] 2 2] R SRl L T &1 5
ST o AofE JF 3 o I 8 A X8, O LA 27 2] 15 31 1Y
G245 6 - T ) S5 30 1 A 81 £ B D BRG f RCE

B 5 A 05 R

FIN X 4 LDA T SCH 43 BT % (Gen-
eralized Discriminant Analysis, GDA) ., 2} W B &7 #¢
1] = H1 (Semi-Supervised Support Vector Machine,
S*VM) i 1E WA 2 AT KNN 45

LDA 5 m {8 2% A7 /R 2ot ) 51l 2= (Fisher Linear
Discriminative Analysis, FDA) , fz %] i Fisher™” F
1936 4R 4 HY o HBEAS SRR R A 401 505 3 5 il 2 4K
AR 4E 25 ] v, s 1552 Jm 1) A 490) 5 1 2 1] P A7
T R S5 (1) B g P e /0N 1) 288 P B B 3 4 R 26
S RE W 43 BLF £ 7. Baudat Fll Anouar™ ¥ LDA %
JE 5 Z2 2 A1, 4R GDAL S 1 — SR 2R v i H
R A5 I S 3] o 4B R AIE 25 ) 73X S HEAE S ) Hhis H
FDA #479I4:. LDA #1 GDA A F SSL i, —#F
I3 FEA Y AR 25 1 B A B R H AR o SR R
FREEMME . T v € {civeorvce) s X & —A4
TR G R RO A 1] L.

TSVM 5: 4] Vapnik fl Sterin™® #2 1, 1 T
fhiTH bR M R AE T e B f o =w!x+b. i TE
AT DA R A T A 60 i) 0 A B8] 1 S A 25, L PR AR
B 0 2 B A FE A3 ] b0 P SR B A R Y B
ETT Y T AN W T s AR O S° VMs.
TSVM K H AR s

l +u
H/nyn% Il + GV i f ) +(:2th}/<y‘,,f<x,.>>
7
LDOH Vs D) SE R bR E A IE 1k 2 5
CiHl C s A AR 28 0 JC A5 25 1 R 51 1 458 2K i T
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AR 3 590 T T AU AT 2R hR 25 N TE S b 45 1 Bl E 1y
SR FE AL bRk 25, (D AR IF oM DL R3] 2 R i
s, vl L 2F & B R (Semi-Definite Programming ,
SDP) ./ % i %8 # (Branch and Bround, BB) . #i %€
PEREHLIE k& 3 (Deterministic Annealing, DA)
[F) A8 i 25 vk 45 J7 15 3K k.

B E AR R AR R AR R R 2
[i] 1) S PR B L H A sRECH

[
mglx%||w||2+C121np(yi x,.60) +
i=1

A0 D e x O InpCy | x, .0 (8

i=lH1 y;=c

KNN 3E YA BT A RE B b 4R 21 5 00580 5] 6 25
O B A UT AR ARG, o & S8 I S BB &
J=Crs e ,fﬁﬁi%ﬁl}ﬂﬂargfnax Rysj=cismesco i
PERAR B XS RE BT AR,

3.4 ETEMAE

BE TR 19 J5 v 1 S 5T S AR 25 14 7 (Label Prop-
agation) , B T Ui AR B o AR 9 A 9] =22 8] 1) L Aw] 45 4
¥y 3 B (Graph) . AT 9 45 55 (Vertice) R B4 . Al
FH I &R 42 5 2K bR 25 AT S bR 28 I FE A [0 TG
R AR L 4

WNE 6 B 1 B0 05 ¥ 0 JE A U Ghad #Eoh
(1) HePeGid 1Y BE 2 ok BT S FF 491 (] 19 B . ik
BEUI B eSO R DG R 5 2 I i B 5 L ) L R R
5 PG 5 1 PG B R0 H — b BRI B B8 55 (2) AR
P TT 54 B A R R A 3 Y % 4 O 2 F AR
1 (Edge) ¥ #5214 3 3% 4 (&1L A8 38 1 % 42 18 45y B
2% (Dense Graph) 17 B |8l (Sparse Graph) , §i %
B AL R R 2 i L B 7 () s AT
NG S Z A A 3 % 4 s W g IR AR B 7 () BT R L %
HECHE b o U)K R S 5 O 09 B LA &5 A i 4 A4S
KNN [& e il 4B (e-Nearest Neighbor,e NN) & | IE
VIR R85 BB %6 5 (3) F A% bR 8K (KerneD) 45 &
(4 3% 35 0 AU (Weight) o FIA s Bl 33X A~ 34 Jr 3% 4%
(PR > 25 R 22 ) A AL B2 2 T 45 6 x, A x B
AR IR 32 23X A 45 A 1 B AL o SIEAR R, 31X
PR FE B A [R) A 2P 2 i BE R AR K [l 2, 24
AL L x I x; BE B AR G I 3% 23X A 45 R
B sy FRAR 7N+ 3 PS4 ) A5 A [) 28 s 26 1) AR 3 il
AR/ W TR A% BRECH 2% 2 % s % 12
i) BE A% U TE V) A P 2% A% L B A R A AR 2%
W55 5 (4) AR 2% >0 B AR B U0 Ak 0] 8 5K fige. ~f M
B oy R R B bR e H bR ek EoR /DI R ER %

(T BR B o) 3 0 T B R — A 5
B 01 U 1 6 4 RO 52 A B8 00 T 0 I
o T 7 R A T 10 T A e
5y LY F b R B — R s

minV (y, f(x))+1Q2 () €D

(o

O HR A BREL V (s f(x)) FH A AE 5 RE ] 1) 1500
KIRBEANET 5 ERRZENE . IE AR o)
JFH R PR AR T o1 K5 1 1 3 1 el 30 A A i S50 2R AR
25 RE TR AR A ELAAC B 2% 20 AT 55 AT DAk A (] 1 43 %
BRSO I D) A o K, G0 45 K BR BCRT DA R R O a5 22
BRI KA 248 0T (B RS L R B3 R R i K R BRI B 4 R
PR B SE . — JBOKE 01 2K oR BRI ) £k R i RR I AE TR
H1¥% % /R 1A %5 =5 [A] (Reproducing Kernel Hilbert
Space, RKHS) v, % 2 2 B R 2% 2 AL

!

%

TR

I

SB(EFIEN

Fpa gk

2 HR

(a) AiEHE (b) Hiisi &l
B 7 ZEERE

2001 4F ,Blum #1 Chawlal'™ $ H 8 — A4~ 3t T K
) SSL J7 ¥ /N EEE (Mincut) 6 B FRid N IE
fR R 9 B AR IR 4G . © bR g o TR FE BB A H bR 4h
Fo B — i fER R Sl 2 5 PR A SR H bR
FLZ A BEA 4 B 0 0 CA Sr 8  H H
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X AR A B (Cut). 24 B B o % 1 IR 4G
SIS RRPR R IC N IE P BRSSO 45 3
PRASARIC Ny B 3 A 7 3k 1 5l I BRASUA ~F- J7 3 2K

l
PE IR K BREL V (. f(x)) =00 D) (3 — f(x:))7,
i=1

FHEIB R/ RS TE WAL i B Q) = fTLf L IF AR
HITEAT B RIS M ZE 0 x b T AR & 55 T 45
ERRE f(x) =y, BJ5  Blum 88 A7 58 o AT
IR FEDLME P i 1Y B A S5 /)y 13k 10 — 28 5
S TR /N B AT Rk SR i B /N RIS 1 H AR R
Bstbr Ege K g ek L f o e {1, — 1} iR 2
W f () bR L AR 23X A IR U A8 S i — IR
(LR AR i Sk (VS 7= F i (B R s i R i
ARG OLT » To AT B ME— 1 8 5 . o T i R
XA, Zha 58 N7 48 H B #)5 (Ratio Cut)
TE1E U AL s B 51 A2 FS  BTR Sok A 7 E1 5 1)
= P I A, 85 45 ) B0 - A T DA B o — 1 A (B
SETEVF 2 2R B0 2 W AAE R SR 22 5t M A 5
Tt LG A A — S RE AT B AL UF A it . Zhou &5
NS 3 — 1k B 1k (Normalized Cut) , 1 2k p& %k
(7] B 5 T A SR 28 N TG 2 28 AR A 491 9000 28 s 2%
AN T 25 78 bR 4 A% 00 8] B T 78 40 2% I 3 Ay
W 2 P R g A 1 - R A TE U AL eR B
Gl A4 B G = BB K. 2003 4F, Zhu 28 AU 0
PH N 28 £ s (Harmonic Function) .t FR R 5 3 BE HL
1 (Gauss Random Field) , 78 [& - 43 7 190 p& %5
PR AT AR L DT RS 5 150 T80 R ™ e Sy 3 5 Tt
PREL. 5 dR/NEN R XA T B R R TS IR AL
SV J7 45 A A e bR K T Y R /N R E K e
B X HAE T T oA A % S (E L AN R AR T
KR . 5000 5 18 T R 3 M3 A e 1 e/
E 3L AR BE MR P Y 9] B 2004 4E . Belkin 1 Niyogi'™”
2 H P By 1F W) fk 3= (Laplacian Regularization) ,
& IR 3 A £ 3 T8 (Manifold) |, i 25 HUW
T T AR TET Y R ALE B BSCH 27 ) ) iR A B A 2K AR
s A . Zhou 58 AN I — 1k B B S 0 B 7
WA Ay TE DU AL TR 3 T — b ik A I A 2 A5 4 1k
A G A R R SSL ik, ok H AL B
UE R €l WiE &/ AR T Ol e v g
THE L I HLax 26 Ty 3 HB BRI A 28 45 4 1 R A 1Y T
I 28 B 28 A0 0045 T 205 38 AR 48 o 125 ik R 2R B9
A W [ ] f8E. 2005 4, Chen F1 Wang"'*" 38 i3 i
PR B 0 5 7 41 6 7 A IR A AL ) ) =X
TE AR 3k v ik A U 44 0 aE P B BR L. 2006 4,

Belkin 45 \M85 8 2 2 9 AR A F SSL 5%, 42
H—Fh a8 SSL Jr i B 1E W4k 75 (Manifold
Regularization). XA~ J7 ¥ I A BR il A 28 bR 25 19 4
A 1) TN 2 A 2 0 01 A5 4 E bR A R BRI
Vs fCo = f=Y, ", 3 HA A 1E Wk ea %,
A~ 020 () = fTLS TR 5000 ek B0 52 24 1k
PR hr 5 M f i 75— Q. () =
|11 P 2 AR AR R A A1 11 PN 30T 25 440 B 1k
A kAR ORI EAE 8 R K. 2008 4,
Goldberg % A1 i 78 28 38 15 W) 1k 45 44, $2 75
T UTE IE D Ak A R RS 5 R S B (] R i
PE. Yan Fl Wang""*' 3L F £, B4R —FOpr (1) SSL 45
A £y T 1R R80T R VR 5 A B T LA o DI 2 B8
V0 75 0 24 P 2 2 A7 A 3 e A AR B R R
LA Ak ) A 3 7 6 F AL 2R B0, AR 30 1 2R B0
WA 4 B RAUE . LS80 g )y 2R A 3
P v 1 30T 48 45 4 RUAUAEL o I 306 47 B 1051 0 LR oy
FELy, SR R W 7 T 0 1 e E AL g i B
J5 B A Liu 25 00N R Y — b B R TR
iy SSL J7 ik, AT IE W A k47 % ~J i #2. Dhillon
S NI — T g R A b B 2 ST B
05 i s FAJGIERREE (0 BE 91 1 A JB0RS B 30 R A D 2K bk
28 A 2 R 1 S O 0 — 20 I 2 TR R 4 5 2
2J. Breve 88 ANV $ H — OB ) 36 B 2 W 4y
KA, R T IALA HEOL AT B B p G
VEBL 5 2 b 25 15 6 30 8 A W 5. Zhang 48 A1
P PRGHE TR R B 2RI S S TR
FHYIN G/ INBIASE £ SRR 0 R AS R R BIASE A A 1 40531 75
FI R

AR BT 1 2 B R Oy i S oA
J7 ARG A1 SSL Jr k. Sindhwani 8 A0 B
TE Ak i A B 58 SCAE B A0 A %3 (8] 1) SSL A% 2 )
ZEFg AR, PR A E ) RKHS. Tang 48 AV 48 3L F
SRR TR 2 A6 1 B T R Y SSL 7 1. He 45 A0 42 1
— BP0 A B SSL gy vk R B A A 5 Ok A
TSR, PR [ T A 3128 S8 5645 8. Johnson
I Zhang™ ¥ 35 F 5 1% 43 ik 1) JC W B % 5 3 T I
g SSL Jy 454 42 5 1 B0 PE 8. Mallapragada
25 N AR — il SSL A ek AE
FFHTC bR 25 M FE G $2 5 © A 1 SL J i 19 43 25 i
WPk, Zha 55 NV 42 FH T 225054 SSL 3 5t
(10 3 F &1 19 2 2] 45 #4). Zhang F1 Wang """ 42 HH fiE
By K 5 Fe PR PRI M O A A% G 3 L B A B o A X A
J5 L RE TR B AR 1 22 2K T k.

SemiBoost,
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SN SSLPERERYBR 1 SSL J7 vk By M g Z A1
A PEIAS By 19 P RE 5 18T B A 6 B B 3R 3 X 2
PERE RS P PEAE . B L A G BT R 2 2 ) R 52
B — BB 5F N B 1Y L7 E 5 WF 5. Carreira-Perpinan
I Zemel™ H 1 44 5 ] F 2 2 1) & B 1] s Wang Fl
Zhang"""* FJE 8 46 M di A 1 EURRLAS B 1B 1Y 3% B2
(L s Hein F1 Maier' ') 22 0 F% Bk W2 75 K40 ok 15 3
A el 5 Shin S5 W $ Y g ke S ) 3 1) R Dy
255 B2 BT A 3 42 120 DN T 26 8 45 19 R 401 4 1) A 2R B
5 RE AN VR R 3 A 3 4 1 ) BOR I AN 1 E (R
KL RE T $ g 2 ) PEBE.

BT A 7 1 P e B B AT IR S R S
BEAl 53 bR L v e S A © O TR R
— BB SCBR ) B ] 40, Goldberg Fl Zhu) Fi| F 4
el 11 7 12 i e 1A% 4 43 9 8] L, Chen 58 M7 4
SAERE D T & R H, Camps-Valls 28 AN 42 1
BT B8RS K071 IR LN T Pl 't
T PG )

4 RUSEEET A

SRR E 2RI R IR E AT G A
KEM LB A U= {x, 1, x ) fl T=
(Xt 00000 X, PIRAMT R AOBIA L= { Coxy s 1) 5 o0
Cepay) YA B0 B 2 ) T i i PR g L I 4575
S B SO A4 [0 051 2 o DA F90000 g A %) e G b
AX,ER",BTH viER,i=1, [, [+ u,- -,
Iutt R AR nypa = L s I A ER
N n =t BARTE SL R 8] [R]85 432 0] 3
- [F] 45 F B {HJE X SSL 7 B g E B R e
WEB Ay 2SIl X 2 B (8] 0 [R) Y B O LG R
AR A XA G — A R W 2 i
RARBENS [1] I 5] A — € BT > PR AS fE B 26
R 2B W B 4326 05 vE T 1m0 5 ) Rt {H{B 75 DR 5
() 2 o YL T Al B 7E 111 5 ) 20 4TS 9K B S7 o B kG S D
AL 25 18] H A ) 701 T R A R TR R o 2 1ok
BHH AT, EE R R RH T EAET
25 5 0 J5 W AR TR R 2 20 1 O kAL T T 40 Sl %
X JUFR 7 2k A7 43R 5 53 #r
4.1 BETFERWAZE

Zhou 1 Li*" f5c 5 Wiy 6] 11 25 O 325 kA7 2 A
B B ST R R U ZR A 2 W e i —
COREG(Co-Training Regressors), i ¥ 4~ 4~ [5] By
B ECBE B g KNIN [A] 09 88 4 O 2% 2D Bl 42 2 AL

Pk J0 K ) A AT R B0 AR A T
AU 4 AL X 5 2 2 d Ja %) (8] ) T 00 45 SR 2 7
AN 2T HLA T B EL X AT AN B R T TUAR
PR FASR] 0 B 8 R 5 sl 30 408 = 8 5 A [l )3 AL
2Z V] 1 22 S o T AN S S A AL 1 ) e A T
B AR JE P 3 A [ ) [

Brefeld & A" 8 H — Fif 2 Wa B e /)y — 5fe [l )
T E coRLSR (co-Regularised Least Squares
Regression) , K U [F] I 25 F T A A0 45 23 1) v A 0
— A RV Je /N [ R O B8 s 2 1 5 TG o )
A B 12 2 800 DLk

Ma Fl Wang """ # th 3F SVM P [7] Il 4k 11 2
W [T S AR Y i FH 5 SVML ] 5 455 50 30 17 B [
I 38 ] T ik ke e 2D DR A b ) o AR 1 DL 22
fife 7 R P B — [n] SR R R R L PR T
[l )4 Y vz AL BE T, A IsE T SVML AL, v
TR A AR L (8] [ L
4.2 ETREZEIWNAE

Wang % AW 1 o W5 B % ] 13 75 (Semi-
Supervised Kernel Regression, SSKR) , F| F] i & W
SE 3 A i 00 A0 A0 S A RSB 1 R Y
TG i P A R I O 3 e S 4 R I A T R T
1% G i A% (8] U5 R L T BT Y 2f W [l 0 ) v B A A
Verbeek 45 AN 4 i i HE 48 F F i 4 Bt i
AR A1V 4 B T e/ A R R B SRS A e R 7
) F 3l 2] S IR T S0 LLE J] T i 07 37 HE 42
Pozdnoukhov 2 A8 Belkin #1 Niyogit® 42 1 19
T3k F T [0 [t 3 5k 52 56 45 33X A4S J7 sk AGE
TR e AHURI SR ALY 7 H 0] . Yang 55 A
P Hh L T R U A HE R L 5 e T 2R LR
BRI BR3P ST W B 1RT0H L BB 8 A Kl BT AE it
TE (8 R AE JUART 45 48 1547 11 09 A 3t OF 25t JLRh 8 2%
PRI or 3 Bz 30 2 W BF 1|1 05 U7 k. Navaratnam 4§
N B AR ] A R B B 4 A ) TS i A
HCHEAUL s I T e T e R B A A B A o S BRI 4
TRERRAE AN 2 K07 o] g g T 4 NPV ok
M B [T U T e B 3 R A R 2 I 26 A 45 1Y
FEI5 20 19 B 3 587 19 e W) J LA e AiE R 8O 0B o5
B8 ) ] P %) e [T U s R 2 > I e

TG 27 >0 10 24 W 18] U9 Jy 32 ) FH 850808 e £
WL N LE JLART 45 A8 647 [l )3, B2 il TR B 5
S Fe kX A O SR Z O R —Fh 4R
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T ER BRG] U= {x, 1 ox 0 PEIAD
HIVABIRBEEAR L={(x 30 s (s y) b H
A bR RIREA L & 10 R B S B K e
X={xioox, J R E ¢ NFEC, - CoAp PR
KAPERE. HorP ARG x, € R BIREE v, € {eracy e,
Lo YN GRRE B g n= 1+ u,
G R m, (k=1 -+, ). SSL o] F] i (1) 5
BAR BBR TR Z A A BN 2 N 2 A
T8 IE LY RN L E L AR ARG JE 1 R — 2%
12 A TS B AN J& T TR) — 260 I 2 R 4
ek ML, R0 CL. B2 W B B 2K Ty
TEA FE T BRI 07 05 FOK 6] B J7 34 45 O T 5 X
XTI AT R A 5
501 EFHEBMAE

BE T IR B R 5 vk G o D R ) 2 TR R RS L i
P AR T ) R 191 ) 3 3] [ — 2 o IR S AR S Y A 191
53 B A [R5 AR ELR B 27 ) 7 50 B T RE B 1 U7
LT LA O BT B R R k0 5 vk R T Y R U 12
L AR LA TT k.

5.1.1  JETRER Rk

R IR S R A Y O vk A DI R A B R E 3
P ol L I DR A BN 2T AR S A )
B A BE B R IAT R W R PR R B A S IREE
B HCHE Y IR BE B A KL B 2% (Kullbac-
Leibler Divergence)%¢.

— b BB T R R R A R TR R T R Sk
(Spectral Clustering)™**), Fi A & (1) &5 s ¢ 78 B
1], 3 e 25 1 0 21 A AR 7 AN 491 22 T A9 AR
T I P R 2 0 R B A [ A B 0 A5 B . 2002 4
Klein 2 A2 H 55 — A2 W B B 5 B o o) 2R
T3 ¥ AR A 29 T 5w 1) R 0L T v Y o R B AR
) ol R 0L A AT o 4 5 O R OE 2 SRR A
) b HA AR AR 3 OC AR AR K i A 3 5C R AT LUK
E B2 AT % 1 LA S WA 91 1) 25 1) 23 A {5 L 3X
ANT5 B Sl i SR R R I AR N E 29 R 15 B
JE B P ] 5€ 4 B 4 )2 kOS2 Bk 1) 4 i I £
Zy3fi. Xing 5 NP 5@ C—Fh BB B d (x, 0 x,) =

dy(x:.x;)=|x,—x, ||A:«/(x,-,xj)TA(xi,x,-). X
Ao, AL W oy ;) € ML #7 x: Fl x, AS A ABL, 0

cebri=1,0

(x;5x;) € CL. Hr R ECH Ak 1] #1

min > [x—x |3
A GpaxpeML
scte ) lx—x[a=1.4=0 (10

(x’.x])ECL
Ng 45 AN 3 — Fh o 0k, o S i34
B AR 5 (x;»x,) EML, | A, =A;, =1;
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ETXHLEEE"J%“?EFEJ% S§1+825°°° 48, J"@‘fﬁ S:[sl 982500
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(s

T A K 5 (A3 o A T o T

Ko 5 MH § AP LS ¢, K S x, AP E c,
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0 B K B 0 A A R X3 P T

. . s g s . A+d,.I—D
I8 Lo 3 052Uk AT 1l L= =,
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B2 A0 Gl A TE R Xt A B I — 1 2R
25 % (Semi-Supervised Spectral Clustering with
Normalized Cuts,SS-SNC), #] i Wi & 15 8 it
BB A O 29 A R SR R B B . Zhang I
Li-# 8 1 5k 1 %5 B2 (9 20 59 ) J7 % (Density-Based
Constraint Expansion Method, DCE) , ¥ £ f5] f) 4%
5 B oI A R AE AR F B L LA A
O3 AR U ] LAAS B A ) BB AOCR P R 1 2
AT T A% o B R E. Wu S8 AP R
9 AR 2 B B 28 1 (Density-Sensitive Semi-
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Bl v 52 2 B N TE S5 #0155, Tm) I 5 58 T 181 i SSL 7
ARG G I RETE R B A T RER . FE
Ja s Wu 88 NEP5 34 H — o Bl a0 1 2 3 S0 1 2
BRI AT B — B S Y % R U B R R L )
LAY R0 386 A T A [ 98 5 DX 38 A A 191 1) B 5 O
A5 /ML T[] — 8 o XA B9 A 1 Y B R Luo A
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Wang™* £ 4 OBUR L P B £ 2 W8 2R 25 12 (Double
Similarity Measure Semi-Supervised Clustering,
DMSC) . &5 345 [ F1 4 B 2 18] o 3 7] 52 ey 2 28 5
T 5L ATPIAN T 48 B 1 ok — > ik T4 B 2 a) L o
WK-LEE.J— 1T ESE. XDTERS B
N SR BRI » 2 W) s 0N T LB R SR 2R A AL
PE AR R AR B A& 1Y & E AT B R 2L Bijral 4
B DKL T (W B A T O SR B2 —Fh
P ) e S B A 0 A 3 B ) TRT SR R O kL i T
238 TR R R 4 0 RS DL BB A S0 A ds AT
S [h].
5.1.2 BT RM I

TEVF 22 S B (] e X 29 A5 B L 2R bR & 15
KL L A0 A 3 UL GPS S i A AT R R A
[ R A AE AN 0 TE R 451 7 S AR 45 T 20 T RS A 401
SR T A — 38, kT 29 SRy O vk Tl bR 2 SR A
I E b B a8 e H A ek B0 G 24 TR R ok
PEAT I o 45 31 B0 45 2 A0 5040 3l

2000 4 Wagstaff Fl Cardiel $2 1 i % £ o8
PR 2T SN OO DN S ESE WINE - xsRiis
FTTHESE. — R AR IR B RK LR K B
PZRN = N E | TR )

c ™
rninEZHx]*m,‘”2 an

i=1j=1
Dt 5§ AR R om, = > .

Wagstaff % N5 O 29 51 A K #{E R 2K
B 4R K ¥ {H % (Constrained K-Means
Clustering , COP-K-Means) , i 3 # 19 £ & i E 3l
SN RO ES IS R UG L B Sy s I N T A S
AR B SR 1Y B I8 A7 I [ L 78 25 7€ B0 1000 46 fif
(1 B0 BB 96 32 o0 S S0 E M. Basu 48 A TE
K BEE R A b 5] A B2 &5 C AR iC iR A 4 B
i) seed B R H] EM B 4T 00 AL o 52 3 795 b 2 1
B K WEE Seeded-K-Means fil Constrained-
K-Means. Klein 85 A3 123 {57 15 19 305 AR (4 31 A5 T
W O 25 ASE 42 1% 5 25 . Shental 5 A\ 7E
EM 5303k v 25 18 SO0 29 50, BE % 52 v i G A L 7R A
Hbr 2 1 A B BE . Xing S8 AP0 B EE R B N 3%
PSR 2H 5 A St A0 Ak 18] A8, 1) x24T 2 >0
T K AR SRR 5] A 2% ) B U BE 47 23R
26 38 3k S 56 A 15 BT okt 24 oA B TR R R
FERYRE 4 ¢ K 3 fH 3 26 19 E B ¥, Bar-Hillel 4%
NP B Chang #1 Yeung™ ™Y i #F 47 1 24 L i1 52

5. Basu 58 A\ F0 Lange 58 A0 gt 29 A5 2
A K BE R Db e R 200R F
BN T A3 . Davidson fil Ravit® 4 H4 —Ff K 34
R T {24 o o) i i Al 1R 22 /DN L (HR Xy v
TERFIE AL I A — & Wil 2 BT 5 29 ). Cohn 45
PR Jain S NV AR A 2 AR 4R 4k — S 4
P b B SR A B 2505 . Bilenko % ANMVORE 3T 4
W 7 R B R A ]SS S A AR ] —
A B B B B . Gao S8 N LS T R KRR
AIREA Y 15 505 B 5 TC 2808 28 1Y FE 01 (10 RRALE L oK 1)
R TR AT L9 AR DAk T) L 4t A o 2] T vk
fige P A 2R A R AR 3 2 ) |, Tang % ANV 4T
— A R AR RO 2 W SRR TR A R
16 5 FRAE WS T AS A BE B R . Lu 88 MR
Nelson &5 AN 4 H o WA 5 A R 7 it 5 3o L
38y 516 56 1 R IR 29 SR BRI 5 JF. Chen 45
PSR T SOAS R 20 2 M Al 1R B 4 i HE
48 (Semi-Supervised Nonnegative Matrix Factoriza-
tion, SS-NMF) , i i 2 A58 vk P A7 ST ) A AL A
W 19 0 R = TR 300 i o SR A BT 1 SCAS 2. SS-NMF
A DU AR A Y 21 B 3R 2 T ik B — JROHE 2R
Yin &5 N 4R — Bl 3k R0 2 A ) ) =
WA IR 2K 4y M1 (Discriminative Semi-Supervised
Clustering Analysis with Pairwise Constraints,
DSCA) . 51 F T 1E 5 29 307 A= B30 5 1 (6 15
2% (0] O R ] 5 26 A IR AR L AR S AT LDA B
FEF S ] 45 AL T O 29 ) ) K B )+ =5
[F) vp R B SR 2 X A O A AR R T R R
PEAT RIS BRAK T2 T AR SSL R R /E IR
2% . Xia g Tuy B9 #7372 B
R I T W R AR R U Y — SE R
Lou 1 Tptt 74—l b 20 7 280 i T B % 24 o 3k A7
T SR LY AL R T7 12 B 2 AL 7 1) 0 A g —
ZH ST Y 2 R B T 1L, T T KNN B SSL 5
T AE T3 I ) DY A TR G 88 - [ e, I A S0 B0 AR
AT A R U] T I B AR

5.1.3 AR&tkIrik

AR LM Uy v T 2o R B B R) B R A 5] e S 3 A
fiE 5 18] v 7 J 4 4 ) A9 AR 4 v RO 35 B T 52 A
O 18]

Kulis 88 A6 Basu 8 N4 09 07 9 it
HEET R B R IR R B K
(Semi-Supervised Kernel K-Means, SS-KK) , A &
H 0 SO 24 o A S 0 A 2 Dl AR S 2R
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AINAURZ K A I R 20 4 B S B B 18, $hUAT o)
T2 2l T 20 R ) 0 o M R . Yan 45 A0
Pt — B2 B R 2 B A% % 2] 35 (Adaptive
Kernel Learning Method for Semi-Supervised Clus-
tering, ASSKKM) , ¥ Basu™ & 1} i1 J5 1 b 19 H #5
PR HOR AL, Chang Fl Yeung 4 ) —Fh I IE 24 3 -
)R FR L B R (9 7 %, B S . Yeung Al Chang'
i Hh Z A4 9 5 75 B9 AR B BOR VR 2 R B R A
fi# I B AR I 25 B2 I A RE AR 45 1 OR 7 40 4D 25
R, 4 M Bl TR B R o o) O 3. Tsang AF
NFE R AR DG A 43 a3 BT O i R B O 1 A% R
ok Bar-Hillel ™ ) 5 192 A6 3 HE 2 M 18] #. Chen
NV A M IS N PR B R R L e A
1% PR ESCRE A 1) B S 3] o2 2 2 0] 9K JE I T 2 e S
FRBVRAE I - 3 5 76 B S A5 3 19 4% 48 2 18] o 58 A
H2. Chang 55 AW P — o B S 1) 38 B 32, 3%
AR 8 A 451 8 o B (S REARL A B K BT L A
S 1R e P BOR JB E H R XS O 1 R 2 U 4
e 555 A1 SHG AN B 42 A B2 46 2 i) o I A i) A £
Xiang 55 N7 4 368 B3 HG A Ak o] 08 45 3 A Oy
(9 H A5 R 80 I 32 1 — R R R R T A
T R 3 A [ e
5.2 KERAE

T o OR8] B J7 12 T R B WE ST SSL
MRS 2 —, B8 T MMCH P TterSVRIH
GMMCH* [ CPMMCH* [ CPM3CH i1 MK CH'® 4%
B IF B AT B Rk K YRR
— A R AN LA BRI L. K 1a] B 7 ik
TR My SR A S T, o

min Zlwli+ce, (12a)
s.t. yic ({xpow) +0)>1—6 (12b)
&>0 (12¢)
—ﬁgiygz (12d)
yfe{;‘::cz,“',cc}, i=1,,n (12e)

KA P C>0,1=0 HFFEMZSEL 2D KK
S 24 AR G BT LR T — A AR X 1
HAREE v W E AN HGE 1) (— 2 A A , B bR
SEAER AR w b B R AR v E . th T
K (12e) , PRIk J2 — > SR B0 [m] AL, DA WG 28 61
TRy e{tley —1=0 2Ny, A H
J Sy A Y A B0 R ) B, X B2 9 MMC 89k 55k
H 2R 28 KT B 3 %48 ) R

¥ 2015 4
max 24Te— 24T (Ko yy™)2a
A
s.t. 0<<A=<Ce
ATy=0
—1=<> y=l
i=1
y,e{_—‘_l}vizly""n (13)

ADH KER K ALK, =k (x;,x;) 8%
M, y=(yismsy)tse= (1, 1T, A B RR i
BEIC R A RS . 5 A SE U X8 A B b
AR AP B LB g0,

min ¢§
y:Osp.v.b
(yy K +u—v—>b
L
(etpu—v—by)" 6—2Cv'e
p=0, v=0
— <>yl
i—1

yiel{El), i=1, (14
Xuf th Hl n X SE{EIE E B M =0 U8
yy €L R AR — 1= v =l
—le=Me < le. Jy it 6o IE5E A5k} b Al y th BLIELL
e HCR B75 b= 0, 4 T (B 43 4 - 1138 i 5.
238 LA LR 1 B2 S LR 2 R0 il i

min §
M.5,p,v.b

o N

s. t. |: MR
(etpu—uv)"
u=0, v=0
M=>0, diag(M)=e
—le<Me=<le (15
215D A2 FEA ) 705 10 O 2 MR TS AR AR i A 3
& SEBR R L Zhang 45 M 4 H L BCRE 51 K% e O i
iz ST 4 2R BV O B 2% B SR A AR O A0 Al 1) A i
A SVR Fvk O 1 e MMC 533k H 8K fig v 5%
B B, Li 2 N (8 2 8 sl B 28 S
2L LG-MMC (Label-Generating MMC) 3 1.
N RIS B R R ), Hu 48 AP 4R 51 A
BORE 29 o8, 129 S MY 5 #2 (Constrained Concave-
Convex Procedure, CCCP) i 2R fif — & 51 kK H#
X ] i@

FEXT Me R v BEK il 119 2 B8k i J2 A 1 5K
I T Jo Ak BEOR RT3 2 - T i
J5 R AN IE B R AP B A (R B e R K
KA L P T AT R ) R A 2 R SR R IR
FA B A ok EOK TR0 i . DA T2 WG G i R) Y
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fifR1 . Valizadegan™*" 4 Hy HCRA 3F (™ 7] 2y o™ 7] &
I 5 AN 38 0 SR g A 2 SR A Y [ 55 41 RO R
PEIC AR S JEAZ I 0 0 VA — AR JET 3 3 T
M BA TG B A% 2 2] BE T - BB [ I B 3 5 1
21 P A L R AR ARG O 2R 1 BT Xt Zhao 4
NG T R IR O R R 2 2 2 AR R
JER Z AT IE.

G35 Gieseke 48 AN 4 1 76 4% 45 ] bR A IE
W) 4 f5 /> — e 43 5k R K

min- > G- e HAlflL 6

sen n

HF RIS | S5 =c"Ke, KER " i A Ky

(K., =k(x;sx;) BB H B, Gleseke 58 A8 ) H i
AU SR A AR [R]85

minJ (y,c):%(y—Kc)T(y—Kc)Jr)tcTKc an

cER"

Zhang 55 N 4 20 B 01 i K T B R 25k
(Maximum Margin Multiple Instance Clustering,
MB3IC) , ft Fi &I °F- 1 77 ik fit CCCP 414 oK fif i ft 1k

[ 7L
6 FUIEBREHEFZE

TEVE 22 52 B 0] R AR, 0 5007 TR AR 48 il ik 1) e
B BT TR 91 45 R s 08 B AE RO L R
Ab B IX 26 AE B Y B I 4E BCR K (Curse of
Dimensionality) [i] # , 33 i 75 52 X 5088 #E 17 B 4. [
Y30 H R Ok oy 2 T H R ET S T A,
I 3 X BRI R AT e A A L AT L e RS A N 2
TR PhRe. P B MR 4E ) B B 7E R ek
FREEMIRED U= {x, 10 xR AP R A 2R
PREEBIREAS L= (xy 2 y) v oo G ) ) R B
B & AR X = (xx, ) IR ZE S5 4 2R
Z={z;,,2,),z, €ER" ,d<m,i=1,,n,n=[+1u,
55 1M [v) I DR 4 H0 80 1 9 7 [T {5 B, (Intrinsic Infor-
mation) , B {7 47 Ji 1f B4l K oxd 29 (5 5 ML Al
CL F) 4548 AL e 2 U » MIL v i) A 491] die 28 107 32 L 25
ARIT , CL v (4 FF 5] e 6 3% AR G 2. H: v A+ 41
x, ER" BB LE RN 2 € R d<<m . Kehp % v, €
et i =1y lyeee s DA us Y R AE B BY
N n=14w. HEEYETTVE LN U Zhad 7 o
— DB W= W, owy oW, ERY =1, 0d,
1% Z=wW"' X YREdE Ty vk AR Lt I Gl R
it 2o 2 3 W R [ W T 2 T N J R B b

{Cl 9Co 9"

2 1% BN EE AR HE R s 2. SSL o A i B 1R
ST LU AE 5] 1) S b 45 o AT A O 20 A5 B
AT PR AR A B 5 R A i R Ty
DA TR 1 7 1 T ONT 2 IR  1 JE
il J7 2255 T T 200 X ik U 5 vk BEAT R AR 5 A
6.1 ETFEREMNTE
HTIHZ R GE T ik Z —J& LDAL 4k —
AR SR R A AR A S 110 TR e =2 T ) B S
I AR ZE B B Bg R % K. Baudat 1 Anouart'*®
5K LDA @ B AE e L 32 ) A
S (Generalized Discriminant Analysis, GDA).
Yan % AP fl Sugiyamat ™ ¥ FDA 7 & K 4] bg
P g R F 9 4y M (Margin Fisher Discriminative
Analysis, MFA) F1 J& #8 2% 4 7K H) 51 43 #7 1 (Local
Fisher Discriminative Analysis, LFDA). Costa #f
Hero"™ 3 7405 43 24T 55 HH O 1 41K 4 R 4E 4%
BAT G S50 B A 01 00 2R 0 28 5 | AR 48 B0 ik A 285
o e R L T PR AR A M 4R A —
41 JE Y R B4 v (Classification Constrained Dimen-
sionality Reduction, CCDR) , ¥ & 2%t Fr & 45 S5
HL AR R AS SUIMAGE AR I A 1Rk
A A — P B g SR E TR D 8L Yu SV
WA PCA BRI RERS B AN T 2RAR 205 2 $2 2
B2 PCA # I (Semi-Supervised Probabilistic
Principal Component Analysis, S? PPCA)M* o 2k
P2 A5 51 A WS ok 72 b BRAR 4 b R i A 045
JLTE SCHEIT IR A5 2 ik e 3xX A [n) 38 A7 R EM 2
AR HNBRS B A 1A Ik R R REL XA
J5 VR RE T4k B 22 i Y TR R AN A B 0 B 1
Al HL B A B T 4 & M. Chen 48 AN
LDA 5 i d5/NF-J7 2 2 3d 3 A iz 38 4 8 1
DU A4 3K 32 A5 RL 5 A Sy g /N F- 5 E Ik ) L Cai
G NUTHEAL G LDA b 5] A IE W AR, 32
24 W B B 43 B 1 (Semi-Supervised Discriminative
Analysis, SDA) , 75 f KA ] B H0RE A [R) I AT LA
FEEE 1 R B 25415 B 5 LDA —F¢ ] LK SDA
f H b o8 B AL g — A ) SCRFAE 3 7). Zhang
1 Yeung! ™ 4 Hy — Fi BT 19 o MR B AE 7 vk—
e A ) ) 43 B 1 (Semi-Supervised Discriminant
Analysis, SSDA) , & { Jf 1F W] £k 300 3 £ 5 %5 4 119
TIE S5 RS SDA S [6] 1Y i 3 A J5 ik fidi A —Fh Ak
T EEAR A AR DL o o 4 3 T A 1A O A B Y
ARARL A A AN ) 2 1) 4 W] 2 B 4 e R A, JF R T T
e B AR LM B A A R AL U s X A TR e S A D
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Bdli vy 42 JR a5 4, IF HAE & T 4B ¢ & o od) e B
A . Song S8 NS H o MR R A 7 TR AESE
1R )56 LDA i A — A 15 ) Ak 35T, 33 A4 1F D 750
DL SR 25 A FE A R TG 2 b 28 180 9 197 i 4t 1) 2 0 1
SRR R DL RS R A 3 O XA vk Al
DL AT Ak, XA T ik Re g R A2k iy 1
TIE A58 54 00 7 0 ik A BIIRZE 42 Jm) AL A &R
L RE S AR I H i ok B U AN ) L O H PCA
LDA &5 Je Az A J7 1 7] LR MOX 58— HE 2R 1)
FEIR NG L.

Zhang fll Yeung''" #& H — Fh 57 i SSDA——
Ly R B ) 51 3 BT ¥ (Semi-Supervised
Discriminant Analysis Algorithm Constrained Con-
cave-Convex Procedure, SSDAcccp ) » ] FH TC 45 2
AORED B KAk LDA B 46 A0 oE U 5 7 20 o MT 0 5
PR AR AR AL ) R X AN J7 5 e IR T 24 2R b 28 1 R
AR A BRI LDA 32 3 7™ 5 BR 6] ) 1 0. Bl $2
th SSDAccer B2 T M-SSDAcccr » #8837 T 12 32 K
M JCRAR SRR 255 T TSVM %L T K ) 2
B 2 2] T VR R AL

Sugiyama 5 NG R EE 5% A 2K B 5 43 B i
PCA AHZS & . $2 i 2F W B R 3 2 A 2K 4 1) 43 A vk
(Semi-Supervised Local Fisher Discriminant Analysis,
SELF) , 75 {8 ¥ Jmy 5 91 Ay 78 4 340 3 o3 e 410 s 1
() IR i AR AR JC 2R AR 28 B 1] 1) 4 Ry 540 6 Ty
TIE 7 7% BE #1515 21 4 Jm A6 A 1 A A A

Chatpatanasiri I Kijsirikul""™ M 3 2% > 19
FAEEHR T SO W= R A 28 7R AE R R AT LA
AR %5 2y M AEAL G 1) B A IR P o3 B s 7 e O 2 W B
AR TR X RV 7 4 288 19 Y11 5 55080 T i 52 2% AR e M
& R B A AL R L T X HE SR 1Y U7 Bk R
% $8 B AR 4 0 I 4k =5 Ta). A ) B0 00 B TS O 1
A2 B HE 2R R] LA RO S M HE SR B R R 1 DL 18 4
H— BT B AR A AE S — % 0 73 B (Kernel
Principal Component Analysis, KPCA) 7 15 f£ 22,
FEAs H T2 B 55
6.2 EFRHIARMTE

Tang Ml Zhong" " ¥ B 29 451 A 24 W& B
He3 AL, H bR ek RO FAR 4 =3 8] rb i 2 1 2 R
JZ ] R O e 25 BT AT W 2 E 2 R R T Y
PR A AR5 A 3X A H A o 80U R 3% 4> 77 vk RE ) I
FHIE 25 B B WA % 18 K 1 b %
(AR 3 ELAS 3 1 A 29 SRR o [] 45 S
X ] BB 237 AN R 4

Hoi & AW 8 ) F B 29 o8 F 47 B2 4 2
1 #3143 43 A 35 (Discriminative Component
Analysis, DCA) ,f& LDA — 5 8 — > Bl 555 5 B2
o AR 248 I 1)l A2 IE 2 T B 2 ) ) B U U
N R B2 TR B s T R e, O R R e
DCA .

Bar-Hillel 55 AN 48t ar DA 250 D B 4 1)
L) 24 o 8% Ay IR 46 1% ) 5] v (Constrained Fisher
Linear Discrimination, CFLD) , #] A 5 % 2 % (5 &
Xof A AT AL B L B IS AR Ok Y 4y R FNER 2K L T
Vb Bt B 22 /0 O 2 AR BB OB R R A B B
T iy 2 o S5 R DT il e 2 > J3E e [, CFLD 2 AH
S 4y 4y g (Relevant Component Analysis, RCA)
) — A~ ] 20 R RCA 184 5 N B 2504l 76 42 )R A
ity 22 728 A f T RO s B R E A5 ) AT R
FH 28 Ry R AR A 48 25 AH 5 4 73 TBE R AR B 25 AN A O 4
I3 BE /N AL o o — ol ] B AT R Y 2 > 1 IR R B 1Y O
7. AH2 CFLD H BB PR IE 24 o ] 1.

Zhang & AU 2 B R 4E 3 (Semi-Super-
vised Dimensionality Reduction, SSDR) , 3% /> J5 i
I CFLD R 24 A5 54 3 1A 40 B L i
S [ RCHE il 2 RO AR S L R L R I RE A
% PCA — R ORFFEUIE A N TR 454015 B 7 — Su 45 e
FIR 238 7 ST R A 1 A ALE ) 0 b A 30 AL A o T DL DA BE
TLULAT R0 1 2 () i A1) FH JC 28 A 48 A8 A 491 11 I 171 2
HORAR FREE R B XA Tk HRE IR 42 7
T3 ZE &5 0BT PR A EHE B JR B 454

Cevikalp 48 AU 78 Jay 38 OR F5 B 75 v 51 A 24
HAE B B 29 R A8 AR R B 4 75 (Constrained
Locality Preserving Projections, CLPP), & 4t #y i
B B9 AT AR 8] L 4K 5 A 29 {5 S8 Bl 48 5%
FROFIIMAS B4, 38 R0 2 1E 24 o 1) 5080 22 18] ) AUAE » ik
JINil SR 2 SR R 2 T R AL [R] R ek e R
LY GE R A R 25 R AU X 29 A B
ATAG 15 o fi Je 30 3 it d /N R AE LA 3 08 2R oK 80N 7
) S5 0 W 53 9 [ . AN [A] T+ SSDR, CLPP 7 [ 4k 1o 2
ORI Y SR R A R 15 B R L A PR B E
1 3T 4B 1 B o A Ak 2 B T E Oy kL [R] I 2o 52 0
RIS H— /N Bl a2 7 A BUR A [ 1 U1
Zh L
Wei Fl Peng ' & t 3 F I 4B f& £¢ 19 2k I
B4k = (Neighbourhood Preserving based Semi-
Supervised Dimensionality Reduction, NPSSDR).
55 CLPP A [A] . NPSSDR AN 75 % 14 1 $ 45 1 48 45 4H
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Semi-CCA) , [a] i ) JH] 0 2 b 2 19 4 1] 1B %k 249 78
EPSEESH S UN i A T R R DO ¢
Baghshah F Shouraki"'*" ¥ 1F 1 25 8 5] AFHFN 544
Hh R M SR DRI LR A e A B T AL R B S o > T i
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#: (Graph-Driven Constrained Dimension Reduction
via Linear Projection, GCDR-LP) , ¥ 4 f5 i, [K] 40 1,
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AEAE )R XA T 5] AT 29, AT LS i R 7
R o AN [R) i B ) 24 SR S R O SR I TR
JUART 45 A6y ) i
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AV 20 3 T HAWE 2B 5 S R R4t Uy vk
6.3.1 FET WAL I E

Ham 55 AN 25 38 43 B 451 10 i A 45 SR R
B B I DT R T OB R BR4E TS
ISOMAP. LLE, & $i ¥ #7 #7 % 1E o 5 ( Graph
Laplacian Eigenmap, GLE) &5, iX 86 77 ¥ #8 2 #) F
Jay BT AR AR JE A T TR O K G 4 J) e S A1 4 s
() o 5 150 BH i3k 26 77 92 #8 AT LA A 34 0 5 R 45 48 1 A%
WA BE 9% PAC 5. Yang % NUY0RHE E 5K
P BRI A AR 8 SR SE 50 f5 8 T R 4t o 7L
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Space Alignment, LTSA) 4¢3 A i A 2 M e 4 75 7%
P ) 2 B I 2K O 150 WD ) T R £ 5 6 1 S B
A i B o ik A R RE L (ELZ S BRIBCECHE ) T AL A L
FRATELHE 1 J 0T 2 o 2L R ME A 22 4 IR Ot 2 T TR ik
AITT I TEAE .
6.3.2 FETHEGIAH MM 7 ik

Memisevic Al Hinton""**' $& H} f) £ 3¢ R ik A 1k
(Multiple Relational Embedding, MRE) 0] L) 4% &

HFH 22 T AL 6 2 57 ) B0dl i AR 4k i A L 3 o
ol 25 5 A 4 (] 18 248 5 N AL AN [] Fg AR AL A 3
7N s FF F — SE 7 B 491 - 9IE BH 3 A O ¥R A RLTE.
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B LM MR T 25 ] b 7 RS L 58 43 R SC
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detailed semi-supervised learning methods from four aspects,
namely classification, regression, clustering, and dimension
reduction. Then we studied theoretical analysis on semi-
supervised learning, and gave error bounds and sample com-
plexity. We discussed the future research on semi-supervised
learning at last.
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The work can be viewed as reviewed semi-supervised
learning methods systematically, which include semi-super-
vised classification methods, semi-supervised regression
methods, semi-supervised clustering methods, and semi-
supervised dimension reduction methods. The main aim of
this paper is to expound new research and development on
semi-supervised learning methods. We also summarized some
studied

basic concepts about semi-supervised learning,

theoretical analysis on semi-supervised learning, and

discussed the future research on semi-supervised learning.



