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(1) FXFRBREH LR AT B IR, TR0 T BUA Co,0 JEELLIHOHIIE Y SAR B
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AR R RGN B, FEFTA R, L0 A RB AL P 1 2R
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(2) EFXF SRR DA TE R 1) 0 AL, $ 8 T L0 YEAIORT Lo YEBS00 U B 249 3K
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T Lo JEELAHR B —PERY BRI, ATIHE S TRMEREIRE . SR, Rt T A
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ABSTRACT

In the era of big data, how to mine the effective information hidden in high-dimensional
and complex data is the key to data analysis. Unsupervised feature selection, as a dimen-
sionality reduction technique that does not require label guidance, has attracted much atten-
tion due to its ability to effectively remove redundant features while preserving the essential
structure of the data. Although existing methods based on sparse optimization have made
significant progress, there are still many challenges when dealing with high-dimensional
complex data structures, such as insufficient sparse structure representation, inaccurate lo-
cal feature discrimination, and unreasonable reconstruction error measurement. To address
these challenges, this paper conducts in-depth research from three aspects: single sparsity
constraint, double sparsity constraint, and double sparsity constraint with contrastive learn-
ing. The main contributions are as follows:

(1) To address the issue of insufficient sparse structure representation, existing ¢ o-
norm constrained and regularized single sparsity constraint models are investigated, and an
alternating minimization strategy based on the trust region algorithm and hard thresholding
is designed. The experiments demonstrate the effectiveness and flexibility of the /5 o-norm
constraint. Specifically, among all the comparison methods, the average clustering accuracy
and normalized mutual information of the ¢; o-norm constrained model are improved by at
least 2.83% and 5.09%, respectively, validating the superiority of the /5 o-norm constraint
for sparse structure representation.

(2) To address the issue of inaccurate local feature discrimination, a double sparsity
constrained model combining ¢ o-norm and {y-norm, called DSCOFS, is proposed. By
introducing the ¢y-norm constraint to filter out irregular noise features, the model compen-
sates for the limitation of the single sparsity of the /5 o-norm constraint, thereby enhancing
the ability to discriminate features. In algorithms, a proximal alternating minimization strat-
egy based on the first-order exact penalty function and hard thresholding is designed, and

the convergence of the algorithm is theoretically proven. Experimental results show that the
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average clustering accuracy and normalized mutual information of DSCOFS are improved
by at least 3.34% and 3.02%, respectively, validating the effectiveness of the double sparsity
constraint in local feature discrimination.

(3) To address the issue of unreasonable reconstruction error measurement, an enhanced
model integrating contrastive learning and DSCOFS, called DSCOFS-CL, is constructed.
By reconstructing sample data within the self-representation framework, contrastive learn-
ing loss is introduced to model the reconstruction error, while a low-rank constraint is applied
to maintain the global structure. This enables the adaptive learning of relationships between
samples in both the original and projected spaces. In algorithms, a proximal alternating min-
imization strategy based on the gradient descent method and hard thresholding is designed,
and the convergence of the algorithm is theoretically proven. Experimental results show that
compared to DSCOFS, the average clustering accuracy and normalized mutual information
of DSCOFS-CL are improved by 1.85% and 1.06%, respectively, validating the practicality

of contrastive learning in reconstruction error measurement.

Keywords: Unsupervised feature selection; sparse optimization; double sparsity; con-

trastive learning; proximal alternating minimization
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1.1 fIRBTEREN

bR B BRI S A R, AT T IR (5t B T g 4, 9 Haix st
B K2 RO AR . MR B PR A TR GE TR , 2025 4 450d R o8
175ZB, FAE 2028 4E¥H4 K & 393.8ZB, AHLL T 2025 4R34 K1 1.25 f%. k1M, 1H&
o 2 P AR R o DAL SOARKE A B, K BRI o SR O
A B BB, G T T BRI AR PR A S . AR
FHBR R 25 A AN REXT = A i AT e b R 4, AT 0 RS [a) L Il
W, T AR IR Iz A AN AR, IERE RS AL . F,
St T R B AT IR B LRSS W B R AR TR S DA R
6 QAR e T N (L ) B O T o B 1 ok o8 4 & R IR SRV QA S PN 4 G
T 5

BRI Al A — AN LA B AL, AR X ARAE b 3 =X AN [ B DAY
SRARFAE B ER SRR AE e 2 ) o AR R G A 43 5 R PR SR R A W B (I AR 25
8], A BRAAE 2 SR IR R 2 R s IR R AT, X BB RAE 2 LR
RREHT “HREC R SRHMERRBURT , RAOEZEBA SR JE AR RAE 25 8], T iE
TR LR P B B I R AR B A 25 B RRIE 725 0], X R E R
fiEMIFIRFAE T BB k). FREEERRRa I 8 & e 2 A AR B
BFAE 725 TR R T B U A 5 R AR A, AT AR B ORI RIPERE O A,
AESERE A B R IE T SR AR FRAE , XA PR s U, s T R e . 22
ToEEN, FHERBFEC A KEBCI AN TE RPN LEARZ —.

SRTT, RSt P B A R 2 B RARTE BRI A SE B TR 1 . RS 2T
BEap IR AT AT, ARSI RBOIL A IR XE . R IX RS, 0 B AL e 3% 5 1T
A, I HRRE AU A 1 00 T e i BRI R T A5 32 5. B AT,
To R AE e B, O 2 B N T2 TR0, mREE 2 B . 1
235 DAL EL R Bk O A 117, Web of Science H 3¢ T JG W BHRRAE HEHE 2
W SC BT 4E (2014-2024) 3K 300%,
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Figure 1.1 The publication statistics on the topic of unsupervised feature selection

Zi BRI, Jol BRI e RO B ORI S DR S I, R AN LA RESTT Y
HIT R BRI, ASSCRABEOM A, BRI M D0 A M 2R T 0 MR Ak s 5 14
BTk, BAERNREERG

1.2 ERIMARIIR
121 FTEEFFIERREF

— R, T R R T VA AT AR R AR e B r 5 507 K
=Rp2eAd: ks AR AR 9RO AR R e AR AL I 543
T, B IMIEGETR bR O E B - H b MRS AR B8 L A G BORFAIE , SRS (1)
et BORFAE R I A5 . He 45 N P00 48t i35 13 713743 (Laplace Score , LapScore)
A S ) i 8 ST B R MR 55 95 - LapScore B Joill i 4R 40w Rl 5 H B HE )
KAPAERHE A B2, B S XMR AR BB SR, 5 Jo MR 5 SR AT 7] AR Ak
AT IGEERIBRN SR, SR, o P I0 B R e 5 94 i T I B R AR R REUEA T3k
e, PTRE SRR E BT S AN BRI RFAE . AP, AT Rl R E
RS RDR PP FFIE T RIS . EICRAEER B2 fE—PLdbA I A,
P B R AR RE RO RHIE . hr il 032057k (Las Vegas Wrapper, LVWE!)
S LA T R I AR A S B TS IR RRIE R T vk . LYW B RN AR 2
AEFIE TR, RS A AL T S AR R A TR A R 2, R a PR
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ER/NOFFE TR, TR B R IR 28/, AR, I TC B R %
ITEER PR EN G — A FT R, T SR e . AT RS &
T PEAM BT IRR R, FPRE R A A S R — R 1, feiF
FAEEBAER N SR ad R b A shitdT. S ERATHARN “E2” AR, I AJTIRTE
UNZRA ALY T A PP R BEAT— E ROAL B (4 60 TEJUAR) , AT SE BUAFAE Y H 8l
o B L2 R T MR o i B e O YA SR . FEE L, XA A IR
A, SEBRERE I AR AR AR E L TR BR ] A AT 55 R SRR TE

JE e KE J e A J da KA
TG THERR 5E SCPHAt AR E PRI FrA Y
RFHE I % > RREGEFE REIE 3%

R )1k
R T 5 RIS

e T4
25 N

v

RILT 5
(a) 139850 (b) 2K (©) i A

B 12 Jol By i e

Figure 1.2 The framework of unsupervised feature selection methods

UEAEA, A B R T IR Lo ) UG 1 235 80 1R 24K
AT, RSB RIRIE 27 > R B RAT P BRFAE P o BT M ity
TR ) T 84 R B PR S MR Pt A 5t ) SRR T LA 54, % D ) P s i 2
WRARREARRIEN , Fmd Mg AR R S RHE e, . Cai 55 A B8 43
Prig 6 JEEES G, RN T T 2R MR MR EAESE . S TR B, Yang
S NP 25 R SRy A R L2 R RS S, R A R R S 0 A A5 40
HFERD o JERORSS &, $2 0 T T B FIAFFHEESE (Unsupervised Discriminative

Feature Selection, UDFS). PfiJ5, Li 28 A\ ?! ¥ UDFS ¥ 2| B A JE i M i
3



MR VR S

B T RAFHEESE R . Lin 48 AP0 @ JR i i A SR SRS e A A6 R, T
SR 00 JEEC R R R AL, i T B4R A (Robust Neighborhood Embedding ,
RNE) . SRM, iR ET 0S40 M i J VAR B A 3 FURRIE SRR T AR A0 1, XA
AT TCARFHAE MR R T/ 8Uske R TR, Nie 25 A7 AR 4E 23 1]
Fo] HE NI Loy (0 < p < 1) JEHORFIEM BN, JEMPR 451 1)
GBI RHMER B R, BRI T S I RHEESE (Structured Optimal
Graph Feature Selection, SOGFS). Li £ A\ P TR MRy 7 AE v &, (6
FIAT) SCTCAHRZHRA Lo JEEL, S0 T — Ml db i ml A2 . Oy 1 PR B
G2 [ B B SR LT 45, Shi 88 POV 2o [ 3 1 A4 78 20 AR AL Tl ok A i ais
MY NTESEE , R G A i 2 2] S 55 B 2RSS, TRl T 27 ) B AR 25 R 4
FAHIERERE . Tang 55 NPOURI B FRIRBOR B 32 I REA TR IPE IR, BEm R EE T4k
Pary R I L4544 . Chen 58 NBYRIA £y, B> BN RIGM AL, HRF I S5 HRHE
LA H . Zhou 5 N P2l 75 J5 4 25 [ AR ZE 25 [a] B A2y > B 3R 1,
Peih TR TG B 2R B2 ) W To B R 2 5 v
i, T F 01 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA )R R 3 il 202
Hr (Sparse PCA, SPCA)P (RHIEIESE 7 VA B IR & S % . Bl4n, Chang % A1)
LTI oy JEECRAG AR FIE AL, 7 TR0 SPCA BiAL. Yi 58 AP
T HIERNAL SPCA , BEE MM 7S E 4 v (B BE 55 1 B LA RFAIE . Zheng 48 A\ D7
M EMFERER: SPCA Hifiidk — A A, FEIMAT o JEBCRAZ LB KA B
HAGHEE,  [R]UER T S AL AR M) S U AP IR e e b, el P IR e 45 5k
PR 5 044081 (SPCA via Positive Semidefinite projection, SPCA-PSD)., Li £ A 2%
FIATAEMNE Loy (0 < p < 1) %L, $210 T TRAEEEEA MG 80508 (SPCA
for Feature Selection, SPCAFS), [FHfHIGIET (o), (0 <p < 1) JEHEAALL lo EEL
MIPESS . Zhou %5 NS5 AT %] sy 5] PR B2 PCA RYEEAIRZE , W] R85 1
AE RN R T 2 TERAH, S22 T 4 Jo I BRI e B 1 BB
EHARTEERE, FR T ERHEE B EAE & T Coo JEBUMAATH (Lo, F5500)
ARG (G JEEOER) o IERSCER MY e, XA RES S EFR R R RN
R, RATHEAE T —/ N4 . idl, Chen 58 N Y25 [AI R A T B LY.
OB XA £ 0 JEERA IR TRIERE SR . Nie 58 N9 BT8duth 2=
FEPERRIRTE T Lo AR FHERR B 29K 300535387 (Feature-Sparsity constrained
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PCA, FSPCA), ZJ5 FAEAHEESEAN PCA MHIZE A, HEMIE A TR B B8t AH R i e
fif. Zhang &5 NPTEREAFIH G2 HAEE T — 40, R Lo JEE0T SRR R
S ket PN A 5 i B 1111 i S G A o LR o

122 B

2006 4, Donoho ™42 i} T 45 /8 (Compressed Sensing, CS) FIA%S, Bifnig
—ME T MBI B R R 451, A8 B W] DA D ) R A IR RS, T
XL R DT DARTRY IS (AN ACRFEER) Fratisl 8o . s B Bie
e R O AL B R TR SRS, ARORHESD TR B ROR AR AR, BON R E
AT T TRl . — M, Mt fe 238 a (o JEBOE M B 29—k IR s
oAb, R dEE kL Wi, (Nondeterministic Polynomial, NP) ). ZEHS
(11N ) o v IS 1 1 e 0 0 O 1/ 7 7 I 3 = A N )
HESVEHESE YO, FR, FEREE, C&A SN RMEERESR, Hlinscd &
/IMESEYE (Alternating Minimization Algorithm, AMA), 3% 5 [a)3 7% (Alternating
Direction Method of Multipliers, ADMM )"V 131 i 32 # £z /M. (Proximal Alternating
Minimization, PAM)“ &5, Ak, % @ 7 — L8 BE R EORS BE = i I sk ™, 6l
ANA- TR SRR R VA Y L RO B HXHEE Y L Rt A s Y 4, HE HAE R 2 L
FE A BRI UE T ko, B ES A G B4 | i
WO, Bl 1.3 R T 4k R R £, JEEHEA KT 1 2SRk, A&y RAE
WA, BEE p WD, 6 AR I, XMW . Bk,
Yp=0mn, “4EmEAREIGH O fF, 1 HABE T O AUPATIAE, X LfRE 1T o8 1T

++00

(@)p=0 b 0<p<l ©p=1 (dp=2

L3 R[A] p BUE TR £, JERETRIX I,

Figure 1.3  The constraint regions of the £, norm under different values of p
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2 by JEERRT DAZI AN 785 IR A5 10 . IEAh, M p < LI, £, e AR K2
FEIET, 06 JERCE Lo ERURILRTAATE .

A b, 3T SPCA B T M BHRRIE 56 456 i) il — s B W I Ak 1Y) Stiefel It
B (XFRIEAGRIE) LA W T X AR AR O IR, AT 2R P A ity
VAR AR, RIS AL 2 b i B0 sl 3R ARt 200 K e Ak A b )
FEATICALSK AR o B4 Chen 25 N1 85 174 €0 {4000 Stiefel TR AR R, @it 5| A
F SR ARG I, ARG ET Y RAs B H R80T & T PAM L4k 5% . Chen
5 N OSBRSS i dne /N 3R [l T i), K43 T Co 1 SR Stiefel JiiJE AN Grassmann i
TARAIER, SR A SRR AT . S THRTIHAE Stiefel JifE Eit55443%, Chen
SE NN 17 021 JEELY Stiefel IIE AL, FAE Stiefel JREYIZk 25 [H] R H
U e FE BEOR AT T2 1 A R Faka Uy, IR T i R ik
AT [RIRERT T4 £o 1 JE4RRY Stiefel FIEAALINEL, Xiao 45 A OV F HHrkg B H
Pe ¥y e Rk @ TRER TS, ot T IR M L s R . T
BT AN oR AR, BEMRCRATE TR, dE—25Hh, Zhou G NIV ET (o,
TUEAN Stiefel R R B E B, FT 0 W I HE W 7 P ) hiks B H
Bk, B ERE AR IR, [ AR T A R S N R R 2
WS, AR O JEAN Lo JEELEE ARG AT AR, (BTG 70 R
BLgEth . T, ATl AR AT £, (0 < p < 1) JEEH Loy (0 < p < 1) J54K.
Fung 25 N\ HER] 724 p #i T 0 B, £, A0St R 5 I & (R 6o 3540 s
Breloy 4 N U HEU T T AR 2B SPCA B8, H BT Lo JuB0 AR MR TRl
Wt A Majorization-Minimization 54 . Li 4 A P2V B3 o M B RRAE S35 45 1)
A, BT T Loy (0 < p < 1) JEBCOEMM AR, &5 DG b 5T 5K

it +ZFEERE, M AT T b T i ek ZE T R EO 5t
Je B B AR R A AT R UL, o AN oo JEELAT DARIRR L B A T SERG 1
o Zm, PRI SEAEAR ST . fil, Bertsimas 5¢ N7 BT T Lo ALY SPCA
W, R ) A TR A BB IR E DS, IF i &l i U)ok . Xiu 55
68T R R T & T —Fh LT ADMM fAb s, 83h B 22 W
Nie 2 NPURFIE T4 o0 TEELLIA ) SPCA 1)/, MRIEEAE 7 225 BRI 0, &%
T a&RIAEERE BT A, FFEW TEEMI S, 32, Nie 45
NIOVHG SPCA i) ELAL R — A B SRR 8, B2 T — PR 55 BB AT AT S 400
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BOBAR TR

Zi BRI, RS ET R U AL A it I7 YA ) T M B RIE VR B R U R 2 BE Y L
ER, HmE R H (B b JERN oo X0 HFTEAL THEEHR R BL
Rl AE AL B i A S 2R B R A, BUA iR e E 2 B, R RS T R A
FEOr . SRR FE B A ER A B A IR 2 RN G PSR D, SRR, AR
X RFFIRR BT Stiefel B AL MR, BTA RIS FEIA 2 iR TF S MY F 2L

eI

1.3 AXTFTEMRANTINEHHRA

ASC BB LR . OB B 2 R RS B2 AN L2 > = AN A P R r, &
JEEEA, T BS AR B VR T T R AT, TN R AR HE L
mE 1.4 frs. AR,

e FAREERSEY, BRALESDLE
FIRRHAITFINR
\A \} \A
Rl RIS ERES) BOREES
e IS AR AR
— J e
[ wama— | wamss ) #AmE= )
max | ETERTARN  ETWRAARN  ETXHEINN
e TSI Cay N S
BRI BRI DR
L XU WFHBREIR
P - £I5R RS
v
ik BURICER FRS B DEROREE, 8t
£l HEARIERH 5

B 14 SCEREAESTET I

Figure 1.4 The main content of the article and chapter organization

BTN . B T ARSI 55 E A TC BRI e R A Ak
PIRFFEIR . [FI, 25 0 T SCREIIBFF N A G S I G5 42
5 CREEE X RS M RN FE 4 AT AT . SRR T Lo JEEOE W)
P 45 H1 (SPCA with £ g-norm Regularization, SPCA-R) #EAUF (s o JUEZ R
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IR ER R A4 HF (SPCA with £, g-norm Constraint, SPCA-C) 5%, ik, ¥t T &
TSR AE (e A UL M o BE LI IAE 1 Co0 JEERT DASE N 58 70 1R
Mg ity , AR THTC B AE SRR PERE . IR, S8 Mgt B 0 BT e B T SPCA-C
. SPCA-R 7E LB fE it fe b i35 )i, 5 SPCA-C [FIREAY B vEEFT T %
PO, S TR R TR TE B AR R RE I 5

5 = FEATN JRTARE FE AAN MERR 0 R AT RIS o 15 S5 TE SPCA-C i ALfili I, 5l
AT Lo JEEN T HERRTEREE, HESLT oo JEEHN Lo JEEHIRUR R 2T RACALFRAE
$#% (Double Sparsity Constrained Optimization Feature Selection, DSCOFS) 71, H:
W, BT T ET BRI O R A0 AR BIE A DAL RN, AR SRR AR
TSRS SN TE A (FRRE ) o R, A TR TR B HERE, SIA
T TR A RE PN R . BT, SE9RYiE T DSCOFS A RLPE. Fafd A
WS, R TR B2 AR T AR LR A

S VO B ET N E A R 25 B BN G LY A TS . 1 JeAE DSCOFS [yt |,
A B FRRFE 22 S FEAR R B A, FIA TR I SR RS B &
FENL T RO B ] SR 29 R A AL RRAE 8 $E (DSCOFS with Contrastive Learning ,
DSCOFS-CL) 8, Hyk, it 73Tl B N EA A S E i ofems , ™
FEUERH T BRI A T S REAS SN G (XFRFRE ) I, I EE SRR3R
B DSCOFS-CL P:AERI % T DSCOFS A7 [ #b—2L i T, Bilk 7R} Hesp I
FaJ IR 22 BE R A R

BIEAREE SR, BT A FEPRNAEMBCR, R A S T AR
HH AN JE 22 AL TEFT T A0HT, B AR A SC AR SR X R i T AR T TR .
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FE ETERRARNITEEBFHDERER X

LEVEHER MU 124 B R T B R AR T VR, AR TNIX TR Z R Lo TE
Bini X EZon BRI B A, X BE S SECS MR 45 I FRR A TE 78 o
B, ARFERT G 0T, RETEIRM o0 R TE B RAE AR A,
RIRVE T loo JEROE MR AR PR RCARA . FERIRTT I, Bt 1 BT Ess
TRAIBE BRSO LA . SEIRET R RN, SISEATEBALL, b0 JEECH R
MR RN T sy, RERSA R T o BB R A e A R fE -

2.1 HHXTIIE

Ry B BT 507, PCA. 1 20 SEVAEL R 2o TF 2 9 2 M2 A
WA SRR B B IR ), A5 OB 25 K, TITAE B 4 T
RO AR B RO 5 . BRI m e, DRI AN X =
XX, X € R HP x € RYBELBHE X 195 0 AT, R
AR R, AR R X x = LRI =0 (i #), Hip T
FIREEE . AT LA TRRE A = [an,25, 8] € RO, R Y0, a; =0,
M MR NS, Fol a, € RYEECE A M55 § AMEA. PCA )71 x, LAY
BBSRN ATx, BBHTITEN

Var(A'x;) = %(ATxi)T(ATXi) = %XZTAATXZ', (2.1)
TERTA J7 ] L5 28R
Var(ATX) =) %XZT AATx; = Tr(X TAATX), (2.2)

i=1
Horp Te(-) FORMEERILE . L, PCA Al DAEERSRAFSEE R X R KA T5 221
i, AR,

m)}n —Tr(XTAATX)

(2.3)
st. X'X=1,.
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MIRALHI I RESRT , BT (2.3) WK R PTHEAL JhS b Iy 28000 - AAT A THRHIE 4
fil, IR d ANFAEIER B AR AE ] & ORI, X AR YA RAE W] R
22 AR, — P W 52 T L AR E AL O o i PR R E i Ak 2
B, AR Gy Mg Bt B FIIVERRFE . Zou S5 NP 421 T R TEIY SPCA LA

min  — Tr(XTAATX) + || X||2.1
X (2.4)
st. X'X =1,
Hop A > 0 28 mifst RS EL, (X202 X 1 G 58, B [ X2 =
Yoy /2 X XL X FORAEME XM i AT J BIRIICE . IR G EUMAE
B (2.3) 9 HARRR R, B8 (2.4) ] AR B — DRI BOEHERE X, AIMTHG58 T4
RUA AT FRETE , T IR TR R T

MM, JEMN BIRAA G 5 8 e/ i, EAIRERBAR L TE 2 0] 6e
figEtt o g, ST EAEMN R G (0 < p < 1) R, M p = 1/2,2/3,3/4 B, fF
TE SRl RO T 6 J588. 2k, Li NP 5IAT by {800 G35
lop (0 <p <1)5%, FHAEAT SPCAFS Bl

min — Tr(X TAATX) + A X5,

(2.5)
st. X'X =1,

o [IX][5, = S0 (/300 X2)P. SRR, AR TR Q.41 G T, AR
AR €y, VRS T E B YT ES T o M (T R P

22 HFEUEHZX
AT SR Lo FEBCE WA 29 A 0 I BHRRAE R B A, LR BT TR
S AN R ) DA S
221 HEFIRE
ARG HI SO KA NG, BET Co0 TERE M) SPCA AU W] PASEIA K
min — Tr(XTAATX) + A X||2.0

(2.6)
st. X'X =1,
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ol [ X g = S, TN ) 5 X M Gap SEHK. I, X' RATEHERE X % i 4
FrimaE. T([x o) HIT R & x* 1Y 6 {EEue &=, B

I S
1(xl2) = | @7
0, ||x[[2=0.

R, Sty b, (0 <p < 1) WHALL, G WAKTHHEFTHMGT, O
1M S5 B LSS H FE I3 20 -

TETC B RHIE e v p, A0 X7 A (X AT I RE) PR B, FONS B RS A
MNATHI RS, A RS RE R, XEWRE BOEHEE X 1T &R
Mir G2 AR T LA S R SRR B AT R ALE ) B M 254 . 1 2.1 JROR 1 IR R e 4
BidfE. WEMHATAE H, X7 81 1) 5 i SR RO AR LR AE A S5 R 20
HkH, 24 X755 s BN RoTERm, 5 MHES SRS EER BT, X
BRE S | MRS R 2 PR BRI U5 B

A c Rdxn XTA c Rmxn

———— == — —

B 2.1 Jakdnmicy i

Figure 2.1 The projection process of the original data

T Bk, AEREE AR RE, HRR IR AR X M A T
M. R X JhN o0 TEELAN, AIRE-— DAL U Jo I B R ik e i 2l
min  — Tr(XTAATX)
X (2.8)
S.t. XTX = [m7 ”XH2,O < S,
Hrprs > 0 TGN X WfanE, BICREIESATINE, HN Y 7 2k
AFHE R
TEASCH, AL Lo 0 TEAIE ) SPCA #5284 (2.6) 2h) SPCA-R, £o JuELZY ) SPCA
7 (2.8) & SPCA-C,
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222 RILE®
H T4 (2.6) F1 (2.8) HPALE Lo 0B, HICEATZIEN. ARG MR,
UeAh, BARUPIRFEERR AR XX = 1, XA R AR TR AR IPEK .
2221 3Kfi SPCA-R
HREGIAPEAZR X =Y, A (2.6) 5N
min  — Tr(XTAATX) + A|Y |20
Y (2.9)
st. X'X=1, X=Y.
FIF AR R B ¥R, AT DATEREEL (2.9)%%4k N
min - — Tr(XTAATX) + AV [|l20 + ul| X — Y[}
Xx (2.10)

st. X'X=1,,

Hdr > 0 2 PR S RRENESISE, || - |lr 2R Frobenius {54, %
XER YR Bk ERPAR, N AT AMA KIS TR AR
(1) MEY, HHX:

min  — Tr(XTAATX) + X = Y2

(2.11)
st. XX =1,.
EAAL 2.11) B HARRECH 9(X), W g(X) B EZ
Vg(X) =—24ATX +2u(X - YH), (2.12)
Wit Hessian 4[4
V(X)) = —21, @ AAT + 2uly,, (2.13)

Hi @ #REEHER, I8 St(d,m) = {X e R>™ | XTX = I,,} BB\ 1—
A Stiefel JitJE, WAL (2.11) AT PAMUE A Stiefel i JEAL AR AL

min  — Tr(XTAATX) + pl| X — Y*|2. (2.14)

XeSt(d,m)
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AT, A5l PR B A & S R AR E AR A s R T H, AR
B M, T HRSCHR R . T PR BRI AR (2.14),
HG, Stiefel FEFE M X AIYI 236K

Tx St(d,m) = {n e R>™ | XTn+n'X =0}. (2.15)
BE)T . RGBT DA Ry HRG OB 05 B B2 2 U A D) 25 ) _E SRR A

grad g(X) = Px(Vg(X))

(2.16)
= Vg(X) = X sym(X ' Vg(X)),
Hp Px(Vg(X)) 2R BaUHE Vo(X) 1752 2152 i Y S 0] ik 45
sym(X Vg (X)) FrRIEH X TVg(X) BIXFRES, &k
sym(X Vg(X)) = (X Vg(X) + (X Vg(X))")/2. 2.17)

[FFEHE, 225 Hessian HiREH 0] DU 4/ B X Hessian 5 R332 212 2 A9 Y)

Hess g(X) = Px(V3g(X))

(2.18)
= V2g(X) — X sym(X "V?g(X)).
SR, %2 Hessian JE MERYTHEE 40 IME, X HURHPAF IR
Hess g(X) ~ grad g(X + eI) — grad g(X) (2.19)

9
Hrpe> 02— MM, ARk X + el i T, FiusEkn i
2R 5 T SR AE DA LA

min  my(n) = g(X) + Tr(n' grad (X))

n€Tw St(d,m)

+ % vec(n) " Hess g(X) vec(n) (2.20)

s.t. Tr(n'n) < A?
Horpr vec(n) FoRidid  n S HER M B, A REEEE R, B, [FRUE R H A
T E

9(X) — g(Rx(n))
mx(0) —mx(n)’

2.21)
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T 1 BRI (2.14)
A BR A ZBREY, 280,60 < poin < pmax < 1,0 <71 <1 < 7, A > 0,

pefo,1)
PhGAk: i = 0, XF € St(d, m), A; € (0,A)
M RIS AT

LR X = XA = A RS (2.20) FRARESE] 0
2 B X = XFL g = g fRAR 221 IS E
3: ﬁn% pz < pmin #Lﬁi:

4 Ay =l

s: MIMAER p; > prax AT
6: Ay = min(pA;, A7)
7. A

8: Ajpr = A

9: &5 4P ir

10: MR p; > p' P

11: XF, = Rx(m)
12: {0

13: Xk, =XF

14: G AP

1s: K AT st

SRR

B Xk

H Ry (n) 24 n ARBVRERIL LRGSR T. ik, KRB (2.14) /&R
PRI 1
(2) Ml X, SHY:

min AV 20 -+ X5 < V2 (222)

MRAEERI RT3 BT AR (2.22) By H b eR B IR AT 47 0
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d i
1Y {20 = 325z T([y'[]2),

(2.23)
|XEF = YR = 300 (xR — i3,
IR IEE R, Y WAa— 71 & 0T DA R
min  AI(y") + p| x> — y'||3. (2.24)
yi

OB (2.24) I EBRERECH F(y). 24y = 0B, f(y) = plx* 25 4y £ 0K, B
y = x"MH AR EIR/ME f(y) = Ao BATTAGE] YR s AR

;

0, I+l < /A,
bkl — i i
YA = S0 e = /N (2.25)

\Xi,k-i-l? ||Xi,k’+l||F > /A/M

ZE LPmiA, Kf# SPCA-R BY5e 8 WA YE 2, R, ¥ WISRMAIENMLSE N, &
ISR p A B XPR L % RS sL I I S i T 0

vk 2 SR SPCA-R W fiAL B
A BlE A BEN 1

MRk k= 0, IR (RN 53] (X°,Y°)
E N e GhE K F)
IR 1155 X
2 A (2.25) 55 YR
3 KA S
AP TE
finly: (XFH YR

2222 3Kf# SPCA-C
15 BOK i SPCA-R (LK, BIAHAAE S X =Y FRHEIAL (2.8) Bk 5 H

min  — Tr(XTAATX) + p|| X — Y2
X (2.26)
st XTX =1, |Vl < s.
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(1) WY, S X:

min  — Tr(XTAATX) + X - Y2

(2.27)
st. X'X=1,
A (2.27) 587 (2.11) AR, FEAT AR TS 1, e AE .
(2) Ble X, #HY:
min [ X4 V|2
Y (2.28)

S.t. |IY||2’0 S S.

LTy = 0 I, FIMATH EARREURAMEN (X7 o5 24y # 0, AHRATHY
HARREAE y° = x"H 1 AL e/ IME 00 HREE BIRAMAT, 158 XA AT R £y
TR X g, FERF RS s KOOSR 57, ARIMAEH] Y i R

' Xz‘,lc—s—l7 Hxi,k:—s—1||2 > tg-i-l’
y’L,k+1 — (229)

0, [ | < £H

L g, SR SPCA-C 15 B 2 ILAREA 3.

Bk 3 5K SPCA-C p LAk
BN Bl A, ZHs,

PGAL: k=0, RIEPIIA LRI E] (X°,77)
M RS AT
WA 1155 XA
2 JEITE (2.29) 155 YR
3 AR
SORNGE
fiily: (XML Y

23 HESBESH

AT o 5 M T BRI 2 45 VA Y FL B IE SPCA-R F1 SCPA-C B 3K
PEFIE R | X 26 740 3% LapScore?) \UDFS 4 | SOGFS?”! . RNE 2! §{| SPCAFS %!,
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H.rpr LapScore, UDFS., SOGFS #1 RNE i i1 AutoUFSTool® 523, SPCAFS® 21
T EAEE PO ACSSE L.

231 KWIRE
2.3.1.1 SCISHIIE

FESTH b AN ELS RO R FR TE B AL S 7 S R L,
AR COIL20® | AN #EPE 5§ 42 warpPIEIOP® Al UMIST®, —
NP E GRS USPS®, 15/ 5H g GLIOMA® Al lung_discrete®. 7E3/5 4
FUSHRAET , lung_discrete $UHEA R BIBUN, TIAMBIRGZELIY. N T H5
Dt JEEEE lung_discrete 75 lungd, 7 S C L RUHRA I EAN 5 LK 2.1 R,
4k, COIL20 Al UMIST $Hdfiry il UL A1l 2.2 77«

R2.1 HIREFER

Table 2.1 The dataset information

HiRs EENE HAH gl
COIL20 1024 1440 20
USPS 256 1000 10
lungd 325 73 7
GLIOMA 4434 50 4
UMIST 644 575 20
warpPIE10P 2420 210 10

23.1.2 SHIEE

R T LIS AR AP, TR SERUE BT BT VI SR E R O o Xf
F LapScore, R H #AZH A E AU RS, SRS Ht = 1. XFT LapScore,
UDFS. SOGFS il RNE, F35 IIAUH MR <484 %80 5. X§F UDFS 1 SOGFES,
RBPOE N BARZEANEL. X T SPCAFS, (o, JuBk+f p = 1/2. XT SOGFS,
SPCAFS. SPCA-R #1 SPCA-C, #5574 3 [A] e A 2%k .

https://github.com/farhadabedinzadeh/AutoUFSTool
https://github.com/quiter2005/algorithm
https://jundongl.github.io/scikit-feature/datasets.html
https://github.com/ycwang-libra/LpCNMF_github/tree/main/datasets

® 8 0 06
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(a) COIL20 (b) UMIST

B 22 Hlsen MibsR

Figure 2.2 The dataset visualization results

AR SR P P SHROE , IR SRR S 1 R R A4 TE Y
e rpIRE, BESRBIE N {107°,107%,1072,10°, 10%,10%, 10} o X A #icdf
&, AT RrFESEME A {10,20,30,40,50,60, 70,80, 90,100} HHskh.

2.3.1.3 VaFnE1E AN

XTASEE X, R ABENLIE AR FEAARIAGE X°, FFBLY? = X° SR, BEHLIE
SOEFEAAR K IIBEDLIE . A 7 I/ ISR e 1) s M AN T A2 B, S rh 3R
10 ANEEHLIEASHIE, FFEFERE PCA J7 2% Tr(X TAATX) SR RIIE A AR A fie 24 1
PG . IO (2.10) FT(2.26) 1 HARERE B0 £1(X,Y) Al fo(X,Y), TS
24 R EN

(1) B 1A A SO R 2

grad g(W},) < 107° (2.30)
SR REAC R E] 100 AL
(2) 559k 2 R A S 2

G YR - f(XR YR
TR YR S 230

B RIEARIR B £ 100 R Ik o
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(3) B3k 3 A AU 2

|f2(Xk+la Yk+l) _ f2(Xk7 Yk)|
L+ [ f2(XF, YF)|

Bl E B RIE AR EA R 100 B Ik .

<107° (2.32)

2.3.1.4 Frigtr

H T PG TC BRI BT AR VERE . 5 JE R B A B Y D7 YR AR B 7R R
fE¥4, BEEE TR EWRHE TR K ERERRIAG RS, 5a P
B-525a el (Kuhn-Munkres, KM) S35 VEELOhARAE 5 BLSEAR S 22 (] 1) e A3 . 5%
. fESCIG T SEBUERAZR (Accuracy, ACC) FlIlH—{bH(5E (Normalized Mutual
Information, NMI) PHAHEREMMRE. FEHEENE, K WERREIEZVIGE S
WS, Pl AEREIAT 50 Ik K EREFH AL -FEEMAREZ, [RICS T &
MSET R REER .

ACC 7] A WMHE Y RFERIMER & SO

ACC = =37 5(60), (1), 2.33)

Horp o(i) A1 (i) 23 53 nilid KM BASAEIL L IS 05 @ IR ESLhRas,
1 0(-) Je— A B DR M SRR T AR 0(0) = o(i), W 0(e(i), (i) = 1,
A 6(¢(1), ¢(i)) = 0.
NMI Szl 7RG HLa R 2 R ARE, & Hh
I(P,Q)
H(P)H(Q)
Hrp PALQ 73 BIZOR IR EMESIAR SRS, [(P, Q) FRMEII R, M H(P)
T H(Q) W2 4% B I .
ACC #I NMI FE MR i SRS BT, 0 S e thy A B2 1) T S B R AL B3 7 3
PEREMAY . JSLEE T ARECAREIRULIA P ERRER ] ACC F1 NML,

NMI = , (2.34)

232 SCIgsEE

[l 2.3 M 2.4 JE/R T A FIFHERCRE S ACC A NMI {EI 2k, HpiEAa2%

HLMERY ALLfea ZR M BTARHE (BISIR%OSE ) HEFTIRE. LAk, 221523
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Y5 THE 100 ANFFAEE FE P d5efd: ACC A NMIFE(E . AmifE 26 R B 1 FRIE £ =
IR, ERUFRISE —ari g s (B ALLfea A1) 435l FIEL (AT fadric..

M 2.3 AT AEIIIE 2, S 02,0 R0 SPCA-R I SPCA-C FE/ i de
AR T PERE, ACC i ZHERAL T IrA Hh Ziny By, HAERR GLIOMA %
PEARIN “H R AT . B L, JEXUAY SPCAFS A USPS il warpPIE10P %i(ffx
4 b5 SPCA-R Al SPCA-C Boyficilr, (Hgfe HAt Bt A —@E M. Mk 2.2

8 — ——ALLfea || 8 — — —ALLfea
< LapScore < 40 LapScore
30 —4—UDFS | —4—UDFS
—=— SOGFS —=— SOGFS
20 —*—RNE | 30 —*—RNE
SPCAFS SPCAFS
—e—SPCA-R —e— SPCA-R
10 —e— SPCA-C | 1 20 —e—SPCA-C
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Number of selected features Number of selected features
(a) COIL20 (b) USPS
75 60 : ; ‘ ‘ ‘
70
5 —— —— A AT T - — 55
8 60 — — —ALLfea 8 — —ALLfea
< LapScore < LapScore
—4—UDFS —4—UDFS
55 —=— SOGFS 50 —=— SOGFS
—*—RNE —*—RNE
SPCAFS SPCAFS
50 —e—SPCA-R —e—SPCA-R
—&— SPCA-C —e— SPCA-C
45" : : : : : : : : 45 : : : : : : : :
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Number of selected features Number of selected features
(c) lungd (d) GLIOMA
50 ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; 50 ; ; ; ‘ ; ; ; ;
/\ 45b/\i
45 Y
40
Swrf/ /""" — —-ALLfea S s — — - ALLfea
LapScore < LapScore
—4—UDFS —4—UDFS
—=— SOGFS 30 —=— SOGFS
35 —*—RNE —*—RNE
SPCAFS | | LN« _____ SPCAFS
—e—SPCAR 25 —e—SPCAR
—e—SPCA-C —e—SPCA-C
30 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 20 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Number of selected features Number of selected features
(e) UMIST (f) warpPIE10P

2.3 RHITEAEANAH LR L ACC (%) HiZk

Figure 2.3 The ACC (%) curves of compared methods on six real-world datasets
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80
______________ GOF == === m e o
70
60) 50
] =] /\
= 50 — —-ALLfea || = 40 — — —ALLfea
Z. LapScore Z. LapScore
—4—UDFS —4—UDFS
40 —=—SOGFS | 1 30 —=— SOGFS
—*—RNE —*—RNE
SPCAFS | | SPCAFS
30 —e—SPCAR —e—SPCAR
—e—SPCA-C 20 —e—SPCA-C
20 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ b ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Number of selected features Number of selected features
(a) COIL20 (b) USPS
75 55 ‘ ‘
70 500 . _ _____ = =——o—
65 45
60 40
i o
= 55 — — —ALLfea = 35 — — —ALLfea
Z. LapScore Z. LapScore
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45t —*—RNE 25 —#*—RNE
SPCAFS SPCAFS
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—— SPCA-C —e— SPCA-C
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50 %
65 [
_____________________ 45
_ 60 — 40
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Z. LapScore Z. 35 LapScore
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B 2.4 RHIFEFEAN A ESEHRAE E ) NMI (%) 2k

Figure 2.4 The NMI (%) curves of compared methods on six real-world datasets

HRTPAE S, BRYE UMIST $lR4Eoh, ACC sl DARER —iF i 45 R ¥k | SPCAFS,
SCPA-R #1 SPCA-C.. H¢5illt, FIM loo YELLHY SCPA-R HI SPCA-C HEREAH T
lo, 5K SPCAFS FMEINL S, 7 COIL20 Fl GLIOMA %#4E 4354 6.06%
1 8.64% HHET, [FIRHEFTA AR BT 1.74% F10.36% 4T, Zif
AN EHRESE ER) ACC 154524, SCPA-R HI SPCA-C 45 2.83% HIH] 42Tt

MIE 2.4 i n] LBV 2] 5 Bl 2.3 KUIEER, H (0 78507 SPCA-R F
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SPCA-C f#j NMI i & AR T BT A i & L7 . B9k SPCAFS fH ANERIM, H
Je7E GLIOMA g (K T HA 3k . 3R 2.3 nf UGS, NMI fdf LRSS —
HI45 F 5% [ SPCAFS. SCPA-R Fl SPCA-C. 45, ] (o0 7%k SCPA-R Fil
SPCA-C 7. USPS Hl warpPIE10P #li4E I 3% [ S mi —, F HARX £
4 E H O BUS 56 445 117 SPCAFS 43 3% 0.34% F1 0.58%. #X1fi, & COIL20
1l GLIOMA ##a4E b, i (o0 754k SCPA-R Fll SPCA-C FHAL T H Lo JEELIT)
SPCAFS 7351 5.93% F1 27.80% HFE T}, [RIIAEREG 7 AR e B 3 2.37%
F0.91% [HE Tt . T B A2 , SPCAFS (1) NMI ¥E GLIOMA %(#i4E FAERL, (H2
TE ACC _FRENIEH, XERE ACC Il NMI H AR 52 IR0, DR 4~
FEAR ARG RAE LR PERE SN AT . 25 A 7/S D EEAR 1y NMI -2y 4505,, SCPA-R
1 SPCA-C £ 5.09% [0 B4 T}«

Zoat FARSEIREE R W, R £2,0 YA SPCA-R FI SPCA-C 1] AR 724 Hh 3 7R
BARPIFRBLSEH , R R A 25 DAL, 14, 7E PCA (5L
Bl L TCIRRE Lo YEEOMA BN IEWTA 2 2500, HApERR 82k, HE T
ACC il NMI {53 HiIAH 2 0.18% Fi1 0.05%. Z5 b ik, SHAsthZErEmibe, EH oo
THOR RS g 4514 ] DASR T e B R e e B P RE

2.3.3 WFLEDH

MK f# SPCA-R W A3 (2.25) AT DA, SKfif SPCA-R 15345 7 Y IFR BT
SIEMESE A ARSI SE w HE A/ p B K 24 A p A KRIN A5 153 2%
fifE, Tk /INE AT BE 22 I AN BIRR RS54 o A SCHE, MOKR R SPCA-C 58 4 3X(2.29) 7]
PAKIL, KAk SPCA-C 153745 & Y WIRGEL R s #HC, FF H. s W] DARIE BRI Ra K
BT, TR Y W 54 XM, IF AR X WEIHE XX =1,
RIUGEIE N < 1T BEREEE. NSRRI SEIma R R, A/ p > 100 BT gES
PAEM, WA/ p < 1070 B2E SR BIFRE S . XTI, ASSCERESE \/p = 0.01 43
Mok fi# SPCA-R 1533|4558 YV MM HE, FRBOE s = 100 53047k i SPCA-C 155728
&Y PWMBE. EH USPS Al lungd B S04 TiA%, W& s = 100, A = 100 #
p = 10000, kT T SERHESH i FE A2 Ak, 4 RN A R 22108 0, Bk
SRR R S SR PR R 1 . A8 Y W B A SR AR i AR A &l 2.5
JiR.
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Figure 2.5 The sparsity variation curves of SPCA-R and SPCA-C on two real-world datasets

MR IE 2.5 W AMEEE R, i SPCA-R 133|455 Y MG < B R AR EOE
W, (2055 T SPCA-C, ML, g SPCA-C 133|485 Y M B H A,
SCSHIIR B EA G MEAh, SEFRsEE SPCA-R FEIE LS A A SIS 1 A
FIHUE R, AR @I ARIMREHRI A 6E. ik, SPCA-C fI# T SPCA-R
A RABEG TR FH LA SEAR PO 0 A B R BRI %

2.3.4 g
2341 SHBRESH

IEATHISCNE , SR BB WG, S5 m e BRI R P B . A
/NS SCPA-R AN ZAL A M LA SPCA-C (NS R 1 Ml s EAT T S AU
JEmtfr, AL RRERE R 3 aniEl 2.6 71 2.7 .

M 2.6 RTLAFR i, SR AN g [FIF ) SPCA-R FFHELEEE A PERE - ¢ 5l4E Tungd
Bt b, 24 p=10° H A # 10° if, ACC A1 NMI BISR[ AR, FERBRRE AT 52 3
BI(E A/ p /AT ST AN BIRRIRESHY 1 p KA e S 2L/, IR RERY
MR e BUEAA LRI ER . BAh, p EREAR X =Y WS AR, Bralsay
MR ARAS R AR . B 2.7 TDAE . S8 0 Fll s [ SPCA-C HFALIEFE 1 1
e A, ATDAREIANA 2.6 EMLUNEER, 4 pid Kif &2 SPCA-C YPERE. L1EAL,
s W R BUWAHE , X2 A4 SCPA-C %} s AL BURR, H FL&5H 178 (L ka3
TISEER AR RS — 2L
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NMI

log u 7 logh

(b) USPS (NMI)

NMI

log p ” log A log p ” log A

(c) lungd (ACC) (d) lungd (NMI)

2.6 SPCA-R TEWIN~ELSLB AR T 0 S BURURE A Ar gt 1

Figure 2.6 The parameter sensitivity analysis results of SPCA-R on two real-world datasets

(c) lungd (ACC) (d) lungd (NMI)

2.7 SPCA-C ZEPIAELIL B 12 Bk i 3Bt
Figure 2.7 The parameter sensitivity analysis results of SPCA-C on two real-world datasets
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2.3.4.2 ERIGHHESHT

& 2.8 B T HEATRE eSS, SPCA-R FIl SPCA-C i1 H AR AL f1(X.Y) Fl
F(XY) BEE BB LI 2. 455530, SPCA-R Fil SPCA-C 75K Z AL UL T A%
FRSERIE, FFAE 100 YO RSB R ERAS , SXARIE T EATIE PR R i A Ak -

x10* x10*

——SPCAR ——SPCAR
——SPCA-C| ——SPCA-C
2 i

Value

Value
F N N = N S B )

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Iteration Iteration

(a) USPS (b) lungd

2.8 SPCA-R I SPCA-C 1E M H LR Bl st

Figure 2.8 The convergence curves of SPCA-R and SPCA-C on two real-world datasets

2.3.4.3 [EMREINTEL 4

S TR ) S 5 L 2 Bk 1A FUAR SRR (2.5), R ARREAY (2.6)7F 0 B R AR i
B EA OB TEEE . 1% SPCA-C A7, Nie 2 N\ MRS 7 BT R oy 2240 MRk
4 SRt VA AR AU B BB 339R, 30 SPCA-C 2k Jly FSPCA [H).
R SR AL RRT 558 3 48 BRI (2.8), 4T K #9EISEHLF ACC HI
NMI, % 2.4 25 7% SEIR 4528 .

M 2.4 HIYEER AT PANLEE S|, SPCA-C Ml FSPCA 1 USPS 71 UMIST %#i4E
R PERERI ZE R, AR HA KRS | SPCA-C MR B T FSPCA. 45 %5i3b, 7F
GLIOMA #l warpPIE10P ¥{#}54E I, FSPCA HyIhRERIK 2. Xl E/E Kk FSPCA
RIS AR T ZR BRI RR, B ZPIMEERTURE . a8k
%, 5 FSPCA MitL, SPCA-C #IAHEAFAPERER L. WU, XF TR, 9Bt
{H% SPCA [, BIERIAUAHIE, A FIICE RIS R B RIS R

®  https://github.com/tianlai09/FSPCA
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% 2.4 SPCA-R Hl FSPCA TE/S/ELSZEHE4E ) ACC (%) F1NMI (%)

Table 2.4 The ACC (%) and NMI (%) of SPCA-R and FSPCA on six real-world datasets

HiRE ik ACC NMI
SPCA-C 60.45+5.43 75.9142.03
COIL20
FSPCA 50.1544.70 68.50-1.56
USpS SPCA-C 67.3144.55 60.6442.55
FSPCA 67.38-:4.36 62.00--1.87
- SPCA-C 73.7346.35 71.08-:4.39
un
& FSPCA 60.1946.55 58.26:6.39
SPCA-C 59.24£5.00 51.68-6.02
GLIOMA
FSPCA 47.9244.61 21.94+5.8
SPCA-C 47.1142.99 66.65+1.75
UMIST
FSPCA 46.70-42.29 65.27+1.58
SPCA-C 48.3744.02 53.0543.16
warpPIE10P
FSPCA 28.0142.27 23.90-£2.01

2.4 IREING

AREM PCA K, T Lo JEAE NP SPCA-R FLAUF £y o TUELLIH ) SPCA-
CHLAL, R AERFAE R IE RS AN, B SR A A S — B 2 23 [A] i Stiefel
TIEERY, SR )5 RIS oK A o B0 Lo YU LY RARAL, F IR [SI{ELSE 1R 15
— PRGN ERE. REEUERERY], METESMMITETE, (oo 1WECEM
FEOT MR R E A , I LRI HAE Te B R e e R PR RE I 5 . B A, SPCA-C
TES B4R B2 ACC il NMI AH%% SPCAFS 4354 2.83% Fi1 5.99% M4z
T, HESk SPCA-R F1 SPCA-C {-F-# ACC F1 NMI {43 5AH2 0.18% Fil 0.05%, {H
& SPCA-R [ B{HLFEIE NS HZ M, A RES FEGE S MEi s 58 &AM BTG
f, 1M SPCA-C s o0 JUEN A T FIAE LR L. (ESEERR, @S
FSPCA 3% Fe A it I T v A SE L 2 52 T o U BHRR R e 1 BE 1Y O B
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F=F ETURRARNITEBFHOERFER X

e ERIR T oo TEERZYRTE TO B AL 55 PR R RE AL B, HE AL REH
R FRERESH o 24 SRl 2 3 BN 2 S5 MR, (o0 JEENAR 5 B )
TREEAAE ., AT TCYEAR S b 58 URRIE e RE . R, AR ERE Lo 0 JEAAN Lo YEBODUG B
I A BB B A ATRESE , J8ST TR JC B RRIE BE AR, B DSCOFS.
HBOBAEAET, oo TUERES RIRTUREHE, T Co TEECRBIEG 1 Uk Ha AN AL e P
FRE, AIMTE—@ERE ESEI T oo VR EAN, 32T THRMEFIRIRE Sy . AR5
T, BT TR Bk 5 R EOR A B R A RS, HABIS AR IR T
BSAEIEA EANURSE . ee, KRB S R BH T SO 5 24 SR A R
T4 1 DSCOFS il st

3.1 MxI{E

SCHR TR, A A TR, Co0 TEBCHEE & TR, HF Hig
ARSI MG AT . [ E—5 )T R AU A FSPCA I SPCA-C, K
AR TE PCA WA o0 WAL REREHINEFE . BARIEAARE N
min  — Tr(XTAATX)
X (3.1)
st. X'X =1, | X|l20 < s,

Hr s > 0 FoREFEAHER B . BT WAL (2.8), MALATEESL.

LR R TR MEIRT, B (3.1) W RES SRR IR, TR
REERUTTS P, —A BRI AEEA R TR MR TR B LA X AN [R] (R R R 2514«
SRRSO, A SRR SRR TE 5K E T FiB g,
JEGR AT R AEERE B S S, (B AR [ — A8 E T 295 . (A ERM
A2, TENG AR TN N -1 5 R R R Y o, B HIRE £o YRS 0 %K
IEWEGI A H brei %, BT A—2% & .

IR, Lo o JHEHN o JUERLRAETN E B A, HOARGE Ry IE ML D SRR
PR A RIEHRRE B IE™ o X TR IR R B AR i M s 15 5 an el 3.1 Bs
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Co o JEROHT Lo JER AL IR A TARBRAN TR, 1 Loo FI Lo AL BRI ZY
WEGR THEZIURTHE, HEB TSR MRS R . JAL, Lo EELHN €0 11
HOSMBIERE H THAE 1. 4 F15, X5 b Mk B rRFAE 1. 3 1 S 2 AR
Sebn b, XU G AT A AR SR AR TS L PR BB 2, AT S SR PR R B A

1 1

Features
w
)
Features
w
(=]

: i
1 2 3 4 5 ! 1 2 3 4 5 !
Classes Classes
(a) [ 6% (b) la0 i
1 1
1 1
) 0.5 5 0.5
23 0 23 0
® £
¢ 0.5 4 0.5
5 5
1 2 3 4 5 ! 1 2 3 4 5 :
Classes Classes
(c) Lo P (d) la,o 1 Lo Fibi

B 3.1 ARG N R ER B

Figure 3.1 The examples of results obtained by different sparsity constraints

32 WEFRAESHZX
A AR AR BRI, SLU BT BT — W o 1 s ORI R 1
P, R PEANE W S S

3.2.1 HFRE

BT RIS, AT B ARAA T Co,0 TUEHN Lo JEBOR L T —Fh B DU B 2 PR
AL ERE %68 (Double Sparsity Constrained Optimization Feature Selection, DSCOFS ),
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HA AR
min  — Tr(XTAATX)
X (3.2)
st XX =1, | X|l20 < s1, | X]lo < 52,
Hs1 > 0 FRIEBITHEE, s2 > 0 FREBIOENEE. SR lop TUEH
BE.DAH L, DSCOFS Lk
* 1 Xlo < so PTRASESEHUA TN e rE AR PRI TR I, 585N T [ X |20 < 51
R BR Y, e B2 G i Hh B 22 St R AE
o UM GAERAEERE TR T2 R, S48 s F so W DMRIE LML B
POE IR

%, DSCOFS FHE AR AL AN 3.2 FrR .

205 1

H

-

(| | :3
> BEEH 3ZE>§Z$? el =
o< 2 ORMRHE FTASAE R R

B 3.2 DSCOFS FHEe s FIZRE A AL

Figure 3.2 The flowchart of feature selection and clustering of DSCOFS

322 MHHEX

SRR (3.2), WERBTEAE=AIEMAE, B XX = Ly, [ X0 < s1 Al
[ X0 < 590 IXLEARE IS RAR A0 RME, Z3CHRPY Wk, XECRA—ME A
RO s A B B /ME (Proximal Alternating Minimization, PAM), ‘& R] PAYE
PRAUE— @ SR [ B2 B AR & . W5 A E X =Y M1 X =7, Kl
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(3.2) AIPAMS
min — Tr(XTAATX)
XY,z
st X'X =1L, | Z]l20 < 51, |[Y]lo < 52, (3.3)
X=Y,X=2
ic

M:{XGRde|XTX: m}’
81 = {Z c Rdxm | HZHQ’O S 81}, (34)

Sy ={Y e R™™ | [[Y]|o < 52}
T, MMETTRBOTTIR, ATDARHSAL (3.3)F Ak

min  — Te(XTAATX) + || X — Y2+ po| X — 212
XY,z (3.5)
st. XeM, ZeS§,Y es,,
HH g, 0 > 0 REETISE & XP. YRR ZF 2565k REHAS R, RIRHEEA
PG ATIHSE 11,72, 73 > 0, T RUEEIE RIS -
(1) B Y M Z, @y X:
min - —Te(X TAATX) + || X — YR+ pol| X — ZF[F + ]| X — X*|}
X (3.6)
st. X e M.
B Stiefel WRLLMMIL, 1T R T FBUSFERAR, A3 Hessian KiFE
BT R 02 7 HRCRB AR .. RS AE— 4%t Stiefel gt e vk, HEbZL
ST HIRE M IR L, OO SRR IR S . 4y T 4 Sticfel Tt
FIZERE T T R , SR A T FRR AR 5 eR O B RO AT
XHE CORTFTT FE AR A L R PR S A AL TR AR, T I —
TERI/INEREI . AR SCEk B, AR (3.6) W RASE MK
min A(X) = I(X) + g(X), (3.7)

XeC

Horp C ONREBUNMLR, X BRI Frobenius JEAU T 4204 p BIBRIE, Bl B, = {X €
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RE™ || X|p < p}o BB (3.7) 95—
(X) == Te(X TAATX) + m[|X = YHE + po| X = Z8[E + | X — XM, B8
TN
9(X) = 5 (NX),XTX — L)+ D IXTX 1,2 (3.9)
X B9, WHSE 6 >0, WA
AX) = %(XTVZ(X) +VI(X)"TX). (3.10)

B2 (3.6) FIIAY (3.7) 754 Jr e/ MBI 3 SCT B S8 2 A SR 1) oo 21 3.2 iR
g (3.10) ATAKEL, A(X) PEE T VI(X), XX A(X) REFEHH
[(X) B Hessian Hif4. Sy, AFHET W(X) WL, B
D(X) =—2AATX + 21 (X — Y*) 4+ 2u5(X — ZF) G
+ 21 (X — XP) = XAX) 4+ BX (XX — 1,). |
ME 3.11), AL (3.7) AT DA IR BE R ook il X B, BRIk ik
(WA=

X = xX*F — . D(XH), (3.12)

Hrr, D(X%) J2& h(X) 728 X5 A6 R, 1 me > 0 42 Barzilai-Borwein 54 %1

QTSR phy kPSS T RS I AR AR, SRS B X R BB R Stiefel JTE 24
WM. B, EHBEEE—2E N p > Vm BBk T Ps, e SRR B, LY
5, W XA ] DARAR A

X = Py (XHH), (3.13)

E s XA, ATDABAIE BT X5 IR AALTE BRI B, . TR X R
W HIT Stiefel FIBLR M F, M AE A (3.12) ey XM g5k, oo
XM TR A LRTE 4.
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Sk 4 AR RO IR IR (3.6)

A Fdi A, S506. 0.1
viEste: k=0, X0« X*

2 RULHUN BT

1 I (3.11) 1 D(XF)
2 Jid (3.12) 5 Xk
3 R | XM e > p AT
4 Xk+1 — m k1
50 I

6: Xkl — Xkt+1

7 BACHIN

8. RrErii st

A

ﬁﬁ&'ﬁ Xk+1

(2) Wil X fZ, $iy:

min [ XM= YE+ 7|V - YR

(3.14)
st. Y ess.
EHFRIH (3.14) AR EC Y Frobenius 4L, 1A o
Xk+1 Yk
min |5y
Y 1+ (3.15)
s.t. Y e 82.

JE WA = A WAL RS, L s KAOMHE ¢ i
(BT W DA RS YA R

k+1 k+1 k41
W’L] ) |I/I/’Lj | Z tsz ’

Y;’;H = (3.16)
0 W] < ¢k
) 1]

S 7

Horr |- | FORYERHE . FELBRR I, W DMRIR R R BCEA R so, Wonfig Y
HR AT MR 7 5 i I (3.16) BRI E
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(3) Bl XY, S 2Z:

min || X" = Z|[E + 7512 — 283

(3.17)
st. Z € 81.
BT EH YR iR 3.17) n A E H
_ Xkt 4 o 7k
min Hl—3 — 73
+73 (3.18)
s.t. Z € Sl-

FIREH, A0 VA = SRS G VR T O WKV, T s K
FOEITN 5700 B IEE Lo WERIATRBRAE R, 25 5 R

i,k+1 k| > kAt
7 = {V IV 2 8 (3.19)
0

’ ||Vi,k+1||F < t§1+1

WL B9 FARH, ZF (R b BRSO N ROREY 51 17 [N, FRBisE s ol
PAUNTE] so —HEH A%, X RIS A SRR h AR it 2 i) RiE

L LRA, K DSCOFS fyse it B WHIE 5. MBI A RS, 05 Y
I ZM0 AR A G R R . SRIN, EARAEERRR I T b, WARE e So B
B Y KB RBRIUAE M, SRIETE St EEOE 20 KB ERRMER H . S0,
TRAEA R MR B 2528

7k 5 sk DSCOFS W4k s
A BdE A, 72'%@( 81, 825 b1, K2, T1, T2, T3

WIaTE: k= O, AR HTIA ORI F3E] (X0, Y0, 20)
B AT

L 4 1] XA
it (3.16) 58] Vi
it (3.19) ] 20

& ST

£ T A

fitlt: (0EH YR 7y

[\%}

(9%)
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3.23 Bty
3231 UG8ESHT
BT EALATS, BT (3.5) 1) H ARG CAE

J(XY,2) = ~Te(XTAATX) + | X — Y[R+ ol X — 22 (320)

B, f(X,Y,Z) miE8n iy, HBEN

& (XY, Z)
VIX.Y,Z)= | 2f(X,Y.,7)
| 2 (XY, 2) G321)
[ 2(AATX — (X —Y) — pa(X — 2))
- 2m (Y — X)
i 2p2(Z — X)
W Nrius,xs, (XY, Z) FIRHN M x Sy x S TER (XY, Z) eWvEsE, FFid
Ao = sup max{l,||VI(X)l|r},
XeB,
A1 = sup max{l, [[A(CX)[r}, (3.22)
XeB,
[A(X:) — A
Ay = 1,
? xl,sxugpelsp max{ [ X1 — X i’

Horp |- || FoRHEFERIESEE, RV M SO 78, sup Fom BARA

SR 3.0 % {(XP YR ZR)} RS AR, N {f(XF YR Z8)} AR

WEWY: &% XKEFLD YRFLR ZR RPN REAL (3.6). (3.14) il (3.17) HIfiR. X TEER
XkeM, YreSMzikeS, A

FXFHLYR ZR) < f(XR YR ZF) — | XETE = XR R,
FOXH YR, 28 < (XL YE 29 VRV (623)

f(XkJrl Yk+1 Zk+1) < f(Xk+1,Yk+1,Zk> o 7_3HZk+1 _ ZkHl2:
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H R 15
FXFL YR ZE00) o [ XM — XE(R 4 | YR — YRR+ 1| 25— 27| (3.24)
< f(XF YR ZR).

Pk, AN (645 B AR K0T 512 g s . ke O

SIEE 3.1 % {(XF, YR ZNY %S FAaeas), n{(XE YR Z0) B R

VEWL: Jpa) {(XF, YR, Z9)} i S SR IE ] . RS {(XP, Y, Z8) ) 2
G, ikl

Jlim I(XF Y* ZF)||g = oo. (3.25)
WP (3.25) F f(X,Y, Z) s, o) {fF(XF, Y5 Z0) ) WAREILE K. i
| BN — B = ml| XM - XM 4 | Y - YRR+ 7l 25 - ZHR (3.26)

M3 (3.24) 753

f(Xk+17Yk:+1’Zk+1)

< XML YRR ZRE) L ER  BR2 < f(XR YR, ZF)

< JXRYRZN +|EF - B (3.27)
< ...

< f(X°Y°, 29,

REWRE FXEYRZN) XTARM b WA R, NS RErE. Bk, 751
{(X5 YR ZN)} 5. G, O

HEVg 3.0 3% {(XF, YR 29 R 5k S FAMHRAR, M {(XF Y 720} i#e

lim [|(XFHL YR ZEY) (XR YR ZR) e = 0. (3.28)

k—o0
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UEW: i KOR— IR H K > 1. W G2 Ek =0,1,..., K — 1 JE KA,
GEdl

K-
Z X = X+ ol = YRR+ | 28— 20

e
< Z ch Y’“ Zk f(XkH,YkH,Z’“H)) (3.29)
=0
S f(XO,YO,ZO) o f(XK,YK,ZK)
< 400,
H g —MAFEXBELR BN f(X, Y, 2) AR F. ik
Jim 7y [ X5 = X [y = YRR+ 7| 25 - 28R =0, (3.30)
T
Jim [|(XHFH YR ZRY) (X YR ZR) g = 0. (3.31)
B, O

TR 3.2 % {(XE YR ZRY RHEE S FAE, N {(XF YR ZN) e R A
(X*,Y*, Z*) #aAEH (3.5) 98z & (AR &),

0€ V(X" Y, Z") + Nyxsyxs, (X5, Y™, Z7).

L B> max{2(\o + M), 2mAo}, W {(XF, VF, Z9)} s F IR (3.5) 4932 4 .

EWT: AR SCHR O 5 B S, AREHER] (X, Y, Z7) 2R (3.5) mBk s, HFs
UEBTUCBRIE T F e e {(XHFL YL Z000) )RR S AR RS, IR XM R
37 AR RSB g B 3.1, AT B > max{2(Xo + A1), 2mAs}, N
XA R (3.6) — AN . HUREIAL 3.6) I—Br iR LvEsc i, 153

0 € Vx f(XF YR ZF1) 1 N (X 4 27 (XA — XF). (3.32)

[FIAEH, XTR 3.14) F1 3.17), A

0¢ va(Xk+1, Yk+1, Zk—i—l) + NSQ (Xk—l-l) + 27_2<Yk+1 . Yk),
(3.33)
0 € Vzf(XF YR 200y 4 Ng, (X5 4 27y (Z5H — Z8).

38



MR VR S

EI
AR = (AR AR A

(3.34)
c Vf(XkJrl, YkJrl’ ZkJrl) + N./\/[><82><31 (Xk’Jrl’ Yk+1’ ZkJrl)'

Al)c(—‘rl c va(Xk+1, Yk+1, Zk+1) + NM (Xk+1),
Al}c/—kl e Vyf(Xk+1, Yk:-i—l’ Zk+1) + N, (Yl~c—i-1)7 (3.35)

A’%+1 c sz(XkJrl, YkJrl7 Zk+1> + NS1 (Zk+1>'

0= AR+ 2m (X*H — XF),
0= AP 42 (YFH — YH), (3.36)

0= AMT 4 om(ZF — ZF).
JH:»; HZZIETR T = 2max{7—177—2a7—3} BTJ‘, ﬁ

|‘(AI)€(+1>AI;/+17A’%+1)|’F S 7_”<Xk+1vyk+1> Zk+1) - (XkaYka Zk)”F (337)

EIRIEGRAIE T 53K 5 PR A {(XP, YR, Z0) ) TR IS (3.5)
A A AR SCER Y, 24457 (3.5) Y H A R i &2 Kurdyka-Eojasiewicz LTI, M
ATLAIERREAS PR S . S5 b, SRR M. So ML S ARCEANTIE 28 B AR
BB, BTN R R f(X,Y, Z) WA . A AR A 52
B REAIIR &R B PR, W] PASE S

FXY, Z) + 0m(X) + 06, (Y) + 05, (2) (3.38)

W AR XL, 0 (X) FORTEG M ERFER RS, B2 X € M), om(X) =
0, AN om(X) =o00. Bk, EFERAF EARWH 2 Kurdyka-Eojasiewicz P

W)a, MESCEEY, g5E5 3 3.1, 2K (3.37) A M Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz 4 Jfif5%]
RALEE, BISE S AR P {(XF YR, Z9)) ISEIRA (3.5) 3R, GEER. O

SERE 3.2 KW, AR S P A AR, -5 SCHk P2 b 56T SPCAFS Yy
LR, BAh, FE Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz PEFITEEI T, AFELHNL T &Rl
39



MR VR S

3232 EZEHSWH

FESE S, B X R EACR AR XX T, X/E O(dPm), Jj— L%
AR AAT, XTFEO(dPn). ZTHHY, TERP W HGHELH S, XFH
B O(dm) M O(dmlogsy). [FE, BEH Z FHE O(dm) Hl O(dlogs:) - KK, &
W5 PRRIRERIE IR O(d*n).

3.3 HEXBESHH

2} T il DSCOFS A%, A4 5 LapScore? . UDFS>¥ | SOGFS?7
RNE[20 = FSPCA™3 | SPCAFS'22 I SPCA-PSDP 47 8. Hi PCA-PSD® N5
T EAEE RIS, Hp rEpgsSe I 53T 2.3 PREF—2

3.3.1 EINigE
3.3.1.1 SRIGHEHE

TS, =AU M A B A . Hh = AN G g a4
2Spiral®, Banana® I Dartboard® ¥(#E4E, NANELHIEE TG T =T 2.3.1.1 1
IS, BT — AN EE RO ERAE B Tsolet®, DAK— IR ) HidR4E,
HJ MSTAR_SOC_CNN®, N T {EH%, FEAEESE MSTAR_SOC_CNN fij5H
MSTARSC, £ X% SRR IR B a0 3.1 Fis.

3.3.1.2 ZHZE

KTZ4, W TET 2.3.1.2 19 E . % DSCOFS, #5358 485 [ &R i
B, TTEMBESRIEN 5o = cdm, HP c 2WEE AT, £RRET
EMNWE S, 0 dm 228 X PRooE SR WA, MEEE S ¢ A
{0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9} Fi%4%.

https://github.com/zjj20212035/SPCA-PSD
https://github.com/milaan9/Clustering-Datasets/
https://jundongl.github.io/scikit-feature/datasets.html
https://github.com/zjj20212035/SPCA-PSD
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Fx3.1 FIRERFR

Table 3.1 The dataset information

il BiEE $FAEEL MR FKAE
2Spiral 9 1000 2
AR Banana 9 1000 2
Dartboard 9 1000 4
COIL20 1024 1440 20
USPS 256 1000 10
lungd 325 73 7
- GLIOMA 4434 50 4
PR UMIST 644 575 20
warpPIE10P 2420 210 10
Isolet 617 1560 26
MSTARSC 1024 2425 10

3.3.1.3 #N4ELFNIELEAEN

%t DSCOFS, #FjaAssr X0 SR 5845 2.3.1.3 dtf [ w1 i fb 5w, Itk
70 =Y =X WA, FEVE 4 BPEIEME N SR R EO RO h—B. Bk 5
e S o A

|f(Xk+1,Yk+1,Zk+1> _ f(Xk,Yk,Zk”
L+ |f(XF YR ZF)]

Bl R IE IR BGA E 100 B2 1k

<1073 (3.39)

3.3.2 SR
3321 ARIRELRE

A=A BRSSPI B SRR 2 8 i, A 8 Sk
TR R EME S . N TIRIURH R RE 1, BT R AR By S (E AN Ty
ZEA A IR RRE R R R RIE A E AR SRS 4 FES S ANFRRIERY LS . Banana
B e MR I BAR AL PN 28 51 2 B BE LI BE 500 AFEARH AT L. AR L5 3
BLOEPE T AT SPCA W o IVE AR5 %, £U4% FSPCA. SPCAFS. SPCA-PSD #iI
DSCOFS. {HfBVERN 2, FSPCA SR lo 7%, SPCAFS % (o, (0 < p < 1) §ii%k,
SPCA-PSD R JH (o1 {li%k, 1 DSCOFS K] £o0 JEECFN Lo FEE B AR B LT R o
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Figure 3.3 The original distribution and feature selection results on the synthetic datasets
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AT A X ) JE MBS R e 53R, REORA B A1 R4 i YR, R
PIANRRAEVE R AR AR L RS B . & 3.3 BoR T = A G s S RRIE L 82 AT WAL
5. B33 1y (). () A (k) 2 Frkn) = A S 28 e 2 J5 i B 4311
(b) - (e) J&XJ HLJ5 ¥51E 2Spiral Zffate FAYVFFAEERELR, (2) - () 24 Banana Xi¥ide
ERRFIEERESR, (D) - (o) 724E Dartboard #fa S LR R . 5 Al ALE
—2, IR 4 AL 5o AIER AT AE i, DSCOFS FEfirfy =4~ 4K
PSR _EARUERE T IERRAFAL . XFT FSPCA Ml SPCAFS, U 7E 2Spiral ¥dlaf b ikd
TIERFHE, 11 SPCA-PSD {7 Banana #(flaf EVbFE T IEBAMIRAE. BLAh, BT
DSCOFS J5 k41, HAhJ A4 Dartboard Zdlfe FARICIAEFE LML IR, A
[ AR R 45 48 & P EUHEEREAC R AW . M2, AF4E ) DSCOFS [Aih =%
JE T A RET BRI OCER MG, AR D AN 7] B A5 A I AR 5 K AR R
RESy, XTI B E e R AL T 2 T e -

3.322 HILHFEELE LHIKE

[l 3.4 FIE 3.5 R T ANEIRHEEE T~ ACC I NMI Pl 2k, HrpEh &%
FHER ALLfea Rl T FrA RRAESAT IR IS . 3 3.2 Tk 3.3 453 T4 100 MR
N e ACC 1 NMI -5 {E . Fn i 22 R B 1) P e e b it . [RIB, SRedf Anes
TAPRYEER (B ALLfea 5b) 43 5 £L oA fadric .

MK 3.4 FIPAFE Y, AFEHR 17 DSCOFS TEFr A A £ F 0 2 B H o e iy
g, I H@ME—AE A R E A L vk, 78 COIL20 Al Isolet $4Hi4E I,
DSCOFS JUPAE A SRR AL T FrA ik m) 6 — L I R s T2 . MK 3.2
A PALZRS], % COIL20 ¥4k, UDFS fy£ Mliid T FSPCA, SPCAFS Fl SPCA-
PSD, {HA/}ik T DSCOFS. %} T Isolet (#i4E , DSCOFS L, FSPCA . SPCAFS #l SPCA-
PSD 3 R T 6.05% . 6.63% Fi1 7.76% . 7 )\ F K F ACC 458 , DSCOFS
AH EE A T B R B VA SR T T 220 3.34%,

MIE 3.5 A] AMLZE S 5 18] 3.4 2RI E5ER , DSCOFS TE T A 8diisk HEA AR
Rk HHAWXT I yEAH LG, DSCOFS 72 T GLIOMA [¥) T ¥tk 48 _H#REUS T i
LR R 33 WA MMA ], 7r COIL20 F Isolet 44k [, NMI G55 A#K
HI AT, IXFIRTIR ACC RY45 R —%. HikHL, DSCOFS ¥ COIL20 i Isolet %
PREE Ay IR T 2.71% F1 4.22% ., {HSYERE, FSPCA. SPCAFS. SPCA-PSD
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Figure 3.4 The ACC (%) curves of compared methods on eight real-world datasets
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1 DSCOFS e[k | COIL20 1A Bl EARAT 1 i MIEE “Ar 4R, R T
SPCA TERMIE RS HATBAFRI B R . AE/\ A Edi 4R ER-F-2 NMI 4528, DSCOFS
A At JE S B A T IR T 1 22 3.02%,

HI B AT AT HH 4518, DSCOFS H i XU i £ R E 8 AL B LU BARR i 249 TR B A 2R
Mgt , B T RERRAE R B RIBE 1, AT T RFIE e B R P RE -

3.3.3 iHERXKI
BRI RISIE T DSCOFS (A %k, FUIL T UM 4 B A ST A 514
PR THIREE 2o 3 S A3 BT AU B SR

xR 34 A/ \NDEIBIEE FIHBSEERE ACC(%). NMI(%) Fl FSR(%)
Table 3.4 The ACC (%), NMI (%) and FSR (%) of ablation study on eight real-world datasets

el 1X o < s ACC NMI FSR

X 60.25+4.52  75.89+1.58

COIL20 84
v 60.514+4.42  76.254+1.71
X 67.8443.71  60.9041.95

USPS 68
v 69.67+4.97  64.0642.58
X 71424795  69.7446.11

lungd 92
v 73.124-8.48  70.98+7.00
X 58.24+5.04  49.7646.12

GLIOMA 85
v 60.8846.31  51.0646.19
X 473343.05 67.44+1.88

UMIST 95
v 48.1043.01  67.24+1.85
X 47914499  51.1943.79

warpPIE10P 89
v 49.00+3.88  52.65+3.29
X 57.2943.44  72.8241.87

Isolet 52
v 59.674+3.46  75.0141.35
X 82.06+6.87 81.01+2.41

MSTARSC 99
v 82.59+7.41  81.14+3.13

B, AEGIAT M ER, FRONFHEAMI% (Feature Similarity Rate,
FSR). 1% Tpscors Al Ta 43 ll3 7" DSCOFS #A I FH o0 JEE AL L5 A0 %S
fE4EAr . FSR E XK

FSR = %card(TDSCOFS N T270), (340)
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Figure 3.6 The sparse visualization of the projection matrix X on four real-world datasets
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% 3.5 ACC #5475 F DSCOFS [ Friedman %5 5.

Table 3.5 The Friedman test results of DSCOFS in terms of ACC

Fik FiHE#A p1E Rig
LapScore 6.000
UDFS 4.750
SOGFS 5.750
RNE 6.125

0.0001 4

FSPCA 5.500 it
SPCAFS 3.750
SPCA-PSD 3.125
DSCOFS 1.000

,_Critical Distance=3.7122
§ 7 6 o5 4 3 2 1

RNE —— — DSCOFS
SOGFS ———— ———  SPCA-PSD
LapScore ————— SPCAFS
FSPCA UDFS

& 3.7 ACC #5%5 F DSCOFS {55 Nemenyi #5565 45 £
Figure 3.7 The post-hoc Nemenyi test results of DSCOFS in terms of ACC
BEES . HSEENE, DSCOFS 5HA4 (o LM FSPCA Z [HfFERH %
i, X MRIAIAT lo WHRARH LRI

P2

3342 SHHRESN

XF T DSCOFS 1 5, Z4L 51 Fll 5o = cdm 4 5T E MBI, 25 o &
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Figure 3.8 The parameter sensitivity analysis results of DSCOFS on four real-world datasets
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3.3.4.3 HEEIGHIES T
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Figure 3.9 The convergence curves of DSCOFS on four real-world datasets
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Figure 3.10 The model stability of compared methods on four real-world datasets
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ASLIGAFHE I T — A EE T IR B2 S O BRI E B 7% (B TSFS+TSNER?)
PEATRIEA RS , 4155 3.6 it il AR F, 5 TSFS+TSNE M Lt , A F5 42 Hi 1) DSCOFS
PR . 7 USPS Fil lungd %i(3E4E -, DSCOFS B T TSFS+TSNE, Hft ACC
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Table 3.6  The ACC (%) and NMI (%) of DSCOFS and TSFS+TSNE on four real-world datasets

Hik ik ACC NMI

TSFS+TSNE 60.80+3.83 71.594+1.46
COIL20
DSCOFS 60.5144.42 76.2541.71
SpS TSFS+TSNE 61.96:3.96 56.2041.20
DSCOFS 69.67-4.97 64.06.2.58
TSFS+TSNE 64.36.£7.24 61.61+5.70
lung_discrete

DSCOFS 73.12£8.48 70.98-47.00
i TSFS+TSNE 60.40--4 34 76.131.54
sole DSCOFS 50.67+3.46 75.0141.35
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FHRAFRAL, IR B HERAIA RSB . FERIRTTTH, RERS B0 31 B KO IR AR
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A NMI A3 HoAth T B AR Ve T ¥4 70 3l 2204 T 1 3.34% 1 3.02%. AN, ARFE
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4.2)
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Figure 4.1 The projection spaces obtained from different metrics
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P, = (4.29) Bo7, mIAN{ (W)} 2 IE R . 5. O

ARSI 41 GER T R AT R H AR {f (W)} TF BRI AR A
AR Z B RE il wb—2, B8 N TR, 7E3C (4.29) foxt koM, 75
-1

[ - W2 < %(f(WO) —FVY)) < pi

2

(f(W?) = F(W™)), (4.32)

B
Il

0

XHE W MR &N — oo, A Y2, W —WH]E < 400, HIL

Jlim |[WEHL — WH || = 0. (4.33)
NI PR R REE AT, O (W) BB 1) RS — MER R T 0 1
LU TS
542 % {WF} = {(X* ZFYF PF Q) Ak 6 ZAuFF, NAE py >
0 Fo 2k € Of (W), 1£4%

IE¥(lE < o WF = WH e, (4.34)

UEW: 185 f(W) BIZEH, ATATR A

fW) = fi(X) + fo(Z) + f3(Y) + fa(P) + f5(Q) + g(W), (4.35)

(

fX) = pl| XX = L},

f2(Z) = AL(A, AZ) + 6p(Z),

f3(Y) = 6r(Y), (4.36)
fa(P) = 0s,(P),

f5(Q) = 4s,(Q),

\

gW) =1 - NL(XTA XTAZ)
(4.37)
+al|Z =Yg + 8| X = Pl +v[IX — QI3
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AR SCHR T v 8.8 (), A (4.13), (4.15). (4.19). (4.22) Fl (4.25) P)—Kr e itk 4%
FH

(

Vfl(Xk+1) + ng(AX'k+17 Zk7Yk, ij Qk) + Tl(XkJrl _ Xk) — 07
8f2(2k+1) + ng(X'k+17 ZkJrl,Yk,Pk, Qk) + 7_2(Zk+1 _ Zk) — 07
8f3(yk+1) + Vyg(Xk+17 Zk+1 Y+l ph Qk) + 7.3(yk+1 _ Yk) =0, (4.38)

8f4(Pk+1) + Vpg()(lwrl7 Zk+1’Yk+1,Pk+17Qk) + 7_4<Pk+1 _ Pk) — 07

8f5(Qk+1) + VQg(Xk+1’ ZkJrl’ Yk+17 Pk+17 Qk+1) + T5<Qk+1 . Qk) —

\

L, fE 24 = (B 25T 5T ST EGH) e of (W), Mo

7

~k+1 Vf (Xk—H) +V g(Xk—H Zk Yk Pk Qk)
Hk-i-l e 8f (Zk+1> Vv g(Xk—H Zk+1 Yk Pk Qk)
~l~c+1 € 0 (Yk+1) +V g(Xk+1 Zk+1 Y+l pk Qk) (4.39)

~k+1 c 8f (Pk—H) +v g<Xk+1 Zk+1 Yk+1 Pk—l—l Qk)

r—k-i-l c 8f (Qk—i—l) +VQ9(Xk+1 Zk+1 Yk+1 Pk—H Qk—i—l)

P
~k+1 +7 (Xk+1 Xk) — 0’
BT+ (28 - ZF) =,
k+1 + (YR —YR) =, (4.40)
k+1 + 74 (Pk+1 Pk) — O,
k+1 + 75 (Qk+1 Qk) —
HET
24+ e < 125 e+ 15 e+ IE5 e + 1257 e+ 1267l (44D
45 63:0(4.40), 18 p2 = max {7y, T, 73, T4, T5 } 15 HEkHHF < PQHWkH - Wk\ Fo
I, 20 (4.34) Bior. kR, O
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ARG 42 YL limy o, Of (WF) = 0, XEEHRE 6 . #t—24, F
T EFRULA , FEEAUFS) {WEY G RBAR T, ARG S WO IRk, oA
G {W*} IR B SRR R AL (4.12) 1 5E A5
SERL 4.1 % {WF} = {(XF, ZF YR PR QMY R AR 6 A FS, & {W AR, &
W* 4 {WkY F 55109 &, WA W* 2HA (4.12) s93z &, B 0 df (W),

WEWE: T (Wh R, & W = (X525 Y7, P Q) 2 W) B — IR
KRG AT FH (XM, Z8, YR PR QM) 20— oo A

(X Zki YR PROQFY - (X*, 27, Y, P*,QY). (4.42)

HTa (4.28) (W) AATRREEE. ARSI 4.1, 518 4.2 FSCE Y i
PSS AIAE, 0€0f(W*). Bk W 2l (4.12) A3 . ke, O

43 HEKBSSH

ARy LB B UE DSCOFS-CL {47 R AL, X EL i) 5 & A4 Lap-
Score! | UDFS* | SOGFS?"! | RNE!*! | FSPCA3! | SPCAFS? | DSCOFS #/I SPCA-
CLP2, o SPCA-CL [RE/7 R4, HESHE 3.3 SR

431 KEIZE
4311 SCIAHIE

eSS, A ANEY 3.3. 11 S AN B SR, MI— ik G 4R
COIL20, —/MHEREELE UMIST, —~F5EGRERE USPS, — M EYHdE
% GLIOMA, —/Mf# T RHRBIEHRLE Isolet, DAK—REZSE ] #fla4E MSTARSC,
A RIFHR AR R TEAE B 4.1 Fs.

4312 SEEE

X} LapScore, UDFS. SOGFS. RNE, FSPCA. SPCAFS #1 DSCOFS, =%k
TR A S0 R 5545 33,12 bS50, JLALRFIASA. AT SPCA-CL A
DSOFS-CL, H2 544t BT 5E ¥ 19 HIKL. X1 T DSOFS-CL, #BiESAK 1 1 55 [

-5 DSCOFS ) s1 Al sy {8l H1T7E DSCOFS w2 3k 1 AR i BE 19 A 2K
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R4l BHREER

Table 4.1 The dataset information

HiRE FFEES HAH gl
COIL20 1024 1440 20
USPS 256 1000 10
GLIOMA 4434 50 4
UMIST 644 575 20
Isolet 617 1560 26
MSTARSC 1024 2425 10

P, IR G 53 H e M {0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4, 0.5} Hrigk$t. HAh, X7 DSOFS-
CL, ¥ PS5\ = 0.5, SRIERGG S RIAI R 25 0] 00 [ 48 8. e NPk &R
r=0.1n, fRikEFRHEIIEE .

4.3.1.3 #4ELFNIE AN

TR T BENLE AR AW (E, 2 A A B R S — R AR IE AL
VRN AIIR (R Xavier ¥ 5JHI IR AL ] A — I 2J 7010 R R AR, 8 TR 22 M 25 )
SHRIRAL, I RERS PREF TR LA 22 M 2% B LIRS E I - Xavier 33 2301 R AL I TE
F A AR S P R B, TR X € RO R M € R™™, IR EE

o | 6 \/6 0. _\/E\/E 4.43
X0~ U \/d+m’ d+m)’ M™~ U n’ n) (443

B B = 29/(1+73). C° = XO/(1+7) fl D° = XO/(1+75), W YO, POAIQ°ATpA
ME (4.21), (4.24) F1(4.27) 1538 Behbh, Sk 6 AU L 500 W51k .

432 SRR

4.3 FlE 4.4 @R T RRFAESCR ACC FI NMI 5 {E T2k, o ALLfea ff
NS RAME . 2 4.2 I5R 4.3 4 THE 100 NRAETE F Y e fd: ACC I NMI -2 1H
PRUEZEDA S AR R B R, I ELc I RS i A4 % (B ALLfea 41) 435 A 4L
o FE A pRic .

MIE 4.3 FJAF H, AZHE ) DSCOFS-CL 76 iy #dln 48 E#RR I wifsiy
PERE. 7E DSCOFS f & LBk R HI42 T, DSCOFS-CL Fili&x T % b2 > JE A ke
DSCOFS & T #—# 17, R SPCA-CL g —Er#RF, X7 UMIST.
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Figure 4.3 The ACC (%) curves of compared methods on six real-world datasets

GLIOMA Al Isolet Z(#4E_F IR R . MR 4.2 W RANELF], DSCOFS-CL 7£
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Figure 4.4 The NMI (%) curves of compared methods on six real-world datasets
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1.91% 3. FE75 4R _ERY-F-2 NMI 452, DSCOFS BUFaE 4y 8L,
HA® T SPCA-CL #£7} 7 0.45%, 1fij DSCOFS-CL % T DSCOFS #1 SPCA-CL 4}
ST T 1.06% A1 1.51%.

Zify ACC I NMI ISR AT AR 5|, AZHE i) DSCOFS-CL 7E iy #idnde LD
FHI R, hrb, bR 10 DSCOFS B &WA RS rERE, H HLE MU
BRAFARTE T R a5 AR A1 6E S . 1 SPCA-CL it I Xof by > 1 2k B B AL i 22
A I FEARTB] Y R HE R FIGIERY AL . SR EoRFR, SPCA-CL 1 DSCOFS
HH B AN R I B PEREEEL, W DSCOFS-CL 454 TWiE IS, RS2
I ZN B S T 4 B H 2m A oy ) B A AR 25, AL (L E
MELEPEPERE. AT DARHEENE, Ry I R A N IR A R R IE— 247
PEEARMARUE R, Xt JRIL T DSCOFS-CL My BRI A R 7 o

4.3.3 HRERSELY

KTRHFTWRIN, AELR s TS5 = 0.5, A ARIEE 4625 (8]
Pog A RS EEE. NHEEYS A = 0 WETE, HIGEEESE SN2 3R
k. FEIERRZ, DSCOFS-CL HAHMEEFESMRIERE I X By, Wik
A =1 RTERSBOPHERE X, TRIEARLRTAEIEN = 1 B, A THETH
i, AN (4.9) S Casel, T4 A = 0 BBIALH Case2, HAKN

min L. (X'TA XTAZ)

X,Z

st XTX =L, [ X]l20 < 51, | X0 < 5o, (4.44)

rank(Z) < r, Diag(Z) = 0.

1t COIL20 1 UMIST #ffa e L abATHpib e 52, ook H FRmHilE Z ALK& ACC
FINMI 2538, IR Z A58 AR B A e, B S = 20 i S
AT AL EE R AN 4.5 s, ACC il NMIRYEE RN 4.6 Fis .

MIEN 4.5 [ I, Casel RUFHILBERERE S Won B SR O BRAEA , S T 8l de B 35
AR ATE R A, Casel if 2 IURFREGHY, RIURBRLYARAAY 1533
THBAEI . HZHL, Case2 B TIRFREY, FORBEA R ) BIFEEEH .
e, A BeE S ) ) AU E RO A B, R INTE T Bl e d Bog 4 )
N RE R A S AE . A& 4.6 iTAF ], Case2 HYERES Casel HAHHLAFAE
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Figure 4.5 The visualization of the similarity matrix .S on two real-world datasets
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Figure 4.6 The ablation experiment results of DSCOFS-CL on two real-world datasets
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—ERZEE . iR 4.5 PRAHRUERERE S, AT DAMS AN, & IR As Rl Ao
SERIRTHR T IC MBI B PR R R A Y - SR &L 45 S %0, DSCOFS-CL il i 7F
Y GRSV IS -2 1LY S et i & B - 41 2 R SR Y L SR T e Ve
434 g
4341 FHitRE

PiHRETY 3.3.4.1 MGEitRLm, R Ho FonrA R AR HERE A B35 2%
e FEVEAKT R E N o = 0.05 1L R4 DSCOFS-CL 47 Friedman 56 715 1
Nemenyi #6535, HE5R 7 HIUNEE 4.4 F1E 4.7 Fros .

T 44 ACC #5453 F DSCOFS-CL 1 Friedman #5545 5=

Table 4.4 The Friedman test result of DSCOFS-CL in terms of ACC

Fi& FHEHA p{E (54522
LapScore 6.667
UDFS 6.000
SOGFS 7.333
RNE 7.167

FSPCA 6.167 2.280 x 1075 fE4f
SPCAFS 5.667
DSCOFS 2.500
SPCA-CL 2.500
DSCOFS-CL 1.000

. Critical Distance=4.9047
9 8 7 6 o5 4 3 2
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RNE —— DSCOFS
LapScore —— SPCA-CL
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Figure 4.7 The post-hoc Nemenyi test results of DSCOFS-CL in terms of ACC
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