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1. U &I

ArEa—FEYarciigl ot MEoREz
HRDEATEEAL T2, ZOLE, ZNENOMK
EHR DO ZALC I & DA & DEERIC K 522
ek - JEMAZIE 2 E Ok Z Db DI k 5 21L%
BEATOLD, RICYHEETIE, 2 Zn o OB
RED b 2EDOEGECHOBRZER T2 LDT
BHEATH S LASN TS, 22T, “ODMIRS%
W d 2 7o I s BERED L BEBPEZRET 5
WD 5, TDI®IZ, Parametric Model 125D <
F 55 Non-Parametric Sample 1230 { FiEDRE S
LTV %, Parametric Model 1250 < 4k [1,2] T3,
RN T X —F A ko> TREI N, HBER
D 13 Kullback-Leibler fi#EIC & > TatHR s 2,
—75. Non-Parametric Sample IZ3£5 { Fik [3,4] Tld,
BHGREGND ZNZTNDY » 7OV T % s
(Nearest-Neighbor; NN) #5415,

LA, R D A 2 ARITTHI R 22 TR S 2 T
BRI NT w5, Ei, BIBERTZEREIC B
TIEHRAE O FHEE3OMIE S 2 Ay 22l LDl & LT
FHEN D, ORIt O 2R A o
IE¥EfCRBIS N 5, AR IZERE (Mutual Subspace
Method; MSM) [6] Tldi/NDIEXER DRIKZ 2 D DI
BINF OB E L THVTW S, 72, MSM O
HFYE & U CRIERIEAE FLER 2y 22 8] 15 (Kernel MSM;
KMSM) [7] %% s Hill #9435 75 22 [ (Constrained
MSM) [8,9]. 7' —A b ZERIAFIEXER (Boosted Manifold
Principal Angles) [10], IEXEFHBSHIBIZ3HT (Discriminant
Analysis of Canonical Correlations) [11] 7& £ 232811 6

N5,

BOEDOWIE [12] TlE, So2EmIcEED A P
EHoNTWE, Ziudz—7r Yy FEBOMIEH T2
FWOEAETH 2, 77 A % HE (Grassmann mani-
fold) [13] & L Tz EAMLL T3, V7 AR V%
FRR DA ARINGE 2 Z R L. &R0 22fHm L o Ik HE
ZH G S ES E RS RESIN TV S [12,14], [12]
Tl Projection Metric & Binet-Cauchy Metric 2377
ARV HERBICBCTHMBRXA M) v 7 TH 2B LREN
TWw3, MId 5 h—F VBB TH % Projection Ker-
nel & Binet-Cauchy Kernel % f\>7z Kernel Linear Dis-
criminant Analysis (¥ Grassmann Discriminant Analy-
sis (GDA) &MFIENL TV 5, 7. Kernel Grassmann
Discriminant Analysis (KGDA) [15] 2L INTE D,
A= V%M T GDA ZIERL 72D TH 5,

AT 22 M OB 2T 2 B8, RANDIEXER DO RIK
D A7 v 2 FIE R A ERE T3 72 <, SRR
LTHRETId A\, 2 2 TAMXTIE, MSM DRk
FHzRET 2, Thbb, VI A~ vifiltzEG&sH
DBLEDEFRITH % Grassmann Distance Mutual
Subspace Method (GD-MSM) z2#2%7 %, S5/ 7
A v BT HED T XD HITRE ) e B R
%1345 72 912 Support Vector Machine(SVM) [16] (2 7"
AR YA —3%) [12] 2@ L 7 Grassmann Kernel
Support Vector Machine(GK-SVM) 4247 %, 4 fiiT
BRBIRTIE, 2 0DHRL LT —F Ly MiBLT»L
D OBSETFE % v T GD-MSM & GK-SVM D1
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DOHFGIT—5 &y + [18) TH %, /., DR
MEFEEZHEL T ZOWBIZOW T L /R
WTHiliR%, FTOHRERZNFND T 7 RAIET S
ETOEBGIND» S 1 >OFBIFE 2T 2, —2HIZ
M{§F 2 L e 2 N F o ilEEE 2 ER T %,

2. ¥ fis

AEITII T 7 A~ Vil L 79 A~ v — 3oV IC B
T2 HEEICOVLTRR 2,
WE.ARZEFLVTELE2O0EBKI S =
{af @b, 2} BXOS; = {2], ), @)} ZEZ
% L. 2l 130 TH BRI Aiﬁ% n #H
W TH 5, FHGRIICE E N5 HEGDEARE
i —2 Yy FEE R hOX)iEd 5022 TR
%2, $hbb, span(Y;) = span{uy, -+ ,u,} B LN
span(Y;) = span{vy, -+ ,v,} TH 5, Z T, span(Y;)
D xpftilY; = [ur, - ,up] DIIRZ F Kk ->T
RONDETEMTH D, £ {ur, - ,u,} FIEHE
SLHIETH 5, RPITEIT 24 TD m IG5 22
DEAEIZT 7 A~ Y SkE G(m, D) EMHEN, H5rZER
span(Y;) & span(Y;) 3% HE G(m, D) ET2 oD xR &
LCEYE 5, G(m,D) LOtkL RHRER [14] I2B W TE
HINTED, ZORTOMHEMIZIBI2EMIE L 5] DIk
wef 2 I TRBITE 2,
53 22 span(Yy) & span(Ys) DIEHEM (0 < 0 <
L0 S 7/2) FLTOXTHRNICERTE 5,

cosf =  max ul vy (1)

max
upEspan(Yr) vy Espan(Ya)

Z ORI LT oS % o,

ufuk = l,v,{vk =1, (2)

ulu; = 0,viv; =0,(i=1,---,k—1) (3)
B YTY, DR RESRIC K > TEHETE 5,

Y'Y, =UAVT A = diag(\1,- -+, Am) (4)

T IT, EREETIIY; & Y 13 span(Yr) & span(Ys)
DITFIRBICTH 5, F72. A\ = cosb; 1FIEHER 0; DRIK
ThHh, EHEMHBE LTSN TW2,
KEIDFE D TRD 75 A~ i [12] 12 TR 3,
1. Projection Metric (IE¥Ef D IE5%D 2-Norm)

Zsm 0;) 3= Zcos %
2. Binet-Cauchy Metric (IE#Ef DRILDH)

1—HCOS 0;)2 (6)

Y17 Y2

dpc(Y1,Y2) =

3. RAMB (RN DIEHEA D IR D AZ HWWTE D,
MSM [6] & S

dprrae(Y1,Ys) = (1 — cos? 9,»)% = sinf; (7)

4. B MHBE (RO IEMER OO R % G 3)
darin(Y1,Y2) = (1 — cos? 0,,)7 = sinb,, (8)

5. Procrustes (Chordal) #iiff (2 2 D8537EH] span (Y1)
B LW span(Ys) D57 2 RBIM O m/NHEETH D,
Frobenius norm % HJ\> %)

dor(Y1,Y2) =  min ||Y131 YoaRo|lr (9)
Ry, RzEO
= 2(§E:sin2(9i/2))% (10)
=1
6. 1741 2-norm % FH\»7z Procrustes (Chordal) B
deo(Y1,Y2) =  min  [[ViR) —YaRslls  (11)
Rl,RZEO(m)
= 2sin(6,,/2) (12)

7. Geodesic Jillft (79 2 < v %tk Lo 2 5% JIHbAR
D)

Y17}/2 202 (13)
8. YR
darean(Y1,Y2) = Zsm 0; (14)

4 fii T BRI 2 > TR IR & G ARk SR
ZiTw, L8 DD 77 A~ Vil KT 5,

Projection Metric (5) ¥ & U Binet-Cauchy Metric (6)
BROIEE T 7 A2 v A —FIVDEHICH ST
W5,

1. Projection Kernel

kp(Y1,Y2) = trace[(Y1Y]")(Y2Y5')] (15)
= IV, Yal[% (16)

2. Binet-Cauchy Kernel

kpc(Y1,Y2) = det(Y{ Ya)? (17)
= det(Y,"Y2Y, Y1) (18)
= H0082 0; (19)

INSDA—FNVIEFHA LA —F VT TY X4 (19

ERELTHVE I ENTE S, Xk [12] Tld Kernel
LDA IV 5T W» 5, KAITIE, SVM [20] IK20 5
DA—FNZHEIT 5 E2RET 5,

3. F 5

AREiCIX, MR LT ) fHtisEEIC 5 F
FEIZOWTHRR S,
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3.1 Grassmann Distance Mutual Subspace
Method (GD-MSM)

A THE T % Grassmann Distance Mutual Sub-
space Method (GD-MSM) (3 Fiffi Cid~X7- 7 7 2= Vi
Bt % FH T MSM 2R L - FETdh 2, o 2emiFE+:
Di/NDIEMEf DA% Vb D Ic2TOIEHER %2 H
W3, Tabb, X (5) 25 (14) KR L%k 8 DDMHEE%
w2

3.2 Grassmann Discriminant Analysis (GDA)

GDA [12] BHEBHIC BT 27 7 ARy —% )L
kp(16) B X WX kpc(19) Z V%, bt /7 A<
v #1— %)V % H\»7z Kernel Discriminant Analysis T&
%, GDA 13 LDA IZBWTHHITT w 23K 2 71 H]
WHLA Y= L(w) = wl Syw/wT S, w I kernel trick
WA L7-FETHS, 2T, S BLUS, 17T A
Mo BATIHE KO 7 7 ZANGHETIITH 5, VE, ¢ 03
K=y 7T ® = [¢ - dn] DFEEY ¥ 7V OREAT
DL &, w7 PV OIEHG w = Pa TEYE
%, LAY —FEazHTXATRITE 2,

a’®TSpPa

L) = 7878, ®a

a’K(V -117/N)Ka

" oIl (K(I-V)K +o2)a (21)

(20)

2T, K3 F—YIZT ARy h—3 V%2 EH
LTHONEA—2NVTIITHD, 1ITLETOEEDI1

DNRIGRZ bV THD, £/, VIid7uy 73T
FIchh, 20 cFEHD 7Oy 713 N, x N. DETHOH
FEZN1DFH% N, THobDTH B, I5I1T 02T 1F
IFANLIETH %, GDA 1 (21) 2 K{LT 2 a 2ko,

Firain =0TK t Fioyy = T Koo D=2 v P
B2 WO TREFIEIC L 28 21TH, 22T, Kiest
FZEEY Y TINVET AN I BN —% L
I91Cdh %,

3.3 Grassmann Kernel Support Vector

Machine (GK-SVM)

Grassmann Kernel Support Vector Machine (GK-
SVM) i SVM IZ 7 5 A2 v A —F Lz vl FikET
b2, ZITET, 27 7 ADHWIMEICOVWTEZ %,
ey b S={Y,n), ,Yn,ynv)} BEZ o7
£ET%, 2IT, Y E span(Y;) DITHIRBITH Y, i F
HOYE Y Y ZVICHIEL Twd, v ={-1,1} 1375
ATRVTHD, ZDLE, SVM IZRDEEAGIEZ
fiE <o

1
méri Pl erCZ& (22)

=1

subject to y;(wl ¢ +b) 21— &, & =0 (23)

E7o, MRERBIEXRD L) G265,
min%aTQa —1Ta (24)

subject toy’a =0, 0<a; <C (25)

K (22) - (25) ILBWT, £ —U Y AT Y I_T L
ThHD, ¢ FHEEMOEHETH L, £/, CIFA
T IERE—Y VDML — A 7 B EET 3BT
HN. Qij =iy Kij £ 5, WEBEIIXATEHIT %,

sgn zyzaz

2T, Yr & span(Yr) DITFIRBITH D, 7 A M

WCXIBT 5, KX TIEE 7 7 ARJEICNIET 5729,
one-against-one 7 7’0 —F 2 H 3%, cl¥/ 7 AKTH
D, clc—1)/2MD 2 7 7 AP I N D, ZL
Tl E T L > TIRET 5,

3.4 MHERDZERE (MSM)
MSM [6] (& ERAAHBIFERE (7) ISR L T 5

3.5 BIFRTHEEIRIERE (KMSM)

KMSM [7] iZ AN T —% 2 I ) 7=z, MSM
IZ Kernel Principal Component Analysis (Kernel PCA)
ZHEHL7-FETH 5,

3.6 CLAFIC

CLAFIC [21] iZEmZ=fkoh Tt it o v s
NTVLFETHN, ZNZND 7 T A c DEBIT2EMH
span(Yo) 13 Y, = [ug, -+ ,u,] ERE S, FPEE LT
T A FHIBRY v T xp EAEEBIROEIZEN & O
BHVSENS,

cos’f =

Z (ulxr)? (27)
i=1

EHIIR=AF74 L LT, PCAIZESDWL-HEEHET
% [22] BEL O LDA 28D\ 7 4y o v —E T 23]

l\Dl\D

ZHW3, 2o DFHEIF CLAFIC & FEIRRIC, KBHH
% W &2 1233 5,
4. % B&

PRETHOVERE % M3 2 72 0 I BRI 5 & R 152

WFEEE T o7, 9, HRICHV 2007 -5 X—
AZDWTHR B, BHRGRSERIC X MOBIO [17) 2, #
TRk IR 1d BU-ADFE [18] % A\ 7z,

MOBIO 3 160 AD#EE 2VEIMIE 2 28T % ik
L -EEGRY T — 52y b TH B, T—F IR ED
B2 600kyya v iighnTtsh, Fyiay
28I 21 HDEHEII A>T B, F 2. FHEINICIZ
AARBERELI G EN 5, AFEETIE I OWGRIIDO%
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WAL C 238 ) o2 > 7 L THW 2, Bifk
77113 OpenCV [24] Z w7z, 1 2H & Viola-Jones
Ot E Ho gtk chd D, 2 DHITHBKHER
zZHOIHERNETH 5, MiEZHCTHERL7T—%
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WRZ EET 2, 72720, BHNCRKL 72l L
2\,

—7J. BU-4DFE I 101 AOBEZ R LT —%
k/bf%0\6ﬁb®ﬁtéil%Ahtﬁ@ﬂfﬁ
RINTW5, $hbb, &, B, B, $e, BL
A, BEETHD, "B, 7—F133D L 2D BHEINT
2%, BU-4DFE % Jij\> 72 BTS2 1 [}*fﬁbhf
ED, 2D 57— Z 72 i RO FERE 1L 63.72% T
H DD LT 3D 7T —% % w7831 90.44% T H
%, L»L., 243 3D 77— % & Hw 7 ko8RG H
THY., 760 NFDT—F 2T HGT w3 7o Hi
ICIFHIEL T & v, ARFEERTIE 2D ORI ORI
AU CHEk L2 Bigs 2 it 2170, B
N aBmgE Hv i,

RNZFF RN Z DFERICOWTRR S, £9. MOBIO
DT =% & o TER#Z T > 7o, HRIIEDOZELIC X
%ﬁ ZHRET -0, WRIOEZI % 5, 15, 25 1K
(AR ?@%?/ﬁ@lﬁlﬁﬁi%ﬁo oo L. B
ﬁ&?%®@&%@%%#6\éf@yavhmﬂtf
25 ML BT &E /24 7 7 A iz, ¥k, K77
AT EILEDODEY Y a Il Tnd I EICETE
leave-one-out cross validation Z 27, k. FHhRi

ZNFN2ODOERH T — 21 LTV, 72kl
EOIEEITHEICO LT, WY 122 N F N DikpIE:

HEAERT 2 57k &L 2 TOHERINP S 1 D DiliES 2
TERT 27D 2880 — v Z2fTote, T—% LICHLT
HiRI Z L2 2 N Z OGRS 2 B L 72 & & D%
R 1IC, 7= 2N L THBII T Licznzng
ke 2 (R L 72 & Ok 2 X 2 1R, —T1,
7T =% LICH L TRTOMRIND & 1 2 DakillE % fF
L7z ZOREERZK3IC, T—% 21 ﬂL"Cé’C@
RN 2: 5 1 D DAl FEE 2 /R L 7 & E D82
Bl 412w, 72Uy XIOfMERI3 RS, Rl Fik =
TFBRETH B, F7. (a) ICBWTHREEIO 113 NN
(PCA). 213 NN (LDA). 3 I CLAFIC . 4 i3 MSM.

ciKMSMjﬁciGDNBMm$¥ﬁmﬁ) 7 1% GK-SVM
(Projection Metric), 8 I3 GDA (Projection Metric) %
ZLTED, (b) IZE W THEMHD 1 1% Projection Met-
ric, 2 & Binet-Cauchy Metric, 3 (&AM, 4 (&
FHES. 5 1 Chordal BERf (F-Norm). 6 |3 Chordal B
(2-Norm). 7 1% Geodesic FHRE, 8 I3 VHHRECH 5,
512, () & (d) ITBVTHiiD 1 1% Projection Metric,
2 13 Binet-Cauchy Metric Z# &, Z#16 DFEE» 6|
HHRI DR ST U TR E iz 5 2 7ol
REhot,

) FED I (b) GD-MSM DHBIE D [

(c) GK-SVM DHIMEDOHL (1: (d) GDA D FME o L (1
Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet-
Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric)

X 1 % %1 (24 7 7 A, BREHEERT) 18 L Cilifgs) =
LZNZNOMINFEE 2 FR L 72 & & OFREER

Z ZTRIZ, MOBIO O F—4%® 100 7 7 A% T
%i&@%&%ﬁ%ﬁoto;_T\iﬁfmwtn/
Ea—8 DAy 7 ORED S HERIORE X % 25 KL
TEL%Z, =% LICRLTHBYZ EicznZnoi
MEEEZ R L 7: L 2OREBEEZK 512, 75 21Tk
L CHligIN Z L iz 2 OilFEE 2 R L 72 &£ ED
Rk 2K 6 1ITmT, —f, T—F 1T L TRTOH
BAND 6 1 DDFBMNFEEZ R L 72 & 2 0RERE 2K 7
2. F—% 21T L TETOMIGINS 1 DDHNRE
ZAERR L 72 & E DFRFEREEZ K 8 IR T,

%12, BU-ADFE @ 100 A3 D 7 — % % Fv» TR ME
Rk T2 iTo7, "B, EREDP ST 7 A ML .
BIIATEILEDDEy Y avEER L, 12Dk
Tavitid 20 NA\oTF =¥ EEND, Z L CHiIERE
[Flf$ 12 leave-one-out cross validation % F\a 7z, [H{&F
DRI I I NI BEEKE L L, BBITLIcZ
n%n@%%ﬁi%ﬁmttagww&4él9_\é
TOMHRFND & 1 D DFRIFEZER L 72 & & DRk
%X 10 12T,

INSDFEEE Y, &R GD-MSM & GK-SVM,
GDA D 3 DD FEIFZ DD FIEI LR TRFHEIE O
WRE o, T, ZNFID 7 7 AIBT 52 TOM
B 6 1 D> DFNNEEE ZFK L 7541213 GD-MSM
DFHBEBEOER E o, —HT, MBI LIz
NZNDFRANEEE ZMER L 2B E1 1358 L R ihss
SN o7, THUIKIHRIIR OFRHIDE IR E W
O ERbLNGE, Lo T, £ TCOmERI»S 12
WAREE 2B L 72358 D05 Wi ™ g o e 7
VW, X512, GD-MSM @ 8 © D gt T i F i
DD LE L TR ilieR 2 15472,
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(b) GD-MSM DI [l

(a) T (b) GD-MSM O ifblE D Mo

(c) GK-SVM DBBIEDIEL (1: (d) GDA DML D s (1: (c) GK-SVM DEBIED L (1: (d) GDA DML @ i (L:

Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric. 2: Binet-

Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric)

B2 7—%2(2477 A, ABRSHEA) IS L THEIT w4 57— 2 (24 77 2, HRBIEEM) 108 LT O
LIZZNZNDBRIREE 2 K L 72 & & DB G5 1 DDIMEEE R R L 7= & X OB

ercenage)
don Rtepercrsage)

Recogion Raie

(a) Fi:o LK (b) GD-MSM DJHEBIEE D bz . o n
(a) FHEOHIE (b) GD-MSM DI [l

(c) GK-SVM OFMIEDHHE (1: (d) GDA O MBI K (1: (c) GK-SVM DIIEOLE (1: (d) GDA BB O i (1:

Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric. 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet-

Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric)

3 7T=%1 (2477 A, BIEGEN) 16 L TaT Ol 5 7=%1(100 77 A, BEBUHEER) (< LTl =
{85120 5 1 D OFAMFRE MR L 72 L X OBRMNHK LISXNTNOWAFEIE AL 72 & & OBRRHH
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(a) FHEOHBE (b) GD-MSM i D Mol (a) FHEOH#E (b) GD-MSM D HIbEED Hilke

(c) GK-SVM DHBEDEL (1: (d) CDA D FBUE o g (1 (c) GK-SVM DML (1: (d) GDA D BB D g (1

Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet-

Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric)

M6 7—%2 (1007 7 A, HEEHEMEM) IS L CHigs] 2 M8 F—%2(100 7 7 A, HEHALA) 12 L T4 ol
LICZENETNOFINFEL 2R L 72 & & OHHRERR GBI 5 1 D DFHNEEE Z MK L 72 & & DEFE

(b) GD-MSM DI D Lk (a) FIED R (b) GD-MSM DHiBIE D [

(c) GK-SVM OHBEDIHL (1: (d) GDA D FBE o i (1 (c) GK-SVM DML M (1: (d) GDA D FELLE o g (1:

Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet-

Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric)

M7 F—%1(1007 7 A, BRHE&SHEM) K8 L TR T X9 WA EICZNENDORANEFERLZER L 72 & E DX
B 5 1 D OFBIEEEZER L 72 & E DB AR IR B\ 2 kK
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(c) GK-SVM DHEMED M (1: (d) GDA O FHLE o ik (1:
Projection Metric, 2: Binet- Projection Metric, 2: Binet-
Cauchy Metric) Cauchy Metric)

X 10 2TOHGEI 1S 1 DOBMEELER L& XDk
[ERAREERIC BT 2 ek

5. b D IC

ARG TIERRZ 22k ik ic 77 A< Vs KO0 2
UCHD W I A2 =2V L - T2 iRE
L. MRED i EER 247> 7=, RSk IR & LI H
BicBWT, 7= DI Kk 28 FEDEZIZEL D
DD, 7 I A2 VR EED 72 300 T eSS S D
kI L TE D ETH D 2 ERR L,
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