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Abstract; The development of non-linear spectral unmixing methods in recent years is introduced. There

are mainly two types of models. One is the close-mixing model of mineral sand area and the other is

multi-level mixing model of vegetation coverage area. The data-driven nonlinear spectral unmixing al-

gorithms such as kernel methods and manifold learning are presented. Both advantages and disadvanta-

ges of these models and algorithms are summarized and the future research trends are analyzed.
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AW EERIEE R, I UER NI E TG
AR AT A T R A 5 O B o A AR
Sob T — 58 B 00 W sk #8375 £ ( Instantaneous Field of
View, TFOV) , 1 2 i) 1) 2 B4 | 25 [6] 73 A 45 4 O
HRAAE LA B0 P 5 3R A R 3R 10 22 S R 2 3 R &
SRR T ZR AR 5 AN [m]. Hor  ZevEiR &
FEEH ( Linear Mixture Model, LMM ) {1 /2 5 3% 1 B¢
Moy AR oA (A&l 1 (a) s ) , ARG IR
5o & A A 5 st B R B g ek
Hi T LMM A a7 5 H A — & i Y 3 SOF
feit P2, it Aotk iR mk — B
WF9E . F B AR 0 TE £ (Pixel Purity Index,
PPI) '), iy 6 45 K A A N-FINDR') | 0 5 53 4%
#t (Vertex Component Analysis, VCA) A Vol - )
1 (Orthogonal Bases Algorithm, OBA) 9] At st T PRUHL
B, T EEMITN 2SR RN ZRA D
(Fully Constrained Least Squares, FCLS) O ) R
[Fi] s 2 B oG A T 35 BE 04 0 ST 8 43 53 BT (Inde-
pendent Component Analysis, ICA) VAR B0 B Ay
f# ( Nonnegative Matrix Factorization, NMF) L319) At e
W B .

K1 OEHR AP (a) LIRS, (b) BHRA,(c) £
BRIRE

Fig. 1  Mechanism of spectral mixing (a) linear mixture,
(b) intimate mixture, (c) multilayer mixture

— R, LMM U T A L8 T a2 0
ROBE EATA R R MR A B 3 5 i % T4
ST 3 1 S Sk i ) 3 A T S 5 AR
SRR 1 5 2 B Al 4 M TR A B (Nonlinear
Mixture Model, NMM). # WL AYAELR MEIR & Hu 42 5
FEAERONE F iSRS (B 1(b)) MAA
BRI S5 R iR A (B 1 (e)). Hp
TR AR MY B A VO IR DX L
VKR4 R A8 AR DR T ) HEAT 200K 52 AL 4%
7 52 R AR PRI A o PO A R
BNEIR D UG R A (A 25 M X L B A8 5 2 R
TSI ZIZUCGRA 5, WL B i 15 7 2 2
TEAN [ 725 35 4 30 0 1) 22 U BSOS F) 205 1. ALV TRk
IR, ALV IR 7E R R S 9 T B R

Z RN FR BRI AR A O 98 — BLAE AT
t HAS AL THRR B B BB 2 M TR 8 1k 1 38 20 1
SRy it FEL T v 108 1 PH 0K, AR Mg 1R ) A % 20
7 R Ok B 2 1 5CT I B A 6 1R B IS A
AR A AR M G T R 0 SR AR T 43l T
28 HE T AR RY Y 7 1k IS R T AR A 25 40 5K 3 Y
Ji ik

R S A 9 4R 5 1% %1 3838 ( Radiative Transfer
Theory, RTT) #7138 56+ 15 W R 4 fk 1) B 4% 33
BRI DL RN A AR P EIR G 4, 15 A
KBRS LB A A4 Hapke 152
7 Kubelk-Munk 5 % | SAIL #% %1 £l PROSPECT #%
%) Hapke B30 S8 1 b ELAT B KR i) 14 3
ISR AE I PR R A AR AR S 00 2 50k LA AR B i
AR JRIBIR P (O 5 B % T 5 LM ) T A i 7 i Y 3t
) SR ZRAE IR, T BLAS 1OR R N T
IR B AR V2 WE TS AR DR X LU R 1
HEA A A, 25 1 T AR S8R ( Biline-
ar Mixture Model, BMM ) K %5 55 22 1) 2 £k 1R & 1%
R X AR R HIFFIE G5 Y Hadamard BUiA Y
H G 1) B8 IO 800, R Tl A A i A o DX
ZIRIRA . 5351, HEi R Z 5 T B LA R
T AR AT B0, A P H B SRk 4 BB e )i %
F AT

BRSO T X B 2R PR TR A A
(ST SR A, TSR PH A B B 7 > S L g
> BRIR T 1K I AR A A 2 v A AR ) e PR
TEZS ] AR S A REAE 25 ] rh ) HTAH DG A Ze P B ik
PR 91100 >Re P A o 501D Aot 22 X 8% 22 3 1 5 0 ] 5
PRAEL M BEAG T, T NMF b n 38 5o 4% pR 5 e 5 )
Te AR 23 (R 4R 1T 58 AR TR . A, 0 A TR 1 15
TCIR G R A A L I 7 VA 95 S T
SRS A AR SO DA T A5 R R B84k K 50 P 26 T
R, A AR AR E T A TR A A RIS AR D0 N .
1 JFEMREREEB R KEEE
11 SESEgERe

LMM iyt 2 moc R I 2 4L &, 320 2
JE 7 ( Abundance Nonnegative Constraint, ANC) K
“F1 & —” ( Abundance Sum-to-one Constraint,
ASC) "I A HAAE. FEAR 2T R R SR
AT RGBS T i TC 4 5K ) SO AR . $ ik
KAANF
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x, = As; +¢& = Zaisij +e,)=1,2,-m
=

s. L. SUBO,Z‘SUZI , (1)
i

Hepx, e R™EMMG G E,A = [a,,a,,-a,]
e R"IENICH I, s, &5 ] MMRITH i TT a; e
R, o MR BRI 22, n SR U BAK
H,m 25t H.

X FAELAEIR A M5, 1500 5 st Al 2 4k
LMEXR:

x, =g(A,s) +e,j=12,-m , (2)

X g(A,s,) 25 umon A =F A G AR AR Ltk
PR, Bl SR AR LTI W LT 4544 .
1.2 ZZERE

BRI G — A T YR 23 R R 4
i B EE AR NG Z IO R B (L 1(h) ). 7E8T
Y53 A i 1K, AR S 6 S TE0 MR - 8] e A S R
(28 AR FITE R & 60, Hot Atk disr e )
JBT I3 AR K b A5, ORI B AR T 11 5 43
Afi , WSO U AP 1 551 22 S8 Beailt b, 2%
i PR T B RS LA IR A (2. A/ N F 3 A
R T4 R BB G W) ) Hapke #5880 K7 AH 5C
PR 5 1
1.2.1 Hapke =Y

ARV 2 45 [0 ] P4 B A, Hapke 4525044 00
DL Ie] 52 S5 238 5 Jo i 3 50, A5 1 8 J3E R R /N B B
R ETH 2 1B 2R (Single Scattering Albedo, SSA) %2
B OCIR 15 38 S S 30T SSA 1 (IR ARSE) 1Y
K] [z 5 243415 BRI %X ( Bidirectional Reflectance Dis-

tribution Function, BRDF) '*/ .

2(ppo,8) = ‘%[(1 +B(g))p(g)

+ H(w o) H(o,p) - 1] , (3)

Hr, o B THUN RECGHCRBZ . p Al u
I3 AR ATEA ST AR S A K. g AR,
HURF N ASHE S ISR Je /. p(g) 2 i
FARLEREL, B(g) = By/ (1 +tan(g/2)/h) f& 5 [l B
PR, X TR B LR, By =~ 1. H(w,pu) = (1 +
2u) /(1 +2u /1 —w) L1 HU AL

B8 T A v T ) o R % B 5 RNV AR, 1R
FMRIT Hum oAy SSA M 2R G LR o =
3 s EEEE ANC A ASC & PE. S Ab,
BT R 3KIE Ho 45 ) [8) P U, [k AR 7 £ 2 %
K, A p(g) =1 F1 B(g) =0, n] 44 X ) f 4 5 x

SRR AE 38 (4) B I HL A A 5 S A A 3
K(5):
x(u,py,0) = R(w)

_ w
_4(M+#())H(w1/-LO)H(w1/-L) ’ (4)
w=R"(x)
:1_(¢(,LO+,L)2x2+(1+4,LO,M)(1-x) (g +p)x)
1+ dpuop

(5)

DL BBy faf AR s b 7 RSN e g 25, i
R ARG f A0 R S A 5 S PR R IR S
BT S M 4 Ry W IO S 2 MR 5 1Y SSA, SRR AR
LR A AT iR Sk ] TR IR A Tl
IR SR it
1.2.2 HMB#tEa R 7%

H iR 2 1] 7 B %5 1R G 1Y il 1R 7 58 2 1k T
Hapke #5# ff), Rahman 252 ] B R BLSR A 1105 15
X§ BRDF o iy 2 B0k 47 Al 11 DL S B0 IR ARAL
S50V S FHE (5) W 4yt X MR 9500 R 5 e
g H: SSA A HE R UCHIU I BRI 2, SR 5 LAE
B0 J7 XS PR LA B 1] VA IR, B S S5 Bk B
I ERE S A SO AR = Y B R L T S TR
JEE. Close % N7y SR A WS %00 T i %
HIREY E LIRS Y B2 X W S8R & 3k
RS A, $2 T 2R & ¥ 8 o8 ( Multi-mix-
ture Pixel Model, MMP) :

x; = Zaisl_-f + R( Zwiﬂf)sww +e, (6)
Horp f 2 SO B2 8 R 5 W ) g oG B LA 5 0 2%
WA IR & WL R L], RCY, wfy) &
BRIRSYIR RE A ) i, il NS r+ 1 NERPEIR
FrismoT. MHE(S) BUgER5 SSA [Hl A EE 4, SCh
FRIGARI (6) 228 it L — R BRIk = B A 2L 4=
32 B i I
Heylen % /¢ MMP {9 57t I, 4§ Hapke f5/
5 LMM 25515 3 B3R -A W) I 2 PR A 88 ( Lin-
ear Mixture of Intimate Mixtures Model, LIM). LIM rf
BTN B2 ] 3 B Tl e B IR G W), E
WA B SO LU 45 Ry LMM Hapke #5280 5%
H MMP AR SCh F 29 R AR FE 28 — IR R ik
SEPXS LIM ) = A 1

X = ;R(};wkfki)si+s, s t. ;3,: = I,Vi;;fki =1
(7)
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BBV SRIBC r MRS W) F B AR S ) N R 45
U A T @) BN 5, = 21 s
1.3 ZEXRESG

LRI o 1 DRI B Ry 2 2 )3T 7 b i W 2
JRARLAEIR G, TR 2 HA 2 4400 =48 LA
S5H , NSPCEAR ] RE 23 FE A R) &y B |5 R 30 )
RAEZ U, WAERIOE 2 5 138 A OE 2 S A
SRS (B (e)) , R e 7 11 R 3 s 2 %
B AYAR LA RN . 22 UCHIURT 5 B2 2% 32 B AR 1 26
AU e BE RN B) BE, A A SRE 2 1 7 55 B 5 i s O
P, TS 2R 5 AR, R B v A A R 2R
FAE. 3A0, R BOR AR F 2 5 B B SC A, AN W)
W BRI AR LM U 5 P AAE — o 25 57, 9 T A 4%
ULLTAMX IR A AR LR TR A G — i T 1. BT X
LA UARLANEIR A 0] A, Borel 1 Gerstl ™) AR 475 45
A i D P ST R A SR A 22 1Y) S22 U s AL A
e R A I 0 22 WO B4 Ray Al Murray ™!
3R T TR ) R AN (] A RS [] 4
T RO AR LM TR AN 52 ).

1.3.1 MRS REER

SRy S 52 2% () ISR I sl /D X 37 R e S8
ARG , T JLAR — 86 2 38 A QR UEASE B ) 12 SL ) ik
filh B4 TS DR 30 A TR A 155 74 ( Bilinear
Mixture Model, BMM ) ¥#') _ Sc e A8 780 1) 1 ) p5 76 F
2 2% A ) Y — BB A T Z20m =R LA i
e BT AL, O D oe ) & (8] 1) Hadamard FRUFIEEZ
FRBORE/RAELNERUN AU 21 BMM A7 : Nasi-
mento 5 % ( Nasimento Model, NM) , Fan % ( Fan
Model, FM) , ]~ XN 2k M4 4% Y ( Generalized Bilinear
Model, GBM) , Z 71 2 Ji5 5 I £k M 455 1Y ( Polynomial
Post-Nonlinear Model, PPNM ) Fl1£& 4 — YR 1R & 16 AU
( Linear-quadratic Mixing Model, LQM ) 4.

Nasimento i’f%}\mj2()()9 SRR T — PR X 1 4
B2 R TA) ORI 2800 B AR 2 PR TR G S A
NM, - DL W 6 5 2 S B 78 1 S 400 Ak . NM
(p G SN (I
x;= Yas, + Y Y (a,0a)b,,; +eé,

Cy Rl
r r=1 r
s.tos;; =0,b,,, =00 #k), Zs”. + z z b, =1
= e
(8)
Hra,0a,=[a,,a,,,a,,a,,, " ’ai,nak,n:lT Fndk
LMot Hadamard SEFI, LISEL b, , AL
PER BT, A i FEZeM 250 b, BT 0 I,

NM 2541 F LMM.

Fan 25 H 8T T AR MR O R A LB 1
AN AR LA, I i 52 ER A5 B AR FM. FM
TERBEARTC PN g ot ) A AR 2k 1 58 B A R 3
ANTCAS A PR BLHAR DG, 2448 T h AN A7 i
JUIY H A O, M AN 7E 5 iZm T Al DG 1 —
UCHIUH -

x; = as;; + 2 2 (aiGak)si‘jsM + g,

s. t. si’jBO,isi,j =1 . (9)

FM AHXT NM SR UERT 2R i S 508 A, L4k
T r NFEREESE H R FM BRI AN A X3 R A%
FIBLARL NBEIR NM —FEf 460 LMM.

GBM Jg: 1 Halimi %517 48 3 (1) —Fh FM Bk g5
RLGANMA T S8y, - RO 2 PR o2 s
SHE BRI 2 () AR EK T 5 s — Y R Rl
HAER AT, T AR RN B /)N

X, = iaisl,j + i i (ag@ak)')’;,k,jsl:,jsk,/ + g,

i=1k=i+l1
st 0=y, <l,5,;=0, st. =1 ,(10)
=

By, M3 T O T R My, =
oO,Vi=1,--,r=1,k=i+1,--,r K, GBM Ji§i Ky
LMM; %y, =1,V i=1, r=1,k=i+1,-,r,
GBM A5 FM AL,

Altmann %[37'38] DL 22 1 = I A i E
ANE R B, 42 ZUR AR MR G A8 PPNM

r r T
xp= Yas,, +b Y Y (a,0a)s, s, +¢&,
i=1 i=1 k=1

s. t. siJBO,Zfsi’j:l , (11)

2 b, TG oT AR Lt ), — MR oo xd
RE—ANBH0 b, , 2% b, =0 i} PPNM 75 % LMM.
by SARTCARLMEARR L B YA G, it A AT L] T4
MEITH AR LRI G R . 5B AU
PPNM 25 & 1 X & ooot i B A7 82 STk i9 3 o B B
ZUCHIUR

HE RIS HRLEA AN 245
5 PPNM LAY IR HL AL x; = cAs; + dAs; OAs,
+&, S50 ¢ RPOCL MG B MY BB SO
WS T SE0 d ) Ry 52 RESRT 20 ) b PRI 3] 5
flp ik b ARHE A s Meganem ™ 541 1 A 2 — ViR
AR LOM Z5. 5 4b, Someers, Dobigeon FI Tits 45
N e i SR B 55 AR IR LA % A



2 Bk 4 RORHR R G A R BRI Sk 177

FH 552 3t 0 45 3 30 92 B, AR £ RN BL
LMM ,NM,FM, GBM F1 PPNM & 47 7 & 1 i€ 7
B3 AT R AL, SIESE T BMM JH T 937 s JE v
IR 1) 5 A
1.3.2 ZEMREEARE

X5 T2 U o B A S 2 T R SR A
RIS, i 75 B BMM b oo ) U LA A B
B ST Heylen 45 £ PPNM (366l 151 A T —
AR CEAE Y 5 18] A AR B S AR S P,
AT K PPNM 4™ & 2 TE 55 B 2 P 1R G A5 84 ( Multi-
linear Mixing Model, MLM) .

x, =(1-P) 21 ws;; + (1 -P)P; ; (0,0@,)s, 5, +

(1-P)P* z 2 z (0,00,00,)s, 5,5, + . (12)

=1 k=1 [=1

REALH YRR R 2 0 5 —Fh i B
Fefil s XS — R B AL, DARESR PR B H
eI B AL WSS AR R LAEAR 1 - P
It S ik B R BN A 5 5 3 o A ) R S
FJERUIE 5 Gl R ) B B 5 o B 5 SSA M
K. 3t (12) R fe s U, R Z R BRI 45
PRI S AL, I 1 45 R 5 Hapke & BMM Xf L
UERH TSR B3 5 FI%07 B i UL B T Marinoni
NN BMM R p B (p=2) ZIUR A B
BRI x; = Eias; + X 2@y,
FERH £ M T 43 f# ( Ploytope Decomposition, POD)
55 p s 0 4 45 G B O T 12 S PR, TR R S ot
SEEIE R T IZ AR AL RE S A S AT M R B B
FRHR A R0
1.4 EFEBENBREAE
1.4.1 BMM W& AKX

BT BMM A9 3R 2 M IR O Al S A B
8 B 1 B HC B B 4 B s o 5 A A B R
LRPESEL X T FM AL GBM S i3, Bk 445 Te R 4%
FEBRE TS, W VCA SRt o3 R LAl
PIA B b HE i 0. BMM (1 3R fi 30 1k 2445 < 11
H bR eR B AL S ] FCLS B 5K Ml 1 — B 28
BRI FCLS'™  BRHE R W7 1 GDA, Filshy i ¥
RN 2 B0 5 36 3 A O A B 2R B R B S R R
(Markov chain Monte Carlo, MCMC) J5 ¥4 55 46
I3RS RAL T RS B Bayesian J7 1% 5. C
mk 534 Bayesian Jr ik F T GBM I PPNM (1
SHORE ABAFAETTH R A BOR Y [R)

9T % BMM HE £k M i IR 550k 19 P RE, Pu

S5Vt s pR 0K GBM R PPNM 79 2 750
(1) B b bR B2 RO A TR R 46k TG 249 R Ak ) A
I T AT A B A ATV FE A SR B/ —5fe
STLS SR 5 1. Heylen 251 WILAT A H %, A K
BT b 2 9 TR 12 A RE RE AT L TR DR 1 52
LA LA, ks I b 2k PR 25 5 GBM AH4S &, 1A
GBM #HY AE J i ARG PR I T B8 1 ) 2 R B8, SR S
FIFHAS 2 0 45 R B s A TR L P R o IR 1Y
FALFR. F34h AT LR 7 T B A o o AR BB
W ST IR A AT s A, AT RO
I3 3 Hapke F1 PPNM 528 (%) fift 15 L K i) b 24 B 25
THAAE, M HA 5 SA% 07 IR 456 W % 00 85 R i ot
TS EMR A RS P SR T RIS R U7 =K.
1.4.2 ETHRAERZEERHBETTE

AR BMM 220 1 ) ot v o ] =Yk LA 9 s B
O, H R Mo 8 B A 2 il iR R FE 7 25 TR R
T AYARLAEIR G WA 24, T H 37T -5 M 489 G 8]
(1 S L A 7t B B S R S A R 2
{18 [7) Bt 2 AR A % (AR T 2, s
UGG A B HAT B0 B 615 B2 [ AR SE M A i
PR A, FE 50 FH X S8R mT DAt 2D o oo % H Y
s, i HAF 2058 s AR M0 HOR A —
2 0 L PN R A B T, >4 V9 e ) Joie A B 3 s 1)
Z A Z2 U T L 22 TR, 25 RS R i 5 2
TR B A Al e M A TR 3 0 Tt S B B & ok
7. Raksuntorn 2510 Fi) FH st o0 A8 S 28 PR R & 55 AU
EVLMM 7 & - M§ ot Hh i B 58 s o> B 2 8 fs
PRHEATARIR , 1 HA% 4% 25 [R]3 48 o T LA BRI T H R 2
B R R ABATAE EVLMM 53k (9 3L 6l T OMP
( Orthogonal Matching Pursuit) Jifl_E # &% 24 o i — 4
PR T ARIRASCR . Cui 2517 % 18 T M S Al
AR LAME AR TR Ty, LT TFE X NM Y ki 5
/N Dy B AG T o R, JF LA E S
AMEITAH I 253 S T2 R D/ 55 7% L&) i
JEEK L, fe e R 7 AR IR Chen 250%) 75
HF Rt W T RO R AR L IR AR A S
[i) T DU A 24 SR L4 S48 S 1 8 = BE AR AL e i
IR TERE. Qu 25" R FH w5 i B 1A
BRI 25 TR AH DG R Rk 2R s 38 g ALk MR A
BRI F B A THRE .
1.4.3 BMM G EMFRE X

BT BMM pyaE B R T A2 B TIREZ K
P, Altmann 251N ) B g5 0 ok i TR A 2 R
GPLVM XfJELe ViR & 2, SR 5 F ] Bayesian F1i5
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Hr ik AR R AU A T 35 B OF 8 5 o T, Itk 4h, Altmann
S[6364] 4y 2 A Byasion I MCMC Jy 26 PPNM A7)
Hr G 2 S AR LR SRR B A N R R R A
B TR , (B AF AR T 55 K 0] . NMF A4 g —
P& R 2 7 st o] T AR W B i AR R, a0
Eches 2“1 FM B8 KA B X X = AS +
AS, +E,;s.t. 1'"A=1",A=0,3f% A" =[A" ,A]]"
&S =[S8,S 188 Hirmtk f(A,S) =
IX-AS" [} +8(1"TA -1") (1A - 17) )i 4k Ny
NMF [R]85 Yokoya 45 31 T GBM #5574 [y
AR SRR 3 Semi-NMF 463K f 533, % GBM
H AR TR B 5 AR LR M4 sh I 248 Ry A 58 14K
SR it 4 o P A [ S B R .

2 HIEWIH AL LIERRERE

SRR AL MR R AN R B ok 3
FITIEE AR MR A BRI SR AN O T H5 A
FCHE e nT S G B S B R, TR 2 2 fn
B w5 k. OB 22 > Bk DR
B Jry 0 mh 4 SR A RA 1 T O v 2 XL S i 5 3
R4k 2Pk 23 R SE BUAR IR . A% 7 vk R K I R AR £k
PRSI 1) B S (R 4 5, SR I A R 4k 2S [R) HP R
LR MR R A TR i
2.1 BEFZAENMBREERX

H 38 A% sR B JE e MG iR Sk =2
15 ALY FCLS k™) Sk g pL e L1
% RR B TE 52 728 A 07 i B T R B
FEL R R 7 0 2T YT T
D7 NMF iR a1 4 Ak, il T 28 19 2%
7 iEA 22 DI pR AR R 22 T A0S PR FDKE H:
VA AT —2k.

2.1.1 ZERFFHEERE

A S RS TR H 2 MR AT 43 BB AR ik v T
53, AU AR TR B B8 PR S ) = A R AR S
(B A TS, SR I A 1 R AE 2 1) i T 4R PR Bk
SRAR SR AR LR PR AT (E R R A 2k e S o
TR S B K 358 1 PRI 25 () 4 550G 7 2 4 K i
T S PRI . SR SR T AZ 7 1 S A mD N 5 4k 2 ] v )
R AR = Rz S U o (3 51 R b AT G B = N4
T et ST R A 20 P R S O a2 2

W PRI X RE 1) — 1> PRER e, X T S 4R 25 3 25
B SCR" A x,ze S, AE—D I S FIFHEZS
B FCR"™,(m>n)WHELEBE ¢ x—d(x) , 1 2
k(x,2) = <p(x),$(2) > =d(x)"d(2)"" MM

## Hilbert-Schmidt & 38 H 2535 JE Mercer 5545
AL R T RS S = Xy, e x| OB TE R
G HITEK G;= <dp(x,),d(x;) > =x(x,,x;) [ N x
N 2E0EE J5 . PR pR B0 45 2R A% PR ke (e,
2) =x'z, ZWMAB R k(x,2) =( <x,2> +c)" F
T (AR TR ) B R ke (x,2) = exp( - [x —z[*/
207) % A I — TR R S b BRBCHE IR A% o
BAOR S A% AR R, PR AR DG B8k Ak A A 7 B B X
BRI FH T SR AR S e 7
2.1.2 WMEMBFE

22 0 4 285 FEAYI 255 BERS 2 ) B L i 2
FRARRAME G R TR A 35 B AR A T # A 2m) )
28 I AT AR G b A e e D6 MR Y AR S M TR A 0]
SCHR' T A i FE MR R 4 RBENN I TR 4408
AR , 23 591 6 1 LMM Al Hapke J7 #2145 2] 9 £ 40
AT INGR SR J5 K W 28 T Al TG ST AR 19
JE. G5 3R B TR AEIR & i %05 I R L
T LMM F 5 A5 20 5 o 174 = B 05 /)N () ) 15
2. Plaza 25197 W% £ 2 B 28 MLP Al Hopfield
0o 248 11T fife R , 56 R FH o e 4 B 12 R A5 o T F
TR 2, feJa PG 3 0 99 28 S 30 R 80T F )
it Ayerdi 277 4 3 2% S ML A% ( Extreme
Learning Machines, ELM) BHE 5 TIE4 Mot iE
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% % 43 43 #F ( Principle Component Analysis,
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L PCA k383 CCIPCA ( Candid Covariance-Free
Incremental Principle Component Analysis) 5 1% bR %X
G e T A RN AL PCA 5.

M TR IR B3k FCLS X TR EIR &
B 10 BE A5 1R BE AT, Broadwater 457 i 1 —
FiiZAL Y FCLS vk KFCLS, i ik HI 458 ) B A% ok L
Bt BAR R BCb i AR A T B s R A S ) Y
o AR LM Wi O e 1205 ) v S 2 BE A, HORS
JEEGF T FCLS 505, BH 05 i TR AH 5C 1 4% ok B i
P10, Broadwater 2577 HL A T 3 i A% bR B
S ARYE BRDF Ji 15 21 1) ) A% o 800 KFCLS B30k
PERERYRZ A 22 57, SR 4t — it ] R P A o
REM) X, (x,2) = (1 —e™) (1 -
e )T Sy AR TR, T2y AR
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FF A D0 A% Rand 5% I3 1of 52 M 0 ek B 25
TG EUR SE 5 o B FU 3R T R T IR 5 ) U
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HL(Support Vector Machine, SVM) i FIE £k MG
IR RSB T LT SVM Y EORIE IR A 12
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YIRS M, Fxr SVM #-AT I 2R F T F B4l
T Plaza 26" DU oo S0 HR5 1 Bk, S 4 2 36
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SRR A D7 20, 6 E AR ek K Y BRI A
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FARL I Wu 2517 R IF 28 723 [l #
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PRI B 1) BRI AR RR G B LA SR Bl KA
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2.1.4 ETHRIFWREEEBEZZAE
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Ht & = + b > — UCHLI TR BE 552 125 A0 HY
SK-Hype 835 BT TR 2 R LS B

R GERIRL TT IE AR T AR 2 18], AN [ AY

A pR RS 5 2 B ] ) A [ A2 o 80 1) 1 RE 22 S
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PEFERY IR, H T 4R AE 25 [A] B — 2 BEA% A A2 B —
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IR R B Gu 26000 L R iR g 267 o 2 o )
MKL 5 SVM AHZE &, SR & B A% 1 AL 2R 50 )
LM GIE MR , T MKL #9774k 5% 58 i B4 07 v
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2.1.5 ET#%F %K NMF #BE %

NMF 4 £ J& T 2 PRl 1R 7 vk, B 5 8% oR B 4
£y O AT S B AR W B A 2 R R R AL
. BT KNMF JEZEPE 0% i 18 5k 0 R g £ =2
S A T A A R S 5 A0 Bl S 30 4 R 2 ) o
FEAERRE 23 [A] Hh 5230 NME (A (8 R i /ME &
NMF N AJ sk 6 i ) 2, 55 48 M ) NMF 303k — kR
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e 2 (Manifold Learning) H 2000 4E7F Sci-
ence HEHE LUK IR E A 15 8B 2 U 19 iF 5
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A LLE( Locally linear embedding) (= SR S S X
AFEA B b A AR R B AT 0 JR P E A AR
R, B e A BN ORFR AT I i 10 408 A 18] Jmy #4156
REYEER. N T m oGS AR L R R U, AT RS
T A 215 B B2 S5 2 vk 23 o] v (i 55ds , SR 05
TEIX LA AL GE W 2Pk 7 L iR (HR X SER 4
PR 1) I AR T 5 5 A% B2 Ry, XE LW 752
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9, DT 7E i R I 25 I8 RO B R JE 45 4. Heylen
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SISO Sk Al 2 Y W 48 )7 9 ISOMAP 343 £
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. HRTC A 38 ST T A 2t A i [n] & 9
SRR A A WU T — 5 MR Altmann 2510
$ i 7T PPNM A A R T AR L P AG I O v, H
HRHGESBESE L s, RS E b, DL SRSy
% 0" BN b, B TARIC j AR PR IR A R B, BT
DART DL o 6 AR AT A I 5 — > B (R S8 3
FELRMEAGIN. SO o PR Y Y B (E ORI R, T
I SRR RAVSRAG TG0 ) Sl b el HC AL T i oy
A5 by~ NCby,5° (s, by, 00) ) 46 Al 2 M A ] e 3
A AR ARG R

x, R LMM

: (14)
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H sz(sj,bj,(fz);E]l: I;j M7 2, s =32(s]-,0,a'2) .57
:sz(sj,bj,oz). Altmann 220 k3L F PPNM 4R
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