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Feature extraction on matrix factorization for hyperspectral data

WEI Feng, HE Ming-Yi, FENG Yan, LI Xiao-Hui
(School of Electronics and Information, NorthwesternPolytechnical University, Xi’an 710129, China)

Abstract: Limited labeled samples is used adequately as a hard constraint into matrix factorization. Meanwhile, the local
graph of data is constructed to exploite the manifold structure and maintain the local invariance. As a result, feature ex-
traction on matrix factorization for hyperspectral data( FEMF) was proposed. Through matrix decompose process, the
nearby data in original space is still close after dimensionality reduction, and the congeneric labeled data is projected into
the same position. Such low-dimensional representation has more powerful discriminate performance for classification
and clustering. This issue is a non-convex programming problem, and an iterative multiplicative updates algorithm is in-
troduced to achieving the local optimization. The efficiency of the proposed method was verified in real hyperspectral da-

ta feature extraction.

Key words: hyperspectral, remote sensing, manifold, feature extraction, matrix factorization

PACS: 42.30. Va,07.07. Df

i

Ell

BT R R R B T R R R R e, ZE R LK,
IELLAh, RSN SN BT N, SRR Z2 R
WA GEE , Ot PR A B 9K
BEY UHEERZ RS T ERRE. EANED
T IR 1 S [0 25 A K SRl B A 2 WL AT o'
—2T AN 6% 4 ( Airborne Visible/Infrared Imaging
Spectrometer, AVIRIS) , H.ZS 6] /30 $EF H 20 m, Y
SHFREJ 10 nm, 7 224 NEEL, W T2 A TS 4EAR
Ak IR RS 45 7 T AR

BEE GG 1L A BOR B R, e G i B Y

I #8 HEA:2014 - 04 - 11, f&[E H#H:2014 - 10 - 07
EETH: BEREARREES(61171154,61420106007 )

JEIE PR H 2R 1R . AT B R BE & LU SOk TS
P 5 ) R M Pl 500 0 Ak B s % T PRI
FERR AU, i FARICHEAR BR , Bl 4 55 e
RSB AT . R, A AR AE R B
AR Ao 2 ] BT , 25 Bk U8 Bt ) R B T AR A5 8 SE B
P RELE , BRI B A i AR b B A AL 2
HhaT-
VAR R, HE R 20 Ak £ AR AR Sy v 4 B AR AIE 4R B
M THEZRNEELED. R, RSB EIF Rk
SR UEZ S REAE 5 1 1o 4R 505 A5 98 1 BE E S ek
TEARZ LR I A Y3 . BTl SR U RE
434# ( Nonnegative Matrix Factorization, NMF) ") 14

Received date; 2014 - 04 - 11,revised date: 2014 - 10 - 07

Foundation items: Supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (61171154, 61420106007 )
{EZ ® Jv ( Biography) : 2RI (1987-) , 55, 181, BRVUBH A , FZERFFT7 1) N B OGHGE BE B AR5 A0 2, =R A5 S AL 2.

E-mail; weifengg@ 163. com



6 B W TR SR 0 TSR R 675

2/34# ( Concept Factorization, CF) " 32 T H k.
NMF 71 CF 7E$& BUEUE G ISR AE (1 3 72 b 8 i
FRICAE R SR, 7E B iR B A, AR R
LGS EIE 2T ICE—IE 2 B &
25 EX D EHERFTRICHE —MEXNE S B
. FERETARICHEAR I A D BIRICHA, B8
EEREDEEN W FEFER, B EAFERZ R
FOREESS) . AL BRST R I, il T i B e E
SPPERIEIE B B T RO RUHE 2 I — SRR BliE
SErh R, PRt e T B s W LAE R RAE B — ik
ATE R IR O 15 R AE 25 1) o i F 26 MR AR 4E i 45
Mgt B LA T O O T R 4 M B o I R
e LA EZEMNFME, il 7e 28T b A A
SR IR BOLIE Z A 1 FEREE— M R
5% [B) .

AT 4R A g B N oA BRAR IO A
RSB B K A A B e g 3O i A 43
Byt R o [E) B AR 4E B e A O = R
U SE A — AN R R AR graph 45 H Rk Hi ik
Bl 4375 B LRI 4, 3 1 5 T R 4 A 1) R O3
BAE 4 1E $2 B ( Feature Extraction on Matrix Factori-
zation, FEMF) J5 ¥, A8 ¢ R BAHZ , X TR IR &
HESCTERHIE 25 8] B , 200 S R 437 , R R) 2 551)
AR LA B R R 4ER R . 5 IR R, 38 A4
BT graph , S0 BHE VSR WIE 54, (45 728
AR 2 (6], SRR AH S B s AT AR AR . 25
AR, bR IS E R 4800 % R AR T B 41
ZJ5 , AR R R R on B R H SRR, =
[ Z5A LA, TR F T3 K BUR 2K, 25
SRAF AR R AR ALK () &, [R] B 2 ) — kAR 3R
PEE AR, 38 Ao A o A ) 1] RS B 8 D 1 4
P E IS RE SR

1 HEXEEEIT

BE—HEEEBIEERE X =[x, ,5y] €
R™Y, H—1FmBIREREAE M G B R
TREE S NMF B4 F BN ER MRS U=u,]
eR™ M V="[v,] e R, HHEENHTRAA L
MRS X, B R<M W v, Ry B GiEEE «, ZEHEm)
BE lullr=1,- R} EERLERR, NTE T
L EE AL SE B I R AE SR B S R

REm YRR E IR FRIEL, B
T RPN R, RS R AE S NMF SR T 1
k. MRS R RS REBIE x; HRRN

—HEmMBENIERLHHE, SRR -
& u, WHRR IR ENIERLEA S :
% 2 ; u,v; ,u; 2 zN“xjsj, , (1)
Hrp s, =0, S=1{s,} e RV, [HH AR
DI BA r B Rom T
X2 UV = XSV' . (2)
ot PR R R B S A i B A IR 22, D 2 5 /)
T BN B br BB 2SS R
Dor = [ X - XSV'|3
= Tr(XX") - 2Tr(VS'K) + Tr(VS"KSV")
= Tr(K) -2Tr(VS'K) + Tr(VS"KSV")
s.t. §S=0, Z=0. , (3)
H Tr( - ) TR RERGE, SCHR[6 ] 45 1 T &K
TR % H AR R B LA A%
(KV); (KS),
T (ksviy, T T (VSTKS), (4)
Hrb K=X"X, R T f#geix M0 e B, 75 278 R iR
Z [ AR, BTG A TR R AR

2 SRIERIEETHEESEHFHERE

PR T BE SL PR AL B 3 AR AE AR AR il
A, R I A B BRI A X A MME RSB RE R A
SCE SRR ICEE M 25 B, TR AR A R A TR
I B &A% 3 18 v 5 (] B AR 478 e D6 1S 50 JL AT
GIAT HRR A8 I A R B B SR graph, 42 48 HCOR
TE SRR R TR AAS. 18 B T A 2 M ot
TEBHE 4R 1F $2 B ( Hyperspectral data Feature Extrac-
tion on Matrix Factorization, FEMF) J5¥k.

2.1 BREBIERICESHEELR

FIEARCEA R ZEANE B, I HAE —
PEAIR , 2 EAR BB % PR IE B A A8 [F] 26 51 )8 M i pR il
B, B B GE = (B i Rl — L &

WE M ARSI B BIEE X e R, N ¥
SN AR L M BEE R 2, o, BRRICE
BB N - LABUE RO TR CHEA. 2R+
A e MR, B— M cBdE R B T H PR

B, X TARCEUE, M | x c 4R FE A
C,HHACEEHE A » B T4 j BMmE,C, =1, 5%
W 0. BiZds /nEiRE, B AR A IR

Clxc O
A= ( ) ., (5)
0 I,

Hr Iy (N =1) x (N = 1) 4E 9 07 . 51126 —




676 405 2 K%K

33%

Bl B ICHEA T 2 BTHR—K 5,0 BTH
TR, %, BT HRE N -4 MR R R T
TCH, BEB AR A R -

1 00 O
010 0
A=010 0 , (6)
001 0
00 0 I,

RIGW LR A i — BV Z 5] ABIR%
BB IRRERE V .
V = AZ . ()

M LT MAR TR LUIE H, IR x, Fx; H[FE
FRN AR ICHEA, W v, =0, B T X MRICAR, 56
H(2) AL HFER LGB F RN ERF S f
Z G —A 2 W B S A OB R, JR IR
YA X B A ) B AL R

X w2 XS(AZ)" . (8)
2.2 BRERIRRTA AN L

B RIS IETT IB R ATER A R
— MEGERIE  F B R AR BUS R R
SZREBIE R LMEH , — 1 B AR 2 RS
A SEIERRAEZS (B, A0SR AN x, A x; BEESARIE,
AR ATEL i FHE AR BUS AR 4E 2 (Bl R R y, #1
y; WU M. IR Ak o S 3B — Bt | I 4E
AR S A T EE R M.

B Q( - ) I— B RE KR R 4tz H
HHAEE A x, BB o, BR 0 (x) =0,
1102, 115, SR, Ve B PR e T LA 4500 ) e 2%
FEFPERE. ZE—A0F, A5 —1BE
HKFRIEMeR™ JF1Q 115 —ERESCH:

10113 = j Il V02 112dP(x) . (9)

xeM

ERABRIT R AR B iR Py L HIFR
g3, e, Vil Q W E W ML Ty 10 R B R 7R
SEBRAb B AR 8 7R R A B — N R AE graph
GRS B RIFER 10,115,

HE—NIA N A1 S K graph, K F A4
TR R — B A, Y R Z RS AU BT
AT L E SCAUERERE W 2«

W, - {1 ifx; e Nyorifx, e N, . (10)

0 otherwise
Ht N, FoR », B K DB SR R BUEHRE W 2
—AXFREERE , W, AT LA B IMEA R 2, Fl o« BOAHE
TR X D R AL, KhE—ER W

HIFVFN (BCEFTR, B WX FRAEERE). L=D - W
Bi#R N graph Laplacian' ™. 3ckE, 11Q, 113, AT LR T
T =X RS2

R, = (0, (x;) _ﬂr(xj))2Wij

&
n

i
M = N"—
(o)
=
5
&
I
™
IS
=
B
&
-

N N
virzDii - z 0,0, W
i=1 ij=1
=9I,
R
£ =Y R =T(VL)
r=1

= Tr((AZ2)"L(AZ)) = Tr(Z"A"LAZ)
J2 A LA B S PR AR 0 VB SR N TE LA 45
Fa BRI M £ T 1] B -2 . O /B B b 22, AT
A7 5 i v 4 Y i 2 ) o BE B AR I B R
o, BRGERIE Q(x;) F1 Q) , P LATIAARIE.
2.3 EREFEMIILILAFFER
i b A, A SO B /ML B AR R %L
@ =11 X-XV"11°
=11 X -XS(AZ)" 1% +p28
= Tr(XX") - 2Tr(AZS"K)
+ Tr(AZS"KSZ'A") + uTr(Z"A"1AZ)
= Tr(K) -2Tr(AZS"K)
+ Tr(AZS"KSZ'A") + uTr(Z"A"1AZ)
st §20,Z=0.
oo K= X'X S 500 48 o i 9 B, PR I BB A8 5 ) A B
PR % B A R B S B Z R ek AR, T
Xof PR B[] g 7 e T 2 o R B, e LA ARG —
NERERK 2R F, A8 H— DA 3R
PEEHNE 2% B AR s R BRI AL A
KH $=0,Z=0,XPA LR AIHE B H e+ &
SUH o= Lay; 118 = [B; ], MBI H EECH" -
0¢8,2>= Tr(K) -2Tr(AZS"K) + Tr(AZS"KSZ"A")
+uTr(Z A IAZ) + Tr(aS") + Tr(BZ") . (13)
T BE :
3(8.2) _
aS

3(8.2) _
oZ ’

0, (14)

NP
o = 2KAZ - 2KSZ'A"AZ
B = 2A"KS - 28"KSZ"A"A - 2uA"LAZ
AR KKT £ A ayu; =0 F1 Bz, =0, A
T - L R R B ) BB AL N«

. (15)



6 B W TR SR 0 TSR R 677

(KAZ),
TN (KSZTATAZ)
(A'KS) ;
5T (STKSZTATA + pATIAZ),

A Z B AL 2R3 5, B BARRECE T 5
0, FrLAREAS SEBRIACSA. XTI S m) B A] 4 (L A SR B,
A A SCER (3 1A 7] AR R (16) #4754
SRR SRS, 15 B — R AR AR AR
o e ME B AR R B (12) , 5L AHRE L 71 A K
R — B B AR AR DB B e A5 S I AR
BRI AR B PR IR 4 5 4 SRR AE 23 18] H R 5 A R
P S TEARYE 2= 18] 4TS SR 10 e AR T, T A R 2500 B b
TOREA DI g 385 21 [ — A7 B, DT85 e i S5 o
Hy 23 [a) S5 4 B A Ak,
2.4 HEITEEZESW

X —#B43 tbi FEMF 5454 NMF J7 3 11155
BRE. ER - ERE I ES ,NMF #1 FEMF
BT EEZRE MR 1 i, B8 K A— 8B/ HE
¥ ,FEMF &% 0(N°M) iz B A0 2 SR i 6 e 5
E B R TR ARG , (B 2T ¢ YGEAR AT RIS, 15
BIOCALLE R, WIARHE NMF 5k BT E 4 E R

O(:MNR)
A FEMF Fikm B it B2 ARE R
O(tMNR +N°M)

.(16)

F1 H{ki%K NMF 70 FEMF Bt 5 S #E
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category sample size category sample size
1 2099 12 1927
3 1976 13 916
4 1394 14 1070
11 1068 16 1807

1: Brocoli green weeds 1
¥ 2: Brocoli green weeds 2
3: Fallow
B 4 ralow rough plow
. 5: Fallow smooth
I 6:Stubble
B Celery
s Grapes untrained

9: Soil vinyard develop
W 10: Corn senesced green weeds
B 11: Lettuce romaine 4wk
B 12: Lettuce romaine 5wk

13: Lettuce romaine 6wk
14: Lettuce romaine 7wk
15: Vinyard untrained

16: Vinyard vertical trellis

B 4 Salinas Valley #4531 B,
Fig.4 Salinas Valley ground truth

3.2 XWSHRE

FESUEAS S5 ¥ B SE B A2 v, BEAL L B BGR
2 703 R IAEAN Y 30% 1R bnickEA 1T AR
R TCARICAEAR 38 5 R o A 75 2 8 O 1 B AR
RBUR I R4EFRR.

BITER B E B REARLE A v, RFERAR I
N; WEIREAAEL K. JR B4R 3R A B A 1 31 R
R B B A ) 2 A AR TR B R B A, AR SCR A I
FAARTRNERH 2 SR TR AT I A B AR AR 5. SE TR R ALk
BURREEARRY 15% 1R GRRe A £, HoRFEA A
WKL , 732 BOM [R) 454 B A9 RT3 T, 5k A KNN
I IEER N FE R A I BB AT 0 28 SRR A AR AN
BS Fron: 3 K AAEB/INIBCRET, 50 300 B34 B
TR
3.3 B/WAEHERNTERIERELLER

1 6 2y Salinas Valley % e i Bt 2 [A] AR
F BRI, Hsw BE RN T O 1 I B ] AR 5
BE, HORRRR, BORRRS. 7] LRV
& AR R BOE R B X A 207 [ B BRI A6
LN A 2R BRI B 5 B B 1o, S T R R DI i A

1.0
0.9
0.8 b
> //—\\——N——\_M
gort
g 0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3 . . >
0 5 10 15 20
K
(Indian Pines)
1.00
0.98
g 0.96 |
3
3 0.94
2 094
092 +
0 5 10 15 20

K
(Salinas Valley)

K5 KAEEZER
Fig.5 Classification accuracy under different K
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Fig. 6  Spectral bands’ correlation coefficient
matrix of Salinas Valleydataset( white =1 or —1;
black =0).
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