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Dual-stage joint projection envelope embedded stack autoencoder

Li Yongming,Zhu Lizhi, Wang Pin,Ma Jie ,Zhou Chuanyan

(School of Microelectronics and Communication Engineering, Chongqing University, Chongqing 400044, China)

Abstract: The deep stacked autoencoder, as a prominent deep learning architecture, has been widely applied in fields such as data
science and pattern recognition. However, existing deep stacked autoencoders focus on transforming the features of individual samples,
often overlooking the inter-sample correlation, which can lead to suboptimal feature quality. To address this limitation, this paper
introduces a novel deep stacked autoencoder architecture called the dual-stage joint projection envelope embedded stacked autoencoder.
Unlike traditional deep stacked autoencoders, the proposed model transforms deep features based on the correlation information between
samples, rather than focusing solely on the samples themselves. The model is composed of two primary components; the dual-stage joint
projection envelope and the embedded stacked autoencoder. The dual-stage joint projection envelope utilizes a manifold sample-pair
envelope module to extract local correlation information from the original samples and reconstruct the first layer of enveloped samples. A
descending clustering module is then employed to capture global correlations and reconstruct the second layer of enveloped samples.
Additionally, the dual-stage inter-consistency maintenance module enhances the representational power of the second-layer enveloped
samples. Subsequently, two sets of deep features are extracted by training two embedded stacked autoencoders on these two layers of
enveloped samples. The paper concludes with four sets of experiments: ablation studies, algorithm comparisons, parameter sensitivity
analysis, and complexity analysis. Experimental results demonstrate that the deep features extracted by the proposed dual-stage joint
projection envelope embedded stacked autoencoder exhibit both high quality and stability.
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Fig. 1 Schematic of DSJPE-ESAE

7E DSIPE H, MSPE —F-#5E 8 H] T4 B 5 AL A (1] Jay &8
RHRAF B M AE AR | RS A MDC TR T
PRIREA I 42 Jn RBR AT D, AL 2R S 2 JR R A,
DSICM HITFRALS: 2 JR SR FEA Y RAERE 1. K5, 40
SIEX 2 R EIZR 2 4> ESAE, 153 2 M i
(Farih 2 ZHURBERRAE)

L1 REERNEKER

{7 Py DR 8 I S S 23 0T SR A i) Y L S B
B DRI B R I R 2 ( geodesic distance , GD) 3
AR TIE DA Z (Rl AR . T4 B 2 e/ N B A
AN NI f LA REA . MSPE s B U & 2 FioR % R
IEREA S HA AW v AN E SOk SBREARPRHE A4 1B
BT FEART

BE—NZYEFEARI TR X e R, & n MR
Adw, o x, 0,1, L, MSPE BYGAEN ;

2, ML) TSR REA &, 5 AT AR
Z A B IR S

5,(x,05) =min 3 A(€,€,.,) ()

Hr, S, (w,,x,) R x, Ml x, ZIBIBYTRIEIEE] KA
P g = (A, D BT, BE€=1€,,0,,,€} e A’
SR e € € RS, Skl 6,6 e 1,
LSk <@ 1, €, FoRIEBHR A WPFHHEN %



552 1 TR ] A IR G B A2 N i HERR A B R iD 4% 119
R R SR pommmmmmpe e -
JRCERE nen Lot o \
o= Ee ;
. :
: d_od 20|
! TP A X s |
| — —
MSEE \\ (X,.XT Xsor //I
SR IR A JRRRE AR 22 OS
° e o
PP o o
° . ®eo ,
[
LIPS ° ()
&2 MSPE R
Fig.2  Schematic diagram of MSPE
o AL, €, BT R ZB A B 2 P 5 2 [A]E 25 1] 1) ¥y MDC 1 H bR e %L
€, FL R ACE €)= p" Y 1L disi(€,,0,,,) FyE: MDC 9 B AR Rt (2) B,
b = a1 gl = SN RN | ;
P TIMIIRIRERS, plp > 1) JEAURPIE. Jue M.P) =min 3 3, | XicP = MiP | +
HOAH BN\ G B R S = [S,(x,,3) 1., , TEHEFE _ i S
4 — d
S AP B B RN o SRR RE O 2 | K ~ XuP W, + s [P,
BRREAR x, o = X s s | o s.t. P'P=1 (2)
wJa IR x,, ., SEROIERIEHEA « .., DF Horpr ) o RIRPEARZENEL M FoRm Bl P RoRH%
BORTICAEAXS X yspe = [ % iginat > Feare | o MSPE DHACHS  SEREFE X g P A FEAS N — D LEFE WL ) ) — AN YR, H
JUK=R7 -8 18 g < 2d , s A A A AR LERL, T DL BRI [

&% 1.MSPE fht R0 &%

WINRIRFEARSE X € R, RIE AP FEARBHES v
AT AR X, € R™

L BRI REAR

2 B R OV ERS S, (x, 1)

3 AR ULIE I B S

4 ARIEDEEC o AR x,

5 HE Xygor = [Forignat »Xreares

original

1.2 REFEEXARRER

PIERISIZPRAEA ] 1 22 5 CHRAE 2, R OAE
F A B EEAEAS S Tk R AR 2 (R T SRR
BN Ry AR (B TR] A, AR5 B 11 T MDC B R
FEAETE A UEAT , DOITDRE DA A 21 g 24 50805 10 SR 2R R 5 1Y)
2 ST B B A B A — B ARL e G T DR R
AN T 3B SRR AL 1 00, 7 Ak B R A A i A 4
LA B B MDC A& 3 R,

MITCARAEIE, || |5, o 12,1 358k, T A 5 i
P IFRELTE . S50 o 238 i RAL K Ak 5Tk Y1 P
T, RRBOGEHE P AU R 5L

HAreRZa (2) i85 1 RN KK IRE, EH M,
Xy AP 2B T LU S 0 28 1) SRR 4R 19 23 ], $52
FEFE P 25 R0 R IR AR BT 25 (0], S8k s 2 Ml i 32
AEALR SR A P A5 DY 7, M S EE BRI, B bR R 5L
A (2) WS 3 AF MM R, sk (2) M
55 2 LR 1 BUE B AERE P, 465 3 BURIENfk
WL RIS 2 30 S B H I P25 R R Pk
FEMCAEF L2, 1S58 P B 17 H g (3R & 76 B ) ik
JoT 3SR T BT AR TR A ] b B AT AR

JRIFR LR PR A ( locally linear embedding, LLE) FARH
T EFAE R, =X (3) s, X Fh s i2: R % A1 30
PR BR B RE AT e 24 225 8] o 1) J) R 45 4 AR AT B
Hi A2 B8 e 2 18] 0 OC R FAR LA

W, =

1, Xjusms € Nz(X{WSPE) I XjMSPE € Nz(ijspﬁ)

3
0, FHAb (3)



120 e

W &

# Faetk

RRKJa A TR A

© VEHHIEHREA
W R BIRE A
A TR SHREA

Xy P

MSPE

M.P)

Y MDC (

X

REIRTRE A/ H bRigpe 4

om LN CHE S TIE# S

W F AR AR A

H BRI A B 2R3 3 1 A

K3 MDC JsH

Fig. 3

Hop ) N (X) RRBEFEA X B3 2« DM FEAS
2) Ak MDC 9 B bR %k
MDC HAReRE A 2 AR M ORI P s 2R A, i 2
BRI LM, %4 K-means 1E R .LY)
WAETTE . AR IR TURE , X C A RHETEAT K B
(IR 1551 J5e 2 ARt R oAy 0 46 A o RS HE AN 0
B E M s ( alternating direction method of multipliers,
ADMM) DL J% 38 5 $7 4% ) H 7% ( augmented Lagrangian
method , ALM) AT AT RCR A, R A H b — A A2 ik [
EF T —1AEaE, (2 WLEEHE . hups.//github. com/
DSJPE/DSJPE-ESAE,)

() ALAe M s [ 5E P, HFReREUE N

min >, 3 [ XisnP = MP | (4)
(2)flefl P ik, [ E M, B bR RECE N .
min 3 3 | XyguP - MP |, +
"Z,, | X P = Xy P I Wy +s 1P,
t s.t. P'P=1 (5)

MDC ik A A ANk 2 FR .

X (5) 19 3 o #EAT B AR AR S AW
K(6), 8%, B R—NELXFRAE M, F, o] LIARYE B
BOERHE 20 A 25 SRR A P, FLETAS BIRY P bR B IEAS
B, P e R FERAE ) S 2 A, HOF B A R AE AR ¢ B9

Schematic diagram of MDC

&3 2.MDC hiR R & %

BN B Xy € R™

M. X,pe € R

1BESH u, ¢, 0,5, ¢, M; T FEMERE W
2. While not converge do

3 AR (4) fl M, 5 P

4 MR (5) Fi(e) itk P, E M

5.End while

6:11% X, = MP

= ey

=X ZEL B2
g ot

EF e/ IME , ¢ FREK ) AR e A B, AR IR
KARASE AT M AN P, AR RRE SR U 2R MDC
HERBEEARTT RR N X,y = MP, (AL AR DA% % .
https : // github. com/DSJPE/DSJPE-ESAE . )

m}jnz 2 ” XMSPEP - M};P H ) t { ” p ” IR
k=1 i=1

o 2 [ Xfws'PEP - X{MSPEP [ W’.j.<:>rngn Ir(P TX:{ISPEXMSPEP ) +
Tr(PTMTMP) - Tr(ZP'l'XZZﬁ;MP) +
20 Tr(PTXLSPELXMSPEP) + 2 Tr(P'AP) &
mgn Tr(PT( (X:£ISPEXslISPE - (X/TMSPEM + MTXMSPE) +
MTM) + 2UX115PELXMSPE +20A))P

B = (XLSPEXMSPE - (X:I'I:ISPEM + MTXMSPE) +

MTM) + 2UX115PELXMSPE +204) (6)



24

W] A IR B 2% N i AR A 3 S 2 121

1.3 MR iE—BUEREFESR

i of MSPE 1 MDC iX 2 B 15 5] 2 J2 4 H
A ACHK Xygpr T X oo X 2 JRFEARZ HAETEN AT 2557,
S T RIS HEAX RERIHEA N RAERE 1. A TIHER
XA A 25 5, A5 BT T2 ] — B R R DSICM, )\
TS X e MRIERET) . B2 Xigpw = Xy, 115
MDC Fll MSPE 2 /73 [A] Hh (I BEAS 2 B — 3, SR Ja XA~
FEARZS [ iy %E%iﬁﬁ?%ﬁ( )l Xy € R"™" Xyspe €
R”") . MDC 7] LAid i 2 B 46 R Q(Q e R™™) K
— A5 MSPE 43 fii A0 6L i) o [8] £ 4% 23 8] (intermediate
sample space,ISS) , DSICM JiF2 U] 4 i/~ , 4 DSICM
AP, BRI AS R R A 3K 3] 4 5 A sy 3 20 A 1Y
—h,

MP

HAZAA—E

Kl 4 DSICM /R Kl
Fig. 4 Schematic diagram of DSICM

1) ## DSICM 47 pR%L

HAELTI AR HE Y E # o kKR MSPE MDC
1SS W IN R A, I 7390 5E XN @ (X yspp ) @ (X ype)
@(Xy55) , NITIERIL K o (Xigg) 7 XN 1SS HR ISR @ 4>
FEAR K 0 (X ) 5 LR MSPE HES jANEEA, 25 5
(X)) = (X)) Qo I, DSICM F H i bR KR 38 50
HH(T) .

Josin(W,@,0) = J,,,(P,Q) +7],,(¥,0) =

Z Wi/ | @(X;ss) - ¢’<X{MSPE') I ; +
L

1 ) )
T:Z I §0(X/155) - §0(va15#£') Hg +yllQl. (7)

j=1

AN, DSICM £ 3 B0 3 2H . 55 1 30402 Jm) &
4y i 2 5 (local distribution difference, LDD ) #i 4
Juop(@,Q) , BIFIH] MSPE 11 Jaj B P8 B2 25 1SS 11 Jmy 7
XI2E 55 565 2 &40 J& 2 JR 43 1ii 25 7 (global distribution
difference ,GDD) 51K J,,( W,Q) , /M T 1SS Fl MSPE
ZIBIAG A REJR 25556 3 T RARFR LI (low rank
constraint, LRC) IENME™> 8 TRSIEAE AL AR Q M2
ek, | Q| . EFEFE Q WRFRZIH, FTLIAR /R MSPE
FIMDC AFHEAH) 2R 45H . DSICM #3850 Filiid 0 -

(1) & R34 25 GDD . GDD Llf/IME X g FT X

ZIAbR A w2 S S A A v
KH @ (Xi5) @ (X ) FIRTEAST 2310, FELT]
AT HEBEBEHERE @, IR HARA Bhr %X (7) A4,
B IE ) GDD R AT LIEHE .

min Jg, (¥, Q) =

1 "
rglg; l q,TﬁD(XMvc)Q - lplﬁo(XMSPE')I [ ; (8)

Fob, WO LR R SR A A, B W =
D'o(X,,)" B FAR LALLM X, = (X,
Xysper 1,0(X,p) € R o ML S5 19 MDC 7] LA R
HD'0(X,) ' ¢( X)), BHJG I MSPE 1] DL &R K
Do(X,) o( X)), TE UM Z )T,
0 (X)) "0( X, ) » MDC 1 MSPE 43 51 7] L i 81 25 7%
J @K, 1 PK,,. . HIL,GDD HKAXK(8) 1T
PEER.

A —
< K MSPE' T

1
rglél: Il lI'T@(XMDC)Q - lpTQD(XMSP:«;')1 I i =

1

7 H ¢T(KPSQ - KMSPE’>1 || ; <9)
(2) JRik oA 22 5 LDD
rg)llQn Jipp(P,0) = Ig)llé] z vvij I qD(X;AgAg)_(p(‘Y;;lISPE’) l ; =

Tr(GD(XISS)D(QD(XISS)T) +
Tr(GD(XMSPE')D(QD(XMSPE')T) -
2Tr(@(X,55) W(@( X)) (10)
LDD F|H MSPE 1% Jai P > B it Jsy i 22 57, A3 3500
PEBBAE i Jr AR RN S5 A8, AT IA] 422G 58 1T 1SS
MSPE Z 53 Ai i —2t: . BArek%=(7) iy LDD AJ
DL Jyx(10)
HHHiED e R J2— X MM, HiEh oo R
D, =Y W, i=1,-,nTr(+) ZHENL, W, e R

REFHEIE. A5 0(X,) = o (X)) Q IRA, FIHLLHE
TR R WR I o (X)) Al (Xl ) IBTE
Fos ], Rl LDD HE AR (10) TTEE Y

I(I;IQI’I ?[ Tr( ¢1KMI)CQD( (p[KMan) : ) -

2Tr(@'K,) QW(P'K ) ) +
Tr( @Ky, D(PK i) ") | (11)
(3) 2T GDD 1 LDD %54 #9 DSICM B & fifk . A
TR DSICM & 76 BRIIE 22 2 FE AR 25 [8] 2Z [ BEAS 23 A
1 — 2t 5 45 A UL ERRGY ORI AU S50 G Ry,
DSICM ) HAReREL(7) WIS h
min/ e, (¥, @,Q) =

. (o=} 1
n(plln 7 I (DT(KMD(:Q - KMPSE')I | ; +
N n



122 f# £ ¥

a6t

1
?[ Tr( quKMUCQD( q)TKMDCQ) T) -

2Tr( ¢TK.1IDCQW( (DTKMSPE' ) T) J +
Tr( djTKMSPE'D( ‘pTKMSPE' ) T) +y ” Q ” s

s.t. 'K =1 (12)

2)fiAk DSICM H 47 %k

AR FE DSICM H 2 A8 i @ Q T 2K, ]
PLiE S ADMM A RCK %, Eid 5 AR s s 0, #AIH
ALM,DSICM iy HAn R Bn] LA E S0 (13) , Hh E 7
p 1 4 BISEHE T HiAk B H 3 7 FAETI S8, 1 Fm— il 1
AR

minG @' P(K,, Q1(K,, Q) -
Ky 10" (Kyp) ) + Ky d (K )" +
ST DK, OD(P'K,,Q)) -
2TH( DK,y QW (DK y,))) +
nE(Q-0) +2(1e-0l}) +

Tr( @K gy D(P'K ) ') =
KMD(JQI(KMD(J)T +y O] . (13)
i @ ,Q O WAL I R T 2R HI A2 B 228 R
SRS
(D) Ak @B [EE Q@ F1 O, K= (13) Hr iy H s s EL
WA R -

G . "
m‘;n?d)l (K, Q1(K,,:Q) Lt

1
72[ Tr( (DTKMDCQD( (DTKMDCQ) T) -

271 (DK, QW(P'K ) ") +
Tr( djTKMSPE’D ( (DTKMSPE’ ) ' ) — Ky 1 QT( Kc) T) +
KMSPE’I ( KMSPE' ) T) J - KMI)CQ1 (KMDC) ! J
s.t. @ KD =1 (14)
(2) Ak Q I, [H5E @ A1 @, FX (13) il H AR e&
Wt

v " "
mQ]n?¢l (KypcQ1(K,, Q) - K., :Q1(K,,) Lt

%( Tr( ¢VI‘KMDCQD ( (PVI‘KMI)CQ) T) -
2T ( ¢TKMDCQW( ¢TKMSPE' ) T) ) +

1
(E'(Q- @)+ (1Q-0]]) -

KMSPE’IQT(KMDC)T> )(p ( 15)
(3) itk Ot e @ F1Q, K= (13) Hiy H bR e %L
Hih .

miny [ @ . +T/(E'(Q-0)) +([|0-6})

(16)
AL DT, X0 = [ D76 (X,) "0(X,0) " 151
Y5 MSPE {RAFREA B 4540 15 B i SR i A2 Jjy — et e
) — U REBLHEALE X, € R, HH d 375 DSICM
Jr REALERL
DSICM 535 i DA CAS U3k 3 B
Hi% 3:DSICM HRBE %
BN FEARIIERE X e € R™, Xy € R
Wil X, e R
LR B Xy € R, X e € R
2 RRHATINTIHA
Xop = [ Xye » Xuspe 1
Ky = ¢(Xop) ' @(Xysp)
Kype = ¢(Xop) ' 0(Xype) K = o(Xpp) '@(Xpp)
0=0=0
3. While not converge do
4. IR (14) ~ (16) thitk @ O F1 Q
5. BEHFKE.E—E +pl(Q-0)
6: FHSE pl:pl < min(pl x 1.01,max,, )
7 .End while
8 Xpe = [@0(Xpp) '@ (Xype) I

1.4 MR HERK B3 4R2E

SAE R £ )2 A 4 i 32 BOSCHE 1) 52 2% 3R 42 M
fIE S SR AR SOV RS T 0 ik X AR 1 B
Hifh 28 -ESAE, S5164: SAE R[], ESAE 7EAH 4R Ba & )2
FREISIAT H3hgisas a0 A ZRRE (BN A BIT) | 1R
B T UREERFE S RURRAE A T

B 1% ESAE 4% i) AREARFE 2 X, Forh HY =
[h' bt h '] e R™(1 < k < K) R N kg
PR ZRE R, 4 BN kR RS R B
JERZICAE, ESAE 55 k St g4k F bR s EUS

R ) o
mﬂm;Z LV =L/ (V) |2+
i=1

k

A(HWMHZ+n‘mﬁu>+ﬁ<§;mxpué>> (17)
Jorh A 1 4RI ESAE 1ML LISURIER B IS
TESISHL LV HHARIERA L (V) Rk
DT B R
ok 2 AN BE IR 1 4B 5 100 20 T 5 R R 22 )
S T I04 F 585 & A T ik T DL R X, =
[(x) b(x,) e b (x) ], WGS9 55 B P 2
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W — T RRE 1) i ARG RS AR AR )2 IR 15 B
H g REEF—TREEHMacie, B is — 1R
B 2T VRN ) g B o 0 28 2 3 B B TR BE R AE ) ]
PLRTR N
X, = [x’1 ,x;,---,xfl] e R™
HEERENH

DSJPE-ESAE W15 24 B F 24046 4 MESF 1B
F1.MSPE (5 24 B MDC )5 24 | DSICM 1Y% 4% B Fl
ESAE MR 228, ATLARINHN Thgpiwsie = Tuses
TI)SICM + TESAEO

1) MSPE B BN O(n) ,Hod n HEARAEL,

2)MDC MR 22 G 4 DAL TR itk M,
Ak P Mtk H fficfe L, 18 M W ZE N 0(cDn)
WWHEPHEIENO(D) ITEHWNELZE R O0(cDng) ,
R LWEIRER 0(Dn’q) B EARIRECH T, Il MDC
FR TR A E R KRN O(TeDn + TD + TeDng +
TDn’q), MDC Wit 5 &2 22 B nl LLfaifk b o(TD’ +
TeDng + TDn’q) .

3)DSICM i35 2 B A4 3 M EEA L IR Ak Q.
e @itk @, IHEOMQMEIE R O(n*), P
T BV RE S i A BT I, 2% R 0(n) . 1B
WL K ECh T, DSICM B BT 5 8 2 )% ol £os h
O(Tn® + Tn') VIR O(Tn’) . (HAFTERIE, X H
WA % I Gram FEFER AR 24 B AT AR ET I
B ASTE DSICM it

4)ESAE Mt E & E SRS EMATTmiwa
XK, BN B by by by, BRIE ESAE B35 22 R
OCh, +hy +h,) , [RIEEAE GRS, Hat A8 2
JO(Tnl) , H T RBEARUEL , n IEEARAEL, L KB
AFEABE TR 2 B IR L, ESAE Y BT8R 24 i
AL N O(Ch, + hy, + hy) + O(Tnl),

LUk, rAs B MEREZ MR

(18)
L5

+ TMDC +

O(n + TD® + TcDng + TDn*q + Tn’ +h, + h, + h, + Tnl) ,
Akl O(TD® + TcDng + TDn*q + Tn® + h, + h, + h, +
Tnl)

2 SEEF DSJPE-ESAE BN E = Bl gt & H 4l

DSJPE-ESAE 1l LL3iA3 2 ZHIREERHAE, A5 BTt
W2 25 8] @l & ML #] ( dual layer spatial integration
mechanism , DLSIM ) £t % 45 21 % B R 1F & Il 25 — A FE 4
e IRIF ARG 2 93245 2R (weighted fusion, WF) |
SEAIT SAE 13 KAEE AR K, DLSIM fis T
2 )7 ESAE (W43 2R455R  SEIL T REASFIRRAE 8] £ B3 ) e 48t
RTESS | 2R LTINS IR Ry y, 76565 2 R4
FEA RTINS v, W WF B SEEFER .

argmax = Z @ (round(w;r,) ,y,) (19)
w i=0

s.ct. wiI=1,0I=(1,1,--,1)
RN ROMMERIEE LB RN r =
(ro,r) BRI RN w = (w,,w,) , BPUBH E T
A(19) H3, Hrh A, RRRHEUEER L, 9 (a,b) =

l,a=b . L S g §
{0 2 M= (0.0, o REHREER BTN v
,a

HFER K.Y = round ( wTy) 5
3 XWERSHW

DSJPE-ESAE F % 4U 4 MSPE ,MDC . DSICM X JL4>
BIHT R, A T Sl Se O HT s B AR T 4 5
5, 55 1 202 T Al 5256 95 UE MSPE , MDC , DSICM F
ESAE MY, 5 2 41088 DSJPE-ESAE 518 &4
SAE #ERIEAT HuE , 46 3 LI T g S50 Bk
PERERI RE M, 565 4 A SCg0 F— DA B TSR PR R
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(S0 T FH B B0 4 AN 58 B 45 S 2 DL hitps : // github.
com/DSJPE/DSJPE-ESAE )
3.1 SRIGINER

ARSI 5 42 64 137 windows 10 BAE R G0, 1F
P3R4y A Inter(R) CORE (TM) CPU i5-8400 (13175
KL CPU@?2. 8 GHZ ZLFEESH1 8 GB RAM, LI M IT & T.B Ky
Matlab R2018(b) , 22569 FH RN T E48 M libsvm 3. 20 i
A, SEECSRT 15 M HRAREENA ISR E, T
ABESE TR 2405 BT 78 85 4% (https ://archive. ics. uci.
edu/ml/index. php) HRH o R4 AR AT AUFRME, B 5
T ARIREAEL (H1 90~20 000 %) AR [a 2515 (h 2~
26 PR AFEFHEE (B 8~561 AN4E) . B
FEFEIE 1,

R1 HEENERER

Table 1 Basic information about the dataset

Bl HEAKL RIS 2%

AD( Alzheimer's disease) 90 32 3
LSVT(LSVT voice rehabilitation dataset) 126 310 2

PD( Parkinson speech dataset) 1040 26 2

Pendigits ( pen-based recognition of
10 992 16 10
handwritten digit)

Statlog ( Statlog landsat_satellite ) 6 435 36 6
Vehicle ( Statlog vehicle silhouettes ) 846 18 4
Heart( Statlog heart dataset) 270 13 2
Maxlettle ( Maxlettle Parkinson dataset) 195 22 2
Urban (urban land cover) 675 147 9

WDBC ( breast cancer Wisconsin diagnostic) 569 30 2
Wisconsin ( breast cancer Wisconsin original) 683 9 2
PID( Pima Indians diabetes dataset) 768 8 2

20 000 16 26

LR (letter recognition)

GSAD( gas sensor array drift) 13910 128 6

HAR (human activity recognition) 10299 561 6

RN HE, SR T 25 A B A R Bk 4
SAE MyPERE, MO, Bt 45 A AN 2 OR K, I L SAE
B ZEOEE N 3~ 6 J2 AT LA R S IR EEoR 1, 5
v, AR S AR A4 R AR 0 VR AR 2 500 1 B A 3h
bt I B 5 R P 2 e B i, Il 2o AR 4 R O T
HARZEH

H T HOE, X HE Y & A SAE 19 2 50K e L i
B, SLE R A hold-out 38 XIS IE 51k, I ZR4E . I IE4E .
MR LB 1:1 1, BAEIEERER 5 IR BCE
IMEFOBRMER 22 E Ry AR 55 5230 1 43 6 45 51 T TP AN 58

B ERE . SEE RS EE ACC MACRO-F1(F1) |
AUC FIFI4HE 8 (average precision, AP ) JRPEA AN [A] 455
RIPEARIVERE . FeAs 00 rp i I AR5 SRR R R .
ﬂQU\EEﬁ , @iiﬁﬁ E"Jﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬂj%j{*# I £ AL ( support vector
machines, SVM) ,,
3.2 HERSEI

3 A ) B S 56 R 56 UE T B2 HH 1) DSJPE-ESAE 553,
AHIF 78 B 1k 1Y S A B 5 E T MSPE , MDC | DSICM |
ESAE PR IR FHAIH Rl 52 56 8 ) EE AN T RS P50

1)MSPE .MDC #1 DSICM H94 2%& P 50 31F

X H AR T JRAEA (original features, OF) JRIEFEAR
X B4 MSPE 2% 3] (lUREAS (MSPE ) i JH 5435 e 2t A 3 2
BEHOR A WU — AR 23 8] (MDC) \MDC. % 2] FF 28 X
[ — SRR B DSICM &b BE A FEAR ( DSICM ) Al e 28
15 F A W26 FEA ( DSIPE) By i, BG4 L n 3k 2
3 s,

R2 FAAREEZMEROELHRE(ACC)
Table 2 Quality of samples at each stage of the

algorithm in this paper (ACC) (%)
A ETE S OF MSPE MDC DSICM  DSJPE
AD 54.00 64. 67 66. 67 72.67 75.58

LSVT 80. 48 94.29 95.24 95. 80 96. 54
Pendigits 98.13 98. 62 99. 09 98.78 99. 27
Statlog 86. 13 88. 65 85. 86 86. 02 88. 36
heart 80. 89 85.56 90.91 91.20 92.44
WDBC 95. 66 97.57 98. 59 98.99 99. 18
LR 85.84 89. 65 87.92 89. 06 89.79
GSAD 99. 20 99. 45 96. 67 97.45 96. 05
HAR 98.25 98.72 98. 36 98.35 99.10

*3 FRARBEEENRIERIRE(F1)
Table 3 Quality of samples at each stage of the

algorithm in this paper (F1) (%)
AR OF MSPE MDC DSICM  DSJPE
AD 50. 24 64.78 72.09 73.85 74.12

LSVT 76.57 93.61 94.75 95.24 95.77
Pendigits 97.74 99. 04 97.95 98. 03 99. 04
Statlog 80. 98 85. 60 75.24 77.26 85.59
heart 79.95 86. 14 90. 43 90. 86 91. 09
WDBC 95.23 97.63 97.31 98. 80 98. 85
LR 85.83 89. 61 87.87 89.01 90. 18
GSAD 99. 16 99. 43 96. 55 97.37 96. 17
HAR 98. 35 98.79 98. 46 98. 42 99.20
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M 2 hiyZs AT WL MSPE 76T B B4 8%
EF OF ,iX UiHH MSPE J&4A 241, 7T B& Y 5 K & MSPE 42
i T AREAS ]R3 S [ B, MSPE 1 MDC 2 i) i L 85 2¢
W1, MDC 454 MSPE HYZH-& 5 %, AT REMY 5 A2 MDC
FEH T AEA ] 42 )Ry OCHKAR .. DSICM 46T MDC., 3 1 XL
Glal— BOME R 3 7 A AU, ik J& MSPE  MDC 5
DSICM = # W45 & AR, AN, E& MM TEn T,
DSJPE 76 RZHCE R4 FHEUS T fe i 5 rtERg, X % W
FETRUZCLEFEA SAE HARE R A 301,

2)MDC F1 DSICM A &5 56 IE

itk — L HKAIE MDC B9A R, AR ST T T B gt
FH K-menas 2R AUHTAEA (KM) 5 {8 F K-menas
22 2] J5 28 DSICM Kb B HE A (KM&DSICM) 1 b A,
L} MDC H1 DSICM A= BB FEAS (1 L, T 45 FhkE
AR F ESAE @RI Z5 R LNk 4 #15 i,

&4 MDC 5 KM 7 ACC LHLLBER
Table 4 Comparative results of MDC and KM on ACC
(%)

DSICM  DSICM

HELE KM MDC KM&DSIM DSICM
(ESAE) (ESAE)

AD 75.33  66.67 66. 00 72.67 67.33  76.00
LSVT 92.86 95.24 94.76 95.80 96.07 97.41
Pendigits  98.64  99.09 98.83 98.78 98.84  99.50
Statlog 85.59 85.86 85.13 86.02 85.92  88.57
heart 90.89 90.91 88. 44 91.20 90.96  92.67
WDBC 97.99 98.59 98.73 98.99 98.10 99.15
LR 87.73 87.92 89. 83 89.06 88.09  90.07
GSAD 96.60 96.67 97.58 97.45 97.94 97.72
HAR 98.35 98.36 98.58 98.35 98.81  99.39

£S5 MDC 5 KM % F1 FHLEBER
Table S Comparative results of MDC and KM on F1
( 9% )
DSICM  DSICM
(ESAE) (ESAE)

g S KM MDC KM&DSIM DSICM

AD 53.70  72.09 70.01 73.85 75.00 74.59
LSVT 92.50 94.75 94.19 95.24 92.18 94.73
Pendigits  98.62  97.95 96. 21 98.03 98.99  99.46
Statlog 81.49 75.24 79. 46 77.26  85.95  86.81
heart 79.77  90.43 88.54 90.86 91.80 93.29
WDBC 95.94 97.31 98. 65 98.80 99.32 96.69
LR 87.67 87.87 89.91 89.01 84.32 89.77
GSAD 96.42  96.55 97.49 97.37 98.42 95.24
HAR 98.46 98.46 98. 65 98.42 94.25 98.98

KM 1 MDC Z [A] (% Lb 26 W, MDC 78K 2 B8 48
ERME T KM, X FHA MDC 2 B AT 450010, RE A ¥ o 5
EHIREAS . TTRERY JE P MDC REAR e 5 2 i i 25 ] B
BAEMEARTBAER RS, BEAb , T4 RN F 45, F]
FERIRISTr R F DSICM 5 AR EUAS 1 0 & A 3R Bl %
R UL T 2 ) —2oh 2 s B RUA 80, gt JE MDC
55 DSICM W45 6 = AR,

3.3 HiEkbkER

R T i — L B IE AW 9 5% DSIPE-ESAE 1147 3%
P X B T — 2R E P SAE , L5 iR X 30 A
H 4% a% (SPSAE) ™7 Ntk X L1 I WAk A A 24 1 Y
R 2R BR 11 2 A5 75 42 8 ( ESGSAE_FF) ¥ Al 45 X
HERE H AR A OC [ i 15 2% ( GSTAE ) ) 45 Szt 48 5 1,
x6 M7,

® 6 A[E SAE EixRILEE (ACC)
Table 6 Comparison of different SAE algorithms ( ACC)

(%)
g SPSAE ESGSAE - oomap soap DT
FF ESAE

AD 57.78 67.33  TL11 5611  76.67
LSVT 84.33 92.76  84.66  71.59  97.62
Pendigits 91 60 98.00  93.53  90.33  99.54
Statlog 85.87 87.28  85.42 7413 89.42
heart 88.90 84.67  82.56  69.67  94.67

WDBC 93.03 99. 81 99. 34 90. 65 98. 08

LR 94. 88 95.55 92.10 84. 30 94. 38
GSAD 98. 89 99. 07 97.42 87.86 96.71
HAR 98.13 97.81 98.22 97.03 99.51

%7 7AF SAE EiEHLLE (F1)
Table 7 Comparison of different SAE algorithms ( F1)

(%)
s sesaE oM omap scap PR
FF ESAE

AD 67.02 69.32  67.19  66.67  71.86
LSVT 81.87 88.92  63.25  78.53  95.79
Pendigits  91.51 99.36  91.68  91.51  99.55
Statlog 75.75 82.76  81.71  75.55  87.81
heart 81.24 84.53  82.54  57.16  93.61

WDBC 94.36 94. 44 94.30 92.83 97.15

LR 96. 28 96. 34 83.27 87.41 90. 18
GSAD 99. 39 99.37 95.35 89.50 96.73
HAR 98.72 99. 08 97.39 96. 60 99.78
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450K W], DSIPE-ESAE 78 K& /-5 00 T #4408 T HoAth
XA, 2SR K B, DSJPE-ESAE 78 KR 43 B4
LR T AN 2, X EWRE, M Ly,
DSJPE-ESAE HA By & Az e 1k, BRitbz ok, 3
A 3 WM FE bRt 2 S UZE . AT BB B R 2 . DSIPE-
ESAE Y1255 R BEREAT IR AR 22 18] 1 SC e 5 R 2 =X
RAEFARENSLE R B BURARAE A [ R R R 25 8] (O 4k 1
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P TR TR RCRE R TR 2B i 2 4%
FEARTT LA BIASTR S G-l RS AR [B] ) SR E5 4 15
PN R ST B i A 5 RO R RNz Ak g

KT #E— W UE DSJPE-ESAE ({43 A 0 5% b 4%
% Fh SAE ZET Statlog FUHE4E 2% > B YRR 1Y FR1E fE
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Fig. 6 Visual comparison of exiracted depth features based on the Statlog dataset.

& 6 45 F 320 DSJPE-ESAFE 45 BT B HRAE L HiAth
SAE #ERYELA G () n] 43 BRI RE A A | 26
3.4 SEHSH

1) MSPE FyBFHE2EL v XK 1452

WIE T ARRE A PE 5 v & MSPE By G4 S8, 1
R AT A AN SR 8 FR

&8 [ MSPE S8 v X E L RER M0
Table 8 Effect of different MSPE splicing number v

on algorithm performance

B tE v=_0 v =1 v =2 v=3
AD 54.00+9.55 64.67+4.47 73.33+6.24 71.33+3.80
LSVT  82.38+9.00 96.19+3.61 95.71+5.16 95.71+3.10
Pendigits 98.13+0.05  98.62+0.07  99.20+0.24 99.39+0.13
Statlog ~ 86.13+0.53  88.65+0.75  89.13+0.62 89.73+0.81
heart ~ 80.89+4.26  85.56+2.83 84.67+3.46 89.11%2.53
WDBC  95.66+1.52  97.57+1.38  99.58+0.24 100. 0+0. 00
LR 85.84+0.16  89.65+0.21  90.41+0.31 92.26+0.17
GSAD  99.20+0.15  99.45+0.09  99.56+0.11 99.59+0. 08
HAR  98.25+0.32 98.72+0.07 99.38+0.15 99.68+0. 03

IR TER ZHCERAE b B e el S FE A
PRI T DL 3 B S R AR () 4 R B SR, Bl R
FEBE IR AR AR B | DT S ORI RN ZRpsf ] A A Gk 35 388
PRI, 7 S B 1oy P e 5 A 3 20KG B RN 25 B ) B
AR BEPEAE R MSPE HHESL v,

2)MDC I ZH o vy B2

MDC A 3 PCEEZEL, 40 & MDC RZE .ol ik
e EA o, o AAR SR STRR A - X o FIS 5y $5
THEH I P I GYE, B 7 RSB E R ACC
FEL SR FEEEE (n,0,y) HITH,

LEILRI BRI w A o (AT LAARAS 50T i PR BE
FETF I B w 48 0.9,0 25701 000, BT LIGEA N
JEIBAT MDC kMg e, SR w al LA OB 23
[] B 22 R AR SR R — A [8), DA N I 2R AR 1)
ot PEmop 2 rERE, (HEF BRI KM u HATES
FEARAN )22 Z (R R AR 2 R o TR B B e D PT LA
IR B b AR, 1XRE RE AT LUAR TE BT 45 (B oA R a2 11|
YRREA, AT DUBRIEAR [R] 25 18] 2 8] A AR AR Z2 P, DA T 4
E SRR RS PERE . BRI o E AT LA MDC
FE T 5 A B8 5000 22 1R B4 Je R AR Sk gl 48, b Ah, BT LA
B, BHL y MR A K B2



24

W] A IR B 2% N i AR A 3 S 2

127

ACCI%

s =
—

eooce
o Yeooee
=)
© Moo
o

0.000 1§
e

1x10°
1000

ecscecce
eccocces
o CRRY s
o
O
=]

ol
o
AUCI%

Kl 7

eccecese
Y
~
[

—_
=
(=]

Goesce

macro-F'1/%

—_
Seccce

ecccccce

0.1

=4
(=1
_

0.0015

ANE MDC Z8ELE n o Fly W EMERERG

Fig.7 Effect of different sets of MDC parameter values, and on the performance of the algorithm

3)MDC FFZESEL & WAL RE Y 520

PSS 2 JR A REAR T O 1 SRR OGS R 1 R

FEAES R & LR ROAERE RS I e FE RO LU i), T e 08 12 D RIRERIEAT TIPS . SEERZs R AN 8 IR

100
95
90
85
80
75
70
65
60
55

ACCI%

F1/%

100
90
80
701
60

501

40t

0 01 02 03 04 05
HZE
(a) ACC

& 8

0.7 08 09 10

0 011 0;2 0f3 0.I4 0;5 0.‘6 0;7 0;8 0;9 1.0
&

(b) F1

ANFE) MDC [E4ES 50 6 X RIE R

Fig. 8 Effect of different MDC downscaling parameters on the algorithms

B 6 HMER FEARILERER/INT AR P e 2
BSE BT R T RS, ATREA ISR 2 « B AR RERT
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P RHERA R SR, 2R s Iny R T RE2x i JEE 4L
LSS A3 GRS R, S O B RO 3 2 6412 AL g
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3.5 ERMEESHT

1) TRVA R

X HERE 3 A R E IR T EIRE M,
2757264855 (Statlog) JUGr2EAE 55 ((Urban ) il 14338
{155 (Pendigits) . Z55RUNKE 9 FrsR, &1 %F Pendigits (¥
R VIZBEALXS BT A 10 A 380 0 SF X 4 25K B A )
99.0% . &5 5 ARUBIHERGR S 100% , 1M FeA 5] R A
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IDERARAT R K 1 ~4 F 6~ 10 A4S0 B 4 hy
98. 4% .99.2% 96.3% .99.5% .99.7% .99.5% .99. 4% .

99. 4% F198.2% , LHLEHRFI , DSIPE-ESAE 7E 4432
BRI,
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