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Abstract

In this paper, we address the challenging task of achieving multi-view dimen-
sionality reduction. The goal is to effectively use the availability of multiple
views for extracting a coherent low-dimensional representation of the data. The
proposed method exploits the intrinsic relation within each view, as well as
the mutual relations between views. The multi-view dimensionality reduction
is achieved by defining a cross-view model in which an implied random walk
process is restrained to hop between objects in the different views. The method
is robust to scaling and insensitive to small structural changes in the data. We
define new diffusion distances and analyze the spectra of the proposed kernel.
We show that the proposed framework is useful for various machine learning
applications such as clustering, classification, and manifold learning. Finally,
by fusing multi-sensor seismic data we present a method for automatic identifi-
cation of seismic events.

Keywords: Dimensionality reduction, Manifold learning, Diffusion Maps,
Multi-view.

1. Introduction

high-dimensional big data are becoming ubiquitous in a growing variety of
fields, and pose new challenges in their analysis. Extracted features are useful
in analyzing these datasets. However, some prior knowledge or modeling is re-
quired in order to identify the essential features. Unsupervised dimensionality
reduction methods, on the other hand, aim to find low-dimensional representa-
tions based on the intrinsic geometry of the analyzed data. A “good” dimen-
sionality reduction methodology reduces the complexity of the data, while pre-
serving its coherency, thereby facilitating data analysis tasks (such as clustering,
classification, manifold learning and more) in the reduced space. Many meth-
ods such as Principal Component Analysis (PCA) [I], Multidimensional Scaling
(MDS) [2], Local Linear Embedding [3], Laplacian Eigenmaps (LE) [4], Diffusion
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Maps (DM) [5], p-Laplacian Regularization [6], T-distributed Stochastic Neigh-
bor Embedding (t-SNE) [7], Uniform manifold approximation [§] and more have
been proposed to achieve robust dimensionality reduction. low-dimensional rep-
resentations have been shown to be useful in various applications such as face
recognition based on LE [9], Non-linear independent component analysis using
DM [10], Musical Key extraction employing DM [11], and many more.

Frameworks such as [T}, 2, 3, [, 5] [6, [7, 8] do not consider the possibility to
exploit more than one view representing the same process. Such multiple views
can be obtained, for example, when the same underlying process is observed
using several different modalities, or measured with different instrumentations.
An additional view can provide meaningful insights regarding the dynamical
process behind the data, whenever the data is indeed generated or governed by
such a latent process.

This study is devoted to the development of a framework for obtaining a low-
dimensional parametrization from multiple measurements organized as “views”.
Our approach essentially relies on quantifying of the speed of a random walk
restricted to “hop” between views. The analysis of such a random walk provides
a natural representation of the data using joint 1 organization of the multiple
measurements.

The problem of learning from multiple views has been studied in several
domains. Some prominent statistical approaches, for addressing this problem
are Bilinear Models [I2], Partial Least Squares [I3] and Canonical Correlation
Analysis (CCA) [I4]. These methods are powerful for learning the relations
among the different views, but are restricted to linear transformation for each
view. Some methods such as [I5] [16, [17), 18, 19, 20] extend the CCA to nonlin-
ear transformations by introducing a kernel, and demonstrate the advantages
of fusing multiple views for clustering and classification. A Hessian multiset
canonical correlations is presented in [21], the authors propose to overcome lim-
itations of the Laplacian by defining local Hessians on the samples to capture
structures of multiple views. Markov based methods such as [22, 23] 24] use
diffusion distances for classification, clustering or retrieval tasks. The “agree-
ment” (also called “consensus”) between different views is used in [25] to extract
the geometric information from all views. A sparsity-based learning algorithm
for cross-view dimensionality reduction is proposed in [26]. A neural network
which extracts maximally correlated representations is studied in [27]. A re-
view comprehensive article [28] presents recent progress and challenges in this
domain.

In this work we extend the concepts established in [19] 29] to devise a
diffusion-based learning framework for fusing multiple views, by seeking the
implied underlying low-dimensional structure in the ambient space. Our contri-
butions can be summarized as follows.

1. We present a natural generalization of the DM method [5] for handling
multiple views. The generalization is attained by combining the intrinsic
relations within each view with the mutual relations between views, so as



to construct a multi-view kernel matrix. The proposed kernel defines a
cross-view diffusion process, and related diffusion distances, which impose
a structured random walk between the various views. In addition, we
show that the spectral decomposition of the proposed kernel can be used
to find an embedding of the data that offers improved exploitation of the
information encapsulated in the multiple views.

2. For the coupled views setting, we analyze theoretical properties of the
proposed method. The associated parametrization is justified by being
recast as a minimizer of a kernel-based objective function. Then, we relate
the spectrum of the proposed kernel to the spectrum of a single-view kernel
which is based on naive concatenation of the views. Finally, under some
simplification, we find the infinitesimal generator of the proposed kernel.

3. For practical use, we present an automated method for setting the kernel
bandwidth parameter and a proposed procedure for recursively augment-
ing the representation with each new data point.

4. We demonstrate the applicability of our multi-view method to classifica-
tion, clustering and manifold learning. Furthermore, by fusing data from
multiple seismic sensors we demonstrate an automatic extraction of latent
seismic parameters using real-world data.

The paper is structured as follows. Some essential background is provided
in section [2| In section [3| we formulate the multi-view dimensionality reduction
problem and discuss prior work. Then, in Section [d] we present our proposed
multi-view DM method and discuss some of its basic properties. Section
studies additional theoretical properties of the proposed kernel for the particular
(more simple) case of a coupled setting (where only two views are available).
Section [6] presents the experimental results. Potential applications are described
in Section m and concluding remarks appear in Sections [§| and |§| (respectively).

2. Background

2.1. General dimensionality reduction

Consider a high-dimensional dataset X = {x1,Za,...,xp} € RP*M gz, €
RP i =1,2,..., M. The goal is to find a low-dimensional representation Z =
{z1,20,..., 2} € RPM 2, € R"i = 1,2,..., M, such that r < D, while
latent “inner relations” (if any) among the multidimensional data points are
preserved as closely as possible, in some sense. This problem setup is based on
the assumption that the data is represented (viewed) in a single vector space
(single view).

2.2. Diffusion Maps (DM)

DM [5] is a dimensionality reduction method which aims at extracting the
intrinsic geometry of the data. The DM framework is highly effective when the
data is densely sampled from some low-dimensional manifold, so that its “inner



relations” are the local connectivities (or proximities) on the manifold. Given a
high-dimensional dataset X, the DM framework consists of the following steps:

1. A kernel function K : X x X — R is chosen, so as to construct a matrix
K € RMXM yith elements K;; 2 K(z;,x;), satisfying the following prop-
erties: (i) Symmetry: K = K7T; (ii) Positive semi-defeniteness: K > 0,
namely Vo € RM ;. vTKwv > 0; and (iii) Non-negativity: K > 0, namely
K;; > 0Vi,j €1, M]. These properties guarantee that the matrix K has
real-valued eigenvectors and non-negative eigenvalues. A Gaussian kernel

‘s : ; )2 _ =z )
is a common example, in which C(x;, ;) = exp 507 , where || - ||

denotes the Ly norm and o2 is a user-selected width (scale) parameter.
2. By normalizing the rows of K, the matrix

P2 DK ¢ RM*M (1)

is obtained, where D € RM*M is a diagonal matrix with D;; = > K, ;.
P? can be interpreted as the transition probabilities of a (fictitious) Markov

chain on X, such that [(P")"]; ; 2 pi(x;, ;) (where t is an integer power)
describes the implied probability of transition from point «; to point x;
in t steps.

3. Spectral decomposition is applied to P¥, obtaining a set of M eigenvalues
{Am} (in descending order) and associated normalized eigenvectors {1, }
satisfying P, = Apt,,, m=0,...,M — 1, or P*®¥ = WA, where ¥
and A are (resp.) the eigenvectors and diagonal eigenvalues matrices.

4. A new representation is defined for the dataset X, representing each x;
by the i-th row of (P*)*¥ = WA, namely:

() @ Ml N i)] T € RML e [1,M](2)

where ¢ is a selected number of steps and v, [i] denotes the i-th element of
1,,. Note that the trivial eigenvector 1, = 1 (with corresponding eigen-
value Ay = 1) was omitted from the representation as it does not carry
information about the data. The main idea behind this representation is
that the Euclidean distance between two data points in the new represen-
tation equals a weighted Lo distance between the conditional probability
vectors p(x;, 1) and pi(x;,:), i, j € [1, M] (the i-th and j-th rows of (P®)").
This weighted Euclidean distance is referred to as the diffusion distance,
denoted

Di(m,x;) 2 W (x;) — W, (x))|
M—1
= 7 N @Wuli] — Yunld])? = Ipe(@i ) — pelas, ) yrs (3)
m=1

where W = D/Trace{D} and where |27 2 2TQz denotes a Q-
weighted Euclidean norm (the last equality is shown in [5]).



5. A desired accuracy level 6 > 0 is chosen for the diffusion distance de-
fined by Eq. (3)), such that r(6,¢) = max{¢ : [\¢|" > |A1|'}. The new
(truncated) r(, t)-dimensional mapping, which leads to the desired repre-
sentation Z, is then defined as

W(a;) s @i > [Ny [i], Abbolil. ., A, [i]] T 2 2 e RZOD. ()

This dimensionality reduction approach was found to be useful in various ap-
plications in diverse fields. However, as previously noted, it is limited to a
single-view representation.

3. Multi-view dimensionality reduction - Problem formulation and
prior work

Assume now that we are given multiple sets (views) of observations X ¢ A=
1,..., L. Each view is a high-dimensional dataset X* = {x¢, x5, ..., x{,} € RP:*M
where Dy is the dimension of each feature space. Note that a bijective corre-
spondence between views is assumed. These views can be a result of different
measurement devices or different types of features extracted from raw data.
For each view £ = 1, ..., L, we seek a lower-dimensional representation that pre-
serves the “inner relations” between multidimensional data points within each
view X, as well as among all views {Xl7 e XL}. Our goal is to find L repre-
sentations ®,(X ", ...,XL) :RP¢ — R", such that r < Dy, £=1,..., L.

Before turning to present our proposed approach, we describe existing al-
ternative approaches for incorporating multiple views. In particular, we detail
here the methods which we would later use as benchmarks for comparison to
our proposed framework. All of these methods begin by computing the kernel
matrix K* for each (¢-th) view (¢ = 1,...L), and differ in the way of combining
these kernels for generating the DM.

3.1. Kernel Product DM (KP)

A naive generalization of DM [5] may be computed using an element-wise
kernel product, namely by constructing K° S K'oK?0..0KL ¢ RM*M
where o denotes Hadamard’s (element-wise) matrix product, such that K7 2
Kl K2, -...- K[, followed by row-normalization: P = (D°)"' K° ¢ RMxM
where D is diagonal, with D7, 2 KT

Note that in the special case o% using Gaussian kernels with equal width

parameters o, the resulting matrix K° is equal to the matrix K constructed
from the concatenated observations vector

w, = [(@)" o @h) '] (5)



such that

w ||w1 — u’j”2
Ki7j :exp{—w . (6)

3.2. Kernel Sum DM (KS)

An average diffusion process was used in [23], where the sum kernel is defined
as

L
Kty K, (7)
/=1

followed by row-normalization: P = (D"’)_1 K™, where Djz = EKZTJ-. The
J

implied random walk sums up (and normalizes) the step probabilities from each

view.

3.3. Kernel Canonical Correlation Analysis (KCCA)

The frameworks [I5] [16] extend the well-known Canonical Correlation Anal-
ysis (CCA) by applying a kernel function prior to the application of CCA.
Kernels K' and K? are constructed for each view, and the canonical vectors
v and vy are obtained by solving the following generalized eigenvalue problem

Opxnv  K'-K?] (v _ (K +A0)? Onrx vy (8)
K?. K' Oy | \v2 P Onrxas (K? +~1)?] \v2)°

where vI are regularization terms added to prevent overfitting and thus improve
generalization of the method. Usually the Incomplete Cholesky Decomposition
(ICD) [15, [16l B0] is used to reduce the run time required for solving . For
clustering tasks, K-means clustering is applied to the set of generalized eigen-
vectors.

8.4. Spectral clustering with two views

The approach in [19] generalizes the traditional normalized graph Laplacian
for two views. Kernels K and K? are computed in each view and multiplied,
yielding W = K' - K2, from which

A |Onx s w } 2M x2M
A= eR 9
{ WT Oy (9)

is obtained. Symmetric normalization is applied by using the diagonal matrix

D with diagonal elements D“— =>Ww, j» such that the normalized fused kernel
J
is defined as

A=D 0.5'A.D—0.5

(10)



Assuming that the data can be clustered into N¢ clusters, and denoting the 2/
eigenvectors of A as ¢,,i =1,...,2M (in descending order of the corresponding
eigenvalues), the mapping

4

®[i) = —= [dulil, ., o [il] € RNC (11)

1
sld]
(where s[i] = Z;V:Cl (¢3[i])) is useful for applying K-means clustering. The work
in [19] is focused on spectral clustering, however, a similar version of the kernel
from Eq. is suitable for manifold learning, as we demonstrate in the sequel.
In section [f] this approach is referred to as de Sa’s.

As We show in the next section, our proposed approach essentially uses a
stochastic matrix version of this kernel, and extends the construction to multiple
views. We shall show that our stochastic matrix version is useful, as it provides
various theoretical justifications for the implied multi-view diffusion process.

4. Our Proposed Approach for Multi-view Diffusion Maps

Here we propose our generalization of the DM framework for handling a
multi-view scenario. This is done by imposing an implied (fictitious) random
walk model using the local connectivities between data points within all views.
Our way to generalize the DM framework is by restraining the random walker to
“hop” between different views in each step. The construction requires to choose
a set of L symmetrical positive semi-definite, non-negative kernels, one for each
view Kl : X! x X' 5 R, 1=1,...,L. We use the Gaussian kernel function, so
that the (i,j)-th element of each K' e RM*M jg given by

! lof —a5l> | .
K;; = exp e [ ihwj=1,....M, I=1,...,L, (12)
i

where {le}lel are a set of selected parameters. The decaying property of the
Gaussian is useful, as it removes the influence of large Euclidean distances. The
multi-view kernel is formed by constructing the following matrix

ovsxnv K'K? K'K® ... K'K*

_ |K’K' ouxn K’K® .. K°K"

K= |KK' K*K?> Ouyxm .. K°K'| cREMXLM (13)
K'K' KF'K? KEK® ... Ouxwm.

Finally, using the diagonal row-normalization matrix D € REMXLM with 5” =

ZIA(M, the normalized row-stochastic matrix is defined as
J

~ ~—T1 —~
P=D K cRIMXIM (14)



We refer to the (I, m)-th block of P as the square M x M matrix starting at
M+(-1)M,1+(m—-1)M], I,m=1,..,L. Thus, the (4, j)-th element of the
(I,m)-th block describes a (fictitious) probability of transition from x! to x}
This construction takes into account all possibilities to “hop” between views,
under the constraint that staying in the same view (namely, a transition from
x! to x) is forbidden.

~t
4.1. Probabilistic interpretation of P

Subsequent to our proposed constructlon (Egs. , and (| . each
element of the power-t matrix P

~ N
P] = pu(xt, 2™ 15
{ i+(I=1)M,j+(m—1)M p(@i, @) (15)

denotes the probability of transition from :ci to " in ¢ time-steps. Note that,

as mentioned above, due to the block-off-diagonal structure of f) which forbids
a transition into the same view within a single time-step, we have pl(w :cl)

0, I =1,...,L, although for t > 1 p;(z! x;, j) may be non-zero.

4.1.1. Smoothing effect t =1
For simplicity let us examine the term p;(x!, x}'),l # m for t = 1. The
transition probability for t =1 is

Z Kl Km
Dz,z

This probability takes into consideration all the various connectivities of node
x! to node ! and the connectivities of the corresponding node ™ to the
destination node zj". The proposed multi-view approach has a “smoothing
effect” in terms of the transition probabilities, meaning that the probability of
transitioning from x! to x* could be positive even if Kij =0 and K% = 0:
Assume that a non-empty subset S = {s1,...,sr} C [1, M] exists, such that
K! sy > 0and K725 > 0, f =1,.,F. Then by definition of the multi-view
probability we have p;(x!, x}') > 0. Note that although with the Gaussian
kernel all elements of K are positive, the smoothing effect can still be significant
when despite negligibly low values in Kf and in K%, p1 (xt, x}') can become
relatively high.

Figure [1] illustrates the multi-view transition probabilities compared to a
single-view approach using two (L = 2) deformed “Swiss Roll” manifolds. In
each view, there is no probability of transition from one side of its observed “gap”
to the other side. And yet, the multi-view (one-step) transition probability is
non-zero for points at both sides of the gaps. This smoothing effect occurs
because the gaps are located at a different position (near different points) on
each view, thus allowing the multi-view kernel to smooth out the nonlinear gaps.
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Figure 1: Top-left: A non-smooth Swiss Roll sampled from View-I (Xl), colored by the
single-view probability of transition (¢ = 1) from @1 to @.. Top-right: A second Swiss Roll,
sampled from View-II (X ?), colored by the single-view probability of transition (¢ = 1) from
Yy, to y.. Bottom-left: the first Swiss Roll, colored by the multi-view probabilities of transition
(t =1) from x; to y.. In the top-left figure, we highlight @ using an arrow. Bottom-right:
a low-dimensional representation extracted based on the multi-view transition matrix P (Eq.

1),

4.1.2. Increasing the diffusion step t

Under the stochastic Markov model assumption, raising Ptoa higher power
(by increasing the diffusion step t) spreads the probability mass function along
its rows based on the connectivities in all views. As described in [5], this proba-
bility spread reduces the influence of eigenvectors associated with high-indexed
(smaller) eigenvalues on the diffusion distance (Eq. (16)). This implies that
the eigenvectors corresponding to low-indexed (large) eigenvalues have a low-
frequency content, whereas the eigenvectors corresponding to the high-indexed
(small) eigenvalues describe the oscillatory behavior of the data [5]. In Fig. [2|

~t
we present the eigenvalues of the matrix P with different values of ¢. For this
experiment we generated L = 3 Swiss Rolls with M = 1,200 data points each.

~t
It is evident that the numerical rank of P decreases for higher values of ¢.
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Figure 2: The decay of the eigenvalues for increasing powers of the matrix p.



4.2. Multi-view diffusion distance

In a variety of real-world data types, the Euclidean distance between ob-
served data points (vectors) does not provide sufficient information about the
intrinsic relations between these vectors, and is highly sensitive to non-unitary
transformations. Common tasks such as classification, clustering or system
identification often require a measure for the intrinsic connectivity between
data points, which is only locally expressed by the Euclidean distance in the
high-dimensional ambient space. The multi-view diffusion kernel (defined in
section [f) describes all the small local connections between data points. The

row stochastic matrix 13t (Eq. ) accounts for all possible transitions between
data points in ¢t time steps while hopping between the views. For a fixed value
t > 0, two data points are intrinsically similar if the conditional distributions
py(xi,:) = [P'];, and p,(x;,:) = [P?];, are similar. This type of similarity
measure indicates that the points x; and x; are similarly connected (in the
sense of similar probabilities of transitions) to several mutual points. Thus,
they are connected by some geometrical path. In many cases, a small Euclidean
distance can be misleading due to the fact that two data points can be “close”
without having any geodesic path that connects them. Comparing the transi-
tion probabilities is more robust, as it takes into consideration all of the local
connectivities between the compared points. Therefore, even if two points seem
far from one another in the Euclidean sense, they may still share many common
neighbors and thus be “close” in the sense of having a small diffusion distance.

Based on this observation, by expanding the single-view construction given
in [5], we define the weighted inner view diffusion distances for the first view as

D2(z!, ) = sz\f 1 ({131 - [131 >2 = H(ev —el)TI?’t ’ (16)
EATi ) do (k) ik ik v D’

k=1 ’
where 1 <4,j < M, e; is the i-th column of an L - M x L - M identity matrix,
¢ is the (non-normalized) first left eigenvector of P, whose k-th element is

oo(k) = ﬁhk. A similarly weighted norm is defined for the I-th view

et a2 3o ([P [P, ) =l e
EAre — bo(k) itk G4k i Tty b’
(17)

where [ = (I — 1) - M. The main advantage of these distances (Eqs. and
(17)) is that they can be expressed in terms of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors
of the matrix P. This insight allows us to use a representation (defined in
section below) where the induced Euclidean distance is proportional to the
diffusion distances defined in Eqgs. and . Indeed, let P = wA®" denote
the eigenvalues decomposition of P, where ¥ = [¢g,...,%r. 1] and & =
[P0, .-, dr.a—1] denote the matrices of (normalized) right- and left-eigenvectors
(resp.), and A 2 Diag(Ao, . .., Ar.ar—1) denotes the diagonal matrix of respective
eigenvalues. Then

10



Theorem 1. The inner view diffusion distance defined by Eqs. (@ and
can also be expresses as

L-M-1

DIzl af) = > A (’l/Jk [i-i-q — Uy, {j—i—iDQ,i,j =1,., M, (18)

k=1
where [ = (1 —1)- M.

Proof. Using the eigenvalues decomposition of P we have
~t o~ — ~t\T ~— ~T
p'D (P) =wa'®™D 'SAIT (19)

1 ~—1/2  A1/2~ ~—1/2

Define the symmetric matrix 135 2 D /Q/IEAD =D PD , and note
that this matrix is algebraically similar to P. Therefore, both matrices share
the same set of eigenvalues A. Additionally, let IT denote the (left- and right-)
orthonormal eigenvectors matrix of 1:-’8, namely 135 = IIAIIT. The left- and

—~ ~—1/2 4 ~1/2
right-eigenvectors matrices of P = D / P,D / are then easily identified

~1/2 ~-1/2 Tl T
as ® =D IIand ¥ = D W (resp.), so that ' D & =II'II = I.
Therefore,

2 ~t~—1 /~t\T

H-1 = (e[+i_el"+j)TP D (P ) (ei+i_ef+j)
L-M—1 ; 1 2

= (eiﬂ'*eiﬂ)T‘I’Azt‘I’T(eHi*eiﬂ) - Z AL (wk [l + l} — U [j * ZD :

k=1

~t
D (a!,a!) = ||(ery; — er.))"P

(20)

The term with k£ = 0 can be excluded from the sum since ¥ = 1 (an all-ones
vector) is always the first right-eigenvector (with eigenvalue 1) for any stochastic
matrix, so the term corresponding to k£ = 0 in the sum would vanish anyway. [

4.8. Multi-view Data Parametrization

Tasks such as classification, clustering or regression in a high-dimensional
feature space are considered to be computationally expensive. In addition, the
performance in such tasks is highly dependent on the distance measure used. As
explained in section [.2] distance measures in the original ambient space are of-
ten meaningless in many real life situations. Interpreting Theorem [1|in terms of
Euclidean distance enables us to define mappings for every view X', 1 =1,..., L,
using the right eigenvectors of P (Eq. ) weighted by A!. The representation
for instances in X' is given by

() : af — [N [i + 0, ooy Ny nr—afi + mT eRM, (21)
where | = (I—1)- M. These L mappings capture the intrinsic geometry of the
views as well as the mutual relations between them. As shown in [31], the set of

11



eigenvalues ), has a decaying property such that 1 = |Xg| > |A1| > ... > |Apr—1].
Exploiting the decaying property enables us to represent data up to a dimension
r where r < Dy, ..., D;. The dimension r = r(0) is determined by approximating
the diffusion distance (Eq. ) up to a desired accuracy ¢ (we elaborate on
this issue in section [5.4). The reduced dimension version of W,(X) is denoted
by ¥ (X).

Using the inner view diffusion distances defined in Egs. and , we
define a multi-view diffusion distance as the sum of inner views distances,

AN a7 ~7
N ED S ACORR ACH
=1

(22)

This distance is the induced Euclidean distance in a space constructed from the
concatenation of all low-dimensional multi-view mappings

T o~ o

T (X) = [ B (X T (X7); 0 By (XE)| € R (23)
This mapping is used in section[7.1]for the experimental evaluation of clustering.

4-4. Multi-view kernel bandwidth

When constructing the Gaussian kernels Kl,l =1,..,L, in Eq. , the
values of the scale (width) parameter o7 have to be set. Setting these values
to be too small may result in very small local neighborhoods that are unable
to capture the local structures around the data points. Conversely, setting the
values to be too large may result in a fully connected graph that may generate
a too coarse description of the data. Several approaches have been proposed in
the literature for determining the kernel width (scale):

In [32], a max-min measure is suggested such that the scale becomes

012 =C- mjax Ln};ér}(”a:ﬁ - m§||2)] . (24)

Based on empirical results, the authors in [32] suggest to set C' within the
range [1,1.5]. The specific choice of C should be sufficient to capture all local
connectivities. This single-view approach could be relaxed in the context of our
multi-view scenario. The multi-view kernel K Eq. consists of products of
single-view kernel matrices K l, l=1,..,L (Eq. . The diagonal values of each
kernel matrix K' are all 1’s, therefore, in order to have connectivity in all rows
of K a connectivity in only one of the views is sufficient. By connectivity, we
mean that there is at least one nonzero value in the affinity kernel. This insight
suggests that a smaller value for the parameter C could be used in the multi
view setting. In [33], the authors provide a probabilistic interpretation of the
choice of C, and present a grid-search algorithm for optimizing the choice of C'
such that each point in the dataset is connected to at least one other point.

12
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Figure 3: Left: an example of the two dimensional function S(o;,om). Right: a slice at the
first row (02 = 107°). The asymptotes are clearly visible in both figures. Algorithmexploits
the multi-view to set a small scale parameter for both views.

Another scheme, proposed in [34], aims to find a range of values for o;. The
idea is to compute the kernel K' (Eq. ) for various values of o and search
for the range of values where the Gaussian bell shape is more pronounced. To
find such range of valid values for o, first a logarithmic function is applied to
the sum of all elements of the kernel matrix, next the range is identified as the
maximal range where the logarithmic plot is linear. We expand this idea for a
multi-view scenario based on the following algorithm:

Algorithm 1 Multi-view kernel bandwidth selection

Input: Multiple sets of observations (views) Xx'i=1,..,L.
Output: Scale parameters {01, ...,0r}.
1: Compute Gaussian kernels Kl(al),l = 1,..., L for several values of o; €
(103, 10°].
2: Compute for all pairs I # m: S'"™(0y,0.,) :ZZKf?(al,am), where
[

K'""(01,0m) = K'(07) - K™ (o).
3: forl=1:Ldo
4:  Find the minimal value for ¢; such that $"™ (o, Om) 1s linear for all m # [.
5: end for

Note that the two dimensional function S (o, 0,,) consists of two asymp-
totes, S (a7, o) 25 log(N), and S (07, ) 7225 log(N?) = 3log(N),
since for oy, 0., — 0, both K Pand K™ approach the Identity matrix, and for
01, 0m — 00, both K Pand K™ approach all-ones matrices. An example of the
plot S!™(0y,0,,,) for two views (L = 2) is presented in Fig. |3l The range of each
o7 should reflect the asymptotic behaviour, and may be determined empirically
by choosing min(a;) < median{||x! —:I:é- ||} and max(o;) > median{||x! —a:é- [}
In practice the range [107°,10°] is sufficient.
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4.5. Computational Complexity

Let us now consider the computational complexity required for extracting
o (X' . XE) e R*M from X' = {a} xb,x}, ..., 2}, } € RP>M. The com-
putational complexity of computing L kernels is O(}", M?D;). Computing the

proposed normalized kernel p (Eq. adds a complexity of O(%M 3).

The final step requires the spectral decomposition of 13, thus it is the most
computationally expensive step and adds a complexity of O(L3M?). However,
due to the low rank, sparse nature of 1’57 this spectral decomposition could be
approximated using random projection methods such as in [35] [36], B7]. Using
random projection the complexity of the spectral decomposition is improved to
O(L*M?logr). For the optional step proposed in Algorithm [1} if ny values are
chosen for o, the additional complexity cost is of O(M Lny).

5. Coupled views L = 2

In this section we provide analytical results for the special case of a coupled
data set (i.e L = 2). Some of the results could be expanded to a larger number
of views but not in a straightforward manner. To simplify the notation in the

. . AN AN
rest of this section we denote X = X' and Y = X?2.

5.1. Coupled mapping

The mappings provided by our approach (Eq. ) are justified by the re-
lations given by Eq. . In this subsection we provide some intuition on the
relation between the mappings of X and Y. We focus on the analysis of a 1-

dimensional mapping for each view. Let p® = p(X) = [p(x1), p(x2), ..., p(x2r)]*

and pY 2 p(Y) = [p(y1), p(ys), -, p(yp)]T denote such 1-dimensional map-

pings (one for each view) and define K* S K*K Y, where K, KY are computed
from X and Y (resp.) based on Eq. . The following theorem characterizes
the desirable 1-dimensional mappings p* and pY.

Theorem 2. A 1-dimensional zero-mean representation which minimizes the
following objective function

. 27172
Anin, 2 (p(x:) — ply;)) K7

st 0712+ lpY]* =1, Z (p(z:) + p(y;)) =0, (25)

is obtained by setting p 2 [T pYT|T = v, where 1, is the first non-trivial
normalized eigenvector of the graph Laplacian D - K. The scaling constraint
avoids arbitrary scaling of the representation, while the zero-mean constraint
(implying orthogonality of p to the constant all-ones vector 1) eliminates any
presence of a trivial (constant) component in the representations.
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Note that K~ is an affinity measure of points based on K*- KY. This means
that a small value of K7 ; indicates weak connectivity between data points ¢ and
J (possibly through an mtermedlate point £ € [1, M]), implying that the distance
between p(z;) and p(y;) can be large. Conversely, if K7, is large, indicating
strong connectivity (possibly through an intermediate point) between points ¢
and j, the distance between p(z;) and p(y;) should be small when aiming to
minimize the objective function.

Proof. By expanding the objective function in Eq. we get
>_(p(@i)—ply Zp x) K +Zp y,)K 22/} zi)p(y;) K.
S S ) S et 3

= _r(@; D”’WWZP y,) D5 prz ply,) K pr;

, D™ Opnrxm Oy K~ } {PI}
— T yT X o ;< 26
P Pl [{ONIXM DCOIS} {(K )T Omrxne] | [PY]° (26)

where Dj5"* = Z =1 K7 and DCOlq = Zz | K7 ; are diagonal matrices.
The same minimization problem (Eq. (25))) can therefore be rewritten as

minp (D - K)p st. [p] =1, p"1=0. (27)
p

Without the orthogonality constraint, this minimization problem could be solved
by finding the minimal eigenvalue of (13 — /Iz)ﬁT = S\ﬁT. This eigenproblem
has a trivial solution which is the all-ones eigenvector 1, = 1 with A = 0. How-
ever, to satisfy the orthogonality constraint, we must use a different eigenvector
(which would naturally be orthogonal to 1, due to the symmetry of the ma-
trix), leading to the second-smallest (smallest non-zero) eigenvalue \; with its
corresponding eigenvector ;. O

5.2. Spectral decomposition

In this section, we show how to efficiently compute the spectral decomposi-
tion of P (Eq. ) when only two view exist (L = 2). As already mentioned
above, the matrix P is algebraically similar (conjugation) to the symmetric ma-

~1/2 ~ ~—1/2 —1/2 -~ ~—1/2 ~ ~
trix P D PD =D KD . Therefore, both P _and Ps share
the same set of eigenvalues. Due to symmetry of the matrix P, it has a set

of 2M real eigenvalues {\; 22]%71 € R and corresponding real orthogonal eigen-

~—1/2
vectors {7rm}2M L e R2M | thus, Ps = ITIAIIT. By denoting ¥ = D / II

and & = D H, we conclude that the set {v,,, ®,, 2M '€ R?M are the right
and the left eigenvectors of P = WA®T respectively, satlsfylng e ¢ =06 ;
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(Kronecker’s delta function). In the sequel, we use the symmetric matrix P, to
simplify the analysis. R

To avoid the spectral decomposition of a 2\ x 2M matrix P, the spectral
decomposition of P4 can be computed using the Singular Value Decomposition
(SVD) of the matrix K° = (D""*)~1/2K*(D%"®)~1/2 of size M x M where
D = Zjvil K7, and Dj-?jls = Zﬁl K7, are diagonal matrices. Theorem
enables us to form the eigenvectors of P as a concatenation of the singular
vectors of K* = K* - KY.

Theorem 3. By using the left and right singular vectors of K* = VIUT, the
eigenvectors and the eigenvalues of K are given explicitly by

1 [v v p) oMxM}
I=— A= . 28
V2 [U —U] {OMXIVI - 2

Proof. Both V' and U are orthonormal sets, therefore, uiTuj = A;;, and
v;Tv; = A, ;, thus, the set {m,,} is orthonormal. Therefore, IIIIT = I. By
direct substitution of Eq. , ITAIIT can be computed explicitly as

T_1 V V by 0M><M VT UT

TIAIL T 2|U —-U||0oyxy - ||VT —UT
_Lvs —vslvi Ut L0 2KT] B o)
“olux Uz | |\VT —UT| 2 |2K)T Omxnm|

O

Thus the proposed mapping in Eq. could be computed for L = 2 using
the SVD of K*, Eq. (28) and & = D—1/211.

5.3. Cross-view (CV) diffusion distance

In some physical systems the observed dataset X may depend on some un-
derlying parameter, say «. Under this model, multiple snapshots (views) can
typically be obtained for various values of «, each denoted X®. An exam-
ple of such a scenario occurs in hyper-spectral images that change over time.
Quantifying the amount of change in the datasets due to a change in « in such
models is often desired, but if the datasets are high-dimensional, this can be
quite a challenging task. This scenario was recently studied in [38], where the
DM framework was applied to each fixed value of a. Then, by using the ex-
tracted low-dimensional mappings, the Euclidean distance enables to quantify
the extent of changes due to a. However, this approach may be rather unstable,
since every small change in the data can result in different mappings and the
mappings are extracted independently of any mutual influence.

Our multiview approach, on the other hand, incorporates the mutual rela-
tions of data within each view, as well as the relations between views. This point
of view facilitates a more robust measure of the extent of variation between two
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datasets that correspond to a small variation in «. To this end, we define a new
diffusion distance, which measures the relation between two views, i.e. between
all the data points obtained for different values of «. We measure the distance
between all the coupled data points among the mappings of the snapshots X *
and X ™ by using the expression

M
2 ~ ~ 2
DOV (X, X ) 23| W@ - B0 (30)
i=1

Our kernel matrix is a product of the Gaussian kernel matrices in each view. If
these values of the kernel matrices (K K wam) are similar, this corresponds
to similarity between the views’ inner geometry. The right- and left-singular
vectors of the matrix K* ' K® ™ will be similar, thus, D;®Y) will be small.

Theorem 4. Using Gaussian kernels with identical o values, the cross mani-
fold distance (defined in Eq. @ ) is invariant to orthonormal transformations
between the ambient spaces X and X“™.

Proof. Denote an orthonormal transformation matrix R : X% — X*" w.l.o.g.
by i = Rx;"'. Then

i

g™ — 25 I | Rz — Ra?'||”
Ki;~ =exp {_Mn =expq — 202

" — || 2o

The penultimate transition is due to the orthonomality of R and to the iden-
tical o; = 0, values. Therefore, the matrix K* = (K )2 from Eq. (12) is
symmetric and its right- and left-singular vectors are equal, i.e. U = V in Eq.
~—1/2
1} This induces a repetitive form in ¥ = D / II — i) =W [M +1], 1<
2
i1 <M —1— U (x2) = T, (z0m), thus, D, 7 (X 1, X)) = .

(3

O

5.4. Spectral decay off(\
The power of kernel based methods for dimensionality reduction stems from
the spectral decay of the kernel matrix’ eigenvalues. In this subsection we study

the relation between the spectral decay of the Kernel Product (Eq. @) and our
multi-view kernel (Eq. (14)).

Theorem 5. All 2M eigenvalues ofl3 (Eq. ) are real-valued and bounded,
[N <1,i=0,..,2M — 1.
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Proof. As shown in section P is algebraically similar to a symmetric
matrix, thus its eigenvalues are guaranteed to be real-valued. Denote by A and
1 an eigenvalue and an eigenvector, resp., such that A\ = P.

Define ig 2 arg max; [¢[¢]| (the index of the largest element of 1)). The maximal
value ¥[ig] can be computed using P from Eq. ,

2M—1 N 2M—1 N ’(/}[]] 2M—1 N |’(/J[j]| 2M R
Xilio) = 3 Posuli] = N = | 3 Pyohl < 37 Bl < SUp =1
Ylio] ]go sVl = Al ; 7 lio] Jgo I lio)| ot J
(32)

The first inequality is due to the triangle inequality and the second equality is
due to the definition of ig.
O

Although, according to this Theorem, the eigenvalues are all real-valued and
bounded, their mere boundedness is generally insufficient for dimensionality
reduction. Dimensionality reduction is meaningful only in the presence of a
significant spectral decay.

Definition 1. Let M be a manifold. The intrinsic dimension d of the manifold
18 a positive integer determined by how many independent “coordinates” are
needed to describe M. Using a parametrization to describe a manifold, the
dimension of M is the smallest integer d such that a smooth map f(€) = M
describes the manifold, where & € R?,

Our framework employs a Gaussian kernel, the spectral decay of which was
studied in [5]. We use Lemma [I| (which is based on Weyl’s asymptotic law and
appears in [31]) to evaluate the spectral decay of our kernel.

Lemma 1. Assume that the data is sampled from a manifold with intrinsic
dimension d < M. Let K° € RM*M (g kernel constructed based on the con-
catenation of views) denote the kernel with an exponential decay as a function
of the Euclidean distance. For § > 0, the number of eigenvalues of K° above §
is proportional to (log())?.

Assume that the eigenvalues of K° are arranged in descending order of
their absolute values, |Ao| > |A1] > -+ > [Ap—1], set 6 € (0,1) and define

rs 2 max{¢ € [1, M] : |A\e—1| > &} (denoting the number of eigenvalues of K°
above §). Recall now that K° = K® o KY corresponds to a single DM view
(formed of the concatenation of two views) as addressed in [5]. Theorem [f]
relates the spectral decay of our proposed kernel p (Eq. ) to the decay of
the Kernel Product-based DM (P°).

LA similar proof is given in https://sites.google.com/site/yoelshkolnisky/teaching
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Lemma 2. Let A, B € RM*M be any two positive semi-definite (PSD) matri-
ces. Then forany 1 <k< M —1

M—

M-—1
II »A-B) < H (Ao B) (33)
=k

where \g(+) denotes the (-th eigenvalue (in descending order) of the enclosed
matriz.

This inequality is proved in [39] and [40].
Theorem 6. The product of the last M — 1 — rs eigenvalues of K* is smaller
M—1
or equal to §M =175 Formally, [] M\(K* - KY) < §M-1=7s,

b=rs

Proof. Substitute the PSD matrices A = K* and B = K in Lemma [2| and
choose ¢ = rs in Eq. [33| to obtain

M-1 M-1
[T re(&® - KY) < ] Ae(’®) < o™1ms, (34)
l=rs t=rs

O

Relying on the spectral decay of the kernel matrix, we can approximate Eq.
by neglecting all eigenvalues smaller than §. Thus, we can compute a low
dimensional mapping such that

o~

By (@) s @y — [N [i], Agwoai], Nstba[i], oo, ALy [i]] € R7L (35)

The following Lemma introduces an error bound for using this low-dimensional
mapping:

Lemma 3. The truncated diffusion distance up to coordinate r defined as

T

D5 (i) £ ] @) — ¥ (ay)| = Z Nl = wl)E (36)

is bounded by the inner view diffusion distance (defined in Eq. (@)

M-1 LA
Z A2 (s[i] — s [g])? — 0% - <Brnlnl7j> < [Df (i, ;)]” < 2- Z A2 (s1d)
s=1 i,

where Dm;“ s the minimal value of Dz i and D,
function and § is the accuracy threshold.

i Dij is the Kronecker delta
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Proof. For the last inequality, clearly
M-1
(D} (s, )] < [DFY (i, 25))* =2 Y A2 (sli] — wsi])?,
s=1

the equality is a result of the repetitive form of ¥ and A, which were defined
in Theorem 3| for L = 2. Note that s = 0 was exclude{ierom the sum as
1Py = 1 is constant. For the first inequality, using ¥ = D ""TI where IT is an
orthonormal basis defined in Eq. , we get

VR S ' 3§ i > BRI >
which means that
oM -1
1 1 AN
52:;) D;; Dj; Dy

Using the definition of the truncated diffusion distance we have

2M—1 2M—1
Dy (@i, )" = Y A2(Wli] — [l — D A, [i] — 9, [4])?
s=0 s=r+1
M-—1 2]\/I+—1
> 2 ) A2 (i) = bali])? = 62 D (sli] — wsld])?
s=1 s=0

—~ .
min
D

2M—1
>3 ZAitwsm—wsm)?—aﬂ-(“A”‘ﬂ. (39)
s=1

In the same way, a similar bound for the truncated diffusion distance between

y; and y, can be derived.
O

The dimension r is typically determined by looking at the decay rate of the
eigenvalues and on choosing a threshold level §. In this subsection, we demon-
strated how the dimension  and the threshold ¢§ are related to the approximation
of the diffusion distance. By removing all coordinates with eigenvalues smaller
than §, the error of the diffusion distance is bounded according to Lemma
The decaying property of the eigenvalues could be quantified by the numerical
rank of the Gaussian kernel matrix. Next, we present some existing results that
shed some light onto the practicality of the truncation of the diffusion coordi-
nates up to dimension r. In practice, there usually is no single optimal value
for r, and the number of necessary coordinates depends on the application.
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5.4.1. Intrinsic Dimension and Numerical Rank

In [41] Bermanis et al. prove that the numerical rank of a Gaussian kernel
matrix is typically independent of its size. Their results state that the numerical
rank is proportional to the volume of the data. By using boxes with side-length
of €P/2 = P (D is the dimension of the data), it is shown that the numerical
rank is bounded from above by the minimal number of such cubes required to
cover the data. As the number of eigenvalues |\¢| > ¢ is proportional to the
numerical rank, this means that for a prescribed §, the number of coordinates
rs required is independent of the number of samples N.

Practically speaking, this result is useful if the numerical rank is small.
Furthermore, as there are several methods for estimating the numerical rank,
using the numerical rank to choose 75 is not very expensive. Another practical
method, which we found useful for setting r without directly choosing ¢, is based
on estimating the intrinsic dimension of the data d. Various methods have been
proposed for estimating the intrinsic dimension of high-dimensional data. Here,
we provide a brief description of a few. Popular methods, such as [42] [43] apply
local PCA to the data, and estimate the intrinsic dimension as the median
of the number of principal components corresponding to singular values larger
than some threshold. Based on our experience, we found that a method called
Dimensionality from Angle and Norm Concentration (DANCo) [44] provides
a robust estimation of the intrinsic dimension d. DANCo generates artificial
data of dimension d and attempts to minimize the KullbackLeibler divergence
between the estimated probability distribution functions (pdf-s) of the observed
data and the artificially-generated samples.

5.5. Out-of-sample extension

To extend the diffusion coordinates to new data points without re-applying
a large-scale eigendecomposition [32], the Nystrom extension [45] is widely used.
Here we formulate the extension method for a multi-view scenario. Given the
data sets X and Y and new points & ¢ X and ¢y ¢ Y, we want to extend
the multi-view diffusion mapping to & and y without re-applying the batch
procedure. First, we describe the explicit form for the eigenvalue problem for
two views X and Y. The eigenvector 1), and its associated eigenvalue \;, satisfiy
APy = 13¢k~ Substituting the definition of P from Egs. || and we get
that

-1 Oyxn K*-KY oM
Ay, = D [Ky~K"’” Onrxnmt v SR

due to the block form of the matrix P

Wil = Bl y,)vlli] € RM,
J

Meppli] = Plys, ) wili] € RM,
J
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where ¥Z[i] 2 apylil,i = 1,....M and 9![i] £ 4,[i + M],i = 1,..,M. The
transition matrices are
> KK > KIKS

-J ) and ﬁ(yza 213]‘) =

plx,y.,) = — =
p( Z’yj) rows Dcols
) i,

The Nystrom extension is is similarly obtained by computing a weighted
sum of the original eigenvectors. The weights are computed by applying the
kernel IC to the extended data points, followed by row-normalization. For the
proposed mapping, the extension is defined by

() = AikZzs@,yj)wz Ul (39)

~

@) = 1Y PG vil] (40)

where the “missing” probabilities p(&,y,) and p(y, x;) are approximated using
the original kernel function as

||$—xs||2} { Iys—yj||2} 1
exp exp 4 — = 41
~Sea{- e

+M,j+M
|y — ysl2} { Ist—fBjIIQ} 1
(g, x;) exp expqy — = 42
’ Z { 203 Djynmj+m ()

and where f [j] = ¢x[j] and ¢} [j] = Yr[m + j].
The new mapping vector for the new data point is then given by

\D(ii) = [)\1’[L1 (fl:‘>7 )\2’(2)2(53), )\31&3((5), ey )\Mfl’(/AJMfl(:’f:)] S RM_l. (43)

The new coordinates in the diffusion space are approximated and the new data
points &,y have no effect on the original map’s structure.

5.6. Infinitesimal generator

In the subsequent analysis we only consider kernel functions operating on the
scaled difference between their two arguments, namely kernel functions which
can be written as

Ve
where € is a positive constant, and K(z) : R” + R is a non-negative symmetric

function, namely R(z) > 0 and R(z) = R(—z) Vz € RP. For example, the
2
Gaussian kernel (see subsection D Kz, z;) = exp{f%} satisfies

K (2, ;) :K(“’”—”’j>, (44)

this property with e = 2.
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A family of differently normalized diffusion operators was introduced in [5].
If appropriate limits are taken such that M — oo, € — 0, then from [5] it follows
that the DM kernel operator will converge to one of the following differential
operators: 1. Normalized graph Laplacian; 2. Laplace-Beltrami diffusion; or 3.
Heat kernel equation. These are proved in [5]. The operators are all special
cases of the diffusion equation. This convergence provides not only a physical
justification for the DM framework, but allows in some cases to distinguish
between the geometry and the density of the data points. In this subsection we
study the asymptotic properties of the proposed kernel K (Eq. ), limiting
the discussion to only two views, i.e. L = 2.

We are interested in understanding the properties of the eigenfunctions of
the proposed multi-view kernel P (Egs. 1 i for two views. We assume
that there is some unknown mapping 8 : R from view X to view Y that
satisfies y, = B(x;),i = 1,..., M. Each v1ew-spec1ﬁc kernel applies the same
function namely K*(z) = KY(z) = K(z), and K(z) is normalized such that
fRd z)dz = 1. Note that the Gaussian kernel can be propely normalized to
satlsfy thls requirement. The analysis relates to data points {x1, ...,z } € RP
sampled from a uniform distribution over a bounded domain in R?. The image
of the function 3 is a bounded domain in R? with distribution a(z).

Theorem 7. The infinitesimal generator induced by the proposed kernel matriz
K (Eq. ) after row-normalization, denoted in here as P converges when

M — oo,e = 0 (with e = 02 = U;) to a “cross domain Laplacian operator”.

The functions f(x) and g(y) converge to eigenfunctions of P. These functions
are the solutions of the following diffusion-like equations:

(Pf) () = g(B(ms)) + eAv(B(s)) /a(B(:)) + O(¥/?), (45)
(Pg)(y:) = F(B~(y,)) + eAn(B=1(y;)) /a(B(y:) + O(?),  (46)

where the functions v,n are defined as y(z) 2 g9(z)a(z),n(z) 2 f(2)a(z).

The proof of theorem [7]is deferred to the Appendix. Although the interpre-
tation of the result is hardly intuitive, it provides evidence that the mapping f
and g are indeed coupled and are related to the second derivative on the mani-
fold. However, the distribution of the points « has an impact on the mapping,
which we hope to reduce in future research.

5.7. The convergence rate

In Theorem [7] we assume the number of data points M — oo while the
scale parameter ¢ — 0. In practice we cannot expect to have an infinite num-
ber of data points. It was shown in [5 [46] (and elsewehere) that a single-view
graph Laplacian converges to the laplacian operator on a manifold. It is demon-
strated in [47) 48] that the variance of the error for such an operator decreases
as M — oo, but increases as € — 0. The study in [47] proves that for a
uniform distribution of data points, the variance of the error is bounded by
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O gr7mar ¢'/2). This bound was improved in [48] by an asymptotic factor
of \/€ based on the correlation between D! and K.

We now turn our attention to the variance of the multi-view kernel for a
finite number of points. Given 1, ...., x); independent uniformly distributed
data points sampled from a bounded domain in R?, define the multi-view Parzen
Window density estimator by

Ky (x) 2 A;Qiijiz(c\;‘*)f((y‘ﬁyj). (47)

(=1 j=1

We are interested in finding a bound for the variance of K Mm,e(x) for a finite
number of data points:

M
: 1 T —x Yo~ Y
var(Kre()) = gagq - M - var (;K( NG )K< NG >>
1 xT 1 xT T
< iz - MY evar (KEKY) < o [var () - 1KY [+ var (K2) - IR ]
m1 + mg - ax)
S aed €2 my -1+ ¢ mg - ()] < e o 49

where the constants m; and msq are functions of the chosen kernels and of the
pdf a(-) of the points y,,7 = 1,..., M. This bound helps to choose an optimal
value for the scaling factor € given the number of data points M and the intrinsic
dimension d.

5.8. Generalized multi-view kernel

One can consider a more general multi-view kernel which does not preclude
a transition within views X and Y in each time step. Such a kernel will take
the form

(49)

Z_[ wE? - KK
K{(l—n%Kz’K'” n-(KY)? |7

where the parameter 1 € [0, 1] prescribes the (implied) probability of within-
view transitions. This kernel is normalized using the sum of rows diagonal

~ ~ ~—1—
matrix ﬁ, such that P = D K. For large values of 7, the kernel favors
the within-view transitions, thereby sharing characteristics with the single-view
diffusion process. For small values of 7, the kernel tends to behave like our
multi-view kernel K (Eq. )

5.9. Additive noise

In this sub section we explore the effect of noise by following the analysis
presented in [I8]: Assuming that the noise is additive, we evaluate how the
proposed method preserves the statistics of the latent model parameters @ €
RI*M We begin by considering the case of a single-view linear model, then
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consider a multi-view (linear model) and finally use the kernel trick to relax the
linearity assumption.

The single-view linear model is defined by ; = A08;+§;,i =1, ..., M, where
the vectors 8; € R% i = 1,..., M (columns of ®) describe latent parameters,
modeled as i.i.d., zero-mean random vectors with a finite covariance matrix
g, and §; € R? are i.i.d., zero-mean random “noise” vectors with a finite
covariance matrix 3¢. The observations are x; € RP? and the matrix A € RP*d
has full column rank.

A standard approach for reducing the dimension is to apply PCA. However,
in the presence of noise, even if the covariance of @ is full rank PCA will pro-
vide a biased representation of ®. In applying PCA to the set X, one first
computes the sample covariance %X X7, which at the limit M — co converges
to AZBAT + 25. This means that using the top principal components of X
embeds the data into a biased representation of ®. Nonetheless, by introducing
a second set of measurements y, = B@; +n,,i = 1,..., M, where B € RP*4 is
another full-rank matrix and 7, are i.i.d. zero-mean noise vectors which are all
uncorrelated with the respective &; (namely, E [€;-n}] = 0,i =1,..., M), one
can remove the bias term. Essentially, the corresponding additional measure-
ments, along with the noise decorrelation assumption, provide the information
required for retrieving an unbiased representation of @. Removing the bias term
is possible by applying CCA [49] to X and Y. CCA not only removes the bias,
but enables to uncover a reduced representation that preserves the statistics of .
This is because the sample cross covariance of X and Y is an unbiased estimate
of AEBBT. The top d right- and left-singular vectors of ﬁX YT are used to
embed the data into a d dimensional space, such that the statistics of © are pre-

served. By denoting the top d singular vectors as (U, S, VT) = SVDd(ﬁXYT),

the reduced representations are defined as UTX and VTY, respectively.

Although CCA is an effective, powerful tool in this context, it is based on a
linear model, and thus limited to linear transformations of the data. A widely
used solution to capture non-linear relations in the data are Kernel matrices
[50, BT 52]. Using a kernel matrix in the ambient space is a natural way to
capture the sample-covariance in some unknown high-dimensional feature space
[63]. Therefore, using a kernel generalizes the results provided by CCA to the
nonlinear case. We now demonstrate how under mild assumptions the proposed
kernel K* = K* K" mitigates the bias effect of the additive uncorrelated noise.

Assume that x;,y,;,7 = 1,...,M are noisy observations of the same low-
dimensional latent variable 6;, such that «; = r(0;) + &, and y, = h(0;) +
n;. The functions r,h : R — RP. The affinity values of K*, KY are the
sample covariance in two high-dimensional feature spaces I'y A. The inaccesible
feature maps for both views are defined by ~(x;) and §(y,;). This means that
by computing the SVD of K* = K*KY, we would essentially be applying
CCA in the inaccessible features spaces I'y A. This implies that if the following
conditions hold

1. The functions r, h € C* are invertible.
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The feature representations I'(X) and A(Y') are centered.
The noise terms are uncorrelated: F [51 . mT] =0,:1=1,...M.

- w N

El[v(x;)|0;] = agf; + a1, with some real valued constants ag and a;.
5. E[6(y,)|0:] = bo; + by, with some real valued constants by and b;.

then, applying SVD to K* enables to cancel out the view-specific noise terms.
Condition (1) implies that the latent parameters © lie on a noisy manifold in
both observed spaces. Based on condition (2) and on the choice of kernels,
the empirical covariance matrices in the feature space are K* = ﬁI‘I‘T and
KY = ﬁAAT. We remind that I' and A are inaccessible and the kernels are
computed based on X and Y. As in the linear case, using K* or KV alone is
insufficient for obtaining an unbiased estimate of the representation of ©.

We now turn our attention to demonstrate that the matrix K* = K*KY =
ﬁI‘I‘TAAT enables to remove the uncorrelated additive noise. A right eigen-
vector of K*, denoted by T;, satisfies

K°r; = %FFTAATTi = \iTi, (50)
by multiplying Eq. |50/ on the left by AT we get
#ATI‘I‘TAATH =NATT,. (51)
Substituting u; = A”T;, £ 5= 3 TTA and S5, = ;AT yields
5)57275% = \u;, (52)

so up to scaling the left- and right-singular vectors of 275 provide a low-
dimensional representation that captures the statistics of ®. Thus, based on
conditions (3-5), by taking the number of points to infinity, one can extract an
unbiased estimate of the representation of ©.

6. Experimental results

In this section we present experimental results to evaluate our proposed
framework. First we empirically evaluate the theoretical properties derived in
section [5| Then, we demonstrate how the proposed framework can be used for
learning coupled manifolds even in the presence of noise.

6.1. Empirical evaluations of theoretical aspects

In the first group of experiments we provide empirical evidence corroborating
the theoretical analysis from Section
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6.1.1. Spectral decay

In Section [5.4] an upper bound on the eigenvalues’ rate of decay for our
multi-view-based approach (matrix p Eq. ) was presented. In order to
empirically evaluate the spectral decay for P, P° (Eq. @ and [5]) and P,
we generated synthetically-clustered data drawn from Gaussian-Mixtures dis-

tributions. The following steps describe the generation of both views, denoted
(X,Y) and referred to as View-I (X) and View-1II (Y), resp.:

1. Six vectors p; € R?, j=1,...,6 were drawn from a Gaussian distribution
N(0,8 - Igxg). These vectors would serve as the centers of masses of the
generated classes.

2. One hundred data points were drawn for each cluster j = 1,...,6 from
a Gaussian distribution N(p;,2 - Igxg). Denote these 600 data points
X € RQXGOO.

3. One hundred additional data points were similarly drawn from each of
the six Gaussian distributions N(p;,2 - I9xg). Denote these 600 data
pointsY” € R9*600,

The first 3 dimensions of both views are depicted in Fig. We compute the
probability matrix for each view P® and PY, the Kernel Sum approach proba-
bility matrix P, the Kernel Product approach P° (Eq. @) and the proposed
approach P. The eigendecomposition is computed for all matrices. The re-
sulting eigenvalues’ decay rate are compared with the eigenvalues product from
both views. To get a fair comparison between all the methods, we set the Gaus-
sian scale parameters o, and o, in each view and then use these scales in all
the methods. The vectors’ variance in the concatenation approach is the sum
of variances since we assume statistical independence. Therefore, the following
scale parameters o2 = 02 + O'Z are used.

The experiment is repeated but this time X contains 6 clusters whereas Y
contains only 3. For Y, we use only the first 3 centers of masses and generate
200 points in each cluster. Figure [5| presents a logarithmic scale of the spectral
decay for eigenvalues extracted from all methods. It is evident that our proposed
kernel has the strongest spectral decay.

6.1.2. Cross view diffusion distance

In this section, we examine the proposed Cross View Diffusion Distance
(Section [5.3). A Swiss Roll is generated by using the function

x;[1] 66; cos(6;)
View I: x; = [2;[2]| = h; + n,(»l), (53)
ZT; [3] 69z sin(@i)

with 6; = (1.57)s;, 4 = 1,2,..., 1,000, where s; are 1000 data points evenly spread
along the segment [1,3], and where nz(-l) are i.i.d. zero-mean Gaussian noise

vectors with covariance o%; - I3x3. The second view is generated by applying an
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Figure 4: The first 3 dimensions of the Gaussian mixture. Both views share the center of
masses of the Gaussian spread. Left: first view denoted as X. Right: second view denoted as
Y. The variance of the Gaussian in each dimension is 8.
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Figure 5: Eigenvalues decay rate. Comparison between different mapping methods. Top: 6
clusters in each view. Bottom: 6 clusters in X and 3 clusters in Y.
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Figure 6: The two Swiss Rolls, Left - a Swiss Roll generated by Eq. , Right - a Swiss Roll
generated by Eq. .

orthonormal transformation to the (noiseless) Swiss Roll and similarly adding
Gaussian noise:

yi[1] 66; cos(6;)
View ILy, = |y2]| =R| +nl?, (54)
Yi [3] 6(91' sin(@i)

where R € R3*3 is a random orthonormal transformation matrix, and where
nz(?) are i.i.d. N(0,0% I3x3. The matrix R is generated by independently draw-
ing its elements from a standard Gaussian distribution, followed by applying the
Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure. The variables h;,i = 1, ...,1000 are
drawn from a uniform distribution in the interval [0, 100]. An example for both
Swiss Rolls is shown in Fig. [0}

A standard DM is applied to each view and a 2-dimensional embedding of
the Swiss Roll is extracted. The sum of distances between all the data points
in the embedding spaces is denoted as a single-view diffusion distance (SVDD).
The distance is computed using the measure

M
DOVAY) = YD1 w) — alw) I (55)

where Uy (x;), Vi (y,),7 = 1,..., M are the single-view diffusion mappings. Then,
the proposed framework is applied to extract the coupled embedding. A Cross
View Diffusion Distance (CVDD) is computed using Eq. . This experiment
was executed 100 times for various values of the Gaussian noise variance o3%.
In about 10% of the single-view trials the embeddings’ axis are flipped. This
generates a large SVDD although the embeddings share similar structures. In
order to mitigate the effect of this type of errors we used the Median of the

measures taken from the 100 trialss, presented in Fig. [7]

6.2. Manifold learning
In this subsection we demonstrate how our proposed Multi-view DM frame-
work allows to simultaneously extract L low-dimensional representations for L
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Figure 7: Comparison between two cross view diffusion based distances. Simulated on two
Swiss Rolls with additive Gaussian noise. The results are the median of 100 simulations.

datasets.

6.2.1. Artificial manifold learning

The general DM approach is based on an underlying assumption, that the
sampled space describes a single low-dimensional manifold. However, this as-
sumption may be incorrect if the sampled space describes the existence of redun-
dancy in the manifold, or more generally, if the sampled space can describe two
or more manifolds generated by a common physical process. In this subsection
we consider such cases. We examine the extracted embedding computed using
our method and compare it to the Kernel Product approach (Subsection .

Helix A

Two coupled manifolds with a common underlying open circular structure are
generated. The helix shaped manifolds were generated by the application of a
3-dimensional function to M = 1,000 data points {a;, b;}}£,, such that the {a;}
are evenly spread in [0,27] and b; = (a; + 0.57) mod 27, ¢ = 1,...,M. The
following functions are used to generate the datasets for View-I and View-II
denoted as X and Y, resp.:

2 [1] 4 c0s(0.9a;) + 0.3 cos(20a;)

View It ®; = |x;[2]| = | 4sin(0.9a;) + 0.3sin(20q¢;) | ,i = 1,2,...,1,000, (56)
x;[3] 0.1(6.3a2 — a3)
yil1] 4 c0s(0.9b;) + 0.3 cos(20b;) |

View IL: y; = |:]2]| = | 4sin(0.95;) + 0.3 sin(200;) | ,i = 1,2, ...,1,000. (57)
%[3} 0.1(6.3[)1‘ — b?)
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X~ First View Y- Second View

Figure 8: Left: first Helix X (Eq. ) Right: second Helix Y (Eq. ) Both manifolds
have some circular structure governed by the angle parameter a[i] and b[i], i = 1,2, ...,1,000
colored by the points index 4.

MultiView Diffusion- ¥(X) MultiView Diffusion- ¥(Y)

0 o + 3 - : £ TR

Figure 9: Left: Multi-View based embedding of the first view ¥(X). Right: Multi-View based
embedding of the second view ¥(Y'). They were computed by using Eq. ), respectively.
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Figure 10: 2-dimensional DM-based mapping of the Helix computed using the concatenated
vector from both views that correspond to the kernel P° (Eq. @)
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X- First View Y- Second View

Figure 11: Left: first Helix X (Eq. ) Right: second Helix Y (Eq. ) Both manifolds
have some circular structure governed by the angle parameter a[é] and b;, i = 1,2, ..., 1,000,
as colored by the point’s index 3.

The resulting 3-dimensional Helix-shaped manifolds X and Y are shown in Fig.
B

The Kernel Product mapping (Eq. @) separates the manifold to a bow and
a point as shown in Fig. This structure neither represents any of the original
structures nor reveals the underlying parameters a;, b;. On the other hand, our
embedding (Eq. ) captures the two structures. one for each view. As shown
in Fig. [0} one structure represents the angle of a; while the other represents
the angle of b;. The Euclidean distance in the new spaces preserves the mutual
relations between data points based on the geometrical relation in both views.
Moreover, both manifolds are in the same coordinate system and this is a strong
advantage as it enables to compare the manifolds in the lower-dimensional space.
The Euclidean distance in the new spaces preserves the mutual relations between
data points that are based on the geometrical structure of both views.
Helix B
The previous experiment was repeated using the following alternative functions:

x;[1] 4 cos(ba;)

View I: ®; = |z;[2]| = |4sin(5a;) | , (58)
yil1] 4 cos(bb;)

View II: y, = |y;:[2]| = |4sin(5b;) | . (59)

Again, M = 1,000 points were generated using a; € [0,27], b; = (a; + 0.57)
mod 27, ¢ = 1,..., M. The generated manifolds are presented in Fig.

As can be viewed in Fig. our proposed embeddings (Eq. has success-
fully captured the governing parameters a; and b;. The Kernel Product based
embedding (Eq. (]E[))7 as evident in Fig. again separated the data points into
two unconnected structures that do not represent well the parameters.
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Figure 12: The coupled mappings computed using our proposed parametrization in Eq.
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Figure 13: A 2-dimensional mapping, extracted based on P° (Eq. @)

6.2.2. MultiView video sequence

Various examples involving datasets in diverse fields, such as images, audio,
MRI ([54], [II] and [55], resp.) have demonstrated the power of DM for the
extraction of underlying changing physical parameters from real datasets. In
this experiment, the multi-view approach is tested on a real video data, in what
can literally be termed a “toy example”:

Two web cameras and a toy train with preset tracks are used. The train’s
tracks have an “eight” shape structure. Extracting the underlying manifold
from the set of images enables to organize the images according to the location
along the train’s path and thus reveals the true underlying parameters of the
processes.

The setting of the experiment is as follows: each camera records a set of
images from a different angle. A sample frame from each view is shown in Fig.
The video is sampled at 30 frames per second with a resolution of 640 x 480
pixels per frame. M = 220 images were collected from each view (camera).
Then, the R,G,B values were averaged and downsampled to 160 x 120 pixels
resolution. The matrices were reshaped into column vectors. The resulted set
of vectors are denoted by X and Y where x;,y, € R%?%0 1 < < 220. The
sequential order of the images is not important for the algorithm. In a normal
setting, one view is sufficient to extract the parameters that govern the move-
ment of the train and thus extract the natural order of the images. However,
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Figure 14: Left: a sample image from the first camera (X). Right: a sample image from the
second camera (Y).

we use two types of interferences to create a scenario in which each view by
itself is insufficient for the extraction of the underlying parameters. The first
interference is a gap in the recording of each camera. We remove 20 consec-
utive frames from each view at different time intervals. By removing frames,
the bijective correspondence of some of the images in the sequence is broken.
However, even an approximated correspondence is sufficient for our proposed
manifold extraction. A standard 2-dimensional DM based mapping of each view
was extracted. The results are bow-shaped manifolds as presented in Fig.
Applying DM separately to each view extracts the correct order of the data
points (images) along the path. However, the “missing” data points broke the
circular structure of the expected manifold and resulted in a bow-shaped embed-
ding. We use the multi-view based methodology to overcome this interference
by application of the multi-view framework to extract two coupled mappings
(Eq. ) The results are shown in Fig. The proposed approach overcomes
the interferences by smoothing out the gap inherited in each view through the
use of connectivities from the “unonbstructed” view. Finally, we concatenate
the vectors from both views and compute the Kernel Product embedding The
results are presented in Fig. Again, the structure of the manifold is distorted
and incomplete due to the missing images.

This experiment was then repeated, replacing 10 frames from each view with
“noise frames” consisting of pixel-wise i.i.d. zero-mean Gaussian noise with vari-
ance 10. A single-view DM-based mapping was computed. The Kernel Product-
based DM and the multi-view based DM mappings were computed as well. As
presented in Fig. the Gaussian noise distorted the manifolds extracted in
each view. The multi-view approach extracted two circular structures presented
in Fig. [I9 Again, the data points are ordered according to the position along
the path. This time, the circular structure is unfolded and the gaps are visible
in both embeddings. Applying the Kernel Product approach (Eq. @ has yielded
a distorted manifold as presented in Fig.
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Figure 15: Left: DM-based single-view mapping ¥(X). Right: DM-based single-view map-
ping ¥(Y)). The removed images caused a bow shaped structure.
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Figure 16: Left: Mapping ¥(X). Right: Mapping ¥(Y') as extracted by the multi-view based
framework. Two small gaps, which correspond to the removed images, are visible.
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Figure 17: A standard diffusion mapping (Kernel Product-based) that was computed by using
the concatenated vector from both views that correspond to kernel K°.
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Figure 18: Left: DM-based single-view mapping ¥(X). Right: DM-based single-view map-
ping ¥(Y)). The Gaussian noise deformed the circular structure
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Figure 19: Left: Mapping ¥(X). Right: Mapping U(Y) as extracted by the multi-view
framework. Two gaps are visible that correspond to Gaussian noise.
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Figure 20: Computation of a standard diffusion mapping (Kernel Product) by using the
concatenation vector from both views (corresponding to kernel P° Eq. @)
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7. Applications

7.1. Multi-view clustering

The task of clustering has been in the core of machine learning for many
years. The goal is to divide a given dataset into subsets based on the inher-
ited structure of the data. We use the multi-view construction to extract low-
dimensional mappings from multiple sets of high-dimensional data points. In
the following experiments we expand the examples presented in [56] to cluster
artificial and real data sets. For the real data sets applying the multi-view ap-
proach requires an eigen decomposition of large matrices. To reduce the runtime
of experiments we use an approximate matrix decomposition based on sparse
random projections [35].

7.1.1. Two circles clustering

Spectral properties of data sets are useful for clustering since they reveal
information about the unknown number of clusters. The characteristic of the
eigenvalues of P (Eq. ) can provide insight into the number of clusters within
the data set. The study in [57] relates the number of clusters to the multiplicity
of the eigenvalue 1. A different approach in [568] provides an analysis about the
relation between the eigenvalue drop to the number of clusters. In this section,
we evaluate how our proposed method captures the clusters’ structure when two
views are available.

We generate two circles that represent the original clusters using the function

-] [ )

where M = 1,600 points 6;,1 < ¢ < M, are evenly spread in [0, 47]. The clusters
are created by changing the radius as follows:

r=2,1<4¢<800 (first cluster) , r = 4,801 <4 < 1,600 (second cluster). The
views X (Eq. (61)) and Y (Eq. (62)) are generated by the application of the
following non-linear functions that produce the distorted views

z;[1] = {Zl[i] + 1+ n[2]]z:[2] = 0

z1[i] +ni[3]|2i[2] < O } ,2i[2] = 2i[2] + ng[1] (61)

and
2i[2] + 1+ n[6]|2[1] > 0}, (62)

lt) = =00+ naft ) = {50 RS

where n;[f],1 < £ < 6, are ii.d. random variables drawn from a Gaussian
distribution with 4 = 0 and ¢2 € [0.03,0.6]. This data is referred to as the
Coupled Circles dataset.

In Fig. the views X and Y, which were generated by Egs. and
, are shown. Color and shape indicate the ground truth clusters. Initially,
DM is applied to each view and clustering is applied using K-means (K = 2)
within the first diffusion coordinate. The kernel bandwidths o, and o, for all
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Figure 21: Left: first view X. Right: second view Y. The ground truth clusters are repre-
sented by the marker’s shape and color.
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Figure 22: Clustering results from averaging 200 trials vs. the variance of the Gaussian noise.
The simulation performed on the Coupled Circles data (Eqgs. , and )

methods are set using the min-max method described in Eq. . We use
t = 1 since it is optimal for clustering tasks. For the kernel product method we

use 0, = 4/02 + 05. We further extract a 1-dimensional representation using

the proposed multi-view framework (Eq. (21)), the Kernel Sum DM (Eq. (7)),
Kernel Product DM (Eq. @), de Sa’s approach (Eq. ) and Kernel CCA
(Eq. ) described in Section The regularization parameter is v = 0.01 for
KCCA and we use 100 components for the Incomplete Cholesky Decomposition
[15, [16]. Clustering is performed in the representation space by the application
of K-means where K = 2. To evaluate the performance of our proposed map
100 simulations with various values of the Gaussian’s noise variance (all with
zero mean) were performed. The average clustering success rate is presented
in Fig. It is evident that the multi-view based approach outperforms the
DM-based single-view and the Kernel Product approaches.

The performance of kernel methods is highly dependent on setting an ap-
propriate kernel bandwidth o, 0y, in AlgorithmEl we have presented a method
for setting such parameters. To evaluate the influence of these parameters on
the clustering quality we set 0,, = 0.16 and extract the multi-view, Kernel Sum
and Kernel Product diffusion mapping for various values of 0, o,. The average
clustering performance using K-means (K = 2) are presented in Fig.
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Figure 23: Clustering results from averaging 20 trails using various values of o, oy based on
different mappings. The standard deviation of the noise is o, = 0.16. Top left- Kernel Sum
DM, top right- Kernel Product DM, bottom- Multi View DM.

7.1.2. Handwritten digits

For the following clustering experiment, we use the Multiple Features databaseEl
from the UCI repository. The data set consists of 2,000 handwritten digits from
0 to 9 that are equally spread. The extracted features from these images are the
profile correlations (FAC), Karhunen-Loéve coefficients (KAR), Zerkine moment
(ZER), morphological (MOR), pixel averages in 2 x 3 windows and the Fourier
coefficients (Fou) as our feature spaces X', X2 X3, X* X® X6 respectively.
We apply dimensionality reduction using a single-view DM, Kernel Product
DM, Kernel Sum DM and the proposed Multi-view. We apply K-means to the
reduced mapping using 6 to 20 coordinates. The clustering performance is mea-
sured using the Normalized Mutual Information [59] (NMI). Figure [24] presents
the average clustering results using K-Means.

Next, we attempt to cluster 40K grey scale images of handwritten 2’s and
3’s. The images with dimension 28 x 28 were collected from the infinity MNIST
dataset [60]. We generate two independent noisy versions of the 40K samples.
By adding pixel Gaussian noise N(0,0.5) to each image we create the first noisy
view which is denoted as X *. The second view X? is created by randomly and
independently zeroing each pixel with probability 0.5. In Fig. we present
25 examples from each view. To evaluate the clustering performance, we apply
K-means 100 times to the reduced representations with dimensions 5,10, 15 and
20 and report the top results for each method. In table [I] we present the top
Normalized Mutual Information (NMI) and clustering accuracy’s the proposed
multi-view and various alternative methods.

2http:/ /archive.ics.uci.edu/ml
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Figure 24: Average clustering accuracy running 100 simulations on the Handwritten data set.
Accuracy is measured using the Normalized Mutual Information (NMI).

Figure 25: Random samples from both views. Left- X! generated by adding Gaussian noise.
Right- X2 generated by randomly dropping out 50% of the pixels.
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Method NMI  Accuracy

DM X! 0.38 84.4%
DM X2 0.38 84.1%
Kernel Prod 0.41 85.2%
Kernel Sum 0.39 84.6%
Kernel CCA  0.54 90.5%
de Sa 0.59 91.2%
Multiview 0.70 94.7%

Table 1: Accuracy of clustering and the normalized mutual information (NMI) on the infinity
MNIST dataset. Each view consists a noisy version based on 40K images of handwritten 2’s
and 3’s. The first view X! is generated by adding Gaussian noise, while X? is generated by
zeroing out random pixels with probability 0.5.

7.1.8. Isolet data set

The Isolet data set was constructed by recording 150 people pronouncing
each letter twice for all 26 letters. The feature vector available is a concatenation
of the following features: spectral coefficients, contour, sonorant, pre-sonorant
and post-sonorant. The authors do not provide the feature’s separation, there-
fore, the dimension of the feature vector is 617. We use a subset of the data
with 1,599 instances, thus the features space is X € R!559%617 To apply the
multi-view approach we compute 3 different kernels and fuse them together.
The first kernel K is the standard Gaussian kernel defined in Eq. . K?is
a Laplacian kernel defined by

KiQ,j éexp <_|mi_wj) . (63)

02

The third kernel K? is an exponent with a correlation distance as the affinity
measure, given by

T, -1\ ..
Ki?),j é exp (72]0_2> y ] = 17'-'7M7 (64)

where T; ; is the correlation coeflicient between the i-th and j-th feature vectors,
computed by

~-T . ~.
T, 2 Ti % i j=1,.., M. (65)

CoJan @ w)

The average subtracted features are &; 2 x; —n; - 1, where 7; is the average of
the features for instance i. We fuse the kernels using multi-view, kernel product
and kernel sum approach, we then apply K-Means to the extracted space. The
average NMI for 26 classes is presented in Fig.
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Figure 26: Clustering accuracy measured with Normalized Mutual Information (NMI) on
the Isolet data set by using 3 different kernel matrices. Clustering was performed in the r
dimensional embedding space.

7.1.4. Caltech 101

For this experiment we use an image dataset which consists of 101 categories
collected in [61] for an object recognition problem. We use two subsets of
the dataset, with 10 and 15 instances in each category. The views X', X?
are represented by the following features: Bag-of-words SIFT descriptors [62]
and Pyramid Histogram of Oriented Gradients (PHOG) [63]. We use Kernel
matrices computed by [64], therefore, we do no set the scale parameters. The
quality of the clustering is again measured using Calinski-Harabasz Criterion [65]
and the average silhouette width [66], for both metrics higher values indicates
better separation. The silhouette is defined within the range of [—1,1]. The
average clustering results based on 10 to 15 coordinates are presented in Table

Method Silhouette(10)  Calinski(10) Silhouette(15) Calinski(15)
DM X' (SIFT)  —0.27 183 —0.27 293

DM X? (PHOG) —0.23 169 -0.19 329

Kernel Prod —0.08 348 —0.02 683

Kernel Sum —0.11 322 —0.05 650

de Sa —0.35 134 —0.34 227
Multiview 0.32 727 0.32 1275

Table 2: Clustering results on two subsets of Caltech-101 data set. Columns represent mea-
sures for the quality of clustering. First two rows are scores based on a single-view DM using
different features. The last four rows present scores based on the proposed and alternative
schemes for a Multiview DM based mapping.

7.2. Learning from multi sensor seismic data

Automatic detection and identification of seismic events is an important task,
it is carried out constantly for seismic and nuclear monitoring. The monitoring
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process results in a seismic event bulletin that contains information about the
detected events, their locations, magnitudes and type (natural or man made
event). Seismic stations usually consist of multiple sensors recording contin-
uously at a low frequency. The amount of available data is huge and only a
fraction of the recordings contains the signal of interest. Thus, automatic tools
for monitoring are of great interest. A suspect event is usually identified based
on the energy of the signal, then, typical discrimination algorithms extract seis-
mic parameters. A simple seismic parameter is the focal depth. Its drawback is
that its estimation is usually inaccurate without the depth phases. Other widely
used seismic discrimination methods are Ms:mb (surface wave magnitude versus
body wave magnitude) and spectral amplitude ratios of different seismic phases
[67] [68]. Current automatic seismic bulletins comprise a large number of false
alarms, which have to be manually corrected by an analyst.

In this subsection we apply the proposed method to extract essential latent
seismic parameters. A suspected event is identified based on a short and long
time average ratio (STA/LTA) [69]. Then, a time-frequency representation is
computed to which multi-view is applied to fuse the data from multiple seismic
sensors. Using the multi-view low-dimensional embedding and simple classi-
fiers, we demonstrate capabilities classification of event type (earthquakes vs.
explosions) and quarry source for explosions.

7.2.1. Description of the data set

The dataset consists of recordings from two different broad band seismic
stations MMLI (Malkishua) and HRFI (Harif). Both stations are operated
by the Geophysical Institute of Israel (GII) and they are part of the Israel
National Seismic Network [70]. MMLI and HRFI stations are located to the
north and to the south of the analyzed region, respectively. Each station is
equipped with a three component STS-2 seismometer, thus the total number
of views is L = 6. All recording are sampled at Fs = 40Hz. The HRFI data
includes 1654 explosions and 105 earthquakes, while MMLI includes a subset of
46 earthquakes, 62 explosions. The explosions occurred in the south of Israel
between the years 2,005-2,015.

7.2.2. Feature Extraction by Normalized Sonograms

A seismic event typically generates two underground traveling waves. A
primary wave (P) and secondary wave (S). The two waves (P-S) arrive at the
recording station with some time delay. A time frequency representation of the
recording captures the spectral properties of the event while maintaining the
P-S time gap. Here we use a time frequency representation termed sonogram
[71] with some modifications. Each single-trace seismic waveform, denoted by
y[n] € RY is a time series signal sampled at the rate of Fy = 40Hz. The
waveform y[n] is decomposed into a set of overlapping windows of length Ny =
256 using an overlap of s = 0.9. Thus, the sift between consecutive windows is
Ng = [0.1-256] = 25. A short-time Fourier transform (STFT) is applied to
y[n] in each time window. Then, power spectral densities are computed. The
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resulting spectrogram is denoted by R(f,t), where f is a frequency bin and ¢
is a number of time window (bin). Thus, it contains T' = 192 time bins and
No/2 = 128 frequency bins.

The sonogram is obtained by summing the spectrogram in equally tempered
logarithmically scaled frequency bands, this is done for every time bin. Finally
the sonogram is normalized such that the sum of energy in every frequency band
is equal to 1. The result is a normalized sonogram and it is denoted by S(k,t),
where k is the frequency band number and ¢ is the time window number. The
resulting set of sonograms are denoted X 1 X2 X3 X* X5 X5 These are the
input views for our framework.

7.2.8. Event classification

Each sensor records information from the seismic event as well as nuisance
noise. We can assume that the noise at each station is independent. Thus, by
fusing the measurements from different sensors we may be able to improve de-
tection level. To evaluate how well the proposed approach fuses the information,
we use a set which includes 46 earthquakes, 62 explosions recorded at MMLI
(Malkishua) and HRFI (Harif). After we extract the sonogram, the proposed
MVDM framework is applied, as well as the single-view DM, kernel product DM
and kernel sum DM. Classification is performed by using K-NN (K=1), based
on 3 or 4 coordinates from the reduced mapping. The results are presented in
table[3] This experiment demonstrates that applying multi-view DM to seismic
recordings extracts a meaningful representation.

In the following test we check how each view affects the detection rate.
We do this by applying the MV to subsets of the L. = 6 views. We per-
form classification using representation computed based on all pairs of view
Xl,Xm,l,m = 1,..,6,1 # m. The accuracy of classification based on the
multi-view representatlon 'I’(X ),l=1,...,6 given that X™, L 6,m #£1
is presented in Fig.

Table 3: Classification accuracy using 1-fold cross validation. r is the number of coordinates
used in the embedding space.

Method Accuracy [%] (r =3) | Accuracy (%] (r = 4)
single-view DM (X) 89.9 93.0
single-view DM (X?) 88.6 92.4
single-view DM (X?) 89.3 91.1
single-view DM (X*?) 89.3 89.2
single-view DM (X°) 89.3 90.5
single-view DM (X) 88.6 91.1

Kernel Sum DM 93.7 94.9
Kernel Product DM 94.3 93.0
Multi-view DM 97.5 98.1

44



View #

"View #

Figure 27: Classification accuracy using K-nn (K=1) for all pairs of views XL X™, 1 # m.
The y-axis is the number of the first view used, while the x-axis is the number of the second
view. Classification is performed in the multi-view low-dimensional embedding (r = 4). The
diagonal terms are presented as zero since we did not simulate for | = m.

Table 4: Classification accuracy using 1-fold cross validation. r is the number of coordinates
used in the embedding space.

Method Accuracy |%] (r =3) | Accuracy (%] (r = 4)
single-view DM (X) 80.3 80.6
single-view DM (X?) 79.1 79.2
single-view DM (X?) 76.4 77.8

Kernel Sum DM 82.2 82.8
Kernel Product DM 80.8 81.2
Multi-view DM 86.2 86.4

Identification and separation of quarries by attributing the explosions to the
known sources is a challenging task [72],[73]. Quarry blast have a similar spectral
properties, they are usually classified by a triangulation process. Such a process
requires to compare the arrival time between distinct seismic stations. Here we
attempt to classify the source of the explosions, using 3-channels from the same
station.

For this experiment 602 seismograms of explosions are used. The explosions
occurred in 4 quarry clusters in Israel and 1 quarry in Jordan. All events
were recorded in HRFT station, the distances from the event to the station
vary between 50-130Km. The association of each blast to quarry (labeling) is
performed manually by an analyst from the GII. After extracting the sonograms,
we apply multi-view DM and present the first 2 coordinates in Fig. In table[d]
we summarize the classification results by applying K-NN (k = 1) in a leave one
out procedure. Our method is compared to a single-view DM, kernel product
and kernel sum.
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Figure 28: Left- 2 dimensional multi-view DM of the 602 quarry blasts. Points are colored by
quarry label. Right- a map with the approximated source location.

8. Discussion

We presented a multi-view based framework for dimensionality reduction.
The framework enables to extract simultaneous embeddings from coupled em-
beddings. Our approach is based on imposing an implied cross-domain transi-
tion in each single time-step. The transition probabilities depend on the connec-
tivities in both views. We reviewed various theoretical aspects of the proposed
method and demonstrated their applicability to both synthetic and real data.
The experimental results demonstrate the strength of the proposed framework in
cases where data is missing in each view or each of the manifolds is deformed by
an unknown function. The framework is applicable to various real life machine
learning tasks that consist of multiple views or multiple modalities.

9. Appendix

We prove Theorem [7| (subsection [5.6)), repeated here for convenience:

Theorem 7. The infinitesimal generator induced by the proposed kernel matriz

K (Eq. ) after row-normalization, denoted in here as P converges when

M — oo, — 0 (with e = 02 = O'Z) to a “cross domain Laplacian operator”.

The functions f(x) and g(y) converge to eigenfunctions of P. These functions
are the solutions of the following diffusion-like equations:

(Pf)(@i) = 9(B(zs)) + eLy(B(xs)) [a(B(ai)) + O¥?), (66)
(Pg)(y;) = f(B~ (y,)) + eAn(B(y;))/a(B(ys) + O(E¥?),  (67)

where the functions v,m are defined as v(z) 2 g9(z)a(z),n(z) 2 f(z)a(z).

Proof. By extending the single-view construction presented in [5], the eigen-
function of the limit-operator P is defined using the functions f(x) and g(y)
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by concatenating the vectors such that

h = [f(wl)a f(m2)7 .

o f@), 9(Y1), 9(ya), - 9(y)] € RPM.
The limit of the top-half (Eq. ) of the characteristic equation is given by

oM M
ZlKi,jhj Z Z KK} 19(y;)
. -~ _ . ._‘]: _ J: /=1 .
M (Pe) = i e Sy = S @)= AT b Al
e—0 e—0 Z ij e—0 Z legKélj
j=1 j=1¢=1 ’ ’

(68)
We approximate the summations using a Riemann integral. Beginning with
the denominator, we have
M M

sfw y — B(s)
LKy > Dz
M%d;; Ll /Rd/Rd (
e—>0

e )a(y)dsdy.
Using a change of variables z = y—i\g(s), y = B(8) +y/ez,dz = dye?/? we get

)= [, LK () KEa(a(e) + vezasd

Using a first order Taylor expansion of «(-) we get
€
K(:) [aao) + 3

1 s
T)~ —— K Y-
) Ed/Q/Rd/Rd

5 2"Va(B(s)) + O(e) | dsdz
using the symmetry of the kernel K (z) we have

K(z)z%dz = 07T,
R4

therefore, applying another change of variables t =
dse?’? we get

s—x . _ _
N Vet + x dt =
D(x) =

9 K(#)a(B(z + Vet)) + O(e)]dt ~ a(B(x)) + O(e)

M M

T K

,jgy]
Jj=14=1

(independent of x), where the last transition is again based on a Taylor expan-

sion (of B(+)) and on zeroing out the odd (1st) moment of K (t)
Turning to the numerator (of Eq. (68)

s 02l [ (o i (V=)
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By applying a change of variables z = y—7\/€(8)7 y = B(8) + ez, dz = dye?/?
we get

)= [, () K (Bts) + Vezdsdz.

Using Taylor’s expansion of v(+) we get

1 —x € ¢ )
v~ [ [ (R K 86 + T8 + 55T e + 0] dsas

A9 7(5(3)

where H; ; = D5:0s;

K (z), while the second term vanishes due to integration over an odd (1st)
moment of the symmetric kernel K (z). The last term yields

is the Hessian. The first term yields the integral over

K(z)z Tm Z 8Sﬁ(8) zizi K(z)dz

Rd 0505, 105 Rd
= B [ k(i = 2q(5(9),

where A denotes the Laplacian operator, and where we assumed that f]Rd 2z K(z)dz
vanishes for i # j and equals 1 for i = j. Note that this is naturally satisfied, e.g.,

by the Gaussian kernel function K(z) = c - exp(—0.5(/2||?) (with ¢ = (27)~ %2,

as per the scaling requirement). Substituting into N (x) we get

N@)~ o [ K(P2E) [0 + 5a(8(s) + O] ds

Using a change of variables t = %,s = et +x,dt = dse?/? and (y) =
9(y)a(y) we get

Ni@)~ [ K1) [1(8( + vat) + 5018 + ver) + O] ae
Using Taylor’s expansion (of 5(+)) once again we get
N(x) ~ / K@®) [1(8@) + 509(B@)) + StTHE+ O/ at,

here we neglected terms involving € to a power higher than 3/2 and terms with
odd order of t due to the symmetry of the kernel K. This leads to

N(2) = v(B(2)) + eAv(B(x)) + O(c*/?),

dividing by the denominator we get

(Pf) (i) ~ g(B(x:)) + eLy(B(x:)) [a(B(zi)) + O¥?)
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In the same way, we compute the convergence on g(y;)

~

(Pg)(y,) = f(B7 () + eAn(B7 (y:))/a(B(ys) + O(*?).

The following issues were ignored in the proof:

Errors due to approximating the sum by an integral; An upper bound on
the associated errors in the single-view DM is derived in [34].

Deformation due to the fact that the data is sampled from a non uniform
density. This changes the result by some constant.

The data lies on some manifold. This could be dealt by changing the
coordinate system and integrating on the manifold.

When assuming that the data lies on some manifold, the Euclidean dis-
tance should be replaced by the geodesic distance along the manifold. As
in the analysis of [5], this introduces a factor to the integral.
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