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Kernel canonical correlation analysis via regularization methods

BEEEL AR 1K)E
TAKEMORI, Yuuto

1 EL®IC

EY¥ERHRE 43 M (Canonical Correlation Analysis) (%, Hotelling (1936) 12 & - THRE X 17z 2 FEOBIAEHEFH DHH
MERZON T2 SICHVWONELERMBITTIED 1 DTH 5. JEE, SRR, 7/ LT — X G, BWFEE 7% 28
JRNAETHWSNTWS, MBS, SHEBOT — X 2PN E Lzt EOBEEORE 2 ML B FiE
ThHbh, —MFEHHEHEICRETE .

IEHEMBE ML T — X WY E ot D54, O HATHINRRE 20, —BEEAMEMEEZE Z 2L W». Z ORIz
U T Hardoon et al. (2004) (FEAMLEEZ WA EEHB O 2 HRE L 2. ERMEEZEH T 512% 725 T, IERIME
NRIA=R HEVFHEATA—ZDMEIZL > THELEZET AN TIDT, EOLIICRET I LHVEEL A
5. IOITERILT — R a2 ONE LT 5L &3, EXEMBESITICED K M RICAZE R ERAIEREIZIND A Eh
52200, HEROMPLPHEETH S, T OREIZK U TREIRANIZE T 2 EREGBEO —8% 0 IZHiEET 2 A -2
TV VI % EEMHBES NS Z LAY Witten et al. (2011) % Chu et al. (2013) IZ &> TREINTWVS.

IRREE 2 R D7 — 2T U T, MBS &30 < IEMERHBE M IR A SRR RE L 2\, EFED T — XTI E W
T, THFAMXE, BHE, A 707 LA T —RQEHHIPRRBEMRN T2 L XEETH 5. HREE (2000) XTI
EEEDT—ROHNIIN U TH—2VEREMBESNT 2 RE L7z, £72 Chu ef al. (2013) TIEA — X I)VIEXEMEBE ST
IZANR—AM 2R 5 2 L2 HRE L FEPREINTWVS.

AT, MBS ICE L CRER T 2 ERMLHEEE, A=A EF ) V7, h—FNEREITONT, BRI
EAEL, BN Z2ERT 2L L3112, TOMPIEIZOVTHRG E21T- 72

2 h—FIVIEZERBES

E¥EMBE DL, 2 BEOBHEHEBOMBEREREZ AN T2 L EICHVWONETIED 1 D TH D, EHEHBESH T,
BEHBEOT — X 2B Lz EOBEEMOREA2 R L B FETH D, 2 DOMRER T MR %
JiE U 7= 2585 R DA BRI R K IZ 72 B & D ITHRERE B DT A — X 2H#EET 5.

EHEARBE AT 1L, SIEREE 2 NE L TWA F — R ITIZAMICERET 2%, F— 2 BB REE 2 A L TW B A1
KBS A2 D < IEHERIBI O AT 1A ST @ 7. AUk U OB G 2 5> 5 — X icxt 9 2 ¥ 2 LT
11— FNEE O EEHED DS 5.

PIRTT—RERI MIVE ¢, qIRTET—ERNIT M V2 y &L, TNTNDTF—Z 7 MVIZEUTEBX i n
DOF—=R%&{z;,yi=1,...,n} £33, £z, GRTEHNDOGEHEEZNTN ¢, : T — ¢Pu(x;) € R7(r > p),
by Y — dy(yi) ERI(E>q) £ T B, Thbb

d)z(wl) = (¢11 (.'131), sy ¢z7(mz))7 ¢y(yz) = (¢y1 (yz)7 ey ¢y: (yz))

CEHETD. R PMVOEEMIE, &% p, ¢ BEEBMEEBTHS. Z0LE GRTEMIZBET 27— 21745 %
X¢ = (¢m(ml)7--~7¢z(mn))Tv Y¢ = (¢y(y1):7¢’y(yn))T 95, X¢>, Y¢ @1‘%2{&5}%&7 AR AL 8 AT 5 % ng,
Sp, 8%, &35, Xy, Yy O 1LREEE u?, v? 2FHART Pl e= (c1,...,¢)", d=(dy,...,d))" 2T

u® = Xye, v? = Yyd

LRTZENTED. u® OADHK SS 13 59 = TSP,c, v? DEANSY 13d7S),dTHD. £z, u?, v? FOE



AL 52, = €TSL,d TH Y, u?, v® HIOMBIUREL p, KR THA SN,

S¢

uv

c'Sy,d

Py = :
e’ SSped? S5, d

FRBEREL pp DR KRIZIR BN T A—RERDIZVD, T— X E@RTREMIZBEH U= Il E > TRERD 25 Z LI
#Hcohs.
ZOMBIZH L TA—FNVEEZAVWTRRT S, RENT Ml e, d PWROFETRETE LI LE2ANS.

c=Xla, d=Y]B

22T a= (a0, 8= 81, Bu)T ENTRA=RTHB. BRTEMICEHRI NIRRT ML ¢, (x) &
¢y (y) DABEFHEERD L SIZH—FNVBEBTEEMA S Z LIZL UL TVL.

ko (@i, @) = @u(@) do(@s),  ky(yi,y5) = by(yi)" by (y5)-
ZDeE ul v INTA—R a=(ay,...,an)T, B=(B1,...,00)T ZHOTEKDEIIZERTZLHNTE 3.
u’ = Xpe=XpXJa =Ko, v’=Yyd=Y,Y]B=K,B

Ko, Ky W k(2. m5), by (i, ;) AT D 0 x n =3 VGHITH B, 51— 3 M5 % TIN5 & MBI py 121K
DESIRT L HTES.

oK, K,B
Py = ; .
Vel K2aBTK203

NRIA=Z a, BIZEOEZHT TEMBERK p OEIIELSLRVDT a & BIFIOEKRIIBWTAEEE2ET 5.
BRI py 2K E T HHBEAR2 MV a, B OWEFEASBOMEE 1 T3 aTK,a=0TK,B =1 0%t
MU7z, MOmAEMEZ L 22tk 5.

arg maxa’ K, K,3, subject to a’ K2 = BTKgﬂ =1 (2.1)
o,B ’

(??) ROFAEMERZBHBES 25 SHEILUTLEWHETE 2V, ZOMBIZN L T Malte, Kuss., and Thore,
Graepel. (2003) TIIIRD & S 12l ZH U B {LMEICRmETE 5.

arg maxa’ K, K,B3, subject to a’ (K2 +7,1,)a = ,BT(KE +v,1)B =1 (2.2)
a,B

ZZT, Ya, Yy BEAYEAR I A =2 TH B, HAMHEIES 7 VYV 2 ORERPIEIZ L o TR Z W TES. (77)
RE Na2, A2 2777V VaB RE LT 75V afiBUImATEz 6N 5.

Ao
Lia(at, B, Aoz, Ag2) = aT K, K8 — f(aTKia +y,ala—1)
A
- HBTEB+ 7,878~ 1),

ER% o, BITEIL TR U, 0 &R B RS AL, BT 2L RRE R 5.

O (K2 4 7, 1,) ' K. K [« A (@

o T, FAEREIZRES LI LHTES.



3 AN—RH—IIEHFEESH

2HITOH —FIVIEEMBEST CIRIFRIEO T — X IZBE L TRIET 2 Z e BN TE L. RIZ, Bl %22 A
I =AM R o 72— FOVIEHERBA AT I DWW TR B

=2 NVATHIDZ v 0 % 7 = rank(K,), § = rank(K,), 7 = rank(K, K,) & U, K, K, DREESFEEZRD & S
252 %.

K,=U01LU0], K,=WILV.

ZIT,UeR™™ U; e R, Uy € R0 T € R,V € RV 1 € RV, TV, € RM(9) T, € RS, &
LU,V ZEZGHTH Y, I, I & ATHTH 5.

w2 UTV, O RENREEZRATE X 5. UV, = PIIPY. 22T, P, € R P, € R¥ REKATHITH D,
II € R™S 3AafTsTchsd. oL,

a = 011_11_11711 +0:8, B= ‘711_[2_11321 + Vo F
L¥are, ERA (2?7) ROMTH B Z LA Chu et al. (2013) EVHSNTWE., ZZTE e RO Fe RO %
ORI MV TH 5. (77) RAEUN 2 FIL L EHAH 5 Z L5 Chu et al., (2013) K VREND. t,, t, ZIRAD &
51252 5.
t,=Uip1,, t,=Vipa, (3.1)

72720, pr, RAGHI P D LHIHDORY NV THB. py, BAKETHS. (72) R&ED, &, B IZXR & W27

& = arg min{||K,a — .||}, B=arg min{||K,B — t,|*}. (3.2)
INE(7?) RDOMTHSB. 2O (7)) RIT L) JVAEMASILITE D AN—AMEFELELZENTES. RO
BN 2 REEEMS Z L E2ERXS.

1 - 1 -

arg min o || Kz 0 — tel[? + Aol arg min 3 I1EyB ~ ty |17 + 11811

ZZT A, Ay > 0RREAMEARS A=K TH D, ZD &SI U TH—FIVIEHEMBEAIICK LT A= 22728 5
ZEMTES.

4  Penalized Matrix Decomposition R /3— R IE #4894

WO EEMBESIT T AT — R Vo ERIET — XN U CTHEBEEASEZ I3 LW, TD720I12£<
DOl % W72 Wittel et al. (2009) 12 & 2 E¥MHBEDFPREI N T WS, R TIE A/ S — 2% RO EXEHBE S I
IZOWTHRS,

4.1 Penalized Matrix Decomposition

Witten et al. (2009) iZ & > THZE X 117z Penalized Matrix Decomposition (% PMD) 22 W Tk~ 2%. PMD
ZH\WS Z 212 & b Tibshirani (1996) 12 &> TREI Nz Ly /v AEHWEZIEAMRRESHE 25 Z LB TES.

WE T8 X e RVPBREZSNLETE. ZDEE, 78] X OB r © & 175 X ORRMED IR TEH X
5Nh5.

X =UDVT.

2T, U = (uy,...,u.), V= (vy,...,v,.), D =diag(dy,...,d,) THY, 175 D &35 U, V IZEHBELRTHITH
ZDEE AT X DT 1 DEREERDS. Tiabb, (ROBE/LMEZ i< .

1 .
atlirg m1n§\|X — duvTH%, subject to ||u\|§ =1, H'vH% =1, ||ully < 21, ||v]1 < 2. (4.1)
, u, v



Wittenet al. (2009) 2 & ->7T, (7?) ROFERIBIZRNIZERTE 5.

arg maxul Xv, subject to [|ul|2 <1, ||[v||3 <1, |Ju|i <z, |[v|h < 2. (4.2)

u, v

42 PMD IC & % R/3— R IEAAERESH

20 = ORIBREOBACITEIE 4.1 fiTh A7 PMD 2\ 5. (77) RIEBWTHA X % XTY CBEHA 2
221 & > TIEMEHIBIATC PMD 28T 3. $4bbRADBBILMB LI 2 L1245,

arg maxa’ XTYb, subject to aTa <1, bTb <1, |la|l; < 21, ||b]|1 < 2.
a,b

4.3 H—RIVIEEEED TR

PMD %@ U 72 A8 — ZTEHEBI 1T &2 A — 2 OVIE¥EMB AT ICiiR 9 5. (77) X%, PMD 2 & 2 E¥EHBI 17
IZHEHEES.

arg maxa’ K,K,B, subject to a’a <1, gTB <1, |lali <21, [|B]h < 2.
a8

5 FEHESRDIMARE

AFWTIE, X UOITHRIEMIZ D < EXEMBI DT, 1 — 2 OV BEE W dEE EXEMBE Dt O e b 247 o 7. IR
12, Ly 7V AERMBIEIC & 2 EEMBED I O WTEN, IEXEMEBI O & /D 2 TIKOBRMIZ DWW TR, T 51T
ETINDIEFIAL & A8 — W% @A U 7z A8 — Z IR IEHEAH B 40 % BGRR 12 & b U 7z,

SHOWFHEE LT, 1 — 3 )V OERE BIRU 72— X IVEBD T A — X OPE, EAE AT A —XDPE
PHET VT XLORFE, Bix RIEAMLIEEZ AW EERBE SO R ERSHROMEL LTETF NS, £k,
EXELFEZ WS DETRDZDOPEYH, ZTDEMELZ LD X SITHRET 2070 EDMEBME L 72\,

S 3

[1] 7B WAL, (2000). % — 3V EMERIBISHT. 2000 EASRANZERERT — 2> 3 v 7 (July 2000)

[2] Chu, D., Liao, L. Z., Ng, M. K., and Zhang, X. (2013). Sparse canonical correlation analysis: New formulation
and algorithm. IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence, 35(12), 3050-3065.

[3] Chu, D., Liao, L., Ng, M., and Zhang, X. (2013). Sparse kernel canonical correlation analysis. In Proceedings
of International Multiconference of Engineers and Computer Scientists, Hong Kong.

[4] Hardoon, D. R., Szedmak, S., and Shawe-Taylor, J. (2004). Canonical correlation analysis: An overview with
application to learning methods. Neural computation, 16(12), 2639-2664.

[5] Hotelling, H. (1936). Relations between two sets of variates. Biometrika, 28(3/4), 321-377.

[6] Malte, Kuss., and Thore, Graepel. (2003). The geometry of kernel canonical correlation analysis, MPI-
Technical Reports, URL http://www.kyb.mpg.de/publication.html.

[7] Tibshirani, R. (1996). Regression shrinkage and selection via the lasso. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society.
Series B (Methodological), 267-288.

[8] Witten, D. M., and Tibshirani, R. J. (2009). Extensions of sparse canonical correlation analysis with applica-
tions to genomic data, Statistical applications in genetics and molecular biology, 8(1), 1-27.

[9] Witten, D. M., Tibshirani, R., and Hastie, T. (2009). A penalized matrix decomposition, with applications

to sparse principal components and canonical correlation analysis. Biostatistics, kxp008.



