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Confidence Sample Selection and Specific Feature Enhancement for
Domain Adaptation

Teng Shaohua', Wu Zefeng', Teng Luyao’, Zhang Wei', Zeng Ying'
(1. School of Computer Science and Technology, Guangdong University of Technology, Guangzhou 510006, China; 2. School
of Information Engineering, Guangzhou Panyu Polytechnic, Guangzhou 511483, China)
Abstract: For domain shifts, domain adaptation (DA) promotes label propagation by reducing distributional
differences. In recent work, DA only enhances the discriminability of linear data by linear discriminant analysis,
which ignores real-world nonlinear data. Meanwhile, these methods fail to consider the negative impact of the
target low-confidence samples on the training process. Therefore, confidence sample selection and specific feature
enhancement for domain adaptation (CSS-SFE) is proposed. Firstly, the framework selects target high-confidence
samples through the min-max principle to reduce the impact of incorrect pseudo-label during training; Secondly,
the class scatter matrix and neighbor scatter matrix are balanced to enhance the features of linear and nonlinear
datasets so that the discriminability of the samples is improved; Thirdly, the framework maintains source and target
specific features by learning different projection matrices, which prevents the discriminability of the samples
decreasing; Fourthly, the marginal and conditional distribution alignment is further applied to reduce the domain
distribution discrepancy; Finally, extensive experiments on several benchmark datasets demonstrate the superiority

of CSS- SFE over state-of-the-art methods.
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Fig.1 Mapping of nonlinear datasets under LDA and NLDA

(3) IXELTT IR BAL T ARSI FN I A 2 5
o I AR saE B 2 2] 5 91738 R P R I 1505
LR R 2 ST H PR s 0 1 2 ), 2B 5GTE
ST — BUMEAS S T 2 1 3] (2= A R
TAFAEIZE S AN AR AFEAS 3 P T BE2AN R (1 o
A 27 3R] — B A A o, D9 AT e 4 Rt i
PR o IR RL T 0 — BUME 20 PR B0 5 Ja A
AFPEA R » BXIFREE L3R AT 382 e O R E
ANTR, IR 22 S 1 2 5T 1) 2T e BURE A 1 40531
PEA IR RE AR

N T R BB FEEN ) 8L, ASCHR T — N



14 7R Ll R R

a0 %

o M AESE, BV EAS FEASIE 35 22 S PR R AR I 9
ARSI E Gy (1) BAEFAIESE,
BAE HAEAEAT I S5 (2) 22 53 PERFAE I 58, AU
FRIBORE MR AN &0 o O R R LR 22 5 2 >0 35
AN TR A R ) ) PR AR AL 5 (3) i d8lox SR AT RIATE
¥, BEAT TG I3 AR 5 AN G AT: 3 AT 0 5 J A Sk 72 7
BE— AT IR AL 18 - B G FEA BN 72 S MR AIE
3 55 B 300 T RV A2 1 35t 7T SE RO RE A BEAT
IR o 22 SRR SR B R A TR 0 2 A7 R Tk
HEE IR 55 LS RIRIE RS o 5 45800t 55 0] LY d5k i
o RSN o A SCH) EZE Tk N T

(1) BAEFEA LR R Dy bR 2 £ 0%, £ H AR
s bR EE AR DR B 1 HARREAR I
S, INITTA ROD T IS RE P IR ZEA R -

(2) 7 5 PR 1 i G e AR A S B R AT 4T
JE RS O A Al M L2 S ST R T XL
B OR B YRR B AR A

(3) 530G T AR A I D 38 130 0 A 22
SERZEAE AT ZE S SRR ) H ARIEER -

(4) fEZ AR LT R SRR W,
I 7 0 T HAR A ) T S BHRIE T34

1 FXIME

1.1 BfHEREE
Wang 45U R H 7 47 70 Afi 3& B (Balanced

Distribution Adaptation, BDA), 1% /5 ¥2: i & 14 % 53 Aii
XTS5 A 25 A A R 5 P BRSBTS v A [R] 5
f 73 A5 L« F T BDABCA 75 FEAIR B {5 FE AN 26
IR AR R AT, R4S PR AL 46 AN AT 5E . Wang %5
$e i T 18 %) iL#% 5% 2] (Easy Transfer Learning, Easy-
TL), LAY 1) 52 2% B2 T 3R 15 56 4 /0 (R 1t e o 1H
F&Easy-TLI 73 38 3N 1o Y5 e A5 4 455 Ky Sk ) H

PRAEAS, % T H AR ECA B 454, T RESS R
H BRFE A D br 25 (1 HEAf 14 o Peng S5 2 HH 2 3T 75
2% >](Active Transfer Learning, ATL), i i 5 #3 5 ik
G Mg 7 A () B THT 5 - ATL | 5395380 75 FE A, (5
WA kB H AR S AR AR AT W I .
ZhangZ5 52 WA K A ME R B K I B 2% 57+ (DIP-
MMD), HII & 73 A A L 2 73 AT A S AT 3 AT R 5%
DIP-MMD#t— /N 130 G A S A 73 A7 0 5 )
R ZE, A, Rt — % H AR FEAR AT I/ 1%, 7T RE
SABRE D AAFTE RN IR 2  Tian 5 R H 2R 0
DL HC AN &) 5747 % 21 (Class Centroid Matching and
Local Manifold Self-learning, CMMS), peipun N SR

SR AN YIS o o0 SR Y A 358 73 AT 72 7t . CMMIS T i k-
means FER HARFEA, PR I MIFEA AT RE 2 52
0 ILHC - XiaoSF i H H T 7 B A o dold
A5 25 i #8453 M1 (Label Disentangled Analysis for
Unsupervised Visual Domain Adapta-tion, LDADA), i
BRI R 27 > B T2 0 o {H 2 , LDADAKE
PR NBEAS B 7 R HEBEAT 73 AT 0 5%, 20 T DA
ZEHIAN T FENE . Meng S5 H XUZ B 3 AT H] 51 ki
WL (DLAD), Rl 2580 73 26 25 FT R B2 0L 5 U5
BRI L . DLADTE 73 5 18 1 YIS AlHiE 45 4 A H A
SRHE Ak, (0 E BRI R RO 2R 2 H AR R EAS
TR BRI o 3X 16 77 vk 2 B i gk 2> e 75 R A SR 4R
TR REA ] X PRI RE 3 A7 00 55 o (AR B X
LETVEIEFEITA HARREATEAT I 25, T H b AL 5 (Y
REGFEATTRES FEH R, 3t —2, REEHHR A
AR FE AN R A

12 ZeFml

Ghifary U H BT 5> 0 Hr (Scatter
Component Analysis, SCA), M Z IR IE =i e A ]
il I HL IR J2 kB gk 8 22 S R AR 1 AR B A%
P - SCATL N Z MR 1) 11 2SR 7 21, 70 1 X R4
B ()3 M o LiAE 1 H AN AR AN S ) 1 AR AE 27
>J(DICD), & R3] (1) 22 S, H 23 0 Vs 5 A5
WREA S 2] # I VE AHE , DICDWAFE R A 5 FEL
PR ARG R M1 DL Teng 2 H TG B E(E
FEA I (ICSC), K FHHG EAR 10 H. B b b i 4 26
PR FR S [ 20 1) 2 1) B 4  ICS Cate— 2P 1 5 | FEAR
(RN, AN, A ZAEE £ 1) A B 2B ek
HER P IS 2] LIS IR T AR AR IR 1) ik
3 i % 55 (Progressive Distribution Aligment Based on
Label Correction, PDALC), F| bR 2R IEALHI K2
>JH) 7% 1) . PDALCHE JGEACHR RE 0% 3K 45 50 HER
HI O PR 25K Fa T 40 ) PR A0 B 2 ) o LufE g HY
7 AV AR X6 54808 B (Discriminative Invariant
Alignment, DIA), | FH 325 [0 AT 50 51l 14 A0 J1Av] 285 440 K
Kb B AR % 1) R  DIATE 2 >0 ) 31 k2% ) B
PR¥F 05 R 1 2584 - Zhao %5 VO H i %5 JE UEg (1) 1)
A JUART FTZ 1F X 5% (Discriminant Gometrical and
Statistical Alignment with Density Peaks, DGSA), 1% ¢
B FEVESRIF D> TS (1 5200 o DGS A Y/ D e P A
(1 5 Wi 7] IS 5 A0 A () 50 441 . PDALC . DIA
DGSAHRF B30 53 W7 7 R ARAAE AL - 4
A FA A B4 v A R 38000 A 6 5, i B T SE
ATRRZAE R IR, 3R B 2 AR 4R 1t ) Ik, X 2



3

Ji/ A, S BARAEACIR 5 22 R AL 58 (11380 3 15

TR e BA I

13 WEHAR—HHESERME

TEF 23 [A) % 2] 7 1, Wang 55U g T ImAT RN
34 %} 7F(Manifold Embedded Distribution Alignment,
MEDA), | F #45 (AT 45 M 1R AT B 28 73 AR 5%
MEDA 73 3 VRSN H BRI 21 AT 458977 1 HE
REAETFE R ML, MEDAXHEIA H bRk > 45
— [P B, O B ] ) — B el 0 A 22
F o M RIBORT H RIS HRE IRIRAT 454, T Re et T
ZE MR A S S T CE IR B o Zhang 55 KA
S 53] 43 A B AL IE W4 (Joint Discriminative
Distribution Adaptation and Manifold Regularization,
DDAMR), fREFFEAS [ 500 48 9% 2 - MEDA AT 2 )
PEEBE R ITE AR EAEA, TIDDAMRE— P 1458 1 FF
AT ABIIR R AH IR LERAT % S RITT Re = pE &
7 SR 1) 2T B AR o Yang S5 H AR FE LA T 0 AT
(Lie Group Manifold Analysis, LGMA), B /X A H 2=

AR 23 (8] AT 380&E B . LGMA M 73— AN H 5
F1 R 23 W B 34T 4544 - TIMEDA . DDMAR —
Ff, LGMA AR B 22 7 A AE , FLURISORT H BRI
AT S MR 22 57 8 - Sun S8 PO HH XU E B A &
FIRFE 2 $E (Joint Adaptive Dual Graph and Feature
Selection, ADGFS), FJ [ i b Hiy 55 AH A1
ADGFSP; b T i 48 B Hds 50252 0 B i B 1 00 [
I 1 B8 8 7E 15 A Hp B 47 1 2 > O AT S5 44 o UK
ORI H BRI AT 45 I 22 e ] R 2 fEADGFS %%
DY)l S G SR N VIR N = BEVAC S < Ef (VR 5at 12

e
SZEM o

2 BERALESESEENE
FSJHESR
21 FFSFERENX
AR T B AR B B2 B, AN
1) LR/ 5 WL 1R, BU&E M (Domain Adaptation,
DA) ] 40T

P — T OA JssreA
P IR A J4 50 53 B A RN e
t . #ifﬁl: /m ® 02 \ T‘.;j;% = ZA E\*fﬂj"ﬁf?/f—\
R I NC e
\ o A A | ‘\ .y o / Sie nE
i LY et/ | e
3 R R .
YRk @ 4 l-. oo \ @ P1 N %DE‘EP N
E'fiﬂf / \ q:@:[ﬁ/ DEP o \
Gt [ \ fittsF 8g 8 Y
AL _h‘\\ .-.- A A /r“ _»‘\ DDDD A A:AAA:A ,‘
J— ! N 4 J— AAAg J/
//- l- \ \\ A A - I. .--‘!\\ - \\WAi’AA/ o
[] ay / agu mm o) a1 - \\ ®
& AL :’ il ol 2 A'-\“ B H) ‘wf *f N \’_
Q &@ B (8, iAAA a a8 Alsrgr B 4..4:-1}/
@ Ny > A a )/ \ 0/
. S 2 & A A A /
a > \ \i_:? /A/
H bris (b) (o)

DHbRA S

K2 AR
Fig.2 Flowchart of the algorithm in the paper

Py y VIR TR A 53 A0 o Py y, A H BRI B &
I3 A o T3 A5 AN R (P y, # Pyy, ) FEJRIR I
SRI o A8 M LAUER 20 25 B bR AR R T AR R
XA ) R, 33 L2 2 380 A7 6] 55 - 23 ) K 5k
R 3 H ARt BAOREE, X, = {x, ), IR
R RE A, ¥, = {yg ), A VR IR RE A bR 2 DL
X, = {x, ), & B AR A o 808 B R B — AN e
B P, W YRR AE 25 18] X, A1 H AR s 0 2 18] X, %
RN Z, = PPX, UK Z, = PX, )5, 1R
(IREAS E NIy 288 £ (Z,) KXt H RIS Z, 33047 T8 v
2

22 EfFHEAREEF

F T A3 1 2 ST TSR O R 2 oK 4 3 2 4
T 3 W NS AE I AT X 5% o H T3 TR 20 A 22 55 YR
SRR 73 SRA% AT BE 2 09 H SRR AR AL AN BT S 1 D b
25 DT S 35K 18 20 Af X6 5 (R o BRI, O T T A
X B, B2k H AR ) BLAEREAEEAT I
5, LURA OR 5 RT S5 (K D AR 25 T2 2 2RV Um0
AZEAE AT T o

FEREAT BAR FEA R FENS , 245675 18 HAnkt
A (AR S5 o 18 S A PR R 73 S48 A0 H RIS
T3 SN H AR AR AREAT T o He 0, X273 2K



16 7R Ll R R

a0 %

*x1 FEFS
Table 1 Main notation

(S FRE
P s | Py Y PRI B ARSI A 7 A
Pi/P> YEIEY H RIS R
d EreE RN
ng/ny SR e NINE 8
Y, PRI L SEAR RS A R
R SR
Y. H g B b 2 R
X, TSRS
X, BRI CR e N
X, Hirldm B EFAES
Atpa_s/ATpa T 5 E BRI AL 4 5) 3 A A B
Ag/Ap TR I BRI ] R R
A/ Ay EER E BRI A A R
Ag/An 5/ E A A0 P R R
Z,/Z, HJLSRS I Y AR IR AR B

S RA — BRI A 355 R
INERORJEIU X735 TN D o 26— S0 H At
A v ELAS PE AR AS o AESLI R v v LA A
A BB LRI S0 LU AT e 45, DARIT LR A
PTG L BAR S BRUTR .

5 SR YR s S A5 SR TIIN H AR
A% o BARKUL, AT I8 T 5 HARFEA SRR
J5 g FAY B ES SR AT Dy A 28 F) T o 3 3 X AN T

2, AR AT B B ARPEA RIZ) C IR AEFE p, (vlx) -

FEYE I T 5 D AR R85, D e o 6 e e
ps. 5 I8 IE N (D)~2)F R

exp(=|IPx = PTuylp)
S exp(-llPTx P JR)

psOlx) = (M

(%, ps,) = argmax p; (y|x,) 2

LUK, K E AR 25 4 (5 2 R T B AR

A BRI, R R BRI Cou,, o 2R

J& » BEZEHE P p, (vl ) B I THE B AR A B C KO

(VPR 2949 010 76 B AR 0 b, P bR 285, AR

FE R PR B s, B2, EH(3)~(4) R :
exp(—||P"x,— P"u,|I;)

D (ylxt) = C 5
> exp(-lIPTx — Plu[l)

A3)

(j’\upﬁ‘) = argmax p, (y|x,) “)
5 » K FH B /N R iR R 35 vy BAS A e
T3 2 AR, AT FEUR I 45 845 B hT e T 8

BRI SR o TR I, Wang S50 8 H B T O AR 28 ik
P S5 /46 TN (Structured Prediction Based Selective
Pseudo-labeling, SPL), 5| N\ T Hbrig 7y 2ds, 1% 502K
S H BB EE BT o EREE
SPLHY, e 4% 1 2473 S 4 i FoUI A 25 A v ) IS4
9 EHFRFEA BIARAE o 2424 73 SR8 P ) 28 ) A — 2K
I, AN PR 2R 4 iy AR W FEPEAS R o T B R Ak
PIFRAE AT SR, 2 43 5 38 () T AR 25 B 1% — 5L,
I HLAR A B I TN 26 15, FEW DI B2 A
Wy RN E —RIFEAR G, F 24 73 22800
[F] — 5 A< TR A 22 (1) BRAB B AT HE 7, A4 SE AT 1Y
FEARZRIR2AN 53 ARSI ANHR A 1 v 0 FOUMEL
IR PR IX B R AN N m BAEFE A S 5 0E R T,
RIR F fe /N R o BLARSR UG, = BASFEAR WD br
PN — B IR AR TR BRIk, = B AR R A BE R
F LA (vne) /T R W7 L AN, Horbry, T A0
n¢ o ARG A AT E AR SIEARIR AN EE C R AL
RN R /N KRN K% £ BAE AR,
B AP bR 28 Tl — B HL P I AR 2R B R A R, 4%
BER XS FEABATHE , AN ik B e i (vnl) /T
HEEEHEAREREERS B EARES, MEE
HArAEAT] Lhidid X (5)3k45

(X, ¥) = Uargmax{xlwx,- € X;(. =30,
=1 pi

pi €min(p;, p;), 1 <i< ﬂ} (5)
fo=h T

I B ARG, B AR TA R
K25l A RER T IREAS HARFEA i K i
SO 3 R, R v BELAS AR A B o 21 R 23 B A
IR T
23 ERMIFEEE
23.1 ABIHR AT

Il 3 75 92 R Y e 4l 23 Hr (LD A 3 5
PSSR A A P 0 P S R s O A 2 ) MRS
TRBEFEAT 73 A1 0] 55 . LDARE LI

EX1 REHMSHTADA) KX e R 2
—NREARLE, HARZBNY e R, MR 4T 52 SCH

m;le = mla}ler(PT (A, —A,)P) 6)

C N7
Kb Ay =) aOm —m)m —m)" IR
B me f& Fi e KRB0 mAE T A FEA I G o A, =
ZC_I XOHOXOY 5 2 Py B 5 4 [ L HO = 19—
AOA)T)/n 75 C IBE 1 rh O R R T FLAL



3

[, 55 BASFEACE S 22 53 PRSI 0 (R 17

GiE] 8 WP R oy SR IR

LDA 5t/ IMEH P B B R e R AR TR S
B, 345 RE AR B 5 S [ — ol 28 1) 5090 P 48 52 R T
REBEIL , T AN [F) 2590 o 2 18] R 2 B8 R AT BE K, AT
S SRS AR T 0 S0 A o T RS P B S R R B AN TE 2K
PR A B ST, ] 43 A B 230, TR, 42 P R AR R
MAESRST. [F] 3 AT, 408 JE 2 1 0 500 o W e B e, s
XUF

EX2 MEREHAFSHT(NLDA) X
X e Rt — ANMRERER, HARE Y e R, ABJE L EH
B HT e S

A, = i Z (x_, _mi)(xj —mi)T—

i=1 x;€KNN(x;),yi=y;

oo Y m-mpym-m)' (7
i=1 x,eKNNGx). Yy,
o 55— WU AR FE WIS R B, X 72 R AR () Bl
R, i A FE AT BT AR A I 5T O o e /M AT R L
MR T2 I FEAFE IR 5 SE 42T . 5 — T2
0 JE ) B AR R R, AR j R R AR 1) B A 48 HL 2R AN
7], m, Fe FEAR j IR el 48 H 200 A8 [l A B2 5L, T8
Tt e K AAL AR A6 B, Lk R AR AR fa
ST AN TR 28 R R A B B G, DT 8 5 A e 1 i ds
EEHIHIE
EASEE 12, NLDA % FE AR & ) A [F] 2 51
() B BB A I 2 7, TR T PR BRI I 22 e, LK
TLRPEEAR KU, NLDARF BRI RIS A
T BRACFEA R R, A S T B 0 734 o
EX3 BUEHA B HT(Trade-off Discriminant
Analysis, TDA) % X e R™ g — MEARLE, HAR
ZERY e R, BUSET AR 73 B e SUA

max Ay = maxTr(PT (B(4, ~ A)—0A)P)  (8)

A Ay MA,, 72 18] TR R A0 S P HIC R A
A, SR JE BRI . g M0 SR, T R 2tk
AL R (A m] [X 0

T oS Bt 5 522 1) o A DU S w] DI AN A
SRR R AN Q08 e A o R SR S A A A - (1)
Bl S N AT, K SR I e KA SR T K
s R AT B NG SR RIS AR SR SR ASRI R3]
B A KA [ SR R A B 8 e/, AR 3
R R o B KA I S T B R A 6 74408 TR AN ] 288
BB S, B/ M AT TR IR R A A TR R H
TREFRIFRIC R, BT IR 2 [ i i, 3E— P4 5

AR FNME . (2) LB AR AR LM o A i, ad o
$5e AN T8I BT SRR B A B2 4T B TR AN [ 2 )
R S Sio ol ] M 1 = S e S8 = S ] S R 5 2N
AR JE N B RE AT AR I R AR B R B R i1t
RS IR A AR [F] 43 A (1) 20, ] Ref B
R M AST [5] 73Ar B 2500, B 17 1% de KA 28
e T A R DR A 2 ) 0 ) 1 ) TR B e /M 2R
PR S A R R AT il AL ST (] 43 AT S 0 R AR R 5
G NI BT FEA RN A e KA o FH T 550808 23 A 1
BANTR], P DA IEE A 7 S A5 R R R 808 J AR
RS HOIEAR G FI MR K.

U ) 0 AT e e e R E 2R B s S 1 ) 1)
AR ER NS, BT8R, IR0 B bR i 2
APEAEAEAN RS Y58 1 H5H 0 ) AR AE, {H e ]
RE DR A PR B 3 ) B — BOPEAE JE T 25 2% o BT, i —
W T RS
232 ERpMF3

PDALCA A I — ™48 — [R50 5 58 [ D Yt Sl AT
bRl = S 1 A7 X6 55 1 75 ), G OR BE S [l
AR —BHERAN T A6 22 7 AEARTE R 2,
AN [ 3 AR R A 1 S ) P A TR 1 3 ) R A ) 22
PR M 23 5 M R AR R A o A 57 =) 1 ) 1
G307 AR 2 DR R G S R R A 22 e At T S A T
PR R RE AN H BRAEAS ()0 ) A, 2 ) 3R] R AR
() 22 S o ELAARR UL, VR IERN AR 3853 ) 2 ST 45
B P, P, o PP AR AN 2 S35 R i — B B )
2o YR IAN B AR I ) VA T S A R R 5K
(D5 KN

maxArps s = n}axTr(P.T(ﬂ(Asb -Au)-608S.)P)  (9)

maxArps 1 = H}DaxTr(PRy (Ap—Aw)—1An)P,)  (10)

s Arpa s A BUHTIRIB SR 0 AR B AN 40 J B R A8
K Apa v A2 BT H RIS O AR B AN <08 J R AR
W5 A RA G NSRS RE s A, A VAT H
P38 11 40 Ji BARUAE B 5 B A6 2 LA 2 8 A A
A 72 H RIS BRI s p Al 2B S KL

(I, 222 S A1 2 )t 2 ST 3] f — B A 2
DAy b dok A) 72 5 o BARSR UL , SAE2 BEERE R e/
A, LR B A

minl P, - P} (11)

72 5 M5 S T DAAE 52 30 0 59 5 25 8] A B, £
FRIFIIORT H bRk B 1A 11 [ Bt 27 5 3 )



18 [ | N

2 3 Bk

I — SRR, I 22 57 AN 2 T2
SR — SRR T 3 A 5 R BRI
JB 5 T DASE— A BERE IO 55 A FI TS

24  BEEXFTS5HIRER

T8I B PR AR I AR S R R 3 i, YR AN
BRI R A A 0 M 4 v, A BT 3R B A i 1 £y
PR 325, N TR RS A UE A B B AR, A3
R FH I 2553 AT RN S5 A 59 AT 0 SR D 3000 A 22 7 o TR
DNBEAS N B VSR e, ST 5, R AT LATE 47
ﬂﬁfﬁyiﬂ Hbrigo B T A FEAEE 0 2 57, W& A

SRR A I B B N AR B 5R A R, R TR
fﬁf O3 AT I U 3 2 53 A RS AT o AT, WnaXi(12)
FiR:

min(l - 7)D(AX.). X)) + TD(@IX.). 25/ X) (12)
Kb TRBIESE D(@(X,), /X)) £ PR H R

LI ATRE T D@y X,), Py X)) 0 58 H
AL A o T s W1 =15,

. 1o ! T2 |2
1}}11})121(1 -l n—Pl X;— ;ZPij|IF+

s Cex,

szll—PT

A x € XOM 5 € XO RIS B 5 H bR
J& T CREMIREAR ; n© Al RKoRJEIFA = B A5 H b
R CRFEAREE B3 E N

) (14)

Ms Mst PI
M, M, P,

C
M, =X,((1-7)L+7Y L)X,

c=1

PTx Iz (13)

?,it’rler ([ Pl P ]

] T
= ;31815 .
1
© 7(6) > ,.x,‘,.x‘,' S XE(‘)
(L), =4 ()
0, otherwise (15)
C
M. =X ((1 —T)LL+TZL£C)> X/,
c=1
] T
= ;3111[ .
1 A ~
) —— X, X; € l(c)
(L), ={ @)
0, otherwise (16)

<(1 T)LS[+TZL( )>

Ly=-—11],
nsn[
3 C ’ S > J ‘
( Li?))i,- = ngf)nt
0, otherwise (17)

=X, ((1 T)meZU )>

L,=-— lsllT,
Snt
L x; € X9 % € X©
oy, =] a0 SRR
0, otherwise (18)

AR SCHE BRI T B A5 RE A 35 R 3 PR AR AE 3 5
RIS S5l 6] 55 R R R H b 3 ) ) A A R R
(Z,Z) 825, EFE T 1-Fali 48 70 25 85 (1-Nearest
neighbor, I-NN)FE A3k 73 58, H RS F R R A
K Z AV FRZEY, R ZR1-NN AR5, it 1-
NN HAREREAR Z, , BI85 R T % 2 H Ax
3o BRI, P DASRAS B8 m] 5 ) O bR 28 80 N AR
I RSAS o e JE TR IEARE R, D AR 28 S REHR T4 57 1
R 1 8 R B 06 5

25 BERRE

N T ) B bR R R ) 5k B, A SC PR
Tr (P3P,) BUN o BRI, AT H o il i sk i (
(19K B2 5 P FIP, 5 S AR R R f K
O~ D)FA(13)EE G HER H AR R %L

A 0 P
Tr [PlT P;] TDA_S 1
0 Amar | | P2

max

PPy M+ Al M — Al P,
Tr([PlT P! | )
M-I M+Q+yI || P,
(19)
A I e R [F]—FEFE, y FlA R IE N S50
26 fitk

NTAEFIALRA9), ¥ (P, PR S AW, BT W =
[P, P,], SR)5 , HAR R BRI N I 2 R S5 vl LS A

Tr [ WT Aras 0 w
0 ATDAiT
max (20)

w ( [MS+/U M, — Al ])
Tr| WT
M- M+QA+y)1
THVER, HARBREH B2 IW, 5 WU )
TR K, B BRSO




3

[, 55 BASFEACE S 22 53 PRSI 0 (R 19

ATDA_S 0

W >
0 ATDAJ

maxTr (WT
w
M, + Al M, —AI

st Tr (WT 1W> =1 (1)
M-I M+@Q+yI
RISRAZ I 2 LRI S AR g, T 7 s B e 4
SRAFARAL

A 0
L=Tr|wr| =™ W+
0 ATDAiT
| Mo M -ar
Te| (W W-1|®
M,—AI M+ A+y)l
(22)
W E S5 oL/ ow=0m] L5
ATDAfS 0 W=
0 ATDAJ
M+l M, -l
(23)
M- M+QA+y)1

K @ = diag(d,, -+, )BT KM W = W),
WL B AH B AL [ B, AT adas | SURFAEAE 7 itk
AT RN SR M - 15 B R A6 BE W i, i mT LS 21 P, A
P, T R L U B ), CSS-SFESTVE IS FE an &k
AR,

Bkl  CSS-SFEH L

1) fiN: X, X, VRAEORT H FRASREAR ;

Y, PRIBIIRRS s

B, 0,1, 7: FBSHL A,y IENMLSHL,

2) MIak:

() Arpa s, Arpa 1, My, My, M FIMRAE(9), (10), (15),
(16), (17)RI(18)HEAT WAL ;

FUF X ANX, 3R FRA Y, 5

(b) SRAFTTFE (23) P ¥ SURFAE 3 fff 10 8, 6 6 11T kAR
AEARLRT L PR & ANARFAE 7 S84 S 28 B B W7, SR IS AN H b
W& B AR HERE P, AP, ;

(c) Rt 51k Bt WSt AH L P - 2% 1), 75 3048 3 5 g 2R
w:Zo=PIX,,Z = P} X,;

(d) TE(Z,, Y} FINZR5 288 £, LB HARIRKY, = £(Z)H
R DIFRAS s

(e) IRHEFR(15) (16)~ (17)F1(18) 5 35t M, M, M FI M, ;

(f) R Z10)FHH Arpa 1o

(g) v=v+1

3) HEV=T

4) K Py, Py PR RE

Y.: EFRIREEA X, Db

27 EEERE
A /INTINE 3 BT A L RIS TB) 2 2 o A A
FE AR
(1) MJIEHRE Arpa s P Ampa + 19828 B2 230
0(2n? +nk*) Flo2n? + nk?) ;
(2) FIEFERE M, M, My, M IRy 0 (n?) ;
(3) RIS SR AR AR R0 )
R TRIER R EL, WZ B SR 5 R

O(T (nk? +nk*+2n*+3n+2n* +m*))~ O(T (nk* +n* +m?)) o

3 SCORTeIE

31 HiR&

FEATTH, SR T 55 T 0 B A T 0408
££: Office + Caltech10 (decaf)”*'.Office31
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Table 2 Overview of data sets

Bl e L FHIE SOE AL
Decaf6

Officet Caliechl0 A, C,D,W S 10 1123/958/205/157
Office31 A D, W Rgl\oljgo 31 2 817/498/795
ImageCLEF-DA  C,IP R(C;I\OIZSO 12 600/600/600
COIL20  COILI, COIL2 (Sllél;f) 20 720/720
Office-Home ~ Ar, Cl, Pr, Rw R(ezslgjgo 65 2421/4379/4428/4357

Office+Caltech10(decan)* T id £ 4 4% )72 H
F I8 o S S 4 I BE T 2B ()
T b (A) « 28 5545 Sk (W) RIS B2 ) AHHIL(D) o
Office+Caltech10 #4542 /2 it 4 H-Office-31 (FH A+
WHRIDH 31428 4H i) Al Caltech-256 (FHCH 1)
256N EH ) BN FR 11T o RIS ] — 25, 538 28
I ATEAR AR .

Office31(ResNet50) > $ #4531 M xf %2k
i, 2 N3N T T (A) S B AR HL(D) AT
ZETHAB R (C) o X LEST T B P Al i IAE S A =
IEErR, UnAE O AR FU N B R SO S T N2
B E 90Tk B A, JLi12 175K B F o BS54
PLATE AL 75 4987k iy 73 F A 18] (4 2882 848), 4>
FEAELE SAXT G, BRSNS GOFH4 3N AN R AR A 40
T o W8 515 Sk AL 5 79SS TR AR 20 75 2R FE% (640%480)
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WY RN F3 A0 0] 551808 S (MEDA) ! & FE7EM
P SR T 5 S AR 43 e 3, I SIS R R
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A XIS M AR i KB 72 3 A0 Y (JPDA ),
2R HE BB M R o AR 2 6 I R e K8
{i % 5 (Maximum Mean Discrepancy, MMD) 3 H)L141
Gor A KA 73 AT T

BB X 412 (8] 2 S FOE e B 2 7% 73 2K (Joint
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J5 5 2 HIE Ny R AE DS D s S TR 4

F T B e S0 B (R3S 73 A (LDADAY”
FIFHFE A S BRFFAE AR 25 F AL, LABT (Db 2
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F 18 2 BAS ARG N4 R 1) 380E B (ICSC), 5
A VPG FE AL X 73 (1) E B DL S R I 5 07 e B
fEREA

XUZ H i R ) 380d R (DLAD), J8 i 2%
2 B3I 25+ R B /4K (Structural Risk
Minimization, SRM)FIFAT IIAL 7345 H 38 5K SEE
H&E N5y 58 . DLADR I G 73 KA1 2] o

B X Prill g5 (Transferable Adversarial
Training, TAT)®, %7724 B AT 3T 7= 451 LASE AR
TE AN H AR Ak 2 [R] Y 22 PR, 8 ) iX e ] ik
TN AT R BN Z5, A R B 43 R AR A0 X e 1] |
AT — BT o

M T B8 5 KB IR B ¥ 38 3 3& B (Deep
SubDomain Adaptation Network, DSAN)™", j# i 7E A
[F) ST ) AR S T3 2 i R A DG 380 A Bkt
5, M H J& 8 & K ¥ME Z 5 (Local Maximum Mean
Difference, LMMD)K 2% 2] —/NMEFE X 45 .

FH T804 38 B ) B K % B 5 BE (Adversarial
Tight Match, ATM)®", $& 1 —Ff 7 5501 R B 452K
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Table 3 Classification accuracy on Office + Caltech 10 (decaf) dataset

%

s H hrdek BDA MEDA EasyTL JPDA JDSC LDADA ICSC DLAD Our
C A 89.56 93.40 91.86 89.98 94.10 92.38 93.32 93.63 92.59
C w 85.42 95.60 83.73 83.39 88.10 88.14 93.22 90.51 96.95
C D 87.26 91.10 89.17 87.26 94.30 94.90 92.36 93.63 96.18
A C 83.08 87.40 84.42 82.90 89.10 89.23 88.78 89.23 89.58
A W 83.39 88.10 86.44 82.71 89.20 91.86 89.15 96.27 98.31
A D 82.80 88.10 89.17 82.80 91.10 93.63 96.18 94.96 96.18
W C 83.44 93.20 78.27 80.77 88.40 87.80 83.70 87.80 90.20
w A 88.84 99.40 89.35 88.10 92.60 92.80 88.41 92.90 93.42
W D 100.00 99.40 99.36 100.00 100.00 100.00 99.36 99.36 100.00
D C 84.06 87.50 81.03 81.92 88.00 89.14 82.90 85.57 89.76
D A 92.28 93.20 89.56 90.40 94.00 93.01 89.67 92.90 93.63
D w 99.66 97.60 96.95 100.00 99.70 99.32 98.98 99.32 100.00

“EME 88.32 92.80 88.28 87.52 92.40 92.68 91.34 93.00 94.73
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BDA /) 7] 5 H18.92.14.924N F 43 1o

TEOffice31 (ResNet50) 526 45 R W R 4FR,
TE6MESS H, ARSI T IEAEANMT S P R I L
I &, A7 JCSCHIDLAD /3 2R UERH 243 51

7990.15%-86.07%7189.20%.

fEImageCLEF-DA (ResNet50)f)s2 46 45 R un 3%
SHR, AE6MES 1, AL T IERAMES IS T
BETERE, A2 MES BT T IAETERE AE RIS T, A
TR e 2N 91.35% . 5 BDAFT ICSCAH
EE, 2 SR 1 7.22.2.52N E 43 s

FECOIL20/) 5258 25 AN R 6 fr 7, IS5 &5
AL, AT 72 Y dE i 22 4E 5 H21 100% . AH
X T U AR S ik B30 B g i, AR SO ERAR T H
R Bk . BAKT &, S Easy TLMI EL, A S0 7 4R
T17.08 4> 5 5SDLADM L, A ST 748
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Table 4 Classification accuracy on Office31 (ResNet50) dataset

%

Vgdak SR e BDA MEDA EasyTL JPDA JDSC LDADA ICSC DLAD Our
A D 81.33 91.16 85.10 82.13 92.77 87.55 87.80 93.57 94.78
A % 83.27 91.19 83.80 86.04 92.33 86.92 87.80 93.46 92.83
D A 69.01 75.22 71.80 71.07 75.58 73.38 74.10 75.08 77.85
D % 98.99 98.87 95.10 97.74 98.87 97.61 95.00 99.12 97.61
w A 68.76 75.22 69.60 68.51 75.12 73.06 74.30 73.94 77.85
W D 99.80 100.00 96.80 99.20 99.80 99.60 97.40 100.00 100.00

FHME 83.53 88.61 83.70 84.11 89.08 86.35 86.07 89.20 90.15

# 5 {FImageCLEF-DA(ResNetS0)Xfi 6 b 1)/ ks i
Table 5 Classification accuracy on ImageCLEF-DA (ResNet50) dataset
b e H Frik BDA MEDA EasyTL JPDA JDSC LDADA ICSC DLAD Our
I 90.83 93.50 91.50 88.33 95.50 90.33 91.30 92.80 94.67
P 77.66 80.37 77.70 72.42 81.22 77.50 78.70 78.80 81.90
I C 94.33 96.50 96.00 90.83 96.67 95.17 94.70 95.70 97.17
I P 75.80 81.73 78.70 75.97 81.56 78.83 80.90 79.80 81.56
P c 87.00 95.00 95.00 82.00 95.83 93.50 94.70 95.30 97.50
P I 79.17 94.17 90.30 78.83 93.17 91.17 92.70 92.80 95.33
FEME 84.13 90.21 88.20 81.40 90.66 87.75 88.83 89.20 91.35
* 6 FECOIL20¥E4E bIV4r SR e
Table 6 Classification accuracy on COIL20 dataset %

s H hrdek BDA MEDA EasyTL JPDA JDSC LDADA ICSC DLAD Our
COILI COIL2 97.22 92.78 83.75 92.08 92.08 90.42 89.72 96.67 100
COIL2 COILI 96.81 93.89 81.11 89.86 90.83 88.89 90.28 96.53 99.03
2L 96.69 93.33 82.43 90.97 91.46 89.65 90.00 96.60 99.51

fEOffice-Home ) 5256 45 N R 7 A7, 7E 124
FF55h, AT A S MESS IS T Fe R RE, [R)
HAMES G T RAEVERE T &, M T4 48

W& N % 2] DLAD, AL ERRTE 701740 H 4 fe
55 B E N 2 ) )T TAT . DSANLATMAR B, 73
PR T 3.74.2.06 811,76 H 43 M.
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Table 7 Classification accuracy on Office-Home dataset %

s H hriek EasyTL JPDA LDADA ICSC DLAD TAT DSAN ATM Our
Ar Cl 52.80 46.35 49.76 51.70 57.70 51.60 54.40 52.40 54.73
Ar Pr 72.10 60.60 69.38 71.30 78.10 69.50 70.80 72.60 76.93
Ar Rw 75.90 67.62 76.18 75.70 80.70 75.40 75.40 78.00 78.91
Cl Ar 55.00 50.52 53.65 62.00 60.90 59.40 60.40 61.10 64.98
Cl Pr 65.90 62.81 64.36 70.70 73.40 69.50 67.80 72.00 76.50
Cl Rw 67.60 62.59 66.24 70.70 74.00 68.60 68.00 72.60 79.09
Pr Ar 54.40 51.79 54.02 62.40 63.10 59.50 62.60 59.50 65.97
Pr Cl 46.90 47.72 46.12 50.00 53.10 50.50 55.90 52.00 54.14
Pr Rw 74.70 72.09 73.61 76.00 80.30 76.80 78.50 79.10 80.67
Rw Ar 63.80 59.99 66.79 68.20 70.30 70.90 73.80 73.30 67.37
Rw Cl 52.30 49.99 52.07 52.40 59.50 56.60 60.60 58.90 55.56
Rw Pr 78.00 74.34 78.28 79.00 82.60 81.60 83.10 83.40 81.23
FIE 63.28 58.87 62.54 65.84 69.50 65.83 67.61 67.91 69.67
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Fig4 Visualization of some classes of four public datasets
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