FHR
Hh R 2 e T BRI T

2018 & 4 H



=

TR AN 2 I — R 3, BaBUT TSR . AT B/ 4R+
RIS S EAT IR, IR B B & N R AR AT IR E . e
] EARD TR 2 ST AR R AT RERI T 18D o

AT S 0 H R BT 2 2 U T A PR TR R R A T, A W
W FEAN ] TARFT R RAF Al o

AT MG G Z AR A A—— N HTH 2 Wt a— it A EREH ¥
A At Aarel: BA——fEHATIER (TM TR b, A AR 4 SR
S, X UIRETE: EAPRBNMEL, BEE 7 &ZRE. 7 SR
B, FAVERNRE T — 8 EPELE, HES F LI ALEER .



2

AT ELARFN “IHFIIMT”, AR THFIRAARNEFIGT —
AN B, BN BIEASF ) LT 2RA R EANMFRENEE, REMTEAFIGRREMN
S, REXRTESFINRITHE. BFAW, AHEE, BIEIIEF TGN Fa 42 547
HARKRAE B!

— W (RS SIBUBEE 3 U RHE K33%, IJCAI president, AAAT/ACM fellow)



TR

> il B it

1 b IBEINERSH

H

A 15 11
III
M E LTS 7 1
.............. 1
L2 Fezimme. . . ... .. 1
1.3 MtaZBETLBE?] . ... 2
L4 Sotmsmxmmgs .. 4
hs suFEd. ... ... . ..., 5
B sEBE SR 7
P1 ®HbsbsES . ... 7
R2 HESIFENH. ... ... 7
bs miaA ... 8
ba mE&REELERY . . . .. 8
B sE®BZJMRA 9
B HFENU ... ... 9
........... 9
3.3 BFEES ... 10
........... 11
12
ha iF ijmw gAY ... 12
.......... 12
.......... 12
W13 RS ... 12
........... 13
........... 14
31 R URES] . ... 14
......... 14
W33 KL #U¥5 JSHEEgY. . 15
W34 BAWMEERE MMD . 15
4.3.5 Principal Angld . . . . 16
4.3.6  A-distancd . . . .. .. 16

|4.3.7 Hilbert-Schmidt Inde-l
bendence Criteriod 16

W4 ER2SIIFLERIE ¥

b1l HETREATH
.2 JETAHEITH
.3 JETHUTH
b4 ETXRITH

F—XF5%: BIESHEIER

6.1 NGNAEERN . . ... ...
b.1.1 A
6.1.2 By
..........
SMENAEER] . . ...
A AT EER] . . ...
6.3.1 HA
6.3.2  KbJiiA
..........

6.4 /J\é

6.2
6.3

E—KT5k: %R

N LVYaRs

Bk FEES)

B.1 Gl RHEs 34
8.2 i
.3 ¥ JEH/

REFBET

b1 wEMEIATT Y
b.2 i PRSE TR finetund .
.3 BRI EER . . . ...
0.3.1 &AM
b32 o
0.3.3 /N
VRN 453
D.4.1 J:AkE
ba2 B
0.4.3 /N

0.4

16 (10 FF5up%

I

18
18
19
19
20

22
22
22
22
24
25
26
26
26
28
29

30
31
31
31

32
32
34
36



h1 F8%% 508

1.1 HLE RS ANRAWESITH 58
W2 feassuEmes]. ... 58
1.3 &Gd% . ... ... .. 59
1.4 ELERS%S ... ... ... 60
ML5 R . ... 61
1.6 TR IRt . . . . . 61

IT

3.1 JER 2 STAE BRI R 203
3.2 JER 2 ST L2 ]
3.3 T8 ] UL
3.4 SR =1 % R R B0 VIR




SN
&

IR 5 >l M

SEHIE

—H POREAE X PR AR I A RnIR, B S AT DR v i R B 6 N (A
WME R IRHAT 2] o ARG TRA A WA K LAK . SR, BB 2 )5k, JUHZTR H #l
MERTHENEE . N TR, 2 FIEAE Wl B o K2 8RR DL Th i
MR BIPOEANFHIBRE. ETE: “BALAHRE, Ml LE, AHEMLE, 75,7

WA RITERS 2 I — MR E R A, BREELDI T H M =A7 B “RRYE
fi” BIXRAMEEFE . FRAE 2016 SFHINI LR S 21, T I XA SR GBS R —F
KT I FrREHR BN 2 2 SR R A B N B ER B SO A s . X gt
P N AR NN A= DTS T YN O E A1 % p R s N T R A e AV LR S A o 0 I T (|
TIA%, CMERRAT DU — s S ok, A P Ah S mt — i

FEA R, AT — NI 5 ) H 7 4 i g 72

CHRAMeE AL, RAMATR T KA.V

SRR, 2T N o 152 BN IRAEY) 5 2 I 22 it b 32 i i 399, 3 A 7E Github
EXHERS S S HHT TGN, TR B “ EEATRER NG EH K TIEBE%
AL S RO AE2ZR E2R N 5 RETHRAH ISR M 8, R IVE 2, 1X S5 3R
TR 2 B, FBLE] T —Leyr e, (AT Pl N S 20,

(HIXEIL R AR . Github FBREEA &R E, HilRELEMTHEEN, Ak
IINHT B SCRARRS . H BTS2 = — A ANERRE L FRIW e # #02 . W H—Ik, AiEie
B BA NS, GEEIEM 0 B 1 FEhW 3T N,

B, F R (DR R AR T N) BB SHKE T —A (s
PP I 28— R FE 5 S SCER T, IR ZIRFEZ MW it 738 2B R, &
e ¥ B CAEIE R 5 S U ) — L2 ) O AR S B — AT, Rttt T 2. A
Ref by =X, #EEZRWIEE . SN ®RRAA, RiEFit.

BAR KA, RWLITHY I LR — RN FA . TR 2% S A0 bl B AR 47 1 [ 16
KZT. Hit, REOGRA4%5. I rE RIS F.

ARFMAE LN E B F . BEEVEE B IIRN (LA A B RN, AF
HESABIES . MR BRI, FRAT AT R REUSA B 8 1) 7 SR AT 5 2

WHERKATUEEL A EZ LN, RN ERE A B+ E



SN
&

27 2] ) A At

o

B

AT Mo S LR ER] TVF2 AR EHH AR R B

RPN I o B R g U SRR TE P A Wk 2 9 7 0 o 2t — B AR PR 6 0
WAE O, HERAEM I R TR, AW, 2% 5EIHE I, 44 74
K. Brimsg T bt 70 RIS . — 2 TINS5 BT, 5 2 S AF Bt
TERR -

B E B R LRI R . MR NI 2 ISR E PR ZR S, WA
PRI [0 25 B — LA 5 L1 . RERS 1R R BIRITE T, RRIEIE. HEERREEMH
BATOUN, M B SRR TR

JEUHTIN R P TR T2 . VRO SCRE RS, TR2ITAR NSRS
FEL XA R DRI HA ST B . TRIME AL F SR, A EA AT 2 A&
B afh, RREHRCE.,

YNGR R B B R . e INEIE R 22 S YU R T AR 2 i S AT T R
FEFA TN 2 T . B I L WX R TS TS WEAISTURIEAEZ
IhEAE.

IR 5 [ AR U B K22 2 N 43 I Phiilip S. Yu BRI S A8 .

SEUSET I A*STAR B Z M. FE LA VR R RIS — R SCRAZ &1
SERN . IEREAT T AR R SCHOR R, A5 TR BME, B TORKBE R BOr L.

U IR B A VY 22 H 7 REBOR S R BUR R A AR R AR S, iE3RATTAT DL —
A AR

R B AR ) DR S0 =5 [ 2 ) SR

TR R AR K0T 453 22 A0 i A S T 8 27 30 23 R R IR S5

I J IR ) R AN AL BE XS FR IR SR

AT B, 4R 2 BORIE T AHROE STRIRC I o RO LR 3 5t A0 T5
WEFCRCR . A BB AEF FAT i a] LLEL S BT 7T

II



SN
&

IR 5 >l M

PR

AT WIS H K2 BTS2 2] S 4] 38 POE AT AT AR AT RESR TR Lk
RIS, RUFERTE. RATEEA 277 m iR Bl e3Cutel, RORIREZh
Ti G .

AT W TTIEE Y, RIE ORI AR 2 AR WU H &N (Domain Adaptation) [7]
Al TER S S Htl A2 ORI T4 TR B W TE SR BT AE A RE JT i B, o A 20
BT RIS A 2 o AR R U M AR ST U B S A

AT W — A HOE 8 @81, B, Y1EE ALK R b Bt —H8 7. B
H O g Z a3 CBSEBAEa RInT . AFME—E W RE RN

%1 BEAE TR IS, AR AR A EATIER 21X
PRI R

% 2 WY IR I U

%3 WA T IR 2N U

% 4 BRI GUI) — BB AR, BRI EE S AR S RO, BLRGERS
OISR R . R, ARG 7ROy A A BRI A 2 o RN R I RS A 5] WK
HENT A,

55 BN TR IR EAT E, BIEETREATH . ETRMETH. £T
BT T RRITHE.

96 BRI 8 B, /gl TAURBEEN 3 RRIEARMTTIE, nlid: BdE oA 5 iR
RPN 1150k = 7 N ol 1] = 2 R

%9 MELNN T HATRRS R KR BT R 5 21 T ik

55 10 TR A BT SEEREUE

511 BmXRERR S IHEAT TS, SR T ARSIV RERIBE T T 1A .

% 12 TN AT MRS

9 13 BRSO VIR YA R S B, DtEE S

B TAEE KRR, REFHRZA, BOFTEMIFIEE,
FHHIHEREIR
Wk (& #R%K): http://t.cn/RmasEFe
TFRAEdritl: http://github.com/jindongwang/transferlearning-tutorial
PR IEK R 77
¥l 44: jindongwang@outlook.com, %4=-F: FHRAFER.
A =X HIT, MAMbhttp://jd92.wang.

III


http://t.cn/RmasEFe
http://github.com/jindongwang/transferlearning-tutorial
http://jd92.wang

S
&

IR 5 >l M

1 EBFIERHS

1.1 5|F

KARFH], ACHRHIRTHEIR 1K KA R EE . T EAT7E T
EERAEVEIARYL, XA E RIS . sttt ALt Ratingh, B
wangt. SRR, BnE AR, B A BT SOMI, R ? AR R B
HARNBIZAE, PIRGERL T REER, KRR IR BRI 5, Ao
T,

FRATTAT DURR 5 A6 5T ) R AR HEN tH AL L) . AR BURTERZR I R 7 AT AR AAS RE AR ]
75 ORI BT AR E AR 2

EREMH W FOVENIRIEAL EAE . R EFREAE R FERZAh, Hoth LA
AEFAEEER, Wi R A L

FRATRT DA TR L 55 3032 42 B G AR Ao 2 bk, AR S M b H A s A R
RRE—ANRIR S, ATl T RANEA AR T

1.2 THZEIHER

2], Wi, SR EHATIER . RFRATN TR R MbLER 2 I R B E, i
5 ) — Pl ) i AR FIAR K

AT LA 5 210 7 HARM T g, Hlase I RN TN — REELZTE, W2 H
AR R BBl RO 2 2 718 WL 5 S A ORI R LENLES B 35 IR R B, A
MR T8 e @, 3T 5% SIE AL 2 ST I — AN B2 3, E T O &5 21l s
BT R A T8 4 Tl i

IEH 5 2T BAZ O 1) R, 4 3805 i AR i 1] 2 ) (R AR BRI, A T DA S 30 R0 R A
T, e —H U R A, AR aR ) RS2 B CAAEALL, & R EA T 1y
PO EARRL; M AGEBRR T LA 2 5, W2 ROy B B IR AANE .

FSRIRATN BN T 5 X Mae 1, RSAEERN. i, EAOWRCESIT R
BR, iR DARECAE 7 4T IER . FRtbn, RATWR CE T E R, winl DR N E R
FHl. RONIXEED) 2 8], AR ERSRAAMNE. EEREAE “F—R=", “Bfie
R ARG AR I TR 5 2] ) AR

[l B FRATHY e bk . FRATTH B D0 7 AR BE DML s 2 ) A8 & R XTI 2% 21 T — AN X
T 2], RIBFIHEIE. 255, BB [RIFARAC I, K AE IR A ST Ay, R T
B — Fh A ST R

IR 5 2 e BUBT SRR S R A M R R M i 20832 A AP A survey on transfer learn-
ing ”Pan and Yang, 201d]0

K mf‘?ﬁg?@ﬂ?T — MR E . B E?{a\.ﬂ AR R L RS 2 2] B

=N ﬂ@@ﬁ
o] [2] i |
l=|2| —m]a—— |
L lsl2] 2 |

£ 3

DB

BNER
AT

5 |

3l
G
25|

H 1 Efes

—



K 2: B A BT

(EA— R0, FEHIRIEE e, XERE 2% ST b B AT Tt 5 S LA A T8 405G
2 — [xinhua, 2016]. J1EIIA T EEE RN T !

1.3 AHLFBREIBFI?

TR TERFEAMME )G, BEECA - MARFEZN S -0 HER A
AT BE Y, A ARRIEAF T

AT R D9 LT DY A5 T

1. REESOIREZENFE.

B R R A3

Kl 3: 27 2 B 1 B R

BAVEAAE = REAR AR, FERBER, M4, B EEZIE . s AT i s,
#Hre R ENER . SOR EEES AR BaEmE L, AEHLE8 % S MR B S B
AT DA T Uk 2 09 2%, RS Bt I 2R ST AR B BB ARY A AR (1) M g B ke
U, BOREE SR E RN o AT, X ROk T E A ) B e Bz e 4
FARIE

RPN, BLES S SIS I A B, AU T Bl i dRiE . SR, R IRATAT BASR
R 8EE, XUHERAE A RIR R R TR, IR DA B LUE N TR .
G bR 2 — AN FER H B ST RAE, BATNIE, MAREAT A R T FOR M RIX — o).
IXEEHLAR 5 SRR B2 2 > R AL ZR A S i o 1 kil Sad Rt e e M Adsl, BRI f
ARG RERE B R >, A X S A — EANREIR I I R R

2. REESSHIHEZEMFE.

REH, URE R SRS RE ) A R BT A AT 5. RT, R i 5
e, 27 HERN? 4RI ERT . L Google, Facebook, Microsoft, iX$&ETE&H A
A e R THRL RS ) R X e BRI R 8 . 5140, ResNet i ZARAC I [AIBEAT I 25 o
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I
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FUTRENR “FRAEE”. R QAR TS M D406 8k, ot At 2 B84 H?
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2.2 BEIFERE

12 S IR IR, S LT R S TR I BUR 4534 302 [Pan and Yang, 2010] 4
H5E o EAFIERE 52 21 5350 WL R PIAS KK

1. THANIER Y 21 J71% (Instance based Transfer Learning)

2. FETHHEMIER 23] /7% (Feature based Transfer Learning)
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3. HETHAIER 21 /77 (Model based Transfer Learning)

4. BT RAMITH Y 2] F77% (Relation based Transfer Learning)

R MREMI 73 IT7 3, HEEER . Rk AR RRLER 7 S IR EATIX 7, Nk
AR TR =F R AHEA.

BTSRRI B AL B, AN H ARSI R B AT IERS . 2
YE B A F A T A FACE, I CAEA, Baiss e mi E, X el 1
R, ARE AR AER B

BT RALAIERS, W i — DX RHIEIEAT A e . B UL, (BN H ARl R
JERAE —/N 25 (8], 8 U e A IHE JFOR AR 25 18] E AL, TR EA Tt A8 I A EA 1A e 3 —
AR a) B, AR EERFEAHUR L T ? XA B AR B XNERAAEE 2N, —
BAEWT,  H AR AT R .

BETHARER, PULWMES BRI, XA 3 2 R A 22 I 2% B I A4
W%, BUOATRE L 5T DL BT IERS o ELIn A 2 P 48 B 22 B ) finetune AL /&5
RS HETR ARG AT .

HTRAMITRE, ZANTEMREED, XA E B Y248 AR o) R kAT 2K HaE
Mo anZlm B, AR RO A RT3 XA R — RS R TR .

H AT B I 2 THRAEIE A B IR, SR 5 1 S AR T VA At AT 145 Akt ok
i

T TTFERAT M E . BATERSRE A4,

2.3 IRFFHETH

FZ WAL A P BEAT 70 28, B2 — Fis T 20 207 1 IRAE B AT o7 2] 4738 [Weiss et al., 2016]
gt AZIRRHIE R E, A5 2T By A K

1. [F#iE#% 2] (Homogeneous Transfer Learning)

2. ML 2] (Heterogeneous Transfer Learning)

XE— MR B 7 30 a0 SRR TS SURYE BERAR R, RAt2 RN Rz, WiREr
fEsE e AR, AABRF . 207k, AFEE R RIER, sl LA Z R i
FrBISCARRIERS, W2
2.4 EEEKS5ESEAS

IS S ST 3 B ST B 0

1. BZiT#% 2] (Offline Transfer Learning)
2. fEZ1T# %% >) (Online Transfer Learning)

HAT, ARZEHAER S T5%, #RA T L0750 B, N H sty 2 45 5E 1,

LR — R RIAT o XA T7 QR R A T 2 LR BTG B N e R 47 27 21, B

LRI . 5, LRI BEEEEGE RSN, 87 FkB e
AN BE T



IR S 2 Tl BT

3 EIRFINNA

TER 2 2] R MLRE 2 S U — N B4y 3. BRIk, FON AN R BR T4 ek L2
i AR IERE A 3] I RS SR, IER 2 2R USSR Ao XSS U B S EA IR T 1H AL

MBE S SCATP S AT U BARTE F AR, ENERL. MR BB T AHLAZ H AR

) H R 7 TR 2 S AT B PR AU

A TESE U TR AL, W IERS 4 S AR X LE AT R N 37 54— fl 4

% r — »{; : = s e 20 min
Qf»mgb : Ejtj Qo
"‘J j S ,:\’\ @% 1h23min
Wi @ s
EMESEM TARES TEA. FRESR. TRV TEBF. ARRE. FEE
RtEE RS> HIE&IRS! A T/IRA

=’ w Thay E Tl —{° S
et Lo S, e TR XA < g !ﬁ
RS e SiphEe S o B P o s \gs
E m Wright W EVET &3 = ow --"’fr:%!ﬁ oo
e | (R 8
gm i el dm:s‘,,; D S Moy /‘ 3 i L
RRSHE, RESRTH RREFF, REHEC. RS el o o
S s FEHR. AERE. FERE
SABE, BESHT HARZE 7 =t

B 9: IEAS A 5] (1 BT AR Y

3.1 HENME
TR 2] O Z R T RN I T . Rt 7R AL, 1T
F1EMEFR A Domain Adaptation. Domain adaptation FINHIZRAIRZE, Ll F 42K,
B G A 5
E@%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%#ﬁﬁﬁ%%&%ﬁ%oEQ%EH,KEWM%%E\IE
Fel . AR R, A BSRFIE AR R BRI, 8 RS 5 ) W s Ak 1 B 4 4 2%
T HEN.

mER e
~H, EEs
o

e wwy

K 10: iERA B Ry RS

THEAWLE = KT (CVPR. ICCV. ECCV) F4EHAIS kR KB SCEX IR 2 1
PG ATk P 7 FH 3R AT A48
3.2 XA

T SO E AT L ATUR R T, DRIE, BN EYIZRI > 28, ANREEREERIEM
F AN R EM PR B, RIS SOR B EUIZRET 7028



IR S 2 Tl BT

9 RS E A TR BB, S BT B LR T ST
iFR 3 DVD R IR 2% I E 5%

Classification
Accuracy
Training
=3 é ‘ Sentiment ~84.6%
| Classifier
] N
Sae
Electronics _": n&
f a¥
Test
~72.65%

Electronics

K 11 BB SR RATS

SCASFI RN 28 AT T 2 221 WWW Al CIKM B4E 45 K& 1Y S0 32 6T A% 2 S 78 SO A A ik
1N HAEA 28

3.3 BEFS)

1T 43874 (Activity Recognition) 32258 i il 7E H P Bk BRI EEs, BT - AT
Ao AT BRI — P a7 55 dE . AR P AR, ARAE . AREE, #He2 T
I 1) 72 B B8 () o0 A e AR AR Ak . iR, R B ATIE R 22 5. @E%T@*%FKWQ
BIESZRME. fEIXAE, S 7 KF 1 Diane Cook 58 AfE 2013 FFRKEMIKT
TR 2 SIPEAT AR BT 4504 S 2 [Cook et al., 2013] RIREF B % kL.

> ; **MMWHW Uﬂm i

gy

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 8OO 800 1000

z T
: "mﬁ*\\fwwmvwwﬁw#f "'M’l‘w\u"l‘hfﬂ‘f

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 8OO 900 1000

12: AR B R REHE 5 2 R n B

£ W24z (Indoor Location) 544 ESNH GPS AR, ®ilid WiFi. ¥ 5%K
BWFRNERTAAE. REFS . AR, RS %2 RS B 4 A A
. B LR T AR REREG WiFi 522540,
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Time Period A Time Period B

Device A

Device B

80 100 120 140 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

B 13: 5 A E AL T I TR AN B % AR AL S B 5 5 224k

3.4 EITER

P27 fi R UK F 7 IE AR AR B . AN [ T A AU, By U 7 AR e A ) e
&, RERBR G A EIF AR XUk, TR 5] A HE A fB R B 2,

BRI, TRZCEVIA TN A S RTE T sk B A0S 1) N 2o J LR BR 7 L AT
KEA IR B BN B BEIE TERRAL s J TR P 27 ST Y — A RE 2 W MR A 2 P RS
PR AT #24¢ [Kermany et al., 2018], #EBPEILETIREE . XA A BT FTRTIAE X
FETRG LR 7 B R R R N TR RERIRT FERCR s ot SS9 v oA FH fn e g
KEBREELF I i R ATERE D), IS = R 2 WA R, B BIVLHCE SN
REEAEMAERA T Tt AR SEIH AT RS 0T TB . A s B G 1 %0t
TERR o

FATAT CATRAL B2, A% 27 10 TR e A By SR AU Bidls A 0, K 2 ARl
LR

11
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4 ERLFNIR

ARG I BT o ST AU ) — BE R AR SR . AT IS 2 = 1 ) RUBEAT 17 52 1R B 204
HIER IR R, JF B B AR R SRR . AR L PR A S
MR, &UUEFE WA CAAHEIR R v] DL BRI .

4.1 IEIBZFIWEIMAERL

TR ML, BT — VIR . R 2, A WA EAR M
YUY (Domain) FESS (Task). EAE MBS, & LT

4.1.1 5

g (Domain): E#7 5 I I 44 Ak 3= 2 PR EE /0 A Bl R38R A A X 2 4 3
WEES . WERNTHESE D RELIR—A domain, HRKERME P RER— IR0

e, BN R BTRE, B DA BT PN EAR O RS (Source Domain) Al
B¥r¥UE (Target Domain). X PHMNESRGFEAE . IR0 2 AR A RKEHIERTE
A, A2 FRATEST R RN B H AR & TATR AT 50R . T ARyE s R JHA
MU ATIEAL 13 2] H bR, el 1 ik .

AU R EEE, JATEE NS RAR x kR, Bl RERRRIER. B, x; 5t
TR MREARBRE. FIRE BB X FoRm— M s, g —MAERE R A1
KRBk X RFREE P RAE 2 6]

BHIRATHAS ™R s 8t R pHBARR AR S5 &R #RR720, W D, FoR
ISR, D, FoR H bR UK.

ERERERE, MR AM P e 2 — 28BS, BRTAAA RS A F
IR A, H— AL H (WG H) P R,

4.1.2 %

£55 (Task): 2% W HIR. £S5 FEHMWA AN FREMARET 26 R4 . EH
BATHTEE Y KRB — MR, H f() KRR A TR

FHREHE, 5 AU 5 ARSI 2 3 2 BT LA R s Vs B Vo BATHZNG g, Al
ye 53 IR UE U H BRI S R o

4.1.3 IHE3

AT _ETHAURAES I E S JATHE AT D IR 2 ST AT R Ak

iE#F 3 (Transfer Learning): %7&E —MERICHEIR D, = {x;, 4}, M—1E
PRCH AR Dy = {x;}720 o XIS EAE 21 P(x,) 1 P(xe) A, B P(x,) #
P(xy)o IR 2IH0H BB EAE B D, BIFIR, R 2] HAR D, fAR (F555).

S0, G E A THTT UL FIERE 7 ST T, DA% 2 21 I8 ST BT A R 125
J&:

(1) A R, B A, R &, A

(2) KRR RE: B Y, 1Y, 25,

(3) AR BI Qu(yslxs) F Qu(yelx,) 2B

12
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it bidle Ak, M4 HIUREIEN (Domain Adaptation) X — [ THFFT 7 A ]
e

VB BIEN (Domain Adaptation): 435 —MIARCHIEE D, = {x;, v}, M—A
THRCH BRI Dy = {x; 1270 BOE EATRRER AR, B X, = &, FFH eI
FEWAHE, B Y, = Vo HEXWMILG AR, B P(x,) # Pi(x), FHEMED
AWAFE, B Qu(ys]xs) # Qulyelxe)o BRI HIRHE, FAAIRCHEE D, £
=R foxe oy RTUNH AR D, BIARZE y, € V.

FESEBRAE SRR o, 32 0] DLEERT B SRR RIESS, 456 BRRikR, RiGHes HAH
FHPE R E Lo

IS INE

ﬁﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ%?ﬁ%%ﬁ*ﬁ%%ﬁ%o%E%*ﬁﬁ%%:

1= aXx

Thrs /)t faUEs /B AR

D, | D, s ) H AR
x/X /X &/ FERE ) RS (A

y/ Y Fh /S ]

(n,m) [BX (n1,n2) B (ns,ny)] (VESAEA L, H ARie A %)
P(x,) / P(x:) VRS ) B AR A % 0 A
Qys|xs) / Qyelx:) VEICEE /B AR 2 A A
f@) BT H bR R

4.2 E{KkRERK

WA Z )G, TATAT CLEATIE R 5 2] B0 78 o R85 ) ) A S B v DONEFE . PR H-
R R KRB A A A AR IEGAURA SR, REB) BARAUR A S iR R IR A 5]

TR F I 02, RENESTURA B b5 AR I, FHmCLEER A . XA
PEIER . Lhan, AFEN S SRS AR s BAT A BRI S AT 7 g AL s [
B AR [ G AL s B BRI BRI 4T 2R 7 A2 AR o I MOREBA M 0 ] DL f
RNATZE. UALRIGAE, AR T AN M.

ZE— AR B A T 28R UL FRATTER AE A KRG R, B R ARLE A
W, FELEEAMATE . XK. SR, SRR E ., ARSI TAE, 252k
A, TESFEDLIAMATH . Ba, WRBATNAE KRGS 7 AR, SOZ e Pk g N
AT 477 e ? Fs 2 R BIX AR T AKX, B3 J AL R FE LT
B, XFERATX AN ) AL &

BRI (A2 E), REATTERS IR0,

BV XMMUEE, 2 TAERZE, T EEff XA amt. EETENHRE
P — ARG BT B A A AR AL, A P S R R AT e 2 AL, B e Hhgh
HARIRERE . R AR AHEN, i AP EER A 05 S F- B, B RPN A3 [a] R AR 2L
P, TS GE R 5 > .

— ARG HMHEAES, EEENRAEETH.

13
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4.3 ESEN

JEEADGENLG S I MGE 255 2 B (025 R T B, thRER AR EZE TR,
RO A R DN BRI 2 S TR AR (R AERED R A U R VE 2 AL
A SRR, A I — AN R PR R RE D SA SRR A RPN . Ll KNN 7
BRI BB AR UK AT R R R N AR AR IR F AR BE R CREALLEE
Ao FrBL, AMBLEERN P S B S AEHLAR 22 5 AR 2L

RHEGMEHNEETE, EVEGRRIER A IW U AR 5 WA RN o XX 2
WA ARG (B A, AT LA B 3RATBE ot S I Sk I — R Kok, R
T2 A YSIAN BRI A U

DISTANCE(Ds, D;) = DistanceMeasure(-, ) (4.1)
T HATT A B AR E R R v T LA 7 T EAT fRT EE A4

4.3.1 EBIBJLMES

1. RRIRES
SESAER AR (A A) B A ox M y FIRKRERES A

dEuclidean = \/(X - Y)T(X - y) (42)

2. WAIRETEES
Minkowski distance, PiAMAE () B p BrEEE:

dMinkowsk:i = (|X - y‘p)l/p (43)
Y p=1MHERRmEEE, % p=2MlERKES.

3. IREE
SEXAEFA TR (FAS) L, XA SER AN, mox Ay 5 K EA:

dMahalanobis - \/(X - y)TEil(X - y) (44)

Hep, BRI ZE
By =1TH, SRR .

4.3.2 MRIE

1. RZHEE
BTEMA RO RANRZ). R x,y FRZHAEZN:

Xy
x| - [yl
RIZAHALEE B — LA SR AT E ] . BE AR R AE 2009 4 UbiComp L)X
% [Zheng et al., 2009].
2. BiER

cos(x,y) = (4.5)

14
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EAEPI MR XY b, ze X,yeY. BENNEMAEERN:

E:Zﬁmybg()) (4.6)

s S ()

3. B/REMEXRE
BT E P BENLE R IA M. FEHLAE X, Y 1) Pearson ¢ REUN:

PXy = Co:)(j‘(;Y) (4.7)
PRAA . PT7 2255 FERR Db 2 2 R
Vel [—1,1), ZXMEBRARRR (IE/FD fHRMEBR.
4. Jaccard HHXREH
XN ES XY, FIRA AT, EHEERTFE:

XxXny

T= X0y

(4.8)
Mk MRS ERRLIIEE.
Y. Jaccard i =1—J

4.3.3 KL #ES JS Ex&

KL BUEM JS BE il ) 2 N EET B
1. KL 8E
Kullback-Leibler divergence, XHIYffAastidE, A8 MERD M P(x), Q(z) MIFEE:

DialPIIQ) = 3 Pe)los g (4.9

XM EENFREER: Dir(P||Q) # Din(Q||P).
2. JS BB
Jensen-Shannon divergence, 2T KL UK RETIHR, &XHRER:

ISDPIQ) = 3Dics(PIIM) + 3 D (QIIM) (1.10)

He M =1(P+Q)-

4.3.4 wmAHEES MMD

e R ISE 22 e & 4% 2 ) Al R A B s R B2 2 . Maximum mean discrepancy, &%
BAE AR AR B P AN AT BR R, R — B 207 . AN BENLAR S B

na 2

¢ Xz Zd)(y])
J=1 H

Hr () AW, H TR S 2 F £ B4 R1E4 218 (Reproducing Kernel
Hilbert Space, RKHS) [Borgwardt et al., 2006] *. {14 & RKHS? kg KR4, fi
FASR A A A IX AN [T BRI E I AR e 28 1 o 3l BEIRR ) L BRG] B8 s i )

AR WURSRMHEAGEE RKHS H 349 EMEEEs .

MMD(X,Y) (4.11)

15
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Multiple-kernel MMD: %) MMD, f&# MK-MMD. LA MMD J5ika25 T 5
— A, 2% MMD B s R A% AT DL 2 MR 515 8. 24 MMD B4 H
FTHE T IELE SCHR [Gretton et al., 2012] B4 H . MK-MMD TEF 2 J5 5K 1 7772
KEM, HFELMT75E DAN [Long et al., 2015a]. A TEAE J5 82 ARk TAE .

4.3.5 Principal Angle

R P AN A W B v 2 18] (RS LT 2T ) s FESRE A R AT A RN
N rie Principal angle /& 3RIX PHEECHRE 11X R 4E L 15 fy 2 A
XFPAHERE XY, 5875 EEIES (1 PCA) IANMERE, 25:
min(m,n)

PAX,Y)= Y  sinf; (4.12)

i=1
Horbm, n 73 BN ERERIYERE , 0; R NFEREES @ MERERIRA, O = {01,605, 0.}
FEMANERE SVD Ji5 A 5 -

XY = U(cosO)V' (4.13)

4.3.6 A-distance

A-distance & —/MREH ARG HIEE. Lk [Ben-David et al., 2007 /44 1 iR
B, BT A SRAS THAS Rl 3 A 2 TR 22 1 . A-distance # 8 SN — AN ERME R 28R X
PN EAR AT hinge $i28k (W LR #AT =K 5281 hinge $ik). BERTHHE T, &
AT e AEIRIA H bR BN ZR— A 02K b, AEARIXAS 0 2885 7] BLIX 0 REAS ok B T 1
—ANR . FATH err(h) RERFEEBHIL, W A-distance E XN:

A(D,, Dy) = 2(1 — 2err(h)) (4.14)

A-distance 38 H IR UF ST GUSEE FARUERR L, DUME 5 526 45 R AT BiExS
b

4.3.7 Hilbert-Schmidt Independence Criterion

Fiv SRR R 2 R ST M 240, Hilbert-Schmidt Independence Criterion, FRAG 56 2
P g P YA G
HSIC(X,Y) =trace(HXHY) (4.15)

Hrh XY ZWHEEIEN kernel .

4.4 TBFIBIRIRIE *

RADGIRAE FH * 5, H—LR, ATATRAENAR. KIPRF LY
RGO TREG I ETEZRIEAH, ToARE,

fE 58— BARAIAA T A BENME: TBEIRA 4, URAARETBE.
B2, BAT— AT A AR : A 2 T AR 2457 AR, JER I T
(PR HR S

&
>
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(EAFE R, B H TR FE R kU, IT A5 2 s 3R TR B = . IRATEX
BAL B — AN @ 2 B dE o AT A [F PSS 8], FHR ] DU TIE R ? B, 2
RIS BN AFERRZETE R, FRATA RN AT DLgEAT T4 2
IR Bk 7 K22 1) Ben-David 58 A 2007 FTF46 3L K 3R T = & [Ben-David et al., 2007,
Blitzer et al., 2008, Ben-David et al., 2010] XL 5% ) ER TR T . 230, 1EE K
WFRZ N “Learning from different domains”. £ =% X E WA 7T 2= I #IG T H &
W E . R EBERIZR N EHE: EEARIREGEN, WA FESUSET ] TAT I ?
FIRE: HENNIIR D, Dy, X &€ XAEENZ EEHE, — MRk 1. WH
AN, D, D, Z 18] H-divergence # 7€ AN

dy(Ds, D) = 2 sup
neH

P ) =1 - P [n(x)= 1]\ (4.16)

x€D;, x€Dy

Rl, XA H-divergence WM T 1% H KAIMEE &K EH T D, i&& Dy EHUEH
T XWTF—ARERE A, BATRT LS oy AT

1 & 1 &
dy(Ds, Dy) =2 (1 — i lm ;I[W(Xi) =0] + . ;I[W(Xi) = 0]]) (4.17)
Hrr I[a] NIBREE: 4 o BOLR HAEN 1, BUEAER 0.

EBFRSURRZ R :

B H AN—NEA d > VO 4Emfixss, WX F RN e H, FTHPAEAXAE 1-6
IR BT

4 2 4 A 4 2 4
Rp,(n) < Rs(n)—i—\/n(dlog «n + log )—f—dH(Ds,Dt)—l—él\/n(dlogn + log 5)4—5 (4.18)

d 0 d
sy
B> nigid[RDs (n*) + Ro, (1n")] (4.19)
A )
Re(o) =, 3 ) # ) (1.20)

BARREIRUE R4, 1628 FR R BI =R CE

1EH SRR, WR R EHATHRHREY], IS % B EG KRN L ENS L, F
Ul [Long et al., 20144 %5.

H4h, JEE) Gretton S5 NWAEHAT — Lo ) IR T H BT FT, A DG 7T LR
FEMAFNANFETL: http://www.gatsby.ucl.ac.uk/~gretton/.
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5 EIHFINELRRGE

R R 2 ) SRR 4238 L% A survey on transfer learning [Pan and Yang, 2010],
TR I EEARTTE R LU VU Rl o IX DYMEEA ) TV il R T A ARG iEAS, A TAEA
aitAs, A THIEEH, KEATXFEH,

AR T B AR Bl 7 V2 A SR BEAERMEAR OC A o B T4 AR Y (1) 3L 8 U7 2%
AT E . B, ERZRMET, Ko EIMEA R4

5.1 ETHAXTIRE

T HEAMIER ) J71% (Instance based Transfer Learning) HR4fE — & A E A= Ak
M, S EFEEASA TR, RIATIER Y. @ﬂ%%lﬂﬂ?%ﬁT%?ﬁzﬁﬁfzﬁ%%%ﬁo
VR AEEAFEF R, W), 5. A%, BARIRRA X —FEEhl. EEBR, N T
i KPR B AN B AR AL, FRATTAT DA st 42 & P 8 X AN S IR A A

U (E50 Hbrds (BB

22 N S
™ &

K 14 ETREARRIER 2 AR EH

FEIERE 20, X Tl D, MEFRR Dy, @R E ™ EEA TR A6 & A B
RENH (P(xs) # P(x¢))o 734, BT S0BI M 4E B2 A B E MAEE K, ik, BEiExt
P(x,) 1 P(x;) BATA TH 2 AN 0T AT 19 o BRI, KB A 72 TAF [Khan and Heisterkamp, 2016,
hadrozny 2004], bortes et al., 2008|, tDai et al., 2007|, rfan et al., 2015, h‘an et al., 2017“ E
AR TS0 YR H AR 73 AT BB AT A TF (P(x¢)/P(xs))o BTAGTHE 21 EUAE B R AR [P AL
o IX LTV AR §§§t§ < oo FFHUFIEAN B AR 25 AR 2 A A (P(ylxs) =
P(y|x:))o Fealh, Fi#EAZEKY Dai %A [Dai et al., 2007] $2H 7 TrAdaboost /7%, #
AdaBoost FIEAEN H TIEHZ 2, #EA R T AR ARSI SLHIRE . AT H
PRy RAESS I LBIRCE, JFEET PAC BLRHES B2 AR ZE B . TrAdaBoost 771k
LT S MU 2 —. SCHR [Huang et al., 2007 32 HHAZBME ITAC 57 (Kernel Mean
Matching, KMM) X THEZ ATk 1h, B A28 IS BR800 B SRR 5 10
RATREAHIT . ERHT TR T, FHERHE RS Tan AT R T SLBIEH % 1 7 1
M5, 6 H 7AEBIER A% 2] 777k (Transitive Transfer Learning, TTL) [ian et al., 2015“
Az %: 2] (Distant Domain Transfer Learning, DDTL) [ian et al., 201%], RIS
FERE I3 il FR BE AR 22 W0 2%, R 2 o B T 2 AN ASARABLR A B] ) iR e =2, 4G T R
T AR

BRSBTS B S B o AR ZE B, HIXETTRIEH R A
R o3 A 22 /N A 2K DRSS [ ARTE S A0 ER L TSR O ST S R R AN AR . TR T
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AR R ERS 27 ) T IO s R BA TR T B

5.2 ETHIETH

HETHRFAEMIER T8 (Feature based Transfer Learning) J& i 4 il it RRAE A8 #: 11) 77
A HAHER [Liu et al., 2011, Zheng et al., 2008, Hu and Yang, 2011], KJk/0 Y851 H b5
S AR B VERR R O SO A A AR B B G54 AE 23 1] [Pan et al., 2011,
Long et al., 2014b, Duan et al., 2012], #RJ5HFIF M GiiONLEE 3 5] 7 AT 40 2050 . AR4E
FROE B[R A A0 S b 1, SCRT RA N R R e fie i 7 ) . | @?E%%ﬂﬁﬂéﬂ?Tﬁﬁ‘%?%
TERIIERE % ) J7 i .

TR AN B ARSI 2= A — B SR B AR 2 ) R — B
B R - iR (BB R Ok —— BiEE (BB
W e
! ERILTERSE LT
/ i 7E M N Oy
Y - ™ /» '
N ¥

"y W
A XCEAFCHIE A

K 15: T HRHMERER 7 ) T iR e K

FETHRFE AT A% 2 21 T 2T 5 ) AU b S A T RIE L 5 1, IR SR D7 VR R U
S AR a2 HARAE . BRI R2E 0 Pan %A [Pan et al., 2011] $2HHER
53 3T 7775 (Transfer Component Analysis, TCA) J&H A BN U 1) — N J7 7% 1% 715
Wt W2 U KISME 22 5 (Maximum Mean Discrepancy, MMD) [Borgwardt et al., 2006]
VER BESAEN, K AN [F) 504 03 b 1) 23 A 22 e e /b MR 5248 se B 430 12 1) Blitzer 4%
A [Blitzer et al., 2006] 2 H 7 —Fh 56T 45 #y0f ¥ (112 3] )79 (Structural Corresponding
Learning, SCL), %85 7] LU i B Rs — > 2 (8] v QA 1) — S0 SRR IE A2 46 21 H Ath e 45 2% 1]
R b, SRS E R AE B A R AL 28 5% ST I SB0E AT 70 RPN o T e K 5 0 BH B 45
N [Long et al., 2014b] & H7E /M43 A BE 8 i R, I\ S PR T A BEA VLD (Tran-
fer Joint Matching, TIM) J7i%, RS NIRRT RS 2% 21 74T T AN S & . H]E
B K220 Jing Zhang 45 A ”Zhang et al., 2017a|] PE T YR IEAT H AR 3 I RAN R
AR HFE R, IR BT 5 2] 1) B s

VAR, 3 FAHHE T B 2 50 VR K 2 S04 M 463047454 [Long et al., 2015a, Long et

al., 2016,

Long et al., 2017, Sener et al., 2016], 7E4#022 W44 (I 25 HEAT 2 STRHERUSR 1T # .
T AT I 7T S R e B TR AR 22 21 7k, R, SRATEA /NI IR KT EAMEL 2
et T —/irh, ATEMNARIKBH R, REMAHIXETE.

5.3 ETHEETR

HT R FRE J7 7% (Parameter/Model based Transfer Learning) &35 MRS AN H
PRI B AT 2 AL ZSEE S, CLSCIIE M k. XM 77 RER IR %
Pt RBOPAIRIR L B ARB P 69 8IE T AL F - A ey S g, b ARERME TAE 2
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# [Zhao et al., 2010, Zhao et al., 2011, Pan et al., 2008b, Pan et al., 2008a]. & @%%{f@
T 7 BT R BT RS 2 2] T7 iR R A AR

TREL CERD Fbris (BB

K 16: JE TR RS 2 ) T iR A

Hrp, R THE T Zhao 58N [bhao et al., 201]h H T TransEMDT J5ik. %7k
B SR T BRI B, T P S 2 8 AT AR AR, R o T 7 s, )
FA K-Means 5820713 F 4R BARAL 1R 5 230 76 22 M0 B K 23214 Deng %6 A [Deng et al., 2014]
PR BR 2 STHLA T 2900 T4 . BB K241 Pan 25 A [Pan et al., 2008a] FIH HMM,
b Wifh 25 P 5 L7 AR R84 S [ IS 18] 0 AR (5] 2% 1] T B A8 Ak A 150, 0647 AR 7] 4945 R 1)
EREAHFI. BTN B R L SVM 3T T S IE [Nater et al., 2011,
Li et al., 2012]. X277 38 5E SVM HIOALE 5 w ATEA B W = wo + v,
Horr wo ARV HARRIIEZ IS, v AT TR T AR RTUR I AT 7E FH
FURBEH, BRI KM Wei 2N\ [Wei et al., 2016b] #4584 IR 2 > 5711
EMIErR, 07T T Bk . BRI RSN [ILong et al., 20153], ILong et al., 2016',
Long et al., 2017 B0 7 VR 4% 454, GBIt 7E I 4 I NS0 @ 2, E— B3 En
VR IETR 2 ST W 480 T KB 10032 1L RS

BRI AR LUR L, B A4k 250 TR T R 2 51 050 S IR P
I 44 47454 [Long et al., 2015a, Long et al., 2016, Long et al., 2017, Tzeng et al., 2015,
Long et al., 2016]. X725 P4 [ —LE 4 28 I 2 S5 HEATAB I, 75 %% h i A\ ATUE e
2, REBEE AT INGR . B, X0 AT UGV R TR | AR E I T S

5.4 ETXREIH

T RARMITFES 21771 (Relation Based Transfer Learning) 5 ik =7 vk B A #
IRASTRN I B o X PR 725 B ARV R IR B AR B A Z Bk &R . 1A Eﬂ%gﬁﬂlﬂéﬂ? A
[F) ek < [RIARABA ) OG 2R

BEATRUL, FET 08 R BT R % ) VA AR I I AR AR D, AUH LR IE T L
E RN N7E [|Mihalkova et al., 2007|, |Mihalkova and Mooney, 20054, IDaVis and Domingos, 20091] o
IR TG B T H/R BRI M4 (Markov Logic Net) SRIZH0 A [F] 90380 2 18] 1 ¢ 22 AH M

e

AT T 1 B T AR IE AN TR AT RS 24 20 U7 ik, IX R H T4 K 2 Bt gt AR
IR R
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L PESI e

Academic domain (source) Movie domain (target)

WorkedFor
% {

Director(B)

Student (B) Professor (A)

MovieMember  Mg»i€Member

Paper (T)

AdvisedBy (B, A) A Publication (B, T) WorkedFor (A, B) A MovieMember (A, M)
=> Publication (A, T) => MovieMember (B, M)

w

[Pix,y) AP2(x,2) =P2(y,2) |

K 18: T /RBERIZE M K RiER2
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6 F—AGE: BESHEEN

¥ 34 Hi& M (Distribution Adaptation) A& — 2K T 5 2 J5ik. XM 7
AFEAC AR, T EHEONT H A sl B MR =R 0 A ANR], IS4 i B R 7 AUt e i — 2848
e, K AN IR B 23 A R B RS R

K @ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂ?Tﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%%a BRI, RABEWLL AR, ALK
WAL, R AR FAED A AR, AR ERAM, 22 LK FENLL, HR KM,

o =, - o
:‘. : - ~ ...g‘§~. o ® - r.-:-
% m i - - ° ° -
- . L} -}-\ & -
g oW
(a) WFIHEHE (b) HFREHHE: H 1 (c) BbrBEEdE: KM IO

19: AN[F) K 2 A 1) H AR A

AR e oA (5, X STTE T A N %A B, Kt . DUk
G A, NHBEAID S BEERTTIE AR BRI L LA A RS0 5T
TARRS, BATE S MEEABE, RGN HIZTNENIZ G, BagiaBak MR TN 4
BRITIEIIT e

6.1 NEDHHEIEN
6.1.1 EAXRER

N A HIE R 7% (Marginal Distribution Adaptation) i H Fr 2 Js /NI AT H Fris
HIIH MR AT (P BE B, M 5 BT RS 5 2] o MR Lok, 112 A HiE N 72 H P(x,)
M P(x,) Z R SR 2 [ 1 22 5. B

DISTANCE(D,,D;) ~ ||P(x,) — P(x;)]] (6.1)
B E RO T [Ldep e o (aiT R 30 Lo it .

6.1.2 LAk

%53 A B I N 7V 8 5 A HE R R 2 iR B0 AT A3 [Ean et al., 201 I], WiRES
BRRNIERE 34T (Transfer Component Analysis). BT P(x,) # P(x:), F, H#
N 3 Z AR E R AT AT . TCA BIRAFE—MRFIER ¢, 8158 5 208 150 10
P(p(xs)) =~ P(o(x;))o TCA US4, TSR 2% A o i th %0k,
BRI AT P(yslo(xs))) = Pyld(x:))). XmtiE TCA 4. Bk, RATIAERH
Frag, HEIXADEER oo

HRMHA EALFNXEN ¢, WFERAN—ABLERB &I —A Eriid,
BAWANE, MmAWICEE, IAERETCE, o RATEEARIEE 752 M5k ¢ 1.
WA e TP ?
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[ REAS 7 ST AR Bk e/ MRS AN B AR RE S . 47 1, JRATREAN B e i A
¢ ARTFIH), RIFZRRIBE, BEBHERT A?

ik, XANBEEEAR? Hla P AIRZMIIEAR R, MBI R 2 5 KR
B, NSRS BAR AL, FRATFEH LIRS ? TCA FIH T — A& HE R
B BEE S R KA ZE R (MMD, maximum mean discrepancy). 4114 ni, no
73 TR VRIS H PR IR, A A2 18I B MMD BB ] Lt 5y
(6.2)

DISTANCE(x., %) = || n211¢(xi) - 58 o(x;)

i= j=1

H

MMD 2 ¥ A aEWe? ff, At KU A H AR 9 E 2 £

FERIX AL Bt At e BATERE ¢ T5RBER.

TCA 2E MK, X Bt ZRGHERE 7 JATABL, LA MMD B &1 J5 eIt
G, A IRISEPIIE S B4, BRRTE SVM i iz R £, 08— DHER B LA e
AR, AT LT ? F52&, TCA 5IAN T —PMZ3ER K:

K., K,,
K=| " ’ (6.3)
K., K

PAS—A MMD #EFF L, €8 umiHE 7 X08:

1
e Xi, Xj S DS,

lij = # Xiy X € Dt7 (64)
-1 otherwise

ning

RFEI AL RS, ELEAEARASHER IS, ARHpk 1 R i K

tr(KL) — Atr(K) (6.5)

b, tr() BAERRRIERERE, HAIERUOH 2 — DX A& TT R X R
AR B H bR gk 1 — P ?

HSIXAN ] )X Hk D nT iR 1, e, BT rEALE s e 7. H
e R— M2 (SDP, semi-definite programming) [1iA] &%, ffRiLRKIE
WREFS ], T TCA M55 —{E# Sinno Jialin Pan PARTZ A L K& EeAmit:, AR A
SRR T R R . A B A R ?

AR T B AE R ik E G S R . H— A EARAEFE AR FE W

K = (KK ?W)(W K ?K) = KWW 'K (6.6)
XHEE W R K SERLEEE R . RIS H WU i 1!
Y, WERIXE, BE-N, TCA &ERALERE:
min tr(W TKLKW) + utr(W W)
st. W KHKW =1,

KEM HZE DO, H=1,, 1., — 1/(n1 +n9)117.
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EANLF I F R AZEBIE? A min 1 HARFRATOMEAE, 52 /ML
B B AR EE RS, b W AR EARER R k. A TR SR RAT AW ? I 2%
PRl EESEIEE —AN H bR 4ERE %S B BEARRHIE .

TCA BRI AT AHFENE ? X2 variance, {Hi&SZFR & scatter matrix, /&
s EE . UL, — AMNMERERUE B AR X —AMERE A, B scatter matrix B2
AHAT. XA H gt LT A G B

fif ke b AR A R R, AR SR T E IR BT EH S . BJEE AR, W IR
ERIET m ANMRIER ! R AR

7, WAVIAE RS — T TCA JiiER PR, AW MR, RATE B HE L
MUH FERE, SRJEIERE L R R B AT U (Ph a2tz miinkz) 1HR K, BE K
(KLK + puI) " 'KHK BIET m NMFEE. AR )5, 15 2050 IR0 H bRisim) Fe4E
Ja R, BATT DAL BT A SN S E T .

KT HEHER TCA FERRH, FAVEH [Pan et al., 2011] L AT ML LR,
EBE R TR B AR IS s (ALefiit), st PCA(FRr4r) 1 TCA 15
Bl msF. NE @*ﬂ%@%ﬁﬂﬁ%tﬂy X TR 5 A0 A [R] PR 8 73 HiHfs , fE480d TCA
AERJE, MR AN . X ULEH T TCA fERImHHE 7 M EE B Ess .

Original feature space I PCA TCA

K 20: TCA Fl PCA [ Xt b

6.1.3 @

TCA &l 18— A2 M 5k, Z R Z R TAEALL TCA At
FAVFNEER W

o ACA (Adapting Component Analysis) [Dorri and Ghodsi, 2012]: 7 TCA "I
HSIC

o DTMKL (Domain Transfer Multiple Kernel Learning) [h)uan et al., 2012‘]: £ TCA
PN T MK-MMD, H 7Rk 75 =

o TJM (Transfer Joint Matching) [ILong et al., 2014b|]: e B b [ AT 2 0 A
] 3 YA AR e

e DDC (Deep Domain Confusion) 'Tzeng et al. 2014| ¥ MMD SN T IRE M %
FHIEZ Y loss W (FRA TS AER BT RS 2% 2] th A 4RI TAF)

« DAN (Deep Adaptation Network) [Long et al., 2015a]: #"J& T DDC {1 T4k, ¢ MMD
#Hpl 7 MK-MMD, JfHHTZ ) loss tHH (AT SAEREEITH 7 2] b 4t TAE)
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o DME (Distribution Matching Embedding): JoiF5H AR #EE M, FATRMEMS (5
TCA JFFAH )

e CMD (Central Moment Matching) [Zellinger et al., 2017]: MMD HHLT—Fr, T
YE¥ MMD #2725

6.2 FHHHEEN

A3 A B &N 7% (Conditional Distribution Adaptation) (1) H b & Jik/NJE A H A5
BRI AR AR R, MM ERE R ). WER ERUL, 407040 B & B 72 2 H
P(ys|xs) 1 P(y|x,) 18] 8RS AR ALPR A s (8] (1 22 57 o B

DISTANCE(D,,Dy) = ||P(ys|xs) — P(ys|x¢)]| (6.8)

S oA E G R T (Lo et 1 Lo b 3R o Jrot e

A BRI F 2% A 2 A IS ) TR/, X8 TAE EZ A ALE [Saito et al., 2017
B i, PR THE T Wang & A$EH T STL J5i% (Stratified Transfer Learn-
ing) [Wang et al., 2018]. fE&#EH 7 £ E# (Intra-class Transfer) B4R, 5 HIA 1
# R 2 BOTVEH R 2 2] — N2 R RHEE 4 (Global Domain Shift), 1i/ZB& T 28 A I AH
. SRANIERE AT AR SN HRFIE,  SEILSEAFHE R BUR .

STL J7iZr) A BB an B prr . 5 56 R 28GR AR, X obs € A B 47 84
B FRAE s SR IGAE T AEAZ A KA RS (B rh, R FH 2R A AH SCVEBEAT B R A (AT B 4, 45 AN
() 155 558 rH AT B TR AR SRS K e, 8 bR e, SIS A b S H5aRs PR R v
B 5E o

Source domain Target domain
OO OO @ --- eee “: Residual
O CD() Major ity 4pCr < Candidate
A A voting : g
A FARNE AR WY
Intra—class
@ transfer OO Residual
S predict
- Second >OO Candidate
$ annotation”Q Q
H dog ,-~.‘: .:,».:; A A

K 21: STL k=R

NTSEBLA R4S, BATREHA 50 MMD g, @ i atsid, 1k
B A RS HBEE R bd. EmdEmihy, B ce {1,2,---, C} RFRIEI3
id, MISRPNIER AT B~ 5 25

2

D(D,,Dy) = (6.9)

1 1
—© Z P(x;) — ol Z o(x;)
ny Ny )

x; €D x;€D!*

H
Hoer, DO A D 4y MR B AR R T2 ¢ kAR, o9 = DY, H
()
n2 = ‘Dt|o

25



KRS 21 i A

e NORIPIRIE S I STL 77 500 AT B .
STL JAMEKEAT AR B AT 1AL EAT AR S 06 . SIS KRN, 207
AT DR I s SE I s U AT IR AT ST, BT T TR iRCR .

6.3 BESHBEEN
6.3.1 EAKBE

P A Bi&E N 774 (Joint Distribution Adaptation) i H br 2 /N E AT B bR ik
GRS EE S, M SEGER % 2. MR, BEA A HIE N 72 A P(x,)
P(x;) ZIAIIBEES . LAR P(ys|xs) A1 P(ye|x,) 22 18] AR B KA AP AN 4FUsk 22 o) 1) 25 57 o B

DISTANCE(D;, Dy) = ||P(xs) = P(x0)[| + [|P(ys[xs) = P(ye/x1)]] (6.10)

e o0 EE RO BT B b o bR FIE ot . Uk E LobT Rl
& o ()it

6.3.2 L FE

BRA A ERL ) JDA 732 [Long et al., 2013] B XK E T 2013 ) ICCV i+ H LM
WA, 5 CVPR ), B RIVEE & UG E LA (FUNEER B H7)
B

B R B FEAR M R . T4 JDA XA ERR AT AWE ? B2 BE Al 1D Yk
MEVEAZ A AE, 2) IR BRI AR BERE T HbR, FEBSEE A5
AT DL T2 TR AR R B AR 1 T BCA /&R 7 vE: JE IR A M .

A X RS — il MG FIRAE AR, SBESMARHFAEN . B
DUXHLA “BEE” st g Rl . M, FRIERH 040, el LS,
MARME B “BE7. REMEHFELERE -ANAURENSERKEHME, H2XH
JRGLSEA LA . AT EXAE B, A BRAR AR R S L S A

W2, IDA J7iEE bRt 2, FHR—ANH A, LSRG P(ATx,) Al P(ATx,)
FOBE B AE g R T REHL BRI, RS, Py ATx,) F1 Py |ATx,) BIBEEHE/N, R AR, X
AN TR BT AR

%50 TE B

HUORERL N A, WAL P(ATx,) Al P(ATx,) MIEEE AES R n] Bt . JLse
EAEAE R IEE B b (TCA). AR MMD FE 25K e/ MUGIRIRAN H Arisk i) 5
K¥ME 2R . MMD FEE =

2

1 & 1 &
=Y ATx,—— ) ATx (6.11)
AT LG R HATIIAT %, WRRADAXT, B T
D(D,,D;) = tr(ATXMX"A) (6.12)
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Hor A g A HAERE, RATEE IR, X 2R A& I E R EdE. M,
&—A> MMD %E %

Xi, X S DS
(Mo)i; = { - X;,X; € Dy (6.13)
- otherwise

n, m 5> BRI B bR AR AN

BN IEBA 208 5, RO EUE—A TCA.

F A A B

BORBATVEMIN S A b, G RIFIEA B AR AR A a2 il, &R 5K
— N A, 15 Py |ATx,) Al Py, |ATx,) BIFEESHEN, IBATR T, BRATHM—®
MMD M. B AR T AT BARERE, BH v, BIER B ARk 2040 A !

XA REERB T W2, BHEEB P(yx,) NMT. A, REAREE BT
AT DU I XA %A 2 Ao LA, RIS R P(xi|ye) o ARAE DI A
X Plyelxe) = p(ye)p(xelys), TATHIRZNE P(x,), BaEAZMAT U P(x|y,) KL
P(yt|xt)?

XA FBE BB A 2T OR R G B, B M E s %t 2, ER_IIT4AR
e ? R B ul, WRAAEARZRIEARI, FEARBL, ATAH N kR
—LegE i, TR AT T A 1T, AR E] T ISR

SEBRE AW ? AR yio KHBITER, H (X, y,) RING—ME R 50 Heds
(Kol knn. ZEEHRFENE), 2] x, DEBHTHN. S E R OhRE g, RATRYE
DARZERAT L, IXA W R TR T o

F 2 A MMD BE B FR N

2

’)’Li Z ATXi_T:; Z A.TXZ'

" %D " x;€D®

(6.14)

C
c=1
H

Hrb, ne,me RSN B AR OR B 5 ¢ SREFEAN S R ERITA I,
B2 T M mErAT

c
> tr(ATXMXTA) (6.15)
c=1
Hr M. A

#, Xy, Xj S Dgp)
mir%, Xi, X S Dt((.)

(M) = ) x; € DI, x; € DY) (6.16)

mene’ x; € Dt(C), X, c ,Dgc)

0, otherwise
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BUESRANHEM AR S Sk, 387 — N ErIiil B bs:

c
min » tr(ATXM.X"A) + A[A[} (6.17)
c=0

ER, Wi c=0---C HICHMER R R T HAm MA|Z ZIENT, #1545
T JE RAF 2 L (Well-defined) 7.

TATE B — ARG fF, AIRXA W BT BRI 40E? A TCA —Ff, &
Beul J5 BRI T ZE YR AL . B AKBIE N T ENe, &M TCA —#: ATXHXTA =
I, Hp) H WRAO/RE, T 2RAMER. hatul, ROTOSGRMT — M B br 2
max ATXHXTA(GX—/MEBEEMN T PCA 7). FMERMMIEIREH, MBS —A:

S tr(ATXM.XTA) + \|A]2
in 2e=0 7€ ATXHXTA) A% (6.18)

AN KT LAEAU R fE (B2, AR Rayleigh quotient H, Fmmis—remx
FpiEe A A AT AFEAT RO T A oo e 4 45 SR 0, iR Ny 0 i, AT
FRAHORAE T o BB, FATEB T LUE TR, HoR BiT. B AFRATRZ M4 )
TR T

C
min Y tr(ATXM.XTA)+ A|A[|7 st ATXHXTA =1 (6.19)

c=0

Eafr KT, BRI HE. Ba2m 1

c
(X > MXT + AI) A =XHXTA® (6.20)

c=0
Hrf) @ ZHg M HT . AEXNRUELR, SCHERMB A, XA DHIIAR
P . HZ2EAE Matlab B2 AT LAEHEMRR) (F eigs BRI XAERATHAAR] T 44 A, i
ARARIR T o
R NARRE A TR DI AR N, HEREA R, BA? AR EER, — kAT,
P —Re Ja— A, BATH B35 B PR R D bras . IXFEH H 215 2
ORI ARSS, 2 5IEM MEERRA RN . EFERZ R, SR BRMARLT T .

6.3.3 @

JDA JiiFst o SIS X Uik RS R TAR @ AE JDA HUEEAE E A
HNRIBR TR, AEARIERS 2 ST AR B TARKIR T AT X B 2/ 41— 223 T JDA )
R TAE.

o ARTL (Adaptation Regularization) [Long et al., 2014a]: 4 JDA {5k N —™ 25 ¥ XU
w/MEHESR Y, MR e B E IR 2] 70 K40

e VDA [Tahmoresnezhad and Hashemi, 2016]: 7£ JDA HIfLAk HbrHimA 17 24 A
KRR

o [Hsiao et al., 2016]: 7£ JDA [ _F N &5 F A2 45 il

'https://www.wikiwand.com/en/Rayleigh_quotient
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o [Hou et al., 2015]: {E JDA fy&at N H bk

o JGSA (Joint Geometrical and Statistical Alignment) [Zhang et al., 2017a]: f£ JDA
IR EANNGE AR, 2BIAEE . ARZERFALL

o JAN (Joint Adaptation Network) [Long et al., 2017]: #&H 7AiM EE JMMD,
FEIR W 28 Rt AT HR G AT LA

R, fERGERIBEFT, KA PR TR Wang 28 A\ [Wang et al., 2017] 7155
7 JDA IAR: A% SR AL G F S AERFRARFER, [HF]E @?@%E‘JW?@
AR k. AR, M H bR A Fﬁﬁﬁ‘]‘%?ﬂ,ﬂi LG AL S 1E T
2 H b2 ¥ Fﬁ%ﬁ‘]‘%?ﬂ,ﬁﬁ, FAF AT ROZE IS F RS . JDA LLRJE RIS e TAEY
BT X — )

E#$EH T BDA J5ji% (Balanced Distribution Adaptation) Rf#PIX— @, %777
RE M AR 45 1 PRI H U, 1 T S 1 e 8 0 A & BC el R T 3 A M A o3 A ) S
Wi =, BDA MR —Fh-F#r BT p RN FEER A 70 A0 2 8] 1R 2

DISTANCE(D,,D;) ~ (1 — ) DISTANCE(P(x,), P(x:))

(6.21)
+ uDISTANCE(P(y,|x,), P(y|x,))

Hrpp e [0,1] RoR-PEE T 2 p— 0, XRRIFIA B ARSEIEA G FAE BRI 2 71,
Rk, GG EEE; Y — 1, XRRFEAE bREREEEA B AR, #
M, AR A IE R E N E L . 254 LI BTl R0, P R T T DAAR R SEBR G 25 A 1)
THEOL, SHASHLE TR A E BN, RS RAF /A & Bl BCR .

FoA P R 7 o T DASE I 2 S0l AR A AU B 1 B AR = 3 1Y) A-dlistance U4
o KR, %4 =01, J5HBN TCA; %4 =05, JikiBibA JDA.

&m%ﬁBDAi$¢%@%ﬂ%%%ﬁﬁu%¢%o@@%%%ﬁ%ﬂﬂ%ﬁ,¥
7R -] DUAR G JDAL TCA H/NE MMD PSS, B = HIRE .

6.4 N
ZiG LR =FRER AT OGN, AT DA I R 4518
1. A5FEHH: BDA > JDA > TCA > &M i HiG M.

2. R R A A 38 LTI A e, ARt . [ DR R s R,
MR ATE BN IR BE P2 o, AT S BT B ARIR BE TR A I 45 2R
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IR S 2 Tl BT

220
q
200
3
€ 180
©
»
5 1601
[a]
= 140
s TCA||
120 + ——JDA |-
——BDA
100 - ; '
5 10 15 20
# lterations
(a) AFEJFZH MMD BEES LR
48
——C W
46§ Cc—-D|]
— —E=—A—-C
§44 F |
D42t
©
S 40F
o
2(’ 38t
36}

34

0O 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
Balance factor p

(b) BDA J7E - K+ p 1EH

22: BDA 5L

7 BITEFGE: FHEERE

%ﬁﬁ%&%ﬁﬁﬁ&%-ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁéﬁ—WAA%

FREL,

S5, ﬁﬁﬁLWﬁ EBERAE, TR K e A AR
] R S R T A B A T B

FIRFIE, FEIXEE 7 AL

STUAT H b U Bt o A 2 — B0 . PRIt SRTER HAREZ, bl ass

A—>W

WoSD  ASD.

D—A

W — A

Method D—+W Avg

AlexNet (Krizhevsky et al.[[2012) 61.6+05 954403 99.04+0.2  63.84+0.5 51.1+0.6  498+04  70.1
TC an et al.|[2011 61.0£0.0 932400 952400  60.8+0.0 51.6£0.0 509+0.0 688
GFK (Gong et al.| 201 604400  956+00  95.04+00  60.6+0.0 524400 48.14+00 687
DDC zeng et al. |,|201 61.8+04  95.0+0.5 985404 644403 521406 522404 706

1 68.5+0.5  96.040.3 99.0+03  67.0+04  54.0+0.5 53.1+£05 729

73.3+03 96.8+0.2  99.6+0.1 71.0+0.2 505403  51.0+0.1 73.7

73.0£0.5 964403 99.2+0.3 723403 534404 512405 743

749+03 966402 995402  71.8+£02  583+03 550404  76.0

JAN-A (ours) 752404  96.64+02  99.610.1 72.8+0.3 575402  56.3+02 763

Bl 23: ANTF) o3 A B I8 N5 925 R L LA
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XS XT

N 4

K 24: FRFiEBF R E

7.1 BOFHE

TR IX AN L 28 B 1 — N V2 K ERAE 2006 “E1) ECML-PKDD <l b, fE# &
H 7 — AN SCL #1757 (Structural Correspondence Learning) [Blitzer et al., 2006]. X
ANTTER B AR TRATUER, R BIPEASGUBA S ISR o A 7 4 3 26 20 3L B R AE Y 4
Pivot feature. % KiX%E Pivot feature, Ht5emk J iLfe2: > HFIMES .

MEDLINE Only | neuronal || transient |

| receptors || mutation | | lesions | | metastatic/

| transaction | | officials |

WSJ Only

25: B EEF ) Pivot feature 78 2 &

K @ﬂ%%&ﬂﬂ@%? Pivot feature 15 X . Pivot feature $8 12 1E XA 2KHF, FAFE
AN BRI A v AR ]

72 VR
SCL J7 ¥ 2RISRy H & 8L 78 TAE. #&F SCL, WHBL 7y i T1E,

o Joint feature selection and subspace learning [Gu et al., 2011]: FFAEER + T2 [0%
]

o TJM (Transfer Joint Matching) [ILong et al., 2014b|]: TEARAL H b A [F B 34T 2050 A
3 S AR A e 45

o FSSL (Feature Selection and Structure Preservation) [Li et al., 2016]: fFEES + 5
BEAA:

7.3 NG
o RAEIEFRE NI H AR S5 UL 2 MRAE, 75— A
o BH 50T BENIEEATE

o BERMAMHRELR [|All2, SEIRAEILEFE
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8 E=XFE: TZEEFT]

T2 () 2 20 R R SR E AR S S R AR S (S R 2 A A A A . 3R
(- SU SR 1R R W & e il 1 K= B [T & PR S a7 e i w0 R - S N s R0 o/
&, LS TIRM R 3OGIRM F 3 ko N IFRAT A G IX B 7 2 1 R A R g A AR
PEREFERER -

8.1 HEITH4FERSST

GETHRFAE R 55 07 1 DR R ST R AR HEAT AR o0 55 o W55 R s, W LAOM A%
GENLAR 7 2] T IR Ry FEREAT 2

SA J5i% (Subspace Alignment, F%¥[EHX}5%) [Fernando et al., 2013] J&H AR M
B SA TiEEEET R AL M, RN E 8 SEI A 5. SA THELE
PRANT »

F(M) = ||X,M - X[[% (8.1)
AR M
M* = arg ml\}ln(F(M)) (8.2)

A DA B SRAT R A 1) ) P A -

FM) = [|X] XM = X[ X7 = ||IM - XX, ||% (8.3)
SA JPESELfRI L, THEE AR SR, R T A ST AR T
HT SA J5i%E, Sun FEATLE 2015 FHEH T SDA /1% (Subspace Distribution Align-
ment) [Sun and Saenko, 2015]. ZJ7iELE SA BIFEAN F, DI T HESR A0 HE R . @%
B VZJTER R AU . SDA JiiEIR I, BR T AR ARHAERE T 2 4h, N — A
RO HER AR A, SDA FiERRAWE bR R

M = X,TAX/ (8.4)

A HIT SA F1 SDA J5v Rt AT P AT B brdsi i — Y RFIEXT 55, Sun %8 A$&H T CORAL

J77% (CORrelation ALignment), XJPANUREHAT B R-IEXT 5. X C, 1 C; 5l

A AN H PRSI A B 5 Z RS, W) CORAL AikE 3] —A “IHEA e A, 15 REME
FRask P R AIE PR B F /)N

mgn |ATC,A — C,|% (8.5)

CORAL J7¥E IR g R AL AR f 20 H Ak . CORAL J7vEME S I BIHh A &, 32T
DeepCORAL J57% [Sun and Saenko, 2016]. 1E# K CORAL JFE &A1EA— AN HEE M 25 45 5%
BT . EERT DeepCORAL J7 % M 2% 45 #

CORAL #5545 5E SORUESAN H AR I80 —Br S8 vH RRAE R S

1
loorar = Td2||cs - Ct||%‘ (8.6)
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—r)
- Source data ; = T
. _ 1
1
| :
e | Previous Approaches
|
|
ir Our Approach
|
=
Sul o Source Positive
® Source Negative Subspace
w X Target Positive sasses  Source Classifier
Distribution Alignment ® Target Negative = = = Target Classifier

K 26: SDA kKR

fcé fc7

§ [ E cov1
b

classification

loss
A
I
I
Source Data g i
!
e

g CORAL

v loss

cov1

oK
4

Target Data

K 27: Deep-CORAL J5in =K
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8.2 MHF

WML 2T H M 2000 £4E Science EAEFRRLUE, WUy 7 LSR5 > FIEGRE 72 8 e
IR T R BRI AR, DA BB E N — & 4= B R R B, Frbh, BERA
S (A PR GERUE 5 0 R 2 — P LA R (a2 AT RE ARG RE AL IR 1)) o 38
& R ul AL, AR R 46 1) #2200 B A 8o B B I a5 M ek, BRI &
TR B A — N e 8], B e ) e A MRRE . — MREFr4] 72 2
JiE o R BB AR ? FATEUR EAME— s e i) 7 A R G IR, Xeih 1%
HEJRE, anglipi, BB, iES A 7754 Tsomaps locally linear embedding.
laplacian eigenmap %5,

MR R, WA AT AR ? £ 24 R EL (KB, AIfE=4E0g?
HiER F RIS SR B EE B AN R LR, B ER R T R 4T S R AR EL . I
SRERAE =R R iR — k. XM RN T A S 2 RS, A1
Mk, TG, AEZNE, WM& xiE. EREETR, A TS S s,
522 IR B AR X AN L S o FERRATTEAN A1 GFK J5iEr, 2R 7 ax ANl e iR
o e N E g, A B C BRSBTS A B, (HREE = 4Erkik B F,

(=S IP i i

P 28: = 4= [A] i i Z ALK R B R

358 R o ol L1 SR b N <1 S (/< 0 D 6 9 A T i 1 I P e v
TSR JE GG 2 )R PIRHIE R B B S R . fEARZ CRIRIRIEH, Grassmann ¥ G(d)
A RLE IR R IE ) d 4E TS (R ) BAEEREAI TR, AT L B A ) 3
#%o £ Grassmann VB, REAEAS Ao A1 G O I 5 #A E A N BUE R, RIUIAEIT#%
2 2] 1) R AT DR AR i 8 R R AR [Hamm and Lee, 2008]. G, FIA Grassmann
T 0] R R BEAT IR 2 ST 2 FIAT B BUAF A IR 22 J7 V27T DU J5 46 e fiE A 45 B0 T 75 1)
H [Gopalan et al., 2011, Baktashmotlagh et al., 2014].
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IR S 2 Tl BT

TE AR Z (3 F- IR A4 0 1 A8 2 3] J7 i, GFK (Geodesic Flow Kernel) 7772 [Gong et al., 2012
RFCRFEME N —A . GFK /2 7E 2011 4F R FAE ICCV L) SGF 7774 [Gopalan et al., 2011]
RIEHRHKM . FATH AN H SGF Jrik.

SGF kM2 5 h BRI K: ANBEN—ASREBIE R —A 8, TENEXADE—D
—BREFIB—A R W4, WERFATHEPEISFN H ARIRHR 73 5 E SO s 2 R AN £
PEIAR e B B AR AR S R T IER g 2 R, A —F —F A k.

T SGF #ifit 7iXANFh . BREA MM ? JEIEEA B bR i F s 4E s ) (R
Grassmann Wif%) HEFA S, FEIX P S ZERE 25 FHL d AN IE) s, SRS K% B
K. IXAE, YA B AR R T MR AR . BT B ER B E RS A
o, AN RS B T . B RdR SGF iR EE.

K 29: SGF WmEiEB % dknm K

SGF JRiki EZoTikeE T R 1 IX AR i 55 sl AR I S (HR EA TR
WA BURTE L S ? SGF Wikaes HE R, MEWRNSH d £EIEG
), WA AT XA REHE GFK I R% T .

GFK J5iEE e vk SGF YR dnfar i g b A sl i M do Bl $  — Rz 2 )
W75, FIRIBRAR LIRS A iR, JERAS AR R 7. B ATk, AR5, B
SUfER T 88 AN T 447 22 AR, AT ] R 5 456 P R R H A dedt AT 3
#%? GFK i#id 42 Rank of Domain &, JE& MR HARSERUT MRS, RME XA L

Bd& GFK Jrikfn &,
o(0)T
o _ ¢(t)T & H® xzfo (i:o, Z}-Og>
c[)(;L)T ZDO —xtij
1

\N]

K 30: GFK BT ¥ iitnEE

I Ss A1 S, 73 3 R PRI H AR i T il 70 A (PCA) ZJa 72206, M G "L
WA d 4E 72 S . B d 4B R T2 R YR G _ER— Rl
B, EW R RIIEE {®(2) - 0 < ¢ < 1} ATRMEPID 7250 Z (MR B — 2k B8 A . ISR IR
114 S; =®(0), S =&(1), MTFHK—FM ©(0) | & (1) HIIMHbZ R T4 JR a6 HRFAE
AR AT T YE LRI B, e N B R AE IR o X i AT A 12— Al
M@ (0) 2 @ (1) FHEENX “47E” Trik.
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R, A T R E AT DL R R A 2 = © (1) | x. HIFIIEHE 2; F1 z; A
JE N T —AFIERE (positive semidefinite) I 2E 7 2%

1
(@) = [ (@07 %) (@(0)7x)) dt =xI Gx, (8.7)
0
GFK AR RIS ] S E R G CE, RAEIX AR,

8.3 RS /INE

TSR] Y TR AR 0 A & BTVET AN BEAT A &, kS ARG R
i =PRI (S

e DIP (Domain-Invariant Projection) [Baktashmotlagh et al., 2013]: 40 [13E R +
MIEAE

o [Baktashmotlagh et al., 2014): i, ERSFHE FHTHEBER.

B — 2 T/F [Sun and Saenko, 2016] o%, 4% 1% > v 040 20 ) 44 1) 46 5 2 T
I
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9 REIBFEI

WA TR 2 27 ) TR B RAT Ol R 22 (R RIE 70 N DAl IR BE AR 2 I 2 AT 1T 27 2
X EAE G AR BT 7 2] J7 05, IR 2 S HEAR T T EA MRS B2 2808k . IF
H, HT3RES S B ISR HEAT % 2], P AT AR T e G M S a shic
WRIE LRI by a5ie, DASHR T IR A+ 6935555 (End-to-End) & K.

AR, DUE RO PTMZS (Generative Adversarial Nets, GAN) [Goodfellow et al., 2014]
FREER B L aE M 5] TR Z R FH G, BT GAN B& PSRN 28 AWM. Xt
5 ) W2 EUAL GRIRIR AR 2 I 2%, BRORIERTH 722 ST 3R . R, T X0 9 2% 1R # o
2, WR—AITTHEF A

Bl 13 J LA B — Lo AR M T iR AE A R R 4R BRI . AR R &5 SR A TP AR
th, REIE 21777 (BA. DDC. DAN) XfHAR G IR 2% 21 77 (TCA. GFK %%), 12k
fE FRA TR ILE A

70
g 60
= CNN
§ 50
: & TL without DL
E 40 @ TL with DL
= 30 : DL without TL
E ¢ DLID

20 T OGFK

201120122013 2014 2015

K 31: IR SRR 22 S TR A R T

ATy AN AR LIRS - ST AR o e IA RIS — DN FEAR A R A4 4K
B RTIEA? R, BAIN B R RIREMZER TN finetune. HEHE DA
A5 FH IR 1 238 RIR B2 T 7 190 2 3 AT T 2 2 ) FE A B AR 0 T (EARE R, T
RIETEM 2 T W E TARJR AN TS, RAIAS AT RE7E 22 B BT A Sl (K vk . (HA2SEA |,
XTI IR B R[N BRI, 3RO 42 R EE R .

9.1 REMKZHATHME

BE# AlexNet [IKrizhevsky et al., 201j] 7E 2012 %11 ImageNet KFE FHRAEE, RE
5 S AR AENL A 5 ST ORI FRT N H AU % . JRAE IS TIRIF I ZE R, (HR R N 2%
KERGE BT, BRN, S48, SREAL . BT EA RIFEZE R,
1R HARHLE A NP O, e S X 8 2 IR S M RAR P g e N 2 2 T2, A 7 FRA3
1 B — AN ZLR G — R, B A —JFah e R Rek il ) — Sl i M A 2R 0, AR
WAEA K FR; RGeSl B — 2R % METE; 12181, 7T ARG M Xk, B
R R, B R AR
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High-level
Layer 3 linguistic representations

Parts combine
toform objects

N, NUNSSINY =S pass! [
Prior: underlying factors & concepts compactly expressed w/ multiple levels of abstraction

Bl 32: PRIEAPLE L FEATRFAE SR U2 20 SR ] B )

KRIE T —MME A58 ? MEFE RO : i JLZE %% 21 B 28 I RHIE (general
feature)s [ 26 2 X FIINR , Ji5 THT AT 285 B8 fi B T 2 S AL 4545 22 HRFAE (specific feature).
FARH A, ATRAIR G A R BR 7 {45 ANk L 2 528 % 2] 1] general
feature, MFLE)ZGENS 2% ] B specific feature. BHFE—: R B A TEAAF ], dofTik 2z
AR R B AR R ?

XA 0] UK T BRAFEA 22 ) 265 LA IR B IE e 5 ) # A AE AE EEE E

K REZE /R K21 Jason Yosinski 2\ [Yosinski et al., 2014] ZRAGHEAT T VR M
LGN IR TT, B R R RAE 2014 EHLER 5 ) SURT 2 W NIPS EIffig 17 H SkIEHR.
IR — RS S E GRRERA — a0 HE M2 2R iR L
ANRERIE R, R, SCE A TTERER R B TS S R i i i e 56t /e R S0
= #REE, RA LTS A, ReEh Ry TIER

7t ImageNet ] 1000 2K I, {EZH 1000 K0 Hif (A 1 B), &4 500 N5, 4
Ja, A% A F1 B 2T Caffe 4k 17— AlexNet W%, —/~ AlexNet MZ—3AH 8 2,
bR 8 2RI RN L oIz # LS, 1EHAE 1 3] 71X 7 |2 BB 2T finetune 5K
5, RPN,

N7 R finetune ISR, fEESEH T ABIMES: AnB M BnB.

TR A MZMET n 23 B (AnB) vs [i5E B M4 HIHT » 2 (BoB)

B — R A AnB: (BT SCIRHGREN M HE B SRULHD # A M IIET n ZEK
I frozen, FITH 8 —n ZBENHILEI, RIEXT B #4770,

AR, H BuB: IR B MESHIET n EERIFWGE frozen, FITNH 8 —n EHE
MIRIaEAE, SRJEXT B #4740 2%,

SLINLER

s T E (8 B por

EANEW T4 ? AL B KGR BnB Ml BnB+(i/2& BnB AL finetune). X
BuB 1 &, iR B BAHIRET 3 2 B SR nT DL AN 2 RS FE A AT A 2k
BITE AN 5 2, MEKA TR, A2, A2 T8 6 £E 72, MER
SRFTIESCH R T T X A7 SRR s X JFARRE R R RR A 4 55 5 ZokUd,
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u.bb

@ ®
s | ) * e?® z ¢ ¢
5 6 ¢ ° & e ® ¢
9 0.62 e ? 4
%,0.60- °
z a
3 ® 4
® 0.58 ’ :
- |
; &
~ 0.56 O baseB
g @ selffer BnB ®
—
@® selfferBnB*
i € transfer AnB
@ transfer AnB*
0.52— " . ; ; ; i ;
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

K 33: IRFEEMZIERLIREE R 1

SRR Vi, feature BIFHKM specific, FTELRNFE T . ﬁlzﬂ?% 6 % 7 F AN
JEXNAAE T2 2N, BAMEE 8 =, WATEE 75 6 25 7 &, XML REFA 4
We.? FrUAME B A, ASEEAE KT B M2 LT —8!

Xf BnB+ Kiid, 45 RIEA FEREEAA . U] finetune WY S5 R B R IF 2 HEAE
A

PATE FOGE AnB M1 AnB+-. Xt AnB R, HEZH A MARIRET 3 J2iE# 2 B, B
WA SEH25m, H—Xuil, MERE 3 Z23M)LT#2 general feature! )5, F
T 4% 5 ERRE, KBEFGE TR, RAEEN: — &% feature A5 general T 2R,
FITH 6 TR, KBEHILTANRIRTHE SO, XN A? R BRI A
co-adaptation fll feature representation. Ht/2¥, 2H 4 25 5 JEREE TR %, EEZH
T A M B AR ZERHER, T TR 21756 5 7=, BT MWEJLFAER
T, FEARJIRZE, MR feature ZEAE], FTDUKEBE T BEAS G

FH AnB+. MIA T finetune LAjE, AnB+ BRI THA M n JUTFERIER 47, HZ2
tt baseB (BRI B) B LF—E8 1 XU finetune X TR I E £ JE 5 02 gt/ A !

1B LIS R A AR T R ki (K Bd):

£, AnB M BnB AT EE XA, 2ARKS A M B B rnx, HHEFE
— UL AR AT S5 R T2 et A BAM, B BN, TSR SF? N TR
KL, VR oy T — TR, XS A M B BJLFERALSE . fEXA %
THM AnB, SERKMEELLE (0% MM 83T FE (& B)-

B T AH2We? . fEE AT RN, BRERE T E. (B2, /T 3 =)
SRIERTTLIERE ! [FIIS, SEENPIA LI A B EL A, TER 5% 2] (AR B AR v )

g

BARMZIS SO IR — N, (Hadd sSEIR 3 7 LR ULANEE 1R, R PSR
JE5 SIRR BT #% 2 S HA B AR H = i 3 X

o MHZEMLKIET 3 JZIEAHZE general feature, HEATIER ISR S LLRLT,
o REEITBMZAF A fine-tune, MR SIRFFLLEOK, TIRES LU RN R R ILUT
o Fine-tune 7] DA EUH U3 70 AR B4 2 [8] 1) 22 7 4k 5
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0.64

Top-1 accuracy (higher is better)

Relative top-1 accuracy (higher is better)

0.62

0.60

5: Transfer + fin'e-tuning Irﬁproves geﬁeralizatiur'l

3: Fine-tuning recovers co-adapted interactions

2: Performance drops
due to fragile
co-adaptation

4: Performance

drops due to
representation
specificity

2 3 4 5 6 7
Layer n at which network is chopped and retrained

B 34: IRFEMLIT RS SR 45 3 2

0.00+

—0.05¢

-0.10

-0.15

—0.20¢

-0.25¢

O reference
—@— mean AnB, random splits
—@- mean AnB, m/n split \\
¥ random features

2 3 4 5 6 7
Layer n at which network is chopped and retrained

K 35: IRFE MRS S 45 3 3
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KRS A

o REGERE MK Z LRI AL B BOR T 5
o ZERBUIERS T LU R 25 1) 2 ST AL o

9.2 mEEAREIEI: finetune

IRFEMIZ4 I finetune R/ % ] 5 IR BE MM 463 #% 7772 . Finetune, WHIYH. fine-
tuning, REEIFH—NEEMS. B S, finetune HUZEF A A CEINZRLF 1M
%, ErXTH ARAESHE TR, NXANEEBLEE, AT finetune 1L
— .

1. AT LFEEERKINGFRIMLE?

FESERRI R, AT E A —ASHES, s EMLTFR NG — a2 . X
FERJHEAE RO AR RERT . O, FRATIINGEIEA T HE1E TmageNet A4 K, BT LLI
Rz ACRE ) RS TR IR I I 2% . B dnth e 2 IR, RATACKIFAEUIZR, H
R RA T K Z 1 o

WA BTN ? IR ) 5 IRIRATT, R Z AT Calghlr R, e iRl 3 8
CAESS ERpAT,

2. A ALFEZE finetune?

ORI ZREF RS, AIREF A2 24 E A THRATE CES. alaem Al g
P AFRAT G Z AR F— AN 5041 s w28 BE A EL FRATT AR 55 58 2 i) il s W]
REA N IR 28 LA B 2%, FRATTIPAT 55 LA T 5.

=AM TR, AR ATAEN R — DM R — 70 R 2 M 2%, IR AMRASEME
FIRLEAE CIFAR-100 LIZRAFHIFHZ NS . {H2 CIFAR-100 A 100 M350, FATH 7%
2 M. B, R EE XA TE OIS, [EE BRIEME AR R, B2 it =,
DA 25 R BE A AT TR 5 2

K @@%T*’l‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘] finetune A2, MEITHEATATLAFH], AR BN ZRLF 1)
ML AEH 2%, AR B RMCRTTAR ISR, I (B s 2 AR5 v G o FRATTRT LKL G o) 2% F
ITouE, FEEMEE TREISE, REXRATNES, MiREEETE. X, WilZguR
FE RN R, 1 E H SR AT 55 i R IR B A R R e A o

Fixthese layers Train this layer
'®
1 3,08
o Alityiagiiiigalggiie
Illlunlﬂlilﬂg|Euiggilsgaﬂiig TRt
e e LI ‘
oMM R ,

K& 36: — i finetune 7~ &
3. Finetune HI{iEA
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Finetune [LHERIARN, HIE:
o ANTEEEIRTHAT S MSLTF LR UNZRINES, 1548 1 I (8] AR s

o TRUNZRGF BRI W HOR AR KBRS EEAT I, BBy 78 T RATII GRS, 645
LIRS N s A S

« Finetune SZELfE B, MERAIAER SFMESSRIA],

4. Finetune W3 &

FESERR R A, I8 H JLTEE NS B CREHMES DESLFFEN R — A &M 4% . Fine-
tune J&— AR LR

Finetune FF/A 2 XK M A MG IR EER, &SI AR B 5 > WA R IF 1 RL
Ho fltn, finetune XAESEH N TIEIURHIE 7 RSB T TARGF B AR FRATTAT LA FH VR FE I
250 RO EAR HEAT I SR, AR 2 P2 B B = B R RHIE . 285, KX EURREE
FEGNER S I TTERIIN o IXFEIAFAL A2 IR : BRI R T % 209 F THAER I, XAt A3
HRIL R KIS 9 4FIE,

tean, EHESUSEMEET, —ERLL SIFT. SURF & GuefE ki ft), B3 2014 4F,
AT R A SN B3 T DeCAF FHESEEU ¥ [Donahue et al., 2014], BT HIRE G
PHEE WX 28 BEAT RFAE SR EL . SRIR 28 TR B, AXFFESE U7 V0 LA G 1) B RRAE, fEXSFE A
HIOULEIRS . Hoh, WA G SR WS EURETE Dy SVM. 73 2548 ¥4
A [Razavian et al., 2014], WEFRTT 7 EUR > KHREL.

9.3 RENMEEHEN
9.3.1 EAZBK

REEMZE K finetune 7] DL BHIRATTT A VIZRIT 18], $E/22 S AG S . {HI2 finetune A'E
I RA R IR BN ZRE AR IR ERE 7 A AN B B A5 O . T3 — B0 R AE SEBR S o
PEE B . BN finetune P35 AR 15 2 YIN 25 B0 A X E0H i AR [R]85 o A o IXAE
TR IR R AL BRI, FRATTE E G20, B 0TURBE 48 T i H B (1) i 2
B L 3 58 TS 5 SIS

PLERATTZ WA 285 OB 9 A B IE RTINS 25, Y 2 IR FE 2% 21 7714 [Tzeng et al., 2014,
Long et al., 2015a] #H K iH T 8 & & & (Adaptation Layer) K 5¢ BURIAN B Arisk iz i1 5
TR [ 3 BE NS (S AR IR H A el iR R 20 A SN, AT A A5 0 2% PR R BE 4 F-

MR AT ERATAT LIS 5 R B2 X5 (1) B 3 . 3 B 58 B 3 43 (1) A

—EWREE T DL &R, X RGE T RS A SRR AL

TRERMM AR BIE R TTVE (BEREAEN), XPUE TN Rz AR

TR ) 24w i B B (1) 2 IR 40 1) Mo R 2 BRI FE 5 2 T iE#RH T UL I
2k € L7

0= 0.(Dy,ys) + Ma(Ds,, Dy) (9.1)

Hor, ¢ FORME IR AR, 0.(Ds,ys) FomMESIER bRiE R (O 72 lEE) b

R R (X 5@ MR EN A 54 —3K), £a(Ds, D) RnMZ I HIERNK . )5

— A AL BRI AN B A B TR I A . I B3R E 53RATAe R vhHie
o BUEIEAN H bR A 2 R, B ERAERIR . A pg N B AR S 4L

42



KRS 21 i A

FR B MR FEATE VIR I WS IR A UEN] . e BIENZE, SAEEXEEMA
HENEE, faX M3 T finetune.

9.3.2 #lLFEE

AT EAMIBI P 7 2014 SRR RPN T B2 (PRICAT) B4t 7 —/N i DaNN(Domain
Adaptive Neural Network) [fI##1Z %% [Ghifary et al., 2014]. DaNN ({145 5% Fig, &
M EME TS FIEEM KRR (EE R TAEET, EREEEIA T — I
MMD J&RLZ, FRTH VRIS B AR EE RS, R A 28 i 453 2 gt AT 11 25

HiE, HTMEKRE, RIEGEIAR, MICIERA MM domain adaptation [,
BRI, JE2ErI 78 K 2 B R T H AT 78, Wi E M4 SO IR JZ 1 AlexNet
ResNet. VGG % ¥ MMD #oy 2 #% MMD 4.

1. $—1%%: DDC

TR K ZAR FE R BE ) Tzeng 55N Hfzeng et al., 2014]] R E T DDC Ji%
(Deep Domain Confusion) fift{R¥ W 2% 1) H3& B jv] . DDC 34 1 3RAT FiR g ad iy ik
AJHES, FH T 7E ImageNet HURE FIZRIF AlexNet %5 [Krizhevsky et al., 2012] i
1T HIE R 2]

i B2 DDC iR, DDC [ T AlexNet 87 7 2, 7655 8 2 (425851 —
JZ) BN T HIENFEE. HENERITEERA T2 A MMD #ENl. DDC J7i2%
PRI R BRI B R N -

¢ =1(,Ds,ys) + \MMD?*(D,, D,)

classification domain
loss loss
T NN

‘ fc8 } ........... i fc8 .
|
I

fc_adapt |

| fc7 } | — . | fc7

‘ fc6 } e ; [ fc6

‘ convs ) | ————— I [ GOHVS

‘ CQnV1 ) ............... l 00"\!'1

Labeled Images

Il

Unlabeled

il

Images

K 37: DDC Jonm K
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AT LEFTEBEZR? DDC JNERMEE A FE TR, gl 72X, £
AFERZHAT T 208, RA[HREIR, E AT 2N B IE R AT LS B b RO .

XA HSRATRNAARTT G 00, 8H KU, R80T — 2 RIRHE, 7ERHE B | iE
R, IR IE RS 2 ) e ) LA .

2. DAN

K ETEHE R WSS NAE 2015 2R RAENL A5 2 T2 ICML L) DAN J5%
(Deep Adaptation Networks) [Long et al., 2015a] %} DDC JvE#47T 7 LA HBY E. B
Je, HHF DDC HiERMA—NEERZ, DAN FERRIMA T =EAEENE (2285800
ZJ2) IR, DAN Jii3R 1 RALRE /1B AP 2 8% MMD & (MK-MMD) [Gretton et al., 2012]
¥ T DDC L HIE—% MMD. %85, DAN J5i56 2% MMD (S50 5 i\ IR
FEMIZE IR, ASHE 2% AN RIS TR . DAN J7VEfE 2 AMT 4% L#HUAS Tt DDC
AP KR

AT ASEIERE 3 J2? JERM DDC ik HRERL T —)Z, BIFE DAN AT AlexNet
28 EN R G =5 CF 6 55 7 28 8 J2)o WAt 42X =2 ? INAE Jason Y SCE [Yosinski et al., 2014]
HEEUL T, MR AL ITEIX = 2 IR 2Rl task-specific, BT DA HIERLIX =
Z. 2THMNL (bt GoogLeNets VGG) 252X = 25t 75 Bl B &1 S2 56 R #E
M. DAN RG] AlexNet.

MK-MMD I Z#ErREAN

Ké{k_EI&m:mzaw% (9.3)

u=1

DAN Fflitk B ARt BB o ek R BREORT B 3E N O . Bk BREIUX N UF 2L, A
A FETE BN S Tk 2 e LN, Bk B TME A S 2R . o
PR ML IRAT IR MK-MMD R, T2, DAN etk HAsmt 2

Ng lo

: 1 a a
min — 37 J(O(x?). ) + A Y di(DL, D)) (9.4)
@ i=1 1=l

EAX T, 0 RIRWNEZIFIFTEREM bias 28, HKREIWM B Hd 1,0 o
a6 M8, RRMZEIEHRLE M 6 2RI 8 JZ, AT KIAHATIER . x4, n, RSB
AR I AR AR S . J() BUE LT — DR REL,  EBRFE R 2% — AR 2
cross-entropy. DAN [FJRIZ 25 R 00 B s o

fine-
tune

fine-
tune

sSource
ourput

frozen frozen frozen

target
output

(oooi)ooo)
o Yexxxxele
v
OO0+ 00
Y
o YeXXXXeXe
v
OO0+« 00
v
OO¢*+00

inpur convl conv2 conv3 convd

K 38: DAN FiEnrEK
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DAN 1% 2] — 3L RS #4235 © Al MMD [ .

XF O B OB T MK-MMD #R & )35 Glid kernel trick(EEELLRTHY MMD 42
) AT AT LA MK-MMD @ l—HENARBTE SR, Hdl 2 M E AR dE
WM, MERER O(n?), EXMEREZIHIFHEAET 2 K. BAR? fFHEXE
KH T Gretton /£ # [Gretton et al., 2012] $2H X MK-MMD KIJekfdiit: dz(p,q) =
= S (i) B 2 R ATUTEA: 7 L (X5, X5, Xbi 1, Xbi)o 4 kernel 1EFIE] 2,
LR, AEIR gi(2:) = k(x3i1,x5;) + k(xb;_ 1, X5,) — k(x5;_1,xb;) — k(x3;,Xh; 1)

XA R FH AR . R UL, B R T IES R — X BRI IR, PR LA
2. IXFER O] DA [l 2 R FE R E] O(n)! 2T BARMEIL, TTLLEZS%E Gretton HIRIE,
AU T

fEBAREAT SGD K, AT EXN A RS ECRS: X 0 KT . £ multiple-
kernel B, 1E3 2 &%,

2] 8 FERNTHEZA kernel IAE . E>JWIBHE, HFrd: iR kernel 4
Bt MMD BB J7 Z /. e

max d; (D, Dj)o* (95)

XE 0,2 = Elgk(z)] — [E(gx(2)))? RAlTH 7 2. SLBRRAR 1% il &) AR RILZ) pk
— AN TR A R fE,  BARTT LSRR

3. FEIRTIEBGURFES

DDC HIfE#H Tzeng fE 2015 FEH & T DDC Jrik, FE 1 AUSRATE S R L& o7
1% [Tzeng et al., 2015]. 1EF 1 H N4 EFEAT PR 7 (L%

— & domain transfer, Fft & HC /A, Fral 248 IERL marginal distribution, {H/2& %A
ZIEFRMEE . W domain transfer: EEZGIREMEEH loss F, FIN5—1 confusion
loss, 1EN classifier B2 K P domain #4743 losse A loss —1H5, Hi/2 domain
transfer.

T JE task transfer, BEFIA class Z [AIABRLEE, HSURFFEMZ conditional distribu-
tion. KA A AR, BRIH b KAl RRAREE: thin— A1 S5,
PRl CFERFEE: it does not necessarily align the classes in the target with those
in the source. Thus, we also explicity transfer the similarity structure amongst categories.

A FIAR BT RS 22 3] 7k A R &% & domain transfer, @ik A % & 2] £ A 19 64
12 8. WA domain Al task transfer £5A& K, &A@,

EEE ST A target HIEES class B /D& label, N class ¢ label.

YEF P 1 774 M joint CNN architecture for domain and task transfer. fx K
BH A2 AR A2 domain classifier 1 E—4> domain confusion, #i/&i&Elt. (E#&
PRI EE A, KON TR 2 MBS, Frilgt TiEZHII—> soft label loss.
EHEBZTE source M target FEATIEHCAIN 5, HEARE source B 73101 DR IEAT I
# target 1. HEAZM JDA ZAZ,

AHRHE, SCERTEHUEIEIX A loss 4568 — AN H CNN 25 1, X4~ CNN 2&H
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AlexNet 45BN BT loss AT AZRZRS LS FAT:

L(xShyS,mTa yr, eDa 9’)"61)7‘7 GC) :LC(.',US, Ys, T, Yr; 9’)"61)7‘7 GC)

+ /\Lconf(xSa xrr, 0D7 arepr) + vLsoft(ITy yr; erepra 90)
(9.6)

Loss H =02 55800 2 Il 2R loss, XN T-2250 XS i/ ME, B EUEH
BT AR label BEIE vs, ys, v, yr b B8 2 BAA TTEWAMOL A, 32 domain
adaptation, FTUAER T zg, 20 b =80 2EH FIoT#Ek: BHNR soft label 1 loss, R
fEHT target L.

24 S g RV BT . 46 Y AlexdNet fEEITToR, BITTHT I JLIZHE—FE, X 5 HLRAE
2 fe7 ZEHMA T —4 domain classifier, t5l/&31T domain adaptation HJ—/Z; 7E fc8
JETTHE I ZE R loss Al soft label Y loss.

convl e convs fe6 | | fe7 fc8
source data
)
%
B | domain
o ° T o ® " | confusion | o
£ g 2, £ loss 2 lassificat
5] o ] ] fcD g classification
s s G B % & loss
R .| domain
é:”@ | classifier
‘& loss
]
P ;
conv1 .. convs fc6 | [fc7 | @ fc8 |
------ - I .| softmax | _ | softlabel
high tem
labeled target data gh:temp loss

L1 L] Source softlabe\sl

Kl 39: Joint CNN architecture for domain and task transfer i~ = &

Domain confusion HtANH 28, FBA M —LEELin DAN fil JAN —#f, B34 source
F target Y] margina distribution A7k THEI AT,

4/ soft label loss? IXAIE#H I motivation H . MMULEIEE M domain K]
marginal distribution, WMEALREEFH &I . T target A RKEEHIZEA label, B4
JE? FTLARIH source H1H) label 5 8 . HARMIER : FEPIZEXT source HEATIIZRIII A%, 422
source MR —MFEARL T R—NRIMEAIL TR, ARG, X TIERER, BTH 1KMW
MEZ AT LU SR A~ 315 2. a0 S B R R o XA H 152 i3 source H 12515341 %
R, KX target MMM IZI W . b, source H AT bike FAHMAR) class, H 7€ /& motorbike,
MAE truck. XFEA—EKTE .

HREERER, XL IRE ML F conditional distribution adaptation. Kyt %f RN
T3] TR0 proportione RAVEZTEIX LU T4 “soft label loss” X/ NMFWT I 4 F,
LA “task transfer” XFEmAR ERZT. K @% soft label 7R .

4. REBRKETHBEEN

DAN [ WG RZA IR 2017 SENLE 2 I =W ICML B T JAN
J77% (Joint Adaptation Network) [tLong et al., 2017“, TEVR BE W 25 o [F] I g AT BE & 2 AR 1K B
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wﬂmax
o Source | i mgn
CNN temp
%g“\e\,h\)go\'\a( Q\Oﬁ boadd
» Source | hg,,
CNN LY
BD“\ e OhBL 9\09 bo@‘d ‘@ I
Pl

e X 4

oS G 00 oo
. Source m;».
CNN temp

ote o c“a\, 0\ oP ncﬂ‘d

o

K| 40: Softlabel 7~ = Kl

T MNAPUAE 2] o JAN T30 RO 34T B B 7 20HE T 21 76 2800 i B &N, $2
7 JMMD FEft (Joint MMD). [ Il JAN Rz,

()

AlexNet
VGGnet
GooglLeNet
ResNet

IJJ

00000000

41: JAN ik

5. AdaBN
5 EIR TAREFAE CA M2 P IERSE A R, JE5UR% 1) Haoyang Li A&7
ﬂ?j'i[ﬁ‘] Naiyan Wang % A#&H T AdaBN(Adaptive Batch Normalization) [],
WA R ISR AR A& RS, T 58 B -

ConviFG .
1 j\ l{l |
BatchNorm
Activation 2 g

Kl 42: AdaBN FiErEK

AdaBN Xf AT, SEBUM . IF B, ARG AT HEMEHINISE. £V
Z N ITHHE R EAIUS TR R
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9.3.3 I\

B TR M EATIERS 5 2, HAZ O AE T, $R B P 45 5 Bk AT HE N 2, I X s
TN R R 45 K R BRI U T AR A F R T M 2% 38473242 %% ) [Long et al., 2016,
Zhuo et al., 2017, Zhuang et al., 2015, Sun and Saenko, 2016, Wei et al., 2016a, Luo et al., 2017].
FEEIH, JLPHRZHOTEHKH T BRI EM Y, £ rI8E (I AlexNet. In-
ception. GoogLeNet. Resnet 55) AT,

i, el s KR % Carluced 28 ANFE 2017 SE RIS U T 22 ICCV |
et 7T HERE MY HIEMNE (AutoDIAL, Automatic Domaln Alignment Layers) [Carlucci et al., 2017].
SITETT AR ] o N BUA IR FEM 25 o, SEBLE s H GRS 2T, AR EE 45 1T
P AHHE .

F T A M A IS ) YRR, FRATTASH B LR L A AR 4 T A 4, AFEX B2 1 e
i BARERVER LR 7 (B R 4R ZH07 M FE B E M TRA S Hi R E N2 1
FREE T BB R R AT 7T R o

9.4 REITIMEITH

A TP 4% GAN(Generative Adversarial Nets) [Goodfellow et al., 2014] /& H#i A
TR REVHE R K T A IS 2 — . HBaR R S % AW Yann Lecun PP AE R i
A NFRE Ik o R SR T SR X BT 2%, RN 14 THER R RE A B o AN IR
JEERT B0 28 FH - g R A% 2 >3 1) iy T ) A R8s DL S ARR AT FT R

9.4.1 HAKBK

GAN Z 2| HiEZRR I = NFAIHZE (two-player game) BARR G R MHEH . & —3HE
FEPIA IR e — 80 NAEMZE (Generative Network), B4 91 57 A48 iR AT RE L PAEGEL B
HIFEAS, X 0B N £ 5 (Generator); 73— B2 AAIHIM LS (Discriminative Network),
IR 73 A7 Tt PR AR J2 FLSE I, 30 A2 F AR B AR ), 3K 3840 9 A ) 31 8- (Discriminator)
A A A ) S I EAR TS, e TR 2R

GAN ) AR : RN . X585 I K AR A VR N 28T, H
TAELRE 2, RIRMAFAE — DRSO, —A HAnSts, B, AT LU LA e A i
HRE, T E R H AU R B BRI ATER AR . BB, A REs
TRAER AR, AFABCHFEAR, TP E 7 RESRBUC DIRe: AW ) USSR 1 RFAE,
{575 4001 88 TEIERT PRASSTRFEAT 73 3 o IXFE, JFR I AR B 1 T AR RIS IS (Feature
Extractor).

W Gy RFERFHERIES, H Gy RERHF

TE & B T RE IR AU B i AR, VR BERT 70 0 2% W] ARRAR i divis B T i #% 2 2] i) i e

VR X 286 [T RLIT % 7 VR ABL, IR FEE T 70 00 288 FR) 453 2t EH I 30 20 R i TP 8% 11 2 ) 45
5l PG €y

= gc(DmYS) + )\Ed(,sttpt) (97)

9.4.2 LA

1. DANN
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Yaroslav Ganin 55 A\ [Ganin et al., 2016] & 56ERZ RIZ% BJUIZR RN 15 FidL ], 1k
FRABATI N 257K 2 I DANN(Domain-Adversarial Neural Network). 7EMHBFFEH, B2
O EbRAE: £ R A HAER T REH B X 5 B AR GG 4 A, B B A% A3 F) A 35 T ok 3 7 AN AR I,
89 £ FAT AR . ZTTIE BB TR R BB RO

n N
1 1 i
£y = max - E Ly(W,b,u,z)— = g L,(W,b,u,z) (9.8)

=1 i=n+1

Hrb iy L4 Fom N

La(Ga(G(x0), ) = dilog +(1-dy) (9.9)

S log L+
(G (x1) & GGy (%))

2. DSN

KH Google Brain ] Bousmalis ¢ Nl #2H DSN f%% (Domain Separation Net-
works) [Bousmalis et al., 2016] X} DANN BT 7§ €. DSN 1Ay, VAN H AR AR f vy &
IR AFEE TR IRy o AFLE AT LU 2] A FEHIRAE, LA B2 FIR OR 5 %A itk
MSLIREE . DSN ik — 5 045 2R BAOHEAT 1€ X

= gtask + aérecon + /Bgdifference + 7€similarity (910)
B 25 U B H RN IR Lrqan Fh, HABBURIE LUIF

o lroon: BRI, FIRELA A IIAR 2 5] B AT (F
o Laifperencet AFCHA R A 175 R4
o Coimitarivy VISR B BRI SEH0 5 A A TE 52 56

i jd DSN iR,

Private Target Encoder Ef)(x‘) 4W P
¢ _’@_'@_' ! Shared_Decoder: D(E.(x) + Ey(x))
X ________ 1
— v
< 4 st |-
T —| I~ & - (Lrecon ]
< Shared Encoder Ec(x) _\ A :

x ~@——@_.hz::::::::: -
T ﬂ“

L (| — P —
x° @ I !
A4 .
Classifier G(E.(x
p . ¢ .
A

*)
Private Source Encoder E (x°) o
P Jy
| nincERE"™
<965
4

_3-F-[=] ==

K 43: DSN Jior=E

DDC JiEEE IR AR SR 312 () Tzeng S NAE 2017 R LT 1HE AR 5 T
Zoxil CVPR LR ESEE T ADDA J77% (Adversarial Discriminative Domain Adapta-
tion) [Tzeng et al., 2017]. ADDA & — Nl FIHIHELE, BULA KR 2 77 5#n] 1 B 1F &2 ADDA
FIFREB . LIEAZ I8 K22 RIS & 1T Wasserstein GAN EATiE# % 2] [Shen et al., 201§],
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Liu 28 A& 7 Coupled GAN HFiE# %2 [lLiu and Tuzel, 201d]o XL TAREH KA 4%
HE 2 H SR AT .

3. SAN

THEERZRIEEAIBN 2018 R BT ENA T2 CVPR ERSCERE T4
EPEVEIZFE N2 (Partial Transfer Learning). fEZE A, £ REIENAR, @HERINTSH KE
VR o X e YIS L H PRI, 0 FIEEE R FEE . T InageNet
SR B 3 2528, IR E X LT AN RAIEAT I 7028 FRATSERm FH B, B ARIgE R
S F A I8 200 . IXFE A R — AN I R AR TR R R AR I R I, X
TS R A TR 52

TP V0038 W R A AR Y. DRI, AR SRAH NI R 2 2 T iR RR e T B AR, i
FEABALIEIIAE A (FR00)), [FIm o B e 00T R . (H2 B ARl & £ R A bR r), AxiE
FOYPR IR AR BRASEA BE AL . VE 3 8 XA A A partial transfer learning. X~ partial,
s HOT AR IR 40 A0 H AR IS D A A . & @@%T%ﬁﬁ‘ﬂ:%?ﬂ 1) AR

TEZE SR 7 — AU Selective Adversarial Networks (SAN) [bao et al., 2017“ {OpIRFS
KALFE partial transfer /)@, 7 partial FEH, AEGERIHUNZEA TG . B LA 20
BEAT — B0, (EARERENSEH] T partial /8.

KA AN ST H ARSI AR 2, AR A0 703 S0 21 R 2 VR R S8 22 H AR IR S T IE
FIRXAHE, AEF X B RS R A, BRI T |C| A GES
—NT AR EPER Sk NSEBEAT A AEFE WS T IXRER S S TR
Moxg R, 7 RARITINGE R g, HIR0 TR LA ERE — M Eom. Hik, e
TR, T AR MEAR TR R R . XA e R 2 . BT DA
FE T — RSB R 5 45 -

|Cs|
Li=— 5 S GIAGHG, (%)), d) (9.11)

ng +n
s T x; €Dy +Dy

EHIA AT RERIFHAE partial transfer 135N, @RIGER . ZMLAGERHEAZ
(1, AR T A dUR AT e EA AR A S 5iTH . BRILZ AL, (EEIEN A T — D20l
MIZIH, T ARG et e A e H AR IR LSS A S 5iTM . T2, #—0h, T F
T I 20K

ICs |

1 1 R
L= ns+n Z z (ni Z 97) La(Gy(Gr(xi)), dy) (9.12)
s T =1 x,€D 4Dy ! x,€D;
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E XA 2T PR T BT AR R A TR . Oy TR BRIX AN, R X
£ H bR En 1 — e i/

B=—1 Y HG,(Gx) (9.13)

Uz
%, €Dy

9.4.3 IN\E5

5 FH OGS 000 28 HEATXE A% 27 ST I AR R OB TR o SRAT T AE XA U 2 A TR B 2
M TAER R
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10 LEFsLix

PA_EXTIERS 27 S H A TE I G50 R R AT B AR SR B Bee X T2 R U, AR
FERILAFEFIR, WEERE, FEALRP RIS ATEEH AP E R
—AMER ] LTINS A TEREE, ERGER MRS . A
#7y, ATLAL RS 2 2] h AT IR 2 ORI X R, AEIAT I Office+Caltech10 %t
Ptk E5E R

EMETNE L EARE: HANARREER . IREMZE finetune. TREEMIZE HiE N
CABIRFEER TUM 28 HIERS « 2RI H R IRE 51 &, FBIIAE DA BT M% Eof
BRI R FE 25 ) finetune. IRFEMIEE EIERL . LRI BTN 2 TR 20, B EATA
FERURIX A, R A AR TR e . Foth =5 1 ik 73 591 72 -

o WRFEMZE[Y finetune: PRFEEILHFE % JIHAEIIZR (Python+Tensorflow). f#f] PyTorch
HEAT finetune

o REEMZIIEER: DSN J5ik
o REXHIMZEIER: ADDA J5i% (Tensorflow)Ph ZDANN J5¥% (Tensorflow)

TEARZ WARIR BT 21 T, AL R F T ICCV-13 1] JDA(Joint Adaptation
Network) [Long et al., 2013] J7Vk#AT L. SEEe-F- & N IEHLE B Matlab #4f.

1. #iEIRE

T BRATE MR AEER B 7575, BRI, 38 SURF RFIESCHAE N FE RN . SURF H#iE
SCPERT A% 1 B 3. FE SISO R B A 4 A mat SO Caltech.mat, amazon.mat,
webcam.mat, dslr.mat. EATETIRIL 4 ANASERISTUR. 2 B —4H, g — T
MRS . AR SRS AN fts N 800 4EMIRFAE, labels XS N IARE. 7EN
A, BATEREH Caltech.mat {ERYREIR, H amazon.mat 1E N HArk. Office+Caltech10
BRI AT AT L3455 4050

FATTRH A HEAT I BT T B )3 — Ak, Wi m RIBHRAAAN X, Y, X, Y XU &
W IR DU AR B A3 0 LRSS P RFE A R . LA H AR R bR . ARBS TR

load (’Caltech .mat’); % source domain
fts = fts ./ repmat(sum(fts,2),1,size(fts,2));

3| Xs = zscore(fts,1); clear fts
Ys = labels; clear labels
load ( ’amazon.mat’) ; % target domain

7| fts = fts ./ repmat(sum(fts ,2),1,size(fts,2));

Xt = zscore(fts,1); clear fts
Yt = labels; clear labels

Matlab JH#EE

2. BUERK
JDA FEATIAG I A MGFAT AT B IE R B BB, JDA e HR AR H AR A2 -

C
(XZ M. X" + AI) A =XHX'A® (10.1)

c=0

2https://pan.baidu.com/s/1bpdg7Av
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R FRE T LLE Matlab HAH7HY eigs() BEEIERM. A U IATE R M2 e

FEFE. N HEAIF S N EIHRAE X
X FHERT AR 3 (R Bl i it A
o C: BN ARAMEIESETS, C =10

I AR

o X CHESHL BESH

o H: FLOHERE, EIETES N

o O PMHIHET, AHHEZ, SKREEHAZ

3. WENK
BA11Z% IDA FFHRAD, BELHA B H E BIJ8 S .

M,: MMD %[5, 24 ¢ =0 B u4 MMD 5EFE; 24 ¢ > 1 XRS50 5 R

1| function [acc,acc_ite ,A] = MyJDA(X_ src,Y_src,X tar,Y tar,options)
% This is the implementation of Joint Distribution Adaptation.
3| % Reference: Mingsheng Long et al. Transfer feature learning with joint distribution
adaptation. ICCV 2013.
5% Inputs:
Y% X__src : source feature matrix, ns * n_ feature
7| %% Y _src : source label vector, ns * 1
9% X_tar : target feature matrix, nt * n_ feature
9| %% Y _tar : target label vector, nt * 1
Y%% options : option struct
11| W% lambda : regularization parameter
WIS dim : dimension after adaptation, dim <= n_ feature
13| W% kernel _tpye kernel name, choose from ’primal’ | ’linear’ | ’rbf’
YIS0 gamma : bandwidth for rbf kernel, can be missed for other kernels
15| 99755 T : n_iterations, T >= 1. T <= 10 is suffice
17| % Outputs:
Y% acc : final accuracy using knn, float
19| %% acc__ite : list of all accuracies during iterations
%0 A : final adaptation matrix, (ns + nt) * (ns + nt)
21
23
%% Set options
25| lambda = options.lambda;
dim = options.dim;
27| kernel_type = options.kernel type;
gamma = options.gamma;
20| T = options.T;
31| acc_ite = [];
Y _tar_pseudo = [];
33| %% Iteration
for i=1:T
35| [Z2,A] = JDA_core(X_src,Y_ src,X_ tar,Y_ tar pseudo,options);
Y%mnormalization for better classification performance
37| Z = Z*diag (sparse(1l./sqrt(sum(Z.72))));
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Zs = Z(:,1:size (X _src,1));
Zt = Z(:,size (X _src,1)+1:end);

knn_model = fitcknn (Zs’,Y_src, ’NumNeighbors’,1);
Y_tar_pseudo = knn_model. predict (Zt’) ;

acc = length (find (Y_tar pseudo—=Y_ tar))/length(Y_tar);
fprintf ("JDANN=%0.4f\n",acc) ;

acc_ite = [acc_ite;acc];

end
end

function [Z,A] = JDA_core(X_src,Y_ src,X tar,Y tar pseudo,options)
9% Set options

lambda = options.lambda; %% lambda for the regularization

dim = options.dim; %% dim is the dimension after adaptation, dim <=m
kernel__type = options.kernel_type; %% kernel type is the kernel name, primal|linear|rbf
gamma = options.gamma; 9% gamma is the bandwidth of rbf kernel

%% Construct MVD matrix
X = [X_src’,X_tar’];

X = X*diag(sparse(1./sqrt (sum(X.72))));
[m,n] = size(X);

ns = size (X _src,1);

nt = size (X_tar,1);

e = [1/ns*ones(ns,1);—1/nt*ones(nt,1)];

C = length (unique(Y_src));

99% MO

7IM=¢e * e * C; %multiply C for better normalization

9% Mc

N = 0;

if ~isempty (Y _tar_pseudo) && length (Y_tar pseudo)=—nt
for ¢ = reshape(unique(Y_src),1,C)

e = zeros(n,1);
e(Y_sre—c) =1 / length(find(Y_src—=c));
e(ns+find (Y_tar_pseudo—c)) = —1 / length(find (Y_tar_pseudo—c));

e(isinf(e)) = 0;
N =N + e*e’;
end

end

M=M+ N;
M=M / norm(M, ’fro’);

%% Centering matrix H

H = eye(n) — 1/n * ones(n,n);

7| %% Calculation

if strcmp(kernel type, ’'primal’)

[A,~] = eigs (X*M*X’'+lambda*eye (m) ,X*H*X’ ,dim, 'SM’) ;
7 = AX;

else

K = kernel jda(kernel type,X,[],gamma) ;

[A,~] = eigs (K¥M*K'+lambda*eye (n) ,K¥H*K’ ,dim, 'SM’) ;
7 = AFK;

end
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97| end

99| % With Fast Computation of the RBF kernel matrix
% To speed up the computation, we exploit a decomposition of the Euclidean distance (norm)

101| %

% Inputs:
103| % ker: ’linear ’, ’rbf’, ’sam’
% X: data matrix (features * samples)
105 | % gamma: bandwidth of the RBF/SAM kernel
% Output:
107 % K: kernel matrix
%
109| % Gustavo Camps—Valls
% 2006(c)
111|% Jordi (jordiQuv.es), 2007
% 2007—11: if /then —> switch, and fixed RBF kernel
113| % Modified by Mingsheng Long
% 2013(c)
115|% Mingsheng Long (longmingsheng@gmail.com), 2013

117| function K = kernel jda(ker,X,X2,gamma)

119 switch ker

case ’'linear’

if isempty (X2)
123 K = X7*Xj

else

125| K = X"*X2;

end

127

case ’'rbf’

nlsq = sum(X.”72,1);
131| nl = size(X,2);

if isempty (X2)

D = (ones(nl,1)*nlsq)’ + ones(nl,1)*nlsq —2*X’*X;
135| else

n2sq = sum(X2.72,1);

137| n2 = size (X2,2);

D = (ones(n2,1)*nlsq)’ + ones(nl,1l)*n2sq —2*X’*X2;

139| end

@

K = exp(—gamma*D) ;

141
case ’sam’
143
if isempty (X2)
145| D = X"*X;
else
147D = X *¥X2;
end

149| K = exp(—gamma*acos (D)."2);

151 otherwise
error ([ 'Unsupported kernel ’ ker])
153| end

end
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JDA J7#) Matlab 523
HATH JDA Tkt ek ¥ MyJDA. ¥ 5 MaASEL:
o Xt BHRIRHE, KK ng xm
o Yoo BIIRRE, KA ng x 1
o Xt HFRBIHFAE, KNH ne xm
o Yo BARIIAREE, KK 0 x 1
o options: ZHELEMIME, BAE:
— X “FHEISH, ATLLE B
— T HFIEARREL
— dim: FERZEPRSEARS B 2 b4
— kerneltype: JEFFMIZIAL, FLUES RBF. 2. 80
— vy WRIESE RBF #%, A ERIEN v
ERAGRE nf R R P
o acc: HILIKERE
o acCier: FERFUCERINERE, 2—A— 4%
o A BB

4. MREE
FAE 4 A xS JDA SEHEAT I

options.T = 10; % #iterations , default=10
options.gamma = 2; % the parameter for kernel
3| options.kernel type = ’linear’;

options.lambda = 1.0;

5| options.dim = 20;

[Acc, Acc_iter ,A] = MyJDA(Xs,Ys,Xt,Yt,options);

7| disp (Acc);
SR IRT
Iteration 1] :BDAHNN=0.4499

Iteration 2] :BDAHNN=0.4342
3] :BDAHNN=0.4395
4] :BDANN=0.4363
5] :BDAHNN=0.4395
6] :BDAHNN=0.4468
7] :BDAINN=0.4457
8] :BDANN=0.4489
9] :BDAHNN=0.4509

10]:BDANN=0.4551

Iteration
Iteration
Iteration
Iteration
Iteration
Iteration
Iteration

[
[
[
[
[
[
[
[
[
[

Iteration
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5. N

LA R, A Matlab fXE9%F JDA JEH A7 7 S20s, ST TR
(155, BARMIAERREE B2 5107k, T B L. (AR, Y2 ol
FABAAT T BT AR, DU R AT AT . % T LA Github Bst
SR I SRR Y % 7R AR

Shttps://github.com/jindongwang/transferlearning/tree/master/code
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11 EBZFESIEIE

MBAT LR AR 2 FER 5 2 7R, S EER (Domain Adaptation) 1EiE
F¥op SR E R, EILFROABIG T KERFT TR H, TR —/MEER
I, AT IRA KB AR il RO AR L ff ok

AT IRA IR EA G — LT A% 2 ) GURECHT BT SR - IR L, B rh 8T8, RETR 2
AR AT BE R FETT 17 o

11.1 HESEES ARRWNESITH

HLas 2% 2 H H B2 iEHLE AR 2 BB A i, NI AT AR S NRIAT . IXFER
K, R “eE3)” RBATHEWE . RATEAEPRYLES 7R/, PR Z TS24
WO N1, FE IR ANECE 5L RE 56 BT A I4ES5 . Google Deepmind 22 &) 587 A AT
AlphaZero [Silver et al., 2017] FUSEI T XA R : HE 2 2 TR T ARME IR, AE
T FRBAMR IR, RATRALBABRE R BN IRRRE, 7 NA bk
AN

SR, AERARTER, PLEB5E e AR T NI, Wl ZUA) H BRI ] At 5HAR
fro B ANBVFIRA TR EREIEBE S . A, MPLENLSE T, Rl I Hl
aRERET, IMANKIZR:, FTRORHE B IR m BRI oK, X S AR IA = AR WA 2

Sk B TEAR A HIBE AN 2017 SRR RAEN TR BETH 21 AAAT BT TR
RSB T IX — 3% [Stewart and Ermon, 2017]. #FF N B$EH T —MIE T AN TARE R
LWL, RAUEE AT 20 AT TN o AEAZ R T, B TEN D3R i FH e 22 X 2% F0 973 L £
PR B R BIE . A ARG A I 25 75 BEREARTE, 207 A e AME N i B
R, B NERHRIR T2 R 2%

PATAHTE, i I YRAEATE I G dodh K BB BT 23 . XA 7T ST R
ARz THENIN T IX — rOEA R . B, EMZE T, RN A A — FE AR (5
AR, WO E Bt 2% B I 2. JE B, SR IS HE S Al ORI A B S A O RAOR

IATI AR AL A e 5 NRARLG S5 SRR AT 7 2 BAZ A AR KR K RTT 2 —. ]
RrX 5 A 5 2 W TR K3k .

11.2 FERTHBFES]

B S A% 2 R B AN ST A AU o IR D AT IE A B ORIIE . (HA2, RAanFRA
R ST A B AN AEAR LI, B AR AR /DS, IR IHE VRS 5 I T #% . TR 2
AL 7 IR T P iR g e B S

AT b S U AR AR AE T Tk, FLSEA S FH A — E K R . R EE L
TR AN, EATT AT DA o ] ST R R . AR — A AR AR . 4,
QU A A8 B R HF, B A, =& R B E R — AR C, S
C 5 A M B #A —@BIARBIE? XFE, FRERA G BN SR A TR R B, WA
CLla, strbe A B3 C, MM C TR E B, XFRfe#ils s>,

FERHL R PR BER I BIA RS AE 2015 FHHEZH T W KDD B3R X —#
: Transitive transfer learning [Tan et al., 2015]. Bfif5, 1E& AT 7TE—PHyE, ¥
SRR, §RBIZ AR . X R TSN SR 5858 2 A AL P A 800,
AN R E AT (B AF A A TR 5 1K WA SR AL, I m] DARA e — S AR AU B 2%, SR
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IR S 2 Tl BT

AT AT RE RIS . VRS T UK IE R % 2] (Distant Domain Transfer Learn-
ing) [ian et al. 201%] BRI A M 28 i i 11X —[n)

PR U 27 2 v, AEE M T B RERIEART &5 NNFIRSLs: AR Il ghhr
oy 2, TR WHLEIER . BFFEN SR T AR WL ) i) — &R 510285, #iltn k4.
Skt KAE. Gl T HEAE. fEsLiGrh, FEE Sk BEA U S TIER . 451K, 12
WILRIERE P B, FORIEFRN R 2 2 SR SURBON LR S0 BEE TR BT, FikaBiok
AR [F) T 5% 5 B AR AR S0 . X R A AT AR . A XS H skt 3
BH, Xz S R A 2 ) B BRI G SR A8 RS FE S A AR AR 7. @@%%T%ﬂiﬂﬁ

B,
' ‘ SO }
?@f—_>ﬂ >{%’._—> % w0 @ 3ug 10 20 30

Number of Iteratio Number of Iteration

t e Los:

2

Number of Da
Ob]

Number of Dal
t e Lo

. Number of posmve .
Source Domain some selected intermediate images Target Domain i diat Objective loss

it A% 52 > H AT FE RIS+ 0 Fii b o BRATIAFIZX — U B 2 4 R I

11.3 ARETIFHE

PAVERATIERS 2 2N, AT A RIE B2k £ E AR . W A A A I
SRR E B 77 . XA AR ToBE IR IR, T B i T A E . A MITRE Y )
JiiF, FEARERRIXFE . FATEE R —ANHT W8S, AR R IT R 5 21 FIE R B A AP AR 2
M) 2 i R kil NS n] DU CLET I3 2 2T e R4, BRRIRITC &S5 T
RZ AT 2], ATREA GELEAL# AT LAFRATIX £e S ik B AR ? XA 3K
MINEINFEI: AT REERE R — R R, AT K TT AR e 2

[FIFE I oK H B H R K 2 SRR I AR T 46 13X — J7 T A 78 AR . Al i T3 H —Fob
%21{% (L2T, Learning to Transfer) fJHESE [Wei et al. 201%] AT e A . LA
A BEAEHBRNE . J7ES AT N CA RIER A SI TN B Es R b 2 S R i &
5, %FETELEE%—J?UE@QX%rﬁﬁiﬂ%‘ﬁiﬁE’Jéﬁ?ﬁ

HORERTY ) Bhn. BRUAHT BT 5 ) 7B AR, DAAE I 7 V280 2 2 25 2] iy
GF TR B, TN ) R H bR B 7R T Reth RG22 Ak e /. R, %) H
Prrg: LAERIRLE ! X, SRk . XM IRNTANSEINFIR] o AT FRCHR & R0l i
Z, EPMNBIEE (428, BRIETER) 5 Jon Snow BRAL, BIAMEATAHAKNE). H
I, XA H bR B AT e 2 M DU BT R iR 22 2] 256, A8 2 06T i SR 1 i
HA BRIz AR

IBAAT 2 R LA GG 2502 IXAMESCH MY transfer learning experience. E#HIXFEE X :
Ee = (8.,T.,ac,lc). Hrb, Se, T, 73 A2 UEEA Hbrik, XARATERIE . 0 Fom—IT

eI, BRANEIEAN TR e, RRERE e MEE, SN, E#H 7TXMEE,
EXAIE BN T R MR RCR, AR e
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B, H AR A B, AL T, RS T IR S,
BRI T IRAT S AR 23T XART, BUHGER | SRR S R B
R R NGRSO RN B, BEWHA:, RS T 2000 2 FAHEHICT A 2
STl E R TR BT AIE 71X 2000 ZRBHERIE S HATIE ! KR KA BRATA
AR BRI A, WRIRHB S HA, RE WS . 25 Ek bl

JET IR TR, 2 At STXASE R R, (A8 SRR DU O 200, 135 — M
EBHANE W. 2515 TR LUR, F— 50 ARt B0 2 51 BIR0 AR 76 5 T
HORIHR . TR BT R AR AT R 7 A1 A Rl TR T R ST S R0X A W, (H
BB T, /NS U I FUR O H A 28 0 2 ST BB, o7 (0 R T AR AT, A
BB, Bah? BIATERHE!

B L, B R MR, BRAT AN B R TS e It
BRAS T, MR B . T4, WTER? EE (X TR F I, BT RO RE R
R REAEHT O HOR R R FOTRA . XA, BATRO R 52 T

& i T R TR 2 ST R

(1) Previous transfer learning experiences (2) Learn transfer learning skills
e SRR Transfer Performance i
e Source T‘;E“ algorithm improvement 5 / i, / f
S Ul aW)[h v ,

« (, T)

e e Transfer Performance *
en ?S“Hce algorithm improvement 3) W =
el On, Ne | |an,(Wn,) Ui argmax f(S,7, W)
— = . )
Source || Target
S N+l TN et

(3) Optimize what and how to transfer for a
future pair of source and target domains

<SN(,+1 ’TNE+1>

K 46: &R ER

AT RSN B S (0 AR B s A W et . X ER 2> BRI T A MR

4.

11.4 HEZHIHFS

FRATVER SN AE TS 27 > W] LA R Ad R SR B IR SR AR IR ), AR 22088 2 21 7R3k 15 T
KRMBER . 2508 — A2 2] H bR, JRATAT LA O AnbR 28 s s k4 x4~ H
PRt B fy i — A 3 2K A% . (BRIX LT VERAFAER KRB — N e 13 R A 405 5
(offline) FEATHI. HARBELTTN? ALY, —IFAR, ISR H b A 45 R, K
ITEEMETH, XN EEREE R 7. We are done.

R LS B FAEAE A XA BERATAT 2 — Al R TE AN BTIE R . k2, 3R
T—JF R Hm i, vF RIS E, HARSEE & — i — n Red k. IR PTE R “ /2
LM 217 RGBT “1E4L 217 IR, (R SR 2T b — D E T
FME

WH ARG, ELITR Y 07 i) TAERUD . BB — R AE ST # 5 2] 1 AR Bog i
BURZE) Steven Hoi ARAE 2010 SEMIHLER 2 T2 ICML b {EERH T OTL 1E
42 [Zhao and Hoi, 2010], 7 BAXS FIFIAI SR EOR (RAFHIATIE RS 2 .

WAER, WHRERE T —SAELOT B IR R . Hh S 7E 2 AN IR H bR
L OTL [|W'u et al., 2017|, |Yan et al., 2017|], TELRFFIE IR FRIT 78 A2 [|W'ang et al., 2014|7
hhang et al., 2017b|], TELFEARLLRITH [bao et al., 201ﬂ7 IPatil and Phursule, 2013h N
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FEHE, Jaini et al., 2016] $&H T H T 785 S /R4 1) HMM 1T #5228, I
B TAT G BERR IS, DARCRRIRE AT X — A AR R LA .

RESRE, BRTTELELIERS 2 ) J I I TARE SRR, REZASRIE K. 7E0] LT
AR, AR5 2 I Fi 3 v] DA SR — U B 7E o AR FEMI 2% . Wi ) 855 NTE
RITFE ), AF IR — U ) K Rk R T

11.5 E#REHFES]

Google A F] ] AlphaGo FRIIERFLTT I BOh k32 52 X — RIEBF K Tl #. H
TR 28 Y 28 SR AT Ak 5 ] R BT SR MR T IE R 2 — o ANFETAE G PINLEE 5 2
T B R B MIR A 0] DN SR IR, sfb 2% SR R 2 R A AR 12 52 ) I 7 . R
() Bt R A R E T SRR IR AR D

TR EE SR AL 2 2] [F) B T I A B R kR A 2 W 8dE . fEXAJ7 1w, 1T
2 2] H AT DR Al s B Zhar p iR S Bl k. R TR 2] A N T om ik s
>] [Taylor and Stone, 2009], {HJ& & K 2 M IRILIR K . 522 I 7E H A E B HLEs A
PRAT TR S AU OE KA SR B E R . FRATIARE R SR A T 2 I 78 R T DA .

11.6 EBF I EREM

TRPE % ST BUAR A 22 R PE BSCR BRI, ST I P P A AN s A R 22 — kAR 31
BRSNS A" BE T B, vk R A W R, FFER, £
A XA W, B GYEARR, EATERE R R ARG ERER . Stk
[ (AR ALLPE A T G (R AR B8 AN SR Y — M VR4 A S 58 . A48T A AT
BB HEAML, MG C BOAML? BT R RS HAELEM B, 2R ER IR .

FAb, IR S EIEMARE S AT AR VRS I . A BRI R E SR T — MR
OMES o AHRAEE SRR, AR I TIER 1, X — s A FEE D R se e A i
BoUF. s, WORFIE R JE RS0 7oA 1 R R A8 B bR N TR REBC A 2 TICAT 2017 L1
FORRA BT B RFE 2 WA 1 [Liu et al., 2017,

FIRFEM 28 R MMOT R 5 2], Kl R FAE A R R . B, Google Brain K713
TR T #2107 BREER D% B, o o2 26 1 AT R AT T AT MBI

“https://github.com/tensorflow/lucid
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12 24518

T WHRAE TR 2 ST ORI B T 200 R 26 . 1B WM 20 T RS2 = AR & L 3T
B2 ST TN . BSOS R A v . AR T LR IR 2 20 I ik MO A
R R, TSI A DU B AT TR B R 2 51 ik,
ZHh, TG A A (AL N R IE RS ST AT T R, PR T —
G B2 STATUS I 3 P2 ST U, DA M B R 8 O T2 5T
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13 MR

13.1 ERFIHEEETFISINL
TR SIBR R — AN TE) R R S0 . B0 J LA, ETRZ TR & E, Bk %
(ITF 58 TP 08 R RS0 2, AR A 2 ST 71, T IT #0525 ST 1 7 R AT
TEICHL, FRATAFERS 2 STAR 2 (0 [ B AR 2 i — NG, DL BRI SR A& 1k
o KIS AT LAZE R [k s

R 4: IR S ST IR BT AN 253

ESECE 2 Kz
BRI T
1 JMLR Journal of Machine Learning Research HLEs %>
2 MLJ Machine Learning Journal Hlgs %]
3 ALJ Artificial Intelligence Journal NTLERe
4 TKDE IEEE Transactions on Knowledge and Data Engineering BRIz
5 TIST ACM Transactions on Intelligent Science and Technology LAEIEE ]
6 PAMI IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence THE N B
7 LJCV International Journal of Computer Vision TR
8 TIP IEEE Transactions on Image Processing THENUAL B
9 PR Pattern Recognition RS
10 PRL Pattern Recognition Letters IR 5
H prax iy
1 ICML International Conference on Machine Learning HLEs22 2]
2 NIPS Annual Conference on Neural Information Processing System HlasE2]
3 IJCAI International Joint Conference on Artificial Intelligence NTHRe
4 AAAT AAAT conference on Artificial Intelligence NI %R
. KDD ACM SIGKDD MR
Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining
6 ICDM IEEE International Conference on Data Mining LA EI Rk
7 CVPR IEEE Conference on Comp.utcer Vision and L
Pattern Recognition
ICCV IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision THE N B
ECCV European Conference on Computer Vision THENU B
10 | WWW International World Wide Web Conferences A HEKM
11 | CIKM | International Conference on Information and Knowledge Management AR T

13.2 EBFEIMRFE

KRG T — LI A% 2 S USR8 DA AT e BRI 1 A, DAt ar =2,

— AR TARHR R HARAT— 1, B E ORI AR, B3R, KBRS
B HEXRE R RS ERDGE, KBS AT SR 4 ) TAE . AR TR T
Github B, &— P EH, Minih !

R AR

1. Qiang Yang @ HKUST

Shttps://github.com/jindongwang/transferlearning/blob/master/doc/scholar_TL.md
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#8572 STUBABUR A o AR BT AE ) DR 2 B AR O 78 5 21 D7 T 78 B A 57 ) 45
<<A survey on transfer learning) #tH H 758 E IR . A2 A1
1). Sinno J. Pan @ NTU
PoNZIW, TEAEN2H WA — 5% .
2). Ben Tan
FEWFFAL LIRS ¥ 2] (transitive transfer learning), HUFEME M= 7T 7. ARER ST

i

Transitive Transfer Learning. KDD 2015.

Distant Domain Transfer Learning. AAAT 2017.

3). Derek Hao Hu

FEHFRITH Y 57 RS, HETE Snap AR AAERCE:

Transfer Learning for Activity Recognition via Sensor Mapping. IJCAI 2011.

Cross-domain activity recognition via transfer learning. PMC 2011.

Bridging domains using world wide knowledge for transfer learning. TKDE 2010.

4). Vencent Wencheng Zheng

AT N SR IS, B RTERFINE — MR At R e K. AR

User-dependent Aspect Model for Collaborative Activity Recognition. IJCAI 2011.

Transfer Learning by Reusing Structured Knowledge. Al Magazine.

Transferring Multi-device Localization Models using Latent Multi-task Learning. AAAI
2008.

Transferring Localization Models Over Time. AAAT 2008.

Cross-Domain Activity Recognition. Ubicomp 2009.

Collaborative Location and Activity Recommendations with GPS History Data. WWW
2010.

5). Ying Wei

L 7 21 5B IZ A R BB IE . AR TAE:

Instilling Social to Physical: Co-Regularized Heterogeneous Transfer Learning. AAAI
2016.

Transfer Knowledge between Cities. KDD 2016.

Learning to Transfer. arXiv 2017.

FAbiE AR L 2 AR AT 7 21 T IR 7T, E 2GS E e i 1.

2. Sinno J. Pan @ NTU

Mg Imeg, WHEEE AR TAER TCA J5ik. BUEAE NTU H200, —EAEMITHE
oI AR TAE:

A Survey On Transfer Learning. TKDE 2010. [5# 4 f145id]

Domain Adaptation via Transfer Component Analysis. TNNLS 2011. [#F# 1 TCA
Jiik]

Cross-domain sentiment classification via spectral feature alignment. WWW 2010. [#
411 SFA J57K]

Transferring Localization Models across Space. AAAT 2008.

3. Lixin Duan @ UESTC

Al T NTU, BEAE UESTC 4. RETAE:
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https://sites.google.com/site/vincentwzheng/
http://www.cs.ust.hk/~qyang/
http://www.lxduan.info/
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Domain Transfer Multiple Kernel Learning. PAMI 2012.

Visual Event Recognition in Videos by Learning from Web Data. PAMI 2012.

4. Mingsheng Long @ THU

NP TE Ry, DEEIRHRRE SN, —HAMTE Y J7 N TE. ARTAE:

Dual Transfer Learning. SDM 2012.

Transfer Feature Learning with Joint Distribution Adaptation. ICCV 2013.

Transfer Joint Matching for Unsupervised Domain Adaptation. CVPR 2014.

Learning transferable features with deep adaptation networks. ICML 2015. [ %1
DAN J77%]

Deep Transfer Learning with Joint Adaptation Networks. ICML 2017.

5. Judy Hoffman @ UC Berkeley & Stanford

Feifei Li M )5, IR SE0M. WhE A% EMM Eric Tzeng, MUREEREY]. RFR
TAE:

Simultaneous Deep Transfer Across Domains and Tasks. ICCV 2015.

Deep Domain Confusion: Maximizing for Domain Invariance. arXiv 2014.

Adversarial Discriminative Domain Adaptation. CVPR 2017.

6. Fuzhen Zhuang @ ICT, CAS

ARG THR AT SN, EEMEE R ] SRS SR L. AR TR

Transfer Learning from Multiple Source Domains via Consensus Regularization. CIKM
2008.

7. Kilian Q. Weinberger @ Cornell U.

DUE R R K22 . Minmin Chen @254 . AR TAE:

Distance metric learning for large margin nearest neighbor classification. JMLR, 2009.

Feature hashing for large scale multitask learning. ICML 2009.

An introduction to nonlinear dimensionality reduction by maximum variance unfolding.
AAAT 2006. [#F4 0] MVU J7i4%]

Co-training for domain adaptation. NIPS 2011. [# 4 ] Co-training /71|

8. Fei Sha @ USC

USC #i#%. fih8 2127 EBoqing Gong#eH T #H %) GFK J7ik. AR TAIE:

Connecting the Dots with Landmarks: Discriminatively Learning Domain-Invariant
Features for Unsupervised Domain Adaptation. ICML 2013.

Geodesic flow kernel for unsupervised domain adaptation. CVPR 2012. [Z# 1 GFK
Jiik]

9. Mahsa Baktashmotlagh @ U. Queensland

M. EEMAEE ]S domain adaptation 456 . AR TAE:

Unsupervised Domain Adaptation by Domain Invariant Projection. ICCV 2013.

Domain Adaptation on the Statistical Manifold. CVPR 2014.

Distribution-Matching Embedding for Visual Domain Adaptation. JMLR 2016.

10. Baochen Sun @ Microsoft

DEAERK . 411 CoRAL RINGEMES . RFETAE:

Return of Frustratingly Easy Domain Adaptation. AAAT 2016.

Deep coral: Correlation alignment for deep domain adaptation. ECCV 2016.
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http://www.intsci.ac.cn/users/zhuangfuzhen/
https://www.cs.cornell.edu/~kilian/
http://www.cse.wustl.edu/~mchen/
http://www.cse.wustl.edu/~mchen/
http://www.cecs.ucf.edu/faculty/boqing-gong/
https://www.microsoft.com/en-us/research/people/baochens/
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11. Wenyuan Dai

FHERAREIVEREIIAN, BARAMITF 7, (HE 9 R A T UR IR 5 2] S £ 45 R
gl AEERIAE:

Boosting for transfer learning. ICML 2007. [ % 1] TrAdaboost 777%]

Self-taught clustering. ICML 2008.

HitHR

1. Arthur Gretton @ UCL

FEM two-sample test. fXF TAE:

A Kernel Two-Sample Test. JMLR 2013.

Optimal kernel choice for large-scale two-sample tests. NIPS 2012. [ % )] MK-MMD]

2. Shai Ben-David @ U.Waterloo

RZTH 2 IS TAE b4 i . AR AR

Analysis of representations for domain adaptation. NIPS 2007.

A theory of learning from different domains. Machine Learning 2010.

3. Alex Smola @ CMU

iy — LA 22 S AL TAE, M BRI Z . RELTEEEZ, A0 T,

4. John Blitzer @ Google

FEHXW SCL Jrikfe i, BEWRAMPLE . AR

Domain adaptation with structural correspondence learning. ECML 2007. [ZE 41
SCL J7i%]

5. Yoshua Bengio @ U.Montreal

RIS SVMENY), R EMR LT 2 2 — S g Tk ARTAE:

Deep Learning of Representations for Unsupervised and Transfer Learning. ICML
2012.

How transferable are features in deep neural networks? NIPS 2014.

Unsupervised and Transfer Learning Challenge: a Deep Learning Approach. ICML
2012.

6. Geoffrey Hinton @ U.Toronto

IREEF SN, AR PO R 5 ST i R T Ak .

Distilling the knowledge in a neural network. NIPS 2014.

13.3 ERFIFIRLE
o (ATRERRA LK) AR 2 o) BERLE, (SC & / Bk} /AR /4040 ): https://github.
com/jindongwang/transferlearning
o IERFIWANAFE: https://wuw.youtube.com/watch?v=qD6iD4TFsdQ
o HIPREE WS APPSO (/NERZITHE) RF1: https://zhuanlan.zhihu. com/
p/27336930, HV& T 2 1 FIE S IR HRE ML + BRI 2s >

o TR 54U HIE N B 5 E 5 %0 Paperweekly:http: //www . paperweekly.site/
collections/231/papers

o TR ] 54 B & N A AR 4E https: //github. com/jindongwang/transferlearning/
blob/master/doc/dataset.md
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http://www.iro.umontreal.ca/~bengioy/yoshua_en/index.html
http://www.iro.umontreal.ca/~bengioy/yoshua_en/index.html
https://github.com/jindongwang/transferlearning
https://github.com/jindongwang/transferlearning
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qD6iD4TFsdQ
https://zhuanlan.zhihu.com/p/27336930
https://zhuanlan.zhihu.com/p/27336930
http://www.paperweekly.site/collections/231/papers
http://www.paperweekly.site/collections/231/papers
https://github.com/jindongwang/transferlearning/blob/master/doc/dataset.md
https://github.com/jindongwang/transferlearning/blob/master/doc/dataset.md
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13.4 IBFIEHEERBEER

AT WG MRS, R T & TR B MG SO RIS AT RRSE . JF
H, N7 5 E CHRF I EERAT R b, WO T FU A 2 T3 BT P S R AR AR, A
0 J55 ST AT 002 0 L A 3t

iR

2 HcsE 7 3T 25 =1 A R 0 R 4 L I R B P AT AR T Bk, 78 Github B 1
ATLARF] . FATELE Benchmark B 324 7 — b F S0k 1 S0 £

R 5 IR IMRIEE . SO, A (8] 5 BE SR S i S

EEEE - Y
1 USPS FRARA | 1800 256 10
2 MNIST FRFRA | 2000 256 10
3 PIE NBRA] | 11554 1024 68
4 COIL20 YR | 1440 1024 20
5 Office+Caltech | X% | 2533 800 10
6 ImageNet EIMg a2 | 7341 4096 5
7 VOC2007 Elg 2k | 3376 4096 5
8 LabelMe BIE2E | 2656 4096 5
9 SUN09 B35 | 3282 4096 5
10 Caltech101 BIE5r38 | 1415 4096 5
11 20newsgroup ARSI | 25804 / 6
12 Reuters-21578 | XAZIK | 4771 / 3
13 | OPPORTUNITY | 17415 | 701366 27 4
14 DSADS TR | 2844868 | 27 19
15 PAMAP2 A7 IR | 1140000 27 18
BHREEMNEENE:

1. FEHRIRAEGHEIESE

MNIST 1 USPS /& /™8 I F 5 AR A 8dE 4, e i) 2 R H - FALES % 51 5|
PAFM R SA . USPS 424 7,291 5KIIZRE A F1 2,007 kIR E R, B A KN
16x16. MNIST H#E4EM4E 60,000 5K INZRE A 10,000 5K MR Fr, B RN 28%28.
USPS FIl MNIST #4546 77l IR 2 B AR IR 70 A, ISR SRS 10 AN 28A, &
ANEAZE 1-10 Z A AT/ N T IEIER =AY, 18 USPS HEEHLIEEL 1,800 kA
FAENHEIEE . /2 MNIST sFEEHLEERL 2,000 Tk B 1E A H bR EdE . 22 bl Bh Ak A H Az
At ] LIS ) 55— AN 384F 55 MNIST vs USPS. [ AL FEALHE: H5 A & /N 4
R 16x16, BEIEE A 256 4EMVRFE M RRAE, b T B FE R K EEE R Hh
SR B AR UL SRR 2 (R NS A 2 18], (BB A B2 AT

2. ANRHRFIEGEESE

PIE R “FAR. JlE. RIE” ORI E TR, %5042 AR 5 ) 2 o
£, F 68 MAFRIAMIN 41,368 TRAKH ), B KA 32x32, BN AR H 13

Shttps://github.com/jindongwang/transferlearning/blob/master/doc/dataset.md
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ANFEREIARNL (REEAR) 21 NSRRI, MR, scied kA PIE 1 hist s
£, A5 2 NAFT4 PIEL Al PIE2, &M IEH AR AR 8£E (C27) AR
RIFIE I SR AFBANLIE o 3= R J7VEMIE 73 84 55 PIEL vs PIE2: 4 PIEL /E 4 BI4T
5. PIE2 VBN H AR, A2 4udi B AU B AR 45380 T LA 2 73 2814155 PIE2 vs PIEL. X A¥,
5 B AR AN AR AT Sl AN [ RR B SR A I NI B LR, AT TR DA 35 A [ ) Ak

3. WHRIRFHIEE

COIL20 5 20 MXRIEHIL 1,440 5K s B RFERIEHE 72 K-, FKE
FHASEI R ROKF g 5 E (3R 360 ). BRI KN 3232, FRAEA 1,024 4EH M)
B IO R Z BRI NI A AFAS P4 COILL Ml COIL2: COIL1 B4E A T4
T EH [0°,85° U [180°,265°)(B5—+ =RIR) KA K f: COIL2 BHEAL T4 M Ll
[90°,175°] U [270°,355°) (38— PURIR) A B . X6, 74 COIL1 A COIL2 WKl fv
ER A 4 45 £ 5 A [R1 1 IR AAAS [ IR 2 73 AT o K COIL R R4 Bh 4tk COIL2 124 H A4
I, W LARYIE B AU 2> 24T 55 COIL1 vs COIL2; Al hATI AN H bRAfiek, =T LA7E 35 4k
—AN32RAES COIL2 vs COILL.

Office RMHLIERS 2 2] ) BRI, 8 3 M LRI Amazon (TELHFEE )
Webcam (/48 3545 S 1A 35 (AR A BT 2 18 )« DSLR (A S MINLIH IR B i il dr FE IR ), 6
4,652 KK F 31 MAIARZE . Caltech-256 & Xt RARAIISEHERIEEE, BHE 1 N G4k
Caltech, £ 30,607 5KE F 256 NRAFRZE . XTAEKIE Bl SURF FRE, FEm&ELN
800 kM H 7 EIRAE, Fra B 7 B s AT mI a7 Z M IE— A2, B o5 EiSER b
K PUESRRBEEAE Amazon T4 BN BRI 4 MU C(Caltech-256), A(Amazon),
W(Webcam) 1 D(DSLR), MHEEHLIEE 2 /NAS ] [ 084 E Dy 4 Bh s A B prdoiss, Jjw]
it 4 x 3 = 12 MEHUERL R ZIRMES, W A— D,A—=C,--- ,C > W,

4. KIREG S LBIEE

KAEEG I REAR RS TkE 5 MRUKEBEHE: ImageNet. VOC 2007, SUN,
LabelMe. LLK Caltech. EfI1E & 5 MRAMEGESE: 2, &, &1, fl, N. XIT&
M E, A DeCaf [Donahue et al., 2014] FEATHRHESEE, FHEEE 6 EHRHEIERN
LI, AR DeCaf6 FHE. SFAMEARSG 4096 NERE

5. BRAMASEHIESE

20-Newsgroups #HHE M FZ) 20,000 4N3CHS, 4 NKRFESHIN comp, rec,sci F talk,
BAAKRECLE 44T, HAEEWR 2.2 Fn. fELRPHIET 6 HEESIE 0 RE5%,
RHAESS 4 DNRISFFENLE 2 NI, — DKL RNIER], 55— DRIl ),
6 MESH EARN comp vs rec, comp vs sci, comp vs talk, rec vs sci, rec vs talk A\ sci vs
talko BEANESAUE S HATSS (CLFEGHEN AN B A543 %0 T IrEA e BMES 4 p VS
IR p A1 Q 794 4 T35 PL. P2, P3. P4 1 Q1. Q2. Q3. Q4; BEFLIEHL
p MIBATF (W Pl P2) 5 Q MBAT (1 Q1. Q2) MBS, HARTH P M
P3 fil P4 1 Q3 F1 Q4 FJRR EHbRAIR. LA AL 3 55w BE CRIE il B TSR E bR T2 AH K 1
RN EATER R B FIFE RS SRR Bh A AN H b 2 A F R, FONEATRAARB T
Ko BMEFSH P VS Q /LA 36 MrdfEss, St 6 MESHILAR 6x36 = 216 4~
IBATSs . BIREL N CATIA T 55 25,804 AMATFAEAT 15,033 D30k, &t
tf-idf A B R AL

Reuters-21578 /& — MM ARSI, G52 M REMTFHR. HmK 3 MKl
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orgs, people M place, FJHJi& 6 ML A 73 FE4E55 orgs vs people,people vs orgs, orgs
vs place, place vs orgs, people vs place fll place vs people.

6. ITHRBIAFHIESE

A7 VR S (I 8] 3 41 3 AT 55« O 1 IR ERAE I TA) 3 S 55 B vERE, Wik T
3 MNATFRIAT IR EHESE: OPPORTUNITY. DASDS 1 PAMAP2. OPPORTUNITY
LS 4 M ERRFE TR ZMARZEXMAT . DAADS HHHELE 8 AR
19 MHET N, PAMAP2 B AE 9 MR 18 B HAEWET . Fra 8L aFn
WEETE . PERROCRIRE 77 vE = Mg % s

%5%:

SR OB R AE . 3E 25 51 SR S ATU 0 B v SV 2 BT . TR AT 7 8 5 3 11
Github B E#GE T 4R SR SBLAA.

R 6: WM AITHIE

ESEET0E HAEH | g
1 PCA principal component analysis [Foder;=2662]
2 KPCA kernel principal component analysis [Foder—2662]
3 TCA transfer component analysis [Pantet—al—2044
4 GFK geodesic flow kernel [Gong-et-al.-2012]
5 TKL transfer kernel learning [Long et al__2015b]
6 TSL transfer subspace learning [Si et_al., 2010]
7 JDA joint distribution adaptation [Long et al., 2013]
8 TJM transfer joint matching [Long et al., 2014b]
9 DAN deep adaptation network [Long et al., 2015a]
10 JAN joint adaptation network [Long et al., 2017]
11 DTMKL domain transfer multiple kernel learning [Duan et al., 2012]
12 JGSA joint geometrical and statistical adaptation [Zhang et al., 2017a]
13 SCA scatter component analysis [Ghifary et al., 2017]
14 ARTL adaptation regularization [Long et al’; 20T4a]
15 | TrAdaBoost transfer learning based adaboost [Dailet al., 2007]
16 GNMF graph regularized NMF [Cailet al., 2011]
17 CORAL Correlation Alignment [Sunretal;; 2616]
18 SDA Subspace Distribution Alignment [Sunramd-Saerko, 2615]
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