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Abstract : Manifold learning is to find the low-dimensional smooth manifold of observation data embedded in high-
dimensional data space. In recent years, exploring the intrinsic low-dimensional manifold structure online or incre-
mentally becomes a hot research topic in manifold learning area. This paper surveys the state of the art of incremen-
tal and evolutionary manifold learning, including the mechanisms and features of major existing incremental and ev-

olutionary manifold learning methods, their advantages and disadvantages, and highlights the open research issues

and future research directions.
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B R R RE R W N TE U S, X &
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10 KRR MM T —LMA LR SIEL S
BB B 4 3B %, 20 3 B 43 43 B (principle compo-
nent analysis, PCA )™ 45§ pt 5 (isometric map-
ping, Isomap )’ i I h7 #f 4% 4F B & ( Laplacian
eigenmap, LE) 6] B2 e A (local linear em-
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bedding, LLE) "' %, R X B L 938 tH R K3 3h
THIPEIKERE, BENEHARA shAEE 45
BAmIBE Sy , MELLTE T B AR PR oK.

NT NE R AR B R IR R
APEEER, A8 0% 2 8 3 % N7 R4
W Gt ¥ 25 SEBw DL A AN B IR 42 0 AR M e A
TEE RAIERER B 4E 5008 B S i AL — >R LR
Bk B S — BT SRR R TR B ER
s LEfT R A B IL. B RIS HBIRRA
BRRAAELTHE O(n) BT R R 2 (n BRESE
REEE) , it HERE SR, sB 83K
WA RELR N T Ak b R AT 3 B 52
Mg BRI EBEBUT 2 N HEIFE:1)
AT ARUEFE RS T SE Y B i AL B B 4 52)
W ASBALF RS IR BT M5,
BB AT I AR R FIE 2 S M SRR R
BT R

I T B E 2 B R R ERR R B W B
) B B3 S PSR , 7 BT A S ALE I, 1 2T
B AT LUTRI A8 X B B SRR IR
HARE G AT R BOR SRS B4R, T
B bse ] RE TR A YEAT T & R B R AL
Trk, T LGER T 2R AR Rl U T
PRI 22 W MERIHLAS S ~J R, LL AR B+ ST
HEWRIE T, O & PR 4 WLA{E B9 R4 R 12
T HH @R

AL R TR E A, 3B RIL I FEAL
WIS W B BB HEAT 458 . 5T, X2 T
MATRMIRIETHENE IR b, X8R
W EABEAHIT R, FNERRIPE TN ER
BEHELTEEX LS o RENE TRIPETH
A=A T AR T, B T RS R
Ak, AR R E A ) R B . BE
W T BRI REARIEE T WY Rk
H TR, DA R BE— 2 OIS 75 Tl

1 BRI MG T &%

R 2B RS
W E R BRI A BB =
V6] b LIRS A (R 4 D8 R . I I W 4E 5y
AR AT AR O IR R IR T — R4
RRERZ= R A, T ~F 2 4% B e 4 2 Ta) o B4 (4
WT , FEoR AR A R A BT , L el

1.1

WREINBFES R YCR,f: YHRY 2
— BB E M>>I, KRFINERERET RY
ER— I RESINEERES (I ME Y5, EY
R IR AR {y, | BB BV 23 ] RY, (75, =
f(y:) (ol
1.2 fegiRHFEIE X

VAR, W% S G B TR 2R BR 78
AREEARER LA S B g B f B LR
REGRER T EMEY . BEEIPHRE
AV LA R AT A R IRt R R AT
B3 B (PCA) R MR s AR
LM, R FRTE 2000 4E( Science) | H S5 FE Bt
5133k (Tsomap ) ™ AR E& Mtk AL (LLE) 7' 2
2 A F AW TIE ¥ I B4 B . Tsomap B I &%
VSR o Fy B B A A9 B fRL R T S 2R BE S, (R
ARERANERIE S KICEER, REHEZRE
434717 ( multidimensional scaling analysis, MDS) i
b3, 15 B A TE B 4E =S R ) IR4E AL 4. LLE B
IR ALRE BB 2R RS R T,
[FlBF AR B T B4 s Z R R AN E R B FE Rk 45
. 73 S0 B B R AE B B R (LE) R ERU)
23 |a) HE 31 B % (local tangent space alignment, LT-
SA) & RIIEAWRE T B, L HE
HBH TG T BERRR.

BB, WP B Rt 4 A8 B R R BB
SrER RN T HIR AL, e AKRE R F
BEHFERGIESOESE T EBUS T RIFRCR.
1.3 fegmHEIEESE

IR I VL 2R IA] 5 2o 115 S 78 44 5 ) ek A 25 TR
RIFPBREMEIA R X, R RIBF S BIE TR
SRR AL R RALE.

1) & JREr A Bk, 4055 FE B B S5 5 1k (Tsomap ) ,
B T b AR B 5 Bl B AR 2 JB) o i SR 3 A, T
BRRRR AT B B A2 ) Rt {4 2 [ o BE B Y
A, TR SRR AE 2 8] o s Z H] Y BE B R R SR TE
B4

2) R AIE. R i AR L (LLE) (hr
PR B B (LE) /U= B HE5 B ik
(LTSA) 55, X5 R I b BE B i = B 2K
Y23 B) o BRI A, AR B R R AR (R P ARZE AR A, P58
TR AR A DL S Sk K 1) S IR HE 37 P v 4 O
EAAR A REIRZEAR R , AT LB TE 2 > ek
1.4 fEEREEIEEHFE

FRRWIE 2 > I A F IR W 5944
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ERNTENEN, FTEEEZRE AR HAE &K
RRRMERIE 2t , T EEFT BB EME A RESE
BHBERMENEIER, B B IR AR
AR IRGERIE . 3 e 77 vk i SE R4 5 2 D
HEERE BN T O EE, A RA RN
Rey. B, A E I REAEHTIHES.
) WERFET

BRI R MG BRIP ¥ T BN
AR E R — R FNRIE# T Bk, B
SEPREL SR P FBIE WA R, 85 FRE
BB X R, BFREIMAFHE S50
AR AR B R A S ], DA TG 48 71N 1 45 2 JB) Hh 4504 A
Z IR R.

EERIPREEN— LR 2T ISR RIE R
AT, RIS BOR BB 4R s, W
AL B T RRAL BR . 75 1 00 I Y — e . R
REEBRILFIN MR — BT UEEEZ
W R R IE. Fln, BikET N AR TE
HERWIE. &0 —BREEG , A E AR R A 2
BUE , KRR BRI , e AR B — R APk
PR BTSE AR 205 T8 35 B R A IR T8 AT AR 8 % 2
LA, R MR AEIRE " . 2k A
R BWEHRR - E A BRI E T RS T K
RIERR. BRI ST , B B RN — R R
OB P . ZEXFPIB LT, iR BE R AR A
MERFIGERIATER B, R <IEHA . 5
INZERB R B IR B B TRk R U,
BBORRETE AR BRI 2SS SRR,

2.1 HWEREEINS A

HEfgERIEE I FEEETUS N2 # .k
AP STINGRAREARRBII 5. B K Bk A ik A B
PR FEET, E2RRARNSEEER; M5
& M (R Fe R FR I SRR , SR AE R RSB EEAE
BT WAL, 5 M ItER % T NI MA
BT AR B B2 R S Bl k3T
AR ERA; BE R AFEHTNEIE T
HBHTHE HER ERA - R 1 51
BEEMEERIESE S, W0 IDR (incremental di-
mension reduction algorithm ) (197 1 & TAM (incre-
mental alignment method ) ™' |34k A3 & F T2 3
S R g LLE 83 % AR Rix i+ &
EWTEHETRANES.

x1 FEMEEREFIRZE
Table 1 Major incremental manifold learning algorithms

P

BB

B3RS

A
Bhsr
Lk

A
K
Lk

MNEEFERE—1
BTEY B IS BT R
FERLGERA , BT
T 75 35 F3 8 B A
REREENTHE
HMWEED EIOTHF
FEREA BB H AR B B
RHRLERIHRA.

IDR. & A ¥ B H T
EELE B PCAKR
2% R Isomap Bk

IAM 3¢ & LLE B3k A&
FIERBAREE LLE
H k3R Laplacian Bt
STHs IR LTSA Hk

2.2 STXHUEETRAEE Tsomap B %

FZRBPBWERT R, Law FRETHELXH
Isomap B3k ™) BRI NG EA BT
B, [Fny s & BRRIE St AL 2.

2.2.1 3 Isomap &%

4 & Tsomap Y 48 258 1 EHT AR R IF &R
AR MR , B R BRI TF L.

1) EEFMMEE. 5L Tsomap BT 5, X
WEHEHE R v P TIA—NFTR TR 0, DIE 6
Hr AR, BT B TR LS BUR R B s
— BN RERRR, WM T R Rk
B E RIS R FER T v, MHREA. S H
Wb B B R R RT3 S A — R tRY Di-
jkstra B W T MK AL, FERERBHFEHH
BARR X TREND, FEENITRENA S8R
FZIRITE ) ST

2) FEFEEAR «,, AR KRR S5REELE
FMERIHEEA x, BRRIE, R ReS BAnEEEXR
W€ HAHR AL E

3) & RAR PR . AR R 5 I I b B B 4 B
G..., BT NTEARYE 2 B i B8 5 A H7. X BLAF7E 2
FEF I, — R A R EREE THREE
KEH; n—FRFEEEN, EEN ARG MAER
YEAARL FRME 73 , W1 90 5K A3 2 BRI (IR R,
AL 7 S B AR AR
2.2.2 ¥#¥ lsomap F ikt KRR ¥ BB A%

LMA—MEER R, TS TR “ A" i
B, AR R0 2 ] 0 B R AR AR R AR AL, S BUR
HIARAR =R KRR 2. — 28y R AU & Tso-
map BIEHIPISARE T

1) —™ 3 2 i 0 2 85 58 B A 0. 20 e B PR
7e & Tsomap o, 8 1 BB I 3t BE ) AR P R 4R 150
AR PREE BT IR,

2) HE M EFHIRINE AR T FRTFE
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R R B EFBAF R UG 2R%
%, 18 A Rayleigh-Ritz ik ™. 275 ¥ <2 F I
LSS B E SC, WOl T DA 7 HoAt g B AR 4tk 4
BT .

3) X EAH HE R RS . i T Isomap
BRI R R 2 REE, B, SO EEIFER
SERTELE. Isomap B — N2/ HFE, XHEM H
HA, FEE B E RIS AR AN TR,
TIRBNH AR, T B TR B S B U5 B AR
R, A EHAREIEE L. iz Eg 2
P —FINER YRR T EBRENHARNZ
W B IHFIAEA R, XA BRIk T E N RIS 73
— R 4 dF — B € R/DE “ARic &7 (landmark
points) , I HEBIFHAR L SIFC R Z BRI R R, &
J& , T LGB WIE R R 1 R R4 5E R R
IHEFRBIMNER.

TESCERL25 ) o AEHRIB T —Fp T/ AR
BB WL IR, ¥ lsomap BN TIHE
AEEFTREA . B, X T EHEA AL EAE TR
HER kLA B — PR BB I A, R TR
PRIFFRE A AN ] Bk 2 g 00 34 B S SR ARAG B A
FERGERR A DT FRE A W] LU R4 i 5t B I 4
FE R, ZEERA RN ERE.

2.3 $t34 LLE gy 2 FigEHE %

L. K. Saul %542 i B9 2 4L i) LLE BRI
R RN, I AR R EASEFHEA
O & A s . X R — bk M LB 7 3%,
Lhr b, BEEEAR AR, BT RGHEE P&
HARK EIEPRSRERE, ENREUEHES
SREZ MR, B LLE A& F T P 2 1Y 55 i 4
8. 7351 LLE BEATRELE B IR 26308 R L R J 2
FER, BHAMART, LLE WAEY RS EdEE L&
FHafT X AR ik, X 15 LLE ARERIT3)
SR REEIRE, HRIEZEA . 4737 LLE KX
SRR EERMIE T 2 MR EITE.

1) O. Kouropteva 2 HH ) —Ffp g & LIE &
acu

LIMAFHA LG, BREFRNERE M, 57
RUTEERE M B8 d A~ B/ MHEELE A SE , &l &%
MUY M, T, = diag( Ay, As, 0, A0) ) SRIBTH
FEARRRGEBLR. 2B SR % T 3 B E )
BB BRAFE 2 M OF LR E. LLIE B4 &
DAk [a] R A A SR A S PR AR AEE 1) B HY [ R, T 3K
W& LLE i XEFE R TR A m) &, A3
AME; QRAEFM T WRERE. B TRE M, 59

FEE SRR ERE M 8T d S B/DRRHIEE IR
RIAEEE , BEE FTIgAE AL B 3, ENZ B ZE
BB ER , T3 BURHE (8 FAFAE o] 8 fF T IR 2
u g UN:ERSIE i

)RARFREN - METEXERKEE
LLE &™),

BEES N2 2 HAEHRUER, EX 2
R T —WERENIUETE; AR A WA A
BI— RIS R B S AR E, e T
FHAMANKEE TR, R R LI
149 R v AR ) 0 0 S A0 D X IR B 4B R B 430 - 1K
FERER T A EEE B BB MiE B &, A
B TIHHERER, BRI ER T AR B A
BB T BRI A BT S B Al .

2.4 FHBSWHERKEIEZE

T AWM & W R £ )T 5], A HE
— KRR AR R SR = W TR SR SR,
o FHR BRI 8 148 , an ey $E AT & LA AE
BREBILIFITIRMGE B 2R — AN E AP ) &
T RGN E I 5, X BN BB E TR
B2 UK NTERE. Bai M RE % I BEX
THEEWMNEEAFTERRELR. WEFEIW
WEIEL WA & LLE 25X 5 A4 4
B EHETEANEHL BESEIT RN RS, A
BRI X AR Y RS A B LA 454 .

AT B EERR, G ERFRE T s
WK EI RS XEELBRAES LSBT
{5 Bk R AR LM 454 1 —Fh 5 i , R IE R A ZS
VEr) 1 P AT 253 TRk 7 B8R A 5 R R SR P Y R
FeHEFEIR PR R MBS ERES S RLA Tk
OB SMaE AN S LLE B & FEMRK
B, BESTENREES, BREAREEH, X
ot BB A FIAX—BA, EERE Y
SRS B I BAR RS, TR B E
BYETFE (AR RIS Z TR I SR B AR
T BRGNS B, R PEHARYE TR
S5, ARG B — 3, 3 — Bt 38 e A 48
e, (AT R TP A RS 7 S Rl AR
HIIEARIE R , X FEREE VISR S 3 2, B P
T B e A B AR BT S INE i s 4R ==
TR 2R EH. X R — MU IR EAF
BRI, EIRR sl = .

WHE I 2= IR R G0 B AV, #2
KESF 5T BENAFER/MES , FIH—F S EZ 70
T2 BRI, T 52 b by A H R 3IE BB K
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Bm £ I AE T U 25+ B LN FE AR I 3 2 A
BE,EIANSIARZRREHEIEEG NI S
¥, Fa NI 544 B sE 2 B R4E R TE . X Fh 32
HIMRAERIE R Tk REE LR A W R 5k, 7T LA
T IRBUE Wi S B G

R RNEIEFELFEMERES
B, R BRRIRGE T A B K R il , BP N4k
HEERFEREN. IERFENEERE L HE R ¥
S REE LIRS ).

2.5 B LTSA &%

UDRT BT IR , %5 BE B 5 ( Tsomap ) | B ERER 1k
A(LLE) " 1 R340 25 18] 8 v (LTSA) U s B k7
— N\ T & B EHE £ LIS T 3% E M 4k
RIS MEPER T . B ER R
TR, RPAERE L TR BB AR B F. e
WS A, BR SR 22 S5 B A
BERBHITE R, E TR AR e

F XA B B, B EE TS
Z g MRIEE I B, XEITTIRNEERE
I FELR M Y R 4 [ R, X F B TIES Bk B3
BRI Bk, BE AR NZ LRI, e
KBIEW 53— 574k 52 R I B4 4 o o 1) iy o 2
b, T AR B B LA A B “ 8 s i AR .
& Tsomap AR & %8 Tsomap 5 3E> W LAKE
TR AL EL T BAE s B B B B 5 4% A B R AR
R, T LAREAR Isomap B4k R9 25 (IR, RRAS 47 3 2
FREEEWN . Bl T Isomap BILE T HEM
iR, 7R AR B, R B TR R M, i
WA 22 AR AR HE B . Lin 45 4R i B9 3% & LTSA
B AR S B R/ M EIE SRS
EA LR SR AR R/ N E R ZE, BB
5 BB R A ABAR™ . A7 75 A Tsomap B ¥k 1Y
Ja &, Yin FHFrE A LTSA BRI W FEME
KO TR B ILR xR R R

1) 35 LTSA Bk,

BRRSE n MR R x, ERRLERTE ¢, X
THRMBFEAR K x,., BFHA KRR ¢, 35
i x,, BBLSY ¢, BIAE 3 2B B SE, TR
W %, , EHEABE SR GE R 5
i x,. M X F B A S8 S0 RE L E B AT
tye1 s B BT A BUE S 2 RARYE B4R ¢, B IR
BB ERILSCHR (30 ]. R 48 SCHR[30], 3 & LTSA
BRBERNEEERTTE SR IEE MHES| 4
B [ B/MFE & 8. SHdE S BEn, RB 2R
S EE s BT ARG, T 32 BT T 3N 1Y SE X R4 B

HORHE (B SHSE 17 B R 72 KAk, X8 &
BT B R AR AR R BB B A 3.
Mit, B LTSA Bk P HEFI4E M B B BAG R
e, BB A R SE R B AL, SRR T E
78 M T SCER (23 ] g B R Tsomap Bk,
LTSA (36 8 508 o AR 75 B 3 i 4 V) 280 it AR T
BEAR. A, 5T BRG LTSA B ki i & 428
%, 348 LTSA B340 T Rayleigh-Ritz g 773k
SRR ERAMR.

2) R A B LTSA k.

FEARIC A Tsomap B3 of, 3G — 4R
TEL AR B DU L st , AR BT BRI S U8
BRI AR AR LTSA Bk 52 50,4
BEH u AN SRR R, R B AN R/MER K
AP A, MR R BRI 23 8. HiBCHR A B R R U = e
FEARIC A BRSBTS IR 2R A
PR B/ TR R . M v AR T U M BE B
SEMEAE AR S IR R R 5 2 B B R0, S 7 R 8K
Rg b R AL T A
2.6 WIERREHESERSEE

Jia S 4R 11 3% B 0 B S A AE R A kT
Bt — B X RERASIRE BB AR
BEMRERR, BREFRESVTEERE NS
SR Sl 3 B 2 ST TR AR A P s B i 23
). HE R RRA RN A T EN LR
AREMRAEIRALE R, AT L. EFLH
HUTFRRESE, S Y0 — PR, R E R4
SRR &, R RO B REAR R A
SR ERNEESBNT.

1) EHTAREIERE w. s K 2, 504
REA S IRIANER , AR AR A 2 1B BB I A T
AL,

2) FEARE S RIS T . X AR B AT 2 f
Frk, 5 1 R RN R, B/ME I B B AR R
BONTIE BT A AR LEBLST v,... 55 2 PP RTEFT A
i) & A UTARIR B F R TE b o PR S e,
TR T AR A R A (B AR AE 1 B RAE 3]
P AT RGP R ARG, BE T ERANER
MR 5, VT ETR AT E R R AR e B, i
BT A SHEAMBRESSZ RN LR B
TR b AR B e, B A MBI A 5,
SRz NN ESEER, TR ENZEE
AN R AR B/ MEE MR E. IR R AR B
A B AR/ — T RS B, T e AU B8
i} xn+1mé)%élé*/% Yas1-
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3) B O S R AR, F O
AR SR T v, WIEATBOE, R TR
Vurt» BT HRA V0T B BB X B AR
KHUBEHYLHRIMAFHSERE R, FEREHFE
AR A SR BHH8 2 2 H5ERIEN
BAE LA JAEKN EANRIEBEIFTEEHER
B/MEFERR R o AR E TR ENERKREN K
HRGE A AR ;. X B, A 508 W REA BB BS BIAE
PR IRt ALRHT , (BREE B2 I EHE R K
YA BRTT AW, BT R Ak

AT BT DA — e B HAb IR LR
W2 B g%, #lin LLE 1 Isomap. 55—t
REEAFE B, 3 Ehr 8 B it 55 2 AR 16
B YRR LI RE A I T DA SE B 2R .

2.7 WEFEBNEE

Zhao SR H T BSEH AN L Eid
NS FEE &, AR EENRASG R, AE
B B = A BT IR ASS R A, X e gk g T LA
B EFFEBIBE S IR D R IR AR Z5 R
B L& W 07 A ELE, R
Y — N TC IR R ZE S
2.8 HWEREHEE

S58ARBEIBRML, hERER, BRI
AREE/PNFE S, Hin FHR B TIHEERER
B REER TRBESNS, K EEERN
BRI A BRI R AR AR, S AT B R 5T 4R
BER, 2R AREAN SRS RGBT 2
LR 2 MR EEARE. £ 1 1M RESERT
IREAIREH FH T RARME; 38 2 BB IR ST
AR R AR, P BN SR R R A 1 E
LR LTSA B RS AR LAES —&
AR, AR L SR R A AR I 5 BRI B S
YR , NS R IRZE R R AL FS. IR ERER
T RBIE VA BT I B O St 4R AL BT R, X TELR
AR A G RR S H TR BIFHN FAHE.
2.9 SHHMEBELEY

TERIEMSGITE I, B AR IEL N
DL RS — B E WY )8, A 7 3 & A S
BB L. SR A B ) G -, 3% 8 F1SL i X 2
MFEEREE. FlUN SR ELER, b
AL B B, R THE LR O R PR A BUE
HREFE S EHE AR R R AR RE W AR
B ENS AT RS S0 X A S EE B L
TEBAEEERE LW RS, i ABIEMITR,H
BRAE L A4S, ERER R A BRI T 2

ABHHITEREREBA, R ELNEE T, IR
PR B SR D) B R B B — .

JRER A B 15 Bt 5} (locally weighted projection
regression, LWPR) **) R i 4t 2 Al P LA TUR M A 2
3 B M Dl B BT R B, HAR D =N
AR AR RIS HL |E. O TR E MR
MPEHBENE, SRR LI B/ 5k E
IHES, 7% A A2 A) B BT 6 77 1] B — A~ B AR 4k
B BN, TRETE B T [BIH 2047 Sethu 3741
T AR S BRSNS M R W 4 A ) e,
BT & f R ER AW A, i T LWPR &
%. LWPR B%s s 2 : 1) N EE T3 B ISR 55—
P R EE 5 2) RS ERMEIREL
leave-one-out 32 UK > , TuH A7l U %503 5
3) AU T Rk 5 B ok AR AU, /ML &
FARETMEER4) BESWAREELEK
WREZRE;S) TLHE KRR (T RERIIRN) &
AL B0 B8 90 4k R HE SR B B R 2 B il T,
— IR T PR SRR .

SCHER[35]42 i, LWPR B2 — 1 RIERIEE S
)RR T 0, T AR IR A SO A T H = 4
EIEILER
2.10 HEEREFIERNE

D) EARDE.

OPEAEFE R EHT. BH PR B X T3
BEOPR R DA T R SRR, — g BB ki
B LLE 3¢ B3 f i AE B St 3 & LTSA 45, {R
FREE SR AR R SR R B BT
WHkAE BBUSRLE BT ER A

QAWM. HBREEL R MR K R
R, EERIPHERZIE, X FEMHRLE LR, £
WA AR TR A PSR IR HE.

2) B X B FAE B

Q2R REE X . 3 & Isomap RIF T R
Isomap B M2 R, T & LLE 58 RIS
HARSVRZAWRHRR, X—REHENE
DOPRHE B FI3G B LTSA %8 2.5 3 Pl ik
B, T RS stho i B JE %R wE TFiX
FpRRL.

SRR BB R, W LR i, B & Tsomap Bk,
8 LTSA FIg B ke A B ER 35 3 428
B KPR Tsomap GIF : B SR EFT M LR B Y s 4
B ERTANR; B G FIRFTHEA x,, B ARYR. BT
PHTRIEBS 56 1 25 SERTRBERAERE w3 S5 2 25,
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FEMRGEZS RIBLETHT A5 56 3 28, BRT B A EH A R
BAGIR. W& LTSA B uRIEF IR .. BH
EAYE SR RBILAER B 5, X T
A $E S 8RR LA (5 B AT 2R R4 A4 B
SRR RE RE R RN AR. T LA R
L hTE BN 8 LTSA B BRIER AL
QMR LB L REFR BT R
Isomap B A B, B ERR ARG HL

It B TR BRI B E3T, BEE AT A%
B EEI, B 5B RSB & A8/ RHE E 1]
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