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Abstract

Training a classifier with high mean accuracy from a manifold-distributed dataset
can be challenging. This problem is compounded further when there are only few
labels available for training. For transfer learning to work, both the source and
target datasets must have a similar manifold structure. As part of this study,
we present a novel method for determining the similarity between two manifold
structures. This method can be used to determine whether the target and source
datasets have a similar manifold structure suitable for transfer learning.
We then present a few-shot learning method to classify manifold-distributed
datasets with limited labels using transfer learning. Based on the base and tar-
get datasets, a similarity comparison is made to determine if the two datasets
are suitable for transfer learning. A manifold structure and label distribution
are learned from the base and target datasets. When the structures are similar,
the manifold structure and its relevant label information from the richly labeled
source dataset is transferred to target dataset. We use the transferred informa-
tion, together with the labels and unlabeled data from the target dataset, to
develop a few-shot classifier that produces high mean classification accuracy on
manifold-distributed datasets.
In the final part of this article, we discuss the application of our manifold structure
similarity measure to reinforcement learning and image recognition.

Keywords: Few-shot learning, Transfer learning, manifold distributed datasets,
measuring similarity
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1 Introduction

A few-shot learning method is used in machine learning and artificial intelligence to
train models with a limited number of examples. In contrast to traditional machine
learning, few-shot learning utilises prior knowledge from related tasks in order to
gain insight from scarcely labeled data. Traditional machine learning requires a large
amount of labeled data in order to be accurate; however, in real-world scenarios, it is
often impossible or prohibitively expensive to acquire extensive labeled datasets for
each new task or category. The goal of few-shot learning is to develop algorithms and
techniques that allow models to learn from a limited number of examples per class in an
efficient manner. In contrast to traditional machine learning, few-shot learning enables
machines to learn as humans do, by generalising information from past experiences
to new situations even when only a few examples are provided. It is therefore fair to
say that few-shot learning bridges the gap between traditional machine learning and
human-like learning abilities.

The process of transfer learning in machine learning and deep learning refers to the
use of knowledge gained from one task to improve performance on another. Instead of
starting from scratch, transfer learning uses pre-trained models or representations to
accelerate training, enhance generalisation, and improve performance on target tasks.
Traditionally, machine learning models are trained on specific datasets for specific
tasks, which requires a considerable amount of labeled data. Annotating large datasets
can, however, be time-consuming, expensive, or impractical in certain circumstances. A
transfer learning method can overcome this limitation by transferring knowledge from
an abundantly labeled source domain to a scarcely labeled target domain. Transfer
learning is based on the principle that knowledge gained from solving one task can be
applied to solving another related task. Utilising this knowledge, models can extract
meaningful features, capture important patterns, and generalise well to new data even
when limited labeled data is available.

Manifold distributed datasets are those whose samples are located on or near a
low-dimensional manifold within a high-dimensional space. In traditional datasets,
data points are often assumed to be independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.).
However, real-life data often demonstrate complex structures and correlations that can
be better understood by considering the underlying manifold. A manifold is a curved
or folded surface embedded in a higher-dimensional space. The manifold represents
the underlying structure of data, where each point represents a separate sample. By
mapping high-dimensional data points to a lower-dimensional manifold representation,
manifold learning uncovers the intrinsic structure and geometry of the data.

A manifold-distributed dataset can be expressed mathematically as follows: Let
M be a smooth d-dimensional manifold embedded in a higher-dimensional space RD,
where d < D. The manifold-distributed dataset D consists of N data points, each
denoted as xi ∈ RD, where i = 1, 2, ..., N . Here’s a detailed explanation:

• Manifolds represent curved surfaces embedded in a higher-dimensional space that
are similar to Euclidean spaces at a local level, but are complex at a global level.
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• In the context of datasets, a manifold-distributed dataset refers to a collection of
data points that are distributed approximately on or close to a lower-dimensional
manifold within a higher-dimensional ambient space.

• M is assumed to be smooth, which implies that it does not have sharp edges or
singularities. Furthermore, it is d-dimensional, meaning that d independent variables
can be used to parameterise it locally.

• In the dataset D, each data point xi is represented as a vector RD, where D repre-
sents the dimension of the ambient space, which is typically much greater than the
intrinsic dimension of the manifold d.

• The dataset D is considered to be manifold-distributed because the data points are
not randomly distributed in the ambient space, but instead tend to cluster around
the smaller manifoldM.

• Manifold-distributed datasets pose a challenge because they require uncovering the
underlying structure of the manifoldM, often using techniques like dimensionality
reduction, manifold learning, and topology inference.

In summary, a manifold-distributed dataset consists of a collection of data points that
are approximately arranged on or near a lower-dimensional manifold within a higher-
dimensional ambient space, presenting both challenges and opportunities for analysis
and interpretation.

Reinforcement learning and few-shot learning are two distinct machine learning
paradigms that each come with their own challenges and techniques. Nevertheless,
they can be effectively combined, especially when combined with transfer learning
principles, for the purpose of handling complex learning tasks involving limited labeled
data, especially when combined with transfer learning principles.

During reinforcement learning, agents interact with their surroundings, take
actions, and then receive feedback from the environments as they learn a policy
over time. The goal of reinforcement learning is to maximise cumulative rewards. Q-
learning, deep Q-networks, policy gradient methods, and other RL algorithms are
all used to teach agents how to make optimal decisions in dynamic and uncertain
environments.

Reinforcement learning and few-shot learning can be bridged using transfer learn-
ing. When an agent is pre-trained in a diverse set of environments or tasks, it can
acquire generalisable skills and policies that can be adapted to new environments with
a relatively small amount of training data. Researchers and practitioners can develop
robust and adaptive learning systems by integrating transfer learning principles into
reinforcement learning and few-shot learning frameworks that can learn effectively
from small amounts of data and generalise well to new and unknown situations by inte-
grating transfer learning principles. In real-world situations where data scarcity and
adaptability are key challenges, this synergy between reinforcement learning, few-shot
learning, and transfer learning opens up new possibilities.

A novel method is presented in this paper for determining the similarity between
two manifold structures. To determine whether target and base datasets have similar
manifolds and are suitable for transfer learning, this method can be used. Using the
mentioned method, the paper then presents a novel algorithm for few-shot learning
of manifold distributed datasets. Using a similar source labeled manifold distributed
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dataset, the algorithm learns the manifold structure of the data. Then, using the
manifold structure learned from the source dataset, along with the labeled and unla-
beled data from the target manifold distributed dataset, a few-shot learning classifier
is trained. Finally, we describe how similarity in manifold structures can be used for
reinforcement learning.

This article makes the following contributions:

• A novel method for calculating the similarity between two manifold structures is
proposed. The purpose of this method is to determine whether a base dataset is
suitable for transfer learning. (Section 3)

• A novel algorithm is presented for the transfer learning when data is manifold
distributed and labels are limited in few-shot learning scenarios. Transfer learning
is achieved using graphs and random walks. (Section 4).

• Lastly, we discuss the application of our approach to the similarity of manifold
structures and few-shot learning for reinforcement learning. (Section 7).

This article will proceed in the following manner: Section 2 examines current research
on few-shot learning, transfer learning, and classification of manifold-distributed data
with few labeled samples. Section 3 presents a method to compare the similarity of
manifold structures between two manifold distributed datasets. Section 4 outlines our
proposed algorithm. Section 5 describes the experiments conducted on synthetic and
real-life datasets. Our results are also compared with other state-of-the-art methods
in this section. Section 7 discusses the application of similarity and few-shot learning
to reinforcement learning using our proposed method.

2 Background and related work

The semi-supervised learning paradigm is ideal when a large amount of unlabeled data
is available alongside a small quantity of labeled data Reddy et al (2018); Zhu (2005).
The traditional method of supervised learning involves training models solely on
labeled data, which is time-consuming and costly. On the other hand, semi-supervised
learning emphasises the inclusion of additional information from unlabeled data to
enhance the generalisation and performance of the model.

Using the vast amount of unlabeled data that is available is a major challenge
for semi-supervised learning. Various techniques are employed to overcome this obsta-
cle. You can use self-training Zoph et al (2020), a process in which unlabeled data
points are labeled iteratively and added to the training set, or co-training Zhang et al
(2014), where multiple views of data are used to improve learning. The accuracy and
robustness of semi-supervised learning algorithms are improved by learning from both
labeled and unlabeled data.

Recent advances in deep learning, meta-learning, and transfer learning have led
to significant progress in few-shot learning. In order to address the few-shot learning
problem, numerous approaches and techniques have been developed, each with its own
strengths and characteristics. Machine learning approaches such as few-shot learn-
ing Wang et al (2020) address the problem of training models with a limited number
of labeled examples (shots) per class or task. In real-world applications, such scenarios
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are common where it is difficult or expensive to collect large, labeled datasets. Few-
shot learning allows models to generalise well to new, unknown classes or tasks with
very few examples.

The challenges associated with Few-shot learning have been addressed through
the development of a number of strategies and techniques. Few-shot learning methods
that utilise meta-learning Elsken et al (2020) are trained on a variety of tasks, each
accompanied by a limited number of labeled examples. The models are taught how to
develop an effective initialisation or parameter updating rule. This is to facilitate its
ability to adapt rapidly during testing and inference to new tasks or classes.

A common strategy used in few-shot learning is meta-learning Jiang et al (2020),
also known as learning to learn. Through the use of meta-learning algorithms, models
can rapidly adapt to new tasks with limited labeled data by accumulating knowledge
from multiple related tasks during a pre-training phase. Models become more adept
at generalising to new classes as they learn how to learn. Metric learning attempts
to learn a similarity metric that measures the similarity or dissimilarity between data
points in order to make accurate predictions based on limited data.

Transfer learning Rostami et al (2019); Qayyumi et al (2023) is an approach to
improve performance on new, related tasks using the knowledge gained from pre-
trained models on large datasets (pre-training). In this article we present a few-show
classifier using transfer learning.

Memory-augmented architectures have also been shown to be promising for few-
shot learning. Both training and testing are conducted using models that use external
memory structures as a dynamic storage medium. Learning through few-shots is
made possible by the ability to retain important knowledge and adapt it to new
situations. By utilising data augmentation techniques Zhou et al (2021), data is aug-
mented artificially by rotating, translating, scaling, and introducing noise. Further,
few-shot learning has been applied to improve model performance, adaptability, and
generalisation through the use of generative modeling, attention mechanisms, and
knowledge distillation. A variety of generative models, including Generative Adversar-
ial Networks (GANs) Robb et al (2020) and Variational Autoencoders (VAEs), can be
used to generate new data samples, thereby improving the available labeled data for
training. In addition to improving performance and reducing over-fitting, ensembling
methods Dvornik et al (2019) can also enhance performance.

Metric learning Jiang et al (2020) is another popular approach to few-shot learning.
A metric-based method seeks to infer a similarity metric or embedding space in which
samples from the same class are more similar than samples from different classes.
Using these methods, effective classification and recognition can be achieved with a
minimum amount of training data.

In recent years, several influential papers have significantly advanced the few-shot
learning technique. Several innovative algorithms and methodologies are presented
that have pushed the boundaries of what is possible even with limited training
examples. Here are some interesting ideas presented in a number of popular papers.
In Vinyals et al (2016) the authors introduced matching networks for one-shot learn-
ing. The authors propose a trainable model that compares examples from a support
set with examples from a target set. Similarities between samples are computed
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using a differentiable nearest-neighbor algorithm. As demonstrated in this study,
memory-augmented architectures can be useful for few-shot learning.

In Snell et al (2017) the authors presented a few-shot learning approach utilising
prototypical networks. The algorithm proposed is based on the learning of a metric
space where samples from the same class are closer together than samples from other
classes. By representing classes with learned prototypes, this method enables efficient
inference and generalisation of new classes. Ren et al (2018) introduced the concept of
meta-learning using few-shot learning as a context. In order to facilitate rapid adap-
tation to new tasks with limited labeled data, the authors propose a meta-learning
algorithm that learns the initialisation of the model’s parameters as the task pro-
gresses. As a result of training on multiple related tasks, generalisation and adaptation
to new classes are enhanced.

In Finn et al (2017) the authors introduced the model-agnostic meta-learning
(MAML) algorithm, which provides a general framework for few-shot learning. The
use of MAML allows models to be quickly adapted to new tasks with limited data by
optimising their parameters. MAML learns from few examples efficiently by iteratively
updating its initialisation based on task-specific gradients.

The transfer learning technique is a powerful tool in machine learning and computer
vision for improving the performance of related tasks based on the knowledge gained
from the first task. The transfer of representations, features, or knowledge from one
domain to another reduces the requirement for expensive training processes and large
labeled datasets. Models are believed to be capable of transferring knowledge gained
from one task to another, improving performance, generalisation, and convergence.

A number of influential papers have contributed to the development and advance-
ment of transfer learning techniques. In these papers, several approaches and
architectures have been proposed which have had a significant impact on the field.
In Krizhevsky et al (2012) the authors used deep convolutional neural networks
(CNNs) to introduce the concept of transfer learning. The study demonstrated the
effectiveness of pre-training CNNs on a large-scale dataset (ImageNet) and fine-tuning
them for specific target tasks. A large-scale dataset could be generalised to different
tasks, resulting in significant improvements in accuracy.

In Simonyan and Zisserman (2014) the authors introduced VGGNet, which
achieved excellent performance on the ImageNet challenge. The study demonstrated
that transfer learning is effective when it is applied to very deep networks. According
to the authors, VGGNet learns rich representations on ImageNet that are generalisable
to other tasks after pre-training.

In He et al (2016) the authors introduced the ResNet architecture, which addresses
the problem of training deep neural networks by introducing residual connections.
Using ResNet, the authors demonstrated superior performance on ImageNet and high-
lighted the importance of deep networks in transfer learning. The network could learn
residual mappings by using residual connections, allowing features from pre-trained
models to be reused more effectively.

Goodfellow et al. Goodfellow et al (2020), despite not exclusively addressing trans-
fer learning, introduced the concept of generative adversarial networks (GANs), which
are widely used for transfer learning. An adversarial GAN consists of a generator and
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a discriminator network. Generators learn to generate synthetic samples that cannot
be distinguished from real samples, while discriminators learn to distinguish real sam-
ples from fake ones. GANs have been used for a variety of transfer learning tasks,
including domain adaptation and style transfer.

In few-shot learning using manifold-distributed data, it is difficult to determine
the manifold structure of the data accurately due to the limited number of obser-
vations available for training. There is no mathematical possibility of estimating the
manifold structure in zero-shot and one-shot learning, for instance. Consequently, it
is critical to determine the minimum number of samples required to accurately deter-
mine the manifold structure. It may not be possible to capture the nonlinear, complex
relationships between manifold distributed data using a small number of examples.
Consequently, the model may be overfit or underfit, resulting in poor performance
when new, unseen data is introduced. Transfer learning success is heavily dependent
on selecting a suitable source dataset. However, the algorithm used also contributes
to this success Ganin et al (2016).

Another challenge is that few-shot learning assumes that the training examples
are representative of the entire manifold distribution, which is not necessarily true for
manifold distributed data. When the training data is biased towards particular parts
of the manifold or does not cover the full range of variations in the data, a model may
fail to generalise to new data points that are not included in the training set.

Furthermore, when using few-shot learning with manifold distributed data, it is
essential to select the appropriate distance metric or similarity metric. The selection
of an appropriate distance metric can be challenging due to the fact that different
manifolds require different distance metrics.

Finally, few-shot learning may require complex and computationally expensive
models if there is a large amount of distributed data. The training data for these
models must be collected in large quantities in order to avoid overfitting, which is in
conflict with the few-shot approach.

Manifold-distributed data can be represented intuitively and naturally with graphs.
Edges represent pairwise relationships between data points, while nodes represent
data points. Graphs help capture the complex, nonlinear relationships between data
points of manifold distributed data. Graphs can also be used to incorporate additional
information about the data into the classification process, such as pairwise similarities,
distances, or labels. Pairwise relationships between data points can be used to assign
edge weights. In summary, graphs offer an effective framework for addressing many of
the challenges posed by manifold distributed data classification Cai et al (2010). Using
the constructed graph, we can determine the likelihood that unlabeled observations
belong to a particular class based on their proximity to labelled observations. Graph-
based classification has proven to be a state-of-the-art approach to classifying manifold
distributed data Tu et al (2016, 2014).

3 Measuring similarity of manifolds

There are a number of general issues and challenges associated with measuring similar-
ity in various fields, such as machine learning, data mining, information retrieval, and
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natural language processing. One of the primary challenges in measuring similarity is
choosing the appropriate similarity metric and distance measure. Different metrics can
result in inconsistent similarity assessments. When comparing text data, for example,
Euclidean distance and cosine similarity can produce different similarity scores.

Dimensionality is another issue. As the number of dimensions increases, the amount
of data needed to maintain meaningful similarity between points increases expo-
nentially. As a result, it can be difficult to determine the true similarity between
high-dimensional data points accurately. Also, handling noisy or missing data can
impact similarity measurements.

Moreover, similarity can be both subjective and context-dependent, with some sim-
ilarities occurring in one context and not in another, thus emphasising the importance
of domain-specific understanding and feature selection when attempting to measure
similarity.

Manifolds, which are geometric structures that are locally similar to Euclidean
space, but may have complex global shapes, present additional challenges when mea-
suring similarity. Due to their inherent geometric properties, traditional similarity
measures may not be suitable for manifolds.

For addressing these challenges, researchers have developed techniques such as
manifold learning algorithms, which aim to uncover the underlying structure of the
data, reduce its dimensions, and retain its essential characteristics while reducing its
dimensionality. Isomap, Locally Linear Embedding (LLE), and t-distributed Stochas-
tic Neighbor Embedding (t-SNE) are among the algorithms available for measuring
similarity in manifold spaces.

There are, however, some limitations to these solutions. There is often a need to
tune parameters in manifold learning algorithms, and the choice of parameters can
significantly alter the results. Furthermore, these methods are not always effective
with high-dimensional data or datasets with sparse or noisy samples. As the geometric
relationships in manifold spaces are not always in alignment with intuitive notions of
similarity, it can be challenging to interpret similarity measurements.

Measurement of the similarity between two datasets and manifolds is crucial to
determining the efficiency and feasibility of knowledge transfer. Using knowledge from
one domain, typically called the source domain, transfer learning is aimed at improving
the performance of a model in another, but related, domain, called the target domain.
For a deeper understanding of the underlying structures and distributions in both
domains, it is necessary to assess the similarity between datasets. Transfer learning
is more effective when datasets have similar statistical characteristics, such as the
distribution of data, the representation of features, and the semantic relationships
among them. It is possible to effectively transfer knowledge from the source domain
to the target domain, enhancing generalization and performance.

It is also crucial to measure the similarity between manifolds, which represent
the intrinsic low-dimensional structures of data. In high-dimensional data, manifolds
can be used to capture geometric patterns and relationships, which are necessary for
understanding the underlying structures of target domains and source domains. By
analyzing the geometric similarities between manifolds, we can determine whether
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data in both domains have similar geometric structures, allowing for the transfer of
meaningful and relevant knowledge.

Several works have stressed the importance of assessing datasets and the many
similarities between them when it comes to transfer learning. In Cao et al (2010), the
authors give a comprehensive overview of transfer learning techniques and emphasize
the importance of selecting the appropriate source and target domains on the basis
of similarity measures. In addition, Weiss et al (2016) present a variety of transfer
learning paradigms and emphasize the importance of measuring dataset similarity in
order to achieve successful knowledge transfer.

In order to achieve effective transfer learning, it is essential to measure the sim-
ilarity between datasets and manifolds. Understanding the statistical and geometric
relationships between domains can help us improve model performance in the target
domain. Taking into account the above, we examined various similarity measures in
order to select datasets from the source domain that would be most suitable for trans-
fer learning. Various measures can be used to measure the similarity between datasets
from a source and a target domain. However, these measures do not work when data
is manifold distributed. Therefore, we examined a measure that can be effective when
data from the source domain and the target domain are manifold distributed.

A graph is a natural mechanism for unraveling the structure of a manifold Tu
et al (2016); Vishwanathan et al (2010). Therefore, we examined a measure based on
graphs. Distance can be measured by random walks over graphs, and that is what we
are doing in our distance measurement. We have presented our approach to measuring
distance between two manifold distributed datasets in Algorithm 1. To determine the
effectiveness of our measure, we compared it to all potential measures that can be used
in transfer learning. We used both synthetic and real-world datasets. A comparison
of our method of measuring similarity with all other methods using synthetic data of
a Swiss roll is presented in Figure 1. We began by comparing identical Swiss rolls.
We continued to measure similarity by keeping one Swiss roll the same and adding
normal distributed noise to the other Swiss roll. Figure 1 illustrates the results of the
experiments.

We also evaluated the performance of our approach to similarity using images
from the miniimagenet dataset. In Table 1, a single image of each species is compared
with 50 images of other species and its own. Using the set of 50 images, similarity
is determined by their average distance (using our method). Based on our results,
we are able to identify similar manifold structures and distinguish between different
manifolds based on similarity of their structures.

In Table 3, we compare our method with other similarity measures. In the results,
we can see that similarity decreases as we compare an image of a bird with other bird-
like species and with non-bird-like species. In contrast, other measures of similarity
are not able to accomplish this. When we compare similar manifolds between two
objects and the number of manifolds is the same, our approach to comparing similarity
between images works well. Our method, for example, works when comparing a duck
image to another duck image, but fails when comparing a duck image with an image
containing more than one duck. The reason for this is that the manifold structure of
an image of a single duck differs from the manifold structure of an image with many
ducks.
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Fig. 1 Distance calculated using various methods as more noise is added to one of the manifolds

Graph similarity is measured by comparing the random walk matrices of two graphs
over time t. Using the adjacency matrices of both graphs and their respective node
counts, the function constructs the random walk matrices. The measure of similarity
is calculated by computing the Frobenius norm of the difference between the random
walk matrices of the two graphs. Inherently, this method calculates the similarity
between adjacent matrices by scanning the rows.

It is possible, however, to scan the columns instead of the rows by transposing
the adjacency matrices before performing similarity calculations. By transposing the
matrices, we effectively switch from a row-based perspective to a column-based per-
spective, allowing us to scan columns while retaining the fundamental nature of the
random walk distance calculation.

Additionally, we can combine the row and column perspectives into one matrix to
measure similarity using a concatenation of the rows and columns.

We conducted experiments on all of the above-mentioned methods. The results of
these experiments are shown in Table 2, which provides insight into how effective and
accurate each method is in measuring similarity. For the transfer learning approach,
we chose row scanning because it is more efficient.

4 Transfer Learning

We describe our approach to transfer learning between two manifold distributed
datasets X1 and X2 with labels y1 and y2 in algorithm 3. Target dataset X1 is a man-
ifold distributed dataset with a few labels y1 whereas source dataset X2 is another
manifold distributed dataset with many labels y2. The classifier is trained using the
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Fig. 2 Transfer Learning - Swiss roll manifold

source dataset and a portion of the target dataset that is labeled. There are three
parts to the entire method.

Algorithm 1 calculates distances between two manifold structures. The method
serves as a distance measure for the classifier we use, which is the k neighbor classifier.
Furthermore, the method determines whether the source dataset has a similar manifold
structure to the target dataset and can be used for transfer learning. For transfer
learning to be effective, it is recommended that the source dataset has a level of
manifold similarity. When we calculate similarity, we use the row of the metrics, not the
column. Using rows or columns will not change the results as such, but the calculation
may differ to some extent.

Algorithm 2 constructs graphs of manifold distributed data. A random walk dis-
tance measure is used in training classifiers using these graphs. A random walker walks
over these graphs, distance is calculated which is used by the k neighbor classifier to
determine which neighbor is closest.

Algorithm 3 performs transfer learning. Using algorithm 1 and 2, this algorithm
trains a k neighbor classifier using random walk as the distance metric. In this algo-
rithm, the knowledge of manifold structure (source dataset) and the relationship
between manifolds and labels (source dataset) is transferred to the target dataset. In
conjunction with the limited labels available in the target dataset, these information
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Table 1 MiniImageNet Dataset- A single image of each species is compared with 50
images of other species and its own. Similarity is based on the average distance (using our
method) from the set of 50 images per class.

Birds(50) Ducks(50) Toco(50) Snakes(50) Dogs(50) Lions(50)

384.42 411.45 531.44 1474.24 1967.65 956.75

627.5 187.62 477.95 1597.2 1222.55 1739.42

576.21 596.57 385.16 801.92 863.38 752.33

1392.87 1455.15 1660.04 609.33 1461.78 1683.36

1323.62 870.06 2908.67 1674.11 332.47 669.92

2156.54 2423.52 2189.73 2569.52 384.42 310.96

are used to train a classifier that is then used to classify the unlabeled data in the
target dataset.

Algorithm 1: Measuring Similarity

Data: adj1, adj2, t
Input : adj1, adj2, t
Output: distance

1 Get and assign to n1, n2 number of rows in adj1,adj2;
2 Create identity matrices of size n1× n1 and n2× n2 ;
3 Create weight matrices W1, W2 : W1 = Inverse of (I1− t× adj1) and W2 =

Inverse of (I2− t× adj2) ;
4 Calculate distance d = norm of (W1−W2);
5 return d;

We have provided a detailed explanation of the transfer learning process in 2. There
are two Swiss roll manifolds A and B. A is a Swiss roll dataset with very few labels
(color class). B is a distorted Swiss roll dataset, but all labels are available. There
is a similarity in the manifold structure of both datasets. Using the 1 we are able to
measure the similarity between these datasets and determine if we should use them as
a learning resource. Considering that the manifold in this case is very similar (70%),
we have employed it for transfer learning. It is evident from the output (A-labelled)
that transfer learning has added a great deal of value in this instance, achieving an
accuracy of 96% when compared to the actual labels.
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Table 2 MiniImageNet Dataset- We compare a single image of each species with ten
images of its own species. Similarity is determined by using the average distance
between the main image and a set of 10 images of the same species. This is done using
the rows, columns, and row and column methods. A higher blue density indicates less
similarity.

Based on Rows Based on Columns Based on Column and Rows

79.99 77.35 150.22

17.97 71.19 331.40

69.00 80.73 92.34

24.47 92.07 100.98

29.50 33.61 96.08

Algorithm 2: Construction of Graphs

Data: dataset d, k neighbors
Input : dataset d, k neighbors
Output: graph g

1 Create a new empty graph;
2 Calculate the Euclidean distance matrix for d;
3 for i in range(length(d)) do
4 neighbors ← Indices of k neighbors nearest neighbors of data point i ;
5 for j in neighbors do
6 Add an edge between data point i and data point j in g ;

7 return g ;

5 Experimental Results

We conducted experiments on both synthetic and real-world manifold distributed
datasets. These experiments were conducted to evaluate the effectiveness of our
method and determine when we should stop using transfer learning in few-shot learn-
ing with manifold distributed datasets. Few-shot learning with manifold distributed
datasets makes it extremely difficult to construct a classifier with a high mean accu-
racy. Therefore, it is logical to learn from a source dataset and transfer knowledge to
a target dataset.

There is a breakeven point after which transfer learning does not add value, and
may even not be necessary. There may or may not be a need for transfer learning
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Algorithm 3: Transfer Learning

Data: X1, y1, X2, y2, k,DT
Input : X1, y1, X2, y2, k,DT
Output: µα (mean accuracy of classification)

1 Assign random walk distance between X1, X2 to d;
2 if d ≤ DT then
3 Scale the features of X1, X2 to the range [0, 1];
4 Construct graphs g1, g2 from scaled X1, X2 with k nearest neighbors;
5 Convert g1, g2 to adjacency matrices;
6 Create a new k Neighbors classifier with k neighbors and Algorithm 1 as

distance metric;
7 Train classifier on X2 and X1 labeled with labels y2, y1;
8 Classify X1 unlabeled using the trained classifier;
9 return Prediction (y1);

depending on the number of labels per class available in the target dataset and how
different the source dataset is in terms of its manifold structure. In order to simulate
this scenario, we experimented with 10, 20, 30 and 40 labels per class for synthetic and
real-world datasets. We add noise to the source dataset as we increase the number
of labelled data points per class. We begin with a noise level of 1 and increase the
noise level by 1 every time. It is worth noting that an increase in noise represents
an increase in standard deviation. As noise increases, standard deviation increases as
follows: 0→ 1 = 0.078, 0→ 2 = 0.29, 0→ 3 = 0.64, and 0→ 4 = 1. A target dataset
is created by removing all labels except the number required per class. An identical
copy of the same dataset is used as the base dataset. Noise is added to all features
except the class.

5.1 Synthetic datasets

Several experiments were conducted using the data generated for Swiss roll, moon
shape, and S curve shape manifolds. We generated two identical datasets: one as a
target and the other as a source. The target dataset is modified by removing all labels
except the number of labels required for each class. We modify the base dataset by
adding noise to all features except the class feature. In the table 4, you can see the
structure of the manifold, the number of labeled samples in the target dataset, the
noise added to the base dataset, as well as the mean accuracy with and without
transfer learning. Based on the difference in mean accuracy with and without transfer
learning, it can be seen how beneficial transfer learning can be for few-learning with
manifold distributed data. Furthermore, the table illustrates how the manifold differ-
ence between the source and target datasets (noise) impacts the efficacy of transfer
learning.
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Table 3 MiniImageNet Dataset: The image of a bird is compared to that of other birds and
other species based on our approach to similarity and other distance measures

A B ours cos rbf pd wd hausdorff

0.00 0.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0

253.61 0.10 0.00 0.45 77.37 57066

582.62 0.15 0.00 0.42 31.00 77164

2187.30 0.11 0.00 0.45 73.44 72403

4491.55 0.15 0.00 0.61 23.94 63515

Table 4 % Mean accuracy (µα) with and without transfer learning (TL) on different
manifold structures (1000 data points, 20 iterations) - σ represents noise added. We also
compare our approach with neural networks - domain adoption

Shape Manifold Sample(L) σ- Noise µα% µα (TL-
Our App)%

µα
NN-DA%

1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
x

0.50

0.25

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

y

Moon 10 1 2.00 86.1 79.9
Moon 20 2 7.00 73.2 68.3
Moon 30 3 9.10 60.9 60.0
Moon 40 4 22.2 56.7 63.5

X

1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

Y

0.0
0.5

1.0
1.5

2.0

Z

2

1

0

1

2
S Curve 10 1 14.1 39.4 33.9
S Curve 20 2 19.5 23.2 25.7
S Curve 30 3 28.8 18.5 16.9
S Curve 40 4 38.2 15.5 18.3

X

10 5 0 5 10

Y

0
5

10
15

20

Z

10

5

0

5

10

15 Swiss roll 10 1 2.24 88.1 22.5
Swiss roll 20 2 7.00 74.8 15.3
Swiss roll 30 3 17.8 62.4 12.2
Swiss roll 40 4 32.2 58.2 9.8

5.2 Real world datasets

We conducted experiments with banknotes, Pendigits, and Satlog datasets. You
can access the datasets at (http://archive.ics.uci.edu). We generated two identical
datasets: one as a target and the other as a source. The target dataset is modified by
removing all labels except the number of labels required for each class. We modify the
base dataset by adding noise to all features except the class feature. In the table 5,
you can see the structure of the manifold, the number of labeled samples in the tar-
get dataset, the noise added to the base dataset, as well as the mean accuracy with
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and without transfer learning. Based on the difference in mean accuracy with and
without transfer learning, it can be seen how beneficial transfer learning can be for
few-learning with manifold distributed data. Furthermore, the table illustrates how
the manifold difference between the source and target datasets (noise) impacts the
efficacy of transfer learning.

Table 5 % Mean accuracy (µα) with and without transfer learning (TL) on different
manifold structures (1000 data points, 20 iterations) - σ represents noise added. We also
compare our approach with neural networks - domain adoption

Shape Dataset Sample(L) σ- Noise µα% µα (TL -
Our App)%

µα
NN-DA%

15 10 5
0

5
10

15
10

5
0

5
10

15
10
5
0
5

10

Banknotes 10 1 86.7 97.1 87.3
Banknotes 20 2 87.1 94.0 88.5
Banknotes 30 3 87.7 90.8 86.8
Banknotes 40 4 88.8 87.2 82.4

20
10

0
10

20 20
10

0
10

20

20

10

0

10

20

Pendigits 10 1 87.4 99.1 2.4
Pendigits 20 2 90.9 99.2 5.0
Pendigits 30 3 91.8 99.1 9.7
Pendigits 40 4 93.8 98.7 17.3

20
10

0
10

20
30 20

10

0
10

20

15
10
5

0
5
10
15
20

Satlog 10 1 55.6 90.0 2.9
Satlog 20 2 59.8 88.7 10.7
Satlog 30 3 67.6 88.5 18.0
Satlog 40 4 70.1 85.2 19.6

6 Pre-processing of image datasets with the
superpixel centroid technique

A similarity score is calculated after performing a significant amount of calculations
on images that are similar. In scenarios where we datasets contain a large number of
images to be compared, it is reasonable to perform a preprocessing stage by only com-
paring superpixel versions of these images Monti et al (2017). Pre-processing enables
the reduction of matching images to only relevant ones that can then be compared
fully. This can be accomplished by utilizing a method that we propose and call Super-
pixel centriods. This method is designed to produce a centriod based superpixel image.
A superpixel centroid image can be created by converting the image to a superpixel
equivalent. Then, color each segment in the image by taking the colour of its centroid.
For more information about how to create a superpixel centroid image, please refer to
Algorithm 4.

Superpixel centroid images can be used for pre-processing purposes, but they can
also be used for similarity calculations especially when high accuracy of similarity is
not required. When such scenarios occur, it is essential to select the right number
of segments for the superpixel centroid image. A smaller number of segments in the
superpixel centroid image and a very high number of segments will decrease similarity
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Table 6 Impact of different Superpixel Centroid Image
Sizes on Similarity Measures Between Two Bird Images

A B
Sup-C
Size

Similarity

Original
Size

45.40

10 x 10 1176.42

20 x 20 94.91

30 x 30 387.07

accuracy. This is due to the fact that fewer numbers of segments cannot capture
the manifold structure within an image effectively. Higher numbers can distort the
manifold structure within the superpixel centroid equivalent image. Table xxx presents
a similarity score based on our approach for an image and its superpixel equivalents
of different segments. The table 6 shows clearly how the number of segments affects
the similarity measure.

7 Reinforcement Learning: Broadening Capabilities
and Applications

Manifold recognition of images can be extremely useful in reinforcement learning, espe-
cially in tasks where visual input plays a critical role, like robotics, autonomous driving,
and computer vision games. In reinforcement learning, manifold recognition refers to
the underlying structures or patterns within a high-dimensional image space. The fol-
lowing are some of the ways in which manifold recognition may assist reinforcement
learning:

1. Using manifold learning techniques, meaningful features can be extracted from
high-dimensional image data while maintaining essential information about the
image’s structure and characteristics Zhu et al (2018). Learning and generalisation
can then be improved by using these extracted features as inputs to reinforcement
learning algorithms.

2. By recognising the manifold structure within images, it is possible to produce state
representations that are more compact and informative in reinforcement learning
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Algorithm 4: Convert Image to Superpixel Centroid Image

1: Input: Image I, number of superpixel segments N
2: Output: Superpixel Image I
3: Step 1: Load and Preprocess Image

1. Load the input image I
2. Convert the image I to LAB color space to get lab image

4: Step 2: Initialize and Apply Superpixel Segmentation

1. Initialize the superpixel segmentation function
2. Function superpixels(image,N)

(a) Initialize superpixel image with zeros
(b) Compute step size as step =

√
(image height× image width)/N

(c) Assign labels to superpixel by starting with a label = 0
(d) for y from 0 to image height with step step

(i) for x from 0 to image width with step step

(A) Set segments slic[y : y + step, x : x+ step] = label
(B) Increment label

(ii) end for
(e) end for
(f) return segments slic

3. End Function
4. Call segments slic = superpixels(lab image,N)

5: Step 3: Apply K-Means Clustering

1. Apply K-Means clustering on reshaped lab image with N clusters to get
palette colors lab

6: Step 4: Create Superpixel Centroid Image

1. Initialize superpixel centroids with zeros of the same size as I
2. for each unique segment label segment in segments slic
(a) Create mask for pixels belonging to the current segment
(b) Compute the centroid color centroid color lab of the superpixel in LAB

space
(c) Find the closest color in palette colors lab to centroid color lab
(d) Set the color of all pixels in superpixel centroids belonging to segment to

the closest color
3. end for
4. Convert superpixel centroids from LAB to BGR color space

7: Step 5: Return Results

1. return superpixel centroids
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tasks. By reducing state space complexity and focusing learning efforts on rele-
vant features and patterns, reinforcement learning algorithms can increase their
efficiency Li et al (2017).

3. Manifold recognition can help understand semantic relationships and hierarchies
within image data He et al (2004). It can enable reinforcement learning agents to
learn meaningful abstractions and representations of the environment, which would
lead to better decision-making and the generation of appropriate behaviours.

4. In image-based reinforcement learning tasks, manifold recognition can provide guid-
ance for exploration strategies Srinivasan et al (2015). By focusing exploration
efforts in areas of image space where uncertainty or novel information are likely to
be found, agents will be able to achieve greater efficiency in learning and improve
generalisation to unknown situations.

5. A manifold-based representation can enhance the robustness of reinforcement learn-
ing algorithms to noise, variation, and distortions in image data Wang and Huang
(2010). It is possible for agents to learn robust and stable policies that generalise
well across different visual conditions by capturing the underlying structure and
ignoring irrelevant variations.

Fig. 3 MiniImageNet Dataset: A reinforcement agent trained on the manifold structure of one image
can identify and classify all other images.

Using our approach to measure similarity in the above context can enhance image-
intensive reinforcement learning through measuring the similarity between an image
and a database of known images. Table 3 illustrates how one picture depicting a
bird and a lion can be used to identify all other similar images of the same class.
This is based on its similarity to that picture’s manifold structure. Due to the fact
that our method compares only manifold structures, not the entire image, we have
minimised noise, reduced exploration areas, reduced the complexity of comparing the
entire image, focused on relevant features and patterns, and achieved a more general
approach to similarity measurement.
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Overall, a manifold recognition approach to reinforcement learning is a valuable
method in various image-intensive reinforcement learning applications, allowing for
enhanced learning efficiency, better generalisation, and higher robustness to noise.

8 Conclusions

The development of a classifier with high mean accuracy from a manifold distributed
dataset with limited labels is not an easy task. In order for transfer learning to be effec-
tive, the manifold structure of the base dataset must be similar to the target dataset.
As a means of solving these problems, this paper proposes a novel method for calcu-
lating similarity between two manifold distributed datasets. It also proposes a novel
transfer learning algorithm in few-shot learning scenarios with manifold distributed
datasets. Graphs and random walks are used in our method for calculating similarity
between manifold structures. Using the manifold information along with the label dis-
tribution from the base manifold distributed dataset and the limited labels from the
target dataset, we can construct a high mean accuracy classifier.

We also discuss a superpixel centroid-based approach to pre-processing image
datasets in this paper in order to achieve processing efficiency in large image datasets.
Finally, we discuss the application of the approach to reinforcement learning as well
as future directions for this study.
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