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ABSTRACT

Interactive visual exploration of large, high-dimensional datasets plays a very impor-
tant role in various fields of science, which requires aggregated information about mu-
tual relationships between numerous objects. It enables not only to recognize their im-
portant structural features and forms, such as clusters of vertices and their connectivity
patterns, but also to assess their mutual relationships in terms of position, distance, shape,
and connection density. The structural properties of these large datasets can be scruti-
nized throughout their interactive visualization. We argue that the visualization of very
high-dimensional data is well approximated by the two-dimensional (2D) problem of em-
bedding undirected KNN-graphs. In the advent of the big data era, the size of complex
networks (datasets) G(V, E) (|V|=M~10%") represents a great challenge for today’s com-
puter systems and still requires more efficient ND—2D dimensionality reduction (DR)
algorithms. The existing DR methods, which involve more computational and memory
complexities than O(M), are too slow for interactive manipulation on large networks
that involve millions of vertices. We show that high-quality embeddings can be produced
with minimal time&memory complexity. Very efficient IVHD (interactive visualization of
high-dimensional data) and IVHD-CUDA algorithms are presented and then compared to
the state-of-the-art DR methods (both CPU and GPU versions): t-SNE, UMAP, TriMAP,
PaCMAP, BH-SNE-CUDA, and AtSNE-CUDA. We show that the memory and time re-
quirements for IVHD are radically lower than those for the baseline codes. For example,
IVHD-CUDA is almost 30 times faster in embedding (without the kNN graph generation
procedure, which is the same for all methods) of one of the largest datasets used, YAHOO
(M=1.4 - 10%), than AtSNE-CUDA. We conclude that at the expense of a minor deterio-
ration of embedding quality, compared to baseline algorithms, IVHD well preserves the
main structural properties of ND data in 2D for a significantly lower computational bud-
get. We also present a meta-algorithm that enables using any unsupervised DR method
in supervised fashion and as a result allows for flexible control of global and local prop-
erties of the embedding. Thus, our methods can be a good candidate for an interactive
visualization of truly big data (M=10%%) and can be further used to inspect and interpret
relationships between alternative representations of observations learned by artificial neu-
ral networks (ANN). Additionally, we have provided a framework for testing the trade-off
between preservation of global structure and local structure of DR.






STRESZCZENIE

Interaktywna, wizualna eksploracja duzych, wielowymiarowych zbioréw danych
odgrywa bardzo wazna role w r6znych dziedzinach nauki, ktéra wymaga zagregowanej
informacji o wzajemnych relacjach migdzy wieloma obiektami. Umozliwia ona nie tylko
rozpoznanie ich istotnych cech 1 form strukturalnych, takich jak skupiska wierzchotkéw
i ich wzorce potaczen, ale takze oceng ich wzajemnych relacji w zakresie potoze-
nia, odleglosci, ksztattu i ggstosci potaczen. Twierdzimy, ze wizualizacja wielowymi-
arowych danych (ND) jest dobrze przyblizana przez problem dwuwymiarowego (2D)
osadzania nieukierunkowanych graféw najblizszych sasiadow (ang. kNN graphs). W
dzisiejszych czasach, rozmiar ztozonych sieci (zbioréw danych) G(V, E) (|V|=M~10%")
stanowi duze wyzwanie dla dzisiejszych systeméw komputerowych i wciaz wymaga
bardziej wydajnych algorytméw osadzania danych wielowymiarowych. Istniejace metody
redukcji wymiarowosSci danych, ktére wymagaja wigkszej ztozonosci obliczeniowej i
pamigciowe] niz O(M), sa zbyt wolne do interaktywnej manipulacji na duzych sieciach
obejmujacych miliony wierzchotkéw. Pokazujemy, ze osadzenia wysokiej jakoSci moga
by¢ produkowane przy minimalnej zlozonoSci czasowej i pamigciowej. Przedstawiamy
bardzo wydajne algorytmy IVHD oraz IVHD-CUDA, a nast¢pnie poréwnujemy je z na-
jnowszymi 1 najpopularniejszymi metodami redukcji wymiarowosci (zarbwno w wersji
dla CPU, jak i GPU): t-SNE, UMAP, TriMAP, PACMAP, BH-SNE-CUDA oraz AtSNE-
CUDA. Pokazujemy, ze wymagania pami¢ciowe i czasowe dla IVHD sa radykalnie
nizsze niz dla kodéw bazowych. Na przyktad, IVHD-CUDA jest prawie 30 razy szyb-
sza w osadzaniu (bez procedury generowania grafu najblizszych sasiadow, ktora jest taka
sama dla wszystkich metod) jednego z najwigkszych uzytych zbioréw danych, YAHOO
(M=1.4-10%), niz AtSNE-CUDA. Stwierdzamy, ze kosztem niewielkiego pogorszenia
jakosci osadzania, w poréwnaniu do algorytméw bazowych, IVHD dobrze zachowuje
gléwne wiasnosci strukturalne danych ND w 2D przy znacznie nizszym budzecie cza-
sowym. Przedstawiamy rowniez meta-algorytm, ktéry umozliwia wykorzystanie dowolne]
nienadzorowanej metody osadzania danych w sposéb nadzorowany i w rezultacie pozwala
na elastyczna kontrolg globalnych i lokalnych wtasnoSci osadzenia. Dzigki temu, nasze
metody moga by¢ dobrym kandydatem do interaktywnej wizualizacji naprawd¢ duzych
zbioréw danych (M=10%") i moga by¢ dalej wykorzystywane do inspekcji i interpretacji
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zaleznosci pomigdzy alternatywnymi reprezentacjami obserwacji wyuczonymi przez sz-
tuczne sieci neuronowe (ANN).
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GLOSSARY OF SYMBOLS

A A AR =

a scalar

a vector

a matrix (dataset)

the set of real numbers

high-dimensional space (N>>n)
low-dimensional space (n<<N)

number of elements in X

transpose of matrix X

i-th element of vector x

i-th row of matrix X

j-th row of matrix X

element (i, j) of matrix X

¢, norm of vector X

¢, norm of vector x

partial derivative of y with respect to x
gradient of y with respect to x

graph with sets of V vertices and E edges
a Gaussian distribution with mean m and variance s>
Riemannian manifold
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

In the era of big data, most of the data generated every day is represented directly as:
1) structured data - ND vectors, or as 2) unstructured data - embedded in ND Euclidean
space (e.g. pictures, graphs, text). It is common for popular deep learning approaches to
use data augmentation to satisfy the need to train a huge number of parameters without
overfitting, the growing amount of data requires some key data reduction methods for
different motivations. In general, dimensionality reduction (DR) is useful for: 1) better
storage efficiency, 2) shorter computation time, 3) creating better data representation, 4)
removing outliers, and 5) better recognition performance. Data reduction approaches are
divided into two categories (Fig. 1.1), that is, dimensionality reduction and numerosity
reduction, which reduce the dimensionality and sample size of the data, respectively.

Data reduction

|
1 v

MNumerosity Dimensionality
reduction reduction
Prototype Prototype Feature Feature
selection generation extraction selection

Figure 1.1: Taxonomy of data reduction. This dissertation tackles the red part.

1.1. Motivation

In this work, we investigate the ways in which dimensionality reduction (DR) methods
can benefit from a common framework that would allow us to determine the reliability of
low-dimensional mapping (embedding). We focus on visualization using the scatter plot
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1.1. Motivation 13

technique. This type of data visualization is useful in illustrating the relationships that exist
between variables and can be used to identify trends or correlations in the data. Other types
of data visualization (such as charts, heat maps, graphs) have been omitted from our con-
siderations. Furthermore, to visualize the structured data, we only need a distance matrix
between consecutive objects. For unstructured data, we first need to create a vector repre-
sentation in Euclidean space, which allows for: 1) not using complicated metrics to calcu-
late distances, and 2) such data can be further used to train a neural network. Additionally,
it would allow one to trace the changes in embedding quality for modern algorithms used
in the visualization of high-dimensional information, which is obtained by reducing the
amount of information each individual object (that is being embedded) has about the en-
tire data set and reducing the computational complexity of modern DR algorithms. In
particular, we focus on two main areas where, as we have found, DR methodologies have
the biggest procedural holes.

First, we attempt to establish a common framework that would allow for a proper qual-
ity evaluation of different embeddings. We show how this can be useful in the problem
of interpreting data that are represented by sparse, unstructured, high-dimensional feature
vectors. This type of data often arises in fields such as social networks, web indexing,
gene sequencing, and biomedical analysis. Interactive visualization allows for: 1) instant
verification of a number of hypotheses, 2) precise matching of data mining tools to the
properties of the data investigated, 3) adapting the optimal parameters to machine learning
algorithms, and 4) selecting the best data representation.

Second, we investigate how to considerably decrease the time&memory complexity of
visualization of high-dimensional data' with minimal decrease of the embedding quality.
This would enable one to analyze visually radically larger datasets than those of the state-
of-the-art visualization algorithms. The 2D data embedding would allow for both insight
into the large data structure and its interactive exploration through direct manipulation
of all or part of the data set. In this way, the shapes and mutual locations of single data
and classes can be observed, irrelevant data samples can be removed, and outliers can be
identified. The multiscale structure can be explored visually by changing data embedding
strategies and visualization modes (e.g., the type of the loss function) and zooming in and
out selected fragments of 2D (3D) data mapping. We also investigated a centroid meta-
procedure, which utilizes state-of-the-art clustering algorithms [115], allowing for even
better parameterization of the final visualization in terms of its local and global properties.

Finally, using the research described in the first two paragraphs, our objective is to
solve another well-recognized challenge, namely to interpret a model prediction when
training and analyzing deep learning models [!53]. Although these techniques are useful,
few works have been published [110, , ] to explain how model predictions are de-
veloped during the training process. Obtaining training information, which evolves over
time, can be useful, but it is difficult to abstract the evolving part of the underlying model.

"While the term "high-dimensional” is sometimes used to refer to data described by at least four features, here we consider a feature

vector to be high-dimensional when its dimensionality is on the order of at least 10> — 10*
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1.2. The thesis and goals 14

The following subsidiary questions arise: 1) How does the training process incrementally
improve the model? 2) How does the model gradually make trade-offs to fit some samples
while sacrificing others? 3) How does the model handle matching and learning difficult
samples? To answer these questions, we visualize the relationship between learned repre-
sentations of observations and the relationship between artificial neurons. We show how
visualization can provide highly valuable feedback for network designers.

1.2. The thesis and goals

The overarching purpose of this dissertation is to investigate an optimal DR method
that could effectively and interactively visualize truly large and high-dimensional datasets,
when very strict time&memory performance regimes are implemented. To this end, we
follow these crucial assumptions.

1. We focus on embedding high-dimensional data into low-dimensional spaces. For this
purpose, each object is represented as a point in order to visualize the structure of the
dataset, choose the appropriate representation of the data, choose the appropriate
metric to represent the manifold, and match meta-parameters of machine learning
algorithms.

2. The method is expected to enable direct analysis of data (through interactive inter-
vention in the data set, selection of loss functions, etc.).

3. We are not interested in preprocessing the data beforehand, i.e., we work on the final
vector representation of the data and the defined distance metric.

In the dissertation, we also refer to supervised embedding methods and present the
application of the proposed method to the analysis and interpretation of the performance
of neural networks.

The thesis of the dissertation is as follows.

Computational complexity of modern DR algorithms for embedding N high-
dimensional data vectors into low-dimensional spaces might be reduced to O(kN). It can
be achieved by: a) drastically reducing the neighbor information of each object, b) intro-
ducing the binary distance between objects, and c) using an efficient loss function mini-
mization method, which does not drastically degrade the embedding quality.

The main contributions of this dissertation are as follows:

e An extensive overview and analysis of existing DR methods and the challenges they
face.

e Highlight the advantages and disadvantages of the simplest method (IVHD) in a va-
riety of possible contexts compared to far more sophisticated approaches.

Minch, B.  In search of the most efficient and memory-saving visualization of high dimensional data.



1.3. The structure of dissertation 15

GPU implementation, which allowed one to visualize large high-dimensional
datasets (N~10°") in a reasonable amount of time.

e Introducing significant improvements to IVHD that improve the global and local
properties of visualization.

e Implementation of the DR library [92], which allows us to efficiently measure the
reliability of low-dimensional (embedded) data representations.

e Comparison of methods for complex low-dimensional data (in addition to medium
and large datasets).

e The proposition of a centroid-based meta-procedure that allows any unsupervised
method to be used in supervised fashion.

e Application of the IVHD method for inspection and interpretation of inter-epoch and
inter-layer DNN behavior.

All the research described above has made it possible to develop an optimal method
that can be used to visualize very large datasets and investigate neural networks in an
interactive way.

1.3. The structure of dissertation

The dissertation is organized as follows.

Chapter 2 introduces the state-of-the-art division of DR methods and describes the
classical ones. Then, we focus on two currently dominant DR methods: UMAP and t-
SNE. Both are currently the fundamental algorithms that are employed as the basis for
many new ideas in high-dimensional data visualization.

In Chapter 3 we focus on reducing the dimensionality reduction problem to a graph vi-
sualization. We introduce the IVHD method, which is a modification of the classical MDS
method and verify how binary and Euclidean distances affect the quality of DR algorithms.
Additionally, optimization methods are presented and compared to force-directed method
implemented in [VHD. In the last subsection, we present the improvements that have been
made to the IVHD method that have improved its local and global properties.

Chapter 4 introduces the common framework for conducting DR experiments. We de-
fine the quality measures that are used for all of the methods. Furthermore, we describe
the baseline methods used for IVHD comparisons. The experiments are divided into two
subsections, depending on the size of analyzed datasets.

In Chapter 5, IVHD-CUDA is introduced. It is a CUDA implementation of the IVHD
method. The chapter includes benchmarks for the [IVHD-CUDA and SOTA methods im-
plemented in a CUDA environment (AtSNE and BH-SNE-CUDA).

Chapter 6 presents meta-platform for supervised visualization of high-dimensional
data. It allows any unsupervised DR method to be used in supervised fashion.

Minch, B. In search of the most efficient and memory-saving visualization of high dimensional data.
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1.3. The structure of dissertation

In Chapter 7 we evaluate our research by applying it to inspection and interpretation
of Artificial Neuron Networks (ANNs). We investigate how to visualize the relationships

between learned representations and between neurons in networks.
Finally, in Chapter 8 we conclude the dissertation and discuss further directions for

research.
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CHAPTER 2

DIMENSIONALITY REDUCTION

In this chapter, we introduce several important baseline DR methods and explain the
technical background. It also explains the open problems in data reduction which are tack-
led in this thesis. In Section 2.1 we focus on structured and unstructured data that can be
embedded with DR methods. In Section 2.2 we introduce the reasons and related work
for dimensionality reduction. We present baseline methods for specific subcategories of
dimensionality reduction types. Sections 2.4.1 and 2.4.2 introduce stochastic neighbor
embedding heuristics and uniform manifold approximation and projection (UMAP) [90],
which are the state-of-the-art methods for data visualization.

DATA
PREPARATION

MODEL
CREATION

DEPLOYMENT

Data source Model
o Implementation o Model publishing
Tralning Continuous
execution Integration
e o Model validation

Figure 2.1: A taxonomy of Al systems infrastructure. This dissertation focuses on two key
stages of the data preparation step: data exploration and data reduction, which are shown
as the red parts of the diagram. Data reduction taxonomy was described in the first chapter
of this thesis.

Dimensionality reduction methods can be divided into three categories: 1) spectral
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2.1. Structured and unstructured data 18

methods, 2) probabilistic methods and 3) methods based on neural networks [49], which
have a geometric, probabilistic, and information-theoretic viewpoint on dimensionality
reduction. These categories are based on the generalized eigenvalue problem, latent vari-
ables, and neural networks, respectively. In feature extraction for dimensionality reduction,
required for interactive visualization of high-dimensional data, which this thesis focuses
on, a new set of features is found for better representation or data discrimination.

Definition 1 Let X = {x;}, and Y = {y;}!| be, respectively, sets of M instances in a high-
dimensional space (X C RY) and corresponding embeddings in a low-dimensional space
(Y c R"), where N>>n.

Definition 2 In supervised learning, there are {(x;, li)}f‘;’ | meaning that every instance x;
has a corresponding label I; C RY, where € is the dimensionality of the label. We can then
form the label matrix L = [ly,...,[;]] C RMxC [y classification, each instance belongs to
one of |C| where C is the set that includes labels from classes. The cardinality of the set of
instances in class c is denoted by n,.

Definition 3 Dimensionality reduction (DR) is defined as a mapping:
B: X-Y

B can be perceived as a lossy compression of the data. It is carried out by minimizing a
loss function E(||X—-YY||), where ||.|| is a measure of the topological dissimilarity between X
and Y. Due to the high complexity of the low-dimensional manifold, immersed in the ND
feature space and occupied by data samples x;, perfect embedding of X in the nD space is
possible only for trivial cases.

Dimensionality reduction (DR) tools in data visualization is a double-edged sword in
understanding the geometric and neighborhood structures of data sets. Having the ability
to efficiently visualize data sets can provide an understanding of the cluster structure and
provide an intuition of distributional characteristics. However, it is well-known that DR
results can be misleading, showing cluster structures that are simply not present in the
original data, or showing that the observations are far apart in the projection space when
they are close together in the original space. Thus, if we were to run several DR algorithms,
we could get different results. It is not clear how we would determine which of these
results, if any, give a reliable representation of the original data distribution.

2.1. Structured and unstructured data

From the point of view of interactive data visualization, the following properties of
the datasets are important because they determine the calculation of the distance matrix,
which is later used as input to the dimensionality reduction algorithms [94].

Minch, B.  In search of the most efficient and memory-saving visualization of high dimensional data.



2.1. Structured and unstructured data 19

Data dimensionality. A popular and intuitive way to represent a given data set is to
use a vector space model [121]. In a vector space model, observations are represented
by a matrix MXN called a design matrix, in which each of the rows M corresponds to
an observation that is described by attributes N (also called characteristics or variables).
Interpreting the attributes depends, of course, on the nature of the data set. In the case
of an image collection, an observation refers to an image that is defined by a list of pixel
intensities or higher-order features, while text, for example, is often represented as a multi-
collection of its words, the so-called bag-of-words (BOW) representation. Regardless of
the interpretation of the features, their N number or the dimensionality of the data play an
important role in determining the applicability of machine learning, data mining and data
embedding methods. High-dimensionality is an ubiquitous property of modern datasets.
Data with hundreds or even millions of features appear in various application domains
such as 2D/3D digital image processing, bioinformatics, e-commerce, web crawling, so-
cial networks, mass spectrometry, text analytics, and speech processing.

Data sparsity. It is a common property of many high-dimensional data sets. It is de-
fined as the number of elements with zero values in a matrix MxN divided by the total
number of elements MN. However, when working with highly sparse datasets, a more
convenient term is data density, which is equal to one minus sparsity [57]. The zeros in the
computational matrix may simply represent missing measurements, also denoted as null
values or "NaN" values.

Data structure. Structured data are data that have been predefined and formatted to a
set structure before being placed in data storage, which is often called schema-on-write.
The best example of structured data is the relational database: the data have been formatted
into precisely defined fields, such as credit card numbers or addresses. Unstructured data
are data stored in its native format and not processed until it is used, which is known as
a schema-on-read. They come in a myriad of file formats, including emails, social media
posts, presentations, chats, IoT (Internet of Things) sensor data, audio, video, and satellite
imagery. The big data industry is growing rapidly, and so are the data it produces. The
biggest challenge is to effectively harness the latent power of unstructured data, especially
with the speed of information creation continuing to accelerate.

Distance matrix. It is a non-negative, square matrix with elements —%dl.zj corresponding
to estimates of some pairwise distance between the sequences in a set. The distance matrix
D is Euclidean, when the %N(N — 1) quantities d;; can be generated as distances between
a set of M points, X(M X N), in an Euclidean space of dimension N. The dimensionality
of D is defined as the least value of p = rank(X) of any generating X. The most important
properties of the Euclidean distance matrix follow from the fact that the Euclidean distance
is a metric. Thus, the Euclidean matrix D has the following properties:

e all elements on the diagonal d;; = 0, hence trace(D) = 0,
e D is symmetric (d;; = d;),

° \/d—lj < +ay + +fai; (by the triangle inequality),
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L4 dij > 0,
e in dimension k, an Euclidean distance matrix has rank less than or equal to k + 2.

Additionally, it is worth mentioning that distances do not have to meet the formal def-
inition of distance. Dimensionality reduction methods often use the so-called proximity
matrix, which measures similarity or dissimilarity between data.

2.2. Manifold learning

Manifold learning methods [117] play a prominent role in non-linear dimensionality
reduction and other tasks involving high-dimensional data sets with low intrinsic dimen-
sionality. Many of these methods are graph-based: they associate a vertex with each data
point and a weighted edge with each pair.

A manifold is a generalization of curves and surfaces to higher dimensions. It is locally
Euclidean (Def. 5) in that every point has a neighborhood, called a chart, homeomorphic
(Def. 4) to an open subset of R". The coordinates on a chart allow one to perform compu-
tations as if in Euclidean space, so many concepts from R”, such as differentiability, point
derivations, tangent spaces, and differential forms, carry over to a manifold [143]. A good
example of a manifold is the Earth. Locally, at each point on the surface of the Earth, we
have a 3-D coordinate system: two for location and the last one for altitude. Globally, it is
a 2-D sphere in a 3-D space.

Definition 4 A continuous map F : X — Y is a homeomorphism if it is bijective and its
inverse F~' is also continuous. If two topological spaces admit a homeomorphism between
them, we say that they are homeomorphic: they are essentially the same topological space.

Definition 5 A ropological space J is locally Euclidean of dimension N if every point p
in M has a neighborhood U such that there is a homeomorphism ¢ from M onto an open
subset of RN. We call the pair (U, ¢ : U — RY) a chart, U a coordinate neighborhood or
a coordinate open set, and ¢ a coordinate map or a coordinate system in U. We say that a
chart (U, @) is centered at p € U if p(p) = O.

Geometric and topological relationships are fundamental to essentially every data anal-
ysis and machine learning task, since we use geometry to identify similarities and distinc-
tive characteristics in the data. In classification, for example, data points that are similar
(close to each other) are assigned to the same class, and data points that are significantly
different (i.e., far apart in one or many of the feature dimensions) are assigned to differ-
ent labels. We usually consider data as a finite set of M-dimensional vectors X, some-
times called a point cloud. However, geometric and topological structures, such as metric
spaces and manifolds, are continuous, not discrete. To discover any geometric or topolog-
ical properties of the data, we fit a continuous shape to the data, and we must make certain
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assumptions about the underlying mathematical space we are working in. It is often sim-
ply assumed that our data lie in the standard Euclidean space with the typical Euclidean
metric, and the data is analyzed by referencing a global, external coordinate system. How-
ever, many interesting and important structures that arise are actually non-Euclidean, and
by fitting a continuous shape (such as a manifold) to the data, we can translate our data
analysis task from an external, global coordinate system (possibly having very high dimen-
sionality) into the intrinsic coordinate system defined by the assumed manifold structure
itself. Manifolds offer a powerful framework for DR and there are several motivations for
manifold learning and interactive data visualization as a result.

e According to the manifold hypothesis [36], the data usually exist in a subspace or
submanifold (unless it is a random noise). Therefore, the entire N-dimensional space
is not required and a large part of it is redundant information. We can find the best n-
dimensional subspace to represent the data with the smallest possible reconstruction
error.

e Manifold learning methods can provide more efficient feature extraction later used
for classication, representation, clustering, or revealing patterns in data.

2.3. Spectral dimensionality reduction

Spectral DR methods come down to eigenvalue decomposition and the generalized
eigenvalue problem [48]. They use a geometric approach and unfold the manifold into a
lower-dimensional subspace. The most well-known unsupervised methods with the spec-
tral approach are the following: PCA [60], classical MDS [39], Sammon mapping [122],
LLE [116], Isomap [ 34].

2.3.1. Unsupervised methods

Unsupervised visualization refers to visualization based only on input data without
corresponding output variables, or labels. The goal is for the system to generate its own
model of the underlying structure or distribution.

Principal Component Analysis (PCA)

PCA [60], one of the most widely used tools in data analysis and data mining, is also
one of the most popular linear-dimensionality reduction methods.

Assume that we have a matrix of centered data observations:

X=[x—t...,xy —pul 2.1)
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where u denotes the mean vector. X € RM™_ where N is the number of dimensions (di-
mensionality) and M is the number of observations (numerosity). Their covariance matrix
is given by:

1 % T 1 T
S = ;(xl ~wn - = XX 2.2)

In Principal Component Analysis (PCA), we aim to maximize the variance of each
dimension by:

W) =arg maxy tr(WTS,W)

23
subjectto W/'W =1 (23)

The solution of Eq. 3 can be derived by solving:
S;W = WA (2.4)

Thus, we need to perform an eigenanalysis on S,. If we want to keep d principal com-
ponents, the computational cost of the above operation is O(dN?).

Lemma 1 Let us assume that B = XX” and C = X"X. It can be proven that B and C

have the same positive eigenvalues A and, assuming that M < N, then the eigenvectors U
of B and the eigenvectors V of C are related as U = XVA~2,

Using Lemma 1 we can compute the eigenvectors U of S, in O(N?). The eigenanalysis
of X”X is denoted by:
XX = VAV’ (2.5)

Given that V'V = Tand VV” # I the covariance matrix of Y is:
YY = U'XX"U=A (2.6)
The final solution of Eq. 2.3 is given as the projection matrix:
W=UA" 2.7)

PCA has been applied to a variety of applied problems, such as image processing,
statistics, text mining, and facial recognition. However, there are obvious drawbacks to
the method, clearly, one being that the centralized data are required to lie on a linear
subspace or something very close to it. This is a very strong assumption, since it assumes
that the variables of the data are correlated in a linear fashion, which is not true in many
applications. The most common variations of PCA are the following:

e Kernel PCA [44], which increases the dimensionality of the data by mapping them
to the feature space with a higher dimensionality in hopes that they fall on a linear
manifold in that feature space.
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Algorithm 1: Principal Component Analysis scheme.

Input: data matrix X.

procedure PCA:
1. Compute dot product matrix: X’ X.
2. Eigenanalysis: X’X = VAVT.
3. Compute eigenvectors: U = XVA~z.
4. Keep specific numbers of first components: Uy = [uy, ..., uy].
5. Compute d features: Y = UL X.

e Supervised PCA [44], which utilizes information concerning classes.

Furthermore, it is worth mentioning SiMultaneous PCA (SMPCA) [82], ProGressive
PCA (PGPCA) [82], Successive PCA (SCPCA) [82] and PRioritized PCA (PRPCA) [52].

Multidimensional Scaling (MDS)

MDS [39] aims to preserve the similarity (later distances) of the data points in the
embedding space and in the input space. There are different types of multidimensional
scaling technique, and in this section we will examine the classical MDS that was first
introduced by Torgerson and Gower [146]. Classical MDS measures similarity using the
Euclidean distance and the mapping B : Y — X by minimizing the following cost function
(stress), where for cMDS k =1 and m = 2.

M
m 1
E(ID -d|) = E Wij (55-} - df‘]) = [ID¥ - DY|7 = ||(—§HDXH) - Y'YII7, (2.8)
ij

which represents the error between the dissimilarities D and the corresponding distances
d, where: i, j = {1,... M}, w;; are weights, || - ||r is the Frobenius norm, and k, m are the
parameters.

Algorithm 2: Multidimensional Scaling scheme.

Input: proximity matrix D = [d7].

procedure MDS:
1. Apply double centering: B = —%HDH using the centering matrix
H=I - t Iyll,.
2. Find the n largest eigenvalues A4y, ..., 4,, and corresponding
eigenvectors (vy,...,v,) of B.

1
3. Y:UnAé :( \//T1V1, B \//l_nvn):(.)]b s ’yM)T'

The MDS algorithm described here is used in a wide variety of applications, such
as surface matching [!3], psychometrics [130], and more [|!]. The major drawback of
classical MDS is its sensitivity to noise and the fact that it does not work well when the
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underlying structure of the data is non-linear. For these reasons, many variations of MDS
were developed later. Few of those are:

e Generalized classical MDS [46].

e Metric MDS [46] tries to preserve the distances of the points in the embedding space
rather than similarities.

e Non-metric MDS [46], which rather than using a distance metric, d,(x;, x;), for the
distances between points in the embedding space, uses f(d,(x;, x;)) where f() is a
non-parametric monotonic function.

e Sammon mapping [46] 1s a special case of metric MDS. Introduce changes to the
MDS optimization formulation.

Additionally, MDS has inspired the non-linear manifold learning technique Isomap,
which we will cover next.
Isometric mapping (Isomap)

Isomap [134] is a special case of the generalized classical MDS, which gives a closed
form solution to the dimensionality reduction problem and uses the Euclidean distance as
the similarity metric, while Isomap uses an approximation of geodesic distances.

Algorithm 3: Isomap scheme.
Input: k-nearest neighbor graph G(X, E).
procedure Isomap:
1. Compute the shortest path distances between all pairs of vertices
x; and x; and store them in S;;.
2. Create dissimilarity matrix D=S..
3. Apply the MDS algorithm using D as input.

The geodesic distance is the length of the shortest path between two points on the
possibly curvy manifold. It is ideal to use the geodesic distance; however, calculating the
geodesic distance is very difficult because it requires traversing from one point to another
point on the manifold. Isomap approximates the geodesic distance by pairwise Euclidean
distances and finds the k-nearest neighbors (kKNN) graph of the dataset. Then, the shortest
path between two points, through their neighbors, is found using a shortest-path algorithm
such as for example the Dijkstra algorithm [22] or the Floyd-Warshall algorithm [22]
(O(N?)).

Most Isomap variants are heavily focused on technical aspects of implementation to
increase computation speed [79, ].

Laplacian eigenmaps

Laplacian eigenmaps [0, 5] attempt to capture information about the local geometry
and reconstruct the global geometry from the local information. The locality-preserving
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character of the Laplacian eigenmap algorithm makes it relatively insensitive to outliers
and noise. It is also not prone to short circuits, as only the local distances are used. The
algorithm constructs a weighted graph with £ nodes, one for each point, and a set of edges
that connect neighboring points. The embedding map is provided by computing the eigen-
vectors of the graph Laplacian. There are two options for choosing the edge weights:

1. Heat kernel: If x; and x; are connected by an edge, then set the edge weight as:

2
Ilxj=x;ll

Wij=exp ¢ (2.9)

otherwise, set W;;=0.

2. Combinatorial: W;;=1 if the vertex i and j are connected by an edge and W;;=0
otherwise. This choice of weights avoids the need to choose a parameter ¢, making it
easier to apply.

Algorithm 4: Laplacian eigenmaps scheme.
Input: data matrix X.
procedure Laplacian eigenmaps:
1. Constructs a weighted graph G(X, E).
2. Choose weights of the edges E.
3. Compute eigenvalues and eigenvectors L¢' = 1,D¢".
4. Calculate embedding Y: y; - (¢}, ..., ¢0).

Let G(V, E) be the graph constructed according to the previous two steps. Furthermore,
assume that G is a connected graph; otherwise, apply the current step to each connected
component of G. Compute eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the generalized eigenvalue
problem Lf = ADf, where D is a diagonal weight matrix called a degree matrix, and its
entries are Dj; = ) jen(y,) Wi We call the Laplacian matrix graph L=D—W. By the spectral
theorem, we know that the eigenvalues are real. We order the eigenvalues in increasing
order g < A; < --- < A,, and let ¢' be the corresponding eigenvectors such that L¢' =
A D¢’. We leave out the zeroth eigenvector (since it is constant) and proceed with the
embedding using the following map:

Vi > (Bl B (2.10)

where ¢{ stands for i-th component of the j-th eigenvector. The idea behind the method is
to map close together points to close together points in the new dimension reduced space.

There have been recent developments on the basic Laplacian eigenmap. Some exam-
ples are Laplacian Eigenmaps Latent Variable Model (LELVM) [15], robust Laplacian
eigenmap [ 17] and Laplacian forest [83].
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Locally Linear Embedding (LLE)

LLE [116] consists of three steps. First, it finds the k-nearest neighbors (kNN) graph of
all training points. Then, it tries to find weights for reconstructing every point by its neigh-
bors, using linear combination. Using the same weights, it embeds every point using a
linear combination of its embedded neighbors. The main idea of LLE is to use the same re-
construction weights in the low-dimensional embedding space as in the high-dimensional
input space.

1

2.

. A kNN graph is formed using pairwise Euclidean distance between the data points

Linear reconstruction by the neighbors: We find the weights for the linear reconstruc-
tion of every point by its kKNN. The optimization for this linear reconstruction in the
high-dimensional input space is formulated as follows:

M k
(W) = > llx = Y Wiyl 2.11)
i=1 =
where RM* 5 W := [y,,...,w,]” includes the weights, R¥ 3 v5; := [w;,..., wi]” in-

cludes the weights of linear reconstruction of the i-th data point using its k neighbors,
and x;; € RY is the j-th neighbor of the i-th data point.

3. Linear embedding: We embed the data in the low-dimensional embedding space us-

ing the same weights as in the input space. This linear embedding can be formulated
as the following optimization problem:

M M
minimize " llyi = > wi,lB (2.12)
i=1 j=1

Algorithm 5: LLE scheme.

Input: k-nearest neighbor graph G(X, E).

procedure Laplacian eigenmaps:
1. Constructs a weighted graph G(X, E).
2. Linear reconstruction of each point by its k neighbors.
3. Linear embedding.

The most known variations of LLE are the following:
e Kernel LLE [45],

e Incremental LLE [70] to handle online data by embedding new received data using
the already embedded data.

e Landmark LLE [141] used in big data, that approximates the embedding of all points.
using the embedding of some landmark.
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Currently, the most widely used nonlinear dimension reduction algorithms (described
in Section 1.4) are: 1) t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-SNE) and 2) Uni-
form Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP). UMAP produces similar or better
representations, as it preserves more global features of the data, and the performance of
the algorithm itself, measured by the Procrustean measure [53] (a form of statistical shape
analysis), is more stable. Furthermore, UMAP, in terms of both dimensionality and data
size, is more efficient than t-SNE. However, to gain a good understanding of the modern
algorithms that have emerged in recent years, we need to go back to the classical algo-
rithms. An advantage of probabilistic methods is that they are relatively robust to noise
because of their stochastic behavior.

PCA Isomap with k = 8 LLE with k = 8 Laplacian eigenmaps

Figure 2.2: Comparison of baseline state-of-the-art spectral methods using "swiss roll"
dataset [89].

Figure 2.2 presents visualizations for the swiss roll dataset created by the unsupervised
spectral methods mentioned above. As shown, LLE and Isomap completely distort the
overall structure of the dataset while reducing to 2-D. Best results are achieved by MDS
and PCA.

2.3.2. Supervised methods

Unlike unsupervised visualization, supervised variants visualize the underlying struc-
ture or distribution of the data using corresponding output variables, or labels (algorithms
know both input and output).

Linear Discriminant Analysis (LDA)

LDA [135], unlike PCA, is a supervised method and computes linear directions that
maximize separation between multiple classes. This is mathematically expressed as max-
imizing

W, =arg maxy, tr(W'S,W)

} r (2.13)
subjectto W' SwW =1

Sw being scatter matrix within-class and S, being the scatter matrix between classes.
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The solution of Eq. 2.8 is given from the generalized eigenvalue problem:

S,W = SwWA (2.14)

Algorithm 6: Linear Discriminant Analysis scheme.

Input: data matrix X.

procedure LDA:
1. Find eigenvectors of of Syy that correspond to non-zero eigenvalues
by performing eigen-analysis to (I — M)X” X(I — M) and computing.
2.U=XI-MVwAy.
3. Project the data as X}, = U XM.
4. Perform PCA on X, to find Q.
5. The total transform is W = UQ.

Given the properties of the scatter matrix [102], the objective function of Eq. 2.8 can
be expressed as:

W, =arg maxy, tr(W' XMMX’' W)

. r - (2.15)
subjectto W XX -M)I-M)X'W =1

The optimization of this problem involves a procedure called Simultaneous Diagonal-
ization. Let us assume that the final transform matrix has the form:

W =UQ (2.16)

Supervised Multidimensional Scaling (SMDS)

SMDS [145] compared to its unsupervised variant only changes the criterion, which is
minimized. It includes two steps: 1) evaluating pairwise distances among entities based on
their labels and constructing a new space based on the distance matrix using a projection
strategy similar to MDS, and 2) establishing an explicit linear relationship between the
feature space and the new space.

The first step aims to construct a new space in which the distances among the entities
approximate the distances among their labels. Unlike classic MDS, which establishes a
low-dimensional new space based on the distance matrix generated from the features,
SMDS establishes a new space based on the distance matrix generated from the labels. By
replacing the distance matrix DX in Eq. 2.8 with the distance matrix D" a new space
represented by Y@ can also be obtained as follows:

: 1 aoe. ape. aoe.
min(|| - EHDL bel g — ((yabelyT yLabely 2y (2.17)

yLabel
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The second step aims to establish a linear model Y@ = WXFeature ' which projects
the high-dimensional features of each training entity (indicated by X¥¢a%r) into the new
space obtained above (indicated by YLabel),

mui/n(llYLabel _ WXFeature”%) (218)

Enhanced Supervised Isomap (ES-Isomap)

The ES-Isomap [112] is based on the dissimilarity matrix constructed as:

a—1_,

—)2, if¢ =c¢;
Dy = |G g ) Ha=e
a> —dy, ifc#c;

(2.19)

&2 . . . .
where a = 1/e”%/7, o is a smoothing parameter (set according to the *density’ of the
data), d, is a constant (0 < dy < 1) and ¢;, ¢; are the labels of the data.

Algorithm 7: ES-Isomap scheme.
Input: data matrix X.
procedure ES-Isomap:
1. Compute dissimilarity matrix using class labels in the distance matrix.
2. Run Isomap using dissimilarity matrix from step 1.
3. Learn the embedded mapping.
4. SVM testing on new points data.

Supervised Laplacian Eigenmaps

Similarly as in ES-Isomap, a crucial difference between supervised and unsupervised
variants of Laplacian eigenmaps is how the neighbor graph is being calculated. In S-
LapEig [63] the dissimilarity distance between two points Xx; and x; is defined as:

JL=exp(-@)ip, if e =c;

, (2.20)
\Jexp(d}), ifc; # ¢

D(x;lx;) = {

where d;; denotes the Euclidean distance between x; and x;, 8 is set to the average
Euclidean distance between all pairs of data points and c¢;, ¢; are the labels of the data.

Supervised LLE (SLLE)

SLLE [113] was introduced to deal with datasets containing multiple (often disjoint)
manifolds, corresponding to classes. For fully disjoint manifolds, the local neighborhood
of a sample x; from class ¢ (1 < ¢ < C) should be composed of samples belonging to the
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same class only. This can be achieved by artificially increasing the precalculated distances
between samples belonging to different classes, but leaving them unchanged if samples
are from the same class:

G =G +amax(G)A, a € [0,1], (2.21)

where G is the square distance matrix, max(G) is the maximum entry of G, A;;-; if x;
and x; belong to the same class and O otherwise. When @ = 0, one obtains unsupervised
LLE; when a = 1, the result is fully supervised.

2.4. Probabilistic dimensionality reduction

Probabilistic dimensionality reduction methods assume that there is a low-dimensional
emedding influenced and caused by its high-dimensional representation. Probabilistic
methods try to infer and discover this link. The advantage of the probabilistic approach
over spectral methods is the handling of missing data.

2.4.1. Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) as a general

approach to data embedding and visualization

UMAP [90] 1s a dimension reduction technique that can be used for visualization and
also for general non-linear dimension reduction. The algorithm is founded on three crucial
assumptions about the data:

1. The data is uniformly distributed on a Riemannian manifold [ 19].
2. The Riemannian metric is locally constant (or can be approximated as such).

3. The manifold is locally Euclidean (Def. 5).

On the basis of these assumptions, it is possible to model the manifold using a fuzzy
topological structure. The embedding is found by searching for a low-dimensional projec-
tion of the data that has the closest possible equivalent fuzzy topological structure. UMAP
uses local approximations of manifolds and combines their local representations of fuzzy
simplicial sets to construct a topological representation of high-dimensional data. Given
some low-dimensional representation of the data, a similar process can be used to con-
struct an equivalent topological representation. UMAP then optimizes the layout of the
data representation in a low-dimensional space to minimize the cross-entropy between the
two topological representations. The construction of fuzzy topological representations can
be divided into two problems: the approximation of the manifold on which the data are
inherently based and the construction of a fuzzy representation of the simplicial sets of
this approximated manifold.
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Uniform distribution of data on a manifold and geodesic approximation

The first step of the UMAP algorithm is to approximate the manifold in which the data
lie (approximately). The manifold may be known a priori (simply R") or may need to be
inferred from the data. Suppose that the manifold is not known in advance and that we wish
to approximate the geodesic distance on it. Let the input data be X = [x1,..., xy] € RM*™N,
where M is the sample size, and N is the dimensionality. As shown in the work of Belkin
and Niyogi on Laplacian eigenmaps [5, 6], for theoretical reasons, it is beneficial to assume
that the data are uniformly distributed in the manifold. Additionally, if we assume that the
manifold has a Riemannian metric not inherited from the ambient space, we can find a
metric such that the data are approximately uniformly distributed regarding that metric.
Formally, let /I be the data manifold on which to lie, and let g be the Riemannian metric
on JL. For each point p € Jl, we have g,, which is an inner product in the tangent space
T,

Lemma 2 Let (ML, g) be a Riemannian manifold in ambient RN, and let peM be a point. If
g is locally constant about p in an open neighborhood U such that g is a constant diagonal
. . . . . /2
matrix in the ambient coordinates, then in a ball B C U centered on p with volume 2D
with respect to g, the geodesic distance from p to any point q € B is %dRN(p, q), where r
is the radius of the ball in the ambient space and dyn is the existing metric in the ambient

space.

If we assume that the data are uniformly distributed on 4l (with respect to g), then
away from any boundaries, any ball of fixed volume should contain approximately the
same number of points of X regardless of where it is centered in the manifold.

Data Graph in the Input Space UMAP inspired by t-SNE [86] uses the Gaussian or
Radial Basis Function (RBF) kernel to measure the similarity between points in the input
space. The probability that a point x; has the point x; as its neighbor can be calculated by
the similarity of these points:

Xis Xjll2 — Pi .
o b py
o; s

otherwise

Pji = (2.22)

where [|.||, denotes the norm €. The p; is the distance from x; to its nearest neighbor:

pi=min|lx;—x;jlh | 1 < j<k. (2.23)

o; is the scale parameter calculated so that the total similarity of the point x; to its

nearest neighbors k is normalized. By binary search, we find o; to satisfy:
k

exp(

llx; = xi jlla — pi
- TR T~ g, (k). (2.24)

i
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The Eq. 2.22 is a measure of directional similarity. To have a symmetric measure with
respect to i and j, UMAP symmetrizes it as:

R > pij := pji + pij — PjiPij- (2.25)

Data Graph in the Embedding Space Let the embeddings of the points be
Y=[yi,...,yul € R™ where n is the dimensionality of the embedding space. In the
embedding space, the probability that a point y; has the point y; as its neighbor can be
calculated by the similarity of these points:

R 3 g = (1 +allyi =yl (2.26)

which is symmetric with respect to i and j. The variables a>0 and b>0 are hyperpa-
rameters determined by the user.

Fuzzy topological representation

UMAP uses functors between the relevant categories to convert metric spaces to fuzzy
topological representations. This will provide a means of merging incompatible local
views of the data. The topological structure of choice is that of simplicial sets, which
are a means to construct topological spaces out of simple combinatorial components. This
allows one to reduce the complexity of dealing with the continuous geometry of topolog-
ical spaces to the task of relatively simple combinatorics and counting. This method of
taking geometry and topology is fundamental to UMAP topological data analysis.

The first step is to provide some simple combinatorial building blocks called simplices.
Geometrically, a simplex is a very simple way to build a k-dimensional object. A k di-
mensional simplex is called a k simplex and is formed by taking the convex hull of k+1
independent points. Thus, a O-simplex is a point, a 1-simplex is a line segment, a 2-simplex
is a triangle, and a 3-simplex is a tetrahedron. Such a simple construction allows for easy
generalization to arbitrary dimensions and provides a basic building block. Formally, sim-
plicial sets are most easily defined purely abstractly in the language of category theory.

Definition 6 The category A has as objects the finite-order sets [n] = {1,...,n} with
morphims given by (nonstrictly) order-preserving maps. Following the standard category-
theoretic notation, A°P denotes the category with the same objects as A and the morphisms
given by the morphisms of A with the direction (domain and codomain) reversed.

Definition 7 A simplicial set is a functor from A°P to Sets, the category of sets; that is, a
contravariant functor from A to Sets.

However, to construct complex topological spaces, we need to be able to combine sim-
plices. A simplicial complex X is a set of simplices such that any face of any simplex in &
is also in K and the intersection of any two simplices in K is a face of both simplices. To
construct a simplicial complex from a topological space, UMAP uses the Cech or Vietoris-
Rips complex [56] given an open cover of a topological space. The key difference between
two complexes is that Vietoris-Rips is entirely determined by the 0 and 1 simplices.
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Optimizing a low-dimensional representation

In contrast to the source data, where we want to estimate a manifold on which the
data are uniformly distributed, a target manifold for Y is chosen a priori (usually this will
simply be R” itself, but other choices such as n-spheres or n-tori are certainly possible).
Therefore, we know the manifold and the manifold metric a priori, and we can compute
the fuzzy topological representation directly. In particular, we still want to incorporate
the distance to the nearest neighbor according to the local connectivity requirement. This
can be achieved by providing a parameter that defines the expected distance between the
nearest neighbors in the embedded space. Given fuzzy simplicial set representations of X
and Y , a means of comparison is required. If we consider only the 1-skeleton of fuzzy
simplicial sets, we can describe each as a fuzzy graph, or, more specifically, a fuzzy set of
edges. To compare two fuzzy sets, UMAP uses the fuzzy set cross-entropy.

Definition 8 The cross entropy C of two fuzzy sets (A, i) and (A, v) is defined as:

plj

¢ :—Z Z (puln( )+<1—p,,>1n< ), (2.27)

i=1 j=1,j#i i

The first term in Eq. 2.27 is the attractive force that attracts the embeddings of neigh-
boring points toward each other. This term should only appear when p;;#0, which means
that x; is a neighbor of x;, or x; is a neighbor of x;, or both. The second term in Eq. 2.27 is
the repulsive force that repulses the embeddings of non-neighbor points away from each
other. As the number of all permutations of non-neighbor points is very large, computation
of the second term is non-tractable in big data.

Inspired by Word2Vec [91] and LargeVis [131], UMAP uses negative sampling [90]
where, for every point x; , m points are randomly sampled from the training dataset and
treated as non-negative (negative) points for x;. As the dataset is usually large, the sampled
points will be actual negative points with high probability. The summation over the second
term in Eq. 2.27 is computed only on these negative samples, rather than on all negative
points. UMAP changes the data graph in the embedding space to make it similar to the
data graph in the input space. Eq. 2.27 is the cost function minimized in UM AP where the
optimization variables are {y;}"_,

min C = m%n Z Z (pijIn(p;j) — pi;In(q;;)
(i, i, parlier
+ (1 = pip)In(l = p;)) = (1 = p;)) In(1 — g;;)) (2.28)

= miny, Z Z (pijIn(qij) + (1 = pip) In(l = g;y))

i=1 j=1,j#i
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According to Eqs. 2.22, 2.25, and 2.26, in contrast to g;;, p;; is independent of the
optimization variables {y;}"_,. Hence, we can drop the constant terms to revise the cost
function:

== 3 (pyln(gy)) + (1= pi) In(1 = gy)). (2.29)

i=1 j=1,j#i

which should be minimized.

Similarly to t-SNE, UMAP can optimize the embedding Y with respect to the cross
entropy of the fuzzy set C using stochastic gradient descent. However, this requires a dif-
ferentiable fuzzy singular set functor. If the expected minimum distance between points is
zero, the fuzzy singular set functor is differentiable for these purposes; however, for any
nonzero value, we need to make a differentiable approximation (chosen from a suitable
family of differentiable functions). The complete algorithm presents as follows: By using
manifold approximation and patching together local fuzzy simplicial set representations,
UMAP constructs a topological representation of the high-dimensional data. Then, it op-
timizes the layout of data in a low-dimensional space to minimize the error between the
two topological representations. The whole process can be extended to the comparison of
Z-skeleta with fuzzy simplicial sets instead of the 1-skeleton. Then, the cost function is
defined as follows:

<
Co(X,Y) = > 4,C(X,, Y)), (2.30)

where X; denotes the fuzzy set of i—simplizles of X and A; are appropriately chosen real-
valued weights. While such an approach captures the overall topological structure more
accurately, it comes at a non-negligible computational cost due to the increasingly large
number of higher-dimensional simplices. For this reason, current implementations restrict
themselves to the 1-skeleton.

A computational view of UMAP

UMAP can be ultimately described in terms of weighted graph construction and oper-
ations. In particular, this situates UMAP in the class of k-neighbor based graph learning
algorithms such as Laplacian Eigenmaps, Isomap and t-SNE. As with other k-neighbor
graph-based algorithms, UMAP can be described in two phases. In the first phase, a par-
ticular weighted k-neighbor graph is constructed. In the second phase, a low-dimensional
layout of this graph is computed. The differences between all algorithms in this class
amount to specific details in how the graph is constructed and how the layout is computed.
From previous sections, UMAP assumes these axioms to be true:

1. There exists a manifold on which the data would be uniformly distributed.
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2. The underlying manifold of interest is locally connected.
3. The primary goal is to preserve the topological structure of this manifold.

Any algorithm that attempts to use a mathematical structure similar to a k-neighbor
graph to approximate a manifold must follow a similar basic structure.

e Graph Construction

1. Construct a weighted kNN graph.
2. Apply some transform on the edges to the ambient local distance.

3. Deal with the inherent asymmetry of the kNN graph.
e Graph Layout

1. Define an objective function that preserves the desired characteristics of this
kNN graph.

2. Find a low-dimensional representation that optimizes this objective function.

Algorithm 8: UMAP scheme.
Input: kNN graph G(X, E).
procedure UMAP:
Initialize Y using Laplacian eigenmap.
Calculate p;j,qi; Vi j € {1,...,n} (Egs. 2.25 and 2.26).
nelyvel
while not converged do
for i from 1 to M do
for j from 1 to M do
u~UQ,1)
if u < p;; then

a
oci;

Yi<—Yyi—1n 8yi

oct;

yi<ey;i—n 3y,

for it interations do
[~ U{l,...é,rn}

il
Yi < Vi N5
4

nel1-

Vmax

return embedding Y.

2.4.2. Stochastic Neighborhood Embedding heuristics

It was originally developed in 2002 by Sam Roweis and Geoffrey Hinton [59]. SNE
starts by converting the high-dimensional Euclidean distances between data points into
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conditional probabilities that represent similarities. The similarity of the data point x;
to the data point x; is the conditional probability pj;, which x; would choose x; as its
neighbor if the neighbors were chosen proportionally to their probability density under a
Gaussian center at x;. For nearby datapoints, pj; is relatively high, while for widely sepa-
rated datapoints, p;; will be almost infinite (for reasonable values of Gaussian variance).
Mathematically, the conditional probability p;; is given by:

D = exp(—|lx; — x;l1*/207)
Y Yk exp(=llx; — xil2/20?)

where o; is the Gaussian variance that is centered on the data point x;. For the low-
dimensional counterparts y; and y; of the high-dimensional data points x; and x;, it is pos-
sible to compute a similar conditional probability, which is denoted by ¢g;. The similarity
of the map point y; to the map point y; is given by the following:

(2.31)

_exp(=llyi =yl
ki EXP(=|lyi — vill?)

qij (2.32)

If the map points y; and y; correctly model the similarity between the high-dimensional
data points x; and x;, the conditional probabilities p; and g;; will be equal. Motivated by
this observation, the SNE aims to find a low-dimensional data representation that mini-
mizes the mismatch between p;; and g ;. A natural measure of the faithfulness with which
gji models pj; is the Kullback-Leibler divergence. SNE minimizes the sum of Kullback-
Leibler divergences over all data points using the gradient descent method. The cost func-
tion C is given by:

C =Y KLPIO) =), > py log(%), (2.33)
i i &

in which P; represents the conditional probability distribution over all other data points
given the data point x;, and Q; represents the conditional probability distribution over all
other map points given the map point y;. Because the Kullback-Leibler divergence is not
symmetric, different types of error in the pairwise distances in the low-dimensional map
are not weighted equally.

The remaining parameter to be selected is the Gaussian variance o; that is centered on
each high-dimensional datapoint, x;. It is not likely that there is a single value of o-; that is
optimal for all data points in the data set, because it is likely that the density of the data will
vary. In dense regions, a smaller value of o7; is generally more appropriate than in sparse
regions. Any particular value of o; induces a probability distribution, P;, on all other data
points. This distribution has an entropy that increases as o; increases. SNE performs a
binary search for the value of o; that produces a P; with a fixed perplexity specified by the
user. Perplexity is defined as follows:

Perp(P;) = 2HE) (2.34)
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where H(P;) is the Shannon entropy of P; measured in bits:

H(P) == pyilog, pj (2.35)
J

Perplexity can be interpreted as a smooth measure of the effective number of neighbors.
Minimizing the cost function C is performed using a gradient descent method:

=2 Dps =+ pa= a0 ) 236)

Physically, the gradient can be interpreted as the resultant force created by a set of
springs between the point on the map y; and all other points on the map y;. All springs
exert a force along the direction y; — y;. The spring between y; and y; repels or attracts
the points on the map, depending on whether the distance between the two on the map is
too small or too large to represent the similarity between the two high-dimensional data
points. The force exerted by the spring between y; and y; is proportional to its length and
proportional to its stiffness, which is the mismatch ( p;; — g + pi; — g, ) between the
pairwise similarities of the data points and the points on the map.

Symmetric SNE, t-SNE, bh-SNE

In symmetric SNE [86], we consider a Gaussian probability around every point x;. The

probability that the point x; € R" takes x; € R" as its neighbor is:
exp(=llx; — x;|*/207)

= (2.37)
it €Xp(=llxe — x112/207%)

Dij

Note that the denominator of Eq. 2.37 for all points is fixed and, thus, it is symmetric
for i and j. Compare this with Eq. 2.31 which is not symmetric. The o2 is the variance that
we consider for the Gaussian distribution used for the x;. It can be set to a fixed number
or by a binary search to make the distribution entropy a specific value [59]. The Eq. (15)
has a problem with outliers. If the point x; is an outlier, its p;; will be extremely small
because the denominator is fixed for every point and the numerator will be small for the
outlier. However, if we use Eq. 2.31 for p;; , the denominator for all points is not the same,
and therefore the denominator for an outlier will also be large, excluding the problem of a
large numerator. For this problem mentioned, we do not use Eq. 2.37 and rather we use:

_ Pij + Djii

. 2.
Jli n ( 38)

where:

exp(=Ilx; — x,I*/207)

Szi eXp(=llx; — x> /2077)

pjli = (239)
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is the probability that x; € R” takes x; € RV as its neighbor. In the low-dimensional
embedding space, we consider a Gaussian probability distribution for the point x; € R to
take y; € R” as its neighbor and make it symmetric (fixed denominator for all points):

o exp(=llyi - yill»)
Doz Xp(=Ilye — yill?)

Note that the Eq. 2.40 does not have the problem of outliers as in Eq. 2.37 because even
for an outlier, the embedded points are initialized close to each other and not far away.

We want the probability distributions in both the input and embedded spaces to be as
similar as possible; therefore, the cost function to be minimized can be a summation of the
Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergences:

(2.40)

qij

C= 3 KUPIC) =3 3" plos ) (2.41)
i i Y

Minimizing the cost function C is performed using a gradient descent method:

‘g—; =4 (P = 4)0i =) (2.42)
t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor]Embedding (t-SNE)

The SNE cost functions previously presented are difficult to optimize and are the root
cause of why visualizations are not resistant to the phenomenon crowding. In 2008, to ad-
dress this, Laurens van der Maaten created t-SNE [86]. Implement a modified cost function
such that (1) uses a symmetrized version of the SNE cost function with simpler gradients
and (2) uses a student t-distribution rather than a Gaussian to compute the similarity be-
tween two points in the low-dimensional space.

Let D = [D;;] be the distance table in Y and D;; be the distances between the feature
vectors i and j of y; and y;, while d = [d};] is the respective distance matrix in X. Then the
loss function C=E(D, d) is defined by the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence:

Pij
C=ED.d)= )\ KL(PIQ) = ) ) pilog( ) (2.43)
where, for the t-SNE algorithm, pl’j is approximateﬂ b}i Gaussian ”J\f(y,-, o), while g;; is
defined by the Cauchy distribution [86]. Then p;; and g;; are defined as follows:

exp(—ij/20'f) (1+ dl.zj)‘1
 Yiwexp(=D3/202) (1 +d2)7!

To minimize KL divergence, t-SNE uses modern optimal gradient descent optimization
schemes [ | 18]. The gradient of the loss function C(.) (Eq. 2.43) is as follows:

oC
5 4 Z(Pij = i)y = ¥;))- (2.46)
i 7

(2.45)

Dij (2.44) qij
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Algorithm 9: t-SNE scheme.
Input: data matrix X.
procedure t-SNE:
1. Compute pairwise affinities p;; with defined perplexity.
2. Set p;; = HCPU
3. Sample initial solution Y©.
for t from 1 to 7 do
Compute low-dimensional affinities g;;.
Compute gradient %.
Set Y?.

Barnes-Hut-SNE (BH-SNE)

This variant [85] of SNE uses metric trees to approximate P by a sparse distribution
in which only the values of O(uN) are non-zero and approximate the gradients %< using a

Oyi
Barnes-Hut algorithm.

As input similarities are computed using a (normalized) Gaussian kernel, the prob-
abilities p;; corresponding to dissimilar input objects i and j are (nearly) infinitesimal.
Therefore, a sparse approximation of probability p;; can be used without a substantial
negative effect on the quality of the final embeddings. In particular, bh-SNE computes the
sparse approximation by finding the nearest neighbors [3u] of each of the N data objects
and redefining pairwise similarities p;; as:

exp (—d(x;, Xj)2/20'i2) if e

— . 2 2y’
i = Dken; €XP (—=d(x;, x)*/207) (2.47)

0 otherwise

where N; represents the set of nearest neighbors [3u] of x;, and o is set so that the
perplexity of the conditional distribution is equal to u. The nearest-neighbor sets are found
in O(uN log N) time by building a vantage point tree on the data set.

Some examples of probabilistic dimensionality reduction are factor analysis, whose
non-linear extension is the variational autoencoder [67], probabilistic PCA [137], proba-
bilistic LDA [62]. Some other examples are SNE [59] and t-SNE [86], where the Gaussian
and Student-t distributions are considered for the embedded space, respectively. A recent
successful method is UMAP [90], which optimizes the probability of closeness of the
graphs in the input and embedded spaces.
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2.4.3. State-of-the-art supervised and unsupervised improvements and simplifi-
cations. UMAP and t-SNE.

Both t-SNE [86] and UMAP [90] have become very popular among the DR commu-
nity. This has motivated the design of their variants, such as, for example, parametric
extensions [23, ]. In addition, both algorithms comprise the same two broad steps: 1)
construct a graph of local relationships between datasets, 2) optimize an embedding in a
low-dimensional space that preserves the structure of the graph.

t-SNE improvements

t-SNE requires the user to choose an approximation to adjust the width of its Gaussian
HD neighborhoods. Although such a single-scale method does a good job of preserv-
ing neighborhood sizes close to perplexity, but without achieving similar performance for
other neighborhoods, multi-scale approaches typically recover both local and global HD
structures much better [76]. Additionally, in its original formulation, t-SNE [86] is a non-
parametric manifold learner. The primary limitation of non-parametric manifold learners
is that they do not provide a parametric mapping between the high-dimensional data space
and the low-dimensio