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M BB i S (Boundary adjusting process, BAP), Xf MCP 3 Z| #1443 J80 FbAT — A~ RISk, %50
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Maximal Cutting Construction for Multiconlitron

LENG Qiang-Kui' LI Yu-Jian!

Abstract
commonly separable data sets, it can separate them correctly by using support conlitron algorithm (SCA) and support

Multiconlitron is a general framework for constructing piecewise linear classifiers. For convexly separable and

multiconlitron algorithm (SMA), respectively. On this basis, the paper proposes a maximal cutting construction method
for multiconlitron design. The method consists of two training processes. In the first step, the maximal cutting process
(MCP) is utilized iteratively to find a linear boundary such that it can obtain the maximum number of samples. Thus,
the MCP can reduce the number of linear boundaries and construct a minimal set of decision functions, and ultimately
simplify the classification model. To improve the generalization ability further, in the second step we employ a boundary
adjusting process (BAP) to make the classification boundaries more fittable. Experiments on both synthetic and real data
sets show that the presented method can produce more reasonable multiconlitron with better performance. Comparison

with some other piecewise linear classifiers verifies its effectiveness and competitiveness.
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SVETE R B, AR I 21 i 28 ) () B8 6 JF AT )
LR, LA AR a i . T R B I 2R J
A8, Park 25000 4217 —Fh)] Tomek %% 1) 5355k %
THZ R0 &ty 2888, R P v o 1l
TR AN 78 43 1178 52 8 () 52 AL A T AR R IX A )
7, Tenmoto %57 A3 H] T fe /N K FEEI (Mini-
mum description length, MDL) K& $¢ 438 2R 1)
BT, I FLE SR U i 08 2 AR e AR B 2
.

TR SRR A R i 7y Jr e ME 4 2R AR 1K Oy — b S
75 1996 4F, Cai S8 i B = XU &5 44 R g A% 5325,
FEFe KA B BEME N (Maximum impurity reduction
criterion) WJHiE 3 FR B> etk 2Kds. 1
2006 4, Kostinl® vl JfSBL T — i faf 50 ekl 1
Z R REL, I HARIE TR B K.

2011 4, Li A5000 75 W] 43 My 2 A 2 A
R ES A eV SRIEATIUR e i I i s I M A (3B 4
O3 M AR I FH BB HE L, ZEIXAMHEZL T,
A& MBS e /MU S (Cross distance minimization
algorithm, CDMA) HIRARE YLt n] 43 fn) @ S HF
' 28 IR A28 5775 (Support conlitron algorithm,
SCA) HIRAR V™ R 43 i) @, SCHFLH A Stk B AN o
3% (Support multiconlitron algorithm, SMA) H
K v AT 4y ol jL NERIE Bk, SCA 1 SMA ]
FEAECF AL (Support vector machines, SVMs)
MTCAZHE) . AT RE— AL T Zeth k% SVM, (H
T2 M2k %L (Radiad basis function, RBF) #%
SVM. #2 SCA F1 SMA )4 8 5k i 1 F 52 1)
.

FEASCHY, JATIFR L T —Fi K DI E] (Maximal
cutting) M7k SCA A SMA. Ja it Py Bt
NZRId /e, A e A A T I e s s B =, LA 3
B TRT A0 1R o AR [) B i) B 2 i S B i A BE
(A&, 83z e he

LA G 1 A CDMA 5,
BB A ST R SRR A G 4y 26 2 RIS 3 154
eE BT IO DEIR) SCA FyEF SMA Hk; 26
4 R A SE B A LA

1 RXXEE&NMEZ

FEBFF0 M AL F SVMs 2 1) 5% & 1 SE Ak I,
CDMA SLVERAR H 0L [l g A g 2R S B
Rl CEE 2. WAk XY C R™ Z2PATIREE, JF A
JELRME N 4010, Tl CDMA Hikfets i A5 X
I AR Y R 22 8] (R Bl o, I i kit — A
TIRIRR (K SVM, K PERFEAIER 20 JT

2 CH(S) Fm S v, Wt X My 524
PERT 23, SKAE SV RT AR B i e 46y SR AN Y

{4 CH(X) A CH(Y) 21 25 i )

min ||z — y||

st. e CH(X), ye CH(Y) (1)

B (x*,y*) 4 (1) tHEARIN—
WIAxE, W d(CH(X),CH (Y)) = ||lz* — v, &
ATAr DA B E A B E Py AR RS X MY 1)
f B SVM, 73 Ft BR BT s Ky

flz)=w" -z +b" (2)

= (ly 11> = Nla*(1*) /2, o3 STk e X

margin(f) = |lw*|| = [lz* —y7| (3)

CDMA SVEHIRINE D 1 Prox, Eh s
2(b) R 2(c) &, HERAR AN P T HE
TR0 (2, %), B 1 g T HE R0 1) LA i
B Wi o AN CH(X) BEE y* T sl, — &
FAET— A 25 = 29 B 2" = 21 + ANy — 1),
13d(z*,y*) < d(xy,y*). AHNHL 45 2 (b) PHAT
SEHE, 55 2 (c) AHREIE R o BIEM yr, ERE
SRS d(2, 1) — d(z" —y) < e

Bt 1 RXEBEm/NMUEZL (CDMA)

Algorithm CDMA (X,Y,¢)

HzreX, y"ey;

2) Repeat

(a) z1 =", 1 =y
z=ux, if A>1
z=x1+ MNw2 — 11),

(b) z* = arg min {d(z, y*)
ifo<Aa<1

A= @2me)@—m) o 0,22 # x1,x2 € X};

T (z2—az1)(w2—w1)
z=1yo, ifA>1

z=y1+ Ay2 — 11),

(¢) y* = arg min {d(ﬂc*,z)
ifo<Aa<l

— (2—y1)(="—y1) ;
A= it > OV F UL € Y}’
until d(z1,y1) —d(z" —y*) < e

w'=a" =y, b = (lly"I* - l27)%)/2;

Return f(z) = w* -z +b".

A |S| TS S FEEL. CDMA I [ 2 2%
B O(D(|X| + [Y])/¢e), e e MONKEEES KL, H
THEHIS&M, D = max,ex yev{llz —yll}, D/e
W S REAR AT O, RoRAE e KEER, S8
I RIEARIREL

3

)
1)
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[ [
Z'=x, 1z =x 44 (x,-x)
x n
1 X,
xl

(@) (b)

1 2* BJUTRY ((2) WA > 1, W 2* =25 2 X
FI—A8G (b) WRO< A<, W 2" =21 + Az —21) N
y* BB CH{x1, 22} MITEN)

Fig.1 The geometric explanation of z* ((a) If A > 1,
then z* = z2 is a point in X; (b) If 0 < A < 1, then
2" = x1 + A(z2 — 1) is actually the vertical point from y*
to the line segment CH{z1,x2}.)

2 RAVIBIM RO MR AMERE L

CDMA 53 i v 55 0™ A 1) d5 0T oK ) g 2k
PEOFISTD T, AN HE CDMA JEefit b, % BB FEA
MO, A S AR IE ) B S A SR
MR MBI AR B (SCA), AR5 5 I N DI (1) Mk
SR SCA, JF4 B 772 1) FoTul A ) R st 1) 52
AL AT
2.1 ZFEOZMRMBREE

5T 4 (Convexly separable) ffif 2101
' £ I SN 25 (Convex linear perceptron, Conl-
itron) 4, Bt —HAVERBIES, "TRAER
PRSI AT B A A . AT XY C R W
X MY 2l an, Y NCH(X) =0, T4
IRAFAE— IS MR AN #, Fostn

CLP = {fi(z) =w -z +b,
(wl,bl)eR"xR,lglgL} (4)

AT T K
Vee X,V1<I<L, filz)=w,-x+b >0
VyeY, A1 <I<L, fily)=w-y+b<0

BN, WS bR H0E A
+1, V1<I<L, fi(x)>0

1, 31 <I<L 5)
) =t = afl($)<0

CLP(z) = {
WARES X MY A, s Y A

X RMAra i, RS X ORTY 2] o .
U 2 T R ) R 3 T T SR T e M R A e B
2 (SCA) RSEIL, 595 2 45 THE X MR Y a2

WIS OL S SCA SHikffiig, SCA LA fif B
L 2.

B3 2. TAEONLBMBESE (SCA)
Algorithm SCA (X,Y,¢)
1)1« 1;
2) Repeat
(a) p = arg min{d(CH (X), {y;}),y; € Y};
(b) fi(z) = CDMA(X, {yp},);
(©) Y ={ylfily) > filyp),y € Y}
(d)l—1+1;
until Y = ¢
3) Return CLP = {fi(z),1 <i <}

“fz ®=0

Six)=0

2 SCA FEMJUIRRE: ye W2 f1(ye) < f1(yp),
marginl = d(CH(X),yp) = v/ =2/1(yp),
margin2 = d(CH(X),yq) = /—2f2(yq), H.
marginl < margin2
Fig.2 The geometric explanation of SCA (y; satisfies
fi(ye) < fi(yp), marginl = d(CH(X),yp) = /—2f1(¥p),
margin2 = d(CH(X),yq) = /—2f2(yq), and

marginl < margin2.)

5, SCA NES Y AN vy, v, &
Y IR CH(X) &k s, FIH CDMA 53k, i
Hy, 5 CH(X) M— MM f1(x). fi(z) U
TY PWEEM fily) < filyy) BIRL FISE AT
WA Y. RENY kB E CH(X) 5— ik
R oyg, WHEAFRNS AR fo(x), EREREXAT
FRHBY =0, HRMIALERE {fi(2), f2(v),
con P RN 2R PR RN S, ERE R AES X Y
IEHf 5 T
2.2 tRKIIEIR SCA

SCA SR\ Y FEahikfiEE CH(X)
BT IR R, 25 B BXRE AR I Ze M iR EUR AN R
PRUER AT RER D, B LAIZ L RATT5 N —Ffble K D) E)
(Maximal cutting) (¥ BEAR K2 BUS A] fE 2D (1) Ze vk
PR TG, IEFERE U Y TR R 2R L
gp(@) VENEE A IRFERR L (HARE RIS, 7530k
[10] ik, X HFREZ), RELEY P
W2 g,(y) < 0 BIRG BRI AR Y. #
ok, REEEFERE VIR Y b 2 R 2 1 R B
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gq(x) VENER A B, EEXAERE, HEY
= 0. ZRILIEPE, PITAT (VR SR pR B Jl— AT AR T 6
PhigENS:. BT Y MRS, i TRy
Ja, AR L, L Y = 0.

4 Gx) #R Y PR AG X BT I 5
IR a6 ek o B, JATE X — MR ) FE R
(Maximal cutting process, MCP) 3k 5¢ il ik # />
PRI, MCP £ G(x) Ik E e
PIUTY i 2tk 5 g, (x) 1080 (1R 3 e
A, SRR RIR DL 3.

N T 5 A8 SMA H A BUERAE X 73, IX BLBAT
INFF 5 SCA Hif<FhE C Sk3ox SCA Bk X
— I #E, Bl C-maximal-cutting; fHNHE, J54: SMA
P FERR S M-maximal-cutting.

% 3. iAW EZ#E (C-maximal-cutting)

Process C-maximal-cutting (Y, G(x))

1) counter [{] =0, 1 <3 < |Y|;

2) for 1 <i<|Y|

Yi={ylg:(y) <0,y €Y, gi(z) € G(z)},
counter [i] — |Yi[;
end for
3) p = arg max{counter[i]};
4) Return p.z

R RFREL gi(x) #0K CH(X) 5414 Y,
I3TT, MG R E g () ATEZ Y Ff g
AR X i i CDMA BE I 2615 3
(1, NGETHIM KRG, A RS CH(X) #I&r)
XA R BOEARIRR A B 2RI T A TR
FIEHBLNEA G, AMEH Y, HHPTA A X
AT — A Nk, W) A6 19 21 1) 4 P 1 545 211
# AR s A BRIz AL RE ). XA I AR R i
FHUHE (Boundary adjusting process, BAP), icff
C-boundary-adjusting, ELMHEIA LK 3.

g(x)=0
AY
AY

CH ()

=0

Bl 3 SR LA R
Fig.3 The geometric explanation of

C-boundary-adjusting

WIMHIA S g1 (x) HIEADN Ry 5 CH(X) &id
CDMA SEIZRG 2, g1 (v) B LR, ©

YITF T g1 () AN+ 5 Y, U )S,
Y, 5 CH(X) LFEVIZAFR THmasR fi(x), A
3 HhRIE B I gtk Sz AL Re D) SE . AR
B, RIAF M gi(x) 2N fi(z), BIASH
B D) 3 i b ) 4 1 R BOE I, SR A 1
R R IE.

BRI I R R S S A A,
T —FlOBr i SCA 503k, FOMFEF A TIEI SCA
ik, idfE MC-SCA.

ML 4 IR rh, AT CUEMT A 21, 0K
PIREFE MCP APz Sk s — B, BN 21
B /D PPk AL, DU BT Sh . T Ad T
B B0 R B BAP (B o 2k, WAL ER
3(d) ) &R TR NG B A, LR &
HZARE ). I FRR R T B BN i) a4 RS
ORI R, (S 4 51050 S5
A UE R . B TES X MY K
bk, TAVIRA SR Y AR X 0 al 20 (5 0
T, MR YIEI SCA 5k

B3k 4. WMAYIEIH SCA B3 (MC-SCA)

Algorithm MC-SCA (X,Y,¢)
Dle1,m=]|Y|;
2) G(z) = {g:(2)]g:(x) = CDMA(X, {yi},¢), 1 <i <

m}
3) Repeat
(a) p = C-maximal-cutting (Y, G(z));
(b) Y2 = {ylgp(y) <0,y € Y}
(¢) Ge(x) = {g;(x)|y; € Yi};
(d) fi(z) = CDMA(X, Yy, €);
()Y =Y -V
(f) G(2) = G() — Gi(x);
(g)l—1+1,;
until Y = ¢

4) Return CLP = {f;(z),1 <i <}
2.3 MC-SCA BIFm

2k MC-SCA g5, 13280 — 4 2
MBS, R (4) WE, Bl CLP =
{filz), 1 <1< L}. fHIBASS — AN REFEAR 2
HEAT IO By, B A X (5) s, RIZE X AH
XY el o s, Wk IEREAE T X, 2
WEV1I<I<L, fi(z) >0. WRLHFEARET Y, W
A 31 <1< L, fi(z) <0.

SR T g J P s [R) A ek N TE AR, AT
MNRENFEAR 2, BINTI R RET Y Fah, iR
AR AL fi(2) < 0, WSk FE N7 R4S 1k
FERRIR 2 S8 Y 2. g A AR 1 2 M o B gl
Keiit, YA V1 <1 <L, fi(z) >0, WA Fi
BN X KRR, S T M X RAY B
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FRIREIURH ARAEABEAT T, 548 7 R0 1)
A4S, Y M X gl o s oL T,
MC-SCA FryF5m B .

2.4 MC-SCA Hjfta g 3E

T X MY &N o, BT e R
%, JRlR SCA Bk — e Retip WS, MIOCIER] 2
DLSCHR [10] 3 7. SCA BEI I ) 52 A2 BE Al v
A O(D(X]-[Y])/e), 5 CDMA It [a] 52 2% & v 55
JiXAE, D B SFEAR SRS EL e BUEHK,
R T IS B B AR AL

[FlEE MC-SCA HJ /&Sy, (LR 52 =i
TR SCA Bk, O 1 Ud W i [a) 53 2% B2 (1 4
B, CLRTT i [R] SCA BEAT XL, AR IL 4 0 Wy
Wk IE. H— R RE MC-SCA AEAT AT
WIS, SRR E] 5 SCA FEAA[H, AP
O(D(|X|- Y ])/e). &Pk BN HUIEAR], SCA
U B Bl 1 MC-SCA B &%, HM A L
HEATAG T, P 2 R HCAAH ] FE B [ 52 2

S AR T AL SR T IR, 7R X AH
XY ARG, BRI Y P
Y 5 X 37— CDMA 14k, 364117% [ R
(R0, B DCR B AE — D X h 2 ff aii Y
A CDMA YIZRISTE], BE O(D(|X |+ |Y])/e),
M 2 WAERECH Y b st Y, itk 5 20 B
HEHE R O(|Y| - (D(1X| + [Y])/e)). [FIEE, nf 455
EY AXE X S w] o3 B O, 32 B I ]
SR O(1X |- (D(X|+|Y])/e)). BIEsiamwii
IYIGE B, 7R MAA b, ¥ MC-SCA S35 1 ik 7] 53 4%
BEREAE T O(D(|1X| - Y|+ (IX] + [Y])?)/e).

{EAFE R, TESEPRSE I R, AR D)%
LR T FE R I IS T S5 P R A T, R
HUTHT %041 counter[d] T LAZESI 4 I 2 DAIIA
1320, AR50 LU IEAR I FE v, RS OR B IR A 1
AR AH Y T 4 R[]

3 WMAWVIRIR A S DR AR E L

SCHR [10] ©&UESE, XM TAEEAFAEE G A
(R PYRE i, 205 o 2 1 SR AN i RE NS SE I 5 A 1K
HATTAEI AR b WFORE TR DR R A AT 2
R AR A8 R 3 i, DA S B ARE > P e B B IR
BB UBUBURIRTL CRE YR SR e i
3.1 ZIFHHEOGMRMSEEE

91 A 28 1 BN A% (Multiple convex linear
perceptron, multiconlitron) J&—#41 ™ £k 14 & 51 4%

(Conlitrons) B, WERMMHEE X, Y C R”
J£ & A4y (Commonly separable) ff], BI'E {1545 &

ER(XNY = 0), W@ AP LA b
04y (Multiconlitron) K¢ H 20 . iXAN4LA ™ 2tk
AN W £ "y MOLP = {CLP,,1 <k < K},
Ty X 21Y, L LR

Vee X, 31 <k <K, CLP,(z) =+1 (6)
VyeVY, V1<k<K, CLP(y)=-1 (7)

YA 2 PRI 2% 1) PR e 0E X
+1, A <k <K, CLP.(z) =+1
—1, V1 <k <K, CLPy(z) = —1
(8)

B o S M IR R At T A 3 T e S HE A AT 2
PRI A% 5775 (Support multiconlitron algorithm,
SMA) RKSHL, 3% 5 45 T SMA FL iR, JL
] fife e DL 1] 4.

B 5. SHEASNSMBMEEE (SMA)
Algorithm SMA (X,Y,¢)
1) k1
2) Repeat
(a) p= arg miin{d({xi},Y), xi € X}
(b) CLP, = SCA({zp},Y,¢);
(c) X ={zi[3f € CLPx, f(z:) < f(zp),
z; € X —{zp}};
(d) k— k+1;
until X = ¢
3) Return MCLP = {CLP;,1 < i <k}.

MCLP(z) =

' Q o o]
1
[ ] 1
« *:
1
o o , x
y ® e&---0 e 9
[ ] 11X
P
[ ] 1
[ ] [ ) [e]
| | N
[} 4 o

K4 SMA SEMJLATIER (o, ZMAMERS 2 WL
filze) > filap), ¥ fr € CLPy. txq WHHA3E] CLPy, CLP,
o 2 1 R B PR R X R P K R g WAL CLPa(zg) = +1.)
Fig.4 The geometric explanation of SMA (For any point
x¢ from the left side of zp, it satisfies fi(xz¢) > fi(zp),

VY fi € CLP,. A point x4 surrounded by multiple linear
functions in CLP, satisfies CLPs(zq) = +1.)

HTHES XNY =0, rbxT X higdfg—
AR m SRUL EX Y AURN . SMA Bk
HAMNES X TERES Y BEN—1 8z, #
AN CLP, = SCA({x,},Y,e),
£ MCOLP WEE—A40F, et 7 X Jid 4
F fi(x) > fi(z,),V fi € CLP, (B CLP, = +1)
(), AW SN X, RE, A X ks
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AR R xg, AR AN SRS CLP, =
SCA({z,}, Y, €), MRMCLPI — A4, B4
R, HE X hRA Rk, X =0.

3.2 RKRYIEIRY SMA

e SMA FIER N X A hik £ &
Y 508 min{d({z;},Y),; € X} MR, XA
2k R S BN RS DR W] BER 2D, i LK B3R
MIEFE I — A K D) E 2 M-maximal-cutting
(WEE 6), AU AT HED (195K R 2
Hi% 6. R K% 52: M-maximal-cutting
Process M-maximal-cutting (X, GCLP)
1) counter [i] =0, 1 <17 < |X|;
2) for 1 <14 < |X]|
X; = {z|gCLP;i(z) =41, z € X,
gCLP; € GCLP};
counter [i] — |X;|;
end for
3) p = arg max{counter[i]};
4) Refurn p.l

4 GCLP F£ox X TRA ALY ST I
BRI UG " L PRI AE (DL R AR I R AS) R
MGCLP Wik #fe Ul X i % fii) gCLP,
VEN S — AR Ze sy, AR5 24 X vl 2 4540
gCLP,(x;) = +1 W5, TR SR X, BROK,
e FERe U X P2 R gCLP, fENEE
ARFEI G, BT T WL gCLP,(z;) = +1
[Pax e i, EREIXAN SR, HE X = 0. XA N
PSR Z AR 1l — N A L MR ES MCLP. H
T X 2 MHRE, adumTbiEE, TR
—ELFE L, RIEE 2 X = 0.

S RYIFIE RS, AT BT X
B2 gy gCLP,, 'Cn)t T —4H X T
X, 5Y, HEHEH X, PTRRENSAS Y %
RN F, NG R E, XA H gCLP,
JIT AT e 1 R 50 R 1) 1 0T AS B AR A LR 2 2K
. LA X, PeiEAL Y 247 —
AN, R R R B A BALE, AR A
KAz Aae )y, XA B IRATIIIRFR A 12 7
# (Boundary adjusting process, BAP), it/ M-
boundary-adjusting. 5 C-boundary-adjusting 4~
[d], M-boundary-adjusting A&—41 214 Ft 1.

ORI E S R SRR R S A — A,
JCT 0BT SMA B39, B K IH] (Maximal cut-
ting) ] SMA &%, idfE MC-SMA, fifik ansik 7
JEos. PR BOIZR 53 ) B8 45 32 5 /b (1)t 55 ™ 2 2
HE R A B e L A, e AR iz A g
7). 45 MC-SMA 3T M & Rl i rh, i

MC-SCA BTN I 2.
ik 7. IRAIEIM SMA ik (MC-SMA)
Algorithm MC-SMA (X,Y,¢)
1) k—1,n=|X|;
2) GCLP = {4yCLP;|gCLP; = MC —
SCA{zi},Y,¢e),1<i<n};
3) Repeat
(a) p = M-maximal-cutting (X, GCLP);
(b) Xi = {z|gCLP,(X) = +1,z € X};
(¢c) GCLP, = {gCLPj|z; € Xi};
(d) CLP, = MC-SCA(Xy, Y, );
(€) X = X — X¢;
(f) GOLP = GCLP — GCLP;;
(g k—k+1
until Y = ¢;

4) Return MCLP = {CLP;,1 <i < k}.
3.3 MC-SMA RyFin#

2ok MC-SMA IZ5)a, 132 R —4110 2
7% (Conlitrons) WA, Rk MCLP = {CLP,,
1 <k < K}. BRI — A RAFEA 2 HEAT
Wi, ZATHZ (6) RSN, EIFENZE DT 0k X
Y B, wmRIHEAE T X, MEHL 31 <k <
K, CLP,(z) = +1; WRMFEARJE T Y, W2 2
V1<k<K,CLPy(2)=—1.

Ay T A7 R RTINS T ek s o SARY, AT R
ANRHFEAR 2, BT &R T X FFR, 7270
WL FE e, WMRAEE—A CLP,, {13 CLP(2) =
+1, DUTRI Rk R SL RS IR, SRR 2 A X2 i
X T HREA BRI MR ARG oK U, B V1 < K <
K, CLP,(2) = —1, WA TN E R Y 2.

[ ER A, MY T7 AN Y 3 X I, MC-
SMA SRR
3.4 MC-SMA Bt E| E 4 E

BT X MY #GEA R, JRih SMA Fkd—
SEREMEWS SR, FHOCUEW]Z: ISR [10] Hr e 2E 8. 7E
SMA Sk, 432 T 10 1) b PR 2 (0] (1) FE A ) 1
AW AL R Is 5, BT LUK S e W5 LT
BAT R, IR 52 AR FE R R A O (| X - Y] - (| X|
+ [Y])).

[, A £33 MC-SMA SykA48R e e s, 1H
S TA) 52 20 2 v T s af SMAA 50, 0 1 il W Ik
N 1) 52 2% (R A Jle, LA A e % 7 (i [R] SMAL 4T
XFEE, AR H PR > R ie. 38— RO TE
MC-SMA AT AR EE G ST, 5% HI I T]
5 SMA AR, B O(1X|- Y] (I X[+ [Y]). &
EPIROTIE PSRN 22 I BUEANF], SMA U 25 5
i, MC-SMA WY)#EIEZ, HASE FKE, P
T LA [ R I 1) 52 2
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S TR AN T L SRR A BT L RIS TR, AR IR
T AN X B Y I, SERUEEEAE ] X P s o)
MX 5 Y HEHAT—A MC-SCA W%k, A1 &
RO, RIS OO AEHTHAE — A X P Al Y
H A3 AU MC-SCA YIZxirta], BF O(D(|X] - |Y|
+ (| X+ Y))?)/e), M2 WERECH X A
| X, BRI E S O(1X |- D(|1X] - Y] +
(X4 [Y))?)/e). R, w32 7ENETT AN Y
B XN, SRR R R AR O([Y| - D(|1X|
YT+ (|1 X] + [Y])?)/e). mIaLaminmasif,
PR B, K MC-SMA S35 (¥ 18] 52 2% B K3 Ah
W OMD(IX]+[Y]) - (X7 + [Y]?)/e).

55 SMA K[, MC-SMA )10 5 48 5 72
A5 FEA AR A B IR, T LUK S5 e X
FARAAAE — B L. EAE R g, MC-SMA
PR A E RS P T de il AR, T
MC-SCA RIS — SR ML S 4.

4 HEXIW

AT 40 o HR A S5 R K UE MC-SCA AT MC-
SMA [FPERE. S5 b = #5r: 1) N L&
PidE BSEs; 2) ATk SCAL SMA Hik
J & SVM (SVM.lin). RBF # SVM (SVM.rbf)
[PI0F LSS 3) AL TV S AN LR 53 | etk oy 2R
7% (48 NNA . s DTA) fXfEG. 7esesh,
FAMEH CLP size Kon— AN 228 a5 10 2k
PR E R, MCLP size Rox— MHA ML T A
1) Conlitrons £ &, LF number 78—~ Multi-
conlitron G L M R AU S EL. P AT I S 598 #4E
Gi— A AT, WS HWE N e = 1073, b2
22 15-2400 3.10 GHz, M {F 4 GB, Windows 7.0 $i
ERYE.

4.1 ANIEMEEESRR

BATE A HIE 3 DA T A S g
LIEE LR NVET L7236 s AR I el €/ Sl
“ARRER 1 ORFEAR, O AR 2 BEER. X
—ANEEAE, 20 N T MC-SMA F1 SMA 3%,
5 EAE HYET IR RROR, 3R 1 AN IR 2R
BB N AR

1 b SR 2R PE A TT 204 O, X 3 AN Bl At
NN A A A TR A3 T S AR e R [R) BN  A
R BRI A 2 T-B. B 5 fik 1 el LU
H, MC-SMA Sk R il LB SMA i,
LR R BB D, AE 3 MR L Rk R R AL
HEDW T 50 % LA L, £EI LB g L
KH T 92%. WEELLE 3 AN LA RS LK
SFEG, BB MC-SMA Il 2545 31 1 I8 0 e Ak 750 32 L,

SMA i faj i,
# 1 MC-SMA il SMA 76 N L& Edade Rttt

Table 1  Comparison of MC-SMA and SMA on three
synthetic data sets
B4k MC-SMA SMA
MCLP size LF number MCLP size LF number
Double helix 17 42 66 224
Double parabola 6 14 54 185
Horse saddle 5 11 24 90

() SURFEELAR R
(a) Double helix data set
» + dap W & + p.
T el L AR SO
o 1 # YL
W W N
2, A . B A g
Y B S
wF % a L
RN ¥ W
e 4 e e
P AL : %
(b) MU ERSE
(b) Double parabola data set
+
x%*ﬂ;‘g{ LR 121"‘4'11&* e
Fpt T T Rt RSN R S g
++ +$*+ =+ ++ +$*+i +f
++.j+’»;‘$ ++m++’;§$
I, 2 Rt 3 ‘ 1, %i- o ':‘:"
- . ]
ST ] 1'3"" t *'?)!*"nnf’-"i""

(c) HHRIREI R
(c) Horse saddle data set

K5 3 MNTLAEREHE (B4 AMWEH MC-SMA,
A AER] SMA)
Fig.5 Experiments on three synthetic data sets
(MC-SMA and SMA are applied to the left side and the
right side of each group, respectively.)

4.2 FREHRIBESK

X Hr LLUR GG HE LA SVMs by B, PR A
SCOTIEW o Rk Re. b TARELZ MM, AT UCT
HLAS 2 S B 42 ik £ 13 ANFRUES Sk b T
SEH, BEERMIA N R 2. BT REH 4 NEHEE
O UCT 20l “YNZk + MR PEsr, T ARATH.
P SLREAT ISR AR, T T05 9 AN EIREH 1)
T, A58 10 IRBEHLRE LD MY, — 2 HAE
Nk, J—FRAENRK, SRE gt EATR -2 585 45
x.

SVMs WM i 240 O &t SVM
Ay z4 (C,v) 1 RBF # SVM, 24 id 10
Prag SGAERIERL, C Al v HERIESE 234 {21 =
—4, =3, -, 3,4} M {2|i = —7,—6,--- ,4,5}. #F
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F {1

40 %

S, AT SR B R AR 4R [0, 1) 208, SRS
3 M# ] LIBLINEARS! il LIBSVMUS! Sk 47l
k.

#2134 UCK Hdsding

Table 2  Data sets used in the experiments
Breast BRE 569 30
German GER 1000 24
Heart HEA 297 13
Tonosphere ION 351 34
Magic MAG 19020 10
Musk1 MUS 476 166
Parkinsons PAR 195 22
Pima PIM 768 8
Sonar SON 208 60
Monks-1 MO1 124 + 432 6
Monks-2 MO2 169 4 432 6
Monks-3 MO3 122 4 432 6
Spectf SPE 80 + 187 44
421 AR

3 I AN AR A S ] o ), ST A
Wrid FEtn R, ZERSEE e = 1073 BU4ME T, A SCA
X H AT N, BR8] — e v ek 2, AR
Ji A bR bR B o e AT TR, IERR N
100 %, HbIARRX =BG ¢ K RN
AL, IF B U E fE AR AR

TEIX—#orH, Tl 1o BE A e SCA Fi
MC-SCA AT PEREVEAY . S50 25 F AL F5 RS J
21k BB (CLP size) IR PRI ).

MK 3 HERATATLLA H, MC-SCA 14> R
TILL SCA W —28 2k sk A A T AR
W B I R%. £8 MUS H1 SON |, 2k ek Boki i ik
T 50% LLE, 7 SPE b T8 30 %, M
PR SSRGS IR T PRAT Sk S A R, AR AR
ERE B OL N, A R g5 h 13 B ik, i+
FINT WY B it B2, kit R4 SCA #9hn 17—
LG H T R S R B D BT AR B TR A
422 BAUHRW

4 AT MC-SMA 55 SMA f SVMs

(SVM.lin, SVM.rbf) [¥xf tesise 45 51, pr H $icis 4k
Bih@nl oy, R TLEAFEAR. PEREVEM Rbn 45
DUARORS FE « N SIS AR IS [R], S5 48, T 3 51
AR VIES RS, AR (R AR BE, K 5 4
T MC-SMA 5 SMA 7422 ¥0 5 (MCLP size).
24540 (LF number) X EE.

MR 4 AT CUE H, MC-SMA 7E 9 M4
#i4E (GER, HEA, ION, MAG, MUS, MO1, MO2,
MO3, SPE) b7y 2RH5 8 8T SMA, Jf HAEH H
() — LB A b, RS RE A ] e, e MO1 1 MO3
R T 11.67% 1 10.88%. {E S AN 4 A
¥4 (BRE, PAR, PIM, SON) _F43 2855 & ng A
T SMA, K T-test K505 &M, bk PIM 4k, MC-
SMA 7£ BRE. PAR. SON iX 3 M4 E3RARH
SRR SMA JFo B2 25, Pl ik B MC-
SMA [f)5r K5 B BT SMA. PRI T ILA M
HBHEFE BAP, MC-SMA I gk [ 2 £ T SMA.

5 SVMs HxF s, MC-SMA 7 10 4
¥4 (b GER. HEA F1 SPE 4b) b/ JoK i 2
TP SVM, B K IE 2 E A 28.70 % (MO1),
KM ZEM N 7.33% (HEA); B R4 3 DNEE
£ (PAR, MO1, MO2) FiFF RBF # SVM, #2
MC-SMA [k fig LA 80k 218 SVM. 17K, 17
SRIEA G TAES IR . S8k, Wk 4 FioR, 7EAS
ZIE S K TR MITE DL, SVMs FIT i FE i I 25 i)
#/bF MC-SMA.

5 X T AL R SMA 712 2 HE
(MCLP size) MZANE & ELEHE (LF number) ER)SE
ek . T A4 b, B MC-SMA 1531k
PERRBCECE YN T SMA, HERE /Wb T 50% LA
b W Z I MUS, SMA 43 31 2 5% % i 5k
45095, 1 MC-SMA 24 126, #&/> 7 K21 97.5%,
7 ION. SON A1 SPE LI, #ui/> T 90 % LA L. M
FRUERCH R A S5 E B, MC-SMA. fifi 52 R g 75 21
B TR AR

4.3 5 NNA 1 DTA B9*%fLEs2i6

B T 46 43 25 %% (Nearest neighbor classifier,
NNA) & B Lg% I FELT ) — AN RAnke

*3 SCA 5 MC-SCA Xttt

Table 3  Comparison of SCA and MC-SCA
- MRKsE (%) CLP size NI TE] (R /I 1] (=2F0)
SCA MC-SCA SCA MC-SCA SCA MC-SCA
MUS 85.48 85.56 120 46 6.806/4.40 9.717/3.57
SON 78.67 79.33 45 18 0.021/0.35 0.033/0.18
SPE 59.36 63.10 33 22 0.047/0.30 0.078/0.16
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*4 AR MC-SMA 5 SMA. SVMs %Ll
Table 4 Comparison of MC-SMA and SMA, SVMs
——— AR (%) YIZRI ) (R8) /DR ) (=20)
MC-SMA SMA SVM.lin SVM.rbf MC-SMA SMA SVM.lin SVM.rbf
BRE 91.79 91.86 90.60 93.33 1.340/0.67 0.043/0.90 0.001/0.06 0.017/2.06
GER 67.68 64.28 72.18 74.00 4.625/6.61 0.333/9.30 0.003/0.09 0.034/14.08
HEA 62.30 59.41 69.63 71.48 0.179/0.44 0.019/0.59 0.001/0.02 0.013/0.98
ION 88.35 86.93 84.77 92.90 0.264,/0.20 0.052/0.94 0.002/0.04 0.020/1.90
MAG 79.19 77.45 78.81 82.97 7089.000/504.33  167.630/3422.00 0.018/1.15 3.811/2262.23
MUS 83.81 82.97 80.79 89.96 11.725/3.34 0.729/11.90 0.011/0.16 0.058/15.00
PAR 82.14 82.76 78.06 81.22 0.064/0.13 0.008/0.25 0.002/0.02 0.010/0.43
PIM 66.22 67.89 65.76 75.47 2.212/1.52 0.117/4.32 <0.001/0.04 0.017/6.21
SON 78.38 79.71 73.81 82.67 0.122/0.71 0.037/1.10 0.005/0.03 0.018/1.21
MO1 97.22 85.65 68.52 86.34 0.047/0.16 0.006/0.30 <0.001/0.05 0.005/1.58
MO2 82.41 81.02 61.34 79.63 0.094/0.75 0.017/1.00 <0.001/0.21 0.008/2.45
MO3 94.44 83.56 73.15 95.14 0.047/0.31 0.006/1.00 <0.001/0.05 0.005/1.07
SPE 62.03 60.43 62.03 70.05 0.109/0.60 0.019/1.00 <0.001/0.06 0.009/1.76
#*5 MC-SMA 5 SMA 7 "2 HU ALk s BUR 2 L RS L
Table 5 Comparison of MC-SMA and SMA on MCLP size and LF number
ik BRE GER HEA ION MAG MUS PAR PIM SON MO1 MO2 MO3 SPE
MCLP size: MC-SMA 16 99 29 19 1322 45 10 69 19 11 33 12 22
MCLP size: SMA 28 147 57 56 2961 134 18 130 48 18 57 22 37
LF number: MC-SMA 42 459 104 30 9687 126 29 299 72 44 165 45 53
LF number: SMA 96 1923 401 462 65567 5095 70 1112 1027 146 344 117 861
#6 MC-SMA [il NNA. DTA [fJFEEEXFLE
Table 6  Accuracy comparison of MC-SMA and NNA, DTA
B BRE GER HEA ION MAG MUS PAR PIM SON MO1 MO2 MO3 SPE
NNA 91.89 65.04 60.59 84.32 77.27 82.72 83.06 67.97 79.33 83.80 79.40 84.95 60.43
DTA 89.05 68.18 63.41 86.53 67.94 69.62 73.78 69.17 71.24 65.74 60.42 85.65 66.84
MC-SMA 91.79 67.68 62.30 88.35 79.19 83.81 82.14 66.22 78.38 97.22 82.41 94.44  62.03
—NNA —0.10 2.64 1.71 4.03 1.92 1.09 —0.92 —1.75 —0.95 13.42 3.01 9.49 1.60
—DTA 2.74 —0.50 —1.11 1.82 11.25 14.19 8.36 —2.95 7.14 31.48 21.99 8.79 —4.81

AR & 5 AR A R T 20 08 R AT 4 2K, SR
(18] it B T Sl &l oy A AL AT bt —Fh oy v e
PEor 26, AEIX—HB 2> R B MC-SMA 5 NNA
()0 R FE. T34, FRAT X B i Kostin #& H 1
— PP ZE M43 AT (Decision tree analysis, DTA) 77
RO Rl R AN WA AR o R AR S AR TR
PIARGR IR AR Lo KAL) 3 73y Btk 43 SR AL
T I E AT X B, R 6 R S AT 4
HT MC-SMA 5 NNA. DTA /X5 2. W& 6
R UE H, MC-SMA 76 9 Mg b, WilalRs B2
Plm T NNA, 7253580 4 N4 L) BEIKT NNA.

£ MO1 b, 55 K IE 218 13.42, /£ PIM _EHY
B K ZEE —1.75. 785 DTA IR EL gz o,
9 AP LMK B 2 = DTA. 78 MO1 B
BRI IE 221l 31.48, 7F PIM _EEUS & K 7 2248
—2.95. ASCHVES BIALE 4 DEHEE L, 08K AR
T NNA A1 DTA. BATHIX LR P4 b (1) sz i &5 1
HHAT T T-test K56, & PIM b, 76 54O EE 5
MC-SMA k#3150 k55 5 NNA L DTA J+E %
FE.

Wi NNA fil DTA XEeAL50 kA% e, Bt
B MC-SMA EA7 B354 ).
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5 S 10 Li Y J, Liu B, Yang X W, Fu Y Z, Li H J. Multiconlitron:

ASCHEH T — AL Bt 2 R 2 TR A O
Pt T, %G MC-SCA il MC-SMA. %77k H
B BOIN Rk e i, 25— BUE AR D)k #2 MCP
¥ ek AN AR AE N N -8 AT Sk
(R, S 2o AR 5 o B Al a0 S 4
REFE BAP X 9IUG15 BI04 S 34T — il Zx, Al
RN HESHMAE, FEmr Rz ne ).

AN TAFRERE 4 B s sb B W, A rik
[ PEREE: SMA 7 1] R 48 &, X ] AR Hin 5~ 4 1) )
(Occam'’s razor) HENRARRE, 1ZAEN & /Lo 5%
FUA B 0 B PR AR 5. AR ST v MC-SMA 7E
WX B IE AR 23 A AE T, L5 IR 2 1 pR 2K
B DA IR TR AR Y T T R B DLEAT B ) 42K
HE ).

) B N A B, % 7R T R B, (RN
I [0 BT 38 0, 3 D R 8 i A K D s s 2k
AT SR EE, 764 5 1 AR 2255 3 s e F2 i A
e AFE . £S5 SVMs (Bt AEsE T A7
RO IRG I — Al T4 SVM, (HEL |- RBF #
SVM. B, 764 J5 I8 TAE o] L% g 5T i) 7
Hokik— R T MC-SMA #4251k g, w525
B A P SRR 45 A 0200 S L R S R 1)
P #)its; WA AdaBoost #4155 40 588 42 T+
h o3 SR B i R BR o JE AR I VAR RSB dl Ay
SR BN T AT B B
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