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Normalized Dependence Maximization Multi-label Semi-supervised
Learning Method

ZHANG Chen-Guang® ZHANG Yan! ZHANG Xia-Huan?

Abstract In view of the problems that most of present multi-label learning methods are supervised learning methods
and cannot effectively make use of relatively inexpensive and easily obtained large number of unlabeled samples, this paper
puts forward a new multi-label semi-supervised learning method, called normalized dependence maximization multi-label
semi-supervised learning method (DMMS). The DMMS regards labeled samples as constraint conditions, estimates the
normalized dependency of feature and label sets on all samples including labeled and unlabeled samples, and maximizes
the estimation by finally addressing a trace ratio optimization problem with constraint conditions for label unlabeled
samples. Experiments comparing DMMS with the state-of-the-art multi-label learning approaches on several real-world
datasets show that the DMMS can effectively learn from labeled and unlabeled samples, especially when the labeled is

relatively rare, the learning performance can be improved greatly.
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WHEA. JCHEZIRICH T, b T #5280 5
I3 0 52 S50 SR IR A A B3 1 00, 5 2K
HOMICFEAR. H2, 52 SRl i
A 2 bl in) e SRl A — AR A A% B
Tt A e KRR I A AN A RESRAT. A TR
Z ), BRI TAEF T TR R PRl F A
2 0B 2 Al 2% 2 771 ML-LGC (Multi-label
local and global consistency)®. SMSE (Semi-
supervised algorithm for multi-label learning by
solving a Sylvester equation)l® F1 MASS (Multi-
label semi-supervised learning)™% 4 5] 7 & 2 I
B 2% 2] F Hinge #9322 fill F 98 0 fig B i 28 i) ¢
AWM EN I, — @ 2R B vk T KR 2R 2R
e B S ) ALY H T 22 FR Al A 20 I e A 2Rl
Z AR AN 8. TML (Transductive multi-label
learning) M 7F & b JR AJ A5 7R ) R A g B
A, AMFHE T R KK R, ©FE T KM L
J 9% %&. Semi-supervised subspace learning!'? ifi
Ik 21 A T M B T ) R T AT I 2 bRl
R Z bRl 2t 2] k. iIMLCU (In-
ductive multi-label classification with unlabeled
data)!*¥ 7F Rank-SVM FEh b3 I 4o & Kb ic #f
AR LRI, $ T —F 20 (Inductive)
Zirid K E L CNMFE (Multi-label learning
method based on constrained non-negative matrix
factorization) ™ 1 iof 5 KA AT ACREAE PH 25 51 BE 5
FEAS b 25 0 29 0 2 TR) PR AHARL RS, 15 B R A it AE A
T 2E)E. Tram (Transductive multi-label clas-
sification) % B B A bR ZELE AL AREAE SR A T AL
g OGHT, 7EILEEAE_EAT 2R T BE NI E AL 2
FRidaE 215k, JHEZ A B9l BIGAE T 572
BOR.

5 xS B 2 bRl % 2 T EEAN ], AR SR
FEARRAIE £ 5 FF A bR 26 5 (0 LI A0 AR 1k 4 LA
P T OB R 2 bRl A ) Tk, RO I
KRG A A 2 brid 2 W& 2% > 77 (Normal-
ized dependence maximization multi-label semi-
supervised learning method, DMMS). 7 & 4 #
PER AR Gt 2 A & e, L
K, B A Ahar 4y & 5 B (Independent component
analysis) 7525, $EHH T4 T3 T AL A /KA
20 1) AR 1 7 v, B FE Kernel constrained
covariance (KCC)!9, Hilbert-Schmidt indepen-
dence criterion (HSIC)!™ DL J Kernel generalised
variance (KGV)!' 4. Ly HSIC xf T ar tk
fiti TH AT T8 215 B A S50 B PR AR RS R, LA AR
TR TR AT Fu kg R ILRO L 2 brid 4
LR B3R T AR I RCR.

RICAEREAL HSIC [ b, B A bR/
L, R FTE FEAS, A HE CbR 0 RR AR il A A
Xof AR A B N b 25 2 1) R 90 A0 AR AT A v, O
DUt KA ZAS VHEAE R DA H AR, S5 28380 K il
120 510328 LA ) A AR bR B FT AR, HRS
I, DMMS BLEEF 5 1 B8 0 40 i v 1 by B8 3
fill, W LU B AR H, W R ARl R A H
P = MO AL T RO VERA Y S — 7 T, TR R A [
i g 1% /b2, DMMS #0R i A A AR 2 41 &
G MR BB b — A mUTF R & P AR AR A AR AR
], DAl DMMS &3 FH T 2 Fnid 2% > ) 3 1 B 4
(Transductive) =B % > Ik, ASCAEZ AN HSE
% brac B S LA & il 2 bl 2 2 U7 ik,
MLKNN #1 Binary relevance LA JoA 2 8 £ bk
02 X7, A ML-LGCB! Al Tram0) i 7%}t
SEHG. SRR W] DMMS 0] AT 20 EbR il AL AR
WA 2 3], JUH 2 CARIEREAS AR D I, 2% )
BORAE Z Wi br LA B E T

1 HSIC &4y

HSIC &t — it TR AL 5y ik, il ad vt
S AR R0 R 2% 8] _E Hilbert-Schmidt H.#pJ7
ZE ST A BT P i v

BB X MY HoE oy RSN, HF MG 5y
B XY AR AR, il X Bl F -
IS @ - X — F, 138 X B ECh

k(z,2') = (®(z),®()), z,2'€X (1)
K () ORI F LN UM, v e Y
B G I U Y — G, 132 NAZ Rk

Iy, y) =Y, YW)s, ¥y €Y (2

B Prayy #& (X x Y, T x A) _LRIBRA 4,
T F1A 20 505& X R Y 1) Borel 4. #1930 2553 A
e Pry M Pry, BT ER T Cpy: G — F
& Sh

Coy = Eoy [2(2) @ U(Y)] — pta @ty (3)
KL g g, 43R @(x) MU (y) M. @ %
NKEM, MER fe FMgeg, A fog:G— F
Hh

(fogh=1f(gh)y;, VYheg (4)
Cry W LA B Hilbert-Schmidt 5 1, 1 BT 1§ (1)
HSIC R XA Cgy I Hilbert-Schmidt 51753,
LR

HSIC(F, G, Praxy) = ||Cayllig (5)
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Exm%%?gl‘?U%&ﬁ Z = ((-’11'1,?!1)7 T 7(xn7yn))
(Rl b, nRLZS H HSIC (250l vHA:

HSIC(F,G, Z) = (n — 1) 2te[HKHL]  (6)

o, tr[] ook, H =1 — Lee™, I g fsife,
e ‘LU RHAN 1 WA, K, L 73l k Al
KTHIE Z ) Gram FFE, B K;; = k(z;, ;) LA
K& Lij = U(y;,y;). HSIC M&R i iHEAR R ET
WUE WY B A L SIGH B R L R v ST A 5, B
EBOR ] & FT Y SRR, 55T 0 ] &
MY A AT

2 BRAHSEHEFBMEZ R BEFEIAZE

F GBI FEAFAL 5 AR R IR X — FEA R

W, ASCAE HSIC IR F AR ACREE 4R 5 hr %5 2
Z A SRR B AT B AL

25 5F T b i HOH B2 R0 R bR i B 4R 4 il ok

V = {(z,,y;) € X xYji = 1,--- 0} MU =

(j,y;) € X xY|j =v+1,--,v+u}, Hf

X FY 53 e FEARFAEFNBRZE B AE 25 (). Al R ]

REMIZRAEHN m, WA Y Hhr2Er 2 m 4Ed)

M. Hf, ObridiEARz, ((=1,--- ,0) RIS
H1, AN FRAE )y, R

1, zBTHEEXRA<kE<m)
Yki = - (7)
-1, =N

KbridfERz; (G=v+1,--+,v+u) BB,
A DLBOE B AR ) &y, AL i, T TR RN
BAE. e, gy, &5 7 MERET kRN EFR
F£. DMMS (1) H bR RIS IX L B A, i

X = [zlax%"' ,varu]

(8)

X MY EMZRE A k(x,x') F

l(y,y'), TLARRIENIRT X MY 1 Gram 4P
K AL, NI || Cay 12 WM

HSIC(F,G,X,Y) = (n— 1) 2te[HKHL] (9)

F MG il X MY Ms\E&AsRIAfREs
|, H 12 XFKX (6), n = v+ u RARFEAR
B faj ook DL, AR AR b A% R BN %, B
Iy, y)=y"y(y,y' €)), Tk

tr(HKHL) = tr[HKHY"Y] = tr[YHKHY "]
(10)

FLAR A (10) B A REARF LR AR SR 2 (0]
RISCIRMEE i, 2232 BURRZEER IO R, Y IR R

avaru}a Y:[yl»?h,'"

RO IR AEDBOR. X n) 8, xF X (10) HEAT AL
T Blaschko Z5E7EAL20 ) #3380 LU R HtAk H bx:

tr [YHKHY]
max
Y /t[HYTYHYTY]

e (11) s 4R /[ H K HE] A3 30 1
R S

(11)

tr [YHKHY™]
VU[HYTYHYTY Jtr[HK HK
(12)

max p(X,Y) =

LGB tr[HYTY HY Y] = tr[HLH L] Fl
tr[H K HK] 735l 2550 F M G 3] H 51 Hilbert-
Schmidt 5T {58 [|Cyyl2g M [|ConallBg HOM T
PR, JEAhm SO B, A H sl LUE B2 FEA
RAEAR S AR BOAHOC R B A THEL. T LALEW], 47
p(X,Y) 1745, WA
0<p(X,Y)<1 (13)

COBIEp(X,Y) < 1. HF8 L, 4 K=HKH,
L=HLH, th H?> = H 1[40

tr[HKHL) = tr[ HK HHLH] = <f(,1i>F (14)
IXH (), Fon Frobenius M. [F2E,
tr[HKHK] = <KK>F (15)
tr[HLHL) = E,i>F (16)
H it BL IR AN S L 2 AT
(17)

Bl p(X,Y) <
Y (i, ) XY 5047, H K &R @ m ],
tr[HKHL) = tr [YHKHY"] =
St [V, )KY (5,)7] 2 0 (18)
%*ﬁﬁ,mWﬁiXﬂﬂumLHM:@;sz
0, A tr[HKHK] > 0. Bk, i p(X,Y)
FEAE, WA 0 < p(X,Y).

M p(X,Y) ARl HSIC(F, G, X, Y) {E
JARAC H bR, o DLEE G Y RO 1) TG A )
B, EREBY XN T OARIC AT FE s F R
CLAI, A SO X 28 SRR SR NI 4. 3 Ve
Yy 0000 Y X R T Ebsid R bR Al B AT 4y,
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DMMS £ 45 0 LU A A ) il
tr [YHKHY™]
max
Y /tr [HYTYHYTY]
s. t. YV = [yl, s 7'!/11]7
1Yol =7, THEH

Hrpr, ||+l o /& Frobenius yi3, 7 > 0 T4
B, Tl CARERUR bR IC R, % Yy R
KIES Yo AT HAE R/ ok .

#ig b, HSIC fliHEAEFEAROE K95 K,
o DAB R s &2 s s (P2 DMMS BL HSIC
A THE o SE LR, 168 5 AR A 25 A) BV A K
URE FEE e el RO 285 TR A DA AR AR A R AR 1) die 28
. KEHEA, WREARPCHEAR A B T st
AT IHERR L, BEmud 72 R L. BEAh, DMMS X
ThRES U R I YERBATIR G, Dk DMMS 22—
Foft il F 3 25 e 2 20 il L PR LA A B 2 30 T Tk

3 DMMS #yk iz

Bt (19) RA LM AIEY. v o
WYy #2960, H L=HY"YH H tr[HLHL]=
<E,£>F WA e [HLHL) # 0. 354 (19) i
o Ty BHRE R T Yy IS %l, Ikl (19) 1)
HAFER ORI T Yy NSRS, A0 Y 2 = 7
RN EEINN

FER kT L ok SR gty 12 516 8 LUAE in) R4S 2
2 (19) HIfALAR

3.1 ELogiE tbE e

R (19) 7EHR FAFTER AR, (HE H K
fift 1% 1) AR PR X, T TR LS TR 4. Blaschko 5% 28
LT (19) FIEARAR ) R FH S0 sk 201 B
KECY i —AT (BPRE—28), iUz 2134 1n)
B Y AT, A

ViU [HYTYHYTY] =
VI [YHYTYHYT] = tr [Y HY'"]

KRICFEBAEY SRR N EEM tr YHY'
EARE /e [HYTY HY'TY] LLik 117 4k LA K A
WA H K. 0 A= HKH, fi{6)a et i)
A

(19)

(20)

tr[YAY']

max ——————-

Y tr[YHYT]

s.t. Yy = [yla"' ayv]v
Yol =7, s

R LLIER], Ak P0 Ak il U SR A7 A B fe e, 5K
b, o H o SCATAR, H & 1E g R, T

tr [YHYT] =Y V6, ) HY (i,:)" (22)

XY #0, Bt A 0B tr [YHY™T) #£ 0, X H
Y (i) &Y 5 AT, EFREEIT A (19) A#IE
B, SrZeiAr X (21) FIREA St fif.

3.2 KR LB B R

M2, A (21) WLAE AL (Trace ra-
tio) )23 =24) 5 1A 8 LU AR ) JUAH LG, A 54
W FSFAP LA G AT, 20 (21) 1R A 23 B8 o IR A
N TR, E e A IR OAR L R R bR IC R
¥ N:i3pY i R

AV AVU
AUV AU

A= (23)

Horh, Ay A Ay 52 S0 O AR bR IR A
Afy = Avy. RBUH, 4

H H
H:[ v VU]

(24)
HUV HU

Th

tI‘[YAYT] = tI'[YvAVy‘/T+2YVAVUY[}I‘+YUAUY[}I‘]
tr[YHYT] = tr[YvH\/YVT+ QYVHVUYI;F—FYUHUYI}F]
(25)

i

(26)
55 A 328 LU AR do I8 Ak ) S A g P24 2

AL, A SCA AR IE A R D B i IR I LU AR, JF

FLAE A0 I R Sl B AR . X T4
ve([Yéle =), #

¥ 5 o
f
FOY5) = Ng(Y)) =0 (28)
4 F(Yy) = f(Yo) — Ng(Yu), KA
Yj = arg A F(Yy) (29)
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F(Y5) > F(Yy)
fFOY5) = Xg(Y) >0
1Y) o JO)
9(Yp) ~ 9(Y)
M (30) g, bk P ER ] DUGRIE AR & A R
HRERBH I Yo, AR Le A R AR, Rt
(21) WsAUAE 2R Y, AN AR Aay, 254K
TP () LA R A
>\07)\1, . ’XL?)\"H’ - (31)
A DAUE A RA DRGSR Ay L E, H

AOSAlégAHSAnJrlS
X< Ay (Vi)

Al GIIX e — AN B A BSOS, AT
AW, 2 N = lmy oo XYy NI SRCUE 2
Mim = Ave BE X # Ay, A Aim < A,

é\

(30)

(32)

)\d - )\M - )\lim (33)
IBARFALR @ 8 Ay — A > Ag, BED
FOYg") = Ng(Yg") =2 Aag(Yg")  (34)

Boe >0, fH1E g, MAER i > i

NN < e (35)
L Ep
FOET) = Ng(Y™) <eg(Yg™)  (36)

g(Yy) REESEREL, EHRMEN (V) AT
WAL X Nag(YRT) 22— gia X (34) At
(36), HEip WK, HA:

FOGT) = XNg(Yy') > f(Y5) = Ng(Yg™)  (37)

25 YT = argmaxy, oo, f(Yo) = Ng(Yu) &
J&, PUEAE M = Ay, FHIESZ B R AT Y™
BV dpe A AR R

KR (21) MG ROD B B 4555 1 .

BiE 1. KBREtLERM LB (21)

M. FERE AN H, CARICREA IRREREE Yy AL S
Hor.

Wi, RARICHEAIRRERERE Yo

P 1. FE (26) BBIRE f T g, HEEE £ >0
(ARSCHUR 1077) HAR/NIEL.

FI 2. A N\ =0, FENLWIGATL Y FEMNEk, 173
tr [Y3(Y))T] =7, 18 A = f(V3)/g(YD).

$B 3. NPT LR 3.1 AL 3.2 HE A -2\ < k.

LE3.1. 4 F(Yv) = f(Yv) - )\bg(YU)7 SRS 28T
M YS = arg maxy, 2 —, F(Yy).

$& 3.2. &2\ =20\ = £(Y)/g(YD).

SE 4 il Yy = Y5 Y P EA Yu(,)) (G =
1, ,u) M3 NGRS § AMFERE T35 1 RINERE.

3.3 KHRE LL 8 5] R Y F (5] R

PR I ORI A o 7 SRR 53— T AR AL
B, EIR (20) (BRk 1 bR 3.1). BUAS AL (L1
R RUAL

max I (Yo)

38
st |Yull5 =7, TAHHE 38)
Hrp
F(YU) :f(YU)_Abg(YU) =
tr[Yy (Ay — N Hy)YF]+
2tr[YV (AVU—AbHVU)Y(rJP]‘i‘
tr[Yy (Avy—A"Hy )Yy (39)

HRL AN RS I, e A

M = (AU - )\bHU)

40
N =Yy (Avy — AN’Hyy) “0)

73200 (38) 11 Rl i) 5 Ay
max F(Yy) = te[Yu MY{T] + 2tr[NY,] (1)

st |[Yullh =7, TAHEK
WAR, W (41) fREmAAR. I TIEA A
L(Yyla) = F(Yy) — a(|[Yu |5 — 7) (42)

H KKT &0 % a # 0, H o SEUES Y; ik
AEUTR T REAL:

L1OL(Yyla) _ (M —al)YT +NT =0
2 Yy v A
DL(Yy|o) ) (43)
——— = |Ylz—-7=0

oo

VEREE] M RSON BRI, T TEAS MR M =
PAPT, A RELL M AT oo 1 7 2 100 A
HiME, P MV ORI R AR, T, WS
Y1 (43) AR

Y, =—-P(A—al)'P"NT (44)
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it Ui REAL (43) HYEE AR A

tr[PTNTNP(A —al)?| =1 (45)

B
L= 46
Z e (46)

Hrp
N =PTNTNP (47)

Ny 5N AR N R A R ERISE  AeE. Sk
fif 3 (46) AT LAAS BHLA% W H 3R T o HOME. 4500t
ARFRCHEAE w WK H 7 Bhi, Ead ] e
itk

Z%:T (48)

R

(FIFFIE) (49)

o =

il (44) 7T LA B A0 A Y. SR
(41) WEIED R S5 N 2.

BE 2. KL LiaIR (41)

BN, HEBE A R0 H, EFRCREARRPRSMNME Yy, 35
T, ZRT L NP

. oAb (41) R Yo

$8 1. 1% (23) M (24) X A H H#HATRISY, I
Hz\ (40) 7 BNHFE M AT N.

B 2. VS M R R AR AR, 15 R AE )
FERE P ORUERAEAE A AR A (SEBAGEIN TR B I 6
AN, IR (47) WL N,

HIB 3. KM (46) BHEBE R (49) 53 h ks B H T
¥ a.

W 4. LM (44) WP —RA B H SR TS R
Yy, A f(Yu)/g(Yo) K0 Yo YENEBARME R Yy,
Y

4 RIG

S0 PPN 2 S AR R B £ P B AL
DIy (PRUERE— N RED—AEAR) 1%k
8, TR RIS, T EL, 4 T e B A LR A
S S5 RBSEA, [ REERAE R T GRS SR B 34T
T 5 IR, a0 A5 R DX LK S5 45 R A S A ARy
HEZE AL . ASCHEAFRFE R TR DMMS 54
VIS 2NN DR (S 2 B 2 AnTob-{ €11 ol T
XFEESEE, B8 T DMMS AT 20% LL K& DMMS
T S BN EE PR M 5 DL

41 B¥EIKE

SV R b B2 bRIAAE U0V, R H & Ry
A S HE TR I BOE

1) DMMS: DMMS (Matlab 581) JEASCHE H
W79, IS8 T WOl 1, FEARFIESR B o
Bk b H R ik, A

2
_”x120—":JH >, xia$j GX
(50)

28 o WONREARHIESR AT R RORK TG ER 251173
{H. DMMS J5i2Ah nl LU I iR o6 5, (R TR
AICHMAET 5N DMMS J592:, 1w i O A2 5% Ui
W] DMMS J5 3047 2500k, BRI G T~ FAt A% R £ ik
FEAEASTH e TE .

2) MLKNN: MLKNN (Matlab S28l) gt &
AR A &G 2 hRid i 00, Sy i AR . i
ARE e R 15, F4 0 (50) 1R MM I B AF =
PN REARFIEZ FARBURE (M) vk A S 28
Smooth &EN 1.

3) Binary relevance (Java SZHL): Binary rel-
evance N BRI 732K A, B2 brid o > )
B A AT T o 2K e, Ay 2 R A AR 3R DU
Wi

4) ML-LGC (Matlab 5ZHL): ML-LGC J2 ¥
B 2 hrid s S U5k, 5 SR IR AR I AR AN S
PR BRI, AEACRFIE AR b3 A 1 A
5 MLKNN — £ %8 SIS B H08 5 AR H
MG EREARR B AR SN, SAr2E 5 R <8
N 2R B 2 A R L Rl SE G &5
RLLJ Zha Z5EXESHOE FHEE, UhRFEARR %
HIURE AR AE P i P AR PR 720 50 A 0.1 F4 1.

5) Tram: Tram (Matlab SZHL) & & 2 b5
W05 T8, o3 AN I TN P 28 . W 20
DRGS0 FEARR AL L 4B 18], ) % AT AL B 1 2
K g 5 DMMS J5 2. B i 20 SR H 4
Jisk.

4.2 HAEE

S0 I ) 4 A O 2 bl A ) e R T B
b UE B P 45, 0 $5: Scene. Emotions. Bibtex
1 Reuters.  Scenel® & i X 37 5t 4 25 K
%; Emotion®® J& ¥ 4R 15 & 4y 2K H s 4 Bib-
tex? Sk ¥ T ECML/PKDD 2008, & 3 A #x
B 45, Reuters(Revl)P8 & 35 4 11 S0 A 4
Kb MEB 4R, AT T AP A R
X 26 5 4 A 1 AT A TE U I H mulan (¥ 32 0T
(http://mlkd.csd.auth.gr/multilabel.html) F#5

k’(.’L‘i,.'L'j) = exp (
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2., e EAENCKFIE TR D B H,
Name. Domain. Instances. Attributes 1 Class 4
M REAR AR PR FEA S EL FEARRAE
AR 4. Cardinality KRR BEANFEACT- BT
JE 254, 1 Density & Cardinality 52851 5 4L
(1) P EL.

4.3 TFNFEHR

e G0 ) B A 70 2 ) P PRI R A, 0 6 U
ffi% (Accuracy). ##fEZ (Precision). &% (Re-
call) F F-measure S50 H] T2 bric 24 >J 1) .
2 bRac o7 20 Tn) 8 A VDU 2 L B bR 27 o) 1R B2 AR AR
%. Schapire 55 X T H BT ZARid 5 ) 5 Fk
FHVPAR 4R R B0 BT oAk 2 T 2 W RS, X
faj /R

1) WK (Hamming loss): 5@ B{E S, W
DATE A A 28 Ja A5 R T 45 2T B AR AR I FEAS 1
K, ten vy, KT EAE, WIAAEE @ DFEAE T2
J R DU A B T SN 45 R SRR SRR K R 2
) AN — SR, RIUAEAS 8 T2 RAER B U,
AN TR AR A R ] BE .

2) 1-#51%% (One-error): iR T XL —FEAS
Jr A ey R 2R Je AN A T SE B K T R~ 28 T R,
FEEFRIC S 2 oh, i A B T ) 7 2R A R

3) # i (Coverage): HHALRAFANT NI
BR8N EA (B e 2R
W TFUR, V-85 5 Sk 2 DA KR A e W AEA T
JeR P4 2R ).

4) HeFP Pk (Ranking loss): 3R T Tl 45 S
HL, LS P J SO0 BAE AR T AR s 20 B AE A
frrmraedE.

5) FHIKEE (Average precision): “FIRE
W T EAR R TR SR B AR 1R R AT
JRITL AT ek,

5 WFEARE, BR 713K B MO 2 A (B
KN 1), FERA BN W] 27 2 T5 1250 2

4.4 SEWHBRELHR
ARILELEE 4 DMELHFE LT T

DMMS. MLKNN. Binary Relevance. ML-LGC
Fl Tram 5 Bl 2 Arid 2% 2 75022 IR0 Firfa £t
ERAE LI T AT T R H —, AF 15 SR 3
0, J5ZEN 1. S Bk i e (BOME +
PrRdEZe), L AR RFE R CRIER TR Chrid A
AT BFEAS LR IS S T bR (A

Kl 1 J2& Scene H#im4E L4l d. Mgt Hnl 4
DMMS F1 Tram 5= I8 07 v SR B 47 T 3
2% 2] U7 vk, X 0T Re 5 B2 ) Rt R R AR
WA ST LLER, T REERT
DMMS J5AM 1425 i FP ik firyy
R T #R LT oA 4 Fho5 vk, H E ki S s >
B . ELAnSREERR 0.01 I, AH L B DMMS )
J71%, DMMS 75 V-Y59R5 BE R 1452 % L3 m e e
LT 9%, Her s, B RN T 40 %L L.
DU R TTIH, RAEH/NT 0.04 1, DMMS %47
ol 7y, R R AR i i DMMS e 4x 2% > 51k
W 7. THE DI O T RS e AN . DMMS
i Cardinality (& CILEE 4.2 47) 45 1) LA,
Hg B A B A BT AE DX TA) 20 B 3 43, R TR I I
S5 FR 5 N GFEA B, A 7 ik e v R A nT
S IR 3.

Kl 2 & Emotions ##fi4E ERygi R, Sk F,
DMMS. Tram 1 ML-LGC iX = Fjr > s B 22 3] )
R R B A . BRI S, SRR K
T 0.04 i, DMMS F1 Tram X P52 08 2% > 7
AR DUFR AR L1 28 )L 554, 0 EEns i 1 I Ath
ST REERNT 0.04 I, EARiCEHE™ BEA
2, Tram A ML-LGC PFhJ- BB 2 21 7 A T
FLA B 2% 3 7 T R A LA N 2 X )
e 5 ML-LGC 5 ZA H Sbr i B0 A5 728\ 5L &,
i Tram 7 Z2A) H CbRC B 05 T 2 56 MR AT k.
2T DMMS, KA/, AR E 1R RUR
A R, (B AH T MLKNN f1 Tram M5, F
B AR BRAR 2, SR AR AR b A B 2 )
JTEEERG . LR 2 0.01 1, IIZR8E LT H
BE TP — A, DMMS 7 5% I
B 2R T35 FE RN 7 3 R A BT s e il e 1
A ERE T 6% 9% 5.9% 110 %.

®1 Zhady I HdEE

Table 1  The datasets for multi-label learning
Name Domain Instances Attributes Class Cardinality Density
Emotions Music 593 72 6 1.869 0.311
Scene Multimedia 2407 294 6 1.074 0.179
Bibtex Text 7395 1836 159 2.402 0.015
Reuters Text 6000 47236 101 2.880 0.029
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Table 2  Holm test result (DMMS is the control method.)
i Jiik z fH p i afi TR R AR
4 MLKNN 5.925 0.000001 0.0125 EEE]
3 Tram 4.137 0.000035 0.0167 EEEA]
2 Binary relevance 3.801 0.000144 0.0250 E(EEA]
1 ML-LGC 3.466 0.000528 0.0500 E(EEA]
R 3 FITEEAR RS LR 1Est (B))
Table 3 The time cost of all methods on different datasets (s)
DMMS ML-LGC Tram MLKNN Binary relevance
Emotions 0.467 0.400 0. 298 0.223 2.482
Scene 3.604 8.989 4.467 0.781 37.025
Bibtex 88.256 308.889 112.148 27.915 1465.325
Reuters 38.808 154.807 43.538 8.206 297.581
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