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ARRY TANBRGEHFRABRELEZRE, dx 210023

1 5]
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W23 RIS PR B N R 2 B — R S HEZRN W2 ) 3@ ad Xt
BIeaR BB T2 1 BN AR DL B34 T HE R i T , B a3z fetERe” . ARBT R A, B
AT AERE IR 2T B R , REM AR EN A ICRE]. R, EREZILESF, A
SRAT AR B R B AR Anic w6, (A fnic s #l % B EEIEE A R, EoARic MERE
WHEFREFRBANSY S . BITETTENAE B B2 W, 8 % 7 LURE K& R brid B
2GR IRAT TR BR B2 % K45 TR B A Rl , BEAARRER ZEATHHE K
IANTIBE IR . TERBIRERSE S, 7T LA 5 WE B K E ER L (HERITE ¥ Tk ER R
B EGREGRD) . FERRCRBEIFED , BARRZ AR , BEA A H K E M Rbnid
ANBIRIET2E S HRE? B # I B M —A E W

AR, R MBS BUS TR SR B KRBT kB, R TEFRH
ANTE] S BATTAT KB 43 2 WU 28 3= 98 B (paradigm) ™), 55 — 28 Sy B F A= plt s RS 1 Ty vk
(generative model based method)'®, ‘B AR BIAE 2 W2 3) ERIIEM, BR TR
KA T ) S5, B RSP IE R BB T4 20 R B — A B R S8 R E R
H EM B35k AT hR e Al T FAR B S 80 fh 3. 58 228 2 T 9 77 1% (graph based
method) ¥ | B ARGE I A AR BB BE B O YN Zhom ) 38 1l P » R 901 A5 %ot DL Y1 2 81 5
BT B F B 2Z 8] AR EE . 2 F %38 1B % (smoothness assumption) FERL

* AP ER A RPHEIES E ST H (61333014) \ER A AR ST FR2E A ST H (61403186) FIVLIAHH
FERBFITTHRI (B RB RS —F AL T H (BK20140613) ¥ 5h .,
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ABLEAEFRLEIFRIE™ R R B —F RAR R B AR 1EH5 IR (label assignment) {75 &
AR e T8 TR B B IR 22 & DN, B =R T 4 B J7 ¥k (disagreement based
method) 1180 AN B A2 5 88 (] DUR B S S i v] DU B 59 88
A 2E S 2 Z B — B B R T haE . 5 I B R
Bl (semi-supervised SVM, fijic R S3IVM)Z18) - 3 T 2% BF 1B % (low density
assumption) PSRN 2 BRI 2 B X R i B R B — Ao 3 i R A5 B A I 4k
A CEIEEFMCRARMC A D B Pe SR A HBA K E FE (large margin) . {H1F—2HK)
A2 Y WB R ST I = R B TRAEAY , B 3430 4 7 k04 L S3VMUS) 3 [ i Y AR,
T TAESEIE T 2008,2009 F1 2013 4E3R45 1 E Prallds 2 > G+ A8 0%, X7
— BB R T M2 3] 32 B [ BRALAR S SR S E L.

TEDOANE R B, SSVM 7EHS F AR 3R SVM [8] FE B8 7T IS 3 e A0E 28 () B 22
filf FERAL Bl T EIERT SVM BA S8 iU S Al AR 4 AR ALY R B 7, SSVM
P2 RS BIHLAS 22 X U 12 R0, B ER S IUAR IR H . SRTH, SSVM B K i) —
L (), 5 AR AR L 2 2T AR R B OR B AN S 45 D RS, AT L |
[T S, AR T —Lu gk 1), BARSR U SEXHE 58 S3VM 7 A M LA Ab 38 K AR
ByE R A, $2 T WELLSVM 5k, #ig kR T HAR L@ 2/ S5 B8, L8
IR T 07 IR BE AL PR A B IR IA BIME S8 I vk 1 10 A5 LA b SEXHE S SSVM 5 k22
HEEE A R RE, 32 T MeanS3VM Jrik, B8 FUERA Tix ik AR EIT e ST, LRI
UE T HAR SRR ARG 7R 10 45D B X & SE S3VM 7 ik Fl FH Rbmic s Bl 5 8 &
HBUPERE T BEA A, 32 T SAVM 7k, B8 F4A T MR AR B 44, SRR IHIE T %7
W REREPERE T REM HL B ML GE I k18 15 20080 Bl 1045 41 XHE S8 S3VM 7 kM LA Ak 28
WA B R, 32 1 T CSAVM Jr ik, e Bk T H BA A B EAE S i RE 77, 52
WY RAIE T 07 R ARG 8> 20 %0 DA B I B ARARARY

AR TERAT T HL 5 2 A48 S3VM. Y MEDL Fe FL Ko ) — S 25 L () £ 5 5 3
TABRAEX L0 B EAR ) FEER BG5H 4 PR 23,

2 FREXFEEVEIT

S3VM e i1 36 B H K TR BBt 1, Se it S BB BN Z —, [ i2 SVM I8
h N2Z— V. Vapnik 7E{l )& 3 Statistical Learning Theory H$2 142, V. Vapnik 1F
B AR, MEVMCRBIAEZ 18R B R O HERR T, SVM W] LLF] FH R AR~ Bk sk
e, MEFRFIER  SRME A E] SVM 818 B A KE R, SVM Pk sk 5
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AT LLB B » T Rt/ R Zs (e i VC 4k, 5 2, ISR A FRT R B B 2
8 KU AR KAt Bi-ELAG KT8] B vl AR I8 sk sR B2 A XU _E 7 AT S Bl ek 38 32
FEPERE. 4B V. Vapnik HAAH TSR, FFRA L 1 SSVM B4RSLH. fak,%E
W HTE T A2 K. P. Bennett 1 A. DemiriZ'™, 35 E e Zs /R A 221 T. Joachims! 8 43 5] )k
SVM ¥ BRISCA YR LS T S3VM BISEBE, Hodh T. Joachims SZHIALRE 55, 3
ZAT SSVM EAFFIRE 4 SVMlight, XA T ARG KA BIHLES 2% Gik) 12 K1,
WHE BT 2009 4F3R45 T E FRblas 2z > S AR 2 1 TR SeK.
fRIBAR 13, SSVM R R SVM FE W 223 s, B 1 41 S3VM —AR
BE. fELBEBECAHIRKERRICRAF, SSVM K E 8 2] — ik i RS r g
RPIE RN AR EA KA. MRk PE, AP BARICRBIL= (x;,y: = Fl
KERFICREIU={x;} T4, I<u, N=1+u,x ER* N d B, ye {(+1,— 1} FRR
1 B R ARIE CHE T, A ORI 8 =0 281F45) . S3VM Z B4R 3] — S 4 sk 3
frR{+1, — 1B Binke/ME,
,min  min %HwH“H1;&+Q;¥3
sot. oyw'd(x)=1—6&, i=1,-,L
yw'd(x)>=>1—¢&, j=1+1,-,N.
y;,e€{t1l,—1}, §=0,6=0,i=1,,1,j=101+1,-,N.

N L

‘25’1‘ Zyi
—B<J—](f+il - 1‘2 <p

(D100 s IN ) BTRARFFITRBIFRICIER . () =w '$(x) Fy SSVM 1 Hs sk B 1)
Hrp $QOFTR x MR 4R B 5T CB B MR R L R & (x,X) =6 (0 8 (X)),
E=[& e I HIGREI_ MBI, C M C B8, I FAUG YLK R EUE 24

IV 8143
-7 A R4y

1 S3VMrERE
I XMZAERRA IR, KA RRRIRIER B, 458 DB A Rl 5 K R AR D= 61,
S3VM iz [ $ 2l — K 8] B 43 B 45 BT A 7 U B0 B SR SR AR LA IR . S3VML (K ] R &l 4t %
SRR BRI 41050,
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Aie B B RAMCRA B Bk . s — &AM HZ R A R ie A 5 Ririd
IR H R A KRR SR AR A 28K, Fr By ik St E=16, - 6v]
R BARRED . BEFAR AR R MBUETEE . RI5—5F R P48 29R (balance
constraint) , FJF B 1k SSVM ¥ BT RAbnic BRIk M [/l — 2830, g RS EH THEHE
FRigan Bl 5 AR e A 25 B 2 22080, S3VM. Y K 8] BR Rl 20t 8 FR R 1 25 B Jal 4
(B AnS S3VM 27 5 185 25 BE B0 X 3, SSVML - S BAR KR SO %)

S3VM 2 H J5 TEAR 2 SUIRERAS N FH . b A, T. Joachims ¥ S3VM HF 304432, BL
57 H YRR AR AN, AL Kockelkorn 28 A% S3VM TR0, &
B SBVM TG bnicnBile e, 153 B i BT . L Wang % 0K SSVM AT EI&
KrZ&, R SSVM 454 3% B AR BE T T HAE™ . N. Kasabov #l S. Pang ¥
S3VM HFAEYIE B4, KB SSVM FEE: K J5 31/ 31 (promoter sequence) TR FRCRIGE] T
B RARFH™ . C. Goutte A% SSVM FHFEEYFASCAY SRS, [RIRERAS T B AR .

SR, SSVM BTl B it — S B L (A1, bb AN B MU L 2 > 0% M RB AR e AR 0 o)

(1) BAEHAERI . 51548 SVM AR[F], SSVM ¥ KA BhRic s IR AL , BARE AL A -
A= [A]f (convex problem) , T & MEA B K] (mixed-integer program) [A] @, 33X # 15
RBIEAfE S , E PR B AMER RAFHER L , B AME LA BRI 2 Bl

(2) 2= POR AR . LIAE SSVM kil B AL S3SVM B Aw RS BBk . 4R
S3VM H b BREK i i 52 24 BESE B 5 R b ic s Bl 3R 2 & K, X FBEA SSVM
J5 2 2D 3RS R ic s BB 3G & B3 TR

(3) PEBEARIE ) . AREAF SR A A SSVM R T BAN I Rbric s Bl il 2 >
HEE. RMEARDELT , SSVM FIH KRR IE A BIA{UA BEBEEERE , A B & 1 g
TR, XANIESTERN SSVM HSEFRI A » R 2 AR E X R bric 7~ B 4 R K =
AIEEPER B T 5

(4 Ml a) & - LA S3VM BE VI 2o 1 4 28 5B 43 i s A AR R 24 485 1
XAMBE LER L B P 38 TS BT, B A 4 R BT SR AR B IR K 2= 5.
S3VM A fieab B A, ¥ S3VM ZE 51 2 h H b R 3EVEH .

3 FREXHEMENEIFTIE

AT ZBATIE SIVM BAEAE 22 SRR M REOR IR AU ) 1) BB A5 2 A 122
giR.
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3.1 &: BTFSIEREINAMRFEEFaEN

BT S3VM NTEIR AR BORRI = 2 etk 2= 18R TR ZMABAXT SSVM i
ok, B—KERAERMATR, LinS /AT B 2R R EP %,
XBEHEARIER S3VM 2Rt 28] T AR, R B AR M BIRE G RE
7R SEIEHA AR BOE K, HEBA BB /DRI Gon Bl . 55 KRR N R A, Lt
NBRBE R Mkt R AR s Bk AR B AL B AR L M AR S, X B AR
T fRE 2Rtk T BB AL BE T KA B . (HXZRBAR 5 A JREh i/ IME , FA7E IR
RPERBRIIR . 58 = 2RE RN EARBFMEAR I, BAREXT SSVM #4350 A — A1 6] 8,
SR FE ) BB B R AR A S3SVM BB, BRI ot S, ;R AR
MIfES SSVM B AEHARIE . 2 IE R Mia i R KRB AR B B2, 58 TAHRT
1) (promising) SLHEE R . SR EBAR M BT R E Z2BE 228 ON®®) (L N Rl ZoR
BFIAS B0V, AT R X LA Ak B K HASE R

AT —Fh F T 2 Y 217 41 (9 R R ARE 4 Wa B =2 ¢ ] | ML 2% > 7 i WELLSVM
(weakly labeled SVM)™!, WELLSVM il i AW A AR AR 878 B B4R 10 18 IR ok e KAk
S3VM [f] f&, % A id 72 A0 5F B 2 L S3VM B 45 58 B0 o # otk 8 =X, IF 7T LUIE B
WELLSVM ¥t 28 /0 5 3A 2 1E € M dash— %K. XAERBIUET WELLSVM 3k
BB A R e RN BB, 55— T, WELLSVM (R i 50 i — 25 A SVM sk
fi#, T AT AR X4 BT AT P OB M IR A SVM B iE I LIBSVME® | SVM-perft*® |
LIBLINEAR"™" CVMU®) 45 b 3 A HASYI Z R 1]

AR, SSVM ATE T X
rglelélr'r”llgl‘l % || w H % +C1§Ei+czj§1€i 1

sst. yw'dx)>=1—¢, i=1,-,N,
Hrp

o o R R 3 1% 1
B= (y|y = [ycesYuls¥e = yesyu € {1}V NL_UZ =%

FRNRIEARICHRIRIIES . BEFIABAEH HRT a=lar, v |, RO A EN AT
SRR R

min max G(a,y):= 1g — la’(K(DS'}')a, (2
YEB €A 2
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Hrp
A={alC, =0 =0,C=0a; =0,i € L,j € U}
=N,
WELLSVM % B4k His

maxmin G(a,y) = a — o (KO e, 3)
«€A YEB 2

AHER I, WELLSVM HAE T AN BLAE e, 5 S3VM /)N KA 7] 8 4 Jll e K 3 /M [
A, ARYE minimax &IV A A, WELLSVM AL BAR{E R S3VM Al B bl i —4
TR, KQOBWMFLER.
EIE 1 WELLSVM # B 47 %3 BF X (3) TTWA B s 4o T X
min max >, G (@,y.) €Y

HEM “EAt:SItEB
AV p T 90 FBX M= {p| D) p= Loy =0} b p #9384 (simplex)

BT Gla, ) XT a BIMRRE, B (4 AN 58, #: 5 2 , WELLSVM B A5
B2 S3VM i anstiE . T EiE WELLSVM iy #aath 2 /0 5804 2K IF & M An it —

BB 4 My =3 U] G(a,})ﬂigﬁié(a,M)==1'a—%a'(K®M;)ao =Y

Vo= {M|M =M,y € B}.
N S3VM B ¥5 AEEM T

min max G(a,M)
Me)Y, a€A

& X
V= {MIM= 3} uM; ,p € M).

t:;,GB
] WELLSVM H#5 B85 T
min max pG (as M;,) = min maxG(a, > M;,)
HEM a€EA

HEM @€ SCp t:y,€B

= min max G(a, M)
MEY, a€A

T B 2 IEE MR Ty B0 i B AR R R T

min maxG (e, M)
McY, a€A

;iqjyzz {M‘MZ()’MG MB} 9MB%_‘/|\E'EB*H9€E4JIE|%9 El]yogyz o *E?EUJ:f«ﬁga
WELLSVM BRILA ¥ IEE MR R R B N4 R,

FEHE 2 WELLSVM £ 5 S3VM ¥ EZ i —4E %,

P EZERAIET WELLSVM SRESUR & REMESE. TENEARXDAEER
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AR, BRA(DOW KRB BERIFRCTEIR , XELL BN AR TR T 2K (4) B B LA T
= HFARITA TR IREA Bh YR B RS A A4 TR B ORI — MRV T . A2RE
RUXASTH W AT AR EI R R — AR R O . 2T XM — D BB R
IR
Bkt WELLSVM B 6013 (b —MRIg R IR v 4 TAESE C=y, ki F 3k
% a,
min max ) 1,G(a,¥,) (©))

HEM €A 5Cc
RIEHEBM—NERTY KEFRERICIEIRIMA TEE C, 'R KRR «” 5“4 libric
RHEA L HEEHE WELLSVM B BAMEARTE FME. YT Rk o”, Bt L3RG 52#
23] HARBRE , W AR BB S T 2282 510 [a) S, (R e vl DA B sk i S B
RIATRM . TIREEHREEEIBARMSCER42] R K — R F B SVM F a8, B
WELLSVM ] ] F 24 7 85 %k SVM & 345 4 LIBSVM™®! | SVM-perf*) | LIBLINEAR®"! |
CVMS A R AAEYN GrR B . X F“ A AR IS 48 IR, ‘B AT LA 2 — b 7 B PRk %)
Fr A9 BRSO g

T4 WELLSVM f #1582 7T ATE 2 W E AR S sl

BiZ1 Gla,y) R4 F &4

1. A=A,

2. EELZ Y,Ga, )T az—ANW R

3. gy(@=—G(a,y) |j=y &2 —/ A-3& b A= M-Lipschitz &3, B,V g, (@) —A[>0
EPIAH35%, | g@—g@ | <M|ae—al,YycB,a,ac A;

4, Y YE B, b<maxe sGat,y)<ub, ¥ Ib Fo ub %52 N 9 % X 3 ;

5. G, DTURABRG@,M), 2 F M2 N EZHE,G 5T TF o AW R, 3T
T MEZ A&,

EI3 L pP AKX G 5BRKREG ¢ TR BARE, WA

p(t-H) < p(o — 7

#i® 1 WELLSVM éﬁ@d%@ﬁ%#&ﬁ@ﬁ&ﬁm

FRPEBE 1 AT, 16 Flub i N B2 TR %0, Kt WELLSVM R &L= N
— AN LA KR, XT3 H SVM, BN - SVM™, 16 il ub #Z5 N TR
¥, WELLSVM &I A e AR B 1 1T LUK B B .
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&l 2 431 WELLSVM 72 RCV1 ESEE 4558, & F WELLSVM B 5K 45 R ik
ZEw3C[19]. RCVI EdEA$E 677399 AN/nFilFn 47236 M¢iE. WELLSVM RHZ M
¥, NER SVM 28R ] LIBLINEARP , SZBb #1258 AEE & . MATLAB 7. 6 . 3545/R Xeon
(ROX#% 3. 20GHz, Windows 7 £4t.8GB W, FEX MRS b, T REBAAEARE
f45 S3VM J7 4 TSVMEE) | LapSVM™ ) Bz UniverSVME! 126 TF 52 ™ A 3tb () 7
PEIER TR 24 /NEF AR RIS . WELLSVM 5 SVMIn™ (&[] HFhn s 2 4%
S3VM B8 AT AL . AR ics BIEE B e Ry 50 A, RARicn B E 53 7R A 120,
2%.5%.15%.35% .55 %0 F1 75 X M BIRE R /N, &R 25 LB HEAE MK, SLREHR 10
WA PR, mE 2 FTLIE 1, WELLSVM B8 Tt SVMlin FilsE SVM B4
e, AN, WELLSVM WAl § BHEZE T SVMIin 7k, 3 B FEE RAricn Bl Er
i, WELLSVM 4 £ 358 hin B &8 , WELLSVM 7£ A [5 B 8] P9 4b 3 i) 55038 #0487 35
SVMlin # 10 £ E.

1 A 10° ;
o SvMI
L . 1 N - in
o2 é g S S ¢ 10+ < WellSVMH
08 3 SRR AEEL SRR .
w E ! g0
% 0.7 5 ; P ,
~ NS 102
0.6f e
....... g
05F wsv 10' & om0
¢\+ 4 i
0 4 L 1 1 1 1 anellsnl\I}M IOOV ------------------------------------ 7
‘ 1 2 5 15 35 55 75% 1 2 5 15 35 55 7%
BURR E 2 EERARIC T BRI REE R BN E 2 EERAR LR BIRRE IS R
CRIMCRBIEEE N677399%%) CRIMERBUEEE N677399%%)

B 2 SVM.WELLSVM #1 SVMlin #£ RCV1 $#54E _EARFEE KM H T LR R

3.2 R BTFRAZIVENREF EEZFr@EN

DI S3VM J5vE5E i BEHeARAL S3SVM B AR s BUR B 50E . ST S3VM B AR i $iK
f I R B H 5 AR IC A BIECR SUB LK, X R EIA S3VM J5 & 1% SRR FE
FEARMCAPIBR IS BE TR, Hin K. P. Bennett #1 A. Demiriz'™? | O. Chapelle
5000 305 K SO TR AR A OV FL B S K TSVM
PRI scHe R m BARBOR 45 i I 8] 52 2% BE 23 A (B SE B R o, TSVM. 19 AR B0E
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BERARIC B H 2L ; Laplician SVM™ ¥ K (3R 385 i AR 5 111 45
TRBIRASER 24) 53X S BT IR R B 2 .

BMNMEH —FHTRERAXIZEOMER LB R ENET T E
MeanS3VM™! | £ 5| F LAfE S3VM, MeanS3VM il T F 38 53 4 T AR5 2 78 B i 28 50
K T £ IR, FTLAUEH, (SRR B RARC A B 1) E LI H 0, MeanS3VM KT 61 F
R BIRAR O B B LA ST IR B SVM, BB, M1 2R 61 7] 43 Bt , MeanS3VM
5B SVM 52 28545 Sl 2k B KR 7] 43 B, MeanS3VM. [ 4571 2% bR B0 N 8 1 W B¢
SVM $2k eRELHI B fis . BRI, SSVM R Bl T RAR e 7= Bl i 20 5 T 8 O Al 3]
8 3 K 10 R v U B A 11453, BRI MeanS3VM 7] D) B B 42 7+ S3VM 2 3%,

Bk, SSVM AR b T

min %Ilw 1240 D6 +6 Dk

i, i
st ywdx)+b)>=1—6&, i€, 6)
lw'd(x)+bl >1—&, i€T,;6>0,i€ UL,
D sgn(w '$(x) +6) = r,

€T,
HAPRE—RARIPT SSVM IR .
FZEa A

min % lw | 24C D e +C D) &+ pr —| fGxD D

w,b,8,p i€, €T,

s. t. yi(w'sﬁ(xi)-!-b)}l—&, 1€ 1, @)
'w/¢(xi) +bo< piys _w/¢(xi) —bo< piys P =1—6&, i€ L;
>0, 1€ ,U7Z; ngn(w'si(xi) +b) =r

i€1,
IENGE T
T4 X(DOEXGOFMN,FX(DE SSVM 4,
(SR B B 40 SR 1 TE 7% 115 SUR B0 CR y we =" 0% =

=TT e,

DUFED | —u—udb=u wmi—u w'm_,
i€l
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He
7;l+= i 2 ¢(xi)9 ';'H: i 2 ¢(xi)

Utiez,, fx)=0 U—iez,, fxp<0

HEHL TR, RO I BARRETRE
% lw [24+C 206 +C 2 &+ pe) —Clur wmi—u w'm+ (w—u)b) (8)

€1, €1,

AR, (@ REEPLAE X, SRICHEIRTITR. #1522, SSVM FF1EEMIER,
BRERMORFIE D OEITTE R, XBE T RITER IR ELZE P ORA
K(8), GEFIRIFIC A B ELZIRICH BB SVM ST, 10 v BARRFRICEEA x; (0

my= i Dipx), mo= i Z}ﬂﬂxi)

¥ =1

B E LA me Fm_ RAR(8) ,1338] MeanS3VM AL B #% ,
min % lw |24+C 206 4+C 2 G+ i) —Clur wmi—u w'm + (wy—u )b)
w056, P

€T, €1,
st y(wdx)+b)=1—¢, i€,
wd(x)+b<piiy —wdx)—b<pis p=1—6&, i€,
£=0,i€ LUZ; D sgn(w’d (x)+b) =7

€1,

M| MeanS3VM 5 I578 SVM B ELEA I T 4528 .

EIE S(ATHER) L% 54 7T 50, MeanS3VM #937% %k S K F M F SVM,

IR 6(AAHER) L% =6 RT 58, MeanS3VM #9 Hi X S K R &L SVM
MK FHAE,

Bl 3 451 T MeanS3VM 5 SVM #{ 2k sR B 7~ 2 &, BT UL W0 3 43 2K R Bl AH AL
DL AT 2B, MR AR iC N B B B S 2K 0 B AT, MeanS3VM ST U T8 2 B SLARiE 48
IREEE SVM, #0528 SVM ¥ B8 AT LA Bl 38 3 MeanS3VM i B 28005
B, XMHIRET SSVM RFBEAG T AL, TRT AT A Kbsid R B R e
&K

R A THEE BB R . B2 KEIFEHEI Y J5 & » MeanS3VM R F —F K 8] F&
AR R 2 b AT A T B0 I B SR, 2 TE S A 2O TR R A, W 2w
BRI, AR5 X 53 . T ALk, MeanS3VM £ R4 B b5 -
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- SVM
- MeanS3VM | |

3

-2 -1 1 2

0
Yf(x)
& 3 MeanS3VM 5 SVM i 5k ik
1 l
. . 4 2 S
min wr,lg,l:,lg 5 lw [|3+C ;6 Cop

sct. yi(w'dx)+b)=1—¢, i=1,,1,

Hu (9)
L’ D) d; $x))+b=p,
Ut =1
1 Hu
=(w’ D) A —d; D$x))+b<—p
U— =t
u 1 I+u 1 Hu
Hoa={dld; € (0,1}, D d =us |, — (D di b)) FI-—( D) A—d;-D$(x)) 4
i=1 U+ ;= U— i—mh

HFARIE B, EER]L RO R ARANECS Rbnic s B BER TE %, B2
HLMl AT LR RBCKR % . MeanS3VM #8 H BRI EAL AR H TR X () T 2%
B AL Bt B R (G2 F MeanS3VM-mkl) DA & i F 38 8 4 4k i /) 38 A fk £ R (G2 M
MeanS3VM-iter) .

# 14H T MeanS3VM 5 TSVM, Laplician SVM 7E 17 AR 4 | () B 8] FF 84 45
Ro KT MeanS3VM B L L 45 RES FIL3C[20], FLIHLES W ECE R . B 2GHz
Intel Xeon (R)AbFEEE . Windows XP &%t .4GB WFE, A LIFE i, MeanS3VM 7 BL Bk
F TSVM #ii Laplician SVM, 3f H B35 $0HE FEL 3 K, MeanS3VM J 32 (14 O 35 58 fin B
. HAn, 7 text ZEET 1000 MR 6 % HE £ T, MeanS3VM J5 7] L)t TSVM
7R 100 A5 LAk, e Laplician SVM Jr ikt 10 524 E,
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x1 HEFH/s

Data set(N,d) TSVM Laplician SVM MeanS3VM-iter MeanS3VM-mkl
BCI(400,117) 73. 88 0.19 0. 27 2. 45
Text(1500,11960) 6181.12 17. 27 0.55 14.12
£241d(1500,241) 596. 23 5. 88 0.53 0. 94
g241¢(1500,241) 552.19 7.08 1.77 2.17
Digitl(1500,241) 1222. 90 6. 54 0.50 0. 83
USPS(1500,241) 560. 05 7.48 0.58 1.25
house(232,16) 3.19 0.09 0.09 0. 77
heart(270,9) 13.12 0. 06 0. 09 0. 52
vehicle(435,36) 34. 46 0. 20 0.11 0. 65
wdbc(569,14) 123.02 0.29 0. 50 0. 56
isolet(600,51) 62. 10 0. 55 0.19 0. 97
austra(690,15) 44. 37 0. 40 0. 26 0. 80
optdigits(1143,42) 114.93 1.53 0.39 0. 94
ethn(2630,30) 355. 30 11. 70 1. 09 2.16
sat(3041,36) 494. 38 18.78 1. 08 1. 86
(1,2)(2000,3736) 2176. 65 13. 46 0.81 3.33
(1,3)(2000,3757) 2151. 67 13.48 0.75 3.09

I SRS LB/ RIS PR R . SN EARSE R R B BB (N BRI 4EBE () .«

3.3 % BTRHUMEAENREFEEXHFEEN

DA B 2 ST W A A ARIC 7 BIRC B B i, AR B R A 107 il ke
FAIVERE. ARTAEAELL T » 2 Wi 2 S FURRAR DR BIACUR BE R BE G A i
A FEERE T RS 101020000 i — B, SR ER IR T 2 W 2 ) I e LA 5
HR ERIE F » 4R S X T AR L X AR AR TS B BOR T T SR RS 55— ENA R A
BB FEOR” CRETB 2D AW HBR” (R BB 2 1) . (R, A s 0 % B
P TNEHATHIIE . X B EETIRHR W 2 I J7 A W] ABUS SCE R PERE , B
TEf G 0L T A2 BEZET R EA ORGSR M & =T 0k,

TE W B 2 o) BLISCIR P 22 B T I B 22 ) R B BE T M IR A B inhig . B
1, F. G. Cozman % A" 3 A XA B 5 vk S BUME R T R M B R AEAT 400, 98 1 24 A2
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KAEAVB A IE#AET , BMEA A0 A B _E AP RE AR AS 4, A= i 2 iz Ak PR et T B
SAWIAR 22 5 SR AEIR A FE /- S AR B OL T, A7 453 2] 1IE 5 AR AU A5 2 AR
MERRLEL, X FRTEM L, PR E T 1, B AR 7 2k BE 7 BUS LT Y 4 5 8%
T Wl A — R R M@ — M B R A TR, BT i kA B R Asid
ANBIRBAEFRC IR S 2E T IR . TR IR & A MS E, 22 IR B & 7
HERE IR, ETX—WE, M. Li fil Z. -H. Zhou XL FRICH JEbN LA g, F7 Bt ug
BURAEEAFRIREY . XFF S3VM, BARA B 5T 48 H7E /N EE |, S3VM 15 Bl e i
B AT AAR BIAREE A P BE L SR T UNAAT B 1 S3VM MR R (R BE A AR LMt T & .

e Hy 22 40 i SSVM? WL ENFE S3VM 1, RARiCABI7E IR A FEHRE 5 B
R B, AT BRI T A IR S E BRI E B, RATE et i —Fh ik SSVM-us® . E
14 AR AR LR AR 7 B T 0 BB I AR A e 7 1 o T 8 42 ) A R XU B g
R RARIE R BN ZA TH S . AR KU R AR IE R Bl 7 FRATT & St th i Fp L
R (S3VM-c 1 S3VM-p), S3VM-c ZRIXBE“ MG L&, Bl RIE(an 2 HEE %
WGRBIRI A REAE, WE SSVM H SVMULF] A B A AR 51D 76 34N i 7 151]
BT B O 45 R, AR 4R R Bl A B TR TR IR T E AT SSVM
FIBRICHE R » 5 B R 8 KU, TR T 32, S3SVM-p Z BT EIM ke &, ER
P LT B 7 vk B 4R AL 1 B 1 BE A7 T ok A W R AR 1 s 1 B KU R BE . S3VMEc I
S3VM-p ¥jE— B Lk T SSVM IR L &R, HE MY FEE—SAR R, i,
S3VM-c Z—AN R ik 1A % IR B R , $R i — 2 H H{E B s SSVM-p = E K
AR EEATE, TEAE AT AR e 8 IRV dh 3k SURCY . R T AR DA _E I 3E , SSVM-us
J5 2R E R R Ik e 0 KU B R AR E R B, B R R R R B R R AR 8 T 7% 1]
R, Al R AR T B I s AZARIC R IRV LR AL e e, SEO 45 SRAESE T
S3VM-us H S3VM-c fil SSVM-p AR ML T S3VM &2,

SR S3VM-us 7E—20E 00 T BRI AT A B, AN E AN G & 0k, = 24
FIBEERETRL, S 5 il 20 BRI X, FRATTHE th —Fh &2 2 B L Rem B AL2E X i SAVM
(safe SSVMD™, SAVM FEHiH # S3VM H 7RISR BE IR IR KB R A B &
B S3VM MERE TR . 58 b R BRI LALLM i, Y4
D EA VR ER BRI R B ARARE R BT, AR 40 W] BE S AR AE 2 MR BRI 4 (A 4
FIR) o FEBRZ FE434TU ARG 1 B I 2 BE R 4 im DA X A BB DL T » R s B H o — AR
YT RES T E R B R A R AL, L B4 S5 SSVM R AN faj B 5B SVMULFI B A
FRig B . RIEXAMER , SAVM 2 [BFE S IRE L T SRkt Re A #E7t . wTLANERH, 24
S3VM ZLR IR BER R SAL B, SAVM 85 SRR L 20, T HBUS T B KRBT .
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RE R 2

B4 ZARE R R E A
E: XM=AERRDBERICRB, K AERKRERFICR].

EARSEUE BBy, ) T BB 5 BE R M AE Rbm e n B B ARCHE IR, & vy N
FARICR B ESSARICIE TR, y™ IS SVM ZERAFIC R B EARICHE IR, M FAR =R
g~ Bl bR IEFE IR v, AR HSLARCHE IR , Pl HLE 7R R s RARIC R B b y PR F y™  idiX
FRATIPERER earn(y,y™ » y™ ) s Z8{lHb , AT FOEAEMR L RAR DR B B y A0y, iE X H
SHIPEBE N lose(y,y™ »y™) ., SAVM i@id F X Kb r:aeeTt,

max earn(y,y* ,¥y") — Xose(y,y* ,¥y"™), (10)

yE(F1}"
Horb A BRSO TR P X ABRRE . 8 TEFHH, I
Ty, ) = earn(y,y,y™) — Alose (y,y, y™)

SR 2 (10D HARARIE S B B SEAREHEIR v RE MELL HET R GFL L, Y y' B
et RABy=y" AERMEFR) . Hib, FEXNELIRCTEIR vy Bk, R SSVM §
PR BEMB B » ELSEARMICTE IR y* WK R A —AME R 53] By € ME{y) L.
TETCEE— 2 R MR35 B RIS L, SAVM % R R B L, B e KA RN E L T
HIPERRER T

y = argmax minJ (y,y,y™) an

ye{#1)* YEM

ity ARAD BB, W y HUTER:

BT %y EME{(y)L BA=1 0,y WHERA LTy,

SEHL 7 s T Y4 SSVM ZER (R BB L B, AVM R 2, (EAS—HRA 2,
7 AR AMTARL B, BeE =, BE B 7 B RAL, SAVM 5] g 2
A, N, FE RS, BMEEARIR QD MR #, SEVM d R %421,

Bit2 %y €y )L A=l w3 FAEE y, 223 Aminge ] (y, Y, y™) =0, 1
CHHEREET y™,

SAVM 75 D RERE T . T HE M AR UL, SAVM B BUS SR 1E 00 T S K P BE
#It.
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B3 Sy €yl BA=18,0 y FERZHRELT RGO RERT,

KRADEIEARE Y. H—BBIF earn(y,y* , y™ ) Fll lose(y,y* , y ) W RBVEA]
WEIERA R ET y RS, EI, X AD BRI RIS, (B y BUE TG E
BoMELIS R B . TEE ML 2 IR MARBER, Hit, X AD AT F K.
OB BEBAFMIAE —1, 1], RG], BB RMNH; OB ZEEBREEISE
T B, QNS ) B ARE/NT 0, %t y™ , &5 W% i B 8 . A X
RI, AR RS 2 EKR .,

Anfar A5 B AR BE R 437 SAVM HH B8 1 35 A (K 2% B Rl 4 B KB 18] B » ) B A5
Wi BB BAMZETE. 18 AFY) R SSVM i BARERE SAVM AL an T B¥x -

T
min > h(f,y) +MQUy L) (12)

(f,5,€B | =1

Horp T ARG BRI 080 Q SRS BE R 70 22 AR i AR S0, 5 SUH

Apa
i

ity = ) a(¥i=1—y)

1<t * U

Hor o Hfgm k%, £=0. 5 BHE. Q ARAHEMAELIE X, M=10° 22— KEH,
AR itk (12) A8 e Rl 43 BA Kl , R e EA K2 RdE, A2 26N
Ak, SAVM R Wi FpS2 BE . OFEHLGER K B2 R R X R SE B ES bl 5 8 4T i, (5
MEWBMET; Qg &R RMRAE, XA HFHRERA T AEWICR, RS T

2 451 SAVM 5 BT TETE 20 N BT RS BE G5 R, X HL SAVM 5%
B ERRBIERMETE, T UVM ELZLERESEISC[21]. X TaA%E, b
BLHIER 10 NG ARG F2 L] 58 AN B0 42 1 L B AE 24 2 T BB AE A R ic s
B, 2 E A 30 W, MEFHHERE., SAVM 5 SVMULA B A fnic A ) fil SSVM
(FH TSVMUSISEBD T H A . SAVM IR 5 SAVM i =ANEFN AT ELER : SSVIMP iy i 4%
TEAG 2 BE R 43 v B (9 BB (UG IR AE SEBRHP AR T AT, AR 3 I AUE R 38 s SSVMY™ 4y
A A 27 B R 2 b B ARME SR /N —AS 5 S3VIM £ R A 315 55 B R 2 (FE B = 4T 031
AITE LR R4 A AR . T LAE H, SAVM BUS T 5 S3VM & BE ] AP BE .
S4VM 5 S3VM #5#E 11 M R4 B E T SVM; BEEM 2, S3VM 7F 6 MRS -
BEMZET SVM, 1] S4VM BH XML, SSVM™ fil SSVM™ & LR FBERE T
F#. Wilcoxon sign test (950 BAF ) ML R KR SAVM 7E B B & F SVM, i
S3VM,S3VM™ il SSVM™ & A XA & . S3VM-us B ARE S3VM-c, S3VM-p #& 7
T S3VM &L BB KRR LB/, & A1 SAVM,
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S — P22 (R 5 BE R A B BB B AN L (S W SSVM BUPERE) . B 7E XA i
LT SAVM R BUS AR PERE . — T BERY IR PR 2 B 7 45 S0 Sk fF i AR s 2
M. AR E AR YR A B S M EIET R R A 2 T AR B TR

PeE.
R2 UVMERBRATEESHZ LAEESER

RBF SVM S3VM S3VMrc | S3VMrp | S3VMrus | S3VM&s | S3VM7n | S3VMen | SAVM
austra 69.21+7.1|70. 411. 9| 69+8.5 [69.1£7.2|69.247.5/76.3+10, 1| 70.8E12 |70. 14-12. 3|70. 68, 8
australian 71. 4£6. 8|77.7+10.5|72.81+7.9|71.9£6.7|71. 217. 2| 80.5+6.7 |71. 1114. 4| 71. 3+£10. 6/71. 2£7. 1
breastw 95.242.4| 93.240.4 |94. 942. 1| 9542.4 | 95£2.4 | 96.5+0.4 | 96.4+0.4 | 96.31-0.7 |95.9+1.5
cleanl 64.3+4.9| 60. 84-6. 9 |63. 815.2(63.9+4. 7| 64.7£5 | 65.4+4.5|57.945.3| 60. 345, 9 |64. 4+4. 4
diabetes 66.114.4| 65.117 |66.314.2(66.414.3/66.41+-4.4| 66157 |65.245.5| 64. 845.4|65.5£5.5
haberman 65.8+5.4| 61£3.7 |65.845.2(65.9+5.3|65. 745.4| 6543.1 |62.543.3|65.443.6| 66+4.2
heart 72.245.5|73.91£5.1|72.94+5.5|72. 6£5. 3| 72. 41+5.9| 75+5.1 | 73.4+5.8|73.41+6.1 |73.5£5.6
house-votes  [87.94-2.4| 89.1+2 |88,4+2.2(88,11+2.3|88,5+2.2(89.4+2,2| 83.5+2 |88.5+2.4(83.6+2.2
house 89.342.3|90.4+1.8(89,7+2.1(89.442.2|89.8+2,190.6+2.5| 89.2+2. 4| 89.512.7 (89.8+2.4
ionosphere 79.715.6| 83.415.6 |80.415.4(79.9+5. 6| 80+5.7 | 87.2+6.5|82.8+6.5| 82+6.4 |84.316.6
isolet 91.943.1| 99.740.1|96. 812, 6(92. 6+2.8|92.612.8] 99,.2+0.3 | 98.5+0.7 | 98.61-0.5 |98. 6+0. 6
liverDisorders |55. 514. 7| 54. 14-4. 7 |54. 8=£4. 5|55. 61-4. 7|55. 4=£4. 6| 55. 614. 7 | 55. 4+4. 7| 55. 1+4. 7 |55. 4+4.7
optdigits 94.6+3.2| 99.710.1(97.3+2.5(95.1+2.8/96.6+1.5 99.8+0.1 | 99.6+0.9| 97.5+2,2| 98+2
vehicle 80.316.2(84.8+11.5|83,2+8.1(81.116.2|82.7+7.2{ 91.1+5.7 | 87.5+8.4 | 84.61+8.7 | 85+7.5
wdbe 85.3+5.1|90.7+2.1|88.214.6|85.914.9(85. 61+4. 9/ 91.943,7 | 91.2+3. 6 | 90.8+3.7 |90. 7+4. 1
digitl 75.4+8 | 90.113,.2 (80.7+9.2(77.1+7.1| 75.9+8 | 91.8+2 |88.5+1.5|88.5+3.8(79.1+5.1
usps 80+0 |67.945.9| 80%0 80+0 800 |77.944.7|65.940.4(78.2£3.9| 80%0
coil 621+6.4 | 61.66.1|62.516.8|61. 24-6.4(62.1+6.3| 72.51+7.9 | 64.4£9. 8| 59. 9£8. 2 |61. 91-6. 4
bei 51.542.5| 50£2 |50.24-2.4(51.4+2.4|51.442.4|52.1£2.1|49.8+1.7| 48.9+3 |50.8+2.6
g241c 59.8+2.7| 60.8+2.8(60.51+2.9| 60+2.8 |59.942.7| 63.7+£2.6|62.2+3.5|52. 14-4. 760,212, 8
Win/Tie/Loss against SVM|  11/3/6 10/8/2 9/9/2 10/9/1 14/6/0 9/6/5 8/8/4 11/9/0

I PRSI (R BZO RR iR BE T (22 T)SVM., Win/Tie/Loss %5 (BEA RN %,
SN BEIFEOERJG— TR . B HERE R TR R SRR .

3.4

A: ATROMBENKHEBRLEEFOEN

LAt S3VM B Y Zhn B85 iR KRN G . SR FEF S BLSLAE 55 A RIS IR
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RN AN, L2 FE REH . Fl, FEETF 2w, B — R A SR A
TR AR, Bimm & T — MR WS — MR A AR . TEIRVERI  , Jehe—
AMRVERARM AT & FAE A — N EE 3L 5 WA . [RIET, X L B0 SEAE: 55 Rl RE T I A b
ENBIRE DR IR R, D, PRI IR A2 I B E 3% B A KBRS 1 R R ) 152 25 408 5 BRI
IR TR ERE R R E AN, Hik, EF S LA S+ . RN A 5E R C s B
B E R FELE . I S3VM RB#EIE H T 5 2 5LPrh H , B L EXT SSVM bR,
P RE T HEATRR ST, R R ABEE I SRR 22 > ik

TE AR5, AR BURR 2 > (cost sensitive learning) J& W78 5 5 IR T b BRAE X 4
R —AFF I =, H B i 2R B — M IO R R M RN EHR RN,
FEF 3] RN 2 RPN R 2R AL AR 0, R B 2 19 W I B 45 AR
(misclassification cost) , #F—# Hb, 5 AR M Rl 43 2 F A R AR M (class dependent
cost) HEEAM KA (example dependent cost) Bifh., Fi#H H 52514 %, 5 B4R G T
X e 5HH . BEERBIRA .

FAM A BT E LR H RTS8 8 THEEZMXE, BRTAbHE 25
AHSACH B 5 B KRBT 23 A e A8 WR BN Al Rescaling B2, R #E X2 L8 3] 4324 2%
T A B B 17 AR A R T SR s AR A B RR R SREARTEE AR A B A 448 IO 500 AR A LR
AdaBoost" ) R SVMIEVEE 5 35 38 o XA [ 28 30 S50 fin LA 3, ok 2 551 2 8] /9
AR ¥, AT AT A B A A ¥ O vk AT SR % a0 BE AR A% (example
weighting) % SEAEYE (sampling) %7 | BR{E R 317 (threshold moving) 9148 4RT,
DXLy vk R B 2 S vk, WA B R ARARIC R B . Bl A D B U Bk 5 R
B T ARbRCRBI SR EATE TAEZE 2RI HER T,

R TRT S3VM B BBARM I BE T7 , FATHR i —Fh AR A SRR MBS S 1) AL
23] 751 CS4VM(cost-sensitive SSVM), CSAVM & R s KA ic /n B 1948 /A0
B4 HAp B K SVM B V- FARAR SR~ B B AR icis Ik, R AR 5k
Fric Bl BB B/ME. (B CSAVM IH 2% BRBORN -2 7% 22 R 8, LAFE S3VM &L F
B RBI AL ARXE LS H . S R A R , FAT3E 8 44 CSAVM 4L B A, TEBH
T CS4VM 7] LU 2Ol TR AR I BR A% T A52] CSAVM A RUA T

BARSSELIE c(HDA o(— D AR BB A IESR 5 02K SBMRM, y=5:;1€Z.]
RRFRERGIIFRIEFEIR , CSAVM R4 AN T B A5 , B BT A 7= 61 1 SRR e/ Mk -

I}Iéigl m}n % | £ +C iezzjc(yi)é(y,- s f(x)) +C, lgc(yi)é(&i s f(x)), (13

Hrb ¢(y, () =max{0,1—yf(x)} }g SVM $iL k. B={(y|9 € {£1},y1=r}FR
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B IARICHRIRE A Y 1=r X R T S3VM WP 4R . B 5 45 CSAVM FERARIE R
Bl EAR BRBR AR B . T, 2 o (D) =c(— 1), BIUH 8T IF, CSAVM 45 2K R EGR
LG SSVM IR B . 2 (D F#c(— D, B AR et , CSAVM B3 2K i
BORFRR— AL RS, DA S3VM BT 22 BN > 7 ik R EIE H

c(1)=c(-1)=1 c(1)=2, e(-1)=1

2.5 T T T T 2.5 T T T T

20 i 20} ! i

2 15f 1 gl5f K 1
Q Q %

= 1.0F 1 1o 4% .

05F S 1 05f S0y

1 \"ﬁ K3 | 1 -'j "s |

L0 12 LT 0 12
S S

B 5 CSAVM fERpR TR B4 5% BB = B

N TE XA PRI 5 iE g%t CSAVM Ltk BT 04T, KRB A USSR T =K

min - ||w 12 4+C D Cyw %, +6) +C,A'pT+1p)
wbp i€,
— G (w ' (uy ¢+ Dimy—u o(— D) —ny +nyb)
st c(EDFGe) — (-1 < pi av

— (=D fx) —c(—1 < pr s
prapi =0, Vi € I; D sgn(f(x)) =r

i€1,

Hrp
I;l+= i 2 ¢(xi),

Utie,, fx)>0

l;lf: i Z $(x;)

U—ie1, fix)<0

RHEEZEFR LM T, Xa &k T HRATXT MeanS3VM 1) B 3 45 5 fin LA 4™ J& M 1 XoF
CSAVM KA AR BN T AT R .

EE8 T [ CHAVM R, S RARDTHGMERKE, B 3/ " (k)=
—1,Vi€Z,,CS4VM F4 T A E 47T 48 ik o9 W E R M H & SVM(CS-SVM), T4 F

B oL, CSAVM #9 3 k & # Tak CS-SVM #i %k S MR, Bk kL, 380 (x) h CSAVM
Fk By f(x)) % CSSVM 948 K 3, 5 4 i 2



S8y SELE v R e L L

cD 4D, . o
L s f)

PA_ESER U, M RAR TR B A B S2 e R0 4A e B, CSAVMUEE B T8 2] B S2hrid
IR B R MUK SVM(CS-SVM) . T, CSAVM [El A ] LUE i 28 0l T R 15
FNEME,

7 3 45t CSAVM 5 LB L TE 20 MRS B SRR g R, T CSAVM E
L RAZ W [22], SMBIEE L 50 %EHE T4, & TR TR, &
AMNGREFEHLER 10 MERIERE]. c(—DREZER 1,c(FD#E R0, 100018 —A FE
Pk, SLRTEE 100 K, MEFHLER. XMREHR T FI BN R e,
CSAVM 5 LUF A7 o . AR R S R m &AL CS-SVM UL BB A Bt B 5
TSVM #il Laplacian SVM BFMESE SSVM 5k, RILAE H, CSAVM B R FEAK T Bk
WA . B EST +AE5 (95 % BARED 45 % . CUVM 7£ 16 Mda&E L B E R T
Laplacian SVM, 7 17 MR F B EML T TSVM, 5 CS-SVM ML, #IH T RiRicxs
BIRE B CSAVM 78 14 NEHRSE EBUS T B2 R T, 1/ S3VM 7 ik R 7E 5
AT 3 ANERE FBUS BB MR . Wilcoxon B/ (95% BISE) 45%EH,
CSAVM BZH:F CS-SVM, Laplacian SVM 1 TSVM, ifii Laplacian SVM 5 TSVM
ABEHRT CSSVM ik, —Ha LIEZB, CS4VM 7 16 M EHE 4 ¥ Laplacian
SVM K REE RN T 1/5 PAE 78 18 MERIREE ¥ TSVM By k2 i
T1/5UE.

1(x) <

#£3 CHAVM SLb&8FAERNEERNFGTE(X10°)

Data set Supervised CS-SVM | Laplacian SVM TSVM CS4VM
Heart-Statlog 9. 745+6. 906 1. 640+2, 708 10. 28+£6. 985 6.261+4. 920
lonosphere 17.02+12. 84 27.19+£17.03 11.98+7. 749 7. 81115, 130
Live Disorder 0.178+0. 388 11.37417. 29 12.01+£7. 844 5.507+1.018
Echocardiogram 3.955+2. 609 1.314+2. 305 4.129+2. 610 3.576+2. 391
Spectf 6.022+6. 451 2.97415,.514 12.52+8. 384 2.873+2.533
Australian 23.63+19. 06 25.01+£27.15 24.80+19. 00 15.98+11. 86
Cleanl 17.96+13. 44 20.63+14. 88 21.97+14. 26 13.47+9. 942
Diabetes 5.772+£10. 84 6.162+14. 11 32.08+19. 30 10. 01+8. 946
German Credit 30.17+£22. 28 30. 54+26. 16 26.48+18. 83 18.63+13.30
House Votes 8.594+7, 187 9.693+8.515 12. 50+8. 551 6.206+4. 644
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S
Data set Supervised CS-SVM | Laplacian SVM TSVM CS4VM

Krvskp 144, 9+87. 03 131.5481. 30 158. 0+90. 43 92.42+52.09
Ethn 9.919+16. 25 119. 3+£85. 15 74.90+64. 07 16.14411. 84
Heart 0.615+1.188 1. 962+6. 346 6.908+4. 770 0.12740. 205
Texture 4.094+6. 755 5. 748416. 489 2.512+4. 668 0. 04510, 205
House 1. 760+1. 505 1.32541. 415 1. 458+1. 479 0. 935+1. 061
Isolet 4.976+4. 218 7.207+6. 382 0.943=+1. 394 0. 42040. 670
Optdigits 6.642+6. 881 4,025+4,177 1.097+1. 951 0.773+1.197
Vehicle 1.978+3. 812 18. 70+£26. 50 7.191+£7. 800 1. 002+1. 667
Widbe 0.127+0. 125 32.92+38.52 11. 33+£8. 367 0. 264=+0. 415
Sat 3.404+7.363 6. 968+10. 01 2.12249. 839 2.52149. 407
CS4VM:W/T/L 14/2/4 16/1/3 17/3/0 —

H: BNEUEE L EIF MM RE R S HBCR BEMN S M ERESIEE R, BE—1T4 1 CSAVM 5H A )y i
win/tie/loss (BUHALST KB, 95 Y BAS ) ISR .

4 Lk

R GEMLAS 2= S HARE I X A bR e s 1 i 2 S SR A AR AL, O T3R5 58RIz (LR J7  JE %
TREAKBEMAEVOR . EREILESH, BRBEZ KRG KERRICRAE], H 2R
BUECHE bR IC E AR T R X, R A i R T EEAE B A W 1 9 UR 5 BRL i » ane] 7 5 R
RARCERE R =z A ERE  BUA LA > U ) — AN SRR R, B2 Rix |
B EFFIE I 10 2 — , T2 B S F i B ML (semi-supervised SVM, S3VM) | 22 Wi 8¢
PR —RERER, 253 HEMPISE, SSVM B LBE TRZHE, I HIERZH
13 LARRTI R FH o SR, 230 7Y i 5 B Ay — S 2 2 ) R, 61 G0 0000 A 2 3T 30 PR B AR
B AR, A o, FRATN X 2 [n] AT 5T, BUAS T —Se itk & 4 3 4
S3VM J5 32 M LA A B K RSB 4 7] A, 32 T WELLSVM J5 i3, 338 EIERA T HAR 4k
ff 2Rt 5 BB, SER IR T %07 R BEAL B A BOHE MU IR BIE G 5 1 10 £5 LA L
EFXHEGE SSVM J5 2 > S B A8 i [a) @1, 211 T MeanS3VM Jrik, e IR T 5 ik
HARETAES , SCR IR T HA T ERCR AT DL e AZ 58 5 et 10 5 LA L ; £ XHE 4L S3VM
TrEFI AR E R BE H2 HIERE T R [ 8, 32 T SAVM ik, 45 T o RB AR
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B &M, SERYIRIE T 3% 07 R RERE P R T AR AL G2 7 HR B0 15 20020 B 1065 51 02 4t
S3VM J5 ik 3E AL BEAE ST A (R, 42 1 T CSAVM 5 ik IEB T HBA A B R R4
M EIRE ST, SERIIE T 1207 T30 % R LR 8 07 B AR 2006 LA L.

U AR SR B — R . BRI E 2R R 2R BUARIC 8RR 1 3
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