55 41 B 4 1) R R4l (FARBRRR) Vol. 41 No. 4
2018 4F 12 A JOURNAL OF NANJING NORMAL UNIVERSITY ( Natural Science Edition) Dec,2018

doi:10.3969/j.issn.1001-4616.2018.04.010

L1 K Wb 5 36 2 it
RIRF R KEL kST

(LFFREMOl K215 BB AR 24052 , R AT 210037 )
(2. Z ARl Jm BRI BT e, AL BT 100714)

[HE]  PILJEECHH], BT —A L1 JEEUA K 8] PR 432548 LIMMC ( L1-norm Maximum Margin Classifier) B
SRR (1) TR B L1 R s 2P S B s s (2) %0 2680 55 SVM — K sl i f KAk L1 [a) e, ik
3| [F] - /N 28 6 RS R R JRURS: 19 A 5 (3) IR 00 e e M Rl AR A, 3B 4 T SVML 11 Yk L) 1) 2
(4) P EAERER R E 2 SVM. :5Jn , 7E AN TR M EPRARE UCT Bi 4 b B0iE 1 iy B A Rk,
(R8BI | L1 08, SCaFm L, AR, 2kl

[HESFES TPl [ XHEEREB A [ XEHS 1001-4616(2018)04-0059-06

Design of L1 Norm Maximum Margin Classifier
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Abstract: .1 norm is taken as an example to design an L1 norm LIMMC (L1-norm Maximum Margin Classifier). The
main features are as follows: (1) The interval is represented by the point-to-plane distance analysis of the LI norm;
(2) This classifier,like SVM, maximizes the L1 interval to minimize the risk of both empirical and structural risks;
(3)Only need to be solved through linear programming to avoid the quadratic programming problem of SVM; (4) Classi-
fication accuracy reaches or even exceeds SVM. Finally,on the artificial data and the international standard UCI data set,
verify the effectiveness of the method.
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HL(LISVM L1 norm SVM) , JFHHE FUEMI T LISVM ARSI 24 O (ng * min(n,q) ) ,n FYIGEEARA
Hg SOAE 0 TERAVEE HORHIBL, S0 LR —AE 0 0t S AR TR AL O (n). [RHAESTS |t
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ik

n
min > 8, +A[|wl,
w,b,8; =1

s.toy,(w'x, +b) =1-9,, (2)
8§ =0,i=1,2,,n
LISVM bRt it e s o LU T (1) F1(2) B30, AR AS 405

2 L1 juBu KRR I5ss

IR , LISVM 2R A L1 IE AR T IR BRI, LA RIF G i a B A, AT IR L1 550k &
[aIPE T EOE 2 S A L1 {550 SVM. F3CZe M L1 U S 2R Be Bs e &, Sl 3L T L1 JE8n ok
6] 225 2 LIMMC,, P2 )% n) 2R 7.



&

AR, L1 BUOR IR KB

2.1 RN

PESCHR[ 177, 5 v 2P g(x)=wx+b=0 1K) L1 FEESAFAE MM s, N5 (B ) 352 , AR SCLAS | 3 1 4
wUF

I 1 25 R AT — 5 v BB EBTH g (x)=w'x+b=0 [y L1 B, vl M R/R A

lw'v+b|
5= , (3)
Il
A, ow | BRI w BT TE XA | w | = max b, .

UERHZ: WLSCHR[ 17 ].
fERAE SVML F14 15 R3 Py JELAEL, W S 438 1 T 1) O B (IRDRR ), AT 8 A S 451 T By IS S i R
Bl LUEH 1 iR

e 2
1 LI JuEmmEbE N r=

Iwil .
IERR HOTEREA 12 w'x+b=0 oS, A SZEEE o wix+b=x1. B v, v, 4020 F AT
SCHETE DA SRSt AL v, +b= L v wb= =1 I = §

+ = .
Fw il Twle Twl.

% SVM Bt RAR, TRV RE i 5 | AAR AR i, BETHERIE] B A LIMMC, fLfk B ARdn T .

+C 2 0,
s.toy(w'x, +b) =1-6,,
6, =0,1=1,2,--,n,

T, w b oy 2R A 1) AR, y, 93 IbRIC, x, RINGRREAS, ¢ g~ X Pl B e 22
5 XU FZ AL RE T Z TR, 8, m st 5. 2 5 SVM By s HEUAR 58 42— 2, B AR Rk L1 [E] R Y
(7] s} 7 e/ ISR 28 6 IR
2.2 [EREKAE

TN (4) RS AT AR g M R TR) REK g, LU 31 2 filiik 2.

EH 2 BAL(4) SN T A0 T LR )

min f'n

Iwll .

min
(w,b) 2

(4)

(5)
s.t. Ap<h,

A ,f=[1 0,, Ce, 01" h=[-e, 0, 0. 0.1",0_ J&m;mxnfHEIEEE, e,  FNILTEEHI]
E(J erL M%EE,DZdlag(% 9y21“' ’yn) )

_Onxl _DX _qun _Deuxl

A _ _e{lxl Izlxd 0d><n 0d><1
~€s Ly O, 0,
0 0 -1 0

nx1 nxd nxn nx1

R ()P, L= w |, EGFEEGES | wl , =max|w, |, Hl-t<w,<t(1<i<d).
K (4) F A n H etk .
milsnbl + Cié‘i
s.toy,(w'x, +b) =1-9,,
w, -t <0, (6)
—w, —t =<0,
0, =0.
wg=[t,w",8",b]" K (6) Fe b LM bR R .
— 61 —



R U 74 (FIRRR R 55 41 55 4 (2018 4F)

min[1 0, Ce,, O0]x[:,w",8",0]"
011><] _DX _In,Xn _Denxl t _enxl
€ Lpy O, 0, Waxi 0, (7)
s.L =
edxl _Idxd 0d><n del 811)(1 0d><1
Orlxl Onxd _‘In,xn Onxl b 0/1)(1

(7)) e B 2 e AT, nT AR (5). K # g L, w=n(2:d+1,1) ,b=n(end,1).

U, DL EA AT UL AR SCHE A LIMMC 5 vt v 3 ok e PRI T B0R A, /1.2 5601, LISVM fY
A2 42 R O (ng = min(n,q) ). TASCHTEE B 772% ¥ SCk[ 19 ], HBFEIZ 248 O (n * (n+2d) (d+
1)), 2o n MIGEEARNEL, ¢ 0 LISVM f#HAE 0 TCRAEL, (n+2d) (d+1) A (5) PR EREE
JCRAEL. Wt A1 5 22 FEE = LISVM.

3 SEUGUSE

SFISAEAR S B A RO | AR SR BERRIE SVM 2 LISVM S HLAE AT 4. ARl SVM 2 358 T 5 K i) g J2
FECBRE 1 TR EE eI 1 22 56 XURS: S /N, AR () 5 T AR S B T 0 56 XU R 4 ) IR 174 85 2 8 —. T
LISVM F 2% &M rmmsi vk, Bk L1 {E8CE LIRS T FrifE SVM BRI FG , AT TARTE SVM /) —
UHRRISK A, LISVM R SR A — A SRR ) . AR SCHE s SR H L1 0% 19 LIMMC 5, BE % 18
T ] o REUARL ] st SHE BT 1 2 6 XSS [ S50, L 7 T 3 e 2 0 ] R f.
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L, <+ S IERRAR < O S SRR SR AR SC A3 2R 25 SR AT 1) B A ) I 2 T B %o i 119 52
BRI BB R SVM SRAF A9 4325 1] SO (9 S 1. A4l L1 Ju G el A LRAS A 43 28 1. R &)
WA RAE I SELNMET] S0 BE 4 b ] R UF (9 3 2808 8CR B 5 12 Y580 SVM ALY, (R af LL&
F|,L1 Y55 SVM S T B R il ARt | PR i i L rh — AN i 2955 F 0, S8 R i ) 1 AT T
o Bl B SR B T T SRR, A SO AT L1 AL SVM, FE i R IR 1 BA R34
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Fig.1 Linearly separable sample classification Fig.2 Linearly inseparable sample classification
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3.2 UCI #iE&EiL

N TR AS SRS A B SR AR Y 3 2R RE T AR 2 S H T 10 A4S UCT Ba S kA7 50 50, Bl 4R
AEEAE B 1 xR,
R1 UCIHHEEELRRER
Table 1 Main information about UCI data sets
EUEITES 134 FEAKL ZHIER Bl gE 134 FEAKL ZEHIER
monk 1 6 432 2[216,216] monk3 6 432 2[204,228]
monk2 6 432 2[290,142] cme 8 1473 2[109,1364 ]
sonar 60 208 2[97,111] glass 9 214 2[51,163]
Iris23 4 100 2[50,50] spambase 57 4 601 2[2788,1813]
ionosphere 34 351 2[126,225] mushroom 22 8 124 2[4208,3916]

TE 10 4> UCK B4 L RS2 ab g B an sk 2 frs. R 2 nTLIE B, A8 SCHE H 14 0 3 0 R0 o B 2 17
YNGR R a0RS B 254 P 3.

K2 UCIHEEEHMIRER
Table 2 Experimental results about UCI data sets

Bl Jrik WBHRGEE/ %o WIRHKEEE/ % VIZRETR] /s || BB Jitk VNG % TAKEIE/ % VIRt s
LIMMC 66.67 66.67 0.021 3 LIMMC 80.56 80.57 0.022 7
monk SVM 65.97 68.83 0.147 4 monk3 SVM 80.56 80.57 0.082 0
L1-SVM 66.67 66.67 0.014 8 L1-SVM 80.56 80.57 0.016 3
LIMMC 67.13 67.12 0.012 5 LIMMC 92.60 92.59 0.088 3
monk2 SVM 67.13 67.12 0.090 4 cme SVM 92.60 92.59 5.965 4
L1-SVM 67.13 67.12 0.012 6 L1-SVM 92.60 92.59 0.045 1
LIMMC 100.00 91.33 0.123 0 LIMMC 95.74 93.89 0.019 1
sonar SVM 97.71 82.07 0.012'5 glass SVM 95.53 93.41 0.058 4
L1-SVM 82.90 91.83 0.053 9 L1-SVM 94.50 92.93 0.025 6
LIMMC 98.11 96.00 0.007 3 LIMMC 93.42 92.98 1.301 0
Iris23 SVM 97.44 94.00 0.000 8 spambase SVM 99.91 83.18 83.2722
L1-SVM 96.89 94.00 0.005 7 L1-SVM 93.51 93.07 2.765 5
LIMMC 95.57 88.88 0.225 8 LIMMC 0.815 7 0.8155 0.6313
ionosphere SVM 95.38 89.45 0.549 4 mushroom SVM 0.895 1 0.891 9 84.035 5
LI-SVM 93.26 88.60 0.169 6 L1-SVM 0.8155 0.8155 0.471 0
4 /At TN
il

TE L1 8 BT T8 07 1 B JE A b AR SORFZO07 2 B SEBR ) o3 SR 4t T —Ff L1 ke
IR ORE] B e, I 2RA A WIBR A LA R S, REAE A P M LIl HEA TR . AL G0 12 JE %K
SCHFIIRAL, S REAS RS ORI RORAA L 1 SR AR INHA]. AHE AT AT A L1 B ) AL (i
L1 JEEGHEATAEST) , R E X B L1 Yoot A T B i 7 26 4%
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