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Weak Label Feature Selection Method Based on

AP Clustering and Mutual Information

Sun Lin,Shi Enhui, Si Shanshan, Xu Jiucheng
(College of Computer and Information Engineering, Henan Normal University , Xinxiang 453007 , China)

Abstract : Feature selection is an important preprocessing process in multi-label learning. To address the issues that some
multi-label classification methods do not consider the influence of the proportion of label on the correlation between features
and label sets and cannot efficiently deal with weak label data,a weak label feature selection method based on affinity
propagation ( AP) clustering and mutual information was proposed. Firstly,to effectively fill in all missing labels,the combi-
nation of the remaining label information with the similarity of samples was performed based on AP clustering,and then a
probability filling formula was constructed to predict the values of missing labels. Secondly,the prior probability was used to
define the proportion of label,which was combined with mutual information to develop the correlation metric for evaluating
the correlation degree between features and label sets. Finally,a weak label feature selection algorithm was designed to
effectively improve the classification performance of the weak label data. The simulation experimental results and analysis
under six multi-label datasets show that the algorithm achieves better classification performance on multiple metrics and is
superior to many related multi-label feature selection algorithms at present. All these can verify the effectiveness of the
proposed algorithm.

Key words : multi-label learning,feature selection, AP clustering, mutual information , missing labels
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RARIC, IR IE WA TARAAESE PR B, e R RS AE 45 ; Jiang 510 56T bR ic FE 4 LR B0 R5 A AH G
P AN EIARIC. d TRDBE SRR A BRI I T IR AN 2 IR TR S5 8 B R A
SCR FBUMNE AL BB ARIC. H AT, IS BRMG ZEAE 28 R 1] K Rl SRR T B8 KA AL R
PR BORAE 2 LT RS WA 7 TR AN SZ i S IR (53 ) B i) 52 2 E AR G 55/ LA 3
3 PR TIPS 5380 BT AP SRR MBIRN 1 1 AL RS L, RN WUE B SR, T LUK
JI A BIREAR B VRIS PO HE IR A ] 1 15 18 A3 S BRI AR S PRI R BEAT UK, B2 Ws 17
JEIIRISEE R LR P L, A SO % AP RESFE MR AL BB R bic, 45 & A S8 AR 115
FIREAARUNE , A5 Rk S P YRR,

T HAR B AR AGIN AL 1 2 Al AR LR M DC R, SEIA R AR AE R 1) | IR AR 2 0 T (% B 245
TCRFESEPETI IR R . G120, Lee 451 42 tH 38 1 e KA RFAE R bR IC 22 18] 9 A DG M 8 P2 R AE 45 5 Lin
S GE G HAR B AR B AE AR IC A R AR DG RPAIE 18] 14 55/ N TUAR MR 7 e R AIE 5 Sun 4510 R KAH G
B/ NTUARHAL A LI AR LA PR 3 0 T 2R~ VR RS P05 (R, Bk Se R L i b
S [T BRIC BA AR A & L, T 2008 1 FRIC S [ HARic & Fe Rl BE 2 X RAIE MR SR AR SR A2
HETT SO ST A ASHER. Sy T g A ) 1, Shi 4517 4 HARic & HIR N 2 AR 0 RRIE R . S
T, BIASRE & e EAR B, B R RHIE AR L AR 22 8] AR SCHE | e de DU ARRAIE 74,

FEXTLAL RS, AR SCs T AP RERLRAEAR G5 | % IR AR ICBOHE RS | 45 5 REAR AR ADUEE R A< S
AT SR RARICIE , b 2B ARIC PR R ICSC MR A AR IC B o LU, 4545 T A5 B A AR S Ik B 1 P Al
AEAIBRICHE Z [ AR SRR BE | B P RS R ORI 74 SR R WITZIAE RO TERE LE F HiAH SC 381 B Ay

1 AP EK

AP SR Frey Al Dueck $ 1 4 AR 1. IR RS T 2 3 o 500G A 1B) 1V S A 338, 1 2R
s, DL RS AT O A BB AR R AR EESE A (SR T A 388 1 LAl £ AP BRI b TR
P A B P R PR AL . R X = { )y, ooy, | e RPFRFEARZS 8] W FAREAEAR , ,x, € X, AL
FEA I RIR N

s(a;,2,)= = |l oo;=x || g (1)
AP R WS | 2R E WIS BAZ 3 FOR B e Rl L R g A SR bl 4 o a1

W R FRW S R A Fon AR, X FAERREA &, v, e X, B ER B AR FRm N,
r(x;,%,)<s(x;,x,) —max{a(x,,x, ) +s(x;,,x,) | k' #k (2)

St FAT AR «, 2, € X, MRS RE R A3 A 20 R
min{O,r(x,f,xk) + 2 max{O,r(x,,xk)}} , 17k,

i"¢ ik

a(x;,%,) (3)
zmaX{O,r(x,,ka, i =k
"k

2 SbridRMIEERE i T
2.1 ETF AP BEMBEIRICEA

X1 B X= a0, x| € RYFFFEARZE Y=y, v, -y, | € R™FFIRCE 0, S04
X Gl BRI H b ARAZERIE C= e, er oy ) MARREAE T 5 B AT 1K BUR A ) 53 52 4 8K
i D, FIRSE SRS D, WREA x, 55 APRIC, U (L) = 1,750 x,(L) = — 1. WURREA x, #O55
AFRICIER W x,(1) = 0.

EX2 B X={x,,0,, 0, | € RYFRIEARZS, Y= 1y, ,y,, .y, | € RFRIFICE N, x, € D,,
x,(1)=0,x,(L)=15-1,Hx,,x,eC,(g=1,2, k). x, GF—F& C, THA «, BIFLUE BINFFRA .

s= 2 s(x;,x,,). (4)
EX3 R X={x,,0,,x,| e RTFIRFEARZ Y=y, ,y,,,y,| e R FRIFILEM x, €D,,
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2 (1)=0,x,(1)=18-1,Hx,,x,eC(g=1,2,- k) BRIRCHME A FR N,

s(x, ,x )

pre_label = z Ls, s “x,(1). (5)

H FARRUEEA Z 8] B A AR bR, T EC(4) F1K(5) TS AR iC BYME. pre_label B~ x ( L) FA) Fi 00
{8, HIREEE [ -1,1].
EX 4 B X=1{x,,0,, 2, | e RTFIRHEARZM,Y=1y,,y,, -y, | e R FRIFICE ] ,x,(1)=0,
HRAETTIEAF 2] pre_label fH,x, (1) W ERARH
1, pre_label =0,

xi(l_,'): ]

6
,  pre_label<O0. (6)

2.2 ETEHERRFFIEERE
FEXS B X=1{w,0,, 5, € RYFREARZN,Y=1{y,,y,,,y,| € R™FRbmicz=0,F=1{p,,
Doy spy) € R FTRFFEZS ). X FALRAHE p, e F RIARIC L e L,p, 1 1 B EAR B AZE SCh .
I(p;;L,)=H(p;)-H(L1p;), (7)
X H(p,) RoRFHE p, BIFE B, H(L p) Fosbiic [ 5. 2 (7) THRRRIE AR IO Z 8] A A DG,
EX 6 B X={x,0,, x| e RIFERERSM,Y="{y, ,y,, .y, | € R™"FmRbricasa], % TAE
BARiL L e L, L 1 A E SO
n(l)
W)= nj ; (8)
o, n FARFEAINEL, n (1) R EHRIC L AR W2RARIC 1 595 AR &, WRBAR Z e A
SARIT LT ARIC £ M TR, 5350 RS (8) T8, — Rt F AR MARITAN W(L,) (AR A K.
N TE R Z B bR B 5 b, R AIE (00 A 1 S B vy B B Y, BT DA 25 el B A B A i P AE 22 [
B TUAR BERT G5 LT 0. SCHRL 19 148t an R0 B4R SR SRR AR 10 =2 18] A8 A DG B DI AT AR 475 AH
REEAEERERE 74 , ZBSFRHETUAR RIS, PRI AR SO 5 JRRIE 18] A TTAR.
FEXT BBEX=1{n,0,, 5, € RYFERFEARZN,Y=1{y,,y,,,y,| € R FRbpc=N, F=1{p,,
Pyyt ,Pf} eR FooN f YERRFAESS (8], X TAL AR p, € F Fibpic l;eL,p, ML A E R E LK.

R, ,= ; I(p;sL)-W(L). (9)

2.3 HiE#ER

HiE1 ET AP BEMEEEMNHIRCHHEEEREZE
( Weak Label Feature Selection Method Based on AP Clustering and Mutual Information, WFSAM )

HA . ZRCEHRSE X
iyt AR TR S
Step 1: 3647 AP B2 AEARI 3K kD C={c) ey, 00, 5
Step 2:For i=1:N+L-0%(20% .40% .60% )
REAIL= A ARl PR CEE 05
End For
Step 3 #& FRICREHE KAEARN 53R D, A D,. ARG5S 4% FRERRARICAEON /DN BN KHE T 5
Step 4: X T O A SRR HIFEA «, EIRA I (4) - (6) B B RFRIC(E
Step 5. K2 x, FIFRICHRB M BN, WK D, 2kEarh 2 HAREAR B BRERIC, BE D, 0% 35700, R E A58 4,
Step 6:For each l/. el
MR~ 8) T W) ;
End For
Step 7:For p, e F
R A (9) THERHEFIbR ICEE 1 AH M 5
End For
Step 8 AHICEEAE AT HET , it B IR RRAE 42 S.

IR ZIRCBIREA N A L APRICH f AL, R E kAR AR BEPLER R S 264 p A
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HABIARIC. WESAM B E Z2 B FEUTT AE PR 1 RIS E LR O(Nlog N) ;2658 2- 38 5 #b
%ﬁIEE’JHTIEUE%HV N O(kpL) ;23R 62098 8 FefiE FIbRICZ ARG EE T (R 52 2% B Sl O (NF) , B I AT
T WESAM Bk B BRI 4= O (N log N+Nf).

3 FEREIR SR

31 XEHESES

AR 6 L hnic B4 B4R A hitp ://mulan. sourceforge.net, W58 1 Fr7n. B4 3T k FeiL 4P
[ Z2FRri2 77 (multi-label k-nearest neighbors, MLKNN) 'V A R AR e 5 10 40 2 8% (AR KA 10, -1 S5
A1) AR BE (average precision, AP) HEF 42k (ranking loss, RL) 8 75 % ( coverage , CV ) Fll 1-451%
% (one ervor, OF) ME A AR . Tt AP 8K, 673 sk AR I 17 427, ELAROR A 1, 3t
fbFEHRE AR/, WU RS TE TR RE kA | " 3R, BLEARAE A 0.

F1 SRICHIEERER
Table 1 Multi-label datasets information

iR S FHAE Frid llEseS MR A3,
Arts 5 000 462 26 2 000 3 000 Text
Computers 5 000 681 33 2 000 3 000 Text
Entertainment 5 000 640 21 2 000 3 000 Text
Enron 1702 1 001 53 1123 579 Text
Recreation 5 000 606 22 2 000 3 000 Text
Science 5 000 743 40 2 000 3 000 Text

3.2 AEBREKILETSHRICHEEREENILXER
T W UE W 0 M, % T 4R 1 WESAM B vk 5 MFMLYY | PMUM™ | MDMR'"'  MDDMspe 2"
MDDMpmJ“” MLNB' HI MLFRS Bk HEA T A, 330 S8 e P L Sk o ) e (S B S0 SRt I
FEAEHEF BT 30% M RFAET-48 X USRS 45 00 F SCHR[ 7). % 2-38 5 SRR T 8 D ZARICHHIER

BAEHIAE 0% 20% 40%F1 60% HYER-E HE R TAE 6 DN ZARCBIRE RS2 . s oIk E R,
T2 0% HRKIFIET 4 MEIRHILIE & RXFEE

Table 2 Comparison results of four metrics under 0% missing labels

FEIR B MDDMspc MDDMproj MLNB PMU MDMR MLFRS MFML WEFSAM
Arts 0.507 2 0.494 3 0.499 1 0.494 4 0.498 4 0.518 3 0.530 5 0.534 4

Computers 0.634 5 0.628 4 0.639 1 0.627 6 0.626 3 0.636 3 0.636 0 0.642 2

Enron 0.633 5 0.617 9 0.624 2 0.634 4 0.637 2 0.565 4 0.637 4 0.627 2

AP( 1) Entertainment 0.554 5 0.556 8 0.557 5 0.555 4 0.554 1 0.499 6 0.570 1 0.592 8
Recreation 0.471 7 0.470 3 0.479 0 0.436 5 0.479 6 0.495 0 0.491 2 0.518 7

Science 0.454 7 0.443 0 0.461 3 0.441 6 0.449 7 0.483 2 0.470 9 0.500 6

Average 0.542 7 0.5351 0.543 4 0.531 7 0.540 9 0.533 0 0.556 0 0.569 3

Arts 0.152 1 0.155 5 0.154 2 0.152 7 0.149 8 0.146 6 0.145 8 0.144 9

Computers 0.091 6 0.093 4 0.091 0 0.094 1 0.094 9 0.092 9 0.090 3 0.089 6

Enron 0.096 9 0.097 6 0.093 7 0.094 2 0.093 6 0.108 0 0.093 7 0.099 6

RL( | ) Entertainment 0.124 9 0.126 9 0.125 4 0.123 9 0.124 7 0.149 1 0.120 2 0.117 4
Recreation 0.183 8 0.1859 0.187 9 0.195 5 0.1829 0.179 1 0.179 5 0.176 8

Science 0.138 8 0.141 7 0.136 4 0.139 4 0.138 3 0.129 2 0.1355 0.128 1

Average 0.131 4 0.133 5 0.131 4 0.133 3 0.130 7 0.134 2 0.127 5 0.126 1

Arts 5.474 0 5.5553 5.504 0 5.4917 5.401 7 5.3333 5.3217 53120

Computers 4.398 7 4.443 7 4.374 0 4.5013 4.5137 4.473 3 4.347 0 4.350 3

Enron 13.556 1 13.514 7 13.183 1 13.247 0 13.207 3 14.664 9 13.153 7 13.626 9

CV(}) Entertainment 3.342 7 3.393 7 3.354 0 3.3120 3.3273 3.827 0 3.224 7 3.180 7
Recreation 4.940 3 4.947 0 4.9953 5.136 7 4.905 7 4.818 7 4.827 7 4.810 0

Science 6.948 3 7.084 0 6.836 7 6.998 7 6.962 7 6.554 0 6.813 3 6.5350

Average 6.443 4 6.489 7 6.374 5 6.447 9 6.386 4 6.6119 6.281 4 6.302 5

Arts 0.634 0 0.648 7 0.643 3 0.653 7 0.645 7 0.615 7 0.598 3 0.581 7

Computers 0.440 3 0.449 0 04320 0.446 7 0.449 7 0.439 7 0.440 3 0.434 0

Enron 0.283 2 0.317 8 0.316 1 0.279 8 0.271 2 0.381 7 0.271 2 0.307 4

OE( | ) Entertainment 0.609 7 0.596 0 0.593 0 0.605 0 0.606 0 0.668 7 0.592 7 0.5450
Recreation 0.679 3 0.682 7 0.664 3 0.721 0 0.669 0 0.641 7 0.657 7 0.614 7

Science 0.682 3 0.694 3 0.671 3 0.701 0 0.689 7 0.641 3 0.658 7 0.611 3

Average 0.554 8 0.564 8 0.553 3 0.567 9 0.555 2 0.564 8 0.536 5 0.5157

— 111 —



P RS2 4R (A SRR R 55 45 45 3 151(2022 4F)

K3 20%ERKAFIET 4 MEIRMLIRERIT L

Table 3 Comparison results of four metrics under 20 % missing labels

b Bl 4 MDDMspe  MDDMproj MLNB PMU MDMR MLFRS MFML WFSAM
Arts 0.498 0 0.494 6 0.507 6 0.495 6 0.491 3 0.432 7 0.518 0 0.537 2

Computers 0.625 6 0.625 6 0.618 9 0.620 1 0.621 3 0.598 9 0.631 4 0.628 5

Enron 0.598 1 0.616 3 0.611 0 0.612 1 0.615 1 0.560 9 0.616 4 0.589 2

AP( 1) Entertainment  0.550 3 0.565 1 0.556 4 0.552 1 0.544 8 0.500 1 0.568 5 0.598 4
Recreation 0.449 2 0.459 9 0.462 1 0.442 7 0.4719 0.388 3 0.468 8 0.508 9

Science 0.449 5 0.439 7 0.4519 0.435 8 0.445 7 0.378 3 0.462 1 0.500 3

Average 0.528 5 0.533 5 0.534 7 0.526 4 0.531 7 0.476 5 0.544 2 0.560 4

Arts 0.151 5 0.154 3 0.151 1 0.152'5 0.1529 0.178 7 0.150 1 0.145 3

Computers 0.095 0 0.094 1 0.097 7 0.096 6 0.096 7 0.102 2 0.091 9 0.091 9

Enron 0.101 9 0.100 1 0.101 2 0.097 5 0.096 5 0.112 1 0.097 8 0.103 3

RL( ) Entertainment  0.129 0 0.124 1 0.129'5 0.125 2 0.127 8 0.150 4 0.123 4 0.115 7
Recreation 0.196 4 0.188 6 0.1929 0.198 3 0.187 9 0.215 4 0.187 5 0.178 6

Science 0.142 1 0.139 3 0.140 7 0.141 0 0.140 2 0.157 7 0.137 8 0.131 8

Average 0.136 0 0.133 4 0.135 5 0.135 2 0.133 7 0.152 8 0.131 4 0.127 7

Arts 5.448 3 5.5357 5.463 7 5.494 0 5.500 7 6.129 0 5.424 7 52923

Computers 4.550 7 4.526 8 4.653 0 4.630 7 4.608 7 4.8210 4.445 7 4.4023

Enron 13.944 7 13.844 6 13.930 9 13.578 6 13.4819 15.074 3 13.573 4 14.095 0

CV(l) FEntertainment  3.430 3 3.314 3 3.4530 3.3323 3.407 3 3.876 7 33127 3.1427
Recreation 5.194 7 5.024 0 5.100 3 5.202 7 5.019 3 5.603 7 5.014 3 4.830 0

Science 7.082 3 6.985 7 7.042 0 7.053 3 7.058 0 7.800 7 6.928 7 6.719 0

Average 6.608 5 6.538 5 6.607 2 6.548 6 6.512 7 7.217 6 6.449 9 6.413 6

Arts 0.653 7 0.653 7 0.632 7 0.649 7 0.655 0 0.753 0 0.621 0 0.583 7

Computers 0.448 7 0.449 3 0.457 7 0.450 7 0.452 0 0.480 7 0.445 3 0.454 0

Enron 0.3212 0.317 8 0.321 2 0.314 3 0.309 2 0.361 0 0.297 1 0.338 5

OE( | ) FEntertainment  0.604 3 0.587 0 0.591 7 0.614 7 0.613 0 0.671 3 0.586 0 0.538 7
Recreation 0.707 3 0.699 0 0.686 3 0.714 0 0.675 3 0.789 0 0.687 0 0.625 0

Science 0.688 3 0.700 7 0.677 3 0.712 3 0.695 3 0.783 3 0.669 3 0.610 3

Average 0.570 6 0.567 9 0.561 2 0.576 0 0.566 6 0.639 7 0.551 0 0.525 0

R4 WRERKIFIET 4 MEIRMLIER I L

Table 4 Comparison results of four metrics under 40 % missing labels

Bty Kl gk MDDMspec ~ MDDMproj MILNB PMU MDMR MLFRS MFML WFSAM
Arts 0.484 0 0.483 9 0.493 3 0.487 4 0.487 2 0.4318 0.501 6 0.512 4

Computers 0.627 4 0.615 2 0.629 6 0.625 7 0.625 0 0.59 8 0.627 4 0.623 5

Enron 0.609 8 0.596 4 0.599 0 0.6155 0.618 7 0.568 9 0.617 4 0.566 2

AP( 1) Entertainment  0.476 2 0.476 2 0.467 1 0.508 3 0.539 1 0.493 4 0.523 3 05928
Recreation 0.471 0 0.466 3 0.464 4 0.459 0 0.470 4 0.386 1 0.475 1 0.5113

Science 0.430 4 0.4353 0.450 2 0.421 9 0.433 4 0.393 6 0.460 3 0.486 5

Average 0.516 5 0.5122 0.517 3 0.519 6 0.529 0 0.478 4 0.534 2 0.548 8

Arts 0.156 3 0.157 1 0.154 1 0.156 3 0.155 8 0.178 1 0.1519 0.148 8

Computers 0.091 6 0.097 4 0.097 3 0.094 2 0.094 6 0.102 5 0.091 6 0.091 8

Enron 0.100 2 0.103 1 0.098 5 0.098 2 0.097 6 0.108 8 0.098 4 0.103 8

RL( }) Entertainment  0.1555 0.155 5 0.269 5 0.140 5 0.1319 0.150 1 0.133 3 0.118 7
Recreation 0.191 4 0.191 4 0.193 3 0.192 4 0.189 2 0.223 7 0.187 0 0.178 7

Science 0.146 7 0.145 9 0.139 7 0.144 9 0.143 6 0.156 1 0.139 9 0.135 1

Average 0.140 3 0.141 7 0.158 7 0.137 8 0.1355 0.153 2 0.133 7 0.129 5

Arts 55777 5.564 7 5.507 7 5.559 7 5.5517 6.087 3 5.459 7 5.388 0

Computers 4.450 7 4.666 3 4.6320 45317 4.539 3 4.859 3 44373 4.458 3

Enron 13.737 5 13.932 6 13.573 4 13.580 3 13.521 6 14.544 0 13.516 6 14.207 3

CV( ) Entertainment  4.0027 4.002 7 4.030 8 3.674 0 3.5120 3.876 0 3.546 0 32303
Recreation 5.089 3 5.091 3 5.146 7 5.1190 5.061 7 5.790 3 4.996 3 4.805 0

Science 73193 7.2823 7.057 3 72727 7.209 3 77827 7.068 0 6.864 7

Average 6.696 2 6.756 7 6.658 0 6.622 9 6.565 9 7.156 6 6.504 0 6.492 3

Arts 0.674 7 0.675 3 0.651 3 0.665 3 0.665 7 0.754 3 0.648 0 0.623 7

Computers 0.447 7 0.462 3 0.441 7 0.450 0 0.446 0 0.483 7 0.443 0 0.460 7

Enron 03143 0.354 3 0.352 3 0.3299 03195 0.371 3 0.316 1 0.383 4

OE( |) Entertainment  0.709 7 0.709 7 0.623 1 0.669 3 0.628 3 0.689 7 0.655 7 05423
Recreation 0.683 7 0.686 0 0.685 3 0.691 0 0.682 7 0.795 0 0.675 3 0.6190

Science 0.705 0 0.706 0 0.674 3 0.721 7 0.705 3 0.765 3 0.664 3 0.624 0

Average 0.589 2 0.598 9 0.571 3 0.587 9 0.574 6 0.643 2 0.567 1 0.542 2
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Table 5 Comparison results of four metrics under 60 % missing labels

e hr Bl 4 MDDMspe  MDDMproj MLNB PMU MDMR MLFRS MFML WFSAM
Arts 0.478 6 0.463 6 0.473 8 0.475 9 0.476 6 0.430 4 0.491 1 0.501 9

Computers 0.618 0 0.615 7 0.615 7 0.619 2 0.613 3 0.597 1 0.622 5 0.623 7

Enron 0.591 2 0.596 4 0.614 6 0.603 3 0.622 5 0.568 9 0.591 4 0.547 3

AP( 1) FEntertainment  0.563 7 0.549 9 0.556 3 0.546 0 0.543 5 0.462 1 0.541 8 0.585 0
Recreation 0.4323 0.443 4 0.459 2 0.419 2 0.457 1 0.374 9 0.447 5 0.497 9

Science 0.420 1 0.4159 0.442 2 0.416 9 0.435 8 0.393 0 0.443 3 0.466 5

Average 0.517 3 0.514 2 0.527 0 0.513 4 0.524 8 0.471 1 0.5229 0.537 1

Arts 0.160 7 0.164 4 0.158 0 0.160 2 0.160 3 0.177 1 0.156 4 0.151 1

Computers 0.101 3 0.099 4 0.100 2 0.100 4 0.101 0 0.106 2 0.098 2 0.092 7

Enron 0.101 9 0.102 1 0.099 4 0.097 7 0.097 2 0.108 8 0.098 6 0.109 1

RL( ) Entertainment  0.124 6 0.127 2 0.128 9 0.129 7 0.130 3 0.157 0 0.129 6 0.117 6
Recreation 0.198 0 0.196 3 0.193 1 0.198 7 0.191 3 0.221 6 0.195 8 0.180 1

Science 0.151 1 0.150 2 0.145 2 0.148 1 0.146 9 0.153 5 0.143 1 0.139 8

Average 0.139 6 0.139 9 0.137 5 0.139 1 0.137 8 0.154 0 0.137 0 0.131 7

Arts 57113 5.8117 5.643 0 5.706 7 5.700 0 6.111 3 5.637 0 5.465 0

Computers 47827 4.778 0 4.8127 4.768 0 4.799 7 4.988 7 4.738 0 45393

Enron 13.827 3 13.965 5 13.649 4 13.490 5 13.459 4 14.544 0 13.521 6 14.702 9

CV(l) FEntertainment  3.3213 3.369 0 3.434 0 3.4353 3.444 0 4.021 0 3.436 7 32123
Recreation 5.214 0 5.226 7 5.097 3 5.205 7 5.083 3 57223 5.2317 4.828 7

Science 7.504 7 7.4377 7.289 0 7.408 0 7.367 0 7.664 0 7.1923 7.111 0

Average 6.726 9 6.764 8 6.654 2 6.669 0 6.642 2 7.175 2 6.626 2 6.643 2

Arts 0.664 7 0.694 0 0.685 0 0.677 3 0.674 3 0.758 0 0.654 7 0.627 7

Computers 0.459 3 0.459 7 0.454 7 0.454 0 0.466 0 0.478 7 0.452 0 0.459 3

Enron 0.361 0 0.350 6 0.335 1 0.340 2 0.309 2 0.371 3 0.354 1 0.473 2

OE( | ) FEntertainment  0.593 7 0.611 3 0.604 3 0.620 0 0.622 3 0.704 7 0.628 3 0.552 7
Recreation 0.740 7 0.715 0 0.694 0 0.750 3 0.696 3 0.806 3 0.705 7 0.641 3

Science 0.717 3 0.719 0 0.682 7 0.716 7 0.695 0 0.766 7 0.698 0 0.650 7

Average 0.589 5 0.591 6 0.576 0 0.593 1 0.577 2 0.647 6 0.582 1 0.567 5

T 2 M ATl (1) 76 AP F55%F 45 i, WFSAM 1E Enron $#i4E E{XU kT MDDMproj ,MLNB #i
MLFRS, b HA 4 A~ 2:1K 0.006 3 ~0.010 2, {H WFSAM [{)F ¥ . (2) 78 RL $8 45 % L 25 31 v
WFSAM 7£ Enron 34 FAUOLTF MLFRS ,{H 5432500 H) MDMR {22 0.006, H WFSAM 74y 5 A4k
RIRAL. (3)7E CV $5h5% b4 HFerf  WFSAM 7E Computers . Enron $0HE4E - MEML 43 Mg AH2Z 0.003 3
0.473 2 {H & WFSAM 7EHAY 4 MEHESE R, (4)1E OF $5F5%S 4 Hd  WFSAM 7E Computers £735
£ |5 MLNB {¥2% 0.002; 7E Enron 4 [, WFSAM 5 MDMR \MFML 422 0.036 2; 76 HA4y 4 N4
WEFSAM RILFAR. AL, ZEARIC B LA 0%, WFSAM B i A T HoAth 7 Ak,

P23 AHTAI . (1) 78 AP F8F5 4T HL 45 5 rf, WFSAM 78 Computers 30HE 4 F ALK T MFML; 7 Enron
BAEAE b WFSAM (UL T MLFRS , B 22 T HAr 6 R L. (HIE WFSAM I F-4{E AR, (2) 78 RL X LLZ5 R
H WFSAM 7E Enron (484 P T MLFRS, HAEH A 5 MG - WFSAM RIERAL, R WESAM 1Y
SERMEWBEAL. (3)7E CV F5FrX%T EL45 R, WESAM 7E Enron £045 4 A4 T MLFRS, 5 HA4y 6 LA
72 0.150 3~0.613 1;7F H4y 5 DNEUESE | WFSAM R AL, (4) 7€ OF $845 X} b 45 Jvf ) WFSAM 7E
Computers . Enron (45 4E -5 MFML A HAXA 22 0.008 7.0.041 45 76 Hi4x 4 DNEIEEE - WFSAM & 3 &
PE. [FIE; WFSAM B-F- 3R, SR UL, ZEPRICE L3R 209% 8], WFSAM 4325 Pk BE A AR,

P 4 el . (1) 7€ AP $84R X Lt 45 5, WFSAM 7E Computers 2045 4 AL T MDDMproj Fll
MLFRS ; 7£ Enron 304545 I+, WFSAM W& 22 T HiAlh 7 Fh 57k, 5 5L MDMR {UAHZE 0.052 5; 7 AR 4 4>
B - WESAM PEREfAL. (2) 7E RL Al CV F84R%F ELg5 5 b, WESAM 7 Computers $0454E 1Y RL 2553
5 MDDMspe Il MFML /XA 22 0.000 2, CV 455 5 MFML /XA 2% 0.021 0; 7F Enron 30354 [+, WFSAM £ RL
I CV 45 FAUL T MLFRS ; 75 HAY 4 NSRS | WFSAM £ IURAL. [Fi WFSAM A9t i, (3) 7
OFE f8FRX} L 45 3 1, WFSAM 7€ Computers , Enron 54 % I 5 fx L 5.1 MLNB  MDDMspe 43 il { AH 2%
0.019 0,0.069 1;7EHAr 4 MEHEHE I WESAM KIAL. R WESAM P35t fe fit. Ak UL, 7245
OB HER N 409% B, WESAM 432858 SR e
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XFE 5 APMEAl AL (1) WFSAM £ Enron (8545 1) AP RL Al CV Z5 0% K T MDMR , {H7E H A4 5 4
BRE L BAS BAR IR, (2) 7 OF f84nXT L45 5, WFSAM 7E Computers $(#54E I 5 MFML X
AH22 0.007 3; 7 Enron 25 4E I, 5 MDMR {XAH 22 0.164 0; 76 H AT 4 DR I WFSAM 43 258 MEfig i
FE. [AlAE WFSAM BOSF- (AR, AR ZEFRIC B LN 60%FF , WFSAM A T H Al Xt e 53332

L5 LA R 238 5 MOSS R, BB AR IC B LR AGHE I, BT B8 A 2SS R A ok ik 2% | i i
ISR 43 28R I A TARiC S8 B A 2R X 78 A U W AR iE B ROR A 35 T 59 AR IC 4 fF e 5.
3.3 FitHR

A 3CAd FH Friedman F1 Bonferroni-Dunn 1322 S 2047 B SE 45 R 1988112 X HEAR N .

, 12r . 2_s(s+1)2
XF_S(s+1) (;R" 4 j ’ (10)
(T-1)X;
F—m, (11)

P T FRRA RV R T SRR B, s FoR Tk AR R, 3R K — TR Ae A B 46 L -

BIHER. I AR P T LR R A
B [s(s+1)

K g, MR A IR A S E A, o & Bonferroni-Dunn 34 ) 5%

%6 'R THEARFMAR LK R TR RN F, # 6 Friedman MUKK F, fE(s=8 B T=24)
{E' Hﬂ%‘z 6 ﬁj\jtﬁﬂ‘ggn , %’i a=0.1 E]j‘ , Friedman *ﬁ%‘l{‘gﬁ{&'&ﬁ Table 6 F of the Friedman test(s=8 and 7'=24)
. A, 0T LUFIA Bonferroni-Dunn JRAHE—25 Ui 8 Fhdy.  SUEILE 0% 20% 40% 60%
VARG AT ORI TS 2 R A g 7,y e 12420 142083 B6M9 141G I
T B R WFSAM 5 HA A Sk AR PERE, I 1 BT 8 AL ZE AN [FIbRiC B R N Y €D {H,
HAP AN A YRGS ) b A E M T 2200, BRI, ZEMHE RS A Sk B4 7 e 1 R
PTG S LR R A D R 25 S SR R 2 R WA 1 (a) BTN, WFSAM 5 MDDMspe
MLNB 5 MDDMproj Z WA FIZAHZE , 2 W R0 F0L Z (0] 0 35 22 5. AR 1 al 45 (1) ARic Bk Ly
0%F1 60%HF , WFSAM WS L T AR 5 (2) ARic ik Lol 20% F1 40% KT, WFSAM BEAIX T MFML, {H 53
RAPAALG LBATIRIIE. 28 FRTR  FERFIFRICER LT, WFSAM 5 MEML RCRAREHIR], BAL T A
6 Fl LA L. HRYE Bonferroni-Dunn ik, 24 a=0.1,¢,=2.45 i} ,CD=1.732, Hitp s=8 ,T=24.

CD CD
1 2 34 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
[l | | |
WFSAM JJ ' MDDMproj MFML . ‘MLFRS
MFML —— PMU WESAM — MDDMspc
MLNB MDDMspc MDDMproj PMU
MLFRS MDMR MDMR MLNB
(a) 0% missing labels (b) 20% missing labels
CD CD
T2 3 4 5 6 7 8 2 3 4 5 ¢ 7 %
[ | |
MFML JJ ' MLFRS WESAM ! I MLFRS
WFSAM —— MDDMproj MFML MDDMproj
MDMR MDDMspc MLNB MDDMspc
MLNB PMU MDMR PMU
(c) 40% missing labels (d) 60% missing labels

B 1 WFSAM 5 H1ih [k %5 ;% 19 Bonferroni-Dunn #&3&
Fig.1 The Bonferroni-Dunn test of WFSAM against the other compared algorithms

4 i

ARSCHE N —FP T AP RIS EAR B PRIC R R 7 vk, i e AP RS IRl I 45 &4
PRI fE BARE AU , X B ARiC #EA T AN A AR IC A7 Fesek 545 R S R e AR IC R ARG | i
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THEPMCRFIERE B i, R IR T4 1 6 D2 Anic Bl b, 55 7 MEEXT T, SCIess R woR , B
SRR IC BB AT LA B A B 5 R S5 B AR SO SR 5 AR FIAR IC AR AR G MR £ AR AE 15
20 T RIS AHOBOC R, I, FEAR AR BB TE TAR 0 R AL 2R i SR B 4R | % 2255 JE AR IC A
KA A LI s g 1 DAL S I i — 2D P 2 hRiC 2 0 58 M B ) )AL
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