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Abstract: This paper proposes a nonlinear classification algorithm S3C (supervised spectral space classifier),
short for supervised spectral space classifier. S°C integrates the discriminative information into the construction of
the low-dimensional supervised spectral space. The input training data is mapped into the supervised spectral space,
followed by the optimization of the partitioning hyperplane with maximum margin. The test data is also transformed
into the same feature space via an intermediate “bridge” between the original feature space and the target feature
space. The classification result of S°C is obtained by applying the optimal partitioning hyperplane to the
transformed test data, directly. S°C enables researchers to examine the transformed data in the supervised spectral
space, which is beneficial to both algorithm evaluation and parameter selection. Moreover, the study presents a
supervised spectral space transformation algorithm (S°T) on the basis of S°C. ST (supervised spectral space
transformation) estimates the class indicating matrix by projecting the data from the supervised spectral space to the
class indicating space. S°T can directly deal with multi-class classification problems, and it is more robust on the
data sets containing noise. Experimental results on both synthetic and real-world data sets demonstrate the
superiority of S°C and S®T algorithms compared with other state-of-the-art classification algorithms.

Key words:  classification; spectral method; dimension reduction; manifold mapping; supervised spectral space
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Fag 28 f ot D00 2 R S T 4o Tl S AR e AT 0 2B L SEOR T e WS B g T A M R s I P AR
BB o LR E S X TR R RG], 90 KO8 2 TR F AR 25 18], f 3208 e Zs (R . i T I o £ 55 32
A7 FH A5 WS B0 R 2 TR IR AT 2 IR A8 4, BRI S T g B0 MR B xpe o I £ R0 R H AR W) 0 vh 25
G FRATTLE M R0 94 2 T ARG T — AN e V8 B v B ARUF AP AE — N AN v B v LS SR — AN A 9 2]
N RIS 7 S IS 7 S 4 T o R g0 {E v PR 2 1) R 2Rk m LR 8 20 S AR TR ok R i i ek
CRI ¥ X & B s 3] g rh 5

Fig.1 Illustration of the mapping from the original space to the supervised spectral space
1 s i 2 e e = ) S s R

EX 7. WREE X 55 IRt X6 7B S AR 18] v P9 (0 — AL ARBLBE AR Dy

W, <D, D (33)
FEH LW = (W) oy W, FRIGE U 22 S (14) A1)
D, =diagW, 1,) (34)
D, =diag(L; ,W,, ) (35)
X (M B VHIBRETS). & SN ] v B3 A ) v fOH ¢l
£, 0 DA, (36)

Jerp Dy e WL 24 2(30).
EX 9. AERBIE zest HW GBI 25 75 H AR5 18] 92 A (R AHALRE KR RS Ay
w, z Z.AZ7 (37)
b, A=diag(n, A, ., Ap), Ai S 23 3R (23) H Wi (1955 T AN Je K TR S HEARL
TEX 109 2 v BIBRES ). 5T SCH b2 0] 9 B IL U8 2% 1) v (1 B ok
7., ()= DYAW, (38)
Jerp Dy 58 LA 5K(30).
e S 7~5E 3010 Af A BRATRE B L b e de e v g Ok e A B R EOHE DG T VI 2R B0 1 SR A b T,
Kb, e M AE N ERERZ S ARG Zred 15 v EIIGZ —BUm.
IR 3. PIREH 70 B s ) Y PR A W O Z, =W, Zo AT
YN Zg = DY AR RS Fg =1, BB 1 FEORE I AT Jan, IR o 6 20 P9 (K SR EE WU 1 1% 2 g 65
Il Xrem Bl Ze H 7E N T OB 2 R 2 e 1 B Az A, B
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Z; =argmin|| ¢, (X7) -7, (2) I
z
— argmln ” D\;l/ZDr—l/MIXT Dc—1/2 _ D\:;IZZSAZT ”2
z

— (D;UZW;T D;l/Z)ZS (Z;I'DVZS)JrAfl

39
= (D;"Wy, D;'*)Z (R D;'*D, Dy *Fs) " A >
= (D" D) Zg (FIFy) A
=W,z
T GRS I 0 SR AT Zg AH ] 1 S VS B Z B TG AT U1 R AT ) — P A B
Z, =D;"?z, (40)
o,
D, =diag(diag(Z,Z])) (41)
B S FRATT IR T o B 2 R A A e O VR TR Zy R AT 4 SR O

2 45t T 50 SPC MR Lk 58 1 2B~ 55 3 20 TR O T VI 2R B 1 AL A ARADLRE SR 5 4 55

55 5 DRI R B e b 0 M S (R R 5 6 Do AR Ak e PN R B AT L ER I B, T D SR8
THRER A JUART T B8 £ B D10 23 B~ 1T, 55 9 AP~ 10 2 K X e il Sy 30t A i = ), 55 12 20 0 WS i 1
DN BEAT P BRI BERE, 55 13 20 5 14 SDAERT AR 7 20 51 8 AU MR A 23 S o P HEAT 7
IRt o 16 LR [AIIE Hodis 7 2K 45 R

ALGORITHM. S*C(s,%,.X5).

Input: I R BE 4 e, VIR B0 An 2 2 9, MR B 4 s

Output: Ml H ks br 28 48 5.

1 Compute W, withw, (x,x;)=exp(~]|x —x|F /(c0})) o o defined in Eq.(15)
W, < Y,YJ , where Ys(i,j)=d{yi,C;), Vyie %,Cje C
Ws < aW, *(1*0‘)st
Solve Dg'W,D;"? = v, where 4 =4, >..> 4,, Ds=diag(Wslm)
Fs[V1,V2,...,Vp], A<=diag(4s,42,...,4p)
Z, « diag(diag(F,F]))™*F,

o O~ wWN

8 b ey - vier(zz)), i satisfies & € (0,C)

9  Compute W, withw, (%, X;) =exp(- | % — X; IP [(0:0;)), VX € X7,X; € Xs, O G} defined in Eq.(15)
10 W, «D/YW, D;*? whese D, =diagW,. 1,), D, =diag(1;_,W,. )

1 Z, W) Z A

12 Z, < diag(diag(Z,Z7))"?Z,

13y, esgn(zzly,a,*(zfzj)er*), Vje{m+1m+2,..,n}

14 Be{Yme1.Yme2,eoon¥n}
15  return %

Fig.2 Description of the supervised spectral space classifier
[ R = R WL TR R THE BN
3 MEREERIETE S LS
S’C VAR AL I 2 43 2 1) LN 5 B 20 AN HE P TR HEAT B S A R BB 48 (0 0 S 45 R ik, B4
TP e g M e 2 ) A M 2 4y i SPTLST RTS8 ) AR R stk — B0 T vk, o SR A A
B Al 2 i) 30 A 30 415 75 2% T 10 2 Y 3 00 R e g M o 22 T oAy £ I 5 R 00 Sk B A0 (Zs, Zg) 0 — 20 2 P AR 4 5
F 52 (¥ 28 0 s 2% 0] o 25 AT 3RS 56T ISR B0 1 288 0 F o BB 70 S il L A7 2 50 TSP T AS{H AT LA
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TN YT 2 93 1) il i G 75 A AT 2 45 SRS, i EL 3 ek 2 ) AR U S T AR I R B 4R 11, DY e 3
FH T 0T BEAFAE SRR 5 B 1R 10 23 S 1) i, 1 e S0 5.

ST AEARTA T 5 S3C AR [ 11 B8 2 2 Ty WIS 1 Bt 2 S0 4 TR Y s AR — AN s 3 )l ok
BN Zs 21 Yo HIL M RE i K RAE ZsR 55 Yo S AT fiE M {7 — 25, H

mF!n “ ZsR _Ys ” (42)
S R AT L WA A ) 02K S 7 2 1 0 A A B 3o SR At 24 3 (42), BT T 7
R=(Z5Z5) Z5Ys 43)
SEINF 4 S ) 4 R ) ) SR i 2 4 DR e A i, 4 T R 4
FT = ZTR = ZT (Z;ZS )+Z;—YS (44)

TR IR SR B AR 5 Y B (00 T 2 0 o 22 ) o= () oy P00 PR S 19K B9
TR JUAT IR £ 0RO A x O AR 1 e R SOT R A ST x e X I

y, =argmax f; (45)
i

3R T SPT SLILAE UCH B4t 1 v () parkinsons 4 88 LT EAT (1) 7 1) WSt LA K A8 40 J () AGE 2 1)
VYT AMCER 2 2S U SETRTE ] 3 () VIR 80 e SPC s 39 A it 2 ) ol g — AN B2 b b R I 8
F 18y 2 1) WSS o AT L N T B £ 0 0 A SR AN 0 288 S ) 1 R 8 A it 24 1) o A i S A5 A LI
SPT SR — A0t et 2 i o (1 1 20 800 A0 R B AR e B 5 Y AT ] 0 288 5 7% 24 ) 2 (A P 3 (b))
3(C) 7 ). Hh - I 0 s 1) 3 [ W S o St S A L DI 2 0l - T 0 AR ADLE O 38 11, DAL ok K 2 5k el 8 2
1 e e S 28] 5 G SRS R 1) 10 N il B T g — /N 7 ) e 4 il T S AR A B 1 e R i kA
A2 U6 #22 T) HR O 4530 R SR S R B A TR (W B 3(c) s ) M AT 2 2 (45) T 4 H 1R S0 T 24
ST FESTFR R ) i T — 4 b F 5 st ELIURE A ok 45° 110 43 S e st (B 3(d) o), o A B 45 1 1

HERIR) 73 HE AL
0.5 1.0 —
\ 0.8
0.0
0.6
-0.5 04
0.2
~1.0 -~ 0.0 ‘
-02 0 02 04 06 08 1 12 0 02 04 06 08 1
() M e i v 0y VI R M Al (b) FEE 72 8] v I SR A
1.0} mam 1.0 ———
0.8 0.8
0.6 0.6
0.4 0.4
0.2 0.2
0.0 0.0 \
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
() F5IH 7% ) o g Ik A Al (d) S°T My siE i

Fig.3 Space transformation and classification result of S*T on parkinsons data set
3 S®T Xt parkinsons %4 42 1) 25 i) A48 e 1 73 2
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S*C(S*T) N[l F- SVM 4 K 2 J5 30 AS vl U W0 14 7 4 ST 53 A4 RS E 24 D) D 2 0 3o o4 A N 5000 W S 91 4
f16 0 ol 22 1) (SR i 7 2 0)) A AT 9 P A Rt W0 5 8 AR A i (AR RS AR S T L RS PR i 0 AR A B
FE RS AL 22 ) T BT AL 8 23 S g ST, DR 0 S R 1 BRATTRE SR I PP A AR 25 By e 4%

o]

4 £ W

FEAT H BAVA TP T S°C R ST W R S 10 43 25k g R 1L 55 C4.5 P el ik L S5 i B ML SV,
W2 3] 428 KLPP+Linear SVM. M & B4k 73 255778 LDA L HAZALER A KDA 34T T Wi 1 4, AR
T RBF-SVM,S*C FIl ST 76 A T ¥cdla 4 b (143 2 e 5% 18 A4 2 B 32 R AR 5 AT 7 8 AN UCH B S Heis
EFD 1 MNETBHT RN A B HL T C4.5,linear SVM,RBF-SVM,KLPP+Linear SVM,LDA, KDA,SC L\ X
ST RV 4 A R I Ja BRI 1HE T S°C A1 ST (AN T2 2 50— A2 50 k AR [N 1 ot JL 42
PEBE 5 0.

41 ANIHEE

4 7R T RBF-SVM,S3C #l ST ixX 3 Fd vk 7r Spiral A LA 4E 1 f#)43  vh S . B rp S0 1495 o
WIZREE, 25 0 B 755 2/ AR B8, 52 6l R = 3 43 3l 8 /s PRI AR [ 26 00 B B4l 36 1 45 T RBF-SVM,S°C il
ST 1 Spiral ¥udi 4z L (40 FE MRS B2 R

8
6/‘\."'" :
A e
2| &
0 s
)
-4
-6
-8
-8 -4 0 4 8 -8 -4 0 4 8 -8 -4 0 4 8
(2) JBRIHEIRAE (b) SVM [ e 553 5 (c) S°C HyuksfEiL 7t (d) S°T ksl ot

Fig.4 Decision boundaries of SVM,SC and S°T on Spiral data set
K 4 SVM,S’C A1 SPT 7 Spiral %448 b1t pedfe il A

Table 1 Comparison of the test error ratios of RBF-SVM, S°C and ST on Spiral data set
%1 RBF-SVM,S%C 1 S°T 7 Spiral $ffi 4 I (70 8 H e R L #%
LIELE S RBF-SVM s*C ST
Spiral 6.00 5.00 5.33
M 47T LU L RBF-SVM {5 11 1 FH — 4% A1 4 1) 1 4 — 838 AN 53 — 2550808 43 JT (1 B 4(b) i), fi S°C
ST 114324 v 55 T U408 FH — 4% TR I b 28 9 2R 5006 0 TR B 4(c)~ 11 4(d) T ), IX 2 i 3 R e P AR
I Py e 555 4 i) I s ok 1) LA M) B ok 6 RBF-SVML,S®C A S3T st 1] v S sk 404 169 2 24 5 SR A Ay AR (H 552 s
b I R AR AT R AN R B S Y4 7E RBF-SVM JIT il (1 11 45 th 28 2 40, I8 4 SC AT SPT o i% et o5 0 43 24 45 1
M5 SVM AR AN )42 JRNATTIE i 42 52 1R 20 &0 5008 24 700 AR AR I 4B 2, A1 80 A B el ol 4k T R S8 N R 8 —
AT ) AR08 00 5 Kl 23 Sy A [ B89 28 030 T L — R A i, T T e SR 3 A, B P45 1 e S 300 57 B A T 0 (R A 12k
DAk, S3C A1 SPT 7 Spiral %t 45 L BT (0 T ik v S A 22 e RBF-SVM BT (1 B 4 2 v SR 7 5 o 45 2.
42 EXHEE
N T HE— %52 SBC M SPT BLVAMI A Ak B, RATERE T 8 A UCH FUSER 45 (10 4® 4 A 4 2K BN 4
AL E) 1 ANMIE TS5 B0 R B0 L T LR C4.5 M ST, Linear SVM. RBF-SVM. KLPP+
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Linear SVM. LDA. KDA. S3C LA J% S®T Sy 7E XK S8 Fo i 4 1 20 Gl e
KRIEMIRIG 2 5k LPP AL IRA, AT LS Linear SVM 4) JS 88 Ml 45 45 1E A
R S W 3 s ) SR REAT HL AR,

PSSy T, BA TR T Fast C4.5%34% 2y C4.5 5192 (1 52 BL, LibSVMPZ4E g £k 1 SVM Hl RBF-SVM [
SEIE,LDAKDA Jz KLPP 3K Cai 25 A\ [¥) S Bl (http://www.zjucadcg.cn/dengcai/Data/data.html), 3 H Matlab SZ3{
T 3RAM SPC M SPT Sk AR SRR U7 I, 4k PE SVM 3% C. RBF-SVM 13 %1()=1/26%,C). KDA 1%y
M KLPP+Linear SVM {1 2 51 (/=112 0%, C) ¥ AE {275,273 2711 . 213 25390 [l A AT 1t Ak, S°C 1 f KAk ) B 2% C
BV C=2,8%C M SBT AU K T 4% B E 4 @=0.9.8%C Ml S°T ML I AR S 40 k 75(0,10) ¥ il A LL 0.1
(RS P HEAT R A SO T 10 2 50k B0 10 728 SCHIF K 5 L0, BRI 2 B LY 23 2 10 43, 3L
AT 9 T XA FSHEAT 4 B B R 10 T3 838 PERR AT VPO 55 0] 10 728 B iF 43 2
BT T X 5, AT B v P 354 R R B AR I — L S B S A 5 1 S B LA T B 4410 03 52 56
421 UCI ¥R

R 24T 84 UCH MR BRI FEAF B, 3 3 WYL & T C4.5,Linear SVM,RBF-SVM,KLPP+Lin SVM,
LDA KDA,S®C Fil S°T ix 8 Ffi 57 iAE UCH MR KI5 1 10 10 3758 SB6 I~ 14 43 Al 5 4 B JLobofe 72

Table 2 Summary of test data sets
F2 MR A
s BORAEC B KRIK

L KLPP i JLAE R 52
W22 2 43 KA,

Parkinsons 195 22 2
Sonar 208 60 2
Glass 214 9 7

lonosphere 351 34 2
Breast 683 9 2
Vowel 990 10 11

Wine-Red 1599 11 11
Uspst 2 007 256 10

Table 3 Comparison of the averaged test error ratios of the 8 classification algorithms on the UCI data sets

R 3 8PP HEIEAE UCH Bl 4 L1170 FA 1R A LU AL

Hids e C4.5 Linear SVM RBF-SVM KLPP+Linear SVM
Parkinsons 16.6+7.83 15.39+5.51 11.71+4.61 17.4243.51
Sonar 26.1+£7.95 23.1449.71 11.57+6.54 24.00+6.24
Glass 31.6+9.31 36.90+7.38 25.28+10.69 47.64+6.59
lonosphere 10.2+5.48 13.9746.25 4.83£3.00 35.03+3.68
Breast 4.8+2.15 3.66+1.86 2.78+1.62 3.81+£1.72
Vowel 21.4+3.53 23.03+3.62 0.40£0.52 45.76+5.81
Wine-Red 37.6£3.65 41.59+4.42 38.52+2.17 51.09+4.15
Uspst 19.2+2.01 19.57+1.97 5.58+1.32 10.71+2.32
B gk LDA KDA s’c ST
Parkinsons 16.87+8.94 15.3945.45 10.76£2.91 10.2946.45
Sonar 25.5549.24 13.45+7.43 10.1045.28 9.7418.52
Glass 52.75+11.53 47.19+9.36 20.414+9.69 21.00+7.58
lonosphere 23.99+14.78 5.42+2.85 2.86+2.33 2.86+3.81
Breast 3.96+2.61 7.46£2.95 2.2042.00 2.20+1.73
Vowel 39.9+4.5 0.20£0.64 0.51+1.28 0.30+0.49
Wine-Red 64.29+8.98 39.90+3.49 35.58+3.81 35.27+3.67
Uspst 13.56+2.1 18.69+1.22 5.384+1.32 5.3820.66

FE% 3 7, S3C Rl SPT S (K P-4 40 KA 1 R 7E 8 MRS 4 IR T C4.5 ese WAk, & SVM.
RBF-SVM. & B4 5y JS 570 LDA FIJi K 2% > 4y 25 4% KLPP+Linear SVM,Jt HL7E 7 MU 4E LK T KDA.
LDA Fil KLPP+Linear SVM )45 28 It g A& e AN e 1), B AN 7R A B4 A8 BRI R4 (R[] I SFE 3L A — Lo i
L ZEE B AT H R A LDA S M /r 8500, T B LDA 3T 10 75 307 20 A (B 80 I E A B2 4l il Bl o i AL,
R LB DUAETE D 22 ) 34 HR I 20 240 )5 8 R IR KLPP o2 TG M 7B ) AR A B0, e W e 2 &5 R
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B R TG S 10 43 JE B 50 4 2 To ik T 1K) A0 AR AT ORAE.C4.5 1143 8T REME A T- LDA Fl KLPP+Linear
SVM, B NS E — 48 KDA TR T AL BOR A B e S5 281 vy 2 651 2 ) e AR e PR MRS ek A7 — 5 (R 99, 3 2K
BT LDAMIELZ N ,S3C Al ST (40 85 R 8 Fh vk rh AR 9, 3L b, S3C 192 2R R i T A 3k
73 AR Linear SVM,IX Ui S3C HEAT A WA o il 24 i) 28 A ) e 3k 40 2 2% 10 40 SR HF R 6 53 — D I,
S®C 4 AR R W AE LR ZHUEIE4E EAK T RBF-SVM,IX i3t B R4S SBC i N B8 e S 005 o4 1 s B =i
2 ) AR IS B L RBF-SVM K HCHts W S 31 TG PR AL AR AiF 25 18] v B8 4 1) B8 43 29 280 78 2 B gUske ik Uy i, 34T
RIL RBF-SVM X & (25 y=1/20° Fil C #-{E% Us, KDA il KLPP+Linear SVM th i 1 2 8 4% UK, 1M
S3C HH T A T WS T N T B A L, B A I AN (7 2K 3 AR U 2 0 M X 2 i v 9 A b B T R
DR LA 2880 C S bR AR 3R K A 1 Xt J BRATT— FF AR s 72 S 50 B B bl S°C S ¥ C e b
BRANE O SRR R AN, B3R IS () SPT STIAE K 2 HO8ds 4 10 20 28 R 0 i AR T304t 7 AR AL dE S°C
1EN
422 WEFSH R

Xt F R EE S, A SCIR T S’C R SBT SEVALEAN4E TS B Ui (pen-based recognition of handwritten
digits) i) 8 I F) 4> 25 P g Pendigit % 4l 4 (http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Pen-Based+Recognition+of+
Handwritten+Digits) & i W 4R 44 AN ATEXT R D BUR P & AS 250 MU Frak e, e S 3L 10 992
AN 16 SRR JE AT 1 AN 500 JE P (B 0~9). 54 2 42 A 38 K Bl 305 ) 4 e N 0 e A il et e v,
PGB 7 494 MREA 2 44 A AP 17 30 NS BECA FEAS TR 50 WAL 54 3 498 ANFEA, 2 U5 4h 14
NS B REA X PRI 0 R T 1T 73 R8BS T 5 38 1 70 S e

# 4% T C4.5,Linear SVM,RBF-SVM,KLPP+Linear SVM,LDA,KDA,S3C #i1 S°T 7£ pendigits 34 4 -1
S RER R LLER, I KDA H1 KLPP+Linear SVM 7EiZA7 I tH I A f- AN R 5, TGV AF Bl 48 45 SN R b 5
ST AT HAb S5 AE pendigits 504 48 F 2 T HA TR (1) 43 S0 15 S5 R0 14 43 2Kk g

Table 4 Comparison of the test error ratios of the 8 classification algorithms on pendigits data set
R4 8oy KEAE pendigits FI A 14> B AR R L

C4.5 Linear SVM RBF-SVM KLPP+Lin-SVM LDA KDA s°C ST
7.78 4.66 1.8 — 18.50 — 2.77 0.09

43 SHETe
S°C R S°T ik v S AN 7 B2 1) 25 50, 4 99 A T A0 2 55 KRB DX e S 1T BRATD 3 31 03 1 > 2 Mox) S°T
I3 FMEREI R REAT 198
431 EASH K
Bl 5 3T 8 A UCH Hdi e BOC TIAR S 4 K 143 M4 15 36 it 28 (0=0.9), Bl v 1) [ P A i T 5 A4
P4 L e L9 KCRE FE Ry O.1) B X G R 43 R R 38, = A FE AR AE T Se L35 k BTt I ) 43 A i 2
FE P 5 Hh AR T3 4880 K 43 P 2 5, B TR Y 0 3R 4 K AT A 43 T P b 2 A ST
M or RER RGBT 2%~T% M) it AR I 2, K2 A k BN T 8L T 1A (14). 2 (15)7]
J1, 24 k<L I AU R 5 A s 2 1) PR 4 AR A BLBEmE 2 A2 15 ARAR. DX Bt £ B ATTRE A AR L BE A W, A
M AL H B W, AT A A 2 J5 A B AL A AR BLBERE I Wis 3 2 Al — A AT ABLHRxT A7 B AN AR 5
X IEFE [ W BEAT A — 4 5 AR A 2 e, 97 4 380 1) BB 5 N R 503 o A o 2 2 I B0 1 A 70 2 3, 0 SR p 259
B TR AT gt 25 TR AR A 110 Mo o o ) v g WSt 8 p ANl s N BRAT TR RS H DU PR A &5 i
(1) 54500 4 5L R, 4 B 200 11 B 12 L mT 6 b o Rl SR A6 B0 VB AF IO TR G5 A T 4 2R
I 1 0] 2 L T B b 5 Ji N B S R B 2 T 1 96 R TR, R AR I P I o A B 11 A B 0k
H I — P T A 7 38 A (R AN R B (HE AN — 5 S0 4 P A R AR R RN SBT SRR
S A R A S P B 3 1) B s 4 A A 40 288 T R T B, 43 S 4 AT Ak
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(2) k<L AL ARADURE B Wi 2 22 bl 2R AHABLSE AR B W, 9T 0 5, 326 0 P K 22 K i e I e 11
k<1 ZHfE i W BHE RO T4 3T Sy o0 e bk b le 45 532 1 0 . e o, BEUAR A K 2 e 4
Lk BRI S HAE AN TAET 100245 k SR /ME k=0.1 I, Bl 2 2 BUR m i 70 RAET R A X ] g2 A
2 K BRI, ST 6T 7 VS5 20 R E 5 U SR8 2 1 AR w2 AR AR
AN, TG A WU B AT 2 i 8 2 A I e S SR 0 £ R TSR R T SPT (4

55« 40 - 60 -
= 50 - 35 ﬁ_-*"f __ 55
S 45 g 10 o & 50
2 40 o = S 45
° 3 g % Tl € 4w
g 30 S 20 sy S 35 P e
o 25 £ 15 & = -
k7 @ 4 = 30t anind®
8 20 = LY B F
[ 15 .n..‘.,_,.\_‘__,_—"'—""‘““—'" _— ﬁ 10 & g 25 LA
10-= 5 20 ¢
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
k k k
(a) Parkinson (b) Sonar (c) Glass
40 35 - 80 .
__ 35~ 30 70
Ex te 3
- o o
£ 20 = ig g 40
S 15 s S 30
2 10 s 10 3 20 -*M
0 0 0
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
k k k
(d) lonosphere (e) Breast (f) Vowel
75 80 .
70" 70
g 6 g 60
o 60 o 50
8 55 g 40
S 50 S 30
= ".,,._....H.—.--—ﬂ—-—'—""' fey
g w00\ g0
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35 \"‘ 0
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k k
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Fig.5 Learning curves of the relationship between k and the test error ratios of S*T on the 8 UCI data sets

K5 ST 7F 8 4> UCH MK E 56T Kk 1950 2803 2 il 2k

432 PR T o
N TR S H okt S°T Sk R ERE MM, BA1 20 M2 T 5 MM k 2401#4{0.1,0.5,1,5,10}, 4% J 4f
ac[0,2]CKE BE R 0.1) 43 R A R e AT T L X Tk % k={0.1,0.5,1,5, 10} 1) S RETE S 4.3.1 Wh AT D&k
I, AE 8 A UCH M B 45 b i de il 2 % kB SE 4 b 1[0, 1155 [ P9, 181 0k, SRR P 3 e LA s 48 1) B 1) kB0 vk
A fiE S AE AR 2 M oot 43 AR (R . 1B 6 3R T SPT 78 8 A UCH Bt 4 % T 2 8 alf) 43 5 il k.
FH 20 A AR B 1) S8 SCRT 11, o 3% 7 4% A AL R 56 B A B L, (1— o) L T 2 7 288 ) AFABL R 6 B (R A .
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BB/ AR S B K. 24 =0 I 20 5 A AL BE S B A0 55 T 2Rl AHABL BE LB 110 24 o= 1 I, 2 A AR ALLBE AT
Il il 2 AT A o S A5 B PR 2 A ARRABL B R B 2 51 P 338 5 3 e 4 i 3R AT 70 2RI 0 2R B A1 6 P T2
ol 73 FAT VR M 2 W W ZELE IR 5 5CF 2 80K (1920 AR R i 2P 105 2 M [ B 0E M a=1 I IX
B3, A B AR SN N B AABLSE R I R A4 T 2 (a=0), E S 5 k[ 58 (95 DL R AN A ) eofED 0 20 2 ik
H LW IFASEAR KT @=L o W IR 23 S 5 3 MU B0 0E 1 5 SR P 8 7532 T M B At 2 7 0 2R IR S0 AN
ARSI AR MR A A T 23 2 8 T AT A 4.2 7 e U RO A% 2] 73 2K 4% KLPP+Linear SVM B [F]#
WOUE TR A W B eI SPT S KA U0 TR FH G MBS e 1 — M SR ) — D T FE o= O (B 5 A B 12K
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Fig.6  Learning curves of the relationship between ¢ and the test error ratios of S*T on the 8 UCI data sets
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