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Abstract: At present sequential minimal optimization (SMO) algorithm is a quite efficient method for training
large-scale support vector machines (SVM). However, the feasible direction strategy for selecting working sets may
degrade the performance of the kernel cache maintained in SMO. After an interpretation of SMO as the feasible
direction method in the traditional optimization theory, a novel strategy for selecting working sets applied in SMO
is presented. Based on the original feasible direction selection strategy, the new method takes both reduction of the
object function and computational cost related to the selected working set into consideration in order to improve the
efficiency of the kernel cache. It is shown in the experiments on the well-known data sets that computation of the
kernel function and training time is reduced greatly, especially for the problems with many samples, support vectors
and non-bound support vectors.
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FEE DS TP181 MEEARIRAD: A

S 1) B L (support vector machines, fijFk SVM)MELZE T2 31 B by S, HAT 3 0 Bes R L B L
IR AN R I IRz A RE D0 2 — PR e 26 [aliE MR FE AN 145 ) i A ) TR IE AR T 5 8 O
HARRA . SCAIR . I IR] 3 20 T 55 1 22 S Br A H B T B ).

9y e W NS T R R A VN RRE AR (0 e R e {=1,10,i=1,. . L R AN % R Bl (kernel function)K (z;,2,) R IE )4k
SR CINGE—A SVM 4328488, S5 012 Sk A% — ORI (quadratic programming, fii #% QP) ] i, WX (1).

. 1, T
min W(a)zEa Qa-e a ’ 0
st. y'a=0,0<a,<C,i=1,..,1
Horp Hessian AFE @ J& AN IE 2 H FE 0=y K (X)) ip=(010 s ) e=(1,1,...,1)".

FEGE AR T V5, QN R L BRI BR FE VRS 7R R OE A P /5 R F #E4 Hessian H Bk HHi a1 Q /& —
A Il ARG B 52 38 20 vE B A A 2 R 1 B o, 48 ML 1) R R0 AR A TG Adk K B B0 1) ) L TR 0, @
A7 AN TE Rk KA SVML YI 5 ) AR 30, 36140 T SVM FR Y .

IR R PR EAEAT SVM Y25 il i — 2845 28071 2 8 (D 2R o — RPN /N QP i 7.
TERFUGEA T R AR A AL SRR — AT QP L T8 ) — A7 i T A (B CAESR). & Fh i S0k 1) X3
T TAESE R KN A B S5 A [R]. b B i /Mt 4K (sequential minimal optimization, & AR SMO)S L £ 1 A
W %y 5k, )k B TR R AR SVM 2577325 i S AT I — L8 SVM. [ YT ZRBRA#0 R FH 45 6 vT AT 7 Tl 3K
) SMO 519,581 T Kernel Cache Al shrinking % F i3 J7 v, bt i LIBSVM!,SVMTorch™ Fil il a] 477 [ 5
W& I SMO 590, B R IEAR LAY Karush-Kuhn-Tucker(KKT) 4 2R IR 5 2 1A Lagrange &+ 4 TAESE(HZ,
X TT REAS 2% A7 TP T 2 A0 TR, i v 28T I, 1 T S5 B0 R B SR O I I I TR 3G K

ARG SMO (W — B a] 47 5 1) 5 A R AR AR 1 A A, v B4 SR AT B A R A R 1) H A e BT B AL, i

HON B BT SEA B T AR IR R A L T N RIS ) A S 1A SMO S5 2 145t SMO Y
FIAT O3 TR ARRE 505 3 1 A AR et AR P i 1) AR BRI U5 3050 4 e S M M o A 4 18

1 SMO REM#HE X

Platt ¥ 5CHEH SMO Sk TR KN g BRE 4 2, A4 517 QP il 5L A MR A, 6% 47 88 FH A0 A 311 0 450
AN FFES SR 2256 VT AN S SCHR[STHR (8 W] 4T 7 1) SHEmE 3B P9 o AR 2 IR0 49 50l 1 72 AR SR IR AN e 7. ]
N, 71 FE 509 1 s i M A A% bR B TE S R 2R SVML A R AL FELB S 51N Kernel Cache A1 shrinking
J5 1161

)5 ,SMO H:153 3] T & F ik Flake 25 AVEF 3 SVM (0] )7 i) B8, e 0 7 2036 05325, LLIR 5 Cache 1) FH 2%
. Keerthi % NPMETE T U040 4 1, 351 X 20 56 7 304 H AN 5033 185 it , DA 3F 5030 Wi 8, 9 ok 2> 126 4R U K. bt
Ji Keerthi 25 NPHE H T generalized SMO (GSMO) .34, K| il violating pair (M 52 TAEHE, I-45 H A7 i 5 Fl
ik E GSMO %55 .Chang 25 NP4k T 75 H SCHR[8]H 1Bk 2 J& il 477 1) S0 2 g=2 I (¥R 451.

Keerthi % NPHEB, V7 >0,LL r-violating pair i TAE4E, M GSMO FLvEA IR E, 153 () I =z ik
fift Lint" "R B 75— 52 4 AR R F RAT J7 i) S0 1) o0 i 0305, 3 oy AT RO AU R (DI A S Bt 24 g=2
i, Lint " HIE W1, JE200i% 45 14 Lin 36 0E U248 — 5 4505 8 R AT AT 5 17 SR 1) o3 il S LA e ek i St

FARF H AT AT J5 0] SRS T SMO (1AL SAT8 8 2 42 1 14D AR 25 7 QP i 38 P SR At e o 17 S, B LUARDG T 2L A

GRS IR S LRI, B R 2R SVML 43 28 38 1R I ) B e T35 AR R AR SO 5 YR A AR T o 2 (1 B )
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2 SMO HIR[1T /AR R AR

FTAT I 1) 25 S 3R A 20 oK AR 10 R0 o R g — 2807 vk LR A S M S, I\ — AN TTAT it R W ST AT R B
) BEAT 48 R, 45 25T 19 nT AT 2SR B T AT R B ) 19 2 8 i U R 12 T 1) 1 48 2R 07 X T A [ 19 T AT O
Y.

I3RS RTAT 5 ) B A AR Ak ARG R, AR SR B B AE — AN TIAT N B 7 I ARTE 2 R S R R AN U
FAZIT AT R FR SRR TAESE 07 QP il IR bk — M0 &, & AR 1 AR Y g=2 B A0 R ST L 55 1)
T RAT Ty )k R SMO X AR, AN AT LU 4G T QP i) 1K) SR A T HLw] BA v 550 H e e 500 T B A
2.1 W{TAHEGERIER

PR SCHR[2]H 1 AT AT 7 1) SIS B 5 100 DA 554 (ay, 00), U025 50 E Y, SRR AF S 1) B 1 QP [l J80 5 B3
(B0 HE B ety i1 A1 22 43 4) S FAE T 1) d AR E AT AT ORI 2R 5 T (W) a=a”+ad), B 5K i 50(2).

min U(a) =W (a) = W(a™ +ad)
st. a>0
0<a™+ad<C
y (@™ +ad)=0
Horpr o O R ATAT (R 0<e <Cy e ©=0);d S th TARSERIIE 1 — AN ATAT R BT (R dyy=pin,dip=—yi.d=0,
i=1,...Lizil,i#i2) 5 B 13 21 Q) HIfiE

@)

a=min(a’,a_up), 3)
b a" & U@ M5 fS,a_up 5 a 1915 RD
. —dT(Q;l—Old_e), d'Qd+0
a = d' Qd
+oo, d'Qd=0
a_up =min(a_up,,a_up;,) . 4
C-a, d;=1
a_up; :{a?ld, d, :_l,j =il,i2

DRI, P RAATAT 5 ORI £ SR BRLAR SMO STl T AR (@, o), B 4RATAT T B U5 1) R T A4
LT QP DL M d HEAT AT ACRORS B 3 D KR a>0, R T e
22 BRFEHTRE
FES K POEACH, 2 mT AT AR 45 32, SO M H b e B0 T e
AW =W (@) -Ww(a")=W(a" +a"d*)-Ww(a*)=(d") VIV (a")a" +%(dk)TV2W(ak)d"(a")2
e VA R bl W ’
— (L) VWbt 4 ) Qi (@)

Horp g S5 ke YR AR T AT AT RORE A9 2R A9 B (K5, B 2 ) M e DR . ok 1575 TR, TRING 22054 R0 5 AR k.
AT PR RS, QM H ARG AW (@) =W (a+ad)— W (a) SR 22— AN 3 80 DR 345 58 19 L AE 2R (a0,
@), AT LLIE I 35 ) B 5 2 oK (18 H s bR 5P di KT A
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min 4 W(ll) = (dsub)r \4 Wsuba +%(dsub )T qubdsuba2

st. a>0 ) (5)
0<a™+ad<C
Y (@™ +ad)=0
TERTAT J5 ) SR W vh TR RV W @)=Qa—e i & TAESE, T UL TEF R ST R AEV W @), 78 45 kAR o B
TEFAM O WX A TCHR Quni=1,... LT QP 1R SR M b A% th I, v AR SRR S p 42 i TH SRR AR e % 0. TR,
— HfE T AR do, V Weuo B EHLHRA AT Qn A1 Qi AEGAF TN, Q10 7 AR RN LA B 22 A oH 5 — K
¥ R B I SR g 3(5), R AT 43 B2 (D) B H AR SRR T B 3K (5) 28— I8 Z WK oR 07 DX TR P B3 A1 1) R L o Ky

AW E(ds“b)TVWsuba*’ a* < K _up (6)
(dsub )T VWsuba _up +%(dsub )T qubdsuba _Mp2 > (1* >a_up

Hh a_upa B @)4 .
3 WHRARMNEHEITIEEREFERZE

SMO S SIS 5 AR B 2 AL S B S b % e B oF SO o 3 2 (0. Kernel Cache 77741 i
A7 Q T E D T X BRI T A VS ARE 2 40 SMO i AR SR IFE R 51 (45 Platt (14256 . Keerthi )15
HEMUAT AT 75 i) SR, H A2 A H b o U T RE 22 R R DR T S0 22 A 1 U7 R AR AN R, R B Least
Recent Used(LRU) 2% A7 45 e J5 WA 0 5. 24 S A7 250 AR DRS00 RIS A58 /I8 I, 2t 2 1 BT 2 47 [ A 55
S i rh AN B T S S (R R ORI T LR A 4k A ¥ T, WIS () S T A RT RE R .

SMORCHU VR 52 85 B8 56 P8 A7, 91 1 iad 5 AN 0000 14 Ui 1o e 222 A7 00 05 A T B, 7 2 50 05 V5 £ 19 J2 A7 3R
LMK R @ T JGER AR TG P (K3 7 (LA T Bk O 4 2 A7 110 3fe 1) i B IUAE 1 o R 80 T P e 22 1O 4 0 AR
SR E 2 A JC R T AE SVMUEM ST eh 2SR Al e e A o B HL AR AR A0 VB 4 I 2SR AR b A — 2
fe 7 WEGAT. LB TT 1 A RS AR R DIt e B MR R A7 1) 3fe 1, LA i A7 () iy vh A (HDR IX AT BES 3G A SMO 1)
BORARTR U R GEAR R H bR e )R B T REAR 20, i SO AR ER 2.

FAT 7 1) SRS M) YRR BEV W( @) % AR 4. A I, 7E SMO S i B UGE AT, (a1, a0) 111 QP il LK
fift 2 ) WA ZRM T @ (KI%F i1 AN a2 A7 K SR T LA, i RAE Bl G2 A7 130 1 Hh ik £ TARSR, /T LU > @ F AT T (1
T i SR AN BRI, DU AT B FRAT AL 1 H A bR BT B B X S B WA 1 4T o ) L

BT IX P RS AT T W A~ 1) A SR 6 T3 v, A R S A Mz AR AE e RS
R B U AR RS AR ORGSR I e i sE AR, R SR AR (7))

il= argmax({—VW(a)Jy, =la,< C}, {VW(a),|y, =-La,> 0}),
i2=argmin((VW (@) [y, =1, @, <CL E VW (@), |y, =1 @, > 0})} @
IRJEAER GAT (K3 1 il e T AR 2, w2 SR A 2K (8).
il= argmax({— VW(a),|y, =La <C,0, in cache}, {V W(a),ly, =-1a,>0,0,in Cache}l
i2= argmin({V W(a)t|yt =-La, <C,Q, in cache}, {— VW(a)t|y, =l,a,>0,0,in cache}),} ®)

Hrp 0,2 O W5 ¢ 47 ARG iH P ARSI e ol AR M, 1 o e 24 1) A 2.

DRI b, o5 — AN CAE AR s Sk () H B o 5010 Bk, 1ok B B R G B 2208 1) 92 ,SMO. BV I AR SR A
WA Lagrange e, A v 57 AR S 80 (8] 0. — P 7 v 2 SRR D0 T3 ARSI — B+ QP Inl i, HE T 45 28T i) B
b bR B A E A5 B AU R B HUE 5 B SMO BRI AT 7 W2 AR, Pl DL B4 21 H AR R B0 R

Bk 3.1, Wi ARSI DA SR IR R A,

Step 1. RAAER(7), 7674 1 Lagrange 3 1 #fi & — AN TAELE 1.
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Step 2. WA Ly T LA EAE W TAES N 2, BUAAELE /AT T B 5 1), 2 60 aoh U5 1A s f0 i 10 U %
Step 3.

Step 3. RAFER(8), AEW ZEA7 ) Lagrange 3T i 5 — N LAEEE Lache.

Step 4. 47 Leache IMFAE B Logene CERH L MAIAE, B Leacne 5 Lo AL WIEFE TARSRE L 15 WA Step 5.

Step 5. FIH I (6) 7 M5 Leacne T4 B H AR 8 B N BRAE Ry = =AW Ly 51E ) B AR & 80T B
Ry =—AW AL Ry A Rogene, WK Reype = coef - Ry JUIEFE TAEEE Lpone, 10 WIILEHE TAELR L.

16 EIREE R B H coef FRTHT H AR BREN T BEAE AR AT B i) o F AN, T3 AR B GE R L Leache
A Ly 9 TAESRRTE R LI E— D RECTT LR B, Y coef =0 I, 5% AR DL 26 Sk R Bt i A 45 AR
T AR T 24 coef =oo I W i AR 56 S A5 BRI IR 1) H AR BB BT B ol A2 — MR PR WI AT 7 1) SRS

IR L AVE 3.1 420 TAEZE#AT & HH violating pair #4 B (19, MR 8% SCHR[9], BL 5V N FH T SMO S IS 1T,

4 TRERRS

41 LHAR

76 LIBSVM [KHERE B JRAT S B 7 W 28 A 47 450325 A D ok I B S B 7 AN S50k, — AN 2 B L AR, Bl 4
W S5 M SR B LA X Togene AT Loy 25— AN AR O S0 55005 BVAR SE 2 B Lopene. T AT 5L R T CH+SE 8L, 3R T C++
Builder 5.0 g i3 7 SZI SC S 8 SR AT A L4015 i, DA 58t B0 A 5 1 IX ).

FRATAE A28 AR B 5 UCT Adult AT Web 345 B Bk 3 44734, LIBSVM 2.31 fit SVM'e" 3,50
BT 12 A2, DU AE AN RS I GRFEAR . ANFRE S R . AR REME . &5 R shrinking.
REMZE coef Z15H T HIPERE. S50 (LG 24 PIIT 600 2£idA%,128M RAM,F:4E &4 h Window 98
SE.SVM il 2L}z LIBSVM FI SVM' (1 223 #5% FH Platt™F1 Joachims™ 1) & iU {H.

4.2 KWEHER

52 Tk W PR 7K LA H 0 SR IR IR AR 1~3R 430 AR BEAL SV 0 5 A2 P I P A B PO~ 24
Table 1 Runtime comparison among these methods on small training sets

R 1 DUIGRREARLE L& R0 75110 2RI 1) B4R

Experiment Leache first (s) Algorithm 3.1 (s)* Random (s) LIBSVM (s) SVM"&" (g)

Adult-4,40M 115.225 30.325 30.848 28.485

Adult-4,20M 104.080 31.975 32.346 29.815
Adult-4,40M,shrinking 30.850 31.528 29.840 26.26
Adult-4,20M,shrinking 31.010 31.270 29.910 30.27

Web-4,40M 610.656 39.740 38.738 26.235

Web-4,20M 40.605 40.273 28.315
Web-4,40M,shrinking 24.300 24.336 21.380 39.70
Web-4,20M,shrinking 33.410 37.176 36.434 40.51

Table 2 Runtime comparison among these methods on large training sets

R2 ORUIGRFEALE &R RN ZR i e LE AR

Experiment Leache first (s) Algorithm 3.1 (s)” Random (s) LIBSVM (s) SVM™E" (s)

Adult,40M 8203.825 1851.535 2 346.365 2532.712

Adult,20M 6363.925 1938.730 2 674.803 3326.389
Adult,40M,shrinking 1457.050 1463.452 1429.419 1636.19
Adult,20M,shrinking 1461.475 1483.279 1467.235 1635.20

Web,40M 24 173.472 2 157.105 2 790.098 3 064.085

Web,20M 2275.110 2 969.760 3418.781
Web,40M,shrinking 1354.490 1419.555 1457.495 1508.34
Web,20M,shrinking 1408.975 1499.485 1 581.069 1 653.53

« coef U 0.25,0.25,0.5,1,1,0.5,0.5,0.5.

wx coef K IRI 0.1,0.1,0.1,0.5,0.5,0.25,0.5,0.5.
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Table 3 Runtime comparison among these methods on moderate training set

with different number of non-bound support vectors

R 3 BRI EAARAT S SCRF 1 BACH T &R0k 1 R 1] L AR

Experiment Algorithm 3.1 (s)™ Random (s) LIBSVM (s) SVM"&" (s)
Adult-7,C=1,40M 378.435 384.766 343.000
Adult-7,C=1,40M,shrinking 331.695 335.582 322.175 389.44
Adult-7,C=10,40M 1362.100 2 546.908 3014.405
Adult-7,C=10,40M,shrinking 717.000 777.498 950.884 1472.15
Adult-7,C=100,40M 6 440.365 18 501.719 25261.550
Adult-7,C=100,40M,shrinking 2 780.134 4514.845 5193.210 9671.27

Table 4 Comparison of runtime, number of iterations and number of kernel evaluations
among these methods on Adult data set with cache size being 40M

R4 Adult il E&RFOTIE(EAF A RN AOM) I ZRIN R . 32 AR R EORAZ R B0 S B L A

Leache first Algorithm 3.1 (s) LIBSVM
. ) - - . ’ Random

(coef=0) coef=0.05 coef=0.075 coef=0.1 coef=0.25 coef=0.5 (coef=°)
Runtime (s) 8 203.825 1966.221 1 858.985 1 851.535 1 867.105 1 906.630 2 346.365 2532.712
Number of | 46716 36 951 33 906 30 640 26 595 25247 24 625 24 621

1terations
Number of
kernel 491 165208 505 752 984 504 743 562 511353648 527 178 780 574 263 432 747 135090 903 725 748

evaluations

4.3 ZERoH

43.1 B4 coef DT INZRI Ta] 1) 8 5 4 H

FFIA R —FE AR 3.1 1, B 50 coef RIEAR BRI o8 ) T S U ECEAT 1487 48 388 17 5% me i 1 1
I IR) N 4 ] LU B coef TR R, 1% AR UC B0 2 ok 2 34 A% bR 5000 1 5 K 0 52 8 22 Ja A T £ DN 2k i)
S FE B IR S5 S5 R, B AEAE M /N kT DA 3 3 3655 24 1 coef, AT LI SVM I ZRI TA) 352 coef
1 Kernel Cache {285 YIZRFEA (0 S m ARG AR S« A% R B 1) 2 9 i 1 6 TR 36 K.

SE0 B R I R W IR FtE coef BIHIEL, VI 5 INF 1) (90 A8 Ak JFAS 158 28 DR bk, RV AS i 4% B B i coef, L EEAEIL5E
AN Py, e 48 5 205 9D VI R I D3 A P o R A WA 2 A~ P A i o v A AR R P A
RS T B L1 coef BIT] .

432 HHILE

I B SR A 28 0 56 595, S VM ™ (shrinking B 50) (115 A% UCHURI o8 7 57 085 LIBSVM(shrinking 435X0)
KRB 2, AE 2 H 38 FH AR Ak 30175 R — 2 (R AL A R I8, VI 2R I8 TR) B LIBSVM K AR 4 7 72 BLAR BB /D 1% o
B SR AR A 172 LU B AER R 0s AT TR B 1 gl PRI NG B PR3 AR IR B0 22, I i ) 3 3 R
Tk FA 7 25, DRI HEANIE T SMO- B3 BEAL 7 VR 7E 22 50 L AS S s A0 58 7 v (LA B =l o 75 A 2
Febvk R e LIBSVM),(H Y E AR 22 i W Wi 25 000 2 30005, 1 AN 201 BV U R 1K) coef i PR 56 77524
FEARER A I 58 T e A coefi AR MFEAA 22 K5 & A 1 SCRF 0] 548 2 I 35 coef TR I F 1) D0 HH 522D F-1li
SR W AR

T S5 5 R P S AR A PR i 25 S SR R AE T 4E SVML IR 2o #2 h , Lagrange & T N HIME 0 3% 45 58 357 A&
SRR, A2 DUy ) — YR SRR ) 6 Y (1) @ wh (AT T U vl =l 53 SR 1) 56 N FRAT IR BT B AR 22 M IR AR
FH T R A- 5 D i G847 ] LAAF IR 22 Q HIAT i v S A S 8¢ v, i LA A 2 /DA 5 AR 1 4 B9 v A% i B U B vk
KO ZE AR D HE T S 4 X B A R I T AR 2 Ml S AR, 1T FL A LAt — S8 3, b fn i o H b bR 5500 T B
ARL, BT DA 149 DI 5 F ) 65 22 WA 2 O 58 B2 0 4 DI A5 A A S5 8 22 I, R A7 A2 IR AT ol 4 78 /0 i 2 A 5 5%
Al RES H ST TARSEXT R @ IIAT R A7 P CAT HOAT (Lt SR G A7 2 35 1), 11 AN A SR v 4 8 37 (K47 3%
ToloSof 22 A7 1A A0 2 S S S80R% R 5 V1 S  E R R R 22 R O X AR AT S SR 1R R 2 I P i A, S

«xx coef UK 0.25,0.1,0.1,0.5,0.25,0.5.
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GEAE P I AR SR RE AT H b o B0 T P I — s il 3t o R R PR W 4% A 1) 3 7 BRT e 0% 9k 2> A% e BT
TR IREL

SEIGEHR IR B T IX — A T B 4R Adult, T A A RN )P AT R (B coef=0.1, N H NG 2 coef 1]
I HE(E) 8% 06 B H S R B LRI B3 A S SR 20 30l N IR 43% 0 54%, 5 I R 1) 23 531 R B2 27%F0 42%.
TG 74 Adult-7,24 C=10 F1 C=100 B, t1 T F SR8 10 5T H A 7,1 3095 o e 200 S0 08 L i
A SE T B T BELT 79%F1 92%, Je 1K I R 1] TR HB. 49 31 T BE 24 55%FH 75%.

NS5 H i Pt T LA SR D shrinking 735,88 20 1% T A 5 SCRE ) s Rl SR ) o DA TG 8 G FEEAT
Pk, Chsk 2> 4% bR B VSR RSO R 1 1), U LTS & A S S 1) A 22 O 0L 0 T 20080 4R Adule W 25 1 o
Hyk+shrinking 1 &5 I 7] 55 > 467 575 +shrinking A AH [B), 10 % T 50E 74 Web, P-4 B.%+shrinking W 17 ik
D2 10%,3% 72 K Web £t 85 v (R R 7S 45 ] d 1) 3t LG Adult 208 S (0 2 — L (B2 X T Adult-7,24 C
S3 M EC 10 FT 100 I, 4 83 +shrinking F7E B8 K P T W 26 DL 4 550 +shrinking, 2% 28 50 v 558053 ) %
21 37%H1 71%, IR 53 55 T B2 25%F1 46%, 1f A T SVMUEM I 25 I 1) 5 52 2050 1 B2 51%H1 71%. 15 4
IS AR S 4 ) k40 H K, LA %S, T shrinking 75 V6 AN g Ak BRIX i 1.

5 % it

ALE AT SMO B RIAT J7 [ VA AR, 408 e A3 20T 5 TAESRIE Bt H Aw of 0T BRI T 2
KRG N H T — PR T SMO B3k ) AR IE$ET7 72,75 v AT J7 1) 5w (1 364tk _E, 2% f& T Kernel Cache ¥ 7] H
0 TE H AR R BT B R R0 T 75 BT B (AN B TP SR R WL IR R iR DU s SMO VAR
e, 20 51 SVM 202828 N Rt (0] 4 B 0E ) FAHEAR 2 . SR =82 . A6H AR 28 2 1B 004 G FAl]
B AEX P VEHE) 2] SVM [BlH . 55 40 A X Bl 54 5 shrinking 77 75 58 4 Hh 45 B 2 (E A3 BF 1K 7 ).

Bt A ENAR 55 B TR Chang Chih-Chun 1 Lin Chih-Jen Il Z: 8 2F LIBSVM J Fe A 1115
LM SEIS PR T — AP & 78 Bk ) b AT 3R 7 2
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