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Abstract: To study the role of bias in support vector regression (SVR), primal and dual optimization formulations
of support vector regression optimization problem without bias (NBSVR) are proposed first, and the necessary
condition of NBSVR optimization formulation’s global optima is presented and sub-optima solution of NBSVR dual
problem has been proved for the dual problem of SVR then. An active set algorithm of dual optimization
formulation without bias is proposed, and the linear convergence of the proposed algorithm has been proved. The
experimental results on 21 benchmark datasets show that in the solution space of dual problem, SVR can only
obtain the sub-optimal solution of NBSVR, the root mean square error (RMSE) of NBSVR tends to lower than SVR.
The training time of NBSVR is not only less than SVR, but also less sensitive to kernel parameter.

Key words:  bias; support vector regression; active set; generalization ability

1 B AT HRRET 4% F = )3 (support vector regression, & Ak SVR) Bl BLZ AL M 4L 4G B vh, B R E T AR
& SVR(NBSVR)#4£AL Bl B A 318 9] 28 45 T NBSVR RGP AL 4B AL MR 64 56 2 5% SR EEH T SVR #)
31819 2 R 46475 NBSVR 28 92184 K ARF. B BT 3R 1 T NBSVR #9A 2K & R g Hik FHERR T B & L a sk,
KT 2UNAF RSB R0 B4 RAB AR MR =R LA RE X FHO TR E R REFIAGBEIHEOED
)3 F ik 6 KA NBSVR 6939 7 4Ri% £ 2/5F SVR.INBSVR #4994t 18 R T SVR, M BXTAZ A4 TAL R K
B

KEER:  RE; G EE A AL R

hEESES: TP18 SCHRARIRED: A

1995 4F,Cortes FI Vapnik & Hi T T i 25 b B3 280 m] U il A0 1) Siz 65 1) e 1) 235 T K g <2 425 1 B KL (support
vector machine, W FX SVM).SVM 4% s J AR f5e A 2 28/ (8] U1 100 155 , B s 2N A (w58 ke 5568~ T 1140 1) I s K

« JEETUH: H K AR L4 (61173040)
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b, FEA L TR B b 45 30 B 1 v ST T (w,x)+b=0.4H L AL 45 19 45 AN [E VA 5535, SVM 1922 S ERE R T K
W2 e AP SCHR[L]7E BRS b AT B b 7 o 58 6 1 T A7 A8 10 e L. 53— J T, J A 8 199 ) 5B~ ThD A/ ol 22
DR 2 11 S0 N FH PR A B TR B (492 Ak 1t e G STk [2] 4% H (9 1E T B PR 2% 3] AL (regularized extreme learning
machine, i #X RELM)F1 SCHER[314 H ¥ 55 T8 FR 22 SO LIMAR AL J7 v 3 BALb oF SVM [ il 022 A4k fe 1) 5% i i
—AME AW ST (1

WLk SVM IR0 1) R g L AR08, N SVM 42 H LIS 5 AR 22 10 5 i e 4 i DA SR i 2L A Ab 1) 8. 1 982
{19 7 3% 2 SR AR L Dy 0 A i A, B 2 0 T4 5 ) SR A 0 A 1 A2, i 14 5k ST A g L) 43
f OB SCHR[L2E I T SVM AR Ak i 3 HT LA i g — ZR B 1 1 A0SR SR AR, 20 R PR s A RS AR BT 75 SR it
)7 1) 550 1) 7 A B2 A 7D 1, 36 o DI ZRETUH SVM 1) SMO(sequential minimal optimization) /7 i2: 18 & — Rt ik
O3B T R DA AR I T SRR A AN AR 5 (1) TR A 1n) B8 SCHR[13, 141 M T AE S 45 55 A 15 X SMO (1 [R]
YA 1) REAE T et A4 SMO A RL B [ A B0 B a0 P s e RS P v AL SMO A A [N VA P Ak el BN A
WIERI T B LA b, LR IE T OB AR IEH 34T, 0 A5 UOE RS A TAE S & 0001 5 I AR AR 1 S 40 o)
B I8 TR b AR —ANYE P, JC RS O T S SCHR (5] 08 ek A I BR A R 45 /N T b BB YA,
ERE AT AR 75 LT MG T b (K1E;2) 47 204 (active set) ik A5 2k 4 Tk il it — R B AR A AR AL e 1 1K) 1F A
BRI ACEAOS TR A R B TC A EOR B G 1. A AR TR SMO AR RIFE T, 0ok A b (AT
DURS AT 57 H ok, AT 38 S0 bl b (3157 2k i 5 B0R 25 1 2

A SCAE A 08 5 vk BB 32 4 1) 4 [1 ) (support vector regression, i #k SVR) 1] &5 A1 G 4 B SVR(no-bias
support vector regression, {ij#x NBSVR) 17z AP RE. & JE42 1 T NBSVR JE 450 4 il 1 2 JE%HE 1] B, M IEIE 1
25T NBSVR mALARFI SVR SR 173 AT ELER 45 HH T NBSVR A U8 K il 7723, 91 5 SVR AT 2 A48 45
1 512 56 LE K.

ASCH 1520 Hr NBSVR U R 044 ) FBUNDGS 45 DL AL 1) B 365 2 %554 SVR HI NBSVR #1045 L A4 17) Rk AT B2
WO 3 T4 M MBS VAR, IR S A R AR AR R & BT 56 4 T4 SVR AT NBSVR 1 21
AFRUER A LRI R 45 5 5 T R gL,

1 NBSVR ft{kal &

B — oA NAFEAR KN ZREASE O, v e A d 28 i xeRY S 4 yieR.SVR i) b £ 3k
FAEH

lyi—(w-x)—b|< & (1)

T ey FH P 58 1) 2 300, 36 7R W SR BR B06) T A AR A T 1) MBS EH AREL s e 22 VT el 22 SR 2 2 (1)

AN AL, SVR 8] B M Ak Il 7 TE AR A I AT SN KA St AR B & R &R o 0 TR 4 R SR AR vk X AN 1) L i T

NBSVR [¥1 20 5 4 {15047 f B T NBSVR LAk 1) 8 35 7R

T A .
minimize E”W” +Ci§(§i +& @

subject to y, —(W-X) S e+ & (W-x)— Y, S e+&,E=0,6=0

F3&E 24 2 (2) bz ks B H eR 2
L ::%”W”z +CZ(§i +§i*)_2(77i§i +77i*§i*)_zai(g+§i =Y +H(w- Xi>)—Za:(6+§:+ Y —(W- X)) 3)
Hh a0, ARSI B H 31

a; =0, =07, =0,77, =0 (4)
Xt Ly KF R w AR RS, & Rkl 58, T 414 1A i A I 45 31 24 2 (3) Iy dee AR
L low=0=w=Y"(a - ) (5)
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OL1/0&=0=>C=a5+ 7 (6)
108 =0=>C=a; +7, )
$ A A (5)~ A (TN A 2 (B) T 1 B A Ak ] 7
minimize % i (o — o )y —a))(% - %) + gi(ai +a;) —ZN:yi (o —a;)
i=1 i=1

ij=1 (8)
subjectto 0< ¢, <C,0< ¢, <C,Vi

THH I ZRRE AR BT JRUAR i N 2 ) o S MEANT] 20 19, FR 2 5 N WLSH BRI DR SREAE 1) 2 (), DA A
FEATERFAE 25 (0] 2k 1) 3 XA A Ak 1n) B (8) w] LA tH, R v SR AR I ) AR 2 T LUK At NBSVR 1)
S A0 R D 1 T, 3L 4 28 A B 5 KA KX, Xg) =X WA T 38 S 1 51 v 4 1) Bt ().

H1 22 2 (5) IT 41, NBSVR [ 5K ok 5] %7 b

h(x) =) (& - a)K(%,%) 9)

For K (xi,x)) A i A2 Mercer 52 3 (1 1% o 4L

2 BESHR
h T I EHES:, A2 (8) W H bR BT N RO
% Z (e _ai*)(aj _a;)K(XilXj)+g§(ai +ai*)_§yi(ai _ai*) =

1i‘:’:1 i i i (10)
5 Z (xa; _aia; _ai*aj +ara;)K(Xi' X;) —Z(_5+ Vi) + (¢ - yi)ai*
i1 i

I B 6eR™M H qeR™M HikE HeR2VN A3 (8) T faj it

&, . 1
minimize f(8)==6"H6-q'S
(9)=3 g (11)
subjectto 0< g, <C,Vi
K

2 T
ﬁLP,c?:[a;a*],H{_K E]q=[—a+y;—s—y]T,e=[e ----- e eRYy=[yi,... yn]"eR".

2.1 Karush-Kuhn-Tucker& 4

ot R R ) R S ) R TR A A I e I R O FE 4 A Ol 8T A O A X (11) H AR BR B
Karush-Kuhn-Tucker(KKT) £ 16 3 T KKT B8, #2420 (11) Bk B 1 ) 2

N N
L= 36 HE-qT6 -3 pd - 3. pi(C~5) (12)
i=1 i=1

Horb o Rl p Ry AR SRS B H T8 T4 g(0) kAL BEEEL I g(0)=Ho-a, W4T gi(8)=[H5-qli, FH,0i(0) o 1 i
9(OMIZE | AICEE AR KKT B, 24 20 (12) 16 S e A 06 250585 A2 T 5 4 1

(1) 0,105 =0=g,(8)=p—p;:

(2) 0<g§<C,Vi;

() p=0Vi

4) p =0vi;

(5) pS=0,vi;

(6) p(C-6)=0,vi.
Forh (1) R B RS AR 25 E(2) D0 Dt i) B (LL) (8 T AT Pk 4 A1 2 A () R 48 A1 (4) S 28 X (12) I T AT PR 46 A1 5%
PEG)FN G AE(8) 2 24 TR (LL)FI A 3R(L2) 2 18] (¥ B AMA S 4 . 3K 6 A4l % & 34710 R il 43

1) &=0.14E®B) T4 o =0, 14 (3) 15 gi(6)=0;
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2)  &=C.H& ()] %1 p=0, 7 1 £ 1E Q) W 13 gi(8)<<0;

3) 0<&<C.ih %A (5)FI 41 (6) AT 411 p=0, p; = 0. AT 13 gi(9)=0.

PRI, 24 FLAY 24 BUR 460 T v, 2 20 (12) A & 15 2 A0
6=0 <©g)=0
0<0,<Ceg;(0)=0 (13)
6=C 0g(0)=<0

2.2 SVRFINBSVRE LS 7
5 NBSVR 4 i) @ AH b, SVR 15 v 8505 A A 8] (17 H bR 2R 218 2 2 ) S AR AN TR

minimize f(5)= LsThs- q's
2 (14)

subject to Z;‘&i:zm 5;,0< 6 <C,Vi

N+17J
TESC L. 3l A R AR 1) R4 R4 A 1) SRR A 2 D0 A il S U R AT 0, P A P AT A R B A R A i A A )
R AT A7, 2 A (A0 A1 3 (14) I R 4T84 79030 4 Dy A1 Dy, B
D,={5|0<65 <C,icEUl},
D,={5|>.6,=Y.6,icE jel,0<5<CjicEUI}
Hoph E={1,... N} I={N+1,...,2N}.
EX 2. FAEES D TR 626" ,eDy ¥ () =1(5"),MFRS fE f()FE AT Dy L4 R
PRAE.
H1- T SVR #1 NBSVR K H i /2 Mercer 5 B 1) & Z01E 4% s 20 B LA 2 (10) A0 2 2 (14) 19 B A% B0 B 1)
RERE H oy 2 1 2 R, AT X I PR DA e A 17— YRRl i) B, B A7 A 4 S B PR
EIE 1 A HWEE f(O)EIITER Dy e Rt f(5%), ()T Dy W4 R 1(52),0
f(51)<f(52).
FEBA:HE X 1 W%, Dy oD, i1 3 5 e Dy, 2 75 2 3 (1) 9 ml A7 48070 24 20 (14) 9 ml 47 88 ) S e T ax A
A Ak 1) R8s bR B — S50 B I 28 3R (1) A0 A 30.(14) 58 4 — 85, 0 AR 15 B AR [F] 42 Jm B A A B £(8h)=F(52).
W 6" €D, /) 6% € D, N D, , il 6% €Dy, T LA 82285 thi 52 X 2 7] 401,f(8%) =H(8"). 25 b A7 1(SY)<f(82) kT, O
S 1 FRBH 78 SR AE AR Y 6 1) @I, SVR LTS 21 NBSVR IIIRALAR. M b3 — 5 &, 2 0 (11) 2 7E £ 4
2 )[0,CTPN vh - 4R S VAR, 11 28 2K (14) & 75 % 4 % ) [0,C1N th s BB P11 Y6, = Y8, € E, j e | T3k,

3 NBSVR fiftia@g B EHE

A 2 2 3R R 0] R BB AR AR B ORGSR 209, — MR AT 9 ARG B8R U7 i AR A
ST IR AR UEAR >, T 5552 7% B o) 240 SR 4% A 850 1D AN 0K 3 5 Ak 390 i 6 O (L 3 s AR ) o RN K B AL
B TT IR UGE AR AN AR N AHR BRI BIR 2, 5 AR A8 H R IR K.

AR Lb — e AR AE 3240 AR ) 8, A SR (LL) A7 A6 PRy 1) A% A FEA I R R H R B30 F,2) R SR AR
g 0.3 W FlvRe P 2R B, 4 2 (1) BE G A T A AU 7 sk A il T N SR IR 0,45 SR SR T DL AR kAR I T B
R HE— 25 BAR, I Re B4 K A H AR LA ] 2
3.1 NBSVREMEE %

A BTV — P AR SR AR T 1%, B A AR 56 BN 7 2 4 W7 a2 AR5 38 10 o) 2 50 A2 H A ) ) KKT 4%
LT o SR AL M 94 ) B A M Ak 3 AT IR AR R A

HAaRADFIAN 3 MEFRES LUS,IFE X :L:={i|5=0},5:={i|0<5<C},U:={i|5=C}. F ly 5eR™, Jiif LA
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LUSUU={L:2N}JFRR L F1 U 5 E 204E,S  LARSE. 6 o O By R AR A, 6 4 C By R AR
R F5 b 4 10 1 4 sk, 28 2R (L) (4 H o o8 Kb A% B RV B ml A/ R R 43 o= (6, 65, 801 T,9=[q1,0s,qul T e
) 5 6L, & Moy 20 Ml i Fs brdE LU,S AR, i qu,as A1 qu 20 1 T84 L U,S AR IR BE ] 5 SCAERE H 74 I,
W H Hes BT H G HEBE AT 20 3 AE A LU L AR IR BRI 81 20 3 4R 4 LS, U ARIR.
P52 & 4E A O IS H A e ) e B oE S0 A 5, BT LA (L) vl A R i i K
minimize %5STH5555 + 6 Hys s — 03 55 +%5§HUU5U -a54, (15)
subject to 0< 9y <C,Vj
v, i A 8 IR ER AN JC 35 b S5 1A SURT AT, 28 2 (14) 10 20 5% 1 0 AR5 2, R 2 3R (15) S5 AN TSR iR L0 R A ik
i 7

minimize éésTHSS&S + 00 HysFs — a1 55 +%5JHU5U —q)6, (16)

S
i+ oy e E RIEHERE 2 K C BT LA 3R(16) nT LA 142 2 0 SR dm/ME.
NBSVR RS HEFI 2 BRI KRR H Ar b il 8. 15 5, SMEH F Wi orh il F+ 249 70 38 02 A5 #0002 A
T (13), A SR A2 SRR 28 b i AN AL 4 N S B — AN R KKT SR8 B f K 1 48 A
arg max{| 0;(0) ] 9;(6) <0,Vie L org;(6)>0,VieU} an
MR N AT)E SR FERR T X LK) TC R & M 8 AT 86=[ 8, 51 FF EEHTAH L [ FE FR 4 S, 45 S=S+{i}.
MR S=C, T My HMER— o0, FHEHAN bR E UA5E U=sU-{i} 2R F 13 RAIEER. 45 @ W1 46 nT AT 354K
) 5 (e [0,CT1N) . WA e LUN, TAESE SRR o LK UN Rl S* 45 i 7 1h) & 55 A1 8¢ ,NBSVR 9 2 4E Mg
BN RP R TB %Y 1
&% 1. NBSVR HEAMAH L.
5 1 A5 I O 2 A N AL 2 2R (13) R 20 A, 0 AL SR 2 b SR R AT R B
52 BRI A RAT)IER A 6F 4 6 =[6861] S =S*+{i}.
B3R 5 =0,4 L'=L*{i}; 5,4 US=U*{i} 5 o M S5 hiB:.
55 4 0 B IR IR ELVE (B 2).
PR IR 1 B A2 SR A 3K (16) A5 A3 e DA o T2 1 F SRR T H &SRR 10 50 B 4R B Has
A2 SRR 1E A 11, TR 0, 2 3R (15) 56 F 0 A7 4E & R SR R A 28 2 (16) ) dne DLt ml a8 iot X (18) B ek H
5snew = _(Hss )71(Hl1J-55U - QS)T (18)
R o™ LR AAEL AR I AL B 5™ € (0,C), Vj U2 1k AR IR AT SMIA FR4RAT 15 0, KE 5 O AZ AL B (G
1 d =68 - 85 ) e LK sig, Al os H R —ANJ0 3 o TR bsig i i X (19)1H &
sig =min ITIiQJ{—ds, /d'}'miﬂJ{C —0g/d,} (19)
Wi 5 RS, St 5 sig, = |T,i2){_55' /d,} Fl sig, = Ir’L1li>no{C — 8 1.}, 2 R A S B RN F T 2
LG R K sigy M sigy, #1155 sig=min{sigy,sig2}, &=ds+sig-d, {5 & H AT — D ILR AL T L LRI HR AR
ARFNA TN AR 05 TR FIRTCE 65,085 05 A Ss HHIMBR IF R AN I HE AR | AEES S PIMBR,ED S=S—{i}.un
S5 =0, Te B AHRL ) T I EIEES L A B L=L+{id; an R os=C, T B M R Fa b 1IN 4EA U o B U=U+{i}. it
ShEFRLFALUMANEI S BT su=[6y;C1AR 5 AR S H & sy KAl 2 (16), 1 23Kk th KAl o5 I B oz
HAELI AR AN BT NBSVR & 308 W R FR S0 AT 368 n
&% 2. NBSVR H U WA HIk.
5515 R A (8 i e B or.
5 2 B A 5S¢ P TR DGR TR AL o5 € (0,C) TR AL AT 3 3 45 I RN AL AT 2 5 45
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553 45 58 = 51 5 = 5 gRHlogk | krlo) k ko gk
/‘\/\SK+1=[O ..... O]TERZN, 5k+1(sk+l) — 65“1,5'“1(U k+1) — 6Llj+1 ,k=k+l.
5 4 0 B AMEINEL(BIE 1).
5504 d" =60 - o8 MR A K (19)11H5T sig.
B 64 S =6, +sig-d* RN SET AR FIITGHE 5K A 5K N 5K IR,
557 004 SeSK{i}, i i SKHR A A
55 8 LR o5 = 0,4 L=}, o = g U =URH)
), A U =URH{iY, 56 =65, CT L =L k=k+1.
59 L 1D
3.2 WS4
AR B0 NBSVR A3 20 82 507 (S HEA T 0 .4 A=LuU 2 24 (L) AT 28R, 07 b 28 3 (1L) i Bt A,
A"y 25 TR (ALY 13 B S A O I T I 0 2 4. 8° ) NBSVR A 24 513 5 k AR 13 2 1R p (8 b 4 (1) 25 k
DCIEACAE 2 ) BR HU(E
T 2. A{AY N — A ASEIF A {41 N 4i i 551,00 NBSVR 45 285048 A AE AT B AP 3 e e 8
5"

YT OSIAISNITLAE 1~N 22 If] FT AT 4500 b 1) o) A6 00 7 910 LAY 06 52 2 A7 PR 0. R 380 1 o B0 4,
TERAIUEA 0 A AR REAEAT BRUCGEA A B A" T 53 BB 5 2647 BR 25 Py S 3 87 otk Ak, 5 LA 38
WA IE B K A O<sig=<1, A 3 (18) T G 15 21 (1 fif 0 4R LRAIE 2 X (16) 1 T 24 AL A4, [l RSP T B SLERL K
SRR 2> 3 (L6) S T RA 24 T (LL), 9T LASE K+1 254153 2 1 i 80 6 SR 3 2 p(0™)<p(8). B NBSVR 5 2055 53
JE P R B IG,TLL NBSVR 43 20 SR VA AT R 2D Py 2R MRN8 1) 6™ O
33 WMREREESH

B NBSVR A3 2 E5E o] 401, UOE A T AU 5 T AR S B 128 AT BRI R AR RN £,
VR AR B, T LA A3 AR i) () AR AR e — AR LD B 3.1 T L AR U L e E I Tt
S HF 17 5 (bound support vector, f&#% BSV), 54 S W V¥ 76 % b A1 5 S 4F 17 & (non-bound support vector, fii Fi
NBSV). 7~ [7] £ 5 £ 1) 120 57 32 45 1) 52 70 ALK ) R A 748 2 v 18 BG4 2 7S [R] 1 % 220 53 S35 1) &t LU AT 368 R T 204
B VIR SR AR BBy b A R AR T LA 280 R I M 0 1 9 S I LA A5 N £ 000 5 0 4
R BN SR AR =] DU 80035 SR R Pk g

4 KB EMEESN

2 T S5 23 Ht NBSVR 1 SVR 932 A6 2E AE.NBSVR (1) — YR H0 %) 1] 85 57 1 42 1 1K) NBSVR & %R 5%
SRAR,SVR 1 Z IR KA 10 7R FH SCBR[914% Hh G 2808 5 vk SR (T SCPI R BV R AR O SVR A FI NBSVR
VR 1 Rl A T P A% R K034 3 v A% 8RB0 K (uv)=exp(—||u—V|[227). BT A Bk #R A T Pentium 4,
2.53GHZ CPU,MATLAB2007 ¥f55 T 5 B 5256 FH 21 (1 83 5K H UCH $odf VR StatLib $oifs 17218 K ik 4 A
Fidgn o #UH — 4k B0 [0, 1] 1], Fic b iy AR R WLk 109 45 1~14 %0 4 Statlib 2 £, 45 15~21 i 3
i UCH Bl 4.

A LSRR 10 8 R th AT BT T R AR, T AR A DG TRAR K T AR O BT 1 Abalone BUHE A — AN JE
‘sex’ A& tH M,F Fl 1 41, 2 A 1,2,3 75 M,F,1.Cloud %l A1 794 J& 1 “seeded” il “season’ 43 5l o7 45 F1 7 4 £
H R, T B T R AL R R R B 2R “season’ M AUTUMN,WINTER,SPRING #1 SUMMER, JIi
AUTUMN rJ %75 % 1,0,0,0 WINTER %7~ 4 0,1,0,0,SPRING #7524 0,0,1,0,SUMMER %754 0,0,0,1.4: 3 Fisb
B 5, Cloud %4 J& 4 th 6 M35 0% 9 4>, Machine_cpu %4 Jm 4 i 7 A3 %1 36 4, Servo £04 J& 4 i 4 S350
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F| 19 4~
Table 1 Benchmark data sets

F 1 bruEEdR AR

' ot 4 WAREARL WA B
1 Babyfat 130 122 14
2 Balloon 1000 1001 2
3 Baskball 50 46 4
4 Bolts 20 20 7
5 Cleveland 150 153 13
6 Elusage 25 20 2
7 Fruitfly 60 65 4
8 Lowbwt 100 89 9
9 Mbagrade 30 31 2
10 Pollution 30 30 15
11 Quake 1000 1178 3
12 Sensory 300 276 11
13 Strike 300 325 6
14 Space-ga 1500 1607 6
15 Abalone 2000 2177 8
16 Autoprice 80 79 15
17 Cloud 50 58 9
18 Housing 250 256 13
19  Machine_cpu 100 109 36
20 Pyrim 40 34 27
21 Servo 80 87 19

41 BPRSEER

SVR il NBSVR it il i) ¥ 4 0.01, i1+ SVR I NBSVR Ak ia] ML vE M g 52 /S 80 C S8y
SR8 R, T B PR A 38 1) 5 B0 LA S IR 2 A P R e U . 2 RSCRR [ 191+ 1% 2 500 % U7 vk 5t T 1A Bl 42
HEHN 15 A CAH AN 15 Ay, JEH 225 Fh S 3O, FE ik £ v Rl S 4 1 414 (C,9).15 A C {E43 1L 107%,107%,0.05,0.1,
0.2,0.5,1,2,5,10,20,50,107,10% Al 10*.15 4> pfE %> HX 1073,1072,0.1,0.2,0.4,0.8,1,2,5,10,20,50,102,10% #1 10*.4 SVR
1 NBSVR 13 3 FIE A HIEA B 6° =[60,..,0] e R*N, I8 60 =C /2 ,B15° 45 1 AN L AH b CI2, R MM A
BEy 0, D)% I (A7 2B R T A4 9 i b L0={2:2N},L°=2,S={1}.
4.2 BERMERELLEL

76 I R I GRAE AR I 2RI () (time) s I A 1138 77 M2 5% 22 (root mean square error, & #% RMSE). 4%
WK (iteration). NBSV Fl BSV 1F N LRI #5453 2 5 T Time Al RMSE FO 5 br i3k 45 5L (A Rl IR /G
BISH).2% 3105 T Ilterations,BSV I BSV iX 3 MMEAR M 45 5.

Table 2 Training time and RMSE comparison of algorithms
2 SR GRI ) A0 7 iR 2 LA

N SVR NBSVR
ki (C.» Time (s) RMSE (C.» Time (s) RMSE
Babyfat | (10520) 0.0931 0.0105 | (10°20) 0.0708 0.0105
Balloon (2,0.8) 3.9920 0.0408 | (10,1) 3.8795 0.0394
Baskball | (0.5,0.8) 00668 01333 | (1021) 00403 0.1332

Bolts (50,5) 0.0303 0.1141 | (50,5) 0.0218 0.1139

Cleveland | (0.5,2) 0.1612 02274 (2,5) 0.1490 0.2272
Elusage (50,2) 0.0270 01170 | (10°5) 00173 0.1153
Fruitfly (0.2,1) 0.0786 01816 | (50,20) 0.0582  0.1820
Lowbwt | (0.2,04) 0.1385 02367 | (20,1) 0.1331 0.1268

Mbagrade | (10%50)  0.0362 0.1949 | (10%50) 0.0287 0.1949

Pollution (0.5,2) 00350 01410 | (0.51) 00233 0.1192
Quake | (05,107% 10552 0.1707 | (50,1) 11.582  0.1758
Sensory | (0.1,10% 0.4483 0.1463 | (0.1,10°) 0.3160 0.1463

Strike (0.1,10%) 17767 0.0602 | (2,50) 0.3591 0.0615

Space-ga | (10°20)  33.448  0.0390 | (10°20) 32.234 0.0388

Abalone | (20,10 849.591 0.1031 | (0.052) 79.0219 0.086 2
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Table 2 Training time and RMSE comparison of algorithms (Contiuned)
Fe 2 BN GRIN TR AN U7 AR 2 HLR (8)

N SVR NBSVR
HRER (Cxn Time (s) RMSE (Cp» Time (s) RMSE
Autoprice (2,2) 0.116 7 0.0655 | (1,2) 0.0810 0.0640
Cloud (10°50) 0.0813 0.0815 | (10*50) 0.0603 0.0814
Housing (5,10) 02564 01314 | (2,2) 0.2516 0.1305
Machine_cpu | (1010) 0.0662 0.0302 | (10°10) 0.0642 0.0312
Pyrim 2,2) 0.0485 0.0819 | (2,2) 0.0337 0.0761
Servo (2,2) 0.1027 0.0825 | (2,2) 0.0849 0.0825

Table 3 Support vectors and iteration times comparison of algorithms

R3HIESRR IR RS E L

e b A SVR NBSVR
Bk NBSV BSV Iterations NBSV BSV Iterations
Babyfat 18 4 74 14 4 68
Balloon 6 104 280 6 97 276
Baskball 8 38 92 1 44 89
Bolts 10 7 46 10 7 46
Cleveland 21 122 295 11 135 291
Elusage 4 14 44 6 13 40
Fruitfly 6 53 114 4 53 116
Lowbwt 44 47 146 49 40 203
Mbagrade 1 28 61 1 28 61
Pollution 4 20 54 8 17 48
Quake 964 32 1036 20 860 2148
Sensory 4 261 536 2 256 520
Strike 239 16 281 2 221 448
Space-ga 46 1065 2 866 43 1063 2965
Abalone 1379 0 1381 5 1736 3485
Autoprice 19 51 149 15 52 141
Cloud 10 31 122 10 31 122
Housing 5 214 455 27 183 435
Machine_cpu 30 0 56 32 0 60
Pyrim 33 6 55 26 9 50
Servo 63 5 81 65 5 85

MR 2 T LLE TR 21 AN 4E Y RMSE FE AR A H NBSVR 7E 13 M Lk Ae i 4r, SVR 7E 4 4>
Byu 4 LI REB AT, 73 A 4 A B0 S W R SV RMSE {EH R 76 Ul 2k ) 1 NBSVR 45341 F SVR.#F Quake,
Strike F1 Abalone3 M4 [, SVR I VIR ) Lt NBSVR B2l 5 %~10 £%.3% J& i T 9 Fh 520922 1) de 1 2 8500 o
FRIA% 2 B AR /0N, DT 5 B0 S B 3 AR 77 e A, 7 I A A28 R I )N It (i) 4 AR AR AR

M 3 7T LA 75 Quake,Strike FiI Abalone iX 3 /™% #ii 4 11, SVR 57K NBSV £t HAEH £ )\ 5 3.3 511
BT R ALTE NBSV S H IR 2 1E DL, BB AR A 2 K 8, 9 LA, B SVR BRI ZR I I 18] 43 1R K 7E oAtk
BHRAE b 542 2 A BT, I S BOR 22 1K NBSV AR ARL 1248 70 Bl (1 40 vk 1 i I i) 4, 25 265 20>
4.3 3B 1R SR AR LLE

A0S SVR FINBSVR K A i) A v 781 73 21 dge A0 AR 0T R (9 B8 BUE 04T LU 3R A T A1 L SVR FITNBSVR
HIZH A% SVR IS HO0 (LR 2). 800k 21 NEUE SR HLFT L, I3 UF K BEE 16 B I 2R A
BH AW ERIIZR A ZIR 40 3 IR 1. AR 20 IR 3,30 45 R L% 4.

M 4 TT LG B 210 D EOE SR 4 IR NBSVR S5 5 L SVR T /N 08 il 25 R 501 ; AR
AR, ARG, =30 S R Ak 1) A4 B U OR AR e T L SVR ) Ak i e 24 o 4 1

N+17J

V5 =3 5, AR B AR,

N+17]
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Table 4 Global function value comparison of dual problems
F 4 ) B B U LR

Mg W 1 W 2 W 3
SVR NBSVR SVR NBSVR SVR NBSVR

Babyfat —6.4850e+002 —6.4932e+002| 7.9485e+002 7.9685e+002 | —7.9985e+002 -8.0082e+002
Balloon —1.7475e+000 —2.4337e+000 | —2.0411e+000 -2.6888e+000 | —1.7127e+000 —2.4245e+000
Baskball -1.8781e+000 —-2.0151e+000 | —2.2336e+000 -2.5382e+000 | -1.7291e+000 —1.8732e+000
Bolts -5.5994e+001 -5.6827e+001 | -5.6382e+001 -6.0978e+001 | -5.9524e+001 —6.4645e+001
Cleveland -1.0365e+001 —-1.0460e+001 | -1.0778e+001  -1.0852e+001 | -1.1005e+00  -1.1118e+001
Elusage -5.5204e+001 -5.6124e+001 | —6.9875e+001  -7.3740e+001 | -7.8588e+001 —8.4179e+001
Fruitfly —1.7450e+000 -1.8056e+000 | —1.3591e+000 -1.4188e+000 | -1.2818e+000 —1.3528e+000
Lowbwt —1.1754e+000 —3.2825e+000 | —1.1271e+000 —3.2996e+000 | —1.0143e+000 —3.3146e+000
Mbagrade -5.9052e+002 -5.9067e+002 | —4.7037e+002  -4.7055e+002 | —-4.3877e+002  —4.3888e+002
Pollution -1.0768e+000 —1.1749e+000 | —-1.5319e+000 -1.5927e+000 | -1.3206e+000 —1.4533e+000
Quake -1.5640e+001 -2.6788e+001 | —-1.4496e+001 -2.5541e+001 | -1.5128e+001 —2.5994e+001
Sensory —3.8698e+000 —3.9966e+000 | —3.5719e+000 -3.7019e+000 | —3.6359e+000 —3.7659e+000
Strike —3.7714e-001  -5.3708e-001 | —4.5832e-001 —6.2830e-001 | -5.2497e-001  —7.2240e-001
Space-ga —2.7019e+005 —2.7079e+005 | —2.8387e+005 -2.8433e+005 | -2.6965e+005 —2.7021e+005
Abalone —1.1127e+001  -1.0514e+002 | —9.8542e+000 -1.0222e+002 | -1.0527e+001 —1.0362e+002
Autoprice —7.5856e+000 —7.9427e+000 | —6.4505e+000 —6.7247e+000 | —6.7433e+000 —7.1462e+000
Cloud -1.0987e+004 —1.1151e+004 | -1.4585e+004  -1.4772e+004 | -1.1184e+004 —1.1388e+004
Housing —9.5502e+001  -9.5683e+001 | —9.5476e+001 -9.5610e+001 | -9.0453e+001 —9.0563e+001
Machine_cpu | —1.2039e+002  -1.4444e+002 | -5.0295e+002  —6.2580e+002 | —3.9730e+002 -5.3445e+002
Pyrim —-1.8578e+000 —1.9494e+000 | —-1.7049e+000 -1.8807e+000 | —2.0595e+000 —2.1273e+000
Servo —3.5996e+000 —3.6207e+000 | —3.6963e+000 —3.7206e+000 | —2.2815e+000 —2.3011e+000
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Fig.1 Relationship of parameters selection on Strike data set
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NBSVR it T2 UL L3l 4R R3S 7 R 28 T SVR,FTE B 4210 VI ks 1] NBSVR 3% T sl A 0L T
SVR. X {5 1] 5 gt A A7 D00k 26 I, 76 M [F) 2 50% 8 F ONBSVR B REAE B LE SVR SE AT A A . 0 BUAN () 2 B Al %
i, NBSVR (11l kB[] A2 10 38 0 1 2% .

B UG T IR, 6 AR B 1R 52 1) 6 [ 5 B0 B L AT O SR 1) [ U AR Rz AR e B A 1 R e ) B, T
£ TG P 2 S A N Sk 1) A 0 DG i 194 S ) e ] R R R 00 S A T (9 S S HROHR b, DU IR B 1 e ek
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