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Abstract: Under the filter-and-refine framework and based on the learning techniques, a data-aware method for
c-approximate nearest neighbor query for high-dimensional data is proposed in this paper. The study claims that
data after random projection satisfies the entropy-maximizing criterion which is needed by the semantic hashing.
The binary codes after random projection are treated as the labels, and a group of classifiers are trained, which are
used for predicting the binary code for the query. The data objects are selected who’s Hamming distances between
the query satisfying the threshold as the candidates. The real distances are evaluated on the candidate subset and the
smallest one is returned. Experimental results on the synthetic datasets and the real datasets show that this method
outperforms the existing work with shorter binary code, in addition, the performance and the result quality can be
easily tuned.

Key words:  random projection; c-approximate nearest neighbor query; SVM classifier; high-dimensional data;

entropy maximizing criterion; locality sensitive hashing
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REESES: TP311 XHEtFRIRAD: A

AT AT £ (nearest neighbor query))” 32 W T SCAE B R . R 518, 2T RGN A4S B a kMLl
5 SR R ST AP ARG I A5 AR 7 K e A S, R D v P A AT PR T L A I e 2 AT A U L AR R TR AR 0T
FEVF 25 75 1) W o, 2 1) 4D o ] 2 T (0 — AN I R D 45 SR AR R DL R A Y R R A T R
T A S T A A v v SR ST A A v 4 R 1 O R R TR T

T AL 5 3 AT A W — % X BR A c-3F AL gt 3 AT 75 ) (c-approximate nearest neighbor query),’t 3% b 2 i) 5 L
WHRIT AR AE ¢ fFRZEZ NIRRT — AN XS A A 45 B B A, U Bl 50 40 25 v 1) FH B AR A B U R A
(locality sensitive hashing, fiiFx LSH)PLSH FE A J5 B AL, 1 S5 AT B A K508 of 52 LA e Mok 4 A 35 81 7] 11 3 5 Al
o AR AR B X G LT AN A B ) A e SAT T T 2 A, 1 56 08 P — 4R [ (R0 A 1R B0 A 1 G A 2
A 25 111, K S5 L5 2 v e 5 ) 000 b S R () B30 S S A Ay B Aok 32 00 T Ak JE 4 b v B A 04 T AL B 3 4.
SR LSH VA5 25 18 B AR 10 0T, 0] AS 0] 1R B3040 2 W A o 300 K 190 A [0 199 3 A, 2 — 800 I 5% 1) #5111 (data
independent) i AR T 3RAG ST 1 A W RCR, T5 B KW 23 18] FF 4.

I, T B T S AH SC (AR ALY 2 i (data-aware similarity search). e {i FH S48 3240 Hh 1 5% > Bk o)
B E e ST AT UG B AR DRSS R B AT DL 2 )3 2% 3T 5 T SR AR X S e AR O Tk e 6 £
P AEABL P B oF 5, G 3 ) g 5 A AR AL, e i A ) o e A 7 v B S TRD R AT BE S T R R T BRI T 4R O
HVE SR 3 0 00 B0 S SR AR v, R L KR b B o T T R R b, T AR R A 1R O vk, AR AR R
0 A B T T S AR R L 5 LA ) e P L IRt BalujallR Weisst1aE 4R H T 4
R 7 D) e i 2 38 S 4 B 1) 5 R AT Zhang 2 N IR FEALL I B L Atk B4R T 25 ST IR W A 5 v (self-
taught hashing, f#k STH). % T 3R 1336 2 85 d5 XA ¥ 1 1 i, STH 5 ¥ 27 S8 X B4 A2 M 7 k-NINAEABL P
S X5F AT R I AR RV A A PR AR A i 10 TR kb 32 ¥ R W T 0 2 ) 5 20 B8 265 v, 3 EL K 00 1 o 3t 8
HEAT AL B

ASCAEAE R LSH HiAR 2 — I BENLIL R (random  projection) i AR FERE 47 H T —FpIEF 2220 1. BUEH =
BT C- 2 AL 5 30 40 285 ) A0 T AL Ak B A9 R ) T SCHR[3—5), 4% SCAH FH B ATL A3 5 B A ) s e B A7 — Bk s 4 3, -
FE BT BEAU 5 AR I 3 5 G 5 B 1l A2 J95 e R A M T ASE FH BE B 58 B R W Bdl g 2 s SR R 2 S
1) b ) 2% 42 1) A A JRUGE B 1R A 5 48, U ke — A 0 2% 0 T 30 AL S5 T 408 7 ), 2 A ok - 50 U AE 4
(filter-and- refine framework) ™ 56 I8 1 56, X5 28 v 458 I I 25 1) 23 S 388 00 AT A 5 000 ; B 5, 70 9 BH 225 [ o1 55
P 55 O 2 T BN %o B IR) T I B P 2 R N I g A I I B B N T B T B R S
T EEAE g Ak 3ok, 2K T AE A B 1 6T, V15 7 v L S P A AT

AT H ) 5 VEAT AT B £ 1o B AT 52 2 I 3 A 8 e A PR oA W) A S IR VETE A W) B b T LSH T
T B 1 ) A L S BT U A B VA TR R R R T A IR R, RN BRI T 3
it (P

ASCEH L WA BRI TAE S 2 30K P40 A @A SOl F A6 L F0R. 28 3 148 AR SO VR I Ab B
TR CBE B 4 IR A S 00 W B S L85 AT A58 B XA SC TAERIT R4S,

1 #HXIE

I3 AR AT AR (0] H AR Bt rb -5 2 0 S B 0 o) B e N T O (R R RS 2 AN EOR R R T
J I IR SR AR A ) R WS R T SR 2 1 P R R 4 0 )R A (B R  R-treel® k-d A T4
{ELIE, SCHR 84 =4 Kodla 1 4k FEREIE 8 I A (1 25 1 Kol Jo) 73 B0 2 1) ) 23 IR R LA AR #5 AN In 2 E
FH.

X et 2 % [ £ Ak, AL 5 A0 408 A 1 B 0% LA vl ) 28R G [ A AL ) 5 SR i il AL #8070 7 R 3R A T AT
Bk Indyk 25 NPT (07 5 BRI A5 2 H R L DL R 20T 40 7 0 () BT BOR e TEFE G B AR S YR K Tk
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(sublinear) i} 7] P S A 36 AL S5z 30 406 vl 0.1 Xof AN [ 0940 1 D 7 SR RIAR AL B ksl o B 80 P WF L 4t T 2
R TR I 755 AR L ) i 0 BOHE 1) 4 SR AR BB T 5, Charikar™ 2 T B WL A %7 B R 75 B8 B0 T
T4 11 Jaccard #H UL, Broder £ A4 Hi T Min-Hashing £7 B U 08 75 4 AR P T30 B0 o S5 44 $i8f 22 1) (R 4
WA TR Ly, pe(0,2) 1, Datar 25 AAIE B T A7 5 WS A5 B 2500, I T 5 U 2 M T 1R) A o 55 d5 s 408 77
UL |5 i A7 B ARG A5 BR BV A 2 AN I P 40P T e B 54 (10 30 B 255 ¥4 i) A

Tao % NI 25 10] z- ik 78 LSH H0R & B R 51 42 T LSBtreel™ Ab B k-J U 40 75 . 46 5 -
5 P9 22 BN 1 30 A8 A5 9 77 1, MinPHR T Compact Projection F T+ RIS S0 U AU 55 55 30 40 5 0. 1% 7 vk
UF B T #5088 1 59 1T 43 1t (4-weakly  separable), ¥ 4l Job B AL P 56 H A 0 i 4 a5 52 o — ik 09 g G 2R o il
ok 43 L A PR i B 39 R A A e A, v % 328 B 1 K /INTT LR Rl O(an') AL 2% 5 147 7 45 K P i i ok
PRTIE ) 1 5

Salakhutdinov 2 AR W T JE T35 ¥ 75 5 A (semantic hashing). 1% 7 v 8 Jok 62 o 4 B0 448k — 30741
S it 31 ARG B30 6 5 LA AR 1) 3 ) o ) R A0 ) 3 ) o 0 R AT A58 b T 5 0 408 T Al v J
et P I ) 2 ) SR 4 v T S A AR i R A R 1 O B T ORI A 4 Y TR B K A6 HE I (entropy
maximizing criterion), HJ LA Z1 i — 33 4 4 5 1) 5% B ) 8. Zhang 25 N BUR Y T3 T 22 ST (0 M ABL AR A R
STH.STH 481 F k-NN Pl 460 it B4 i (R AR ADL YR e B DA 7 45 38006 R 005 g A ME DD 1) 0 Sk 4 65, STH. Xof ARBL P A4
WA SR AT A0 R R 0 1) 2 SR A8 ASFF PR 1) 22 1 87 50008 D 0 4, HERR A0F 1) SR 56 40 kg 3 S G A, LA I A2 6 0 K
A B0 T B S B A0 Ay A2 I B (0 A S DI — A oy DS A R E SR 7 a0 AR 120 2 1 B T
o BEAR R 1 2 (RIS ) AR

2 ETEIMEMMEER

16 A S B 5 % (data object) tBR  F s i 3% (data record), & X — 4> S2AA ) 2] i A0 B MR R A I
R A —A d s A R S AR SR AR R R E D B on NSRS R e A B W S E S
0={04,...,00}, H. OCR®. A S F 45 5 AN 52 04,05, & 1122 18 (4 25 10 A dist(04,0,) H. dist(05,04) = 0; & AT ¥ AR LAk
B0 sim(01,05) H. sim(04,0,) €[0,1]. B AE4F T i AR SC A 1) B 228 P85 B 1% 310 A2 IR I 8 28 AR Bk B A A %
FHABLEE.

2.1 EEBEX

R B E RN R ES O FiZEHE S-S LR g, 5T 40 2k (nearest neighbor query) iR [1] i A&
dist(q,0")=minyodist(q,0) (I 4HE X % 0. b it £5: T 41 25 ), B5% 3] AL 1) Ak BBy ¥ o B SR AT R M R O
A5 A ) 2 ) R 0] 5 SRR R 00R [ B 2 /S TR — AN B 0 G X RE T B n AN o SR I SR B 4R,
T 2 O(nd) FT At 1] 52 % B 0 1K 22 L v 4 1R 8000 4, 2 Mk 0 7 R AN

K 22 B0 AR N R P RS T EERE A 100 &5 SR 30 R 5 SR Ak mT DU AR P B T L L i ST
0 B G 2R I I v, — A Y 28 A ABA T 5 SR wl w3 A2 A A 1 SR TR b F 9 38 4 1 T A AL el 40 A 4, SR
Hh c-3T AL T 4 25 1 (c-approximate nearest neighbor query). & ST 15 31T 41 25 1) i) B30, A S48 T IR TR
725 2 10 o (6= Y 71 NI o I (8- ey e 7 1 D=9 1

EX 1R RIESPEM). 4 i R ES OcRMEH I AN A — A E ) qeRY R I8 4 %
0 €O, AL 44T dist(q,07)<<c-ming.odist(q,0), Her ¢ #R M UTBLEE T H. c>1.

S 5 MR R IES 0={0y,...,05}F1 O FIME W q. &) q EHES O LI -1 w48 2 if) i
1R fEEARES O b i) q EIEAEN G2 0,0 5 of ZWMIMEE N r Kk 75 L g WL BLer P4t
B 1] A AT AT — AN B gl X %2 {04, - ., 00 3, 3 AT 15 45 SRL3R 1] Hov ¢ Rz Bl R 7.
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Fig.1 c-Approximate nearest neighbor query
K1 c-i bl &l & ity
22 FEmAXLAEN

SF e BEALAR B X B X AR Al Pr(X=1)=p,Pr(X=0)=1-p. — JGBEHLAZ & 15 B0 SRR A — 0
%XﬁHMFﬂWDapmmlm%pUZﬁWMW?ﬁkﬁ%Tﬂu*ﬁ%EWMEE%?¥7M%X

TR AR T 558 AL v T (entropy maximizing criterion)!! BIZE SR ig 758 b 0 A1 1 IR IR %% H & A
H:’«Hu?fﬁ%]]?mﬁikﬂc{ﬁ)\lﬂ,ﬁ/fﬁﬁm’?félE}D"I .

TR (A B KA AN, T8 SCRG A ) 2 5 Yot AL 1 A A e R AP U, O i A o 1 O R 2 HE B PR AR 2 A ) HL
AT TE K.

908 B KA D) PP 38 SCHE T A0 g 05 1) 4 — o7 pe R A 3R 7 B A 800 1 A UL, m A P o 0 1) — 3k o 4 0
JE R SR iR .

2.3 LSHPR&EH %

Indyk 2 N\ B (0 LSH T 32 I T o 2 5500 3 ADURTABL P 25 40 6T AN [0 F60 A ABA 2 A0 B8 85 b K, BP9
PRH T ANFEM LSH WA o HO% 30 B30 & 4 503 16 4 9% A0 B0 3 B0 oF 55 48 T BE AL 4R ¥ (random
projection)M™ILSH HE A B4 530 e 4 1) 5 438 52 0 4k (0 B AL - 17, 325 170 6 16K £4E 110 3 W 2% I phy 30 AU - 57
B 0T BT (1) 4% EAH AP

24 5 17 Bk ueRY, BE ML RE I WA 75 B B0 H PR — A 88 80 h, 25 3R (2), b BE AL 1) i reRY, LA — T Bt LAt
SLHE E AR IERR 4040 N(O,1).

h,(u)—{l’ fru=o0, u &)

0, otherwise
2 sE AN I U,y RTBE LA S I A5 B8 B0 HL 35 0(u,v) o AN 1) B u,v 22 TR 2 4, DUD AT L A3 3925 X (2) 141,

mmw)hm]19ww @)

W45 2 (2) nT BAE Y i 2 1) (6 4R 3 AR AR mT DA e AT 14858 2 S (R A 5 R 0B A bt o B AR S0 v 48
R 5 [P A bR U R Ok 2 4 (signature).

XTI T B (0 LSH, o 7 S50 2 v 5 B, 300 3 38 LA o ZEBE AL 1) v, or OISR L i o Mt
XTI u g LSH BENLEEE 2 J5, T LA ST L2844 s(u) = €h, (u),...hy (u)3e {0,584 0 Btk o il — A xk
G H L RIS 4 2 S AT ARAS — AN AL AR RE S, % U (3) TR,

%M)m %wg
S= » 3)
hw)~~h w)

Td1 R

5 STH 57y b AN, A SCHE B 205 B ML 5% 22 I (1 30 1125 44 F o A0 (10— 328 1 23 o, 7 Lk JEE
A 2 ST SRR R S A e 3 A A A AN B B AR AL A e o 2, B LR 22 G G e AR AR
B 28 o 0 v X — s AT DA EE0(2)F Lk, 5 Salakhutdinov 26 A$R HY B0 35 T35 SCA A 75 — 2k o6 2w 125 £ Jid 30 AF
ABL. T THTF B SR 26 3 B LB 52 2 i, 0 o) 5 4 i A 00 e K A HE
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2.4 iE PR
VeI B ueRY J d 4 S22 1) 1F HLAK ) 2, BT Ju|=2. BE B WL 1A B reRY, L HR r (04— 2 IS B LI (b v 1F
0040 N(O,1), Ul 45 5 B 1.
EIE 1. WA R v=u-r, )] v~N(0,1)
PER V= v =3 e TR B LI N(O,1), 10 u; -1 ~ N(O,ud).

i=

%%W%E%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%%ﬂ%ﬂ%%v~MQZL#FN@& O

EHE 2. W f(X)=sgn(x) & /2 8 XAESEHER R RIAF 5 B3, 1 x=0 I f(x)=1; 75 0], f(x)=0. % B HLAZ & v'=f(v),
Horr v=u-r, U] Pr(v'=0)=Pr(v'=1)=1/2.

3E B :Pr(v'=0)=Pr(f(v)=0)=Pr(v<<0) fid 4} & # 1,FENL L& v IRAFRHEIEZ 070 N(0,1), 7T 15 Pr(v<<0)=(0)=
1/2.24 v'=1 I ,Pr(v'=1)=1-Pr(v'=0)=1/2. O

SEFE 2 R BENLAS v BB O A0 1 BOMEZR 34 172, B0 4 u B9 L IR BENLI L A7 1 i A O R 1 HY B
R 2 —HE IR

MR 5 B 1 ]R8 2 S5 (A ) Bt P R 2 s A AT (R AR 8 B 2, b mT DAY B E BE 3.

EE 3. BENLECSY G b dI gAY 0,1 HH IR HE A 38 55 BLAR FLIEOC, T U 7345 JE 0 85 AL, BRIV 6 A 4 o5
RALHAEN].

AT A (1) BB 1 4 1D 1) 3 R A1 A 1 9 1A 2 I £ s e 22 I e R ) A
I i, L7 VA A 22 V) P s A7 1) T ) P A A /S TR T B R 22 () A ) DA G B (2) AR A i 5 4 v
S5 A 23 S 1) i B TS P R AT 1 B 0 5 U T T R — A S T e

BRI, 7 A S A R 4 A R S 1R A BN 2 A (R bR 5 4 AR IR AL R S s X ARl T STH
J7 VbR o A T 5 085 o PRI ) RS i) 52 2% B W K AR R T R I FL T RO B S, A SO T AN
T CA S )5 BE T 3EAT

3 RIEMEL

3.1 AbIEiEZR

ATCRH T 1L -0 (10 b B AR B 52 2 T (10 308 1) 2 B ALt e e 1 0 2 ) DB 2 v 8 3 W) 1)
AR T S5 AT 2 TR G i P B 2 22 ) o 308 J5 10 25 I it PO B 2 KT L P o B d R A I I R
[EYE/APOE e il oy = AV UK (Y6 = S U

ASSCIA AL BEAE S G 1] 2 o, 1 2 2 TIAR BRI BEAZ K BOG $dli 122 mb (K B A3 Bl 14T L K BEALEGR, LA3 A
a1 BB LR SR FEAE A MR RE— A D B e v X N B PR b 5 B N R T — AL SRR T
FELP (¥ 25, T 2 A P 20 Al FOUI A 000 L 1K) SR b 5 4R SR A 5 B e 0y b 1 G i, 30 P T o A A A
By (126 44 2 18] PR WY P2 08 P U W B /N 1 5 B ) 0 0 A DA ok ik v 4 AR fklk 14 B S Al
P do /N PR BT o B2

A8 P 25 44 R MR I R 20 A8 (R I RE 0 P 3 s i S B 2 44 I S g — A1 1) A1 DAy e S mhons
Bl (KPR 5 JXFE, L JUIAT L FfobR 5 70 AR L Dy b S B B 4R 1025 LA SVM 0288 3 TP i
WA, G CUIZRIN L A2, o AT L A 2bs 5 21 b, 75 o A0 S50 4 4 A 1) 17 3 I 2 [R). A JE S i
AR R 2 b T e B R A6 4 2 T £ i W R AR SO R e 50,13 7T LS bR S {-1,13
Z N7 (A G b O AR Dy b =1, RS 1 B AR bR 1B PR i) 2 T g B i AL 5 BRI
i R AT i 1 B v S5 ) 328 X B ] R R P
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o
gg I:> Random projection ':>
o
o
oo s’
o .
Data objects SVM learning Signatures
;
9 — [T
Query Binary of query

Fig.2 Processing framework
K2 AbHEHESE

«—L—>>
£1..00
£0..10
41..01
L 0%g1 0
£0..11

S

Vectors
0O 0O 0 0o

Fig.3 Training SVM classifiers with signature as the labels
3 EBLENFR TS SVM 4 2548
32 H &
Hd e b i) B G0 BENLHR R 5, Eh D R PR vy 248 P 512 0 1) A8 Sk 5 Y 38 S0 4 R 8 7 1) T 2 [ L
BARAGAHR  F Z B A S8 T i W28 ()b R-2P A2k 35 AR A
E X 2(R-$ 123k % & (R-spherical cap)). 45 & —JtmEES Vo, B R M —ADT0& RN E 9,9 EES V,
i R-ARER B M2 58 o C(R,q)={v|ve Vy,disty(q,v) <R}, L disty(q,v) B A~ Z 3k 42 q,v 2 8] F#E B 7 3
B disty=|{ilgi=vi}-
R-*P A2 Bk o 4 5 X T i 12 v () 300l 6t 55 A A 2 Te) 1R W B 5/ T30 1 R T W 464
3.2.1 TAbE
TR TRAL BB B, AR SCT7VE S STH AR 2 Ak SR FH BB 56 2 5 TR W A (LA DA 80308 (0 b 2R 28 A S b A
FH 047 B UG A5 BE WL FOE AR L ] 4 s,
Input: Data vectors, OcR®.
Output: Signature matrix S.
1. S=@;
2: Generate the random matrix M%Y: /%6 B (145 — TSR LI 1 bR e IF 45 0 A
3: foreachueO do
4 v=(J;
5 for each column r of M®* do
6: h=r-u;
7 val=sgn(h);
8 v.add(val);
9
1

S.add(v);
0: return S;

Fig.4 Algorithm of random projection
Bl 4 LSH BENLEE

SRR i N B B v G 2B R d AN D L R BEATL 170 6, ) R — A Bl 8 BE A Lt I b ) 1R 25 20
A1 N(O,1). H3X d AN B ML B jle— S BEHLAR 3 0 MOSCER 2 A7) 36 B30 122 vh i A — AN B0 0 % o, J st Bl L3
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AT L bR 44 10 B (R 3 4T~58 9 A7) 6 8l 1 AT Bodla 220 L IKI BEHLBERE 2 5, ol LA 51—
A TR R SMC Bk A 28 44 L R4 i 3 ) KO0 E 11 25 44 R B (A 10 47).
322 IImraa

AT N s R I 2R 293 8% 6 T3 R SE A SCR T T 2 L) SVM 43 8 38 50E.SVM 73 6 it —
AT B 2 5 7 R A B B B A AR S I R B 4, 22 >0 AR ROG R S (K Bl x EAT 20 2R AZ AR
B (8) .

f(x)=sgn(w x+b) (4)
b 25w M b AEZA E 0 ANUIGAE (XY, =1, 0 xRy e {0,137 ST 1M 75 2. 2 B o 50T LU Akl 5 50 (B) Y
PeAt ) .

. 1 5 n
min,, .—wWw+C)» &
w,b,& 2 z|:1§' (5)
sty(W'x+b)=1-&, £=0,i=1..,n

A8 I BE LB B AL 1) A D4 Bt bR 5 (1 SVM RS GRS QB 5 Bz SR B0 i A\ Dy 8030 1 A i 8080 1
(9 LSH B3 2 J5 28 44 R S.5AIE LSH BENLBERE 2 Ja M2 44 4 [ S A by Bals P2 it il b 5 41 3 T 2 44 0
WA ¥k — 2 A DA o B e (0 s — b 5 A — S 5 0w I 25— A SVM 23 8% ORI DI R 4 1R g —
A SVM 9yt foeha SR ZR LA KA AE IR A1 45 R (5 1 AT~5 547).

Input: Data vectors Ong, signature matrix S.

Output: L SVM classifiers.

1: for (i=1; i<L; i++) do

2: foreachueO do

3 vi=getLabel(S,u); //3R45F Il u (1254 Edl
4: SVMTrain(u,vi[jl);

5: return (w;,by);

Fig.5 SVM training algorithm
5 SVM IIZRHE
3.2.3  c-ilT il AR AT i)
Ko} T - AR AT AR 2 v g, FL AL BRI RE 2 CAUIZRI LAY SVM 42828 TR Er i q 1 L ANbR5 8,
FHEIX L ANFR SR O FT 1 4 5 3R, 3002 16 A 5 450 235 B 74 [ [R) I 2 340 14 G R b 345 T B8 SR 1045 & -
AL R A A8 A ) S SRR AN T 6 TR

Input: Query g, L SVM classifiers, signature matrix S, Hamming ball radius R.
Output: The c-approximate nearest neighbor object 0™,
1: HammingDistList={;
o=, IR R ) g T
for (i=1; i<L; i++) do
bit=SVMPredict(q,svm;);
qv.add(bit);
for each(seS) do
distVal=distx(s,qv);
HammingDistList=HammingDistListudistVal,
. sort(HammingDistList);
10: O=getRCap(q,0); /{EXH4E O Lits i) q M) R-2PAREkE 4
11: o0"=argmin,. dist(q,0);
12: returno”;

eINa RN

Fig.6 c-Approximate nearest neighbor query
K6 c-irfli 4l A
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BRI T 1k k-7 A HE B2 (filter-and-refine framework), Hoii F /T kil 4> 4 3 25

B 1D TRANMER q LT AR L AL SYM 4325488 TI0& ) g 1) L A5, 1806
NFEEEE 2 77~58 51T

52 8 A0 B AR TR A 5 B PR AN X IR T 5 A O KoV (1 28 4% [ e ) P g B B X0
R T-HL S 6 47~28 9 17

53 DR WER IR q 1 R-AR Rk a4 O, 40 e 1 Jh A v 4f L A0 7 4, BT 5 A v -2 T) 11 v B
B/NTBIE R B SAE Rk R (5B 10 47). 55 A AR G5 5 L i) S0k B B B VH 53 A 1) 5 i ik 1 4R 2 1)
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Table 1 Statistical information of artificial experimental datasets

1 B RS R

Dataset Vector number Vector length Query number
Gaussian 10 000 50 50
Normal 10 000 50 50

SIZIG AR, PR BT S BOHE 4 0 W AN 35 4 (1) SO RS $ i 4 WebK B (http://www.cs.cmu.edu/~webkb/) F1 Reuters21578
(fiiic 2k Reuters(http://kdd.ics.uci.edu/databases/reuters21578/reuters21578.html)). 4 3k 2 [ 455 F 7] (stop-words) #1
T4k (stemming) &b B2 5 Al TF-IDF BE8 A i S0 1) & B HR 4R 10 4 v 8 R &5 Lk 2.

Table 2 Statistical information of real experimental datasets
%2 AFWRBHEELSIE L

Dataset \Vector number Query number Vector length Class number
WebKB 2785 50 7287 5
Reuters 5485 50 14 575 8

W T SVM 43258 A A F SVM Java 5, LibSVMITL.SVM 43 3 (1 S 508 F T BA I B I B0 B N
LRV R AR — AN B AE | 4 BIERAS T 50 ANETH,3X 50 AN F 1440 49 A7 A8 SCRY A (14— 28 Sk k.

42 RWHER5HR
R T VP c-d e AR A ) 45 R IR iR, AR S LT P IR #E Average Success Ratio(ASR)k A i
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Fig.7 Query quality on synthetic datasets
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Fig.8 Query quality on real datasets
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Fig.9 Query performance on synthetic datasets
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Fig.10 Query performance on real datasets
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Fig.11 Performance scalability of the query
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Fig.12 Quality scalability of the query
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Fig.14 Performance comparison on two datasets
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Table 3 Recommendation of parameters L and R
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