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Survey on Cost-sensitive Learning Method

WAN Jian-Wu', YANG Ming?

Y(School of Information Science and Engineering, Changzhou University, Changzhou 213164, China)
%(School of Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: Classification is one of the most important tasks in machine learning. Conventional classification methods aim to attain low
recognition error rate and assume the same loss from different kinds of misclassifications. However, in the applications such as the door-
locker system based on face recognition, software defect prediction and multi-label learning, different kinds of misclassification will lead
to different losses. This requires the learning methods to pay more attention to the samples with high-cost misclassification, and thus make
the total misclassification losses minimized. To deal with this issue, cost-sensitive learning has received the considerable attention from
the researchers. This study takes the theoretical foundation of cost-sensitive learning as the focal point to analyze and survey its main
models and the typical applications. At last, the difficulty and probable development trend of cost-sensitive learning are discussed.

Key words: cost-sensitive; loss; classification; face recognition; software defect prediction; multi-label learning
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Table 1 Misclassification cost matrix C for the two-class classification problem
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Table 2 Simplified misclassification cost matrix C’ for the two-class classification problem
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Table 3 The misclassification cost matrix for face recognition problem
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Fig.1 The cost-sensitive problems in multi-label learning
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Table 4 The misclassification cost matrix C for software defect prediction problem
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Fig.2 The classification process and the cost-sensitive learning process
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XEES R 2 R AR AT IR, H AL R BT R R
w_hG@) _ 2, 14)
w; h() 2, C
B S 4, JX B wi/wiCiif Cyi. i I, Zhou %5 A ik, Rescaling F1 Rebalancing 75 72 £ 2 25 4 3% il fl_E AN 2547y

%T%%ﬁ@%széA%&TR%M%mﬁ&mmzﬁﬂﬁéﬁﬁ%@%%%ﬁLJN%%%%@

(13)

It AL RAE A — AN P 24 28 i b LA A 2 B 55 5 2 wilwy=Ciyf . 38 5 B SR 7 FE AL, 75 B3R
5 2L 2 BT AT 20 SRR R AL R B W, Wy, .. W]

(3) R A HEARAN R 2 > o R 28 1) AS ST 46 1] R fF) Rescaling J7 7

TE — S S e I8 1) R0 v, 500 4 v Rl A [ BT A7 7 A A B350 27 o ) R0 25 S AN S 4887 i) R0 491 a2 26 AP SR 190
00 e TE B PR AR A AR 1 80%, AT 2006 1A R A AL B 2 A R, BT no>>ny, He vt ng A ng 43 il 7R 1E SR IR RE AR L
X HLER K A B AN IE 38, 2 B 1 28 5 — 7 T K B AR R T Sy T R B AR R T 4 S B AN BRI E
P47 2R I, A5 2R 38 v T SR B A R ) A B o A R 7 S F 452 2%, BT C9>>Coy.

N T PRAR A R 2 T 1] R TR FH 4 S(L0) BT B AL R 2 walwig=Cao/Coq, 43 il 45 1E §7 ZEFE AR AL 30—
N T RS B AS T 0 R A A5 I ZRAE rP I 67 SRR A K S i TR 95 8 30(9) 4 48 1E S S REA I A H Ak b,
BB TSR FH o3 2 88 1 e 58 BB A p=0.5,C10=ng, Cop=ng, T T AN 2 2L ratio”=n,/n,.

25 b AT A [ AR Ak 38 AR A 0 2 T 1) BRI 288 S AR SV 4 ) R ) 55— L R 4

% 1 Cony 5
w, ratio” Cy, n,
3.1.3 T H/AG

R R AR B 2 3 1) R SRR T 1SR RS e 4 A1 1 SRS 1B 5500 0 A 11 25078 T i 2 RS ) S 0 4y SRR
T [ A A L TV R B 2 R B9 TE G R AU 7 T E A 508 B4 4 AT A i 42 T 3 o SR R AR i
SR AT A5 200 AR U 1 28 0 25 R AEL X T 22 28 40 I ) B, T 2 15— AEH R BT 40 SR SR BB R B fwy, W, .,
Wl A2 IS 7 V2008 9 (¥ o5 1) 7 A5 0 F. Rescalenew 7715, L 45 — 28 FE 2R AU INA 22 502 38 i Bk 37 SR gt 77 A2 401 v
FRAT 0. 24 5 R 4L 28 B0 B 3 Bk I Rescaleney, J6 2 3K 15 — 2113 2 BT 4T 20 30 4% 14 10 AL 28 $5198390, gt 4,
Rescaleney 771575 fift H 22 24 A 1) DA, il R I] 388 ok 4 22 28 4 2 1) R A% A6 O 22 S 7 2 40 288 il L P R A R
JH 3%t —"" 1) 22 28 43 AR AR, 245K — X 2277 11 22 288 43 A I, 4] 8 A 200K 2 o B0k DU e 22 26 0
A B IRASL I R, 2 o SRR A5 4k S F 7T B — S B R T .

BE—25 N T i 5 LUBCRAE 7 VR RN AT VEAE AR BB EE 30 1) R - (¥ 1 B8 Lopez %5 AR FH S 56 19 77 %,
43T L% 7 SMOTE(synthetic minority oversampling technique)“!.ENN(Wilson’s edited nearest neighbor rule)*4
SERFEN S Ting $2 A BB P S b R 1 Si2 6 Pk R % SR 2R B R AR M R 2 ST ) AR T 18 R SRR
J7 AR A N 25, Fe ke #0235 0 T 5 — e ek VL R b SRR 7 vk A A 7 355 0 A A 2 A AR
A S i) L R A e LA A 4k S E S T
32 HRELEFE

25 F )5 AL T 5 95 15 A I SR P R R ) S R SR B AL PR SRS R A A U 2T T L 2 R AR B 5 IR
JITIE (1 73 8 AT — MR BB R 2R, B B R 7y S8 e 6 i 1 A — NI ARE A S R T 2% SR I 490 X1 7
32510 1, R 2 2 (4) 7T 0 AR BURK ) e S BB M pT=Coa/(Cao+Con). 1 B, 401 SR T SR Fi A4 4 24 8 W i HH AR A AR x
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FIE T IERIOMEEE p(Lx) B p(Lx)>p" 84 stAg %0 A% 53 2 15 2 b AT Lkt 45 51 A 35 7 vk it 4 7
B T 0 R A SR J 1 % 28 R M 3 2 O BT T 43 S A 4R J LA AR R M 1) 5 SR 5 Ak 3 2 ) Bk,

(1) MetaCost J5i%

MetaCost 77 12181 i 3 A JEL AR R FH 28 3K (L) i a2 SCARD 25t /0 39T 2 468 5 o WU ot 1| R AR AT SR AT, AR 70
TR ic R Bt 2 _E I GRG0 3 AR R A AN Uk BLAR B BRI T

o AT Bagging i, ISR E ST 40 2K fi(X);

o MR T SEE FOOX I GREE T IR A BEAT 40 2 SRAFAE AR AE % T 70 2848 TR TIUAE 2 p(KIx,fi(x));

o SERUNKLE R IFHEE p(k|X) :izi p(k] %, f,(x):

o ARIEA R, XU GRFEAR AT H B bR,
o MR EHT AR S AR I SR 28 1 TS 2 ().
(2) ETA 5i&
ETA(empirical threshold adjusting) /5 2:%34% I 48 X UGAIF 75 32, - 38 7 S a8 1) S U0 v 5% IR A5 Fofh 45 L
b B ITVE AN R Z AAE T ETA W53 838 it VI 2R AR SR T % S B M 22 HE 777, 7 F 2L 7 10 90 000 Mt 36 1. R Ak
Hiu 6t - 25 5 AR A BURR 4 50 1) 1, 24 ETA 3R AR 3 228 560 Y11 S5 B8 2 (9 00 A 2 HE P 2 5, SR FH 58 L3R IE J7 VR 11 5
S REBIE Tie[0,11,i=1,2,... K AT 4 55 B AR HE A 1% 33 2 a0 & 3 Brom (R4 2k il 28 3 — 20 1
o LA A il A M — A B /ML D ECER /N BE A 451 SR PR R D S BRELAE Y ETA JRVE s AR
SR E. 3 e ), 76 B 3(a) BRI EL T 1 Ay fec e v 52 IR
o DI R 4R A 2N dR/INE ARG DTSR R R 45 2 it R A B % 18 A ARL S BITR IRL IR R ELAE Y ETA
F 5 I e 58 R F2e e B M) 76 B 3(b) b N2 HX T, A g i U ke 5 R

ARG 5345 K
(total cost)
HEARES X B
(total cost)

= |—_—————

T =
0 W 1 v 0 W ff -
(a) 0)

Fig.3 Overall misclassification loss vs. the decision value
K3 BRGS0k v ISR A

(3) Cost-sensitive Neural Networks 77 7%
Cost-sensitive Neural Networks!": % F B4 # 50 (¥ 7 325, B -t 555 AR 70 22 B A 45 /0 B2 s 4 (1 Ak
ZR IR, LA 1 28 S AS T4 ) R0 L e bt o T 4 B0 AR A X SR P TIN5 2 1 A P 46 T 8 A B 308 47 02, T 1
¢ M H R EUE, 2 AR fl(x).k=1,2,....c T, A KRR R T IZB MR BR X IE T EET R
A 9 T L SR 2 3U(L0) 7 B 5 B2 B 0 N(K) = 3 Cog. W5, SR 0 0 M2 2 Ay A % 5 1 i
a3 BB I I A A T B2 h(k) (AR, 158 B 2 B Ll A o B R T, AR AR x 7E Cost-sensitive
Neural Networks /732 _F [ 5 4 T 25 50 7T B an F 19 B A s E0eR 43
mkax “hk) f, (x) (16)

3.3 EEMKNBBRFEIFRE

AR, B RN BB EE 2 T 51 T ST B2 DR T B AR B DL R B S b BT VA AN R, B
(KA BEURR 27 20 J7 VA REAS 7 BB S5O R i 4R, A 7 B 4 0 S8 () SR BAE. B B R AN 5 R RN 2
IR B H e R 50, 38 3w/ R A R SRAS AR O BBURR B 2 20 SR £ LR AR BURR 2 21 D7 R — RO 3N
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min :loss(f, X, C) (17)

Horb X SRR GEREAKE,C HE MU A B I 5L, ATARAE A0S ) 288 3 RS [ o2 FF AT, 4 T B AR A sk 2 )
T35 N BT AN TR 43 AR (AR SRR 3 i T i S [ 2 PR el 0 P A A B o SR B DA B 5 A 2 )
i) AR 45 4 PR AR RO 25 S0 BV T 3 ) 3k L2 2 ) LI I DA VR 4R A 4.
3.3.1 TSRSy AR AL A AR R o 2 B

BT AN [ 43 A8 Y 1) AR B50URK 43 28 BV S8 e 8 o AR 15 B B BRI N 2 S R R A5 6 2 e /N W B A R
THE T P AR A R 2 R B LAk bt AR AR AR (] 1) 2 ZRAB B R %2R 07 VR o R T 4 285,

(1) AR IR ) P A BV

F1 SC R [481 5% A-AN U P SR BV (R 43 mT AT BF S /DR T 50 i DA B A ARAN OB SR I
TR G BV 2 B O Y IR 18 BT AT P IR R AR A5 R A R AR A DA B BE AR A 4 B o AR AR SCE I 4 T
B4 DU I AR SRR P SR SR A g et R LK.

o BB AR AR BURR P SR v AR SR T 1 A5 : CSNL (cost-sensitive non-linear decision tree)
7 1O S I 5 SO UK D S 50 v S AT e SRR £ 7 4> 22 Bahinsen 25 A HY AR 3 T RE A
AR A A e e 536 B9 I, 4 PR 43 P R SR VE AR AT 25

o AN IR (A BB R SR B3k AR R T B L FE Freitas 25 AR HI Y CS-C4.5 J7¥:P%AI Davis
2 \ 4R H1 ) CSGain 77 1:PY,

o [T S RE WA AN AR 2 AR A AR A B e SRR R AR M T VA S ICET T kP R R
AR B R IX B TE A R AN SR B P SR A R T R AR K 2 AR AN RO SR ERORE AR I M BT 7 1
PACH U Ling %5 ABEH T — ik 5 A T f5c /b 25 2212 e i 3R B0 & 14 (0 AR A RO RE A
B AR BB B Ab B AT B T 2 1 %2 B AR BRI T — B R AN AR AR A AR A 2 AR (A A
UK e s 8B CTS Tree(cost-time sensitive decision tree) 7y v %5 1o 15 o e 55 W (1) Ja8 2 43 2 vi:
) fik 45 A8 R ARAN U X BT 2415 19 CTS Tree MEAL1 ) Tk BUR AT w (s B . AR SRR A A 4>
AR 10 J s e A Ji8 1222 1 )5 10 458 SOk [6-11];

o RIEIEA 1) A AR BUB R SR Bk Wang S5 AR TARM BUR R SRR BEVE SR HE T 3 Pl G 2 o)
T3t 01 1) 57 i 150 (1) 0 A v SR W, SR AR A 34 5 7 R VA B RN 5 (2) 7 B kSRR 1) 3L
H1 R smoothing J772:(3) JE T 15 SCARY B 1) BY A% S .

(2) AR BRI S RE ) AL

CS-SVM(cost-sensitive support vector machine) & — il fif vk P 25 73 2 1] 3 i AR Sl 2 53 ST el i 7

SVM TR 45 2 B B b R AR S8 A 4527 ST R AR AN UG LA s CS-SVM B f) H A R HE S In R :

.1 n
min: 1B +7 37 loss(F (x),%,€) (18)

Forp b st AR 5y e {0,138 i FEAS I B 07 28, yi=1 RRFEAR TR T 1IE 2K, yi=0 R A B T 1 28 i AN E
S hinge loss & £ LR
Ciomax{0,1— f (x)}, ify; =1

|055(f(Xi),yi:C)={ :
Co max{0,1+ f (x)}, ify, =0

HE—25, 2% R B A R(L9) B SURIAR T U R RS CS-SVM A5 A 114 55 28 W S5 0 U A7 48 AR — B0k BT 5
Fi@it Bk hinge loss BRI H T — i A2 DL 307 S5 U0 A MR 20 288 57 (A M AR iz 36 1 B L A AR 0581, i 4,
N T IR A 00 Lee S NAR YT THI 17 25 28 40 2K il R A AR BRURR S R 1 LSOV 4R SR IR B A R
CS-SVM iy 7 35 4% [ i (501,

(3) AR BB K ] T A 1Y

N T A543 2555 BB R AR {RAE A AT ARk Zhou 2 N LT LIS XU v 5% B i T840 s A AR A 15
HRAMZALIE Logistic [B1ARETY 32 T — Fi I [7) 2 28 45 25 1) 8 AR AN BUB % Logistic 7] 9 (multi-class cost-

(19)
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sensitive kernel logistic regression, & #k McKLR)E!, 35 1 B F A8 A s N G 1R 50 18 J0, LAk b,y 7 A 4540477
BB N R ) P 3 28 225 S0 2 e /DN A BB 451 R E DU MCKLR 5 S 7 I 1408 2 o 4
Y1 PG I X)Cos + p(1 [X)Cyq, i f (X) =G,

(20)
> PG 1X)Cs. iff(x)=1

Ioss(f(x),x,C):{
(4) RN BURI BRI A8 4> 2R 5%
5 McKLR Z518h,Zhou &% A KL T U1 357 IR e 476 1 1 (118400 g il on o042 B HR N B AR AT 4 R 88 TP R M T
— o TH] [F4) £ 25 43 25 ) R A A6 A SEORG B A 416 43 28 2% (mwilti-class cost-sensitive K-nearest neighbor, &7 McKNN)EL,
I3 e R TAR BRI R ) 1] R B A M, MCKINING 1 56 AR 418 25 10 4T 43 2 B (4 A0 X IR IR MR 2R p(Gilx) AT

> PG Ty PU(%0) 1G)Cog + PN T, AKX | 1NCyg, i F(X) =G,
ZS |D(Gi)]_[:n:1 P(I(X,) | G)Coq iff(x)=1
3.3.2  THI [ AS [R] S A 1) st AR 0 U o BV

R STk R AIE, A SRR 40 2 B0 A 7 P T R 0 A P 7 e R EO 020 A R S i 363851 d o
e RISV A ) R, IR s ) B OTST LA R SR B 12 W UV AU T i AR U
FEBHRAE Fo R JUPRAR SR B2 4085 %) B A B2 FH A7 10

(1) THT 1) 28 50 AN P-4 i) R ) AR A BBURR 73 SR ARV

H AT X T 28 4 2 0 A 1 SR 0 AN S A ) L B AR A T R B IR R T R A8 R FH BCH T A R
J7 5 R SRR T 1 A A AT R B SR A AU V2 06 B AR AT IR AL 6 T 2 28 4 28 1) i ) 2 1)
AN 10 7R R VA T U 5E 3 G — IR R T &R

SCHRI6L1A T AR SRR Boosting 532, 4 0N A W9 28 43 RN 22 2503 2 T R 1 28 70 AS P-4 1) . L
R, T A BRI AR IS o AR AN S FE P 28 4 2 ) Hp R F 2 58 592 0 DL S S T TE 25 288 43 2K il e, )
K P H A% 2 ST R4S SCHR[62]28 7 ¥k DBN(deep belief network)® 75 22 J6 v vk i T /0> B K RE A (1 e B,
it T —7Fh ECS-DBN(evolutionary cost-sensitive deep belief network) /7% & & 2% 5% H #E4L 5 ST EVEAR AL 2 5
B ML HIRE A 73 AR 28 JE 56 T A 2N (Q) BT e ) sse /s TR 453 2R HE U], v SCARAN UK 1) DBIN A5 7Y

(2) T AR A ORGSR 30 1) 8 P A A SR 3 S B

Qg 2.2 RTINS i R AR A U S 2] AR A B A3 . — AR FRATT BT AT, meKLR AT mecKNN 5
LR 5 AR A 7 e T 8 e AR A SR N G TR 3 o A £ A v R L RRAE Ti(1) 4k T AR U
NG TR ) i 50 (%) S R T @ R, 66 T U, S5 B A T U SR AN U &% = D7 iR AR U N R ) 1) 85 (2) meKLR
A mCKNN TR 5 ST 308 FR DL 307 IR e 5% 2 1 118400 1 1 R 00096 A2 A /0 0 S 468 2 v U 5 73 73 2 45
LA S RAIE RN ] fi R

I BB A SR 52 O B o AR s R A PR Ak 3 A8 R T B B R R I AL AT B B T — RBEE T AR M o i B 1
ARAN UG PR 77 25, T TR R LR SR P B0 4 331 m BA A 4.

loss(f (x),x,C) = (21)

e CSDL }ik
2 8B 7 i SRR ARG IR B T2 B, Sun SR B T —FF CSDL(cost-sensitive dictionary
learning) 531831, 361 1 B T AR A OB SRR 5 il B, CSDL 75 3 1) ik A RE AR 3 5 7 3 i 2 ST 7R o i

NI E ST R Q, AR 13 AN U8k 1 2 L R 25 48 5 SR AR AN BUK ) SRC(sparse  representation based
classifier) 7 ¢ #3761k 47 3 3 I .CSDL 753 (9 B b BR B0 LA R

min:l| X UV [ +411QOV I +4 31,11V I (22)
Hr U R V=gV, Va8 T8 ZEARAL SR AR 1 2 SR R 2 Q=[01,0a, -, On] 9 TRUE S ARAN 8 50 i B, HL 18
T T 0 = 6(Cypy 1)) FETE TREEE 106) FBEA S 2R 5 1) FEREA T 23 115K 5(C 10 y) IR E LAY
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L if Cy ) = 0

1061 (% (23)
Cione T Ciiog) #0

5(Cl(xi)l(xk)) _{

Hpo=2 REEAFEENRZTE CSDL HiER, FHRAH V BN nHEMERKT 0,7/ M,AX(22)
RN R B2 S) I || Q OV |2 T RE VA M ER B S AR, CSDL [ H b B8 H04E: 43 4R X i A2 3% — 4414

e Sparse Cost-sensitive Classifier 77i%

Sparse Cost-sensitive Classifier’®5% F#1 mcKLR. mckKNN {8 i JE %, Bl 2 4 42 R A 70.(20) 7 7% 11 loss(+)
BR B S R B /N BAER A5 HE U ) H b bR L EATT AN [F) 2 Ab7E T Sparse  Cost-sensitive Classifier H 4 # b %=
RO RBET — K B EMIRE res k=1,2,....c (i TFFEAR TG IR X B8 T 28 k IR ZMH res B/ FEAR
J& T3 k RN JE ML Z K.

e CSMF }ik

AW F CSDL J7iLTE HAw R #0Hh B #2407 Mt R 508 g B A A B80S CSMF(cost-sensitive  matrix
factorization)!®® R FH 97 25 5 1 S, i LA 245 AR RURK ) 40 531 22 5. CSMIF 1 206 S A B 20 ik 7 v 3R AS REAS 1
JEE RN V=V, Vo, Vol 28 5 58 SN BSURR ) i SRR B 4 5 J2 R AE I S B0 A AR (1 4 28 2 1) S A5 R A
RS S R e /N B I R SR T 38 B 0k AR 5 vk B 6 2 2 LA SRR S AL AR . CSMIF 1) H i bR 85 L

min X UV [+ 3, M) IWTY, -y, [ + 2RU.V W) (24)

Forr B8 1 UMM 4 AR 100, T2 ) 8 2 0038 SCRAR VG 38 2 TURARAN BURR M B U1l 0 AR 48 CSMF (178 2
A 560, L AR A A T S /A R A 4 5 0 3 3 A IE I RQULV W) = U (2 + [V IIF + W12 T 38k S i 0L 45 )
LW AR T 1), R T 2 80 B B B B h(I()) B T 58 106) R R A R B 20 HosE L
€c—2)Cqs +Cq, ifl(x) <cC
h0e) = {Ec —1))C:f T IExi; —c

(3)THI [ia) A4 60 o 00 o 0 ) RN R A3 K B0

WS 2.4 5 FTIR, AR B B TR AR BRURR B 3] B ARER MR R AT . — R AR R AL SR T R E AR
MBI 2 ) 7 3 (R P B TR 4 2K 53k, T o0 1R — 50 1 303033860 i g it | (i) 0771 ) 5 1 A R AT S5 B
TR T T A 48 R i A 2 1 B A B o T 3 2R B

o JHFHAFHHE TN K Cost-sensitive Neural Network 7772

TR A S o T ) AR A R 1 R RN A T4 1) L Arar 25 A$ T — B Cost-sensitive
Neural Network 75 353 38 5t 5 SCHn T A0 S5 ok ok %, A 95 25 STARE AR AR M ek

l0ss=CyyxFPRxpy+C1oxFNRxp; (26)
o R AR R IE 28, 17 3R 7 TR SR B AR HROR 7 28, #0738 78 FPR Al ENR 23 31l 3 7 B IE 9] 2 A8 751 2% p,y
F po 7 IE Bt S BE A {28 510 56 Mk 2R A 15 B A2, 1% 400 2K bR BAR SR R 2R(15) — B .

e CSBNN J5i%

Zheng #£ T Adaboost #7373 FfCN L) Boosting 528 b &5 1 Fh42y: CSBNN-TM(cost-
sensitive boosting neural networks with threshold-moving) J& T ¥ 5 B {8 1 5 U7 7, 5 2> 20(16) H B 5 VR 3580 58 ok
P Fh & 7% CSBNN-WU1 fl CSBNN-WU2(cost-sensitive boosting beural betworks with weight-updating) Ul < V& %
RAME BN Boosting ¥k 1A E 58 37 30 0] w45 0 5% 4 S I SR B RS B 7 TR — 40 S wP A G T 5 7 (AL
HL X AR U A R A X R

W1 (X) = Cyp (W, (X) exp(=f,(X) Y)/ Z, (27)
Hrpye{-11IMEMA x BIRIhRREy=1 A BB, 2 TSR C ) =1, 81R y=f(x), 51 fi(x) A
Adaboost H 155 5 28 W ()RR FEAR x 48 t+1 IR 551 5 AL
3.3.3 A ) ) A 45 A AR M UK B 3] B
I AT SR B AR BRUER 2 2] 10 RS AL 2% 2 = 0] RUAE 45 4 B IR0 90 8 0 D — B I R TR B 481

(25)
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AU ST 50 ) 5 AR 2 ST Wl R4, RRAEE R, R EBES L WU R BRI S,
WF 78 3R T A BB 10 2 R0 2 S0 S (222477800 AR A7 i e o e o v B84 AR A R ) A B R 5
YAI0 SIS A e 1 2 AR 2 3 SRR IO O R R 1 32 3 2 ST IR IS0 AR R A R 2 ST B98O
DA B AR UK B 22 4% 2% 31 BRI A AR OB S S R S B LR AR R A 2 T 10 1 L R UL

(1) 5 Zhric 2 >0 1) B 45 & (0 AR A SBURK 2 > B0

AR AR BBURK 22 Bt 2 > W RS | T 08 908 A 32 SR 3 v A IR 5 B — A I FH AU 5 AR A )
A4, MIREX 2009 £ 5k b i 3 38 B2 3R A FH 25 AR 4% T 21 10 35 5% BE (K2 10s) R FLEAT bride. B AT, % 30 42 3%
1 2472 A8 55 B AN SR BT 45 B RT RE 5 SR AR VE AT BIF T8 DA R B A R 45 o AT B (AR IS
B EE % B — B B R RIARIEAS B, 1 L IR B2 A — AN b i BT 3R 15 B b i OB — T =, 3R 45
P YU 22 (R FR VA S B 1 v 38 110 53 5 5 T R A A K U A0 A A DO SR 17 e e o AN AR PR AN (LA
I A5 T R M R bR TR A T IO v R A 1) A BT A R A AR TR T SR A AR U AR
A AR BB 1) 22 b 28 5 51 LR T AR A G b AR i AR I 1) R PR AR AN U 2 AR i 2 S R

e  Cost-sensitive Stacking 772

Cost-sensitive Stacking /7 y&PUf 3L A< AR K — A& K AN BRIE AR 80U 22 bRAT 20 258 il R 4K R KA
AR U 53 2 ) B LA, B e e — AN 61 8 ESR CS-SVM A 3 7D 51 R AR e 1 43 2 5 ik
fu(X),k=1,2,..., KSR J MR B AR 1) B S 25 R AR AR BBURK 9 43 28 B0 u(x) 25 ST AR AN BURK 1) stacking 4 2588, T
o bR T

e Cost-sensitive RAKEL 752

Cost-sensitive RAKELPY22 1 553 T2 # 1) RAKEL (random k-labelsets) /5 1804 & K MRICHI 24710 4E
I3 R TR N K IARIL TR Ry R JEEEE — M1l T4 Ry L% 1T CSLP(cost-sensitive label powerest)J;
2, BEAT A R HRR A LR B, LP(label powerest)!®® 7y 32 2 38 1k K AR AT T4 Ry, T TA W BE AR VE 4L & H AL
SRR TR A 1R 2 500 e 3 T SR R B RR 0 2 3] O VA AR Y 22 BRic 2 3T el L IR I, CSLP 7R BRI AN BRIE I
A AR IC 2 A B X B R 5 SO AR 1 7 VR A — Rl bR L 4L A TR AR, B e SR

. :{Zjﬂmvwcij, ifjeR, andy; =1
otherwise

(28)

FA hM(i) R A FEA X 7E R An 10 T4 B Cy s xi 258 | A FRic B AR, B F P X Zama I b v 8
n L)L)E%;yij:l TR X A jAbRd X BARRREARN BB FE—A PR AN 1, 8D yii=0 H‘J',Cij:l-

ERERRNE R T BRI AN BUR 2 b5 10 70 REE A IR E 4R 1 T VF 2 HAh
AN BUR 2 A id 5 2] R RN BUR 2 7R 1 5 2] Bk Bk mT 22 WL S0k [21-24,77-80].

(2) 5P >0 1) B 25 & i AR BURR 7 ) Bk

AR BURI 73 RSO AN BN T 23 K2 TE 38 40 SR 70 7E BT I 2R 72 o R AIE 22 20 2 43 2K 28
Bk AU AT A2 B W R AERHAE 5 SR AR AE R AN S B 5 2R 45 5 45 IO R AE AN AN UK, 1K A K b 5
J5 SRy AR I MR RE . D U BIF A0 SR T AN SR 0 e 4 Rk R B AR R sl 2 S A R T ) WA S
W e e/ MG X BRI AREE J5  WE e A 10(17) i f AT A5 AN BSURR B 4 A Y ) — e X

na\;n loss(W, X,C) (29)

e CSPCA. CSLDA fI CSLPP J5i%

CSPCA(cost-sensitive principal component analysis). CSLDA(cost-sensitive linear discriminant analysis)#
CSLPP(cost-sensitive locality preserving projections)®L821 2 & BL &7 F T~ A 50Uk N 6 R 591 1) 238 PRy A 401 s e 24
S, AT I B A SE AR R F BRGSO R AR TR (1 25 8 oK B i R A T & SR 4 o — RIS i — 2P
T2 0 WE R 3T LA B2 IR 5 23 A, P 4535 A2 4 20 450 5 di /DM v U 10 e 4 2 =T B L Ak

(1) CSPCA Sy H Ar bR HUE (40T
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T
w 2n2 Z, 121 1CI(X)I(x)”W X =W x; ||2 (30)

(2) CSLDA Bk (1 B AR R HUE XL F:

max :M (31)
W tr(WS,W)
b A GRS [B] B OB R R S AN B5URR 1) 258 PN S HIORE 4B B Sy 58 R
Se=2.. 12? 1Cinj(m‘ —m;)(m; —m;)’ (32)
Sw=2, lh(|)2' (x; —=m)(x; —my)T

Forp AR g A my 2 B RN AR T R IR AR 2 R B B R KR (i) I ORI 30(25) — FL
3) CSLPP 5Eik 1 H b B BUE X
max: 330 37 Clogyicey IW % =WTx; [ S (33)
Forr Sy T B KT A0 P A B R R AR 40 SR [100], 36 & SLan R
s, = {exp(— 1% = x; B I7), if %, an_d X; are K Nearest Neighbors (34)
0, otherwise
e WCSLPP J5i%
£ CSLPP LAY i 3 K &% B R A 0 B 07 QB 22 R b FERE A X F) KO AN 48 op ] BE A 35 [R) SR AR X 11
FERPEA xo MRAEHE 0 A HERE C (107 SC A IR 8 70 210 A O 0, T B % 73 R B ARA KT 0,80 €y 1) =0,

Cix i) > 00 ML T4 22 SR (3B) BT 32 LI CSLPP A 2 5 Ny

”\‘Ni” : Zi:le:l,l(xj)#I(xi)C|(X|)|(XJ) IW7x =WTx; [l; S; (35)
A (35) T K1:CSLPP fie/Mb T 485 J5 5 JSRE A R (¥ BE B9, 455 73 L 2 [ 30T 40 1) 53 R AR I 40 (R B PR A T
PR T7 1 W3 fig
N T R B Wan 45 J#IE 4> BT LPP(locality preserving projections) s i2: 1100045 51| T i AN W £ 4
(1) LPP BESZ AP 5205 (2) LPP BVEA R J:L_Zk%*é‘ﬁi’éﬁﬁj\iE’JB&/J\@C.}FHJ&ETfitmmﬁkﬁh%ﬁ
ST HRON LPP R RY 2 T 2 BN o R HE NN ) WCSLPP(weighted cost-sensitive locality preserving
projections) sy (831 1k — 5 % pe B 7E A BUR I KR 5 18] 8 b 45— gallery 28 Hh (RIRE A % /b T imposter
IR RE AR HL, R PSSR W ST T % SR A K 4856 77 ) (1 ST k. WCSLPP L2 (¥ H A7 o i€ S n
min:zi”lz”__laij W% —WTx; |5 S (36)
Horr, S5 g B KL 408 PRI FH) A R B, oy A [T B 28 FR AR SRR R 8 31 AR P46 ol 7 £ Jom A 2R L.

exp( 1% —X; ||2 I7), if x; and x; are K Nearest Neighbors and 1(x;) =1(x;)
0, otherwise

{h(k)yk if 1(x) =1(x;) =k

|f|(x)¢l(x) (37)

k=

DIIP I ||X —Xg Il5 Saq
o, HE M R L h(k) Y SCAD A (25) — B o FH n 3 3R R 2 K SR A SR ORI AR 2.

e PCSCDA J5ik

MRITEE 2.2 F75F AR 51 vl 28581 A 28 0 2600 2 T N R AR 50 (9 171 2% 2R G0 v A7 7B AN R 1) 28 380008 43 A 25 15 1) 7t
B imposter 2872 tH £ AN AN [F H imposter #4i% IR A 25 B AR W& 4 F7s,imposter 281 K 4™ imposter *ﬁﬁk,ﬂ
—A~ imposter #RAG I & H HIEARE /A6 X AAFAF V2 2 T B w37 AR S 1 20 3 o BT SRV R B AR AR AN B T 48 B
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CSLDA. Ayttt Wan 2 At AR 1148 R GERL R — AN 7225 23 1) J 0N 32 7 — A QA R A1) 7 5 30 530 43
) PCSCDA (pairwise costs in SubClass discriminant analysis)®4.

Fig.4 The data distribution of the door-locker system based on face recognition

B4 NIRRT 4 5 48 0 il 2 A s = 1

e CTKCCA Jiik

TE 5 T 2R e g FO0I 1) 850 v F 9 3 oA B0 P SR VR T FE A I %) O 000 11 5 2 S BB 8 T AR 4 2 45
FR) 2 YA B AR T E 00 901 H R AT A TR K00 AN ST A8 i) DA R % T A R D ) e ) A R I
H 14 Sl g TR0 AT 72 1 9 A5 e By i ke B3 ) B, CTKCC A(cost-sensitive transfer kernel canonical correlation
analysis) 824 Y1l 25 FET A0 90 2 S0 DA B B BRI E AR A0 01 SR 40 59000 R A8 2 ST FR I RN L b Bk, 3 o
TKCCA(transfer kernel canonical correlation analysis)f& 7,45 2 i & 85 50 H #004 B i v $0Hs 44 1) g 9k —
I R A U 2 3] 5 1 4E TKCCA F A RO NN 5 B SR B 5 A T 167 i) S50 76 22 o 5 00 H A2 e s
TR SE46 5 B N RIS5 R, KB T CTKCCA Ji & A Atk

(3) SUFRAEIEHE ) AR 25 & B AR BRURR 2% 2] Bk

T BRI AR BURRRAE T R 2200 B T I U SR R T AN R R R R R RR e B AR
TR R A NS AR N AE S 5 3k R, AT 3R A3 BE B8t /NG 23 45 R IR RRAE .

e CSLS }i%

CSLS(cost-sensitive Laplacian score)!®®3M& — i [ FF] - A1 e o T30 1 00 1) AR SRR RRAAE 6 6 590985 CSLS
B R S AMEE A BB Laplacian score {8, 3R 75 B A S /MU S 2 31 25 BE 1 AR AE. B4 SR
WF AR EEE ¢ SRR AR BUZ Laplacian score {A:

LTSLS = Zinzlzr;:l(—cl(xi)|(xj))(gu - gtj)zsij _Az:zlh(l(xi))(gti -m)’ D, (38)
Horfgy RN T AMFEARIIEE t ANMRFIE; Sy NI E K T4 B AL EE AR R, e S 2 3 (34) i i B 1 bR 4
h(10)) A58 SR 23 2(25) —BGmOAFEARAE S CAVRHE B 9P 391, D = 30 Sy,

e DCSLS Jii%

I R S A R ICSLS e KAk T 57 ZEFE AR 1] 1) J) B A 40 225 440, M 1 R] S AR 1] 1Y) J) S 0 40 225 44
TR PZ I R Wan - S5 NARYE fz /N B EEBUR HE N B2 B T — P DCSLS(discriminative cost-sensitive Laplacian
score) 175 ik 75 (RAIE S 8B AR 18] B0 A A1 08 =) 30 30 40 S 2R 5 K 14 [0 B 468 75 1) R AR 1) ) ARt 0 RS 3 3
A1 R fix/ME.DCSLS BERL ) 5 L in R

LDoSLS _ (1—l)zinzlh(l(xi))zzzl(gn E gu_)zsi\l{v _/Izin:lz?zlcl(xi)l(xj)(gti - gq)zsijB
' Var(g,)
Horr Var(g) WFEATES t MRHIE R R BUR DT 22, S FOR R RREAR I K3 4R P R B R e, e U A K
(36) 19— 2, S s T R REA I K L AR P i AL A B, B S T
g8 :{exp(— I % = x; % /1), ifx, and x; are K Nearest Neighbor and I(x;) = 1(x;)
o, otherwise
(4) 524 WaB 2 ) In) REUAH 25 4 IR AR BURR % ) V%

(39)

(40)
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FE IR B A BURE S =) BEE o AT 038 0 BB A 1 28 0 AN A A8 B 0, 98 5 AR 0 A 1) 280045 1243 3
45 SRR AR IR T A BL AN SR T 7E SEBR B2 A SREUREAS 10 280045 AR M, 75 E AT R E R 1A 7). 3L AR
BB 1) 2 B 2 ST SR B AR B 2 0 T 90 IR 2 e M B R SR A T R AR A R 2 T ) R

o RN BURK IR B R EIE

1) CS*VM Jrik

BRINGERAE 0 N EREAR n, AT EBFEA.CS*'VM(cost-sensitive semi-supervised support vector
machine)®eVif st 5 SCHN I A 2 STHE SR, T 38 5 2 AR 0B 1) 43 S8 28 R M B R AR (M A 284 IR

f{"y“ i%ll F I+ loss(f(x), ¥,,C) + 7,2 loss(f (x), %,,C) (41)

For fR AR AR M 2 2R3, §, T B FE AR AR5 B AN BURR IR 12 2% iR 2 loss () IR 8 SORT A 7 (19) — 3L,
C AR B 1 BB Al TE R AR AR 205 I AT R 2 AV 1, 77 70 1 7 DA BRI A A i) A, 1R, CS* VML i R
FHA TG B I A I A7 2R 35 1 P SR W A 1 J0 s 10 R AR PR s 285 T ] .

2) CS-LapSVM J5i%

g HER TR 2 (53 Y microRNA-binding Residues [l @,Zhou 55 A 42 Hi 7 — i CS-LapSVM(cost-sensitive
Laplacian support vector machine) /7 7%:5".CS-LapSVM il i £5 CS-SVM H5  rfv i A 545 K A J=) 55 370 7% 45 #40 1) 1
DU T, 452 w8 2 SRR (1 ) 53] B 77 B A i1, CS-LapSVM BB () I AR 26 30 X R

. 1 n n n
min: Il f 12+, 1oss(F (), ¥5.C) + 72, 20 I F () = (%) 2 Sy (42)

Horb Sy A T0 B KA &0 ] B R B, B AR E L n A 2 (34) .

3)  SCS-LapSVM Jjis:

N TRV S v R] e TR I AR AE AR BB RIS AT . KR TO AR B AR LA B W T R AR ] B, SCS-
LapSVM(sample-dependent cost-senisitive Laplacian support vector machine)®1 ¥ 2 5% F TG bR 2547 fi 4% s T 76
FRAEFEARMIARZEAE B, ¥ 55 I8 T 800 AT 4887 ) R A 485 3 AR AN BN B Laplacian S ) &2 AL 1 48 50 451 2% Al
Laplacian 1F JUJ 350 e gk — 25, 25 i 380 W 75 B A S e 551 T (R B2 1, SCS-LapSVM. 5 LT — Bl At (1 A A7, %ot
R 7 A3 A TR, AR AL 2.

4)  RNBURIRZEY R JTE

SCS-LapSVM K 9 45 5 =] 1) 55 W fife e 21 W B AR S50 5 20 Il 1, SR T oA 25 2 21 i 12 5 AR U 73 2%
P00 b T R R LT TS AR bR AT T B £ R A1 00 2R B, T BUR B R AR K 00 2K 45 RN R vk
%1 B, Wan 25 A2 1T — MR U FO AR 24 2 (cost-sensitive label propagation, fij % CSLP)®1 773k .CSLP i
o Bl G B AR UK 2 STHESRE TS 2 ST U 0 20 A R f DL MBI R AR AR 2815 IR
Yu.CSLP J5iE i — i X ml & Can 'k

”?IiY” loss(f, X,Y,C) (43)

For IR RE AR AR B HERE Y=[Y Y U] I B A A B FR 2 50 B Y TG B R AR R A 28 36 B Yy 1 .

FLARH, T g2 MBSO N IR ) 15 L CSLP 1 2 SR FH 4 A 4 A AR SR BN G PRl 45 1 s 23
FTR IR IG R FH ST J5 40 5 eR B L T B M [ A AR B 8 S /N 23 453 < v DU PR A AN UK B vl S TR A A B s e —
5 BIEE CSLP H b b 3 b 8 AR SUR AR 253 Ji8 1 JU) Ak 30, 7 3145 6 Mk I RE A bR 45 8B AR U 1
B i SCIa] I 3 R DA B AR M SRR B bR 25 B FE et R A B AT, B RS, TR AR B O NI IR ) 4

o AR BRI 2 R B 4 Y

1) CS°DA Jjik

CS®DA(cost-sensitive semi-supervised discriminant aanlysis)®% I\ Sy 2 & B 48 1 82 A T AR U= R IR
590 i R AR A AR A W B 2 S IR O T A AR I R R ) K B W FE A, CSDA HEHE T 25 2 5 (1) SR s

> B BT 0 AN EREAR Xy R B E AL T B R Xy, IR R R R R o
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min:ll el st 1% - X o lb<¢ (44)

Foi=n+l,.. n e N B RN R Z REL.
> RJE R R Ko B R TN M B RE AR X AR S B yi=lyanYai Vel LG BOREEAR
X JR Tk KRR,
255 RS SRS T T M B AR AR 2545 B S, CSPDA KA CSLDA A [l f1 B o 2 ST 8 2 STAR
P BRI T 1A W
2) PCSDA Jji%
CS®DA R FH i i 2 1 75 10 T 6 M B E AR O 26545 I8, 6 A 18 SR A G R 05 A i 1B R T, 4 F
F R I BEA e — AN FR B 2 =) ) RO 4k CSPDA 1 AER 8 b I R AR 75 3 R A /N M R A 2k o
35X 5 3 H R AR 135 7 ) 0] BEAS BT 4% ) £5 2 101 R 1 B8 /7. itk PCSDA (pairwise costs in semi-supervised
discriminant analysis)®®! ¥ 4/ 5% A F R 57 26 718 B A K1) Ly 308 5007 325, 0000 T 0 N JG: PR 1% RO 245 J8. LAk,
L Va7 R R U T
min {1 x = X4, I (45)
Horr B AT B REAR x 16 Ly 515 T WS M RS A3 B A X B 75 56 M B R A AT — IR QR 43 fi# X =QR,
BT[N SRAF BT A B REAR Xy MERE B =18, .18y 20 o] = RTQTXy SRIE HRAE 5k 72 fip /MU HE JU 3R A5
T B REAR RIS B
#E—4 PCSDA 1@ 58 S 2 R UL A7 IR D1 b o B A A 2 4R 0 R O AR U Bk i H
W R HUE SR
min: 73 () (VTS (m —m,)(m, - m,)TS, ) (46)
FErr AR R I 28 P 8 BB O

S = 2 h(i)Sy, @(4) = (P(IJ)+P(JI))[2+e [2\/—]} 4= \/(m m;)" (m; —m;),P(ij) = C;p;, P(ji) =C;;p;.

pi Ay 23T B T S S B R R S I A A T AW = SV

22
PCSDA #7115 i 1k y aPAC(approximate pairwise accuracy criterion)™; 4154 o(A;)=1,h(i)=1,PCSDA 7! i
iB1L 9 LDA(linear discriminant analysis)“°!.

3) CS°CCA Jii%

CS°CCA(cost-sensitive semi-supervised canonical correlation analysis)!®2& —ff 3 F T 2 40 &1 5% =7 1] B frg 4%
MU W 2 3] 3. CSPCCA A T S 8 B3 1 5 — 40 P o A7 AR A 0% 10 8, T8 4 2% 1) R AR Wb A A7 AE T
FCAth WL P P A A AE 1125 R G P oA A B 2 7 75 3 FR 05 LAt 0L P oy A7 AR AR SR 2 > )

X B R B SR h R R B T B REA CSPCCA BsEm L T — R T L, JE07vE bR 2 T 7
i%.H1 PCSDA —#£,CS’CCA 1] =22 3 (45) 3K 75 M B RE AR x; [0 S A4 R BB, T AT A9 REARTE S k 28 B A
57 res (K) =l — X 0 (B) 115 k=1,2,....c.8E— 5 @ 5| N U1 F o He B0 R 2 A5 T B B RE A X M BGhR 2 R
[p(LIX).p(21)), ... p(clx)]™:

A R A A 1 R4 of 4if) =Cij+Ci, PCSDA HRL i IBAL A CSDA I R4 w(4)) = 24 erf( 4 ]h(u) 1,
J]

o [x) = {ﬂexp( A -res, (K)), if res;(k) =0 )

if res; (k) <0
Hof NS, B LRI, TSR MR T R B REA v I BARZEE B Ip(lys).ply:), ....plcly)]".
AR 2 (A7) T 3RS bR 2515 B, CSPCCA 5 UM M BBURK (14 288 ) 6 1k 48 B S &0 AR A B0 11 288 P AH 26
PEAERE So°. LA e LR
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Séc = ZE:lZE':i,k'¢kCiizgzlz;':l Pk Xq) p(k’| yq’)xq qu’

C n n (48)
Si =2, h0 X0 > P Ix)P(K ] )X, Yy
HE— 25 SE ORI S Bk N SR AR G 40 AR AR, AT 45 CSPCCA 1 H b bR 3
T
min : rW, M, W,) (49)

Wy \/tr(VVxTMxxWx)\/tr(WyTMva)
Hot, My =S5 — aSg° My Al My, 7 531 25 R P f10 8 15058

4 REHIFAREE FFHRAOME = 5] R

Tk g5 A AR U SE ST B AR SR T A AR SR AT AN R JLAN 7 TR T BT AL

(1) B FE R A 2% A T AR BRUER A 2] 1) /R

BUAT AR 80 10 2 W B 2 ST B9k B0 92U 5 AU 4 o 8 280 NN S B vh A7 A6 KB TS I B PR A e 1T SR R
0 5 ST SR B2 5 T00M TG A 28 I G5 A AR 2545 2 28 U AR AR AN RE B 58 SLTCAR B8 I 2508 A ) 48 43 AR 0,
T A 5SS B AR AN AR 2 =) B30 TR W 45 27 S i 12 P B 28 TR i AR AR A U B 5 5 B2 (1 AR Sl 2% o) A
RURH B ST XA A3 AR 2 1T Be 2 A T )5 4 AR B A 4, 5 B00JR) 3B e A0 119 43 IS 45 S DRI MG 7 SR SR B 92
I SV A A4 3 Bt — AR A B M B ST T,

25 7R S BR R o B R EURE AR A 2515 5 A, T 252 v 6 S SCBE D 1 88 P 468 2 A A7 4 R ) B 3k BB 1)
AR B ) B BN B 8 20, B AUk T AR 2256 1 e A 25 58 31 N FH i A W 8 1) 52 2, DL &
BRI HH AT BEAFTE 3 RSS2, N v AR oI Re AN BB 06 9% i) F8 A F 0 3 AR AR AR T &
B, R RS XCKATE 1 75 1250 LA 2 3T BB A8 ST (14 75 15 12 A AT 1% 160 % 32 31 R v e R AR A, 2 5 B8UR) 3 e DL
T HL 22 SCIGAIE 7 V2 O B ) 52 2 FE A v R R E 2 r R R i T B 2, SRR EE I 2 R h =
B A B A 2 AR 2 SIR S F 1 B UM 45 &, 37 B T AR X 18] £ 77 9 004108 {E 42 7 947 7 g S e AR
X ], H 8 S T 4325 1) . SCHR[60,6 1] % A 44 2% = 19 7 VR AL SR A48 43 AR AEATS A7 53 350 f PIL e 1]

25 L TEFRZE AR S B AR A2 AT, W Ae] B 018 20 AR SRR 2% 2 B32s, 02 R SR I — A 35 L 9 N 4.

(2) WIS — AR U S R

TE B HE AR B0 52 ST R0y b B 50 3 AR A S 2 = ST S R B B B AR B 8 7 BIHR N B B 4 . RETE IR 4%
PLE oy 2528 B2 T AR B B 4 . AN BIUBRRAE 38 1 UL B AR S80R 43 2R B30V W B B R AE = ) i FE R 43 28
A 0K g O FE AR EL O A4S B REAE VT BE 2 5 S5 B2 1 4 AR WU, 3 BUR SR B AL I 43 2 45 L, G AR R
JiE 5 S FH 43 K88 W THR AN G — AR U & ST T R AR A3 R R A B — N B Y 2.

B2 a5 1.1 AN IIE TR IR SRR 2 2] TP AR TE 2 PP 28 BRI AR A G - AR . T EAR B
FAFREARMY 5350l S B 1 5 SIS R R B B [0 53 % B DA J e TR S22 B IR 3 /N5 T AE LA WL s 25 =) B,
HF 90 A AR R 3 R L 1 — PR AN T 7208 1 2 A R AR AT B G R TR B 2% 5 B b R A A AR R R LA T
B R B8 7,0 B 25 5 2% PR I O T AN 68 2 T B SR I I 2 A 2 A A A 2 ) R B N P T S B
HELEN R IR TEHRZTREKEX 3 MRG58, Wi — M a5 ®mEIRERE. g
FeBE L AR A B AR U B ?

(3) W FLIHI ] 22 43 2 0] R (%) A A0 S804 U1

T VAN 2 SRR B P R AR B 3T DL o SRl R AR o B R AR S TR TR U3 — 2B TR
i) #1326 7] fi % ROC(receiver operating characteristic) il 2% i AR 22 il A A7 iy 28 150, Y DAV 1 B B % AR A
TR R R AR AE 2 20 2 o j A e 1 AN 1l 2R 38 TR e B AT B 50 38l ot o S22 Rl vPAN o U B L 2 A
AT R J2 T B PP A A BB P 43 28 485 SR A5 AR A R S AR 59 B3 8189889205 7 R 5 bR A7 v U, A
PP AL AL B R Ay R . R BRI . AN IRTEAEEE . BRI EE DL SRR I A 1R AR
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total cost=C,g xn;, +Cg xny +Cqg x Ny,
Errg =n,,/n’ x100%
Errg, =n, /n§ x100% (50)
Erry, =g /ng x100%
Err =(ng, +n, +ng)/n, x100%
Hodtng iy g 20 AR R HE 2 RAUNH IR, B RTE 48 LR AR S ) I RE AR B nes s g 2 1 2R
FEA B LA 2 Ho i galllery A1 imposter J5 (1L A%k
SR, DA 5 b 0 1 D0 A 2 i SR e 538 b 1) TR e, D JHG 8 xR AR U R F 90 N 5 AE 22 70 S8 il o 2 75 )
PABCH—DNEM A R PR 1 b5, 2 AR SRAEAFF FE A0 — A 17 8
(5) W T I 1 2 FA DR i e 0 A R 2 ) AR
AR, BRL CR AP 1R 51 2 1 BIF 5038 B SR T BRRL OR AP ) 8 3 S S VR A 4] DR 97 57 =1 R G Hh I RE AL B AN
T T T 2 ARG 6 5 R A (10 3T 40545 2R i R OO B 3 T AR ARG R P S AR A 1 L S R
P AR R B P P BORE AR AL AR B AR A ) B B B A B DA SRR AR FR) 0l A 45 U2 R D ik 5 I SR Mk R
2, U 2 A TT LA RS ) R A T VR N L R Bl v A B O B 6 T AR U 2D B B T AR
B e BEAS O & 2R G THE B A0 IE 5 B E ORISR S B B VE T 4 2R AR K 2 SR T A
T FEARA I ES B0 2% A0 5 A A SRR 2 ST AR — S A ] e

5 B 4

AR BB 2] R WL 2 27 >0 40U B BEATE T A 0 AS [ AR B0 2 P il AL, AR B0 2 20 Tl o e )
AT R R AR, B0 36 A2 d5 /) 450 SR R U ) 2 ST B AR ST SRR 1 AR RS 27 21 T R S, AR B4 SRR
A B B0 PR ke SR 5 7 THI A 2R AN U 2 20 (¥ B Ak AR U5 A 2R AR BBURR 27 ST 10 AR R M L A 4,
PRI FEBIASTA 1 A NS VR0 i R 22 i 2 2 T 8 DA R AP e o 00 1 e 0 — 20 KRR AL 8 27 S0
IR 3 ANB B RN ZRfiedm N o BRI 2R DL R S5 R B, PEAR A 4R T 3 SRARA Uk 27 > T vk, RV ool i Ak 2
Tiidi EAR R BUR: 2] 7510 AR G5 R AL B TTVE BRUR W ARSKR AT R AL S5 k4T T R B
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